R. MCKEAGG. | 71 B.—17s.

or Mr. IFFlanagan.” The Court had been sitting in Dunedin last week, so that was why I called
in to sec Mr. Clothier. Would. you he kind enough to let me know what you intend to do,
as there wre two years’ rates duc now, and I want the thing finished up. 1f they sue for the
rates 1 atl bound to defend myself, in which case 1 think I have sufticient proof.—I1 remain, &c.,
Ricuarp MoKrpacu.” 1 also saw Mr. Clothier on the 14th August. On the 12th November,
1914, 1 reccived the [ollowing letter from the Valuer-Geueral : ¢ With reference to your letter of
the 1Hth August last, relative to apportionuent of reduced capital value between unimproved
value and value of provements, and to previous covreespondence on the same subjeet, I have
now to advise you that as the only Assessnient Court set up in Dunedin in the present year was
for the purpose or heaving objecaons to the revaluation of Maori Hill Borough, and as in the
opinion of the Stipendiary Magistrate it was not competent for this Court to hear your case,
the only alternative is to set up an Assessment Court for Mosgiel Borough and refer the question
i dispute to that Court. 1 would suggest, however, in order to obviate the expense which would
Le incurred in setting up a Court for Mosgiel, that the matter be held vver until I visit Dunedin
i1 the course of a month or so, when I will see vou personally; it you are agreeable, and no doubt
a satisiactory compromise will be made between us. 1 have an objeetion to forcing objeetors into
Assesstent Courts if such can be avoided.—1 have, &e., I'. W, 1'Lavacan, Valuer-General.”” 1 have
been fighting for the lust thiee years to get the thing adjusted, and that is all the recompense 1 have
got. In fact, the Last time T went to see M. Clothier I could not have been treated worse if 1
Liad come from the Cannibal Islands. . 1 was very greatly dissatisfied.

3. You do unot dispute the total value of £700, but you objeet to the £120 being taken off
the buildings alone #—-Yes. ‘

4. Your real trouble s that you could not get a sitting of the Assessment Court{—7Yes.

5. Your case was the ounly one to come before the Assessment Court?—There were hundreds
of them. Nearly evervbody in the township objected, but the valuer came round and subse-
quently guve them their own valuations,

6. Ax they were satisticd they would have withdrawn their objections - -1 should think they
would,  One man got £430 oli, another £350, another £200.

7. Your case was the only one that could have come before the Assessment Court if one had
been set up F-—There would have been a good many more, 1 have no doubt. '

8. Mr. Cancpbell.] What have you put on to the land?—-1 spent £70 or £80 in moving the
house on to the seetion.  In the last three vears I have done nothing to the place because 1 was
disgusted with the valuation they put on. [ was determined to make them take the land. 1 am
not the worst in Mosgiel.  There are hundreds Tn a worse position, because they never objected
and are paying the penalty. .

9. The Valuer-General.| Our difference is with regard to the apportionment of the reduec-
tion —VYes.

10. Section 32 of the Act provides that the reduction must be proportionate as between the
hproved and the unimproved value, and it is to that that you speecifically object I—VYes.

The Valuer-General : 1 cevtainly did make you a promise that your matter would be brought
before an Assessment Court, and thought it could have been .taken by the Maori Hill Court, but
the Magistrate ruled that le had no jurisdiction to take assessments other than those of the
Maori Hill Bovough. However, I am in Dunedin now, and am quite willing to meet you and
come to a compromise if possible. .

Wiktness: 1 the matter hiad heen scttled by the Magistrate 1 would have been quite satisfied.
[ was quite prepared to stand by the decision of the Magistrate, whatever it was.

Wintian Linvpsay CRAG examined

1, The Chairman.] What is your position?--1 am a farmer and a valuer. | commenced
valuing for the Depawrtiient in 8r. Sperry's time, 320 years ago.  Since then 1 have valued all
over Canterbury and Southland. T am o practical farmer, and have owned a farm for forty-
five years i Shag Valley, so that 1 have a practical kuowledge of laud. 1T think that the Valua-
tion Departivent does not hold the confidence of the community in the way it should, on account
of one or two things. In the first place, the valuations of a distriet are not made up to date.
For instanee, the land on Taieri Plain, which is the best we have about here, has not been valued
for seven vears. It is trst-class land, and has doubled in value since it was valued. That is
very unfaiv to distriets that have been revised and had their valuations brought up to date.
Some of the men appointed to make valuations do not gain the confidence of the public. Some
vears ago a clerk out of the office wax appointed to value Dunedin and suburbs, and he had ne
experience of land or buildings. 1 do not think that was w proper class of wan to appoint as
a valuer. 'Then when he died a wan was sent down from Wellington to value Dunedin pro-
perties.  So far s I know, he had no knowledge of Tand and buildings.  He valued the Maori
Hill district. in which T reside, and, as far as I know, he visited very few of the properties.
He did not visit my property there, and on making inguiries from my neighbours 1 found
that they bhad not heen visited by the valuer either. Hm\" can a 1an vnvlu‘e pl‘opgl't)f without
iuspecting it? I know, of conise, that under the Act lie iy supposed to visit and inspect each
propertv. | have never heen able to attain thnp expertness that ! was able to value a property
by simply walking along o road. In my case I 'I:Ld. added to my improvements to the extent
of £112 during three years, and they redueced my nnpmvementsJ))' £130. The notice 1 got
gave my unimproved value at £500 and my improvements at £550. The lmprovements are
new. and have cost me £R00. 1 objected that the value placed on the land was much. too high and
that ou improvements too low, and eventually it was adj'tlsted,‘ but I think.. it is a very slipshod
way to make a valuation. One property up there which was valued, unimproved, at £1,000
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