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(3) An order that the Courl convenc an extraordinary meceting ol
the Conference ol the Church for the purposc of clecting »
new President.

(1) A declaration that any propercty bought by the Defendant 1o
his own name is held by him as trustee on behalf of the Trec
Church of Tonga.

(5) A declaration that ccctain appointments made by the Defend-
ant of persons to be Ministers were not made properly undcr
the laws and Constitution of the Church.

It is by no means cleat that the Plaintiffs arc entitled to all of

thesc remedics.

The Plaintiffs have, after asking the learned trial Judge un-
successfully for further relief in addition to that claimed by their
statement of Claim, appealed to the Privy Council seeking somc
of these additional remedies.

It would appear that this litigation was beguo without ade-
quate considcration being given by the Plaintiffs and theic lawyers
of the terms of the Constitution of the Frce Church of Tonga, (of
which two of the Plaintiffs werc original signatorics) nor sufficient
thought being given to what relief was in fact required. An ordcr
for an account_will only bring to light, the facts and the figures
in the case. It is of little practical use on its own. On the other
hand, the Defendant was only required to plead to and defend
that one claim. If other remedies had been sought, the defencc

might well have taken a different line.

Whilst the evidence in this case certainly reveals an unsatis-
factory state of affairs, the Court below would have exceeded its
powers had it granted relicfs not sought by the Statement of Claim.

The Plaintiffs asked the Court below for an order for an
account and the Court made such an order. It had no power. on
the claim before it, to do more.
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W¢ have noted that both sides were awarded high cost, g,
the Court below, amounting to some £900 n all, which were order.
ed to be borne by Church funds.
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