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working of the Valuation of Land Act or of the Court would come to the conclusion that the
Assessment Courts were a species of Star Chamber at which it was quite useless for any objector
to values to appear with a prospect of either having his grievance listened to or of getting
justice done. During my experience as Valuer-General, which extends from 1910, I must say
that up to about eighteen months ago there were no objections received by the Department either
to the proceedings of the Assessment Courts or to their constitution. About eighteen months ago
a suggestion was made from a local body in the Auckland District to the effect, that the constitu-
tion of the Assessment Court was unsatisfactory in that it did not allow of direct representation
of objectors. A resolution on the subject was passed by that local body and communicated to
other local bodies until eventually it came to be regarded as a semi-political question. It
was about that stage that representations were made to the Government to alter the constitution of
the Court. The recommendation was that each objector should be allowed a special representative
who would take his seat on the Bench as soon as his (the objector's) case came on. Of course,
the thing was impracticable. Some months elapsed, and nothing more was heard on the subject
until the Assessment Court sat in Wellington lately, when it was raised again, and in a more
serious way than hitherto, because the increased values in the lands of the Dominion brought
into the category of land-tax payers a number of owners who had hitherto escaped paying
land-tax. In making a change in the constitution of the Assessment Court one has to consider
more than the complaints of a few objectors. One would g-ain the idea from what has been
written in the Press and from the evidence before the Commission that Assessment Courts have
not been appealed to very largely in the past in regard to valuations. I have had the following
return prepared showing the number of Courts held during the last three years, and number
of objections heard :—
Return showing the Number of Local Districts revised during the Period 1911 to 1914(inclusive), the Number of Separate Properties valued, the Number of Objections lodged,

the Number of Objections referred to the Court, and the Percentage of Valuations
reduced by the Court, &c.
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