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. OPPOSITION ACTIVE
There is an evident concerting of action by those
opposed to site-value rating to seek some modifications
in their favor.

- Mr. B. S. B. ' Cook, of Malvern, has had several.

letters in the “Age” and has apparently swayed his
Malvern South Branch of the Liberal-Country Party to
seek an investigation of the operation of site-value rat-
ing in Malvern. He disputes the claims of rating re-
formers that “about 75 per ¢ent” of homes pay less
under that basis. An attack in the name of this
Branch but unsigned was published in “Malvern Ad-
vertiser,” and answered by the General Council for

Rating Reform, who pointed out that proportions bene-

fiting under the change could be easily checked from
the rolls which print both values and sought co-opera-~
tion of this and other branches of political parties to
make such a comprehensive survey.

This was followed up with direct invitations to
the branches to appoint representatives for this pur-
pose.

The Liberal-Country Party conference had several
motions before it from branches relative to pro-
posed amendments of the Local Government Act on
site-value rating. K Tliese were referred to the Party
Executive with power to act. The man who had most
to say on these motmns at the conference was Mr.
B. S. B:. Cook.

Comments and other 1nformat1on relative to the
proposed amendments have been: submitted by the

General Council for Rating Reform to the Liberal- .

Country Party Executive and appear elseWhere in this
issue.

"~ In Broadmeadows the same clique of counc1110rs
who haveé opposed site-value rating for years are still
doing their best to attack it. Cr. Rayner has tabled
a motion seekmg amendment of the Local Government
Act to require petitions for nolls to be presented to the

‘Minister instead of councils; the Minister then to call

for a survey how change Would operate and then to

have comparative statements and a poll if the Minister

orders it.
Intimidation

Indicative that holders of-vacant land are becom- :

ing avprehensive of the demand.for site-value rating
in Devonport (Tas.) is the following text of an un-
signed and unstamped letter received by Cr E. H.
Churcher:

. “Why. don’t you- shut-your big mouth on the site-
rating issue because if you persist someone will plant
a fist in your ugly dial and shut it for you. You are no-
thing but a fanatic and a skiter, so shut up before
you get done over—and I mean done over!” -

Rate Protest Meetings
Protest meetings have been held in many muni-
cipalities which have had revaluations over the last
two years. Those which have been prominent in the
press have included the following rating U.C.V.: Cam-
berwell, Heidelberg, -Brunswick, Moorabbin. Those
rating buildings and improvements (N.A.V.) included

Lilydale, Keilor, Mulgrave, Malvern "Whittlesea, Dun-:

das, Bet Bet.
Mr. Fagan, Municipal. Association -Secretary, was
reported as saying that there were probably . many
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times the number in country districts that didn’t make.

headlines in the daily press like the metropolitan- ones.
Malvern and Mulgrave have since changed to site-
value rating and are free ‘from rate -protests while

their councils have more funds available for Works .

Keilor is to take a poll next August.
The basic reason for -intensification of complamt

this year lies in discussion at the municipal associa-"

tion conference which suggested it was better for coun-
cils to 'go for a big-increase in revenue ‘when' they re-

valued instead of smaller increases from year to year.
The principle was to get all the complalnts over- in‘
one year and have the extra revenue. The sponsors of

this idea have evidently mlsJudged ratepayer-reactlon ‘

Some of the protests are quite unfounded Bruns-"
wick only increased its revenue 15 per’cent. Whlch is:
quite reasonable and“at‘least one of ‘the progress ‘as="
socidtioris was reported as passing a motlon tha’t lt.

considered:the increase perfectly -justified.

Camberwell and Heidelberg protest meetings were’

exclusively directed -‘against the substantial increase
in scale of proposed expenditure in one year without

any ‘criticism” of the rating system. Nevertheless op-.

ponents in other places have mted the complamts as, a

- product of the system. .
. They conveniently forget the more numerous _‘pro-.

tests in. the districts rating upon 1mprovements
, : . Wangaratta . B
 “Wangaratta Chromcle” (13/3/57) reported that
the Ratepayers’ Protectlon Leéague had issued mstruc—

tions for a Supreme Court writ to prevent. the Borough :

Council from collecting its rates under site-value. It

claimed counsel had advised that the referendum con- -
ducted last August had rot been carried out in ac-.

cordance with the requiréments of the Act consequ-‘ '

ently any rate based on the referendum was “ultra-

Vires.”
night to discuss the question..

It was indicated the League would meet that -

The nature of the alleged breach Was not .given

but reports of thie meeting (understood to have been -

attended by five persons. only comprising ex-Cr. Nolan

and friends) suggest that it is claimed the results of.

the poll were not pubhshed in the Government Gaz-{f—

ette.

If that is all we don’t give them much prospect. of_'
The attempt to upset the 1947 poll in He1de1-,

sucecess.
berg failed because (although irregularities were ad-

mitted) site-value supporters could not. produce 17

persons in court deprived of their vote as would be
needéd to lead the maglstrate to infer the result could
have been affected.

In this case there is a. 4-to-1 vote that has to be

talked down. We will be -surprised if that writ is

actually lodged and will look forward to ex-Cr. Nolan,

footing a bill for costs as a fitting retribution to his

obstruction to ratepayers’ wishes over the last four.

years.




