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F.M.A. No. 319 of 2023 filed by the appellant Tina Margarita
Purification is directed against the judgment and order dated
16.01.2023 passed by the learned Joint District Judge, 3™ Court,
Dhaka in Succession Case No. 2230 of 2021 filed by the respondent
Congregation of Holy Cross Brothers Society allowing the case with a
direction to issue succession certificate in favour of the respondent

and rejecting the application of the appellant.



F.M.A. No. 320 of 2023 is directed against the judgment and
order dated 16.01.2023 passed by the learned Joint District Judge, 3™
Court, Dhaka in Revocation Miscellaneous Case No. 07 of 2022 filed
by the appellant dismissing the same and affirming the order dated
28.02.2021 allowing the Succession Case No. 178 of 2021 filed by the
respondent.

Summary of facts are that the respondent Congregation of Holy
Cross is a Christian missionary registered with the Joint Stock
Companies, East Bengal on 21.11.1951 having Registration No.
EB/1951-52. After obtaining registration, the missionary has been
operating in Bangladesh as per Christian norms, codes, rules, mainly
The Code of Canon Law, 1983 (promulgated by Pope John Paul II on
25.01.1983) and the Statutes of the Congregation of Holy Cross
Brothers Society.

Mr. Robi Purification, the uncle of the appellant (Tina
Margarita Purification), took vows of poverty as Brother of the said
missionary on 15.06.1980 and subsequently, on 09.12.2012, Mr. Robi
Purification was appointed as the Provincial Superior. While
discharging his duties as Provincial Superior, Mr. Robi Purification
died on 06.10.2020. After his demise, the Congregation of Holy Cross
filed 2 separate Succession Cases being Nos. 2230 of 2021 and 178 of

2021 before the Court of 3™ Joint District Judge, Dhaka for issuance



of succession certificate in favour of the congregation/missionary/
church.

In Succession Case No. 2230 of 2021, the learned Judge, vide
order dated 16.01.2023 allowed the succession case and passed an
order for issuance of succession certificate in favour of Brother Jevier
Rozario who represented the Congregation of Holy Cross Brothers
Society. The learned Judge rejected the application of the appellant.
This order gave rise to the F.M.A. No. 319 of 2023.

In Succession Case No. 178 of 2021, similar order was passed
on 28.02.2021. Challenging the said order, the present appellant, who
1s the niece of the deceased Robi Purification, filed Revocation
Miscellaneous Case No. 07 of 2022 before the learned Joint District
Judge, 3" Court, Dhaka, who, vide order No. 12 dated 16.01.2023
rejected the Revocation Miscellaneous Case and affirmed the order
dated 28.02.2021. This order gave rise to the F.M.A. No. 320 of 2023.

During pendency of the instant F.M.A.s, the parties
compromised the matter out of Court and filed separate joint
applications dated 23.02.2026 to dispose of the appeals in terms of the
compromise dated 22.02.2026. The terms and conditions of the
compromise are identical in both F.M.A_s. They are as follows:
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I find no legal impediment in accepting the compromise.

Accordingly, the applications for disposal of the appeals in terms of

the compromise are allowed. The F.M.A.s are disposed of

accordingly.

Arif, ABO



