



















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































MAGISTRATE’S ORDER 541

1. The Privy Council in its judgment of 5th
March, 1935 completely reversed all the decrees given
by the courts in India in favour of the Dayal Bagh
people. It is wrong to say that the Privy Council
approved or confirmed any para of the judgment of
the High Court dated 12.6.1929 in favour of the
Dayal Bagh people. They argue that the Privy
Council, while reversing all the decrees of the courts
in India, held that the properties in question, inclu-
ding the shrine at Pipalmandi in dispute in this case,
were not trust properties and there was therefore
no occasion or necessity to give any declaration
about the alleged right of the Dayal Bagh people as
beneficiaries in the alleged trust. They urge that
the question of the Dayal Bagh people having a
rightin the alleged trust properties was only raised as
an auxiliary and not as a substantive issue, and there-
fore, Section 11 C. P. C. does not apply. They also
say that Section 11 C. P. C. relates to the procedure
of civil suits and not to criminal cases.

2. All the properties in possession of the Soami
Bagh sect are the personal and private properties of
their Sant Sat Guru, Babuji Maharaj, and no Sat-
sangi has got a right to hold Bhandara or congrega-
tional worship at the Samadh and that no one can
enter the shrine for homage without the permission
of the authorities who are in possession of the
Samadh. They further say that the Dayal Bagh
people are seceders from the original stock, having
separate doctrines, funds, properties and rules of
conduct, that they have never held any Bhandaras
at the Samadhis of their three previous admitted
Gurus and they have no inherent right of worship
orof Bhandara at the shrines in possession of the









	

