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In regard to the suggested method of subsidizing rates, it is found that counties whose rates are
low will receive less, while those whose rates are high will receive more than under the present
system. Nevertheless, for the whole Dominion it is anticipated that the increase over the present
total of £150,000 or thereabouts will not amount to more than £20,000 annually. By this suggested
system it is anticipated that the tendency will be to form larger counties with higher standards of
organization, and to stimulate progressive counties to still further efforts in the development of their
districts and in the improvement of their roads.

Under the proposed Main Roads Bill it would appear that certain counties will be relieved of the
maintenance of varying lengths of main roads, and consequently will be in a better position to deal
with their remaining roads, while other counties (who will not be similarly relieved) are in positions
that equally require financial relief. It is suggested that in order to obviate this apparent inequity-
all counties who are relieved of maintenance of portions taken over in terms of the Main Roads Bill
shall contribute 50 per cent, of the average annual maintenance-costs of the portions so taken over,
such average cost being computed from the annual costs of the three years immediately preceding
the taking-over, and the Government shall have power to collect this contribution by deduction from
the proposed subsidy on rates.

G. T. Murray, Inspecting Engineer, Wellington.
H. H. Sharp, Staff Engineer, Wellington.
T. M. Ball, District Engineer, Stratford.
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Difference.
*"

O rf

31^
j sq. m.
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Egmont .. I 197
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Inglewood .. I 156
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Waimate West 88
Waitotara .. 476
Wanganui .. 472

£
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1,711,464 1914
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Totals 43,027 23,658 + 10,031 9,990
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