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1882.
NEW ZEALAND.

LOCAL GOVERNING BODIES.

(CIRCULAR ACCOMPANYING QUESTIONS SUBMITTED TO LOCAL BODIES, WITH REPLIES
RECEIVED THERETO.)

Presented to both Houses of the General Assembly by Command of His Ewcellency.

Government Buildings,
S1R,— Wellington, 13th May, 1882.

The Government, in accordance with the pledges given last session, have
under consideration the propriety of introducing in the ensuing session measures
to improve the position of Local Governing Bodies, and to give them financial
assistance in the prosecution of public works.

The Government think that before Parliament deals with these measures it
would be desirable for the Jocal bodies to have an opportunity of dircctly expressing
their opinions on some of the more important points.

I therefore have the honor to ask that you will, on behalf of the body over
which you preside, answer the questions in the enclosed paper, or as many of
them as you take an interest in, and return such answers to me at your earliest
convenience.

The bulk of the questions, you will observe, relate to the constitution, powers,
and duties of the governing bodies.

For your gmdance I propose offering an explanation on some of the matters
to be dealt with.

It is, I think, generally admitted that the government of towns and
villages under the Mumclpal Corporations and Town Districts Acts needs no great

"tlteratmn Amendments on points of detail will no doubt be from time to tlme
required.

1t is also generally admitted that there are a number of special purposes
for which special bodies are required, and must be allowed to exist at present,
such as harbour management, education, &c., &ec.

Therefore it is only to the government of the country districts that this
circular is intended to apply.

The Government, after careful inquiry, are satisfied that there are some
districts which desire the dual governments of Counties and Road Boards, and
others which wish only the government of one or the other of these bodies. It
is evident that the legislation, to be satisfactory, must be so framed as to allow
ﬁach district to choose readily which of such forms of government it prefers to

ave.

One of the measures most needed is a consolidating Road Board Act, which,
by bringing the whole law relating to Road Boards into one statute, would much
simplify the working of these institutions.

1—A. 10.
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Your answers to the questions as to Counties and Road Boards will materially
help the Government and Parliament in dealing with the Road Boards Bill, and
also the amending Counties Bill.

As to the finances of local bodies, of course the greater part of their revenue
must at all times be derived from rates. Believing that the present system of
valuing is unnecessarily expensive, and that the local bodies might, at small cost
to the colony, be relieved of the cost of valuation altogether by using the property-
tax valuation, the Government are preparing a new Rating Bill on that basis.

By such Bill it will be proposed that every third year, in March, commencing
in the year 1883, the Property-Tax Commissioner, who will then have completed
his valuation, shall furnish each body with a valuation roll; he will also have
to furnish each body every intermediate year with a list of any alterations made
by him owing to change of owner or occupier, purchase of land from the Crown,
&e. Ratepayers will he protected from excessive valuations, for not only will
they have the appeal to the Boards of Reviewers, but also under the Pr operty Assess-
ment Act of last session the Government must purchase the property if they do
not reduce their valuation to what the owner has valued it at, while the Govern-
ment are protected from unfairly low valuations by having the right of purchase
at the owner’s valnation, with £10 per cent. added.

The rates will then be struck on the capital value of the land, and of course
the making-out of the rate-book will, under the proposed Bill, be a matter of
clerical work simply.

It will also be proposed to vest the power of selling or letting land for non-
payment of rates in the Public Trustee, six months aftel Judoment has been
obtained or notice given to the defaulters; but compelling the Public Trustee to
do so on getting a certificate of the judgment, and also enabling him to pay over
to the local body the rates, &c., in arrear, before sale or lease, in which case he
will retain the interest chzuged As these powers are generally exercised in the
case of unoccupied or deserted lands, over which the Public Trustee has control,
it will be more convenient for him to have these powers, and 1t will save both
trouble and expense to the local bodies.

As to the financial aid which should be given by the colony to the local
bodies, the Government proposals of last year were embodied in the Roads
Construction Bill and the Crown and Native Lands Rating Bill ; but the Govern-
ment are now considering the propriety of making important alterations in these
Bills before introducing them again, and hope thereby to make them satisfactory
to Parliament and the public.

In considering this question, I would beg you to bear in mind—

1. That it is most desirable to avoid having to obtain aid for the local
bodies directly from Parliament.

2. That, whether the money for the construction of local public works be
found by Parliament or by the local bodies, it must to a great extent and for some
time to come be found out of loans.

3. That, as regards such works as main roads which connect one centre of
population with another, thereby promoting the prosperity of the whole colony to
an even greater degree than they benefit the immediate localities through which
they pass, it is only fair that the whole colony should bear, at any rate, the greater
part of the cost of their construction.

4. That, as regards such works as district roads, which may be said to be con-
structed chiefly for the benefit of the property through which they pass, the greater
part of the cost of their construction should be borne by the property so benefited—
—in other words, by rates which should be spread over a reasonable term of years,
o0 as to repay the principal with interest at a low rate.

The Government endeavoured to effect these objects by the Roads Con-
struction Bill of last session. Its main provisions were as follows :—

A Board was proposed which was to distribute the Government aid p10V1ded.
by the Bill, and to obtain repayment of those portions advanced as loans.
Neither the existence of nor the method of constituting such Board was at alt
necessary to the scheme of the Bill, as the Board had practically no discretionary.
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powers as to the granting of loans, the rights of each local body to obtain grants
of the money provided by the Blll being clearly defined by it. But the reason
for proposing a Board was that without it the powers proposed to be conferred
on it would have to be conferred on the Government of the day, and this
especially as to the enforcing repayment of loans seems objectionable.

Then the Bill provided £150,000 out of loan, and a yearly grant of surplus
Land Fund up to £150,000, for giving aid to main roads which were roads declared
to be such by the Board, with the apploval of Parliament.

Any County Council or Councils which desired to construct a main road, and
which could have provided a fourth of the cost, could at once have got the other
three-fourths from the Board as a free grant in aid.

If such Council was not in a position to provide the fourth, then, if the rate-
payers approved by a poll the levying of a special rate to repay such fourth,
the Board were to supply the whole of the money necessary for the constructlon,
three-fourths of it as a free grant in aid, and the other one-fourth being repayable
by twenty half-yearly debentures of the Council, which were not to bear interest.

In order to show the working of this part of the Bill I will give an instance.
Suppose a road from A to B had been declared a main road. The Council was
desirous of constructing the whole, or a portion of it, which would have cost, say,
£10,0600. The Council could, on finding £2,500 themselves, at once have got
£7,500 as a free grant in aid, or else they could have got the whole £10,000 on
giving debentures for paying £125 every half-year for ten years, to be secured by
the levying of a rate which would every half-year for ten years have produced
£125. Of course the amount of this rate could have proportionately diminished
if the County could or chose to furnish a part of such £2,500.

The other works to be aided by the Government were river works and district
roads, which were all roads not main roads. Aid could have been given under this
part of the Bill to Road Boards or River Boards as well as County Councils. To
start with, it was proposed that the Board should be provided with £200,000 out of
loan for these purposes.

Any such local body had a right under the Bill to obtain an advance of the
whole or any portion of the cost of such works, if the ratepayers had by poll ap-
proved the levying of a rate to secure the repayment of the amount advanced in
the following manner. It was to give debentures for the whole amount advanced,
paying principal back with interest by twenty-seven half-yearly payments of
£4 10s. for every £100.

In order to show the working of the Bill as regards river works or district
roads I will give an instance. Suppose a Road Board required £500 to construct a
district road. 1t could, on complying with the necessary conditions, have obtained
the whole of the money on giving debentures for twenty-seven half-yearly pay-
ments of £22 10s. each. On the payment of the last of which the whole debt,
principal as well as interest, would have been extinguished.

The Act contained a number of machinery-provisions for insuring that the
estimate of cost on which moneys were to be advanced were reasonable; that the
moneys could have been applied only to the works for which they were obtained ;
for taking the poll of the ratepayers; for enabling local bodies to unite in an appli-
cation ; and for the making and collection of special rates, &ec.

If the applications for the year had exceeded the money at the disposal of
the Board such money would have been divided pro rata, the Board having no
power to grant the application of one body in preference to that of another.

It should be mentioned that the definition of road given by the Bill included'
bridges, and that priority was given to the applications of bodies desirous of
reconstructing roads suddenly destroyed by flood.

Another part of the Bill provided a scheme for constructing roads through
Crown lands, either before or shortly after sale, out of the purchase-money to be
received therefrom, thus throwing the cost of the construction of all main roads
through lands now in the hands of the Crown upon the Land Fund.

1t will be seen that by the proposal it was suggested ‘to provide at once half
a million of money for road-making; but, of course, if adopted and found to
answer, it could have been expanded to any extent required for settlement, if
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approved by Parliament, at any rate as regards those works the moneys for which
were to be found entirely by way of loan.

It might be as well here to show what the cost to the colony of these pro-
posals would have been. As the colony would have been lending £200,000 for
district works at £3 per cent., for which the colony itself pays £5 per cent., this
would have meant an annual charge of £4,000; besides there would have been
the full interest on the £150,000 paid out of loan for main roads as above shown,
which is about £7,500; in all, £11,500. But, considering the large extent of
country this expenditure would have enabled the local bodies to open up, thus
promoting settlement and adding to the general wealth of the colony, it must be
admitted that no money could be better spent.

Had it been considered advisable to spend more money every additional
£100,000 found by Parliament for the purposes of the Bill would have cost the
colony £2,000 per annum.

It should be noted, also, that the funds granted to the Board would every
year have been increased by the receipt from the local bodies of the half yearly
instalments made in repayment of loans, which would have been available for
again advancing for similar works.

As to the maintenance, after construction, of the works above referred to,
there cannot be much doubt that in all ordinary cases the cost must be defrayed
out of rates—in other words, by the owners of property benefited by the same.

It is because of the recognition by the Government of this principle that they
introduced the Crown and Native Lands Rating Bill, which brought the Crown
and-the Natives within the operation of such principle.

The following is an outline of the provisions of that Bill : —

(@.) There were first some general exemptions of Crown property :

(6.) All Crown lands in boroughs would have been rated like private lands
to the Colonial Treasurer, and the rates paid out of the Consolidated
Fund ;

(¢.) All Crown lands anywhere (subject to above-referred-to exemptions)
on which there are buildings used by Government would have been
dealt with in the same way :

(d.) All Native lands in boroughs would have been rated to the owner or
occupier just as in case of land belonging to Europeans :

(e.) The Governor in Council might have defined districts at any time, in
which all Native lands should be treated in the same way :

(f.) Then, as to all other Crown and Native lands not yet dealt with,
certain fixed values for rating purposes were given by the Bill; and
also the quantity in each district to start with was fixed by the
Schedule, and would have been diminished every year as any lands
ceased to be Crown or Native lands.

It was thought that the thus fixing these two points of value and quantity,
though the amounts of either were, of course, open for modification, would have
saved much trouble and dispute.

In the case of such lands the rates were proposed to be paid out of the Con-
solidated Fund, but any so paid on Native land would have been collected as a
stamp duty when the land was sold or leased to Europeans.

I trust that this explanation will aid you in comprehending the scheme of
these Bills; and I shall be glad to receive any suggestions from you generally on
the matter dealt with by this circular, as well as your answers to the specific
questions set forth in the Schedule.

I have the honor to be,
Sir,
Your obedient servant,
H. A. ATKINSON,
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QUESTIONS.

. Should County Chairmen be elected as Mayors are ?

Should counties be enabled to split up or amalgamate, or otherwise alter their boundaries, without
the consent of Parliament, as is now required ?

Should the road districts in each county form the ridings of the county ?

Would you suggest any alteration in the mode of electing the Coundcillors ? ;

Can you suggest any new duties which should be imposed, or new power which should be conferred,
on counties, more especially as to power of making by-laws ? ;

. Should the counties be enabled to create new road districts or alter existing ones of their own

motion, or only on the petition of a majority of the ratepayers?

. Should the counties or the Road Boards have the power of altering the divisions and the numbers

of the members of Road Boards?

=

. What rating powers should counties have ?
‘What rating powers should Road Boards have ? .
If the operation of the Counties Act is suspended in any County, should Road Boards be enabled

to exercise any of the powers of the county, and, if so, which?

retire every year ?

. Should Road Board Chairmen be elected as Mayors are ?
Is it desirable to allow of Road Board elections being held in open public meeting, like those of

. Should Road Board members hold office for a fixed time, and, if so, what ; or should a proportion

School Committees, in districts where the Road Board, by special order, adopts this plan?

. What alterations do you suggest in the Rating Bill as sketched in the circular enclosed herewith ?
. Please state whether the provisions of the Roads Construction and Crown and Native Lands Rating

Bills would suit your district, and, if not, what alterations would you suggest which would make
these measures more useful ?

this is enclosed ?

. Have you any suggestions to make generally on the matters dealt with in the circular in which

BEPLIES TO QUESTIONS SUBMITTED TO COUNTIES AND ROAD BOARDS IN CIRCULAR

OF 13tu MAY, 1882.

&> Oounties are distinguished by italics; Road Boards within counties by being printed in inner margin.

1. Should County Chairmen be elected as Mayors are P

Mangomii—Yes.
Kaeo—Yes.
Oruru—2No.
Totara— Yes.

Hokianga — Present system works well
here, this being a mixed Couneil of Na-
tives and Europeans, If the ratepayers
had the power they might return a Chair-
man unfitted for position.

Whangarei—No.

Maunu—DNo. DMany elections are un-
fair to those residing far from poll-
ing places.

Parua—No.

Waikiekie—No answer.

Waipu Middle—We deem such elec-
tions too expensive.

‘Waipu South—Better as at present.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—No ; let the Councillors elect
their own Chairman. .

Paparoa—No.

Wairau—DNo; as at present.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—I should
think it would be most undesirable.

‘Whakahara School Committee —I
think as he has so much power the
ratepayers should bave a voice in his
election,

Rodney—No ; because the county consti-
tuency is too large and unwieldy, and
the expense would be much heavier than
any problematical advantage that might
occur.

Albertland South——If elected for same
term as Councillors, and at same
time (viz., three years), yes ; too
many elections waste time, and
should be avoided in local affairs.

Arai——As a general rule, no; because
in counties persons are not well
known outside their Immediate
neighbourhood, so that the great
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body of ratepayers would have no
data to guide their votes. A per-
missive clause allowing this kind of
election to be adopted, if petitioned
for by & majority of ratepayers,
would, however, not be detrimental.

Upper Mahurangi—No.

Mangawai — No; the Chairman
should be elected as at present
under “The Counties Act, 1876.”

Omaha—Yes. -

Matakana West—No.

Puhoi—No.

Tauhoa—No ; elected by Chairmen of
Road Boards through the county.
‘Wharehine—No, by the members of

Council, as at present.

Wainui—No answer.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—DNo. It would be waste
of time.

Lake—No alteration in election neces-
sary.

North Shore—No; too expensive,

Waitakerei West—Abolish the county
altogether.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—I say
abolish the County Councils, and
road districts to be enlarged by
vote of ratepayers; the Chairman
to be elected by the Trustees or
Councillors.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—My
opinion is that County Councils
should be abolished and highway
districts enlarged by the vote of the
ratepayers, the Chairman to be
elected by his brother Trustees or
Councillors.

‘Whangaparoa—We do not believe in
Courty Councils at a}l in this dis-
trict ; they are useless and too ex-
pensive,

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—See answer to No, 16.

Mount Roskill—We think better as
it is. The more elections there are
the more time wasted.

Mount Wellington—No.

Newton—Xes.

Panmure—No ; they should be bal:
lotted for by ratepayers. )

Ponsonby—No. (1) Because a mul:
titude of public elections consumes
too much revenue; (2) the exists
ing arrangement answers well.

‘Waikomniti—County Chairman should
not be elected as Mayors are. ‘

Manukau—No answer. :

Mercer.—Present mode appears to me
to be the least expemnsive, and gives
general satisfaction.

Hunua—Yes, if elected at all.

Karaka—No.

Maraetai—County members,

Opaheke—No.

Otahuhu—No.

Papakura—No need for counties.

Pollock—To remain as it is.

Pukekohe East—No.

Pukekohe West—The Counties Act is
not in operation in this county
(Manukau), We much prefer
Road Boards.

‘Waipipi—Nob at all required.

‘Wairoa—No.

Thames—No answer.

Parawai—No.

Waitoa— No.

Piako—No.

Waikato—No.,
Kirikiriroa—No. The expense and
loss of time incurred by these
elections are very objectionable.

Waipa—XNo auswer,
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Hamilton—T think County Chairman
should be elected by the Council,
who are naturally the best 3udges
of a man’s fitness and public
spirit,

Kihikihi—No.

Ranginohia—If the Counties Act is
to be retained, elect them as here-

tofore.
Tuhikaramea—No. Present system
best.
Raglan—No. As they ave at present.

Pirongia—DNo.

Raglan Town—No answer.
Whakatane—No.
Cook—No.

Ormond—No.

Patutahi—No.

Te Arai—No; but as now.

Poverty Bay—-No
Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati-—~Council should elect Chair-

man,
Te Puna—Yes.
Wairoa—No. Leave as at present.
Hawke's Bay—No. Should be elected as
heretofore. -

Heretaunga—No.
Kereru and Aorangi—No.
Maraekakaho—No,

Okawa—No. As heretofore.

Papakura—No. As at present.

Petane—No. * As heretofore.

Te Mata—No. As at present.
Waipawa-No.” Should be elected as

heretofore.
Norsewood—No.
QOero—No.

Ormondville—No. Should be elected

as heretofore.

Ruataniwha North~—No. As at pre:
sent.
Tamtimu—No. As heretofore.

Woodville—No.
Taranaki~ No.
Manganui—No.
Mangarei—Yes.
Carrington—No.
Waitara West—That the Chairman
be elected by the county. -
Egmont—No; elected by Councillors
as before.
Moa—No, All local bodies to elect
their own Chairman.
Okato-—County Councillors should
elect the Chairman,
Clifton—No.
‘Waitara East—If elected, to be mem-
" bers of County Council,
Inglewood—No.
Patea—No. )
Hawera—No answer.
Hawera—No,
‘Waimate—Yes.
Ngaire—No.,
‘Wanganui—No.
Waitotara—No.
Raengitikei—No.
Rangitikei—No.
Lethbridge—No.
Manawatu—No,
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Question 1—continued.

Manawatu—No.

Otaki—No.

Halcombe—No.

Hutt—No.

Kilbirnie—No. Should be chosen by
County Councils, as at present.

Kaiwara—No.

Wairarapa West—No.

Featherston—No.

Carterton—No answer.

Waimea—No.
preferable.

Motueka—No, The existing method
is preferable, being carried out
without expending the county’s
funds.

Upper Motueka—No; the present
system preferable.

Waimea—Yes; if a paid Chairman.
Not otherwise.

Richmond—N ot necessary, as it would
add to the expenditure of county
funds.

Pangatotara — No; by the Council
themselves.

Riwaka—No; they should be elected
by their own body.

Lower Moutere—No.
Collingwood—Should remain as at present.
Collingwood—No ; as at present.
Buller—Yes; and the term of office two

years.

Inangahua—No. The present mode of
election preferable for mapy reasons,
especially for economy’s sake.

Grey—Yes ; the ratepayers to elect, and
the Chairman to retain office for three
years; the election to take place af

same time and places as county election

for councillors.
Marlborough—No answer.
Awatere — No ; they should be
elected by. the Boards over which

they preside.
Omaka —No; present mode prefer-
able.

Pelorus—No ; the cost of electing one
reason, and present system the best,
as Councillors are the best judges of
those elected fitting for the position
of Chairman.

Picton—No ; as at present.

Spring Creek—No ; present mode pre-
ferable.

‘Wairau—No ; present mode prefer-
able.

. Lower Wairau—No; as at present.

Pukaka River Board——-No they ought
to be elected by the bodles oyer
which they preside.

Kaikouwra—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—No, but by a
majority of the members of the
Council.

Ashley—No answer,

Eyreton—No.

Mandeville—Elected as now.

Ozxford—No.

Waipara—No.
best.

West Eyreton—No.

Present system the

The existing method is |-

Selwyn—No. Consider the present mode
of election the most suitable for this
provincial district.

Courtenay—No,

Heathcote—No,

Lincoln—No.

Riccarton—No.

Templeton—Yes.

South Waimakariri=No.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River-—No.
preferable.

Pigeon Bay—No.

Port Victoria—By vote of its mem-
bers.

Ashburton—No.

Wakanui—No.

Mount Somers—No.

GQeraldine — Nos but elected as ab
present.

Greraldine—No.

Mount Cook—Members of any local
corporate body should elect their
Chairman from among themselves,
and he should be Chief Magistrate
of the district.

Mount Peel—No.

Temuka—No,

Westland—No.

Waitaki—No.

Kakanui—No ; present system pre-
ferable.

Waiareka—No ; we consider the pre«
sent system is more satisfactory.

Waitaki—No; present system of
electing County Chairmen satis-
factory.

Waikowaiti—No.

Palmerston South—Yes.

Waikounaiti—No.

Maniototo—No ; the Council has no fault
to find with the present method.

Peninsula—No answer, )

Peninsula—County Chairman should
not be elected as Mayors are.

Taieri—No ; we are satisfied with the
present made,

‘Waipori—County Chairmen should
be elected by County Councils.

Bruce—The present mode of electing
Chairman preferable.

Crichton—No.

Glenledi—County Chairmen should
not be elected as Mayors are,

Matau—No answer. .

Mount Stuart — County Chairmen
should not be elected as Mayors
are.

Tokomairiro--CountyChairmen should
not be elected as Mayors are.
Clutha—The present system works very

well.

Pomahaka—County Chairmen should
not be elected as Mayors are.

Molyneux South—No

Tuapeka—DNo. )

Clydevale—No.

Southland—No.

Knapdale—No.

Toitois—No.

Tuturau—No.

Present mode

2. Should counties be enabled to split up or amalgamate, or otherwise alter their
boundaries, without the consent of Parliament, as is now required ?

Mangonui—No.
Kaeo—No.
Oruru—No.
Totara—No.

Hokianga—TYes.

Whangarei—No, !
Maunu—7Yes ; by mutual agreement.
Parua-—No.

Waikiekie—No.

Waipu Middle—Counties should be
enabled to amalgamate, &e.

‘Waipu South—-Majority of ratepayers
should.

Hobsow~No auswer.

Okahu—Yes ; and that all counties
should not contain more than 20,000
acres.

Paparoa—Yes,

‘Wairau—If counties were divided, as
they should be, then no change
without the consent of Parliament.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—Yes, most
certainly, in accordance with the
request of the ratepayers interested.
The present mode is prohibitive of
any improvement.

‘Whakahara School Committée—No.

Rodney=-No.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—Do not- possess sufficient infor«
mation on the subject.

Upper Mahurangi—No.

Mangawai—Counties should be en-
abled to split up or amalgamate
only by a vote of a ma]onty of
ratepayers.

Omaha—No.

Matakana West—Should be enabled to
split up or amalgamate without the
consent of Parliament.

" Puhoi—Under condition that the ma-
joritylof vatepayers (ballot) agree,



Tauhoa—No, decidedly not.

‘Wharehine—No.

Wainui—~No.  Such powers onght
not to be given to the inferior class
of men who are monopolizing and
gradually overriding many of the
Councils.

Waitemata—No answer,

Kaukapakapa—DNo.

Lake-—~Counties should have power to
alter boundaries where other coun-
ties interested are agreeable to such
alterations.

North Shore—No.

‘Waitakerei West—Most certamlv not.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—I think
not.

- Waitakerei West (. Hunter)—Cer-
tainly not.

‘Whangaparoa—See answer to No. 1.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—See answer to No. 16,

Mount Roskill--No ; there would be
too much log-rolling if allowed.

Mount Wellington—No.

Newton—No.

Panmure—No ; unless two-thirds of
ratepayers agree to it.

Ponsonby—Road districts ought to
continue to have power to leave
counties.

‘Waikomiti—Road districts ought to
continue to have power to leave
counties. .

Manukauw—No answer.

Mercer—No.

Hunua—No.

Karaka—DNo.

Maraetai—With consent of Parlia-
ment.

Opaheke—No.

Otahuhu—Yes. If local self-govern-
ment is to abound, the people, by
their Councillors, are the proper
judges when and how alterations
should be made.

Papakura—=See answer to No. 1,

Pollock—No.

Pukekohe East—No.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1.

Waipipi—Yes ; the delay is objec-
tionable in getting consent of Parlia-
ment.

Wairoa—No.

Thames—No.

Parawai—No.

Waitoa—Yes.

Piako—If the ratepayers in the counties
affected by any alteration be agreed,
yes.

Waikato—Yes, upon an application made
by a majority of the ratepayers,

Kiriliriroa—Not without the consent
of Parliament.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—No.

Kihikihi—DNo.

Rangiachia—I would suggest that
County Councils be done away with
altogether.

Tuhikaramea~—Yes.

Raglan—No.

Pirongia—No.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W hakatane—No.

Cook—No.
Ormond—No.
Patutahi—No.
Te Arai—VYes.

Poverty Bay—Yes,
Tauranga—No answer,
XKatikati—No.

Te Puna—No.

Wairea—No. Counsent of Parliament
requisite.

Hawke's Bay — Yes. In cases where
counties cannot agree the matter in dis-
pute should be decided by the Govern-
ment.

Heretaunga—Yes.
Kereru and Aorangi—No,
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Question 2—continued.

Maraekakaho—No.

Okawa—Yes.

Papakura—As at present.

Petane—Yes.

Te Mata—Yes.

Waipawa—Yes. In cases where counties
cannot agree the matter to be decided
by Parliament.

Norsewood — Yes. In cases where
counties cannot agree, the matter
to be decided by Parliament.

QOero—TYes.

Ormondville— Yes. In cases where
counties cannot agree, the matter
should be decided by Parliament.

Ruataniwha North—Yes.

Tamumu—ANo.

‘Woodville—No.

Taranaki—No.,

Manganni—Yes, upon petition of a
majority of ratepayers affected by
change.

Mangarei—DNo.

Carringtou—No,

Waitara West — It would not be
desirable to alter the boundaries
of counties, unless at least three-
guarters of the ratepayers should
agree to the same,

Egmont—No.

Moa—1If such is necessary, with the
consent of ratepayers.

Okato—No.

Clifton—No.

Waitara Bast—If necessary to split
up or amalgamate, consent of rate-
payers to be first obtained.

Inglewood—No.

Patea—Not without the express consent
of Parliament.

Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—Yes, as ab present, by peti-
tion ; but without consent of Par-
liament.

Waimate—Yes.

Ngaire—Yes; as ab present, by peti-
tion, but without consent of Par-
liament.

Wanganui—Yes.

Waitotara—No,

Rangitii:ei—No.

Rangitikei—No.

Lethbridge—No.

Manawatu—TYes ; substituting a decision
of a Judge of Supreme Court for a res
ference to Parliament.

Manawatu—DXNo.

Otaki—No.

Halcombe—No,

Hutt—Yes ; on the petition of majority of
county ratepayers.

Kilbirnie—No. The consent of Par-
linment should be requisite to alter
the boundaries of a county, but the
County Council should have the
power to alter the boundaries of
ridings.

Kaiwara—Yes ; on a petition of ma-
jority of ratepayers,

Wairarape West—Do not wish present
arrangement disturbed.

Featherston—No.

Carterton—No answer.

} Waimea—DNo.

Motueka—No.

Upper Motucka~—No answer.

‘Waimea—Yes.

Richmond—Yes; without the cone
sent of Parliament.

Pangatotara—Yes; on the request of &
majority of ratepayers in the whole
county.

Riwaka—No,

Lower Moutere—No.

Collingwood—S8hould remain as at present,

Collingwood—DNo.

Buller—No.

Inangahua—Yes ; if three-fourths of the
ratepayers within the portion which
sought severance or amalgamation would
petition the respective governing bodies.

A;"-’lOo

Grey—Yes..
Marlborough—No answer,
Awatere—No. Consent of Parlia-

ment should be necessary.

Omaka—If counties agree, yes.
not, let Government decide.

Pelorus—No ; any alteration or amal-
gomation desired should be sub-
mitted to Parliament.

Picton—No.

Spring Creek—If all the counties
agree, yes; if not, let the Gover-
nor decide.

Wairau—If countigs agree, yes; | 1f
not, let Governor decide.

Tower Wairau—Not without consent
of Parliament. )

Pukaka River Board—No.

Kaikouwra—No answer. -

XKaikoura River Bogrd—Not without
the consent of three-fourths of the
ratepayers paying two-thirds of the
rates.

Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton—Yes.

Mandeville—No,

Oxford—DNo.

‘Waipara—Counties should not be al-
lowed to be split up without con-
sent of Yarliament, as they are
quite small enough already. ..

‘West Eyreton—Not without the con-
sent of Parliament,

Selwyn—No.

Courtenay—No,

Heathcote—No.

Lincoln—DNo, only on petition of mas
jority of ratepayers.

Riccarton—No.

Templeton—No.

South Waimakariri~—No,

Akaroa—No answer,

Little River—Yes.

Pigeon Bay—No.

Port Victoria—No occasion for any
alteration in present rules.

Askburton—No,

Wakanui——Yes, without the consent
of Parliament, but not without
consent of ratepayers.

Mount Somers—DNo,

Geraldine—No,

Geraldine—No.

Mount Oook—-Certamly 3 subJect to
the Governor having power to veto
any dismemberment ‘of a county
which it could clearly be shown was
against the welfare of the majoriby
of the inhabitants, they having the
right to memom.hze the Govemot
to that effect.

Mount Peel—No.

Temuka—Yes, subject to consent of
ratepayers.

Westland — No ; especially. gold "fields
counties.

Waitaki—No; should have consent of
Parlinment as at present.

Kakanui — Not without cousent of
Parliament.

‘Waiareka—No; parliamentary con-
sent should be obtained.

‘Waitaki—Yes.

Waikouaiti—With consent, a8 is now re-
quired.

Palmerston South — Yes; prov1ded
that a petition to that effect be
signed by not less than three-fifths
of the electors in the district so
desirous to alter the boundaries,

Waikousiti — Xes ; by majority of
ratepayers.

Maniototo—No; the consent of Pa.rlm-
ment should be required.
Peninsula~—~No answer,

Peninsula—~Counties should not be
allowed to split up or amalgamate
without the consent of two-thirds
of the mtepayers and of Parlia-
ment,

Taieri—No,

It
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‘Waipori—~County Couneils should be
8o allowed.

Bruce—Act left as at present.

Crichton—No.

Glenledi — Counties should not be
allowed to split up or amalgamate
without consent of Parliament, as
at present.

Matau—DNo answer,

Mount Stuart—Counties should not

8

Question 2—continued.

be allowed to split up or amalgs-
mate without consent of Parlia-
ment.

Tokomairiro—Counties should not be
allowed to split up or amalgamate
without consent of Parliament as at
present.

Clutha—TYes.
Pomahaka—Yes.
Molyneux South—Only with the con-

sent of the ratepayers, irrespective
of their voting powers.
Tuapeka—No.
Clydevale—Should be sble to alter
boundaries.
Sowthland—No.
Knapdale—No,
Toitois—No.
Tuaturau—DNo, .

3. Should the road districts in each county form the ridings of the county ?

Mangonui—No.

Kaeo—Yes.

Oruru—DNo.

Totara—No.

Hokianga—No answer.
Whangarei—Yes.

Maunu—Yes.

Parua—Not unless road districts were
enlarged.

‘Waikiekie—No answer.

‘Waipu Middle—No,

‘Waipu South—DNot necessarily.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—7Yes.

Paparoa—Not necessarily.

‘Wairau—Yes.

‘Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—Yes, if so
desired. = They already do so
throughout the County of Hobson,
and prove satisfactory.

Whakahara School Committee—Road
Board districts where possible.

Rodney—No.

Albertland South-—No. The road dis-
tricts in the north are too many and
-too small in size and in number of
ratepayers.

Arai—Such an arrangement would be
beneficial if an additional proviso
was made that each riding returned
one member to the Council.

Upper Mahurangi-—By all means, and
each Chairman of the District
Boards should form the Council,
if we must have a Council.

Mangawai—Yes,

Omaha~—No answer,

Matakana West—Yes.

Puboi—No.

Tauhoa—Yes.

‘Wharehine—Not necessarily so.

Wainui—No. Many of the Road
Boards are not represented under
the present system, and are an-
tagonistic to the Councils. The
Wainui Road Board has neither
voice nor vote in Rodney Council.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kankapakapa —Yes.

Lake—Not necessarily ; in many cases
this would be quite impracticable.

North S8hore—Yes.

‘Waitakerei West—No ; where the
road districts are large it would do,
but where small knock three or
four into one.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) —No
suggestion.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—The
enlarged Road Boards to be ridings.

‘Whangaparon — If these must be
County Councils, Yes.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—See answer to No. 16,

Mount Roskill~This would be desir-
able,

Mount Wellington-—7Yes.

Newton—Each highway district to
be a riding, and return one member.

Panmure—Yes.

Ponsonby—No. To constitute every
road district a riding with repre-
sentation would unfairly apportion
the. representation of the people in
the County Councils,

Waikomiti—Road distriets should not

form the ridings of the county.
Manukau—No answer,

Mercer.—Yes, inasmuch as it should
be advisable to have as Councillors
representatives from all portions.

Hunua—Yes.

Karaka—Yes.

Maraetai—Yes.

Opaheke—Yes, where large; where
small two or three agree to amalga-
mate, where interests are identi-
cal.

Otehuhu—As the Road Boards are at
present constituted (geographically)
in this county, Manukau. it would
not be advantageous; u. iic same
time the present houndaries give
undue advantage to poor ridings.

Papakura—See answer to No. 1.

Pollock—Yes.

Pukekobe Bast—Yes.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1.

Waipipi—Yes; it simplifies matters
considerably.

‘Wairoa—No.

Thames—Yes.

Parawai—Yes.

Waitoa—As a general rule; but it
would not be advisable to make it
compulsory in all cases.

Piako—Yes, as a general rule.

Waikato—Not in all cases; some road
distriets are too small for special repre-
gentation.

Kirikiriroa—Not in all cases; some
road districts are too small to form
g riding.

Waipa—No answer.
Hamilton-—Yes; and one member
from each Road Board should form
the Council.
Kibikihi—Yes.
Rangiachia—Yes.
Tuhikaramea—Yes.
Raglan—TYes.

Pirongia—Yes.

Raglan Town—No answer.
W hakatane—No.
Cook—Not necessarily.

Ormond—7Yes.

Patutahi—Yes. !

Te Arai—No ; but would suggest that
the Chairmen of Road Boards
should be members of the County
Councils ez gfficio.

Poverty Bay—Not necessarily.

Tauranga—No answer,

Katikati—Yes.

Te Puna—7Yes.

Wairoa—No road districts in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.
Hawke's Bay—Yes.

Heretaunga—Yes.

Kereru and Acrangi—Yes.

Maraekakaho—Yes,

Okawa—Yes.

Papakura—No.

Petane—Yes.

Te Mata—Yes,

Waipawa—Yes.

Norsewood—Yes.

Oero—Yes.

Ormondville—Yes.

Ruataniwha North—Yes,

Tamumu~— Yes. Wherever practic-

able. |

‘Woodville—Yes; and the road dis-
triets enlarged.

Taranaki—No.

Manganui—Yes. Each county to be
made into seven or nine ridings.

Mangarei—No, unless the road dis-
tricts are made more uniform in
size than at present in this county,

Carrington—Yes, in most cases,

‘Waitara West—It would be desirable
to have the road districts formed
into ridings of the county.

Egmont—Yes, if connected with
county.

Moa—No answer.

Okato—No; the road districts are too
small in this county.

Clifton—Yes.

Waitara East—Road districts should

_ form the ridings.

Inglewood—DNot in the County of
Taranaki.

Patea—Yes, where road districts have
natural houndaries.

Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—Yes.

Waimate—Yes.

Ngaire—Yes.

Wanganui—No.

Waitotara—No.

Rangitikei—No.

Rangitikei—No,

Lethbridge—No.

Manawatu—Yes, one or more, or vice
versd.

Manawatu—No such arbitrary rule
should be laid down—e. g., the Ran-
gitikei District, whose county and
highway district, and ridings and
wards, are the same, or nearly so.

Otaki—Yes.

Halcombe—Not in all cases.

Hutt—To remain as at present.

Kilbirnie—Yes. XEach Road Board
should be ariding, with one or more
representatives, according to num-
ber of ratepayers and smount of
rate.

* Kaiwara—Yes.

Wairarapa West—No.

Featherston—Yes.

Carterton—No answer.

Waimea—TIt is convenient as a general
rule that one or more highway districts
should form a riding, or that one or
more ridings should form a highway
district.

Motueka—Each road district should
form a riding of the county.

Upper Motueka—One or more ridings
might form a highway district, or
one or more highway districts form
a riding.

Waimea—TYes.

Richmond—No; as it would create
too many ridings.

Pangatotara—Yes; as far as possible.

Riwaka—TYes.

Lower Moutere—Yes.

Collingwood—Yes,

Collingwood—Yes.

Buller—No Road Board within the county.



Inangakhua—Yes; would suggest that any-
riding of a county not having at least
sixty ratepayers should be merged in
that riding adjoining it having the next
smallest number.

Grey—No.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—Yes ; they should.

Omaka—7Yes.
Pelorus—Yes ; I think for every pur-
pose.

Picton—7Yes.

Spring Creek—Yes.
‘Wairau—7Yes.
Lower Wairau—Yes.
Pukaka—Yes.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—Yes; they
should, generally.

Ashley—No answer,

Eyreton—7Yes.
Mandeville—Yes.
Oxford—7Yes.
Waipara—TYes.
‘West Eyreton—TYes.

Selwyn—No. In this county, should each
Road Board be a riding and return a
member, the Council would be unneces-
sarily large, while great inequality exists
in the size of Road Board districts.

Courtenay—No; as some Road Boards
are too small. ’

Heathcote—Consider section 86 of
“Counties Act, 1876,” sufficiently
provides for fixing the ridings of a
county.

Lincoln—No, not neccssarily.

Riccarton—Yes,
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Question 8—continued.

Templeton—Yes ; but when two or
more small districts join each other,
let the boundary thereof form one
riding.

South Waimakariri—Remain as
present.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—When too large should
be re-divided into two or more
ridings.

Pigeon Bay—No, except in ocase of
nearly equal valuation.

Port Victoria—Best course to follow.

Ashburton—Not necessarily.

‘Wakanui—Yes, if suitable to fair re
presentation on the Council,

Mount Somers—1f possible,

Geraldine—Yes.

Geraldine—Yes.

Mount Cook—Grenerally ; but it should
be competent for the local body
to make any alteration in this re-
spect which a particular case might
seem to require.

Mount Peel—Not of necessity, though
generally most convenient.

Temuka—Yes.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast

Waitaki—Not necessarily ; when practi-
cal it is convenient.
Kakanui—Not necessarily.
‘Waiareka—Not necessarily.
Waitaki—Not necessarily.
Waikouaiti—Not necessarily ; but, when
practicable, boundaries should be co-
terminous.
Palmerston South-—The riding to be

at
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apportioned of equal annual rate-
able value as near as practicable,

‘Waikouaiti—The road districts should
not necessarily form the boundaries
of county ridings.

Maniototo — No road districts
county.
Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula~—Yes ; road districts should
form the boundaries of the ridings
of counties.

Taieri—Not in all cases.

Waipori—Road districts should not
necesserily form the ridings of
counties.

Bruee—Yes, as far as practicable.

Crichton—No.

Gilenledi—The road distriets should
not necessarily form the bound-
aries of Council ridings.

Matau—Not necessarily.

Mount Stuart—Road districts should,
as far as possible, form boundaries.

Tokomairiro—Yes ; as far as possible.

Clutha—Should not alwayy form the
ridings of a county.

Pomahaka—The road districts should
not always formn the ridings of a
county.

Molyneux South—Yes.

Tuapeka—TYes.
Clydevale—Where practicable one or
more Boards to form ridings.
Southland—Yes, where practicable.
Knapdale—Yes.
Toitois~—Yes.
Tuturau—Yes ; where practicable,

in this

4. 'Would you suggest any alteration in the mode of electing the Councillors ?

Mangonui—No.

Kaeo—No.
Oruru—No.
Totara—No.

Hokianga—Not any.

Whangarei—If road districts form the
ridings in each county, each Road Board
should elect one of their Board to re-
present that body in the Council, and
thereby save the expense of so many elec-
tions as there are at present.

Maunu—County Counciliors should
be elected by the Trustees of the
bighway district.

Parua—If candidates were confined to
Chairmen of Road Boards, or, if the
road districts being enlarged the
Chairmen should be Councillors ex
officio, it would make counties and
District Boards work more harmo-
niously together.  Af present coun-
ties have a tendency to domineer
over districts, and expend all funds
in large centres of population. This
would be remedied by some such
scheme us the above.

‘Waikiekie—No answer.

‘Waipu Middle—No.

Waipu South—DPresent, system is sat-
isfactory. Many would like to see
Councillors elected in open public
meeting.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu — The Chairmen of Road
Board to be County Councillors.

Paparoa—No.

Wairau—No; except in doing away
with them altogether.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—In rural
districts, or where the number of
electors is limited, it would be a
great improvement if the election
could be conducted in the same
manner as that of Highway Boards.
This would be much more simple,
inexpensive, and less troublesome,

requiring only one attendance of
electors instead of two for nomina-
tion and election, which in sparsely
settled districtsis too great a tax on
the time of electors. :

‘Whakahara School Committee—Pre-
sent method good.

Rodney—No.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—No answer.

Upper Mahurangi—No,

Mangawai—Councillors in outlying
districts should be elected annually,
under “The Local Elections Act,
1876.> In Road Districts the
Chairman of the Board should be
Councillor ex gfficio. Should he
not signify his intention to act as
Councillor within fourteen days
after his election ag Chairman, an
election of Counciilor should be
made within a further period of
fourteen days under ““The Local
Elections Act, 1876.”

Omaha~—DNo.

Matakana West—No.

Puhoi—None.

Tauhoa—No; but if Councils are still
to exist, the elections should be
yearly.

‘Wharehine—Should the County Coun-
cils be continued no alteration is de-
sirable, the present mode being satis-
factory.

Wainui—It would be better that the
Chairmen of Road Boards should
be the members of the County Coun-
cils, limiting the number of Boards
to eight or ten in each county. The
Chairman could be selected and ap-
pointed from among their number,
and so do away with - County
Councils in these northern parts.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kuukapakapa—No; the present mode

is very good,

Lake—No alteration required.

North Shore—No.

Waitakerei West—No remarks.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) — No
suggestion.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter) — I
have no suggestion to make.

‘Whangaparoa—=See answer to No. 1.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—~See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—No.

Mount Wellington—XNo,

Newton—No answer.

Panmure—We do not offer any sugges-
tion in the matter as we do not
require the services of a County
Council ; we wish to maintain the
Highways Act in the district, as at
present.

Ponsonby—No.

‘Waikomiti—The Board offers no sug-
gestion in the modeof electing Coun-
cillors.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—None.

Hunua—DNo.

Karaka—The Chairman of each Road
Board should form the Council.
Maraetai—Dispense with counties and

Councillors.

Opaheke—No,

Otahuhu—No; except that a rate-
payer should not have more than one
vote, on the ground that the Coun-
cil have to deal with questions of
social economy. Were their func-
tions confined to the making and
repairing of roads, then I think
property should be represented at
the poll,

Papakura—See answer to No. 1,

Pollock—No answer,

Pukekohe East—Let Chairman of
Road Boards have seat in Council,
and 80 avoid any election.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1,
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‘Waipipi—None,

‘Wairoa—No.

Thames—Councillors should be elected for
three years; one third to relire an-
nually.

Parawai— The County Councillors
should be nominated and elected
by the various Road Boards, say the
Chairman of each Road Board with-
in the county, if the counties are
subdivided into Road Boards.

Waitoa—No.

Piako—DNo.

Waikato—No.

Kirikiriroa—No.
has worked well.

Waipa-—No answer.

Hamilton—See answer to Question 3
—chosen by the Highway Boards.

XKihikihi—No.

Rangiaohia—No.
ag a local body.

Tuhikaramea—NLet each Road Board
nominate one of its members as a
member of the County Couneil.

Raglan — The Chairmen of the Road
Boards should form the Council.

Pirongia—Would suggest that there
be no elections whatever, hut that
the Chairmen of the road districts
be e gfficio members of the County
Council. This would save nume-
rous unnecessary elections and at-
tendant expenses, besides insuring
joint action between Road Boards
and Councils, instead of antago-
nism.

Raglan Town—No answer.

Whakatane—No.

Cook—No.

Ormond—DNone.

Patutahi—No.

Te Arai—No.

Poverty Bay—No.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati—No.

Te Puna—No.

Wairoa—No.

Hawke's Bay—No.

Heretaunga—No.

Kereru and Aorangi—The Chairmen
of Road Boards ought to act as
County Councillors.

Maraekakaho—DNo.

Okawa— Councillors to be annually
elected, with the right of re-election.

Papakura—DNone.

Petane—No. We think the present
system adequate.

~ Te Mata—No.

Waipawa—DNo.

Norsewood—No.

Oero—We would offer no suggestions,

Ormondville—No.

Ruataniwha North-—No.

Tamumu—No.

Woodville — That they should be
elected by the Road Board,

Taranalki—No.

Manganui — The Chairman of each
riding to be member of Council.

Mangarei—Would it be possible to
elect Chairmen of Road Boards at the
annual meeting of ratepayers, and
make each Chairman a Councillor ?
If so, the answer to your third
question should be Yes instead of
No.

Carrington—No.

Waitara West—The members of the
County Council to be elected by the
Road Boards, each Road Board
sending one member.

Egmont-—One should be returned by
road district if not separated from
county.

Moa—Our idea is to dispense entirely
with County Councils.

Okato—No.

Clifton—No.

‘Waitara East—Simplified: by rate-

The present mode

They are useless
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Question 4—continued,

payers at a meeting called for the
purpose electing a Chairman by
show of hands, the Chairman fo
declare to be elected the one hav-
ing the greatest show, sending writ-
ten notice thereof to the proper
authority. None but those whose
rates have been paid up to be
allowed to vote or be elected,

Inglewood—No.

Patea — The suggestion made by the
County Council Conference was adopted
a8 the answer to this question.

Hawera—No answer,

Hawera—No.

‘Waimate—No answer.

Ngaire—That County Councils, if ap-
pointed, should be elected by the
ratepayers from members of each
-Road Board.

Wanganui—Noue.

Waitotara—None.

Rangitikei—No.

Rangitikei—No.

Lethbridge—No answer.

Monawatu—No ; the present system suits
very well.

Manawatu—No.

Otaki—No.

Halcombe—No.

Hutt—No.

Kilbirnie—Yes. The Council should
be composed of the Chairmen of
the Road Boards. The Council
would then be composed of men
who knew and would constantly
wateh the wants of both the
road districts and counties, and
would be well acquainted with the
capabilities of both. When a Road
Board had two representatives on
the Council, one of them should be
the Chairman of the Road Board,
in virtue of his office.

Kaiwara—No.

Wairarapa West—No,

Featherston—Part should retire an-
nually.

Carterton—No answer.

Waimea— By open nomination instead of
by nomination papers as at present.

Motueka—By nomination at a public
meeting called for the purpose, in-
stead of by nomination papers as at
present.

Upper Motueka—No.

‘Waimea—=See answer to Question 16.

Richmond—No alteration suggested,
with the exception of doing away

~ with plural voting.

Pangatotara—No.

Riwaka—No answer.

Lower Moutere—By open nomination,

Collingwood—No.

Collingwood—No.

Buller—Yes. Term of office to be for two
years.  Election of councillors to be
held on same day as Chairman.

Inangahua—Would not suggest any altera-
tions.

Grey—Iilectors should only be entitled
to one vote; mno cumulative voting
should be allowed.

Marlborough—No answer,

Awatere—I think the Chairman of
the various Boards should be the
Councillors, as they would then
directly represent the interests of
the Boards.

Omaka—No.

~ Pelorus—No; I cannot ses thab any |

improvement can be made or de-
sired.

. Picton — Would suggest that the
Chairmen of the Road Boards
should be the members of the
County Council ex gfficio.

Spring Creek—No.

‘Wairau-—No.

Lower Wairau—DNo.

Pukaka River Board--The Chairmen

of the local bodies should be the
members of the County Council.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—No, cannot
suggest a better mode of electing
councillors.

Ashley—No answer,

Eyreton—No.

Mandeville—As at present.

Oxford—No.

Waipara—No answer.

‘West Eyreton—No snggestion.

Selwyn—Think that one-third of the mem-
bers of the Council should retire an-
nually, so that there might be more con-
tinuity in the body.

Courtenay—Yes. Half the
cillors to retire each year.

Heathcote—Suggest ‘that where the
County Council consists of ninemem-
bers, four of the number should retire
at end of first year after election, and
five to retire at end of following
year. The members thus holding
office, after first year, for two years.

Lincoln—Yes, so that one-third or
portion should, like the members
of Education Boards and Road
Boards, retire annually.

Ricearton—Elect. under “The Regu-
lation of Local Elections Act,
1876.”

Templeton—No.

South Waimakariri—One-third of the
members to retire annually to
secure continuity of experience in
the Council.

Akaroa—No answer,

Little River—No.

Pigeon Bay—No.

Port Victoria — None whatever, if
their existence is deemed necessary,

Ashburton—That one-third retire annually
in rotation.

Wakanui—No.

Mount Somers—One-third retire an-
nually.

Geraldine—Yes, Thata proportion retire
annually, so that entire change in the
Council may take place every three
years. No member to hold office longer
than three years without re-election.

Greraldine—No.

Mount Cook—DNo.

Mount Peel—No.

Temuka—TYes, a proportion to retire
every third year; but no member
to hold office more than three years
without re-election.

Westland—County Council works well
here under present mode of procedure.
.No alteration to suggest.

Waitaki No; the present system works
well,

Kakanui—No.
factary.

‘Waiareka—No. The present system
of electing Councillors works very
well, and we approve of plural
vote according to property as at
present.

Waitaki—Vo:

Waikouaiti—None ; the present mode is
very good.

Palmerston South — Present mode
satisfactory.

‘Waikouaiti-—~The present mode is very
good, but there should be no plu-
rality of votes.

Maniototo-—This Council is perfectly satis-
fied with the present mode.

Peninsula—No answer. .

Peninsula—The present- mode of elec-
ting Councillors is believed to be
thoroughly satisfactory.

Taieri—No.

Waipori—No; as the present system
is satisfactory.

Bruce—Present method satisfactory.

Crichton~XNo.

Coun-

Present system satis-



Glenledi—The present mode of elect-
ing Councillors is very good.

Matau—No answer.

Mount Stuart—The present system is
very good.

Tokomairiro—No,
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Question 4— continued.

Clutha—The present method of electing
Councillors is satisfactory.
Pomahaka—No.
Molyneux South—No.
Tuapeka—No.
Clydevale—No.

A.--10.

Southland—No.
Knapdale—No.
Toitois—No.
Tuturau—No.

5. Can you suggest any new duties which should be imposed, or new powers which
should be conferred, on counties, more especially as to power of making by-laws ?

Mangonui—That the. issue and regulation
of game licenses be a new duty imposed
on counties, and the fees be county
funds; also that the Councils be em-
powered to issue gum-diggers’ rights on
the same principle as miners’ rights are
now issued. County Chairmen should
be authorized to frank letters on county
business, as the want of this privilege
often causes great inconvenience in coun-
try districts.

Kaeo—That the issue of game licenses
be handed over to the county.
That the Council have power to
issue gum-diggers’ licenses on the
same principle as miners’ licenses.

Oruru—Would suggest that County
Councils have the entire manage-
ment of the waste lands, and be
empowered to issue depasturing
and gum-diggers’ licenses.

Totara—We suggest that the regula-
tions of game licenses, and revenue
derived therefrom, be a new duty
imposed on counties. That the
local bodies be empowered to issue
gum-diggers’ rights on the same
principle as miners’ rights are
issued. Where there are no Har-
bour Boards, the charge of harbour
works, with suitable endowments,
should be vested in counties.

Hokianga—The County Council should
have some direct control over the waste
lands of the Crown, either by returning
a member to the Waste Lands Board, or
so much land annuvally opened for set-
tlement. The present system does not
work well—too much delay ; intending
settlers get tired out and leave the dis-
triet.

Whangarei—No answer.

Maunu—County Couneils should have
power to settle disputes between
highway district, and generally
determine all local matters without
reference to the General Govern-
ment. Increased powers will bring
out better men.

Parua—No.

Waikiekie—No answer.

‘Waipu Middle—No; they have too
much power.

Waipu South—No suggestions to offer.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—DNone.

Papaora—No.

‘Wairau—No.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—I am not
aware of any. Itis possible, how-
ever, that such provisions may be
necessary, as it is some time since T
ceased to be a member of the Coun-
cil.

‘Whakahara School Committee —No
answer.

Rodney—No.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—DNot sufficient information.

Upper Mahurangi—No answer.

Mangawai—The counties should he
enabled to make by-laws affecting
bird, animal, insect, and weed
pests.

Omaha—No answer.

Matakana West—Road Boards should
have the power to make by-laws;
for instance, power to give & grant

for the suppression of the intro-
duced birds nuisance.

Puhoi—None.

Tauhoa—No new duties and no new
powers should be eonferred; and
there is a strong feeling in this dis-
trict in favour of the abolition of
County Councils, as they clash with
Road Boards in working—are very
unfair in the expenditure of their
revenue; as, under the present gys-
tem, the place with the most in-
habitants, best roads and commu-
nication (in consequence of the
powerful Road Board they can sup-
port), monopolize most of the
money, while far-lying districts, as
ours, are left totally out in all ques-
tions, owing to the very inefficient
representation we have. And the
general feeling with the ratepayers
1s, that they prefer to rate them-
selves, and have the whole control
of the money raised.

‘Wharehine—None.

‘Wainui-—No answer.

Waitemata—DNo answer.

Kaukapakapa—No.

Lake—County Councils might dis-
charge the duties of Licensing Com-
missioners under the Licensing Act;
they should also have the issuing of
game licenses, with power to receive
fees, and also to pass by-laws for
destruction of small birds.

North S8hore—No.

Waitakerei West—No remarks.

‘Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) — No
suggestion.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—No
suggestion.

‘Whangaparoa—=Ses answer to No. 1

Eden—No answer. .

Epsom—~See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—No.

Mount Wellington—No answer.

Newton—No.

Panmure—No.

Ponsonby—It would be much better
to confer increased powers upon
Highway Boards. Under existing
law, even in suburban highway dis-
tricts, narrow streets can be laid out
by owners of property, and when
those - districts are filled up with
population these narrow unhealthy
streets with crowded houses be-
come fever nests in our great centres
of population. Again, owners of
property in highway districts can
keep back their land from sale for
building purposes until the value is
much increased by the expenditure
of rates mainly contributed by im-
proving owners, and then they can
lay out streets that, under existing
law, must be formed and made at
the expense of ratepayers generally.
‘Were such owners compelled to pay
for making new streets, many thou-
sands of pounds would be saved to
ratepayers every year, and streets so
laid out, instead of lying in a state
of mud for years, would be made
at once and constitute an element
in the progress of the colony. Mu-
nicipal powers in these cases might
be given to Highway Boards.

Waikomiti—No answer.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—No.

Hunua—No more power.

Karaka—DNo answer.

Maraetai—No answer.

Opaheke—DBelieve Road Boards to be
better than County Councils ; more
economically worked, and they give
better satisfaction in every way.

Otahubu—No answer.

Papakura—See answer to No. 1.

Pollock—No answer.

Pukekohe East—No answer.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1,

Waipipi—No experience. County Act
suspended.

‘Wairoa—No.

Thames—In all gold flelds within the
limits of the county boundaries the en-
tire control and management should be
vested in the Council, the functions of
‘Warden, Mining Inspector, and Receiver
of Gold Fields Revenue being performed
by the Council, The Borough Council
acting in same way within boroughs ;
the Chairman and two Councillors sitting
in open court, as the Warden’s Court,
County Councils should be River Boards
within their boundaries outside the
limits of Harbour Boards. Councils
should have power after twenty-one days’
notice to form or to maintain in good
repair any main road through a Road
Board District, provided the Road Board
does not form such road or keep same in
repair, and should have power to sue
and recover cost of such works from
Road Board, or to strike a rate on all
properties on the line of road, if the
Road Board does not pay the amount on
Jjudgment being obtained. Police within
county limits should be under the con-
trol of the County Council, who should
decide the number of police to be
stationed within the county. The Chair-
men of every four or five County Coun-
cils whose boundaries are contiguous,
and the Mayors of the Boroughs within
that area, should be the Waste Lands
Board for that district.

Parawai—If County Councillors are
elected by Road Boards,the manage-
ment of waste lands might be con-
ferred on them, and the county
worked somewhat like the Shires in
Victoria.

‘Waitoa—County Councils should have
power to compel Road Boards to
keep roads passing through their
districts in repair for the use of the
public. Tt sometimes happens that
a Board neglects those parts of such
through-roads (usually near a dis-
trict boundary) as are not much
used by the ratepayers of its own
district ; in such a case, the County
Council, on the application of the
adjoining District Board, should
have full authority to investigate
the matter, and, if satisfied that the
Board complained of has been
guilty of mneglect, the Council
should be empowered to do such
work as may be required in order
to make the road passable; and,
for defraying the cost of such work,
to levy & separate rate in the de,



Alh]'-Ob

faulting road district, without the
petition required by “ The Counties
Act, 1876, section 109. When the
boundary between two districts
coincides with a county boundary,
some means should be devised for
compelling the defaulting Road
Board to do the work.

Piako—No.

Waikato—No answer: .

Kirikiriroa—It would reduce the cost
incurred by the election of nume-
rous boards and committees if local
government could, as far as prac-
ticable, be concentrated in County
Councils (excepting Road Boards),
such as licensing publicans or auc-
tioneers. The control and mainte-
nance of all main roads and bridges,
education, hospitals, and charitable
aid, waste lands, and, generally, all
local government at preeent man-
aged with much trouble by the
General Government,

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—I would suggest that the
counties should be custodians of all
reserves in the county, with power
to lease.

Kihikihi—No. The County Councils
are not rquired where Road Boards
are in operation.

Rangiachia — I would recommend
that they receive no further powers;
buf, on the contrary, I respectfully
suggest that they be abolished alto-
gether.

Tuhikaramea—QGive Councils power
to grant licenses, both auctioneers’
and publicans’. Very littlo interest
is taken by the public, and a large
unnecessary expense incurred by
present system. Also give Council
control of educational matters in
own district, in place of provincial
Boards. Do not allow Councils to
make by-laws.

Raglan —We think the Council should
also act as the Waste Lands Boards for
their own county.

Pirongia—The administration of the
Diseased Cattle Act, the Publicans
Licensing Act, the Protection of
Animals Act. These suggestions
are on the supposition that the
Counties Act will still be in force
in certain counties ; but the general
opinion of this Board is that the
county system is entirely unneces-
sary, at least so far as this pro-
vincial distriet is concerned.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W hakatane—No.

Cook-—S8hould be empowered to make by-
laws to compel owners of land to destroy
obnoxious weeds growing thereon.

Ormond—None.

Patutahi~No answer.

Te Arai—No answer.

Poverty Bay — That the counties
should have increased powers to
make laws or rules for the conser-
vation of rivers and forests.

Tauranga—No answer.

{.:. Katikati—~None. They have too much
power already, and we believe they
exercise their power to the injury
of the colony.

Te Puna—TI believe an Act has passed
the General Assembly having for
its object the conservation of forests.
It is, for all intents and purposes,
a dead-letter. The dividing range
between this district and that of
the Upper Thames and Rotorua,
which is covered with forest, has
passed, most of it, into the hands
of speculators, and will in time be-
come quite denuded. This cannot
but have the most injurious effect
upon the climate and productive-
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ness of all the surrounding country.
There ought to have been some
one to see to this, and prevent it.
‘Would not the objects of the above
measure be in every way attained
by making them a consideration
for County Councils ? Their own
interests would be so much in-
volved. It would be for them to
apply to have reserved such por-
tions of bush as they might con-
sider importantly affected their
climate. Such reserves should be
vested in them for purposes of its
protection, and power given to en-
act by-laws for this purpose. ]
Wairoa—Councils should have power to
fix the fees for auctioneers’ licenses
under a by-law. Councils to act as
Licensing Committees for the counties.
Councils to have representation on the
‘Waste Lands Board. Extended powers
to make by-laws generally; especial
powers to compel owners of unoccupied
land within township boundaries to
elear such lands of briars, brambles,
and gorse.

Hawke's Bay—That the Council should

have power to prevent pigs running at
large on unfenced lands near roads; to
prevent artesian water being allowed to
run over roads; and to levy and expend
rates for Road Boards in districts which
neglect their duties.

Heretaunga—Counties should have
power to regulate flow of water
from artesian wells; to prevent
pigs from running on unfenced
land; and to deal with the nuisance
caused by pigs kept in sties.

Kereru and Aorangi-——No answer.

Marackakaho—That of raising rates
on behalf of Road Boards; they to
be the sole rating body for all local
rates,

Okawa—Power to make by-laws for
keeping pigs off unfenced lands
near roads, and artesian water to
be stopped from running on public
roads ; and to levy and spend rates
for Boards not carrying out their
functions.

Papakura—None.

Petans—No answer,

Te Mata—The County Council should
not necessarily strike a uniform rate
for the whole county. Those road
districts which strike a sufficient
rate to keep their own roads in
good order should not be subject to
the same rate as others in which
county money is expended. The
Council should have power to pre-
vent pigs running at large on un-
fenced lands near roads, and should
also have power to prevent artesian
water becoming a public nuisance.

Waipawa— Counties should be represented
on Waste Lands Boards. Counties
should have power to compel owners of
land to clean their land of briars,
brambles, gorse, &c., when the growth
of such is likely to lead to a public
nuisance.

Norsewood—No.

Oero—No.

Ormondyville — Counties should be
represented on Waste Lands Boards.

Ruataniwha North—Counties should
be represented on Waste Lands
Boards.,

Tamumu—No answer. .

‘Woodville—Waste lands, education,

c. :
Zaranaki—County Councils should have
full power to make all by-laws necessary
for the protection of county works and
roads. This Council is of opinion that
County Councils should be constituted
the Licensing Committee for the whole
county., We are of opinion that the

present system of administering hoss
pital and charitable aid should be
abolished, and that a system should be
organized by which the whole jcost of
maintaining hospitals should be pro-
vided by the General Gtovernment from
Consolidated Fund.

Manganui—Ono comprehensive town
and county police statute would be
much better than having from fifty
to sixty different bodies making by-
laws. Counties to have power to
carry out provisions of Health Act,
Slaughter-yards, Dog Registration,
and Impounding Statutes.

Mangarei—Would like to see County
Councils abolished, and main lines
of roads taken over by the Grovern-
ment ; the land abutting on such
roads paying rates to the Grovern-
ment.

Carrington—Unnecessary.

Waitara West—All by-laws made by
the County Council to be sanctioned
by the Gtovernor in Council.

Egmont—None. The ratepayers, ata
special meeting I called to consider
what answers should be given to
questions asked, unanimously and
urgently request to be separated
from the county, and under the
General Government supervision
only. This would be local govern~
ment, and much better adapted to
our district. .

Moa—No answer.

Okato—No answer,

Clifton—No.

‘Waitara East— Too many powers
already.

Inglewood—No answer.

Patea—County Councils should be the

Licensing Committees, and the boundae
ries of licensing districts should be co-
terminous with those of counties, County
Councils should have power to regulate
traffic upon roads and bridges, and the
weight to be carried on different descrip-
tions of vehicles. That County Councils
should be consulted before boroughs or
Town districts are formed. That County
Councils should have power to make by-
laws to eradicate burrs and noxious
weeds on private property within the
county. That the electoral roll for
counties be made up, as the burgess roll
of boroughs, from ratepayers who have
paid their rates. That subsection 4, sec-
tion 177, “Counties Act, 1876, be re-
pealed, and thet it be sufficient for
the Council to publicly notify their in.
tention of passing any by-law, and that
they will receive objections up to a cer-
tain date. That the fees for auctioneers’
licenses should belong to the county in
which the holders thereof hold their
sales, or if they carry on business in the
borough only, then in the borough ; but
if carried on in the county and borough,
ther: the license fee should be divided
between county and borough ; if they
carry on business in two or more
counties, then the fee to be divided
between the counties.

Hawera~—No answer.

Hawera — That County Councils
should have power to regulate the
weight of load and width of tires
ou wheels of vehicles ; also to license
carriers, and take license fees from
them.

Waimate—No answer.

Ngaire—That County Councils should
have power to regulate the weight
of load and width of tires on wheels
of vehicles; also to license carriers
and take license fees from them.

Wanganui—No answer.

‘Waitotara—No answer.

Rangitikei—No answer.

Rangitikei~-No auswer,



Lethbridge—No answer.

Manawatu—(1.) That the Councils should
be constituted the Licensing Commis-
tees for the county. (2.) That the
County Councils should make the valua-
tion for rating purposes once every
three years, huving power to adjust the
roll annually in cases of change of
ownership, &e. The Highway and Town
Boards to be supplied by the County
Councils with their valuation wrolls.
(8.) That County Councils should have
power to make by-laws to regulate the
width of tives on the wheels of vehicles
plying on the roads within the county.
(4.) That County Councils should be
the Waste Lands Boards for their re-
pective counties.

Manawatu—DNo.

Otaki—No answer.

Halcombe—Power should be given to
enable all local bodies to regulate
the width of tires on drays and
wagons.

Hutt—The powers of counties to make
by-laws to be simplified as much as
possible, so as to avoid * special orders,”
and to reduce cost of advertising to a
minimum.

Kilbirnie—No. Asfar as I know the
powers ave sufficient as ab present
conferred ; except perhaps the regu-
lation of the traflic -on county
ronds,

Kaiwara—No.

Wairarape West—No.

Featherston—No answer.

Carterton—No answer,

Waimea — The County Councils should
have a voice in the administration of
waste lands within  their county.
Power to create or alter highway dis-
tricts.

Motueka—County Councils should be
intrusted with the administration
of the waste lands in their respec-
tive counties, but should not have
power to create or alter highway
districts.

Upper Motueka—Power to receive a
portion of the revenue accruing
from sales and rents of waste lands
of the Crown within their boun-
daries.

‘Waimea—Powers should be confined

to matters of detail, or to make
plain what might appear to be am-
biguous. They should have the
power, after bringing the Act into
full force, of relinquishing the same
if subsequently found desirable,

Richmond—Power shonld be given to
counties to ereate new Road Boards
and to provide for the election of
members and to define their duties ;
power should also be given to
counties to create River Boards in
the same manner as that of Road
Boards; and if power does not at
present exist, it should be given to
"Commitiees to levy a special rate
for river protection, &e.,from owners
whose land adjoins rivers, and who
would be benefited by such works,
Committees to make by-laws to
protect and guard river banks.

Pangatotara—No.

Riwaka—No,

Lower Moutere—Should bave some
authority in the management of
Waste Lands.

Collingwood—That Councils should act as
Licensing Committees, and have power to
nominate a member of the Waste Lands
Board.

Collingwood—Should have a voice 1n
the administration of waste lands,

Buller—That the administration of the
Licensing Act be placed in the hands of
the County’ Council.

Inangahua—Yes. Councils should have
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the management of all hospitals and
charitable institutions within their boun-
daries, and power given thewm to levy an
annual rate of 10s. upon cvery male
adult, such rate to go towards the main-
tenance of such hospitals and charitable
institutions. “The Municipal Corpora-
tions Act, 1876, and “The Counties
Act, 1876,” should be incorporated, by
which new powers would be given to
counties.

Grey—That, with the view of saving ex-
pense, all moneys voted by Parliament
for works within the county should be
expended under the sole supervision of
the County Councils, where such bodies
maintain an efficient staff of officers for
carrying out public works : that County
Councils should be local Land Boards:
that County Councils should be em-
powered to make by-laws to license
vehicles and horses in lieu of tolls : that
the words ‘““advertise for thirty days”
in subsection 1 of section 103 of “ The
Puablic Works Act, 1876,” be struck out :
that County Councils should, like the
Greneral Government, be exempted from
stamp duty on contracts : that in clause
44 of the Counties Act the Receivers of
Ghold-fields Revenue should be compelled
to send in their lists of miners’ rights
on or before February 1st, instead of
April 1st.

Martborough—No answer.

Awatere—No answer.

Omaka—7Yes; in regard to fencing.

Pelorus—Council to have power to
make by-laws when Act in full
operation only.

Picton—No.

Spring Creek—No answer.

Wairau—TYes, in regard to fencing.

Lower Wairau—Yes, with reference
to fencing.

Pukaka River Board—No answer.

Kaikowra—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—No, unless it
be to conserve rivers and streams
that are not under the jurisdiction
of any River Board.

Ashley—No answer,

Xyreton—No answer.

Mandeville—No.

Oxford —No.

Waipara—No answer.

‘West Eyreton—No suggestion.

Setwyn—No answer.

Courtenay—DNo answer.

Heatheote—Do not suggest any altera-
tion in present Act.

Lincoln—No answer,

Riccarton—No answer.

Templeton—DNone.

South Waimakariri—No.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—The Council of the
Akaroa County, in whieh county
this distriot is situated, have been
of no practical use as far as this
district is concerned ; consequently
this Board have no suggoestions to
make in relation to that body, ex-
cept to abolish it.

Pigeon Bay-—No.

Port Victoria—None whatever.

Ashburton—They should be able to make
by-laws on any matter subject to their
control.

Wakanui—Yes. To receive 20 per
cent. of the moneys received
from the sale of Crown lands
within its boundaries, the same to
be divided equally between the
Road Boards and County Couneils.
Such, in our opinion, would be pre-
ferable to the proposed Crown Lands
Rating Bill. To have the powers
at present held by the Iicens-
ing Committees vested in them.
The power of appointing Cemetery
Trustees, Domain Boards, &c.

A.~10,

Mount Somers — That the Couneil
should have power of making by-
laws for all public works which they
are empowered to undertake.

Geraldine—That the election of Cemetery
Boards, Park Commissioners, &e., should
be made directly by the ratepayers, and
the counties have the regulation of such
elections. That hospitals and charitable
aid should be under the management of
the County Councils, the Government
handing over the funds to the county
which arve now applied to these institu-
tions. That the control of the Licensing
Courts be left to the County Councils,
and a simplification and reduction of
expenses be provided for in the working
of the Act.

Geraldine—They have already sufi-
cient power,

Mount Cook—That the whole of the
local governing power and Govern«
ment agency should he executed by
the lacal body ; that is, that they
should supply the Government with
agricultural statistics, census re-
turns, &e., and they should be made
as useful to the country as possible
by the Government imposing on the
counties or Road Boards—if in ex-
istence—any duty they might ad-
vantageously undertake, such as Lis
censing Committeeship, Cemetery
Trusteeship, and others now under
separate and individual Boards,
‘With regard to by-laws, the neces-
sity for their existence is much felt
in some counties, but a multiplicity
of perhaps different and opposite
by-laws adopted by each county
would not be conducive to the wel-
fare of the country. We think
counties should be enabled to make
by-laws subject to their approval by
the Governor ; that the by-laws de«
sired should be submitted to the
Government year by year; that the
Grovernment might alter or modify
them so that thers might be some
uniformity and consistency through-
out the colony.

Mount Peel —No.

Temuka—DNo answer.

Westland — Power should be given to
County Councils to make by-laws for
the licensing of vehicles using county
roads. The County Chairman should
be an ex-officio member of the Waste
Lands Boards.

Waitaki—Counties should have more
power to regulate traffic on roads by
regulating width of tires; they should
be the licensing body for the county,
subject to the local-option clauses;
they should bave the control of ceme-
teries, and grant aid to sparrow clubs
out of county funds.

Kakanui—No answer.

Waiareka — Counties should have
power to make by-laws to regulate
width of tires of wheels of vehicles
used onall roads within the county.

Waitaki—Counties should have large
powers for passing by-laws on local
subjects.

W aikouaiti~—County Councils shonld have
large powers for passing by-laws on
locals subjects ; but such by-laws should
be inoperative until the Governor’s as-
sent is given thereto.

Palmerston South—That the counties
be empowered to levy a tax on the
carriers.

Waikouaiti—It ought to be made com-
pulsory that the rates and other
revenues raised in ridings be spent
in such riding, less a fair proportion
for expenses.

Maniototo — This Council is of opinion
that, in the interests of settlement, and
as o safeguard against the alienation of
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auriferous land, County Councils should
be created Boards of Advice to the Go-
vernment and Waste Lands Boards;
and that many of the administrative
powers at present exercised by the
latter might safely be confided to the
County Councils.
Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula — The County = Councils
should form Licensing Committees
outside boroughs. Should have
power to expend Council votes on
other than county roads; to have
control over ground game and the
small-birds pest, and large powers
generally for the framing and pass-
ing of by-laws on local subjects.

Zaieri—The County Councils should form
Ticensing Committees oufside  of
boroughs ; have power to expend Coun-
cil votes on other than county roads;
to have control over ground game, and
the small-bird pest ; and large powers
generally for the framing and passing of
by-laws on local subjects.

Waipori—County Councils should
be Licensing Committees outside
boroughs ; should have power to
make by -laws to meet the cases of
bush teamsters and wagoners, as
at present Councils and Road
Boards have no power to tax those
parties for the maintenance of
roads ; and also be empowered to
increase the tax on all dogs other
than collies.

Bruece—County Councils to form Licensing
Committees outside boroughs; also, to
have powers to expend Council votes

14
Question 5— continued.

on other than county roads; also, to
have control over ground game and
small-bird pest, and large puwers on
making by-laws on local subjects.

Crichton—No.

Glenledi — The County Councillors
should be Licensing Committes out-
side of boroughs; have power to
expend Council votes on other than
county roads, as also to compel the
Road Boards, where necessary, to
continue, deviate, or make mnew
roads where the exigencies of the
distriet requires them.

Matau—No answer.

Mount Stuart — County Councils
should form Licensing Committees
outside boundaries.

Tokomairiro—County Councils should
have large powers for passing by-
laws on local subjects, but such by-
laws should be inoperative till the
Governor’s assent has been given
theveto,

Clutha—The counties should have power
to frame by-laws, and carry out elec-
tious under Licensing Act, and also to
carry out the Rabbit Act.

Pomahaka — The County Councils
should form Licensing Committees
outside boroughs; have power to
expend Council votes on other
than county roads; to have con-

* trol over the small-bird pest ; and
large powers generally for the
framing and passing of by-laws
on local subjecta.

Molyneux South — Counties should
have the power to administer the

Rabbit and Licensing Acts, 22d to
make by-laws to enforce same.

Tuapeka—(1) To give counties power to
regulate weight of loading to be carried
on county roais; (2) That County Coun-
cils forwn Waste Lands Boards for re-
spective counties failing members of
Waste Lands Boards.as at present con-
stituted being elected by the people;
(3) That absolute separation be made be«
tween colonial and local finance ; (4)
That property-tax be considered and
treated as local revenue; (5) That local
bodies receive full powers (@) to make
by-laws, (8) to deal with reserves, (c)
Crown lands till required for settlement.
(6) That County Councillors be ex-officio
members of and - form  Licensing
Committees. (7) That mining revenue
be paid to counties direct.

Clydevale—County Councils to act as
Licensing Boards and such similar
duties.

Southland—That the powers of the Li-
censing Committees be vested in the
County Councils ; that the powers under
the Protection of Gtame Act be vested
in the County Councils; that the ap-
pointment of Cemetery Trustees be
vested in the County Councils.

Knapdale—To appoint Trustees of
cemeteries.

Toitois~—No.

Tuturau — Should be - invested with
power of Licensing Committee,
working Rabbit Act, power to deal
with small-bivd nuisance, power to
bonow up to the extent of two
years’ reveuue.

6. Should the counties be enabled to create new road districts or alter existing ones of
their own motion, or only on the petition of a majority of the ratepayers ?

Mangonui—Yes ;
dent ratepayers.

Kaeo— Yes. Counties should bave
power upon majority of resident
ratepayers,

Oruru—Yes; the counties should
have the power with the majority
of resident ratepayers.

Totara—Yes; on the petition of a
majority of resident ratepayers.

Hokianga—No answer.
Whangarei—Only on a petition of the rate-
payers,

Maunu—Only on petition of rate-
payers, whether a majority or a
minority, the latter have rights that
are not always respected.

Parna—We should be sorry to see
counties have this power, and would
prefer the Governor to create or
alter new road districts on petition
of majority of ratepayers.

Waikiekie—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Waipu Middle—No.

Waipu South—Only on the petition
of a majority of ratepayers.

Hob.s‘on—No answer.

Okahu—Only on the petition of the
ratepayers.

Paparoa—On request from ratepayers.

Wairau—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman) — The
power to create new road districts
and alter existing boundaries should
undoubtedly be vested in the resi-
dent ratepayers, the parties most
interested and best able to judge,
and form a correct opinion, and, as
being those taxed,
take the initiative in all these pro-

on the petition of resi-

ceedings.
. Whakahara School Committee—See
» « .answer to Question 16, E

best entitled to |

Rodney—Only on petition of majority of
ratepayers.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—The lutter is cortainly the only
fair mode. Great inconvenience
might result if the first named plan
was adopted.

Upper Mahurangi—Only on a peti-
tion of a majority of the rate-
payers.

Mangawai-—On receipt of petition of
majority of ratepayers occupying
an area of not less than thirty thou-
sand acrex in an outlying district,
counties should create such a road
district. Counties should not alter
boundaries of road district unless
on petition of majority of rate-
payers.

Omaha—On majority of 1atepayels

Matakana West—Only on the petition
of a majority of the ratepayers.

Puhoi—Only on the petition of » ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Tauhoa—The interference of counties
is entirely vepudiated. Ratepayers
should have the entire power of
petitioning the Colonial Secretary
for the creation and alteration of
Road Board districts.

Wharehine—No answer.

Wainui—It would be as well to place
8 check upon the proceedings of
County Councils to prevent in-
justice and confusion, and there-
fore it would be safer to leave such
powers with the Government or
with the Governor.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—Only on a petition of
a majority of the ratepayers.

Lake—Counties should have power o
create new districts or alter existing
ones on their own motion.

North Shore—Only on thepetition or

consent of a majority of the rate-
payers.

‘Waitakerei West—Only on pebltmn of
a majority of the ratepayers in each
district any alterations wounld effect,

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)— Only
on petition of the majority of each
particular district.

‘Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—On]y
on petition of a majority of the
ratepayers of each particular dis-
trict. )

‘Whangaparoa—Ouly on a petition of
the majority of the ratepayers.

Eden—No answer,

Epsom~—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—Only on petition of
majority of ratepayers.

Mount,  Wellington — Only on the
petition of a majority of the rate-
poyers.

Newton—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Panmure—Only on the majority of
ratepayers.

Ponsonby—1It is desirable that such
powers should be left in the hands
of the people, and be exercised by
inexpansive petition, and not by ex-
pensive polling.

Waikomiti—The county should have
no power to alter or create road dis-
tricts ; it should be left in the
hands of the ratepayers, and be ex-
ercised by them by petition.

Manukau—No answer, :

Mercer.—Alterations such as sug-
gested T would prefer allowing the
ratepayers to determine,

Hunua—Only on petition of majority
of ratepayers.

Iaraka—No.
ratepayers.

Maraetai—On the petition of maj omty
of ratepavers, .

b

Only by a majority of-



Opaheke—Only on petition of rate-
payers.

Otahuhu~—Only on petition of a ma-
jority of ratepayers.

Papakura—See answer to No. 1.

Pollock—On the petition of rate-
payers.

Pukekohe
majority.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1.

‘Waipipi—Counties should not create
new road districts, nor alter exist-
ing ones, except by petition of rate-
payers interested.

Wairoa—On a petition of ratepayers.

Thames—Only on a petition of a majority
of the ratepayers.

Parawai—Should have power to create
new road districts on their own
motion.

Waitoa—On petition of ratepayers,
if road distriets are not made co-
terminons with ridings by any new
enactment.

Piako-—Only on petition of a majority of
the ratepayers.

Waikato—Ouly on the petition of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Kirikiriroa—Only on the petition of
at least three-fourths of the rate-
payors.

Waipa—No answer,

Hamilton—No answer.

Kihikihi—No.

Rangiaohia—Such powers, if granted
to them, would act injuriously on
the community ; and would, in my
opinion, cause annoyance and irri-
tation amongst ratepayers generally.

Tuhikaramea—Only on a petition of
a majority of ratepayers.

Raglan—Only on the petition of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Pirongia— Only on the petition of
ratepayers.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W hakatane—On the petition of a majority
of ratepaycrs.

Cook—Yes ; counties should be able todo
50 of their own motion.

Ormond—DMajority of ratepayers.

Patufahi—Only on a petition of the
majority of ratepayers.

Te Arai—Only on the petition of the
majority of the votes of the rate-
payers.

Poverty Bay—Only on petmon of
ratepayers.

Bost—On  petition of

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati—Only on the petition of the
majority of the ratepayers.

Te Puna—On petition of ratepaycrs.

Wairoa—No voad districts in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.

Hawke's Bay—The counties should have
full power on their own motion.

Heretaunga—No.

Kereru and Aorangi—Only on peti-
tion of a majority of two-thirds of
the ratepayers.

Maraekakaho—Only on petition of
ratepayers.

Okawa—The counlies to have the
power, on petition of ratepayers.

Papakura-—No answer.

Petane—No. Only on the petition of
a majority of the ralepayers.

Te Mata—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Waipawa—Only on petition of a majority
of the ratepayers.

Norsewood—Ouly on petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Oero— Yes, of their own motion,

Ormondville Only on petition of &
majority of the ratepayers.

Ruataniwha North-——Ounly on petition
of a majority of the ratepayers.

Tamumu—Only on a petition of &
majority of the ratepayers.
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Woodville — Petition of ratepayers
only.

Taranaki—That the county should have
the power to alter road district boun-
daries, unless objected to by two-thirds
of the ratepayers within the district pro-
posed to be altered.

Manganui—7Yes, from seven to nine,
or from nine to seven, uponr petition
of a majority of ratepayers affected
by change.

Mangarei—On petition of a majority
of ratepayers only.

Carrington—Only by majority.

Waitara West—All alterations made
in road districls should emanate
from the ratepayers, afler being
converted into wards of a uniform
area as to extent or rating power.

Egmont—Only on petition of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Moa—TIn the event of any alterations
in voad districts we would strongly
recommend appealing to ratepayers.

Okato—Yes. Newly-settled districts
should be allowed to amalgamate,
but not divide existing ones, on
the petition of a majority of the
ratepayers.

Clifton—By petition from ratepayers.

Waitara East—Only on a petition of
a majority of ratepayers. Number
of votes to be in proportion to the
value of property, as per Counties
Act, in electing the members for
counties.

Tnglewood—They should have power
to alter, after giving three months’
notice of their intention to make a
specific alteration, provided a ma-
jority of the ratepayers in such road
district do not object.

Patea—Only on petition of a majority of
ratepayers.

Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—On petition of the majority
of the ratepayers.

Waimate-——Only on petition of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Ngnire—On petition of a
the ratepayers.

Wanganui—Only on petition of majority
of rvatepayers.

‘Waitotara—Only on the petition of
the majority of the ratepayers.

majority of

Rangitikei — Should be left to the
ratepayers.

Lethbridge—No.

Manawatu—No; the better plan is that
contained in “'Lhe Highways Act, 1874
(Wellington), substituting the Colonial
Secretary for the Superintendent.

Manawatu—Counties not to have the
power to create new road districts.

Otaki--Only on the petition of & ma-
Jority of the ratepayers.

Halcombe—Only on petition of ma-
jority of ratepayers.

Hutt—On petition of majority of rate-
payers.

Kilbirnie—The countics should have
no powoers over Road Boards, At
present they have some, which are
generally abused; and under the
new system, as per circular, cer-
tainly the Road Boards should in no
way be under the control of the
Couuty Councils. The Road Boards
would have to find all the money
neeessary for their own wants, and
should therefore be under no other
body, especially one like the County
Council, who would gain by any loss
of Road Board.

Kaiwara—On a petition of majority
of ratepayers.

Wairarapa West—Only on petition of
majority of ratepayers.

Featherston—On the petition of ma-
jority of ratepayers,
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Carterton—Only on petition of ma-
jority of ratepayers,

Waimea—Only on petition of the ma-
Jorlty

Motueka—No. Only a petition of
the majority of the ratepayers.

Upper Motueka—Only by decision of
majority.

‘Waimea—Only on petition of ma-
jority of ratepayers.

Richmond—Only on the petmon of
a majority of the ratepayers.

Pangatotara—Only on petition of a
majority of ratepayers.

Riwaka—No.

Lower Moutere—Only on petition of
majority of ratepayers.

Collingwood-~Yes ; but only on a ma-
jority of the whole of the ratepayers of
the district.

Collingwood—Only on majority of
ratepayers of road district.

Buller—Only on petition of ratepayers.

Inangatua—Counties should be enabled
to create new road districts, or alter ex-
isting ones, only on the votes of not less
than three-fourths of the ratepayers.

Grey-—That it be only on the petition of
thie ratepayers.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—Only by a majority of rate-
payers.

Omaka—Ounly on the petition of the
majority of the ratepayevs in the
respective districts.

Pelorus—Only on petition of rate-
payers.

Picton—Only on petition.

Spring Creek—Only on the petmon
of a majority of the ratepayers in
the portion of a distriet desirous of
detaching itself from one district
and attaching itself to another, pro.
vided that a majority of the rate-
payers in the district to which it
would attach itself shall agree there-
to.

‘Wairau—Only on the petition of a
maejority of the ratepayers in the
portion of the district desirous of
detaching itself from one district
and attaching itself to another,
provided that a majority of the
ratepayers in the district to which
it would attach itself shall agree
thereto.

Lower Wairau—On a petition of a
majority representing the major
part of the rateable property.

Pukaka River Board—Only on the
petition of ratepayers. ;

Kailcoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—Only on the
petition of a majority (numerically)
of the ratepayers.

Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton—By a majority of the rate-
payers only.

Mandeville—Only on the petition of
the ratepayers.

Oxford—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

‘Waipara—Counties should not inter-
fere with the construction of Road
Boards in any way.

‘West Eyreton—Ounly on the petition
of & majority of tlie ratepayers.

Selwyn—Think that any interference with
Road Boards in the direction of altering
boundaries, &c., on the motion of the
County Council, should be avoided ; but
that the Council should have the power
to make alterations on petition of the
majority of ratepayers concerned.

Courtenay—By a majority of the
ratepayers.

Heathcote—Only on the petition of a
majority of the ratepayers interested
in the alteration.

Lincoln—Only on petition of, mn;onty
of ratepayers.
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Riccarton—On the petition of majority
of ratepayers only.

Templeton—Only on petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

South Waimnkariri—Only on petition
of majority of ratepapers interested.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—Only on a petition of
two-thirds of the ratepayers of
each district.

Pigeon Bay—County Councils might
be suspended, and if not, they
should only have power to create
new districts or alter existing ones
only on the petition of a majority
of the ratepayers.

Port Victoria—I think no alteration
needed.

Askburton—Not without consent of ma-
jority of ratepayers.

‘Wakanui—Only on a petition of the
majority of the ratepayer.

Mount Somers—On petition of rate-
payers only.

Geraldine—Only on the petition of the
majority of the ratepayers.

Geraldine—Only on the petition of a
majority of ratepayers.

Mount Cook—Road districts, if in
existence, should only be altered by
the petition of ratepayers affected
thereby to the County Council ; any
petition should have weight by num-
ber of votesaccording toholdingsand
not by number of persons petition-
ing ; any such petition should be
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advertised, and in case no counter-
petition was presented the Council
should make the alteration peti-
tioned for.

Mount Peel—Only on a petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Temuka—Only on petition of majority
of ratepayers.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.

Waitaki—Only on petition of a majority
of the ratepayers.

Kakanni—Only on petition of a ma-
jority of the rateyapers.

Waiareka—Only on a petition from
a majority of ratepayers.

‘Whaitaki—Only on petition of majority
of ratepayers.

Waikonaiti—Onuly on petition of a ma-
jority of ratepayers.

Palmerston South—Only on petition
of a majority of the ratepayers.

Waikouaiti—Only on a petition of
majority of ratepayers interested.

Maniototo — No road districts in this
county, therefore this question has not
arisen.

Peninsula—No answer. .

Peninsula—Only by a petition of a
majority of the ratepayers should
counties be enabled to create new
road districts, or alter existing
ones,

Taieri—Only by a petition of a n.ujority
of the ratepayers should counties be
enabled to create new road districts, or
alter existing ones.

Waipori—Only on a petition of a

majority of the ratepayers.
Bruce—Yes, on & petition by a majority
of the ratepayers.

Crichton—W e object to any change.

Glenledi—Only by a petition of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers in each
district affected thereby should
counties be enabled to create new
road districts, or alter existing ones.

Matau—By petition of the majority of
ratepayers.

Mount Stuart—Only on petition of a
majority of the ratepayers.

Tokomairiro—Only by a petition of a
majority of the ratepayers should
Counties be enabled to create new
road districts or alter existing ones.

Clutha—Only on petition of a majority of
the ratepayers.

Pomahaka—Only on petition of a
majority of the ratepayers should
counties be enabled to create or
alter road districts.

Molyneux South—Only on a petition
of the ratepayers, irrespective of
their rating powers.

Tuapeka—Only on petition of ratepayers.

Clydevale—On petition of ratepayers.

Southland—No alteration from present
process.

Knapdale—Only on the petition of &
majority of the ratepayers.

Toitois—No. ‘

Tuturau— Only on petition of mas
jority of ratepayers.

7. Should the counties or the Road Boards have the power of altering the divisions and
the numbers of the members of Road Boards ?

Mangonui—The Road Boards should have
this power.

Kaeo—No.

Oruru—The Road Boards should
have the power with the majority
of resident ratepayers.

Totara—The Road Boards should
have the power.

Hokianga—No anwer,
Whangarei—None.

Maunu—Counties on petition.

Parua—No.

Waikiekie—No answer.

Waipu Middle—No.

Waipu South—8uch powers should be
given to ratepayers.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—Road Boards.

Paparoa—No answer.

Wairau—The Road Boards.

‘Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—I think
no such powers should be granted
either to Councils or Road Boards.
The Acts under which the Road
Boards for the Provincial District
of Auckland arve constituted limit
the nuamber of trustees to five,
which works satisfactorily.

‘Whakahara School Committee — No
answer.

Rodney—Counties should not interfere
with constitution of Road Boards.

Albertland South—No answenr.

Arai—Neither Road Boards nor coun-
ties should have such power, except
when requested by a majority of
ratepayers. Probably it might be
best for provision to be made by
Act fixing the minimum valuation,
population, and area of road dis-
tricts. With those exceptions let
ratepayers fix boundaries and divide
the districts into wards not less
than five or more than nine in
number, each ward returning one

- member to Road Board.

Upper Mahurangi—Road Boards;
the number of members is all right
at present.

Mangawai — Counties might have
power of sltering boundaries of
road district as specified above.
Number of members should not
exceed flve in number.

Omaha—No answer.

Matakana West—Road Boards.

Puhoi—The Road Boards.

Tavhoa—Road Boards.

Wharehine—Only on petition of the
ratepayers.

‘Wainui—Neither the counties nor
Road Boards should bave such
power; it would certainly be
abused.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—No ; the people are
the best judges as to the divisions.
Under the present Act the present
number of five seems to auswer
very well.

Lake—Counties should have power to
alter divisions of districts where de-
sired. Present number of members
sufficient,

North Shore—No.

Waitakerei West—The Road Boards.

‘Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—The
Road Boards.

Waitakerei West (I. Hunter)—The
Road Boards.

‘Whangaparoa—The Road Boards.

Eden——No answer.

Tpsom—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—Not without consent
of Grovernment.

Mount Wellington—If thought desir-
able by a majority of the ratepayers
Road Boards should have the
power.

Newton—Neither.

Paumure—Yes; on the application of
two-thirds of the ratepayers.

Ponsonby—This power also ought to
be left in the hands of the people,
and to be exercised as in last reply.

Waikomiti—The counties should have
no power to alter the divisions or
the members of road districts ; it
should be left to the ratepayers.

Manukan—No answer.

Mercer.—DNo.

Hunua—The Road Boards.

Karaka—Only the Road Boards.

Maraetai-—Yes; for altering the di-
vision.

Opaheke—No.

Otahuhu — Counties should have
power to alter, but only on appli-
cation from Road Boards. It
should be determined by statute
what should be the number of
members, as at present by the
Highway Act.

Papakura—Road Boards should have
the power.

Pollock—Road Boards.

Pukekohe East—No. :

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1,

‘Waipipi—Road Boards.

‘Wairoa—DNo.

Thames—No answer.

Parawai—Road Boards.

Waitoa—Road Boards, subject to the
approval of County Councils.

Piako~No.
Waikato—The Road Boards only should
have the power.

Kirikiriroa — Alteration  should be
made by county, but only on the
application of the Road Boarc
concerned.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton — Number of me
Road Boards as at present.

Kihikihi—The County Counvci.s
not make alterations ; neithershould
thiey interfere with the constitution
of Road Boards,



Rangiachia — The counties should
have nothing to do in this matter ;
but this question sliould be eettled
by ratepayers at their anuual
meetings.

Tuhikaramea—Give Councils power
to alter boundaries, but only on a
petition of ratepayers being pre-
sented.

Roaglon—If the County Councils continue
to exist, the County Councils.

Pivongia—The Road Boards.

Raglan Town—Road Boards.

W hakatane—No.

Cook—Road Boards, with right of appeal
to County Council.

Ormond—No.

Patutahi—Counties.

Te Arai—Road Boards.

Poverty Bay—Road Boards to have
power.

Tauranga—DNo answer.

Katikati—No alteration. If any, the
Road Board should have the power.

Te Puna—Counties.

Wairoa—No road districts in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.

Hawke's Boy—Road Boards should have
the power to subdivide their districts
into wards. County Councils to have
the right to object to such subdivision
within three months.

Heretaunga—Road Board should have
the power.

Kerern and Aorangi—Road Boards.

Maraekakaho—Road Boards.

Okawa—Boards should have the
power to subdivide districts into
wards.

Papakura—Ouly on the petition of a
majority of ratepayers.

Petane—No. Not without first ap-
pealing to the ratepayers. .

Te Mata—Road Board should bave
the power.

Waipawa—Road Boards should have
power to divide a district into wards.
County to act as arbitrator in case of
dispute.

Norsewood—Road Boardsshould have
the power to divide a district into
wards. County to act as arbitrator
of disputes.

- Oero—The counties.

Ormondville — Road Boards should
have the power to divide a district
into wards.

Ruataniwha North — Road Boards;
and only on petition of majority of
ratepayers.

Tamumu—Road Boards only.

‘Woodville—Road Board.

Taranaki—Counties.

Manganui — Counties to have power
of altering boundaries, but not the
number of the members of Road
Boards.

Mangarei—Counties, if in existence.

Carrington—Road Boards.

Waitara West—All alterations should
emanate from the ratepayers.

Egmont—The ratepayers only at their
annnal meeting.

Moa—We consider Road Boards
should have the power.

Okato—The counties.

Clifton—Counties should have power
on application by Boards affected.

‘Waitara Mast — Should be in the
hands of the ratepayers.

Inglewood—Yes.

Patea—That where road districts are
now divided into wards it be left to
them, but if not divided it be left to
counties, with the proviso that public
notice be given in either case ouce a
week for one month before the meeting
deciding the question.

Hawera—No answer,

Hawera — Road Boards should have

17

Question 7—continued.

the power of dividing the districts
into wards.

Waimate—That Road Boards should
have the power of dividing the dis-
tricts into wards.

Ngaire—Road Boards should have the
power of dividing the districts into
wards,

Wanganui —— Counties should have the
power of receiving a petition from the
ratepayers.

Waitotara—The counties should have
no control over the Road Boards.

Rangitikei—No.

Rangitikei—No.

Lethbridge—No.

Manawatu—The answer to No. 6 applies
to this question also.

Manawatu —The Road Boards, on
petition of a majority of ratepayers,
should have the power of altering
the divisions, &ec.; but it is objec-
tionable to constitute the counties
—bodies performing similar fune-
tions-—as superior Courts with juris-
diction over Road Boards.

Otaki— The Road Boards only.

Halcombe—Yes, on petition of two-
thirds of the ratepayers.

Huit—Counties should have the power.

Kilbirnie—The Road Board should
have the power of altering the
wards within the distriet ; but the
County Councils should not have
any power over Road Boards.

Kaiwara—No ; neither.

Wairarapa West—Road Boards.

Featherston — County. It may be
necessary that a higher body should
arbitrate ; in such case the Coun-
cil would be best, while the High-
way Boards might disagree in any
necessary alteration.

Carterton—Yes.

Waimea—The power should be vested in
the counties of altering the divisions
and the uumber of the members of the
Road Boards.

Motueka—The Road Boards should
have the power of altering the
divisions and the number of the
members of Road Boards.

Upper Motueka—The counties.

Waimea—2Road Boards, when in ex-
istence.

Richmond-—Counties should bave the
power of altering Road Board dis-
tricts and members, but Road
Boards that of subdistricts.

Pangatotara—Only Road Boards in
Road Board districts; ditto in
counties.

Riwaka-—The Road Board to have the
power to alter the divisions and the
numbers of their members.

Lower Moutere—The ratepayers to
have the power of altering the
division. and the Road Board the
numbersof members thereshould be.

Collingwood—TIt should be left to the rate-
payers, through their Board, to alter
the number of members. That it would
be advisable to divide the districts into
wards for the better representation
thereof.

Collingwood—Should be left to the
ratepayers through their Board to

_alter the number of mwembers, if
required, or divide into wards.

Buller—The counties.

Inangahua—The counties should have the
power of altering the divisions, if sanc-
tioned by the votes of not less than
three-fourths of the ratepayers within
such division, but not otherwise.

Grey—That the counties have the power
to alter the divisions and numbers of
the members of Road Boards.

Marlborough—No answer.

Avwatere—Road Boards.

Omaka—Road Boards.
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Pelorus—Counties on petition of those
interested, i.e., the ratepayers.

Picton—Road Boards, if absolutely
necessary.

Spring Creek—Road Boards.

Wairau—Road Boards.

Lower Wairau—Counties, when in
full operation ; otherwise the Road
Boards.

Pukaks River Board—The Road
Boards, if such alterations are abso-
lutely necessary.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—Not without
the sanction of three-fourths of the
ratepayers.

Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton—Road Board.

Mandeville—Neither.

Oxford—No.

Waipara—Road Boards.

West Eyreton—No.

Selwyn—Present number of members of
Road Boards has been found hitherto to
work satisfactorily. Think that should
any proposals be made for increasing the
number of these bodies, the decision
should rest with the Couneil, after con-
gideration of the wishes of majority of
ratepayers. Think it would not be ad-
visable to leave power of alteration of
divisions of road districts in hands of the
Road Boards. Power of ultimate de-
cision should rest with County Council,

Courtenay—Yes.

Heathceote—Consider it very desirable
that County Councils should have
the power. of altering divisions and
number of members of Road Boards
upon receiving petition from rate-
payers or Road Boards’ to make
such alteration ; say from five up
to nine members.

Lincoln—No.

Riccarton—Road Boards.

Templeton—Road Boards only.

South Waimakariri—Consider it very
desirable that County Councils
should have power of altering the
divisions and the number of mem-
bers of Road Boards upon petition
from ratepayers or Road Boards,
the Boards to consist of not less than
five nor more than nine members.

Akaroa—No answer-

Little River—Road Boards generally
seem to have conducted their busi-
ness satisfoctorily in the past, con-
sequently desire mo change as
asked.

Pigeon Bay—The Road Boards are
more competent to do it.

Port Victoria — Present system of
Road Boards working well enough.

Ashburton—No necessity for alteration.

Wakanui—The Road Boards.

Mount Somers—Stand as at present.

Geraldine—The counties.

Greraldine—Give Road Boards the
power.

Mount Cook—Road Boards should
have this power entirely in their
own hands,

Mount Peel—Neither one or the other.

Temuka—The counties.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast,

Waitaki—Road Boards should have the
power of recommending alterations in
the divisions, and in the number of
members of Road Boards, -but the
county should have the final decision.

Kakanui—Road Boards should have
the power, with consent of a ma-
jority of the ratepayers.

Waiareka—Road Boards should have
power to alter the boundaries of
subdivisions on petition of a ma-
jority of ratepayers.

Waitaki—Road Boards.

Waikouaiti—Road Boards should have the
power of recommending alteration ; but
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the County Council should have the
final decision.

Palmerston Scuth—Road Boards.

‘Waikouaiti—Same answer as No. 6.

Maniototo—See answer to No. 6.

Peninsula-——~No answer,

Peninsula—The Road Boards should
have the power of altering the
divisions and the numbers of the
members of Road Boards.

Taieri—Neither should have the power.

‘Waipori—The Road Boards should
have such power.

Bruce—Road Boards to recommend altera-
tions, &e.; Couunty Councils should have
final decision.

Crichton—No ; to remain as now,
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Glenledi—Road Boards should have
the power of recommending altera-
tions in divisions, and in the num-
ber of members of Road Boards, but
the county shall have the final
decision.

Matau—The Road Boards.

Mount Stuart—County Councils only
should have power of altering the
divisions and number of members,
on the recommendation of Road
Boards.

Tokomairiro—The county, onthepeti-
tion of the Road Boards, and the
Road Board on the petition of the
majority of the ratepayers.

8. What rating powers should counties have?

Mangonui—A. general rate not exceeding
1s. in the pound, without the restric-
tions imposed in clause 107, Counties
Act.

Kaeo—General rate not exceeding 1s.
in the pound.

Oruru—Not to exceed ls, in the
pound.

Totara—A general rate not exceeding
1s. in the pound without the re-
strictions in clause 107, Counties
Act.” ’

Hokianga—Power to rate all the Crown
lands and Native lands. Power to rate
up to 1s. in the pound annual value.

Whangarei—Two shillings in the pound.

Maunu—Any moneys required by the
County Councils in excess of their
ordinary revenue should be levied
on the Road Boards of the county.
The latter only should have the
power of levying rates, excepting
they neglect or refuse to pay their
quota to the Council, or to keep
connecting roads in fair order. On
such neglect or refusal the county
should have power.

Parua—Tho power of rating outlying
districts, and rating, on petition of
majority of ratepayers, for special
works.

‘Waikickie—No answer.

Waipu Middle—None whatever.

‘Waipu Soutli—Should have no powers
to rate within road districts, except
on petition of ratepayers.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—None, where wmch powers
are in the hands of the Highway
Boards.

Paparoa—No rating powers in high-
way districts without consent of
ratepayers. .

Wairau—DNone whatever.

‘Wairau (by ex-Chairman)— See an-
swer to No. 9.

‘Whakahara School Committee — As

-at present.

Rodney—Rating powers should be at cur
own discretion, so that we can exceed
1s. in the pound if deemed necessary.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—Present powers seem reason-
able. .

Upper Mahurangi—Only over out-
lying districts. They should not
have the power of striking a rate
over highway districts.

Mangawai—Counties should not have
power to strike a rate in road dis-
tricts for any purpose whatever,
unless petitioned by a majority of
members of the Board. Counties
should have power to strike rates in
outlying districts.

Omaha—Not more than 1s. in the
pound.

Matakanu West—No answer.

Puhoi—Levying rates under extra-
ordinary circumstances, in cage the
means of the Road Board were
entirely insufficient, and the Go-
vernment would not or could not
grant subsidies,

Tauhoa—None. Abolish them.

Wharehine—Not the counties, but
the Road Roards.

‘Wainui—Under the proposed system
of valuation by an officer of the
Government the residents will be
heavily taxed for revenue purposes
and for road rates, making them
pay for all the improvements they
have made, and because they have
been accumulating capital through
hard work and industry. If the
useless counties are to have power
also to levy a rate, it will be most
disastrous to the settlers. It is
well known that unimproved and
unoccupied lands under the present
Rating Act are of small usze for
taxing, and since it has been in
force most of the northern Road
Boards have lost half their incomes.
The acreage rate, not exceeding
three or four pence, with the power
to let or sell for non-payment of
rates, proposed to be given to the
Public Trustee, would bhe most
beneficial to these distriets.

Waitemata—No answer.,

Kaukapakapa—Two shillings in the
pound should be the maximum, but
ratepayers should have the option of
fixing the amount of rate to be
levied.

Lake-—Present rating power sufficient.

North Shore—None where Road
Boards are formed and rates levied
by the Board.

Waitakerei West—None.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) — No
suggestion.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter) — No
suggestion.

‘Whangaparoa—None.

Eden—No suswer.

Epsom—=See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—No answer.

Mount Wellington — None in the
Eden County.

Newton —As at present.

Panmure—Optional as at present.

Ponsonby—No rating powers where
such powers are in the hands of
Highway Boards.

Waikomiti — The counties should
have no rating powers in highway
districts where there is a Board
elected and strike a rate.

Manukan—No answer.

IMercer.—The amount set forth by the
Rating Act is insufficient, but an
alteration is required when a Road
Board exists within a county where

Clutha—The Road Boards.
Pomahaka—The Road Boards should
have the power of altering the
divisions and the number of the
members of Road Boards.
Molyneux South—Road Boards.
Tuapkea—No.
Clydevale — Yes, with consent of
county.
Southland—Road Boards, with the ap-
proval of the County Councils.
Knapdale—Road Boards should have
power only.
Toitois—The Road Boards.
Tuturau—DNo.

the Act is in operation, in order to
avoid double rating, which presses
heavily.

Hunua—None at all.

Karaka—None,

Maraetai—No powers
Board Districts.

Opaheke—One shilling in the pound
in counties, but no power to levy
a rate over districts where Road
Boards are in existence.

Otahuhu—Noneothers than at present
given by statute.

Papakura—No answer.

Pollock—None.

Pukekohe East—No answer.

Pukekohe West—See answer to No. 1.

Waipipi—Counties should exercise a
power in rating over that’of Road
Boards, so as to take advantage of
such Acts as the Roads Construction
Bill only.

‘Wairoa—Not exceeding 2s. in the
pound.

Thames— A general rate up to 2s. 6d. in the
pound on all lands and properties within
the county except within those portions
of the county comprising a road district.
County Councils should possess no power
to rate within a road district, except as
before stated for main road. County
Councils should possess power to strike
special rates for tramways, bridges, and
other special works.

Parawai—None.

‘Waitoa—A general rate for the whole
county as ab present. A general rate
in outlying districts, as a substitute
for Road Boord rates. Separate
rates and special rates, as provided
by tlie Counties Act. Separate
rates, as suggested in reply to Ques-
tion 5.

Piako—As at present.

Waikato—The present rating power is
considered suflicient,

Kirikiriroa—The present raling power
appears to be sufficient. 'We do not
think tbat any Couuncil in this
locality would attempt to ilevy a
rate.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—As at present,

Kihikihi—None.

Rangiaohia—None whatever.

Tuhikaramea — None, where Road
Boards are in existence.

Raglan-—Same as at present.

Pirongia—No answer.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W halatane—The game as at present.

"Cook—Remain as at present.

Ormond—Tive per cent. only.

Patutahi — Five per cent. general
rate, and 5 per cent. special rate,
with the sanction of the rate-
payers.

Te Arai—Up to 5 per cent,

over Road



Poverty Bay—Same as now—ordinary.
Speeial powers for rivers and forests,

Tauranga—No answer,

Katikati-——~Where Road Boards exist,
as in our case, we are not in favour
of the County Council striking any
rate ; but should the new Act give
them the power to do so, then we
say €d. in the pound should be the
maximum, unless with the consent
of the majority of ratepayers in the
district.

Te Puna—All rating power.

Wairoa—No road districts in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.

Howle's Bay—Counties should have the
power to levy rates not exceeding 2s.
in the pound on annual value for
county and Road Board purposes com-
bined, the counties to have power to
levy a special rate of, say, 1s. in the
pound on any distriet for special works
required for the benefit of that district
only ; also to have power to strike a
rate for several years in advance as
security for any loan.

Heretaunga—Same as under Counties
Act of 1876

Kereru and Aorangi—They  should
have power to levy special rates in
the district the work is executed in,
or any district i6 may benefit, for
any special and costly works such
as bridges, the special rate not to
exceed 6d. in the pound.

Marackakaho—Power to levy rates up
to 1s. in the pound and power to
levy.special rate for any large works,
such as bridges; such rate to be
levied within such districts only as
are especially benefited by such
works.

Okawa—Counties should have power
to levy 1s. in the pound for general
purposes, and 1s. in the pound for
special purposes.

Papakura—Road Boards.

Petane—No powers. One valuation
should be sufficient.

Te Mata—As at present ; and also to
have power to levy a special rate on
any distriet for works required for
the benefit of that district only.

Waipawa—As at present.

Norsewood-—As at present.

Oero—The same as under the existing
Counties Act.

Ormondyville— As at present,.

Ruataniwha North — None. Road
Boards ought to have the power of
rating, not counties.

Tamumu— One shilling in the pound
where there arve. no outlying dis-
tricts ; 2s. in the pound in outlying
distriets.

‘Woodville—None; to receive through
Road Board.

Taranaki—One shilling.
Manganui—Twoshillings in the pound.
Mangarei—One shilling in the pound.
Carrington—One shiiling.

‘Waitara West—The ratepayers should
strike the rate both for Road
Boards and county.

Egmont—DNot exeeeding 1s. in the
pound.

Moa—DNone.

Okato—No answer,

Clifton—Not to exceed 1s. in the
pound.

Waitara East—None. We get no
benefit, they keep no road for us in
order out of rates collected.

Inglewood—A power to levy a rate of
1s. 6d. in the pound, besides special
rates.

Patea—That county rating powers be as
now, but, where Road Boards are merged,
the County Council should have power
to levy a separate rate of not exceeding
1s. in the pound without receiving a
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petition from the ratepayers, as required
by section 109, “ Counties Act, 1876.”

Hawera—No answer.

Hawera — Where no Road Boards
exist & double rating-power should
be granted.

Waimate—As at present.

Ngaire-——Where no Road Boards exist,
a double rating power should be
granted.

Wanganui—As sl present.

‘Waitotara—No answer.

Rangitikei—1The same as Highway Boards.

Rangitikei—The same as Highway
Boards.

Lethbridge — Powers already given
sufficient.

Moanowatu—One shilling in the pound, as
at present, except where Road Boards
are abolished, when it should be 2s.

Manawatu—Where both counties and
highways exist together, a maximum
rate of 1s. in the pound each, as at
present ; where only one body, 2s.
Special rates, extra.

Otaki--Where counties only exist, the
power of levying a rate of l1s.
Halcombe—Same as Road Boards.

Hutt—The same as at present,

Kilbirnie — None. Under the new
system, let the counties have suffi-
cient for repairs by way of fees, fines,
and tolls. The Road Boards can-
not bear more than their own
burthens ; and, as all subsidies are
to be stopped to Road Boards,
whereas the counties are to have a
subsidy of £3 for £1, surely it could
not be expected that the Road
Boards can support both. .

Kaiwara—No more than at present.

Wairarapa West—Same as now.

Featherston—One shilling maximum.

Carterton—No answer.

Waimea—Sufficient general rating powers
exist ; but power to specially rate locali-
ties specially benefited by outlay on
protecting river banks or on other works
should be conferred on counties and on
Highway Boards.

Motueka-—No more than they at pre-
sent possess.

Upper Motueka — Sufficient general
rating powers are already in force.

‘Waimea—None, when Road Boards
are in existence.

Richmond — Counties should have
power to levy special rates, and Road
Boards general rates, as at present.

Pangatotara—No answer.

Riwaka—None.

Lower Moutere—For maintaining
trunk line, and for special works,
after putting it to all the Road
Boards within the county, and ob-
taining majority of votes from same.

Collingwood— Sufficient rating powers
exist.

Collingwood—Sufficient rating power
exists.

Buller—Not to exceed 1s. in the pound.

Inangalina—The same as at present.

Grey—That counties should have mo
power granted to them to exceed ls.
in the pound of ordinary rate upon the
annual value.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—As at present.

Omaka—As at present.

Pelorus—1I think the rating power of
counties at present quite sufficient.

Picton—Equivalent to the present.

Spring Creek—As at present.

‘Wairau——As at present.

Lower Wairau—As at present.

Pukaka River Board—Equal to the
present.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—The same a
at present. i

Ashley—No answer,

A.—10,

Eyreton—No answer.

Mandeville—Remain as at present,

Oxford—As at presunt.

‘Waipara—No answer,

West Eyreton—As at present.

Selwyn—No answer,

Courtenay—Power to make special
rates for special works only.

Heathecote—Do not suggest any altera-

tion in Act.

Lincoln —No inereased powers ab
present,

Riccarton—None, unless ratepayers
approve.

Templeton—None.

South Waimakariri—Remain as
present.

Akaroa— No answer.

Little River—Only one rating body
should be allowed in ecach district,
and the Road Boards, being most
conversant with the requirements
of their particular districts, should
be allowed to levy and collect
within their particular district.

Pigeon Bay—None.

Port Vietoria—None at all.

Ashburton—As at present.

Wakanui—Same as at present exist-
ing.

Mount Somers—As at present.

Geraldine—Present powers.

Geraldine—Limited to 1s. in the
pound.

Mount Cook—Limits defined by each,

Mount Peel—No more than at present

Temuka—The same as at present.

Westland — Same as at present, with
power to rate Crown and Native lands.

Waitaki—Up to 2s. in the pound, and
have power to rate any riding according
to its requirements; say one riding
would require 4d. in the pound, another
8d., &e.

Kakanui—Same as at present.

Waiareka—One shilling in the pound.

Waitaki—QOne shilling 1n the pound.

Waikouaiti—S3ame as at present.

Palmerston South—To have no power
to levy rates where a road district

~ exists.

Waikouaiti — Counties should have
power to levy rates in any riding of
1s. in the pound without having to
do so over the whole county ; also,
to levy special rate in any riding,
or portion of riding, when requested
by majority of ratepayers interested.

Maniototo—This Council is content with
the powers at present possessed.

Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—Counties should have the
same rating powers as at present.

Taieri—County Councils should have
power to levy a rate in outlying dis-
tricts without being required to levy a
rate within road districts.

‘Waipori—Counties should have the
optional power of levying a rate
either in outlying districts or road
districts.

Bruce——Counties to have power to levy a
rate on outlying districts without being
required to levy a rate within road dis-
tricts 5 also, power tolevy a special rate
in any riding for a special work up to
1s. in the pound.

Orichton—Their present powers.

GHlenledi — County Councils should
the power to levy a rate in outlying
districts without being required to
levy a rate within road districts,
which may rate themselves; also
power to levy a special rate in any
riding, for special works, up to 1s.
in the pound.

Matau—One shilling in the pound.

Mount Stuart ~— County Councils
should have power to levy rates
in outlying districts only.

Tokomairiro—County Councils should

ab
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have the power to levy a rate in
outlying districts, but not within
Road Board districts.
Clutha—The rating powers of counties
should_be 1s.%in the pound.
Pomahaka—County Councils should
" have power to levy a rate in out-
lying distriets, without being re-
quired to levy a rate within road
districts ; also power to levy a spe-
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cial rate in any riding for special
work up to 1s. in the pound.
Molyneux South—Oue shilling in the
pound in road districts, and 2s. in
the pound in outlying districts.
Tuapeka—Same as at present.
Clydevale—Present.
Southland — That the rating powers re-
main as ab present, with pewer to im-
pose an additional rate, not exceeding 1s.,

9. What rating "powers should Road Boards have P

Mangonui—As at present under the Auck-
land Highways Act.
Kaeo—As at present in the Province
of Auckland.
Oruru—As at present in this province.
Totara—As at present under the
Auckland Highways Act.
Hokiaonga—DNo answer.
Whangarei—No answer.
Maunu—As now ; to be increased by
consent of Council.
Parua—Present powers ample.
‘Waikiekie—No answer.

Waipu Middle—The powers now en-
joyed by Council. .
‘Waipu South—Boards have sufficient

rating power under the present Act.
Hobson—No answeyr.
Okahu — As now, with borrowing
powers, if needed, to be decided by
a poll of the ratepayers.
Paparoa—As at present.
Wairau—The whole rating power;
but all rates struck must be sanc-
tioned by the majority of the rate-
payers. o
‘Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—This is
undoubtedly the most difficult point
in the whole question of local
government equitably and satis-
factorily to adjust, and should have
been more maturely considered and
clearly defined when the Counties
Act was framed. A6 present both
bodies have the power to rate ; but
this double rating is in these dis-
tricts felt to be too heavy a burden,
and therefore strongly objected to,
and resisted. If the Council col-
lects a rate (always 1s.) the Road
Board usually declines to do so,and
is consequently disabled from the
due performance of its duties, and
all but the proclaimed ¢ county
. roads” suffer accordingly. Some-
times the Road Board levies a small
rate of 6d. or 9d., but collectors do
not think it worth attention, and
the result is very unsatisfactory.
The general opinion and feeling is
that where the Board collects a rate,
the Couneil should not do so; but,
as all the lands at this end of Hob-
son County are comprised within
highway districts, the Council will
not consent to this arrangement.
The remedy would appear to be to
give the ratepayers, in annual meet-
ing assembled, the option of declar-
ing which should be the rating
body ; if the Council, then a pro
rata portion of the rate, subsidy,
and other moneys should be handed
to the Board for expenditure on the
local works. If the Board should
be the rating body, then the Coun-
cil should have power to withdraw
their proclamation of “county
roads,” and the Board assume the
onus of the care of all works within
their distriet as heretofore. This
would be by far the most satisfac-
tory arrangement for these parts,
where; for a series of eighteen years,
the settlers have annually taxed

themselves for public works, more
especially for main roads, which
now really require very small outlay
by the Council to keep repaired.
Whakahara School Committee — As
at present.
Rodney—No answer. .
Albertland South—TI think they should
not be limited to any fixed sum of
rate, as they would take care that
an excessive rate was not laid (being
ratepayers). Rates at present levied
will not be sufficient for future de-

mands.
Avrai—Present powers seem reason-
able. :
Upper Mahurangi—No more than
they have.

Mangawai—Road Boards should have
power to strike rates not exceeding
£1 per £100 of the value of the fee-
simple, ascertained by the property-
tax valuation.

Omaha—As much as they like up to
2s. in the pound.

Matakana West—An easier method
to enforce the payment of absentee
rates,

Puhoi—Rating the distriet on the
petition of a majority of ratepayers.

Tauhoa—Same as at present, which is
quite satisfactory.

‘Wharehine—Where there are Road
Boards established they only should
have the power of rating.

Wainui—DNo answer.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—The same as the coun-
ties ; giving the ratepayers the
power of fixing the amount.

Lake—Present power sufficient.

North Shore—If rates are levied on
the property-tax valuation no rate
more than 1d. nor less than id.
should be levied.

Waitakerei West—Same as at present.
Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) — Not
less than 6d. ; not more than 1s.
Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—Mini-

mum 3d., maximum 2s.

Whangaparoa—Limited as they are
at present.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—§ée answer to No. 16.
Mount Roskill—The rating powers as
at present in use are working well.
Mount Wellington—The same as at

present.

Newton—As at present, with added
powers to make a special rate.

Panmure—All rating and construetion
of roads and public works.

Ponsonby—The limit might be en-
larged to 2s. in the pound, but the
striking of the rate ought to be the
prerogative of the ratepayers exer-
cised at annual meetings.

‘Waikomiti—The limit of rating powers
by Road Boards be 2s. in the pound,
the striking of the rate be left to
the ratepayers.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—The amount set forth by
Rating Act is sufficient, but power
should be given to rate those squat-

within one or more ridings, by the ordet
of two-thirds of the whole Council,
without poll of the ratepayers.
Knapdale—Shilling rate.
Toitois—The same as ab present.
Tuturau—Should have power to levy
an additional rate up to 1s. in the
pound, without reference to rate-
payers, and leviable in any separate
portion of county.

ting on Grovernment land.

Hunua—To 1s. in the pound value to
let.

Karaka—A limited one.

Maraetai—Highways Act of 1871 and
1874, and those suggested in Rating
Bill.

Opaheke—Two shillings in the pound
for all purposes,

Otahuhu—None others than given by
the Rating Act, 1876.

Papakura— Whatever is required.

Pollock—Ordinary rate not to exceed
1s. in the pound, special rate not to
exceed 2s. 6d. in the pound.

Pukekohe Bast—As at present, 1s. in
the pound on value to let.

Pukekohe West—As high as 2s. in
pound.

Waipipi—Rates should be made on
the real value to sell, and not tc
lease.

Wairoa—* The Rating Act, 1876.”

Thames—A general vote up to 2s. 6d. in
the pound, and special rates for such pur-
poses as gas, water, tramways, fire, sub-
sidizing steam shipping, sewerage, &c.

Parawai—For all necessary rates, and
not to exceed 2s. 6d. in the pound
on the annual value.

Waitoa—The same as at present.

Piako—As at present.

Waikato—As the Boards think fit.

Kirikiriroa — The CGovernment may
safely intrust Road Boards with
the power to levy any rate they
please.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—As at present.

Kihikihi—All that is requisite to carry
on necessary works.

Rangiaohia—Increased rating powers,
the control of licenses, and all other
necessary functions of local self-
government.

Tuhikaramea—DLet ratepayers in each
district decide amount of rates,
also whether on basis of valuation
or acreage (classified).

Raglan —S8ame as ab present, provided
County Councils and Road Boards both
continue to exist.

Pirongia—Any rates not exceeding 1d.
in the pound on the value to sell
in one financial year, exclusive of
special rates.

Raglan Town—As at present.
Whakatane—The same as at present.
Cook—No answer.

Ormond—7¥ive per cent. only.

Patutabhi—Five per cent.

Te Arai—Up to 5 per cent.

Poverty Bay—Same as at present.
Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati— Up to 1s. in the pound,
unless the majority of the rate-
payers agree to a special rate.

Te Puna—None,

Wairoa—No road distriets in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.

Hawke's Bay—No direct powers. Every
Road Board to estimate what funds
would be needed for the year, and to
inform the Couneil. The Council tolevy
and colleet a rate sufficient to covey



such estimate, and hand it over to the
Road Board for expenditure.

Heretaunga—Same as at present.

Kereru and Aoranga—The same as ab
present.

Maraekakaho—None. County Coun-
cil only to levy rates; to return
to the Road Board two-thirds of
rate levied within each Road Board
district.

Okawa—To levy and expend rates
according to the wants of their dis-
tricts, not to exceed 1s. in the
pound.

Papakura—As at present.

Petane—Suflicient to enable them to
meet requirements of Road Board
district.

Te Mata—Their present powers.

Waipawa—As at present.

Norsewood-—As at present.

Qero—The same power as they now
hold.

Ormondville—As at present.

Ruataniwha North—As at present.

Tamumu~—Not to exceed ls. in the
pound where the county levies a
rate; 28. in the pound where no
county rate is struck.

Woodville—Up to 2s.

Taranaki—One shilling.

Manganui—Twoshillingsinthe pound.

Mangarei-—One shilling in the pound.

Carrington—One shilling.

Woaitara Wegt—The ratepayers should
strike the rate both for Road Boards
and county.

Egmont—None. The ratepayers only
should bave power to levy a rate.

Moa—If Council is dispensed with,
2s. in the pound, with power to levy
special rabes by consent of rate-
payers.

Okato—No answer. .

Clifton—Not to exceed 1s. in the
pound.

Waitara East—To rate up to 1s. in
the pound on rental value.

Inglewood—Omne shilling and sixpence
in the pound.

Patea—Not considered.
Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—Where no County Councils
exist a double rating-power should
be granted.

‘Waimate—Not to exceed 1s.

Ngaire—Where no County Councils
exist, a double rating power should
be granted.

Wanganui—As at present,

Waitotara—Same as af present.

Rangitikei—The same as at present.

Rangitikei —The same as at present.

Lethbridge — Powers already given
sufficient.

Manawatu—One shilling in the pound, as
t at present, except where Road Boards
are abolished, when it should be 2a.

Manawatu—=See last question.

Otaki—Where Road Boards only exist,
the power of levying a rate of 1s.
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Question 9—continued.

Halcombe—Same ag at pregent.
Hutt—None.

Kilbirnie—One shilling in the pound
general rate, and a possible 1s.in
the pound special rate for their own
purposes. ‘

Kaiwara—Same as at present.

Wairarapa Wesi—Same as now.
Featherston—One shilling maximum.
Carterton-—No answer.

Waimea—Highway DBoards should have

power to levy special rates on portions
of the highway district for any by-road
of special benefit to such portions.

Motueka—Road Boards should have
power to levy special rates for work
of direct benefit to any locality,
subject to the approval of two-
thirds of the ratepayers interested.

Upper Motueka—They have suflicient
general rating powers.

Waimea—At least double existing
power.

Richmond — Counties should have
power to levy special rates, and
Road Boards general rates, as at
present.

Pangatotara—TUnlimited.

Riwaka—=Same as at present.

Lower Moutere—Not more than 1s.
in the pound.

Collingwood— Sufficient

exist.

Collingwood—Same as abt present
under the Nelson Provincial High-
ways Act.

Buller—None in existence in this county.

Inangahua—The same as at present.

Grey—That when counties levy rates the
Road Boards within these counties
should have no power to do so.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—As at present.

Omaka—All the powers.

Pelorus—We have the power at pre-
sent to levy a special rate; this I
think sufficient

Picton—Hquivalent to the present.

Spring Creek—As at present.

Wairau—As at present.

Lower Wairau—As at present.

Pukaka—Equal to the present.

Kaikoura—No answer,

Kaikoura River Board—The same as
at present.

Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton—The power given under the
Roads Board ‘ordinance is consi-
dered sufficient.

Mandeville—Remain ag it is.

Oxford—As at present.

Waipara—No answer.

West Eyreton—There is no alteration
required by the Road Boards as to
rating at present.

Selwyn—Rating powers should remain as

at present.

Courtenay—Power to rate up to 1s.
in the pound for maintenance only.

Heathcote—Remain as at present, ex-
cept for special purposes, for sug-

rating powers
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gestions on which see answer to
Question 16,

Lincoln—No more than already pro-
vided for.

Riecarton—Not more than at present,

Templeton—Same as at present.

South Waimakariri—Remain as at
present.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—No answer.

Pigeon Bay—The same as at present..

Port Victoria—The same as they have
now.

Ashburton—As at present.

Wakanui—Same as at present exist-
ing, with the addition that they
should have the power to determine
what rate, or part of rate, shall be
struck in each separate subdivision
of their district, and not necessarily
to be an uniform rate throughout
the district.

Mount Somers—As at present.

Geraldine—Present powers.

Greraldine—Limited to 1s.
pound.

Mount Cook—Limits defined by each.

- Mount Peel—Nomore than at present,

Temuka—The same as at present.
Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.
Waitaki—Up to 1s. in the pound.

Kakanui—Same as at present.

Waiareka—One shilling in the pound
for general purposes, with power
to levy special rate as at present,

Waitaki—One shilling in the pound.
Waikouaiti—Same as at present.

Palmerston South-—Ag at present, in
accordance with “The Rating Act,
1876.”

‘Waikouaiti—Same as at present.
Maniototo—See answers to Nos. 6 and 7.
Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—Road Boards should have
the same rating powers as at pre-
sent.

Taieri—Same as at present.

Waipori—The rating powers of Road
Boards should continue as at pre-

. sent.
Bruce—The Act to remain the same as at
present.

Crichton—As at present.

Glenledi—Road Boards’ rating powers
should be the same as at present.

Matau—One shilling in the pound.

Mount Stuart—The rating powers of
Boards should continue as at pre-
sent.

Tokomairiro—Same rating powers as
at present,.

Clutha—One shilling in the pound.

Pomahaka — One shilling in the
pound.

Molyneux South—Same as at present,

Tuapeka—Same as at present.

Clydevale—Same as present.
Southland—Same as the present.

Knapdale—Shilling rate.

Toitois—The same as at present.

Tuturau—No alteration.

in the

10. If the operation of the Counties Aet is suspended in any county, should Road
Boards be enabled to exercise any of the powers of the county, and, if so, which ?

Mangonuwi—The operation of the Counties
Act should not be suspended.
Kaeo—No. Road Boards should not
exercise powers of county.
Oruru—In districts where the Coun-
ties Act is mot in force, the Road
Boards should have the same powers.
Totara—The operation of the Act
should not be suspended.
Hokianga—No answer,
Whangarei—No answer.
Maunu—Theoperation of the Counties
Act should be made imperative.

4““A. 10»

Parua—The receipt of license fees, and
the charge, under the direction of the
Government, of main roads. We
think, however, that Road Boards
should have as little to do with all
duties outside of charge of roads as
possible.

Waikiekie—No answer.

Waipa Middle—The whole of the
powers.

Waipa South—One Board, or more,
ghould be enabled to form them-
selves into a River Board; and be

enabled to rate for the improvement
of river navigation. Three ot
more should be enabled to form
themselves into a County Board,
and undertake the larger works
where no Engineer is in charge.
Boards should have control of
wharves and slaughter- houses,
should collect license fees and dog
tax, establish ferries, and be given
power under the Public Health Act,
vaccination, &e. )
Hobson—No answer,
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Qkahu—No answer.

Paparoa—No answer.

‘Wairau—The Counties Act should
surely be suspended, especially in
the North, and the powers con-
ferred on the Road Boards in so

- far as the Act can be applied to
Road Boards.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—All such
powers as shall facilitate the object
for whicli they ave constituted, viz.,
~ the construction and repair of roads,
bridges, culverts, drains, wharves,
&c., by fairly and properly rat-
ing the property of the district

. nnder their control for their own
loeal wants and requirements, and
by obtaining from the Government
all the assistance they can by grants
in aid, subsidies, Land Fund, &ec.,
and by judiciously expending the
sawe on all such works on the main
roads used chiefly by the travelling
public as well as by local residents.

‘Whakehara School Committee—See
answer to Question 16.

Rodney—No answer.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—"there is no reason, if Road
Boards are fairly constituted by Act
of Parliament, they should not be
be able to exercise local-government

. functions as well as County Coun-
cils or Municipalities ; therefore
they should have as much authority
as possible.

Upper Mahurangi— In cage the Coun-

. ties Act is suspended in any county,
the Road Boards should have the
power to rate outlying districts, to
enable them to look after main
roads from.one highway distriet to
another. That is all we want with

. the Couuties Act.

Mangawai-—Where the Counties Act
is suspended, Road Boards should
be allowed to exercise any of the
powers of the Counties Act except
borrowing, in road distriets. Where

" the Counties Act is in operation it
should be suspended in road dis-
tricts, on petition of majority of
ratepayers.

Omaba—1The power of collecting all
licenses and dog-tax.

Matakana West—Road Board should
have the 'power to collect all fees,
licenses, &c., arising from publicans’
licenses, and fees of any descrip-

tiom, )

Puhoi—1In this case the Road Board
should exercise in its district the

. respective powers ‘of the County
Council.

Tauhoa—Yes ; making by-laws; con-
trol of licensing fees; control of
slaughter-house fees.

Wharehine—If the Counties Act is
suspended, local bodies should take
charge of main roads and carry out
the works of the County Couneil,
and the Chairmen be remunerated
for their scrvices.

Wainui—So far the Rodney County

~ Council bas werely been o dis-
‘penser of Government moreys, and
there is besides this nothing that
they have done which Road Boards
could not have done better and at
listle or no expense. 'The Counties

~ Act is also too difficult for inex-

.. perienced persons to work success-
fully, leaving the question of revenue
out eltogether, and much too ex-

" pénsive for thinly-populated places ;

~and, if it was properly carried out,
it would require more than all the

“ county revenue, minus Government
‘subsidy, to pay the ealaries of the
necessary oflicers and other con-
tingencies ; therefore, if the Road
Boards had

(

extended powers, |
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Question 10—continued.

County Councils would not be
quired.
Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—If the Counties Act is
suspended in any county, Road
Boards should have all necessary
powers to enable them to carry out
the functions of local government.

Lake—In districts where Counties Act
is not worked the Chairmen of the
several Road Boards should as far
as possible have the same powers
as County Councillors.

North Shore—No answer,

Waitakerei West-—The- Road Board
to.have the privilege of exercising
any of the powers of the county.

‘Whaitakerei West (J. Cottle)—The
Road Boards to have the same

. power. )

Waitakerei West (F. Hunter) —Road
Board to have the same powers.

‘Whangaparoa—All of them.

Eden—No answor.,

Epgom—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—We are not anxious
for any more powers.

Mount Wellington—No answer.

Newton—TYes; the power of making
special rates. :

Panmure—No answer.

Ponsonby—The powers provided for
in the circular accompanying this
list of questions might be given to
Road Boards. By-laws might also
be in operation in road districts, but
in a form similar to that in the
Auckland Municipal Police Act.

Waikomiti—No answer.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—Yes ; such as in granting
slaughterhouse and hawkers’ k-
censes.

Hunua—No answer,

Karaka—Yes ; the following : Chari-

re-

. table aid,  establish libraries,
manage reserves and . places of

. public recreation, also market-
places, slaughter - houses, and
pounds. ’

Maraetai—Delegate powers .to Roa
Boards. :

Opaheke—No answer.

Otahuhu—~Counties Act being sus-
pended Road Boards should be
enabled to exercise more municipal
powerssthan are given under -the
Highways Act. I believe the powers
given under the Town Districts
Act are more spuitable for Road
Boards.

Papakura—No answer.

Pollock—All necessary powers.should

_be vested in the Road Board.

Pukekohe Hast—No-answer.

Pukekohe West—Under the contem-
plated Act Road Boards will bave
sufficient power ; quite as much
as they are able to use intelligently.

Waipipl—No experience in the work-
ing of the Counties Aot.

‘Wairoa—No answer.

Fhames—1he Road Boards in that county
should each appoint one of their mem-
bers, and the members so appointed

- ghould ‘possess all' the powers of a

_ County Council.

Parawai—Yes.
by counties.
‘Waitoa—No. .

Piako—Counties Act should not be sus-
pended.. :

Waikato—The whole of them as far as is

practicable.

Kirikiriroa — We do not believe in
permissive legislation ; the Counties
Act should be operative throughout
the colony or repesled. In the
latter case, then, Road Boards would
require extended powers to enable
them to_levy a special rate, or to
borrow money in case of accident

All powers now held

to a large bridge, &ec., requiring an
extraordinary and immediate ex-
penditure beyond the ordinary
revenue.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—No answer.

Kihikihi—Yes ; any.powers they may

- wish to exercise.

Rangiaohia—Should the operations
of the Counties Act be suspended
in county, the Road Boards should
most certainly be endowed with
ample powers to exercise and carry
on the work of local self-govern-
ment.

Tuhikaramea—If Counties Act sus-
pended in any district, give full
present power of Council to Road
Board.

Raglan—None, if the Counties Act is only
suspended ; but, if the Counties Act is
altogether abolished, some of the powers
now conferred upon the County Coun-
cils should be delegated to them (the
Road Boards).

Pirongia—The general powers for the
construction of public works, the
administration of the Slaughter-
house Act, the Publicans Licens-
ing Act, the Dog Act, and the
Protection of Animals Act.

Raglan Town—Yes; the whole of
them,

Whakatane—The Act is in force in this
county.

Cook—No answer.

Ormond—All of them.

Patutahi—They should be enabled to
exercise the counties’ power of rating
in addition ‘to their own. Have
control of pounds and slsughter-
houses. Power to make by-laws
to regulate traffic on their roads.
Receive dog-tax fees,

. Te Arai—The Road Boards to take
full powers of the County Council.

Poverty Bay—All of them. '

Taurange—No answer.

Katikati—We, as a Road Board, wish
the operation of the Counties Act
to be entirely suspended in our
road district, and extra powers to
be granted to the Road Board. In
fact, we earnestly desire the same
powers which the County Counecil

, had or may have under the new

Act. Our reasons are these: we
are the only Road Board in exist-
ence under the Tauranga County
Council ; 4'auranga Road Board,
with a debt of over £2,000, merged
in the County Council; Te Puna
Road Board, with a debt of £1,500,
_also merged in the county; while
Katikati Highway Board, -which
does not owe £10, is rated 1s.in the
pound to help the County Council .
to pay their debts. . The Tauranga
County Council will not contribute
one farthing for the formation of a
district or a by-road in our riding.
The Government grants of £2,500
and £2,000 are amply sufficient
to complete the main road from

) Tauranga to county boundary af

» " Thames County. - And we consider
our rates to the Road Board.quite
enough to keep the one main road
in good order, and also make our
by-roads. We memorialized the
late Premier, the Hon. J. Hall, to
abolish County Councils.

Te Puna—Operation of Counties Act
should be made compulsory.

W airoa—1f the Counties Act is suspended
Road Boards should have all the powers
of the county.

Hawke's Bay—Road Boards should bave .
full rating powers, and receive all license -~

fees, dog-taxes, &e., taking over all yoads
and. bridges, : -

Heretaunga—No answer.



Kerera and Aorangi—Yes; to have
rating power enabling them to keep
roads in fit and proper repair.

Maraekakaho—All powers.

Okawa— Road Boards to have full
rating powers, to receive all license
fees, &e.

Papakum——No answer.

Petane—Road Boards should have all
the powers of the county.

Te Mata—To have full vating powers
and receive all fees, &o.

Waipawa—Road Boards should have full
rating powers, and receive all license
fees, dog-tax, &ec., and take over all roads.

Norsewood—Road Boards should have
full rating powers, and receive all
license fees, dog-tax, &e.

Oero—No anzwer.

Ormondville — Road Boards should
have full rating powers, and receive
all license fees, dog-tax, &e.

Ruataniwha North—All the powers
of the Counties Act.

Tamumu~—That they should receive
all publicans’ and auctioneers’
licenses, poundage fees, &c.; that
they should subsidize local chari-
ties ; and undertake in their own dis-
triet all works ab present performed
by the county.

Woodville—Road-making only, with
power to enact such by-laws as
affect rodds.

Taranaki—No answer.

Manganui—7Yes, all ; but in that case
any two ridings, upon petition of a
majority of rutepayers, to have power
of altering their dlvldmg line. All
license fees, &c., of each riding to
be payable to th 1L riding.

Mangarei—No answer.

Carrington—Road Boards all,

Waitara, West~—If the operation of
the Counties Act is suspended, the
Road Boards should exercise in any
district all the powers of a county.

Egmont—AIll the powers already in
the hands of County Councils, such
as dog-tax, licenses arising from
publichouses, pedlars, hawkers,
slaughterhouses, &e.

Moa—No answer.

Okato—No answer.

Clifton—Road Boards should have
powers of counties in that case.

‘Waitara Hast—All main roads should
be maintained . by Government ;
other roads to be maintained by
Road Boards out of rates levied,
together with subsidy on rates col-
lected from Government to assist

- Road Boards, as Road Boards conld
not levy a sufficient rate to under-
take works of any great extent
without crippling the industry of
farmers, and it 1s the duty of the
Government to assist to open up
roads.

Inglewood—No answer.

Patea—Not considered.
Hawera—No answer,

Hawera—Yes, all.

‘Waimate—All the powers of County
Councils.

Ngaire—7Yes; all.

Wanganui—No answer.

Waitotara—We consider that, in the
event of the Counties Act being
suspended in any county, the Road
Boards should discharge the duties
devolving upon the County Councils.

Rangitikei—All the powers of the Council.

Rangitikei—All the powers of the
Couneil.

Lethbridge—No answer.

Manawatu—No recommendation.

Manawatu—We can see no reason
why the Road Boards should not
exereise all the powers now possessed
by the County Councils,
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Otaki—On suspension of the Counties

Act in any county, Road Boards
should be enabled to exercise all

the powers of the County Counecil.
Halcombe—Same powers as counties.
Hutt—Yes; all powers. .
Kilbirnie—Where the Counties Act is

suspended; and not in force in any |

county, the Road Board: should be
enabled to exercise the powers of
the: County Councils—the whole
_ powers:if necessary.
Kaiwara—AIl the powers. ;
Wuairarapa West—Yes ; all the powers.
Featherston—No answer.
Carterton—No answer.

‘Waimea—Maintenance of pounds and

the appointment of Pound-keepers.
Slanghterhouse and Dog Regxstmtlon
Acts.

Motueka—In many cases suspension
of the Counties Act would be bene-
ficial, then all their powers should
be vested in the Road Boards.

Upper Motueka—Collect and expend
dog tax, publicans’ license fees,
manage pounds, slaughterhouses,
and other minor matters contained
in Counties Act.

Waimea—All.

Richmond — If the OounMes Act
should be suspended in any dis-
trict, Road Boards could undertake
reserves, markets, pounds, slaughter-

houses, dog - tlckets, pedlars, and

hawkers.
Pangatotara—All
Riwaka—The same power as the
county now possess 7¢ public works,
Lower Moutere — Maintenance
pounds, appointment of pound-
keeper, slaughter - houses, Dog
Registration Act.
Collingwood—The whole.
Collingwood—The whole.

Buller—Yes; all.

Inangakua—If operation of Counties Act
suspended, General Government to exer-
cise the powers of the Council, and not
the Road Board.

G'rey—That the operation of the Counties

Act should not be suspended in any
county, I
Mariborough—No answer.

Awatere—All; as in Marlborongh
where the Counties Act is not in
force.

Omaka—One-half retire each year.

Pelorus—Road Boards should have
extended powers ; those given coun-
ties might be somewhat modified

and adopted by Road Boards when |

the Counties Act is suspended.

Picton—AllL

Spring Creek—All the powers.

‘Wairau—All the powers.

Lower Wairau—All the powers of the
county.

Pukaka—=Should have all the powers
of County Councils.

Kaikoura—No answer.
Kaikours, River Board—No ; none.
Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton — All the powers of the
County Act.

Mandeville—The powers of the Drain-
age and River Boards as at present
held by the Counties Act.

Oxford—That Boards should have
power to exercise all the functions
and duties of County Councils, as
stated in Part X. of the Counties
Act, with the exception of charitable
aid, which should be dealt with by
the local bedies direct ; and Boards
and local bodies should have power
to send cases to any hospital they
may wish, and that the charge be
made to the Boards or local bodies
sending such cases; and that Boards
should have the powers given to

of |
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counties under  The Public Works
~ Act, 1876, and amendments, with
reference to drainage.

Waipara-—— The powers the Road
Boards have arve quite sufficient
without taking any of those of the
counties ; they have the greatest of
the powers—viz., the managemenb
of the main roads,

West Kyreton—The powers of Drain-
age and River Boards as at present
held by County Couneils.

Selwyn—It should be compulsow on all
counties to take up the Act in full.

Courtenay—All counties should be
compelled to'take up the Act; but,
if this is not done, sufficient powers
to work with adJomlng Boards for
drainage, main roads and rivers.

Heathcote-—Do not-suggest any altera-
tion in Act.. -

Lincoln—Yes, all.

Riccarton—All the powers.

Templeton— (1) Should have 6on¢i
Jide power of dealing with the re-
serves in their respective districts ;
(2) have full power and manage-
ment over main roads and budges 3
(8) have the supervision of all
slaughterhouses and receive the foes
derived therefrom in their respec-
tive districts ; (4) also the regis-
tration of dogs, and” receive license
fees for same; (5) and also receive
the fees derived from ;all hotel
licenses situated within their respec-
tive districts. .

South Waimakariri—No suggestion.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—In the event of Coun-
ties Act being suspended, Road
Boards should assume the powers
generally vested in County Coun-
cils, including the issue of slaugh-
tering, dog licenses, &e.

Pigeon Bay — Road Boards should
within their own district have all
the power at present possessed by
County Councils, not incompatible
with other opinions expressed else-
where in this circular,

Port Victoria—Let Road Boards be
left alone, and County 'Councils

abolished.
Ashburton—Counties Act should be com-
pulsory. .

Wakanui—Yes, the whole of the
powers of the county.

Mount Somers—Yes, all.

Geraldine—TYes, all the powers.

Greraldine—If suspended, give Road
Boards all the powers.

Mount Cook—Road Boards should,
in the event of suspension of Coun-
ties "Act carry on the executive
duties of the counties only, until it
should be finally settled what the
form of local government should be.

Mount Peel—Those with regard to
reserves, places of public recreation,
ma.lkets, slaughter-houses, pounds,
collection of dog-tax, watercourses,
and drains.

Temuka—All the powers.
Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.
Waitaki—In the event of the Counties

Act being suspended, the powers of the
counties should devolve on Road Boards.

Kakanui—All, when Act is suspended.

‘Waiareka.— If Counties. Act is sus-
pended Road Boards should have
all the powers of the county.

Waitaki—All, when Act is suspended.
Waikouaiti—Road Boards should not be

enabled to exercise any of the powers of
the County Councils, except -the area
of a road district is as large as the county
area usually is, Should that be the
case, then there would be no objection
to the Board exercising the functions;
but would suggest that the road district
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subdivisions should be large, with simi-
lar limitations to number of members
a8 now pertain to members of ridings.
Palmerston South~~To have all powers
as at present vested in counties.
‘Waikouaiti—Road Boards might safe-
ly be intrusted with all the powers
possessed by County Councils.
Maniototo—As stated above, question has
not arisen,
Peninsula—No answer.
Peninsula—Should the operations of
the Counties Act be suspended in
any county, the Road Boards should
be enabled to exercise all the powers
the counties have,
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Question 10—continued.

Taieri—Unanswered.

‘Waipori—The Road Boards should
not be enabled to esxercise the
powers of the County Councils.

Bruce—No answer.

Crichton—No.

Glenledi—No answer.

Matau—Road Boards should have all
the powers of the county within the
Road Board district.

Mount Stuart—No answer.

Tokomairiro—Should the operations
of the Counttes Act be suspended
in any county the Road Boards
should be enabled to exercise all the
powers the counties have, provided

they receive the emoluments of the
county.

Clutha—1If so, the Road Boards should be
enabled to exercise all the powera of the
county.

Pomahaka—All the powers the coun«
ties have.
Molyneux South—All
Tuapeka—Yes, same power as counties,
Clydevale—No answer.

Southland—No.

Knapdale-—All the powers.
Toitois—No.
Tuturau—No.

11. Should Road Board members hold office for a fixed time, and, if so, what; or should
a proportion retire every year ?

Mangonui-—Should be elected annunally as
at present under the Auckland High-
ways Act.

Kaeo—Elected annually, as at pre-
sent.

Oruru—=Should be elected annually,
as under the Highways Act.

Totara—Should be elected annually as
at present, under the Aunckland
Highways Act.

Holkianga-——No answer.

Whangarei—No answer.

Maunu—Two-fifths should retire an-
nually, or some such proportion of
more than five.

Parua—We think a term of three
years, two Trustees to retireannually
(eligible for re-election), would re-
medy the inconvenience of a total
change of Trustees, as often happens
under the present system.

Waikiekie—A proportion every year
should retire.

Waipa Middle—They should hold
office for a fixed time; and two
nmembers should retire at the end
of each financial year.

Waipa South—Road Board members
should hold office for one year only.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—The Trustees to be elected
every three years, one or two of
the members retiring annually.

Paparoa—Annual election as at pre-
sent.

‘Wairau — Road Board members
should be elected yearly, as at
present.

Wairau (byex-Chairman)—All should
retire annually, as provided by the
Act in force here; those who are
suitable get re-elected, those who
are not are left out.

‘Whakahara School Committee—Pre-
sent method answers well in this
district.

Rodney-—No answer.

Albertland South—No doubt if a por-
tion only retired at the end of year
it would be better, as those left
would have a better acquaintance
with work in hand, contracts, &ec.,
than an entirely new Board.

Arai—About half the Board retire
yearly.

Upper Mahurangi—Road Board mem-
bers ought to hold office for two
years—three to retire the first year,
and two the second; thea three,
and so on. So that we should al-
ways have a portion of the old
Board to instruct the new mem-
bers.

Mangawai — All members of Road
Boards should be elected annually,
say in July, and hold office for one
year-only.

Omaha—Same as at present.

Matakana West—Members should be
elected for twa years, and members
to retire by rotation.

Puhoi—The election of the members
of the Road Board being quite in-
expensive, the present style of elec-
tion seems satisfactory.

Tauhoa—Yes, for a fixed period of
twelve months ; the elections to be
held early in April, instead of July,
as at present.

‘Wharehine—Two should retire one
year and three the second, or vice
versd.

Wainui—We can’ suggest nothing
better than the present system un-
der the Highways Act.

Waitemata—No answer. -

Kaukapakapa—Road Board members
should be elected for three years;
a portion should retire every year ;
retiring members should be eligible
for re-election. Should this be ap-
proved the number of Road Board
members should be increased to
seven.

Lake—Present system satisfactory.

North Shore—Road Boards should
consist of seven members, three to
retire annually.

Waitakerei West—Yes ; to be elected
annually.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) —For
one year, the same as at present.
Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—Yes,

for one year as at present.

Whangaparoa—They should be kept
just as they are at present.

Eden—No angwer.

Epsom—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—For a year as at pre-
sent ; then if any do wrong they
can be turned out.

Mount Wellington—Remain as now,
being elected annually.

Newton—Present system works very
well.

Panmure—They should hold office for
twelve months as at present, and
be elected by the ratepayers under
the Highways Act of 1874.

Ponsonby — Road Board Trustees
should be elected for three years,
and one-third of the members of
each Board should retire annually
as in Municipal Councils.

‘Waikomiti—The Road Board {mem-
bers should be elected annually.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—The present term of office of
Road Board members seems to work
admirably. Any long term might
be very disastrous to some districts,
where members might be elected
who had very little property in the
digtriet, )

Hunua—Proportion retire every year.

Karaka—Members should be elected
annually, as it thus gives a better
supervision to every portion of the
district.

Maraetai—Elected by
yearly.

Opaheke—Two years; two retire one
year and three the next, to com-
mence with two being elected for
one year and three for two years.

Otahuhu—7Yes ; say three years, two
to retire annually, but the retiring
members should not be eligible for
re-election until after the lapse of
one year, which will prevent cliques
forming to the detriment of the
district, there being always plenty
of good men to place in such offices.

Papakura—Three retire annually.

Pollock—Two years. Two and three
alternate years.

Pukekohe East—Remain as at pre-
sent.

Pukekohe West—The ratepayers are
in favour of electing the entire
Board yearly. A good Trustee can
be re-elected; a bad one, if re-
tained two or more years, could do
much mischief.

‘Waipipi—Members should hold office
for at least one year, and all retire.

Wairoa—Hold office for two years.

Thames—For three years; one-third of
their number to retire annually.

Parawai—All to retire every year.

‘Waitoa—One year; the whole Board
to come in and go out together.

Piako—No alteration.

Waikato—Road Boards should be elected
in April in each year; at end of first
year two retire, but may be re-elected ;
at end of second year three retire ; and
80 back to the third year, &e.

Kirikiriroa—Road Boards should be
elected in April in each year; at
the end of the first year two mem-
bers retire—those having the fewest
votes ; at end of second year three
retire, and so back to two. Retiring
members to be eligible for re-elec-
tion.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—As by Act, 1874. My
experience in this malter is that if
a Trustee will look after his neigh-
bours’ roads and neglect his own he
may be Trustee for life, but if he
attempts to look after his own road
the ratepayers will soon get rid of
him,

Kihikihi—Road Boards should be
elected for one year only.

Rangiaohia—Of the five members, T
would suggest that two of them
retire every year. I am convinced
that in doing so it would be highly

ratepayers



advantageous to the ratepayers.

Tubikaramea—As at present.

Raglan — Road Board members should
hold office for three years.

Pirongia—For two years. Three to
retire one year, and two the next.

Raglan Town—For a fixed time, as ab
present.

W hakatane—As at present.
Cook—Annual elections.

Ormond — Members of the Road
Board should be elected in & simi-
lar manner to the Borough Coun-
cils.

Patutahi—A fixed time of three years.

Te Arai-—Hold office for one year.

Poverty Bay——Annually. That four
members should have the power to
expel the fifth if obstructive and
objectionable.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati — Annually. New election
every year.

Te Puna—=Should be elected annually.

Wairoa—No road districts in county.
Council have no suggestions to offer.
Hawke's Bay—Where divided into wards,

elections to be annual; where not so
divided, one-third to retire each year.

Heretaunga—Should be elected annu-
ally.

Kerern and Aorangi—As now exist-
ing.

Maraekakaho—The whole to be elec-
ted annually.

Okawa—Road Board members should
be elected annually where district
divided into wards; where not so
divided, one-third to retire annually.

Papakura—ZElected annually.

Petane—There should be an annual
election to give all ratepayers an
opportunity of holding office.

Te Mata-—The Board should be
elected annually.

Waipawa—Road Boards should be elected
annually.

Norsewood — Should be elected an-
nually.

QOero—Road Board members should
be elected annually.

Ormondville—Road Boards should be
elected annually.

Ruataniwha North —Road Boards
should be elected annually.

Tamumu—That the present system
of electing Wardens for twelve
months is the most satisfactory one.

‘Woodville—Annual election,

Taranaki—One year.

Manganui—Yes, two years, a portion
retiring each year.

Mangarei—I do not think you will
better the system adopted here at
present. DMembers are appointed
for twelve months, and all retire
together.

Carrington—Yes, for three years.

Waitara West—Road Boards should
be a continuous body, about one-
third going out each year.

Egmont—Should hold office for one
year only.

Moa—The whole to beelected annually
by ballot.

Okato—Yearly election, as at present.

Clifton—All retire every year.

Waitara East—To be elected every
three years, or one-third to retire
yearly, the first retirement to be-
gin with those who have the least
number of votes. This would make
Road Boards less liable to have
work begun, one year, laid aside by
their successors.

Inglewood—For a fixed period of
twelve months,

Patea—Not considered.
Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—The same system as at

present.
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Question 11—continued.

‘Waimate—That Road Board members
should hold office for three years;
one-third retiring annually.

Ngaire—>should hold office for three
years, and one-third retire annuaily.

Wanganui—Three years fixed.

Waitotara—We seé no reason to alter
the present arrangements in that
respect.

Rangitiker— The same as at present,
under “The Highways Act, 18747
(Wellington).

Rangitikei—The same as at present,
under “The Highways Act, 1874 "
(Wellington).

Lethbridge — Election for three
years, three members to retire
every year.

Manawatu—For three years, as in ¢ The
Highways Act, 1874” (Wellington).

Manawatu—The present system seems

to us to act well enough, whilst the

method of retiring by rotation would

entail annual expense and annoy-

ance.

Otaki—Road Board members should
hold office for not longer than two
years.

Halcombe—Same as at present.

Hutt—Left as at present.

Kilbirnie—The present arrangement
of a three years’ term of office suits
very well.

Kaiwara—Same as at present.

Wairarapa West—Same as now.

Featherston—Part should retire an-
nually.

Carterton—They should hold office
for a fixed period, say three years.

Waimea—One-half should retire every

year.

Motueka — One - half should retire
every year.

Upper Motueka — One-half retire
every year as at present.

Waimes — One-half shounld r tire
every year.

Richmond—One half to retire every
year.

Pangatotara—A proportion should e-
tire every year.

Rikawa—One half retire yearly, as at
present.

Lower Moutere—A proportion should
retire every year.

Collingwood—Onme-half yearly.

Collingwood— One - half retire an-
nually.

Buller—Fixed time, and same as counties.

Inangahua—Road Board members should
hold office as long as members of County
Councils,

Grey—That Road Board members should
hold office for one year, retiring
annually.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—A proportion should retire
every year, so as to keep up a
coutinuity of the Board, and to
avoid an entirely new body being
created.

Omaka—No ; by a majority of the
Board.

Pelorus—Do not think that we can
improve on our present system, as
to term and retirement of members.

Picton—A portion retire every year as
at present.

Spring Creek—One-half retire each
year.

‘Wairau—One-half retire each year.

Lower Wairau—Hold office for two
years, and half the members retire
every year.

Puokaka — A portion should reti
every year.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—A. proportion
should retire annually.

Ashley—No answer

Eyreton—The p esent system of be-
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ing elected for two years, a portion
to retire each year, is satisfactory.

Mandeville—As at present.

Oxford—As at present.

Waipara—The present system works
very well.

‘West Eyreton—A proportion retire
every year.

Selwyn—In this provincial district Road
Board members hold office for two years,
two out of the five retiring one year and
three in the mext, This system has
worked exceedingly well.

Courtenay—No alteration required.

Heathcote—The present method of
electing members for two years has
worked satisfactorily. It is recom-
mended that whatever the number
of members may be, one-half, or as
nearly one-half as possible, should
retire annually.

Lincoln— Yes, a proportion retire
every year. The present Road
Board Ordinance makes ample pro-
vision for this.

Riccarton—Hold office for two years,
and a portion retire every year.

Templeton—Proportion should retire
every year.

South Waimakariri—If consisting of
only five members they should re-
tire from office as at present, two
one year and three the mext; if
more than five, suggest one-third
retire each year.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—To hold
present.

Pigeon Bay—The present system in
Canterbury is satisfactory. .

Port Victoria—dJust as they hold office
now.

Ashburton—Same a8 ab present.

~ Wakanui—Same as at present.

Mount Somers—As at present.

Geraldine — The present system works
satisfactorily.

Geraldine—A proportion of the mem-
bers to retire.

Mount Cook—Road Board members
should hold office for two years
each ; half should go out of office
each year. Any storekeeper or pub-
lican in the district, unless the éond
Jfide owner or occupier of land by
lense for five years of the rateable
value of £100 per annum, should be
disqualified for election as a mem-
ber of a Road Board or county.

Mount Peel —The system adopted in
the Provincial District of Canter-
bury is that Road Boards consist
of five members, of whom two and
three retire in alternative years.
We consider this cannot be improved
upon,

Temuka—The system in force at the
present time works satisfactorily.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.

Waitaki—Road Board members should
be elected for three years, one-third re-
tiring annually. )

Kakanui—For three years, one-third
to retire annually.

Waiareka — Road Board members
should be elected for three years,
one-third to retire every year.

Waitaki—For three years, one-third
to retire annually.

Waikouaiti—Members should be elected
for three years, ome-third retiring an-
nually.

Palmerston South—No alteration to
present system.

Waikouaiti — Present system work
well enough.

Maniototo—This Council is not in a posi-
tion to express an opinion.

Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—Members of Road Boards
should be elected. for three years

office as at



A.—10.

one-third of their number retiring
annually.

Taieri—Road Board members should be
elected for three years, one third retiring
annually.

Waipori—The present systern should
be adhered to.

Bruce—No alteration required
present Act.

Crichton—Same as now.

GHlenledi — Road Board members
shonld be elected for three years,
one-third retiring annually.

in the
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Queétion 11—continued.

Matau—Three years, one-third retir-
ing annually.

Mount Stuart—The present system of
holdlng office should be adhered

Tokomalrn 0—The present Road Board
QOrdinance suits well.
Clutha—Should be elected every three
years, one-third of their number to
retire annually, as at present.
Pomaheka — Road Board members
should be elected for three years,
one-third retiring annually.

Molyneux South—Same as at present,
Tuapeka—Road Board members should be
elected for a fixed period of three years
similar to County Councillora.
Clydevale—Present system works well
enough.
éouthland-—Should hold office for three
years, similar to County Councils.
Knapdale—Yes ;. for three years, and
one-third retire every year.
- Toitois—The same as at pr esent.
Tuturau—~Same as co'mty

12. Should Road Board Chairmen be elected as Mayors ave ?

Mangonui-—No.

Kaeo—No.
Oruru—No.
Totara—No.

Hokianga—No answer.
Whangarei—No.

Maunu-—No.

Parua—No.

Waikiekie—No answer.

‘Waipa Middle—No ; too expensive.

Waipa South—Chairmen should be
elected by the Boards.

Hobson—No answer,

Okahu—No.

Paparoa—No.

Wairan—No+ but the Chairman to
be elected by the ratepayers im-
mediately after the election of the
Road Board members.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—No. A
Chairman elected by his co-Trustees
is more likely to be respected by
them, and work harmoniously with
them, than an independent person
not selected by them. The prestige
and extraneous honor altached to
the title of Mayor do not apper-
tain to that of Chairman.

‘Whakahara School Committee—Pre-
sent method answers well in this
district.

Rodney—No answer.

Albertland South—No.

Arai—This might be beneficial : but,
if 80, the Chairraan of Road Boards
should be ez officio member of the
County Council.  The Council
would then consist solely of the
Chairmen of Road Boards.

Upper Mahurangi—No.

Mangawai — Road Board Chairman
should be elected by members of the
Board. Should he act as Secretary
also, he should be allowed to receive
a sum not exceeding £5 from the
funds of the Board.

Omaha—DNo answer.

Matakana West—No.

Puhoi—No; the elected members, it
is humbly supposed, should be able
to put the right man in the right
place.

"Tauhoa—Yes.

‘Wharehine—No ; as at present.

‘Wainui—No answer.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—No ; but in case Road
Board members should be elected
for three years as above, the Chair-
man should be elected annually
from among the members of the
Board.

Lake—DPresent mode of election more
satisfactory.

North Shore—No ; too expensive.

Waitakerei West—No; the present
way is the least expensive.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle) — No,
but the same as now, by their
brother Trustees.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—No,
but by three brother Trustees.

‘Whangaparoa—No ; as they are now,
Eden—No answer.

Epsom—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill—No ; leave it as it is

Mount Wellington—No.

Newton—No.

Panmure— Yes.

Pongonby—No ; as a multitude of
public elections consumes too much
revenue, and the present system
answers very well,

Waikomiti—Road Board Chairmen
should not be elected as Mayors
are ; the present system works well.

Manukauw—No answer.

Mercer.—No.

Hunua—Yes.

Karaka—No.

Maraetai—Elected by Road Board
members.

Opaheke—No.

Otahuhu—No. The present system
has worked well hitherto in this
provincial district, Elections are
too costly for Road Boards. They
eat into the rates. The privilege of
voting is not compensated to the
district by veason of the cost.

Papakura—No.

Pollock—To renain as it is.

Pukekohe East—No ; as at present,

Pukekohe West—Road Board Chair-
men should be elected by the other
Trustees.

Waipipi—No; the present mode is
sufficient and satisfactory.

‘Wairoa—No.

Thames—No.
Parawai—No.
Waitoa—No.

Piako—No.

Waikato—No.

Kirikiriroa—No. It would be well if
Mayors of boroughs were elected
in the same manner as Chairmen
of Road Boards ; much expense and
loss of valuable time would be
saved.

Woipa—No answer.

Hamilton — Elected by the Boards,
wlio are the best judges of a man’s
fitness.

Kihikihi-—Road Board Trustees should
elect their own Chairman.

Rangiaohia—The simplest and less
expensive mode is the existing way.

Tuhikaramea—No.

Raglan—No. As they are at present,

Pirongia—No.

Raglan Town-—As at present. Trus-
tees elect their own Chairman.

W hakatane—No.

Cook—No.

Qrmond—No.

Patutahi—No.

Te Arai—No.

Poverty Bay—No.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati—No ; by the Road Board.

T'e Pana—By ‘members.

Wairoa—No road districts in county.

Council have no suggestions to offer,

Hawke's Bay — No.
nually.
 Heretaunga—~No.
Kereru and Aorangi—No.
Maraekakaho—No.

By the Board an-

Okawa—No. By the Boavd,
Papakura—As ab present.
Petane—No. The Chairman to be

elected by the Wardens as hitherto.

Te Mata~—No. By the members of
the Board.

Waipawa—No. By the Board.
Norsewood—No,

QOero—No.

Ormondville—No. By the Board.

Ruataniwha North—~No. As at pre-
sent.

Tamumu—DNo.

‘Woodville—No.

Taranaki—No.
Manganui—Yes.
Mangarei—No, unless Chairmen of

. Road Boards are made County

Councillors. Then Chairmen should
be elected at same meeting as Com-
missioners, if practicable, so as not
to increase number of elections.

Carrington—No.

‘Waitdira West — The Chairman of
Road Boards should be elected by
the Commissioners.

Egmont—DNo.

Moa—DNo ; to be elected by Board.

QOkato— No Road Boards should elect
the’ Chairmen,

© Clifton—DNo.

Waitara Hast — Elected by Road
Boards.

Inglewood—No.

Patea—Not considered.

Hawera—No answer.
Hawera—No.
Waimate—No.
Ngaire—No.

Wanganui—No.
‘Waitotara—No.

Rangitikei—No.
Rangitikei—No.
Lethbridge—No.

Manawatu~—No. R
Manawatu—No. The electors in a

country district are nob competent
to elect the Chairman for the Road
Board through a want of acquaint-
ance with the individual members
of the Board, and such election
should be left to the Wardens them-
selves.
. Otaki—No.

Halcombe—No.

Huiét—No.

Kilbirnie—No. Tkhe present arrange-
ment suits very well.

Kaiwara—No.

Wairarapa West—No.

Featherston—No.

Carterton—No.

Waimea—No ; by the Board itself.
Motueka—No!; by the Board itself.
Upper Motueka — No; the present

system is preferable,

‘Waimea—=No, :

As heretofore.



Richmond—Certainly not.

Pangatotara—No.

Rikawa—DNo ; they should be elected
by their own body.

Lower Moutere—No.

Collingwood—As ab present.

Collingwood—No; as at present, by

~ the Board.

Buller—Yes.

Inangakua — Chairman  of Road Board
should be elected just as Chairman of
Council is at present.

Grey—~-That Road Board Chairmen should
be elected annually by the ratepayers.

Martborough—No answer.

Awatere—No ; but by the members
of the Board.

Omaka—Not desirable.

Pelorus—No ; cost of electing should
not be overlooked, my opinion
being that it is the best plan for
members to elect one of their num-
ber as Chairman every year.

Picton—No.

Spring Creek—No ; by a majority of
the Board.

Wairau—DNo ; by majority of Board.

Lower Wairau—No.

Pukaka—No ; by the members of the
Board.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—No ; but by
a majority of the members of the
Board.

Ashley—No- angwer. -

Eyreton—No.
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Mandeville—DNo.

Oxford—No.

Waipara—Certainly not.

West Eyreton—No.

Selwyn—No. Present system of election by
majority of the Board we believe to be
quite satisfactory.

Courtenay — No.
present,

Heatlhcote — The members of the
Board should certainly elect their
own Chairman.

Lincoln—No.

Ricearton—No.

Terapleton—No.

South Waimakariri—No ; the mem-
bers of a Board should elect their
own Chairman.

Akaroa—No answer. .

Little River—No. Brother members
being the best judges who is most
suitable.

Pigeon Bay—No.

Port Victoria—As they are elected
now.

Ashburton—No.

Wakanui—DNo.

Mount Somers—No.

Geraldine—No.

Greraldine—No,

Mount Cook—Road Board Chairmen
should be elected by members of
Board.

Mount Peel—Certainly not.

Temuka—No.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.

Election as at

13. Is it desirable to allow of Road Board elections being
like those of School Committees, in districts where

order, adopts this plan ?

Mangonui—The provisions of the Auck-
land Highways Act suit this district,
except proxy voting, which should be
abolished.

Kaco— Elocted as at present in the
Province of Auckland, Proxy votes
should be abolished.

Orurn—The Auckland Act suits this

district, except proxy voting, which §

should be abolished.

Totara—The Auckland Highways Act
suits this district, except proxy
voting, which should be abolished.

Hokianga—No answer.
Whangarei—No.

Maunu—No. By all elections heing
under the Local Elections Act a
great deal of squabblingand ill-feel-
mg will be avoided.

Parua—TYes.

‘Waikiekie— No answer.

Waipa Middle—Yes

Waipa South— Road Board elections
should take place in open public
meetings.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—Yes.

Paparoa—Pefer election by ballot.

Wairau—DNo.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman)—I cannot
conceive the propriety or the possi-
bility of Road Boards, or any simi-
lar body authorized to levy taxes on
a community, being elected in any
other manner than by open meeting
or by ballot, as provided by the

" Y.oeal Elections Act; in either case
the vox populi is obtained. The
former plan is almost universal
here, the ballot being adopted in a
simple form.

‘Whakahara School Committee—The
Road Board in this district  is
elected in open meeting, and I
have never heard any reason to
object to the plan.

Rodney—No answer.

Albertland South—With us they are
held in open ratepayers’ meeting.
This I think quite sufficient.

Arai—This has been the plan under
the Auckland Highways Act, and
has given general satisfaction. Only
a small minority of road districts
have adopted the plan of electing
their Board under

Upper Mahurangi—By all means it
should be so.

Mangawai—Elections of Road Board
members should be by ballot ; bal-
lot papers should be written, and
be distributed by the Chairman of
the annual meeting and two rate-
payers; poll to be open for one
hour; result of poll to be recorded
in minute-book.  Ballot papers

might be destroyed as soon as

Board and Chairman are elected.
Omaha—=Same as at present.
Matakana West—Yes, by accumula-
tive votes, as School Committees.
Puhoi—The present form of election
seems to this Board sufficient; the
fewer elections the more money
saved.

Tauhoa—Yes.

Wharehine-—Yes.

Wainui—The present system cannot
be improved so far as this district
is concerned.

Waitemata—No answer. - :

Kaukspakapa—Yes. Road Boards
should have power to adopt this
mode of election if they see fit, but
ratepayers should not be able to
give all their votes to one candidate,
a3 in the case of School Com-
mittees.

Lake—No alteration required.

North Shore—Yes; but no process
should be allowed.
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Waitaki-—No.
Kakanui—No; bubt by members of
the Boards.
‘Waiareka—No ; but by the Boards as
at present.
‘Waitaki—No.
Waikouaiti—No.
Palmerston South—Yes.
‘Waikouaiti—No.
Maniototo—See answer to No. 11.
Peninsula—No answer.
Peninsula — Road Board Chairmen
should not be elected as Mayors

are.
Taieri-—No.

‘Waipori—No,
Bruce—No ; elected as at present.

Crichton—No.
Glenledi—No.
Matau — Noj;
Boards.
Mount Stuart-—Road Bowd Chair-
men should not be elected as Mayors
are.
Tokomairiro—No.
Clutha—Present system is satisfactory.
Pomahaka—Road Board Chairmen
should not be elected as Mayors
ave.
Molyneux South—No.
Tuapeka—No.
Clydevale—No.
Southland—No.
Knapdale—No.
Toitois—No,
Tuturau—No alteration.

should be elected

held in open public meeting,
the Road Board, by special

‘Waitakerei West—Yes; in open pub-
lic meeting.

Waitakerei West (J. Oottle)—By a
public meeting as now.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—By a
public meeting of ratepayers.

Whangaparoa—No ; the ratepayers
are sufficient.

ZEden—No answer.

Epsom—RBee answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill — Ratepayers only
should take partin the proceedings..

Mount Wellington—Remain as at
present.

Newton—Yes; in open public meeting.

Pazmule—Urrder Local  Elections

ct

Ponsonby—It is desirable that .elec-
tions should be held in public meet-
ings where ratepayers desire it, but
not. where special order of Board
may favour it, as such special order
might be used unfairly towards rate-
payers.

Waikomiti — Road Board elections
should be open to the ratepayers of
the distriet only.

Moanukaou—No answer.

Mercer.—Yes.

Hununa—Yes.

Karaka—No answer.

Maraetai—Yes.

Opaheke—Yes.

Otahuhu~The practice in this pro-
vincial district is that elections take
place in open public meeting, sub-
ject to the provisions of clause 11,
“The Highway Act, 1874.” If
the election of members for Road
Boards, School Committees, and
Licensing Committees were held
at the one time, the Tiocal Elections
Act should be worked. - 8o many

" elections at different times in the
year is o great waste of money and
energy.
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Papakura—Present system preferable.

Pollock—No. Open to ratepayers
only.

Pukekohe East—Enforce Local Elee-
tion Act in all districts.

Pukekohe West~—Yes.

‘Waipipi—Certainly not.

‘Wairoa—1It is desirable.

Thames—Yes ; such is the method at

Thames.
Parawai—Yes.
Waitoa—Yes.

Piako—Yes.

Waikato—By the Auckland Highways
Act these elections are held in open
public meeting; they are satisfactory,
and cost only one advertisement.

Kirikiriroa — By the Highways Act
(Auckland) these elections are held
in open public meeting, and are
perfectly satisfactory.

Waipa—No snswer. )

Hamilton — By open public meeting.
Vote as Act, 1874.

Kilikihi—Yes.

Rangiaochia—Yes. Such a mode is
more in unison with the views
and opinion of people in country
districts.

Tuhikaramea—T7Yes.

Raglan—Elections should be conducted by
ballot, in the same way as they now are
for the County Councils.

Pirongia—Yes. It is done so now
without ahy special order, and there
is no apparent reason for necessitat-
ing a special order.

Raglan Town—At a public meeting
of ratepayers only.

W hakatane—Approve of Local Elections
Act.

Cook—No.

Ormond-—No answer.

Patutahi—Yes.

Te Arai—To be held in open publie
meetings.

Poverty Bay—No.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati—No.

Te Puna—As at present, by vote of
ratepayers.

Wairoa—In the opinion of this Counecil
all elections for public bodies should be
held under the Regulation of Local
Elections Act.

Hawke's Bay—No. All elections should
be held under Local Elections Act.

Heretaunga—Yes.

Kerern and Aorangi—Yes.

Maraekakaho—Yes.

Okawa—VYes. )

Papakura—As at present.

Petane—Yes. Electionsshould be held
in public meeting of ratepayers.

Te Mata—All elections should be
under the Local Elections Act.

Waipawa—Road Board elsctions should
be held at open meetings of the rate-

payers.
Norsewood—As ab present.
Oero—Yes.

Ormondville—Road Board elections
should be held at open meetings of
the ratepayers.

Ruataniwha North—No. the elec-
tions should be by ballot, under the
Regulation of Local Elections Act.

Tamumu—DNo. That only ratepayers
should be present; and that all
elections should be under the Local
Elections Act.

‘Woodville—No.

Laranaki—Yes.

Manganni—Yes; but, upon applica-
tion of any candidate, the voting to
be by ballot. The Chairman of open
meeting to send the names of can-
didates to County Clerk, who should
be Returning Officer for his county,
and that officer to cause election to
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come off within fourteen days from
date of public meeting.

Mangarei—Yes.

Carrington—TUnnecessary.

Waitara West— It is desirable for
Road Board Commissioners to be
elected in open public meeting by
plurality of votes.

Egmont—Road Boards should be
elected in open public meetings, in
or as near centre of district as pos-
sible.

Moa—To be elected by ballot.

Okato—Yes.

Clifton—Yes.

Waitara East—It is desirable there
should be no secresy.

Inglewood—Yes.

Patea—Not considered.

Hawera—No answer.

Hawera—No. Should all be under
the Local Elections Act.

Waimate—No.

Ngaire—No.

Wanganui—No.

Waitotara — No alteration in the
present, mode of election required.

Rangitikei—No.

Rangitikei—No.

Lethbridge—Not necessarily.

Manawatu-——No.

Manawatu—DNo. The present system
of nomination and poll and ballot
quite satisfactory.

Otaki—It is not, desirable.

Halcombe—No. :

Hutt—No ; under Local Elections Act.

Kilbirnie—The present way answers
very well, and gives more time for
the ratepayers to vote, and no public
clamour to control the voting.

Kaiwara—No,

Wairarapa West—Present arrangement
satisfactory.

Featherston—No.

Carterton—No.

Waimea—Open nomination and election
by ballot.

Motueka—By open mnomination, and
ballot if required.

Upper Motueka — By open nomina-
tion and ballot if necessary, as ab
present.

Waimea—-Yes ; in small, but not in
scattered districts.

Richmond—No; we prefer the pro-
visions of the Regulation of Local
Elections Act.

Pangatotara—Yes.

Rikawa—Yes.

Lower Moutere—Open nomination
and election by ballot.

Collingwood —Under the Regulation of
Local Elections Act.

Collingwood—TUnder the Local Elec-
tions Act.

Buller—No.

Inangahua—Road Board elections should
be held just as county elections are now
held.

Grey—No.

Martborough—No answer.

Awatere—Yes.

Omaka—The present system of valua-
tion preferable.

Pelorus — Would not suggest any
change other than bringing the
Local Elections Act into operation.

Picton—Yes.

Spring Creek—DNot desirable.

‘Wairau—Not desirable.

Lower Wairau—No; by the Regula-
tion of Loecal Elections Act.

Pukaka—Yes.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board—It is not de-
sirable that Road Board elections
should be held like those of School
Committees under any circums-
stances.

Ashley—No answer.
Eyreton—No.
Mandeville—As at present.
Oxford—No.
‘Waipara—No.

West Eyreton—No.

Selwyn—Most, of the Road Boards have
adopted the Local Elections Act. Think
it would be well to make this system
compulsory, as it avoids confusion.

Courtenay—Compel all Boards to
take up the Local Elections Act.

Heathcote—Should remain as at pre-
sent conducted under Regulation of
Local Elections Aet, which gives
every satisfaction here. .

Lincoln—No, by ballot under Local
Elections Act.

Ricearton—Yes.

Templeton—No.

South Waimakariri—No ; should be
conducted under the Regulation of
Local Elections Act, as is now done
in almost all districts.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River— Local Elections Act,
1876,” best.

Pigeon Bay—~Should be optional, as
at present.

Port Vietoria—No alteration to the
present mode of election required.

Ashburton—No ; no method could be pos-
sibly worse than that embodied in
Education Act. .

Wakanui—Same asat presentadopted.

Mount Somers—No.

Geraldine — That the adoption of the
Local Elections Act should be compul-
sory.

Geraldine~—Members to be elected by
ballot.

Mount Cook—DNo ; the election should
be by ballot. The Regulation of
Local Elections Act is most equi-
table and easily worked, and should
everywhere be enforced.

Mount. Peel—The adoption of the
Regulation of Local Xlections Act
should be compulsory.

Temuka—No.

Westland—No Road Boards on the coast.

Waitaki—No.

Kakanui-—No; but as provided for
by Otago Roads Ordinance. Board
would also suggest that section 10
of “Otago Roads Ordinance 1871 .
Amendment Ordinance, 1874,” be
altered so that Chairmen of Boards
have power to appoint fresh nomi-
nation day when election lapses.

Waiareka—No. Would prefer pre-
sent system of election as provided
for in “Otago Roads Ordinance,

1871.”
‘Waitaki—No.
Waikouaiti—No. All such elections

should be under ‘“The Regulation of
Local Elections Act, 1876.”

Palmerston South—No.

‘Waikouaiti — Road Board elections
should not be held in public, hut
in accordance with “The Regula-
tion of Local Elections Act, 1876.”

Maniototo—See answer to No, 11.
Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula — Road Board. elections
should not be held in publie, but in
accordance with “The Regulation
of Local Elections Act, 1876.”

Taieri—Road Board elections should not
be held in publie, but in accordance with
“The Regulation of Local Elections
Act, 1876.”

Waipori — Road Board elections
should be held under the provisiona
of ¢“The Otago Roads Ordinance,
1871.”

Bruce—Not desirable.

Crichton—Not to be held in public

meetings.



Glenledi — Road Board elections
should not be held in public, as at
present, but in accordance with
“The Liocal Elections Act, 1876.”

Matau-—Should be elected as at pre-
sent.

Mount Stuart—Road Board elections
should be held under the regulation
of “ Local Elections Act, 1876.”

Tokomairiro—Road Board elections
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should be held in accordance with
“The Regulation of Local Elections
Act, 1876.”

Chutha—1It is not desirable.

Pomahaka—It isnot desirable to have
the Road Board elections held in
open public meeting.

Molyneux South-—The present system
of Road Board elections is sabis-
factory.
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Tuapeka—No,

Clydevale—Yes.

Southland—Yes ; without a cumulative
vote.

Knapdale—No.

Toitois—Same system as at present.

Tuturau—Yes; without cumulative
voting.

14. What alterations do you suggest in the Rating Bill as sketched in the circular

enclosed herewith P

Mangonui—We fully approve of the Bill
as sketched.

Kaeo— Approved of as suggested in
circular,

Oruru—We fully approve of the
Rating Bill as sketched in the cir-
cular enclosed herewith.

Totara—None. We fully approve.

Hokianga—Not any.
Whangarei—No answer.

Maunu—No answer.

Parua—None. We would prefer an
acreage rate as move suitable for this
district, but consider the Rating Bill,
as sketched in circular, a great im-
provement upon the present law.

Waikiekie—No answer.

Waipu Middle—No answer.

WaipuSouth—Valuation by Property-
Tax Commissioner highly apiroved.
The whole sketch approved, but we
do not know about Native lands.
None in this district.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—Noue.

Paparoa—A  ratepaying clause, ex-
cluding all defaulters from the elec-
toral roll, as under the present
Highways Act.

Wairau—I do not see that any change
can be made in the Rating Bill for
the better. T think it a very fair
way to get at, or as near as pos-
sible, to the true rateable value of
each holding.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman) —It is
impossible to express an cpinion
upon the merits of this Bill with-
out having a copy of it, and also
& statement of some of the pro-
perties of the district showing
their respective rateable values, to
compare with the existing valua-
tion roll; but it seems to me that
it could not be regarded as a valua-
tion roll at all if prepared, as pro-
posed, by the Property-Tax Commis-
sioner, ipasmuch as his returns,
though professedly made by valuers,
arve virtually those of individual
proprietors valuing their own re-
spective holdings, which it is not
to be expected could possibly form
a uniform valuation roll, which uni-
formity of value is, after all, the
principal point to be attained, be-
cause, for a valuation to be satis-
factory, each ratepayer must be
satisfied that his neighbours are
assessed at an equal ratio with him-
self : this could never be attained
by the Government proposal. There
would also, I think, be considerable
difficulty as regards the holdings of
absentees, who would not be in a
position to make any appeal before
Reviewers. The circular makes no
allusion to any proposed limitation
of the amount of rate to be col-
lected, or whether any such limita-
tion is fixed. The objections to the
present mode of valuing are: the
heavy expense annually incurred
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in preparing rolls, advertising, and
holding Assessment Courts, both for
Highwny Boards and Councile, the
former having the heaviest burden ;
besides, these being an annual as-
gessment, all improvements on the
properties are taxed, even in cases
where there has not been time to
utilize them. To remedy these
evils, the general opinion is that
the Council should engage a com-
petent and independent valuer, who
should prepare the valuation roll
for the county upon a uniform
scale and system throughout, that
is, for each class of land and the
state in which it may be, whether
fenced or unfenced, pasture or
arable, &ec.  This valuation to
be made triennially. ~The valuer
to deposit the roll for each district
in a suitable locality for one month,
and publicly notify a day for hear-
ing appeals, when he should be
present. Appeals to be heard by
the Highway Board (or Council in
outlying districts) and settled by
them, subject to hearing by the
Resident Magistrate if Council is
dissatisfied. Practically,the present
Courts are a mere farce. With re-
fevence also to the preparation of
the valuation roll by the Properly-
Tax Commissioner, would not that
be regarded as a breach of trust on
the part of the Government? Are
not the officials in that department
required to be reticent as to the
returns sent into the office? The
proposal to vest in the Public
Trustee the power to sell or lease,
for payment of rates, deserted and
unoccupied lands (if found to be
practicable), would prove im-
mensely beneficial. The large
amount of these lands, the result
of the 40-acre system in Auekland
District, proves a great impedi-
ment to settlement, and a large
annual loss in the collection of
rates.

Whakahara School Committee — No
answer.

Rodney—We approve of the new Rating
Bill in its present form.

Albertland South—No answer.

Arai—Care should be taken that
valuation of rateable property is on
a uniform basis ; it should, there-
fore, be as open as possible. The
Government valuer should farnish
valuation lists to the local bodies as
soon as possible, and might sit with
them as a primary Court to hear ob-
jections, The Board of Reviewers
would then only have to hear such
cases as could not be settled locally.
Probably the greatest objection to
the Rating Act now in force is the
needless expense in preparing valua-
tion rolls, and the extravagant sys-
tem of Assessment Courts. Under
the Auckland Provincial Act the

local body could hear objections to
the asgessment rolls, and, in the
vast majority of cases, such objec-
tions were settled at once, without
the expense of any Court what~
ever. In the very few cases where
objections could not thus be settled,
the nearest Court of Petty Sessions
or Resident Magistrate’s Court
formed an appropriate Court of
appeal.

Upper Mahurangi—With reference
to valaation of property, the Boards
should appoint their own valuers;
and property should only be
valued once in three years. Ob-
jections to valuation should be de-
cided by the Boards; then we
should get rid of those abominable
Assessment Courts.

Mangawai—Rates of defaulters, and
of land reserved for public purposes,
should be paid by the Public Trus-
tee.  Assessment Courts under
Rating Act, 1876, should be abol-
ished. Notices of assessment list,
rate struck, and for annual meeting,
should be only advertised once each.

Omaha—None.

Matakana West—None.

Puohoi—The Board believes the Rating
Bill, as sketched in the circular of
the 13th May satisfactory, except
that this Board, not knowing the
power of the Boards of Reviewers,
tinds a great ambiguity in the terms
of the section concerning protec-
tion for excessive and unfaiy low
rating. For instance, the Property-
Tax Commissioner values the land
at £600, whilst the owner values
the same at £400; at which valuae
tion will the land be sold — for
£600 or 400 ?

Tauhoa—The preparation of the valu-
ation-roll is a small expense, but we
approve of a triennial valuation; yet
we claim the power to make that
valuation ourselves, and object to
the property-tax valuation, as those
properties that are too small to be
taxed would be either unfairly or
carelessly valued, and the protection
proposed in the sketched Rating
Bill would never work fairly, as
many would either have to bear an
unjust burden, or part; with the pro«
perty which perhaps took half a
lifetime to form. The proposal to
invest power with -the Public Trus-
tee to sell is very satisfactory to us;
yet we think the sale should be
made compulsory, and that no
power for letting should be given.

‘Wharehine—We suggest none ; the
clauses are very applicable to this
district.

Wainui—If the lands in these dis-
tricts could be subjected to an
acreage rate, it would in most cases
double the income of the Road
Boards.  The expenses of valuing
the lands every year and advertising
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and attending useless Assessment

Courts have hitherto been a very

heavy drag on our resources.
Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—The Rating Bill as
sketched is very good.

Lake—Proposed mode of rating satis-
factory.

North Shore—None.

Whaitakerei West—I have no sugges-
tion to offer.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—I have
no alteration to suggest.

Waitakerei West H. Hunter) — No

lterations to suggest, the Rating
Bill sketched in the circular appear-
ing to be based on sound prin-
ciples.

Whangaparoa—We would rather see
an acreage rate.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom-—See answer to No. 16.

Mount Roskill-—None.

Mount Wellington—No answer.

Newton—Local bodies to appoint
valuer.

Panmure—None; we, as a Road
Board, wish to retain the rating in
existence as at present quoted in
the Highways Act of 1874.

Ponsonby — None.  The
sketched is a good one.

‘Waikomiti—The Board do not suggest
any alteration ; they consider the
Bill a good.one.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—No mention is made of what
property it is intended to exempt
from taxation. If railway reserves
are included our district will then
be left in the same position as at
present, a good number of the resi-
dents here being employed on the
railway, and are living within rail-
way boundary. Only exemptions
should be educational reserves.

Hunua—No alterations.

Karaka—A. valuation roll for three
years, by a local valuator, who as
a role has a better knowledge
as to its true value.

Maraetai—None whatever.

Opaheke—Approve of the principle of
the Bill.

Otahuhu—Tt is quite open to question
whether it is politic to rate Crown
property. It looks very much like
Peter paying Paul. It can only be
correctly decided by actual trial,
Native lands ought to pay taxes,
and the mode proposed seems to be
as inexpensive as is possible under
the circumstances, provided al-
ways that the Government are firm
in not remitting the sums due ;
otherwise it will be unjust to the
European population, and will in-
ordinately enrich the Natives.

Papakura—Strike it out altogether.,

Pollock — We are in favour of the
Colonial Treasurer’s suggestions.

Pukekohe East—We consider the pre-
sent value of land too high to be
rated on.

Pukekohe West—I heartily approve
of the entire Bill as sketched in
the circular.

‘Waipipi—A more ready way of deal-
ing with defaulters. Notice in Ga-
zette should be sufficient if owner
outof the colony.

‘Wairoa—I have no suggestion to make,
other than what is in circular,
which I approve of ; and I, as
well as others, sincerely hope that
the system of annual valuation will
be done away with.

Thames—No copy of Bill received.

Parawai—None.

 Waitoa—No answer.

Bill as
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Piako—Not sufficient time given for con-
gideration.

Waikato—The Rating Bill as sketched is
considered satisfactory.

Kirikiriroa — The - Rating Act as
sketched is an improvement on
previous legislation, more especially
in reference to valuation and the
payment by a Public Trustee of
rates due on the property of
absentees. ’

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—All arrears of rates for
any number of years should be paid
by the Receiver-Greneral or Public
Trustee, who should be empowered
to pay rates for all absentees and
all who fail to pay from whatever
cauge twelve months after the rate
has been levied, and register same
against the land in the Supreme
Court,.

Kihikihi—Approves of the Property-
Tax Commissioner furnishing Road
Boards with valuation lists, to-
gether with list of alterations owing
to change of owner, &c. This sys-

. tem, in my opinion, will facilitate
the work of the local bodies, and
will be more satisfactory to the rate-
payers than that hitherto adopted.

Rangiaohia—I think it a good thing
to consolidate the Road Boards Act
by bringing the whole of the law
relating thereto under one statute.
I also approve of the Property-Tax
Commissioner furnishing the dis-
trict valuation rolls; this will give
great satisfaction. But I do not,
nor can I see my way to, approve
of any local body raising loans for
public works by debentures to be
paid in the manner indicated.

Tuhikaramea—None. Very suitable.

Raglan—None. It appears to be very
good.

Pirongia—The provisions of the Rat-
ing Bill are very satisfactory, and
this Board cordially indorses the
principle that one general valuation
by the Property-Tax Department is
sufficient for all rating purposes,
and that rating should be on the
value to sell.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W hakatane—Native Land Rating Bill,

Cook—None, Crown and Native Lands
Rating Bill would have been beneficial
to this county if clause 11 is com-
plied with.

Ormond—No answer.

Patutahi—None.

Te Arai—That, instead of the Public
Trustee valuing the property, the
owner himself should put the capital
value on it, and, if the Public
Trustee does mot think it a fair
valuation, the property should be
put up to auction ; if the owner buys
it in he should be allowed 10 per
cent. reduction: and, moreover,
that land should be valued as if
improved to its full grazing capa-
bilities, so that owners of land who
do not improve their properties
would be paying the same propor-
tion as those who do. As it now
stands, 2 man who buys land, and
does not improve, has a low valua-
tion, at the same time roads are
being made to or through his pro-
perty, and so increasing its value.

Poverty Bay—None.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati—No answer.

Te Puna—None. T highly approve
of all the provisions.

Wairoa—The Council approve of the sug-
gostion that the Public Trustee should
pay the rates of absentees’ sectious, but

they consider the County Councils
should have the power of appointing
their own valuators.

Hawke's Bay—It would be of great ser-
vice to local bodies if one reliable valua-
tion were made by the Government,
which was available; but it is quite
open to doubt whether the valuations
made by the Property-Tax Department
are anything like as reliable as those
which could be made by the counties
themselves appointing & valuer. If the
Property Assessment Act remains as at
present, there will probably be no valua-
tions made under it that can be utilized
a8 a basis upon which to levy local rates.
It does not appear very clear that the
proposal to rate the owner of lands upon
their value fo sell will be any improve-
ment upon the present system of rating
the occupier on the annual value of the
property he occupies. The circular is
not very distinet upon the question of
liability. Is it the owner of the land?
Is it the holder of a long lease, whose
beneficial interest may be much more
valuable than that of the - owner?
Who is to pay the rates upon lands
leased from Natives where the lease is
valuable, and the improvements, which
are the property of the tenant, also
valuable? Who is to pay rates in cases
where an imperfect title exists? It
seems that the incalculable amouut of
confusion which would ensue from the
adoption of the Property Tax valuations
would altogether outweigh any advan-
tage to be derived from it, while it
would perpetuate in its worst form the
unsatisfactory connection between the
Government and local bodies.

Heretaunga—No answer.

Kerern and Aorangi—Provisions of
Native Lands Rating Bill are suit-
able. The Property-Tax Commis«
missioner’s valuation should cer-
tainly form the basis of county and
Road Board valuations.

Marackakaho—Valuations to be made
by the General Government on the
same basis as the property-tax ;
such valuations to remain in force
three years, subject to slterations
from time to time should the
valuer for the property-tax see
occasion.

Okawa—None. Would not approve
property-tax valuation.

Papakura—No answer.

Petane—No answer.

Te Mata—No answer.

Waipawa—Have no alterations to suggest.

Norsewood—None.

Oero—That one valuation be made
every third year for all purposes of
taxation.

Ormondville—Have no alterations to
suggest.

Ruataniwha North—Have no altera-
tions to suggest.

Tamumu—That, instead of the pro-
perty-tax valuations being adopted,
one permanent valuator should be
appointed for two or more counties,
to. be paid. partly by the Glovern-
ment and partly by the counties,
who would value all the property
in liis district for the County Coun-
cils and the Road Boards, and that
the valuation so made should also be
the valuation for the property-tax.

Woodville — Annual revision. Ims
provements of considerable value
might be made on properties imme-
diately after valuation, such as
buildings, and which would escape
taxation for three years.

Taranaki—We entirely agree with the
proposal to make property-tax valuation
the valuation for all local bodies,



Manganui — That all private lands
unoceupied or unused to be subject
to an acreage tax of from 1d. to
6d. per acre; the above to be in
addition to the present tax levied
under Rating Bill, which would be
sitnply taxing the speculator for the
accruing value of such land from the
settlement of the adjoining lands.

Mangarei—Think Rating Bill will bs
a great assistance to Road Boards.
A great deal of dissatisfaction has
been expressed here against “The
Rating Act, 1876, in cases where
an outgoing tenant has to pay rates
on g property which he has ceased
to be interested in prior to the rate
being struck. No doubb the name
on the rate-roll should be responsi-
ble for the rate, but the tenant
should be able to recover such rate
from the owner.

Carrington—None.

Waitara West—The Road Construc-
tion and Native and Crown Lands
Rating Bills would suit this district.

Egmont—None; except that the rate-
payers would prefer an acreage rate
to the valuation rate for district.

Moa—TFor our district the acreage
rate would be preferable.

Okato—No answer.

Clifton—No answer.

‘Waitara East—All Crown and Native
lands should be treated as other
lands of like quality, the rate to be
charged to the Government, and
paid by the Government to the
Commissioners ; such rates to be a
first charge on the land when sold,

Inglewood—None.

Patea—That section 65 of “The Rating
Act, 1876, be amended, so that the
County Council should be the valuing
body ; alzo that the valuation should be
made triennially, the local body to re-
vise the list ; that a copy of the valua-
tion roll should be supplied to Govern-
ment, and that the cost should be borhe
by Government. That all property be
valued by the valuators appointed,
without any reference to owner of pro-
perty, and so do away with threat of
compnlsory sale, which is a disgrace to
any statute-book.

Hawera—No answer,

Hawera— Would suggest that the
Property-Tax Commissioner’s valua-
tion-roll, as furnished to each body,
should, before becoming the roll for
the district, undergo inspection and
be certified to and passed by each

body.

‘Waimate—That Crown and Native
lands be rated on a fair valuation,
bearing due proportion to adjoining
freehold.

Ngaire—That Crown and Native Jands
be rated on a fair valuation, bearing
a due proportion to the value of ad-

_joining freeholds.
Wanganui—No answer.

Waitotara—Road Boards should have
the power of making a triennial
valuation by their own valuer.

Rangitikei—No answer..
Rangitikei—No answer.
Lethbridge—No answer.
Manawatu—That valuations be made as in
answer to Question 5.  For the following
reasons, among others, we hold that the
property-tax valuation would be objec-
tionable for rating purposes: (1) That
it would be a means of perpetuating
the property-tax were the proposal to
make it the valuation for rating pur-
poses accepted ; (2) that Government
officials in Wellington have not the local
knowledge necessary to enable them to
choose the best valumators; (3) that
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there would be a cerfain amount of in-
difference on the part of a valuer for
property-tax purposes when dealing
with small holdings which come within
the £500 exemption, but which are still
liable to be rated. That rates be allowed
to accumulate year after year with 10
per cent. interest added, instead of being
irrecoverable after two years. That |
facilities be afforded for obtaining judg-
ment on arrears of rates in bankrupt
estates.

Manawatu—Object to property-tax
valuation. Triennial valuation not
suited to the rapid development of
a new country. Present system,
with all its faults, preferred.

Otaki—That the valuation of Crown
and Native lands be made by the
Property-Tax Commissioner in the
same manuer as that of the adjoin-
ing private lands.

Halcombe — Have no alterations to
suggest. Consider the Bill an ad-
mirable one.

Hutt—We agree with them,

Kilbirnie—No alteration. I do not
think the income-tax or property-
tax valuation list at all suitable to
road districts, the benefits are not
carried out, and the evils more than
counterbalance them, even if they
were carried out.

Kaiwara—We agree with them.

Wairarapa West—Strongly approve Rat-
ing Bill as sketched.

Featherston-—Would like to see Go-
vernment proposals in force. Be-
lieve them to be good.

Carterton — The Rating Bill as
sketched in cireular meets with our
approval, but it should be made
clear that the powers to strike local
rates be left to Local Boards, and the
maximum be fixed as at present,

Waimea—The suggestions sketched in the
circular would operate beneficially and
economically so long as the property-
tax valuation is necessary.

Motueka—The property-tax valuation
taken as the valuation basis by all
rating bodies would prove beneficial
and economical

Upper Motueka — If property-tax
forms basis of valuation, eare should
be taken that lands and houses
only be assessed.

Waimea — We entirely agree with
general principles of circular.

Richmond—That a separate column
of the rental value of all properties
should be given with the Property-
Tax Commissioners’ valuation roll,
for the purpose of striking a rate in
those districts where rates are
struck on the rental value.

Pangatotara—None,

Rikawa—No answer.

Lower Moutere—Assessments once in
five years would be a greaf saving in
a district like this, where so little
change takes place.

Collingwood—No alteration.

Collingwood—None,

Buller—Only that the rate be increased.

Inangakua—The Rating Bill, as sketched
on circular alluded to, would not suif
this county, as the valuation of the Pro-
perty-Tax Commissioner would not ex-
tend to miners’ huts, from which a great
amount of our rates is at present derived,

Grey—None.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere — The provisions of the
Rating Bill seem satisfactory.

Omaka—Approve of both Bills.

Pelorus—Either adopt the property-
tax valuation -and do away with
Road Board valuers, or make valua-
tions once every three years, with
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some plan of revision of roll annu®
ally, to lessen the cost of annual
valuations.

Picton—No answer,

Spring Creek—The property-tax valua-
tion would not be satisfactory.
Rating on the capital value of the
land is objectionable; the present
system, on the annual value, being
more equitable. The body levying
the rate should appoint its own
valuers, as now provided by Act.

Wairau—The property-tax valuation
would not be satisfactory. Rating
on the capital value of the land is
objectionable ; the present system,
on the annual value, being more
equitable. The body levying the
rate should appoint its own valuers,
as now provided by the Rating Act.

Lower Wairau—Assessment to be
made as at present, on the annual
value to let. Assessors to be ap-
pointed by Road Boards or County
Councils, as the case may be.

Pukaka River Board—Special pro-
visions should be made for River
Boards. Under “The Hawkes Bay
and Marlborough Rivers Act 1868
Amendment Act, 1872 the Road
Board valuations must be taken,
but part of a property as rated by
the Road Board may be outside the
river district and the remainder in
two classes. ' We think that outside
towns an acreage rate, as in the
original Act of 1868, would be the
fairest, as the land that requires
great protection has a low value,

Kaikoura—No answer.
Kaikoura River Board—No answer.
Ashley—No answer.

Eyreton—No answer.

Mandeville—No reply.

Oxford—No answer,

Waipara—No answer.

‘West Eyreton—No reply.

Selwyn—~Consider that the property-tax
valuation may be thoroughly available in
the country distriets, but in the suburban
districts it has been pointed out to us
that loss would accrue on the rate roll
if only readjusted every third year. Pro-
perty may not increase in value in the
bulk, but is being constantly cut up and
subdivided, and portions may and do
acquire considerable additional value ;
but this could not be considered in the
rates until after the expiry of the third
year. Notice of change of owner and
occupier from the Commissioner would
not carry with it the increased value
which the change might involve.

Courtenay — Property-tax valuation
to be used for all, but must be
thoroughly revised every year.
Power to amend valuation roll by
the Road Board on application, if
land changes hands. .

Heathcote—This distriet, in common
with other suburban distriets, would
be disastrously affected by the pass-
ing of the Rating Bill; in fact, we
consider it would be almost im-
possible to work under it. The
annual rating of suburban districts
should be left to the local bodies.
This Board suggests that power
shiould be given to local bodies to
make from time to time necessary
alterations in the rolls in the names
of owners and occupiers on changes
taking place in ownership or oceu-
pancy being duly verified, so as to
enable the proper person to exercise
voting power.

Lincoln—The rates should be struck
on the letting value of the land, as
at present, and most certainly nob
on the capital value.
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Ricearton — Valuation every three
years willnot suit suburban districts,
the value being chiefly household
property, which increases every
year.

Templeton—As far as this district is
concerned, it would be better to
remain as at present, the valua-
tion being included in the Clerk’s
duties.

South Waimakariri—Consider the dis-
tricts should be assessed annually
as at present, otherwise this Board
will be a loser if the assessments are
only made every third year.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—This Bill might answer,
but in taking the property-tax
valuation it must be borne in mind
that this valuation does not include
properties of less value than £500.
At any rate a number of properties
in this district were excluded in
the last valuation.

Pigeon Bay—No answer.

Port Victoria—People are rated to
as great a point as they can stand,
and therefore my opinion is: have
no County Council, and let the
Road Boards proceed as heretofore ;
let the Chairmen of the various
Boards in a county meet (say once
in three months) and allocate any
funds accruing to them through
the county funds; let there be no
other expense.

Ashburéon—Approve of proposal that local
bodies should be able to use Govern-
ment valuations.

Wakanui—Object to the Rating Bill.
Thoroughly approve of your pro-
posal respecting the making of the
valuation rolls.

Mount Somers — That Government
valuation be adopted.

Geraldine—No answer.

Geraldine—The Board approves of
the present mode of local valuation.

Mount Cook—The multiplicity of
valuations is totally unnecessary
and wasteful ; either the local body
should supply the Giovernment with
the district valuation for levying
property-tax, or the Government
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should, as proposed, send a copy of
the property-tax valuation with cor-
rections year by year to the local
body. Weare much in favour of the
local body supplying the Govern-
ment with the assessment for pro-
perty-tax instead of the reverse
¢ urse proposed, for the local valuers
must be much better able to make
equitable valuations than strangers.
The Government would of course
revise the valuations, so all proba-
bility of unfair dealing would be
prevented. When property changed
hands, or a person held property in
different districts, we think it would
be difficult and expensive for the
Grovernment to furnish correct in-
formation to the local bodies.
Mount Peel—No recommendation,
Temuka—The Board agree that it
would be highly desirable to make
the valuation under the property-
tax available for local bodies, and it
should be compulsory on them to
adopt such valuation., The Board
also agree with the provisions of
the Crown and Native Lands Rating
Bill as sketched in eireular.
Westland—The Rating Bill appears to
meet the case of counties on this coast,
and the Westland Council approve of it.
No alterations to suggest.
Waitaki—Disapprove of the Rating Bill.
Kakanui-—Sketch approved of.
Waiareka — Board approves of pro-
perty-tax valuation being used, as
long as the tax is in force, as
sketched in circular.
‘Waitaki—We approve of the Rating
Bill as sketched in circular.
Waikouaiti—None, ag no one is of opinion
that a great saving will be effected there-
by.
yPalmerston South—None.
Waikousiti—No answer.
Maniotolo—This Council does not approve
of the principle of the Rating Bill, and
is of opinion that a return to the sys-
tem of a fair percentage of the land
revenue would better serve the object
sought to be attained, at all events, in
this county.
Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—Would suggest no alteras
tions in Rating Bill as in circular.

Taieri—We would suggest no alteration in
the Rating Bill as in circular, for we are
of opinion that a great saving will be
effected thereby.

‘Waipori—We consider that no altera-
tions shonld be made in the present
Rating Act.

Bruce—Present Rating Act preferable:
amended ‘That valuations stand for
three years, with powers to correct
same,”

Crichton—As in circular, but provide
for separate valuation where a pro-
perty extends to two or more
districts.

Glenledi—We would suggest no alter-
ations in the Rating Bill as in cir-
cular, for we are of opinion that a
great saving will be effected there-
b

Mab}z’m——Rating Bill, as sketched in
circular, quite satisfactory in our
opinion.

Mount Stuart—We consider the pre-
sent mode of rating by local bodies
the best,

Tokomairiro—We approve of the rat-
ing, as sketched in the circular.

Clutha—The Council approves of the
Rating Bill, as sketched in the circular.

Pomnhaka—We approve of the Rating
Bill, as sketched in the circular.

Molyneux South—This Board does
not approve of the Rating Bill, as
sketched in the circular.

Tuapeka—Rating Bill as sketched not re-
quired if suggestions herein contained be
complied with.

Clydevale—No answer.

Southland—TPresent plan of rating to re-
main unaltered, except that county
valuation should be legalized as valua-
tion for Road Boards.

Knapdale—That the appointment of
valuers rest with the Road Boards,

Toitois—The members of the Board
approve of the adoption of Govern-
ment valuation, one member dis-
senting.

Tuturau—County valuation should be
sufficient for Road Boards within
their boundary.

15. Please state whether the provisions of the Roads Construction and Crown and
Native Lands Rating Bills would suit your district, and, if not, what alterations
would you suggest which would make these measures more useful ?

Mangonui—The Roads Construction and
Crown Lands Rating Bill suit us, We
consider the Natives should be made to
‘define their titles and pay rates same as
Europeans.

Kaeo—We approve of the Roads Con-
struction and Crown Lands Bill.
The Natives should pay rates as
Europeans.

Oruru—Both the Bills would suit our
district.

Totara—Natives should be made to
define their titles and pay rates same
as Buropeans ; otherwise the Bills
will suit this distriet.

Hokianga—Would be very satisfactory.
All lands, whether Government or Na-
tive, or held by Europeans, should be
rated.

Whangarei—No answer,

Maunu—Not to rate at all, or to fix a
nominal value only on Native and
Government lands for rating pur-
poses is very unfair, especially to
districts having a large portion of
such lands. The only fair way is to
rate all lands or properties of what-
over riature, as all are benefited by

the expenditure on roads, including
all reserves, excepting only public
school sites, forest reserves, and those
for public recreation.

Parua—With respect to borrowing
from loan for roads and bridges, to
be recouped from special rates, we
are of opinion it would not suit dis-
tricts like this, as we have great diffi-
culty in collecting the ordinary rate,
which appears to be as much as
people can bear. The area of Crown
and Native land in this district is
very limited, about 2,500 acres, but
we consider the measure good. We
have no alterations to suggest.

‘Waikiekie—No answer.

‘Waipu Middle—No answer.

Waipu South— Consider that colonial
lines of road should be laid out by
Government engineers independent
of local bodies, and constructed
under the superintendence of such
engineers.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—None.

Paparoa—Would suit our district.

Wairau—The Roads Construction Bill

I consider very liberal; but I con-
gider 9 per cent, high for paying
back principal and interest of
moneys advanced to Road Boards
for construction of district roads.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman) — There
being no Native laud, and very
little Crown land, in this riding,
that Bill would be practically in-
operative here. The Roads Con-
struction Bill appears to be a
measure calculated to afford very
efficient aid to local bodies in the
construction of many desirable
works which, without such assist-
ance, are beyond their means, and
it would doubtless be largely
availed of by them.

Whakahara School Committee — No
answer.

Rodney—T7Y es; the Bill generally approved.
But the colony should be divided into a
number of large distriets and a fair pro-
portion of the whole sum voted by Par-
liament placed to the credit of each such
division. The district north of Aucks
land to form one such division.



Albertland South——I think they are
quite suitable to this district.

Arai—Would suit this part of the
colony, if the fixing as to what
should be main roads could be satis-
factorily arranged. But we do not
see how this could be done. Every
section of road proposed to be con-
stituted & main road would cause a
parliamentary struggle.

Upper Mahurangi—This Bill would
not suit us. I consider it a most
unworkable measure. I do not see
the force of rating Government
lands. It would be robbing Peter
to pay Paul.

Mangawai—The Roads Construction
and Crown and Native Lands Bill
would suit this distriet; that is to
say, the upset price of Government
land should be taken as the value
of the fee-simple.

Omaha — The provisions would be
suitable.

Matakana West—Yes.

Puhoi — The provisions would suit,
under the condition that the ex-
penses for the construction and
maintenance of main roads be en-
tirely borne by the colony.

Tauhoa—Only affects us here, and
would work satisfactorily.

‘Wharehine—Yes ; the Native Lands
Rating Bill will suit this district.

‘Wainui—Not suitable for this dis-
trict. In view of the proposed in-
crease of taxation under Govern-
ment valuation, it would not be
desirable, if practicable, to borrow
money on our homesteads and
lands. As these districts are but
thinly populated, the burden would
fall upon the few, while the majority
of landowners would pay little or
nothing.

Waitemata—No answer.

Kaukapakapa—TYes ; these Bills would
suit this district very well.

Lake—Provisions of proposed Acts
very suitable.

North Shore—Yes.

Waitakerei West—No answer,

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—I am
of opinion it would suit our dis-
trict.

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—I am
of opinion it would suit our dis-
trict.

‘Whangaparoa—Very well.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—See answer to No. 16,

Mount Roskill—Do not feel inclined
to borrow in this district. No
Native lands, and very little Crown
lands.

Mount Wellington—Think the roads
construction provisions, as sketched
in the circular received with this,
might be exceedingly beneficial to
this district by enabling new roads
to be made.

Newton—The Bill as framed would
work well in our district.

Panmure — The  present  powers
answer the district. I have no
suggestions to make.

Ponsonby— The provisions of these
Bills are good.

‘Waikomiti—The Board considers the
Roads Construction and Crown and
Native Lands Bills good.

Manukau—No answer.

Mercer.—Yes ; eubject to the fore-
going.

Hunua—Would suit our district.

Karaka—A limit should be named as
to amouuts borrowed. No Board
ought to have power of borrowing
over the amount of three years’
rates, except for reconstruction,
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caused by sudden destruction by
floods. Although there is Native
and Government land in this dis-
trict, yet on the whole the country
is better without the Rating Bill.

Maraetai—All Native lands should
be rated, especially those where
they derive a direct benefit, and
their property advances in value.

Opaheke—Believe my district could
take advantage of the Bills, but a
great repugnance to borrowing
money for making roads by the
district 5 but a free grant-in-aid by
the Board paying a quota is good.
A yearly rate to pay interest and
prineipal is not viewed with favour.

Otahuhu—They are not applicable to
this district. It is the bounden
duty of the Government to make
and maintain all roads. The Roads
Construction Bill is too cumber-
some, 4.e., in multiplying officers.
The money should return to the
taxpayer through as few filters or
processes as possible.

Papakura—No answer,

Pollock—Yes.

Pukekohe Enst—Generally approved.

Pukekohe West—The Roads Con-
struction Bill would suit us. There
is no Crown or Native land in this
distriet.

Waipipi—I am in favour of both these
Bills, as they appear suitable to this
district.

Wairoa—No answer.

Thames—No answer.

Parawai—TI think it might.

Waitoa—The word ‘“construction ™
should be made to include the im-
provements necessary for the com-
pletion of those portions of main
roads which have been formed but
not thoroughly completed; other-
wise the Bill will be of little use in
this district, nearly the whole of our
main road having been formed more
or less, but very little of it made
really good, as the Board has never
had money enough to finish it.
Crown and Native lands should be
valued in the same manner as land
in the occupation of settlers.

Piako—Roads Construction Bill should
also apply to improvements on existing
roads. Crown Lands Rating Bill satis-
factory.

Waikato—Crown and Native lands should
be valued in the same manner as private
property.

Kirikiriroa—We think the provisions
generally suitable, but are of opinion
that Crown, and especially Native,
lands should be put down at their
market value, the same as private
property.

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—No answer.

Kihikihi—Yes.

Rangiaohia—I would recommend that
all Crown and Native lands in
towns and road districts be rated
the same as that belonging to
Europeans and private property.

Tuhikaramea—Immaterial to this dis-
trict.

Raglan—Both Acts would suit well in this
county as they are.

Pirongia—They also are strongly in
favour of the provisions of the
Crown and Native Lands Rating
Bill and the Roads Construction
Bill. In this latter there seems to
be an omission as to the funds for
maintenance after construction of
main roads. The same principle
as enunciated in subsection 3 of the
circular,

Raglax Town—DNo answer,
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W hakatana—Yes.

Cook—Remarkably well ; but think the
sum proposed to be set apart is inade-
quate.

Ormond—The proposed Bills would
suit this district.

Patutahi—Will suit our district very
well. I would suggest that districts
that have no main roads connecting
them with other centres should have
a prior right in obtaining grants-in-
aid and loans from the Board over
those districts that have railways
and some portion of their main
roads counstructed by Government.

Te Arai—No answer.

Poverty Bay—Yes.

Tauranga—No answer.

Katikati — We consider this
would suit our district.

Te Puna—Would suit.

Wairoa—The provisions of the Roads
Construetion Bill approved. Re the
Crown and Native Lands Rating Bill,
resolved, “That all lands — Crown,
Native, and European owned—be under
one uniform rating law, and that such
rates be recovered in the usual manner,
the land to bear the burden, or else to
be handed over to the Public Trustee,
ke to pay the rates.”

Hoawke s Bay—All lands, whether Govern-
nent, or Native, or held by Europeans,
should be rated on the same basis. No
political considerations should be allowed
to interfere with questions of local
finance. -

Heretaunga—One valuation should
be made every third year, to be
adopted for all purposes of taxa.
tion.

Kereru and Aorangi—No answer.

Maraekakaho—Provisions of Crown
and Native Lands Rating Bill very
suitable for this district.

Okawa—All lands, whether Govern-
ment, Native, or European, shonld
be rated on the same basis,

Papakura—No answer.

Petane—No answer.

Te Mata—No answer.

Waipawa—All lands, Native or Crown,
should be fairly rated according to
value.

Norsewood—All land should be fairly
rated, according to value,

Oero—No answer.

Ormondviile — All lands, Native or
Crown, should be fairly rated ac-
cording to value.

Ruataniwha North—All lands, Native
or Crown, should be fuirly rated
according to value.

Tamumu—All lands, whether Govern-
ment, Native, or European, should
be rated upon the same basis; and
that Native lands in the occupation
of Europeans, but which have not
been through the Court, should at
once be brought under the cpera-
tions of the Rating Act, and not
allowed to escape the payment of
rates as at present,

‘Woodville—Yes, if Crown lands and
Native lands be fairly valued, and
on same proportion as other lands
in their neighbourhood.

Taranaki—We entirely agree with the
proposed measures.

Manganui—Yes,

Mangarei—Yes.

Carrington—7Yes.

‘Waitara West—No answer.

Egmont—Suitable, as we have greatly
felt the loss of rates not being paid
on Native and Governument reserves.

Moa—The Bill would suit, The rate-
able value not to be less than £1
per acre.

Okato—No angwer,

Bill
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Clifton—1If Native lands in this dis-
triet were occupied by Europeans
(say about 14,000 acres), their rate-
able value would be at least £5 per
acre; and we see no reason why
they should not be rated at that.

‘Waitara East—Not suitable ; too much
borrowing powers are now given to
local bodies. Waste lands of the
Crown: After paying the purchase-
money and survey expenses, &c.,
the remainder should be applied in
opening up roads to the land sold,
in order to get a settled population
on as early as possible, otherwise
the land will be valueless, and not
readily occupied.

Inglewood—They will suit this dis-
trict exaotly.

Patea — The Council indorse clause 3,
page 2, of circular, with the addition of
the words “and maintenance.” In the
Patea County the main roads are cut up
by Government for public works, and
by the trade of the adjoining borough
and county, who in no way assist in
maintenance ; but, on the contrary, the
borough receives all auctioneers’ and
publicans’ licenses, which were formerly
paid to the county. The funds of the
local bodies could also be relieved by
Grovernment either allowing them access
to Grovernment gravel-pits, or supplying
gravel to.them, at a cost that will cover
cost of labour, &c. That, previous to
Government land being sold, a sum of
money, to be deducted from proceeds of
sale, should be handed over to the local
body for the purpose of making roads
into the said land, and after the sale a
further portion of the proceeds should be
handed over for the same purpose, pro-
vided there is any left after deducting
cost of road first made, price of land,
cost of survey, &o.

Hawera—No answer.,

Hawera—Yes ; the provisions of these
Bills would suit the district.

Waimate — That the Government
should form, bridge, and metal all
roads required to open up Crown
lands for sale.

Ngaire—That the Government form,
bridge, and gravel all roads required
to open up lands to he sold or leased
by the Crown,

Wanganui—It meets with the decided
approval of the Council, more
especially the Native Lands Rating
Bill.

Waitotara—The Board approves of
the Bill generally.

Rangitikei—Very suitable for this district
as proposed.

Rangitikei — Very suitable for this
district as proposed.

Lethbridge—Consider that the Bills
mentioned would meet all require-
ments of this township.

Manawatu—Yes ; but, in making roads
through Crown lands, distriet roads
should be made, as well as main roads,
out of the price of the land. In last
year’s Bill this principle was affirmed,
but the paragraph relating to this subject
in the Treasurer’s circular would seem to
propose that main roads only should be
made out of proceeds of sale, We also
think that tramways should be allowed
to be constructed under the same pro-
vision as roads, where desired by the
ratepayers instead of roads. That dis-
trict roads are hardly treated as com-
pared with main roads: three-fourths
of cost of main roads ave borne by the
colony, while district roads have to be
altogether provided for locally. A small
grant-in-aid, say one-third, would render
the disproportion of assistance less glar-
ing.
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Manawatu—In the main suitable;
but consider too wide a distinction
between main and district roads.
Would suggest that at least one-
third be granted to district roads
as subsidy, as settlers on district
roads are too heavily handicapped.
‘We would further urge that in new
blocks all roads—both main and
district—Dbe either made or guaran-
teed out of the Land Fund, and
that all road-lines be at least cleared
prior to the sale of the land; and
that roads through bush country
have a prior claim on the fund, as
there can be no development of
such a country without roads.

Otaki— The provisions of the Aects
named would suit this district.

Halcombe—Well suited to this dis-
triet.

Hutt—Yes ; will suit.

Kilbirnie—We have not the Bills, and
therefore cannot say.

Kaiwara—Yes.

Wairarapa West—Would suit our dis-
drict fairly well, and the passing of some
such measure during the present session
is & matter of extreme urgency. -

Featherston—No answer.

Carterton—No answer,

Waimea—The provisions of the Roads
Construction  Bill, if amended by
granting larger assistance to Highway
Boards for the construction of district
roads, would be very beneficial. The
operation of the Crown Lands Rating
Bill, as originally proposed, seems well
adapted to the aiding of outlying dis-
tricts where population is scanty and
roads are greatly needed, instead of
further entriching districts already rich
and populous, and leaving poor districts
to their poverty—the result of the sub-
pidy system.

Motueka — The provisions of the
Roads Construction and Native
Lands Rating Bills would prove of
great benefit to this and adjacent
districts for—(1.) A great deal of
the land is of very inferior quality,
making the amount of rates raised
very small to maintain long lines
of road. (2.) Crown lands are un-
available for settlement through
want of roads. (3.) The Natives
are yearly becoming repossessed of
lands once leased to Kuropeans,
thereby reducing the amount of
rates levied for road purposes.

Upper Motueka—Roads Construction
Bill seems fair, The Crown Lands
Rating Bill, as originally proposed,
would, if carried into effect, mate-
rially promote the prosperity of
this district.

Waimes—Yes.

Richmond—We cordially agree with
propositions in 3 and 4 of circular,
but the quantity of land is so
limited in this district that the rates
that could be levied on them would
be much less in amount than sub-
sidies now received from the
Government.

Pangatotara—First, does not suit our

district ; second,  any rating of
Crown land in this distriet would
benefit it.

Rikawa—Yes.

Lower Moutere—So far as doing away
with yearly valuation, which in this
district is unnecessary.

Collingwood—Suitable for the require-
ments of this district.

Collingwood—=Suitable for this dis-
trict.

Buller—Yes; provided the rate is in-
creased.
Inangahua—The provisions of the Roads

Construction and Crown and Native
Lands Rating Bills would suit this
county, but it should extend to unin-
corporated towns as well as to boroughs.
Grey—That neither of these Bills will suit
this district, That all boroughs situated
within the boundaries of a county
should be made to pay a moiety of the
the rates collected in the town towards
the maintenance of county roads.
Marlborough—DNo answer.
Awatere—Yes ; they would be bene-
ficial.
Omaka—Quite satisfied with the pre-
sent Road Board system.
Pelorus — The Crown and Native
Lands Rating Bill would suit our
district very well ; but not favour-

able to the Roads Construction
Bill. .
Picton—7Yes.

Spring Creek—The Native ILands
Rating Bill is objectionable on prin-
ciple.  With regard to Roads Con-
struction Bill, the only legitimate
fund from which subsidies can be
given to local bodies is the land
revenue.

‘Wairau—The Native Lands Rating
Bill is objectionable in prineiple.
‘With regard o the Roads Constrie-
tion Bill, the only legitimate fund
from which subsidies can be given
to local bodies is the land revenue.

Lower Wairau—Not interested.

Pukaka River Board—Yes.

Kaikoura—No answer.

Kaikoura River Board — Bill not
suited to our distriet.

Ashley—No answer.

Kyreton—No answer.

Mandevile—No reply

Oxford—No answer.

‘Waipara—The main roads in our dis-
trict being made, it would not be
much affected by the Bills.

West Eyreton—DNo reply.

Selwyn—We suggest that power be given

to the local bodies to make alterations in
the rolls, when they have been com-
pleted, where a change has occurred in
owner or occupier. At present property
may change owner immediately after the
roll is signed, but there is no power to
insert the new claimant until the lists
are again revised, thereby preventing
the real owner from voting on guestions
involving his interests.
Courtenay—No answer.
Heathcote—See reply to No. 16.
Lincoln—Not suitable.
Riccarton—Roads Construction Bill
not applicable to suburban districta
like this, Rating Bill suitable,
with less exemptions on Govern-
ment property.
Templeton—No.
South Waimakariri—Do not affect
this Board.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—Yes; as the Board is
not likely to take advantage of its
clauses without the consent of the
ratepayers. The Crown and Na-
tive Lands Bill would suit, provided
local bodies had power to rate the
European tenants of Natives.

Pigeon Bay—No answer.

Port Vietoria—No answer.

Ashburton—"Unable to give an opinion.

Wakanui—Would not suit this dis-
trict.

Mount Somers—DNot suitable.

Qeraldine—No answer.

Greraldine—No answer,

Mount Cook — Road construction :
Legislation is urgently needed on
this head. In this district many
miles of main roads and other roads
through Orown lands were con-



structed when the local bodies were
in receipt of the Land Fund per-
centage. Theseroads were made to
give access to Crown lands, in the
faith that the cost of their construe-
tion would one day be repaid by the
sale of the Crown lands which they
benefited, and consequent receipt
of revenue by the local body. Now
that this form of aid to local bodies
has been abolished, the roads and
bridges in question have been con-
structed at the sole cost of those
persons who purchased freehold in
parts of the district not benefited
by these roads. Crown lands have
been enhanced in value and made
accessible by means of these works,
and it is only fair that three-
quarters of the cost of them should
be repaid to the district as if the
roads were to be made under the
provisions of the Roads Construction
Act, and that the Crown lands
should be rated as if they belonged
to private individuals.

Mount Peel —The Board having only
justreceived these papers do notfeel
in a position to answer this question.

Temuka—The Board do not agree
with the prineiple of the Roads Con-
struetion Bill ; its provisions would
not be suitable to the district.

Westland—The Bills mentioned meet with
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the approval of this Council. For the
reasons set forth in answer to Question
186, the Council consider the Government
proposals would suit the whole of this
coast.

Waitaki—Disapprove of the Roads Con-
struction and Crown and Native Lands
Rating Bill as sketched in the circular,
and suggest that they be withdrawn.

Kakanui — These measures are not
suitable for this district, and wounld
suggest that they be withdrawn,

‘Waiareka — These Bills would not
suit the district, and would suggest
that they be withdrawn.

Waitaki—No answer,

Weaikonaiti—No answer.

Palmerston South—Yes.

Waikouaiti-—Does not -suit our dis-
trict.

Maniototo—This Council is of opinion that

the provisions of the Roads Construc-
tion and Crown and Native Lands Rat-
ing Bills would not suit this district,
and it cannot suggest any alterations
that would make them do =o.

Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—No angwer.

Taieri—Unanswered.

Waipori—No answer.

Bruce—Bills would not suit our district ;

property-tax should be under the coun-
ties, and its proceeds given to the sup-
port of local bodies.

.A..“_].Oa

Crichton—Would suit our distriet.

Glenledi—The provisions of the Roads
Construetion and Crown and Native
Lauds Bill do not suit our district.

Matau—No.

Mount Stuart—The provisions of the
Roads Construction and Crown and
Native Lands Bills do not suit our
district.

Tokomairiro—We approve of the
Roads Construction and Crown and
Native Lands Rating Bill generally.

Clutha—The Council ‘approves of these
Bills generally, if the Board would
divide the money fairly.

Pomahaka—The provisions of the
Roads Construction Bill do not
suit our district; and it would be
advisable to have the property-
tax under the control of the. coun-
ties, the proceeds accruing there-
from to be devoted to the support
of local bodies.

Molyneux South—This Board does
not approve of the Roads Construc-
tion Bill, unless district roads are
placed in as favourable circums
stances as main roads.

Tuapeka—Not directly interested.

Clydevale—Only for special works.

Southland— Would suit for specific works.

Knapdale—Yes.

Toitois—No answer.

Tuturau—No answer.

16. Have you any suggestions to make generally on the matters dealt with in the
circular in which this is enclosed ?

Mangonui— We consider that either coun-
ties or Road Boards should be abolished ;
but, if both are continued, their respec-
tive dulies should be clearly defined.
The financial year of all local bodies
should end the 81st March, and elections
take place in April. The above answers
were agreed to unanimously, except No.
1, at a meeting of the Council, 26th
May, 1882.

Kaeco—We believe either Council or
Road Boards should be abolished.
Failing this, there should be some
clear line drawn as regards their
powers, The financial year of all
Road Boards should end on the
81st March, and each Road Board
election should take place carly in
April.

Oruru — We would suggest that
County Councils should beabolished
and the Road Boards have more
powers granted them ; but, if both
the Road Boards and County Coun-
cils be continued, that their duties
and powers be more defined. That
Road Boards should wind up all
their accounts on the 31st March,
and new Boards be elected as soon as
convenient in April.

Totara — We consider that either
Councils or Road Boards should be
abolished, but if both are eontinued
their respective duties and powers
should be clearly defined. These
answers were approved at a meet-
ing of the Board, May 20th, 1882.

Hokianga—1 will take this opportunity of
explaining the peculiar situation of this
county. The bulk of the land is either
Crown or Native, and endowments, and
not rateable; there is a very small pro-
portion of rateable land in this county.
So that unless assistance is given, either
as proposed by the Roads Construction
and Crownand Native Lands Rating Bills,
grants-in-aid, or endowments, the county
system here will soon be at z deadlock.
The county has had very little help
heretofore, with the exception of £6,500

out of £65,000 for roads and bridges
north of Auckland, which sum has been
expended on main roads, to open up
the county. This is the position of
affairs at the present time: Money all
expended, roads not completed, power-
less to do anything” with the present
revenue from rates and licenses.
Whangaret—No answer.

Maunu—In such country as Wha-
ngarei, broken, divided by forests,
bad roads and other impediments,
numerous annual elections are in-
convenient and wundesirable, and
however fair in theory are not so in
practice. The result is that voting
is almost confined to the residents
in the immediate neighbourhood of
polling-places. The elections for
Licensing Commissioners are awful
farces. RElections should only be
held for members of House of Re-
presentatives, for Trustees of high-
way district, and for School Com-
mittees. If a proportion only of
the Trustees and Committees be
elected in each year, the day of
election should not be in the winter,
and they should be held on the
same day. The County Councils
should have the control of hotel
licenses, either by adjudicating
themselves, or by appointing the
Commissioners. Countiesshouldnot
be larger than will permit of Coun-
cillorsattending without veryaerious
loss of time. A central place of meet-
ing and their boundaries should be
determined not so much by size as
by identity of interest.

Paru—No answer.

Waikiekie—Giving the Road Board
districts power to refuse dunl
government would be desirable.
A Consolidated Road Board Act,
bringing the whole law relating to
Road Boards into one statute, is
very much needed. Your remarks
on the present system of rating is
quite correct, and the alteration

proposed would greatly benefit the
Road Boards and tend greatly to
lessen the number of appeals, by
the whole country being assessed
on a uniform basis. Touching the
recovery of rales, as proposed in
your circular: if such a measure
can be carried, it will be almost an
inestimable benefit to such districts
as the one I now write from. The
manner in which, by your circular,
it is proposed to give financial aid
to County Councils and Road
Boards appears to be satisfactory.

Waipu Middle—It is generally ad-
mitted in this and the surrounding
distriets that it would be more ad«
vantageous to the public welfare
that the County Councils should be
abolished.

Waipu South—1It is generally doubted
in the North that a Board of Works
sitting in Wellington could under«
stand our circumstances or be im-
partial enough to do us justice. We
think that such a Board for every
provinoial district would be pre-
ferable. The wisdom of giving
borrowing powers to country local
governments is doubtful, and es-
pecially unsuitable in poor scattered
new districts.

Hobson—No answer.

Okahu—The general opinion in this
distriet is that County Councils
bave had too much power, and
that the money they have had has
been squandered in a most shameful
manner; in fact, what has nob
been spent in log-rolling has been
taken up in expenses, and we are,
and it is the general feeling of
thera tepayers ,quite satisfied that,
had the Road Boards had one-half
the money the County Councils have
had, the roads in this district would
not have been in the shameful state
they are at present. In our County
Council one of the members has to
travel over fifty miles to get to the
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place of meeting of the County
Council ; the expenses of his at-
tending the several meetings costs
the county more money than the
district he represents pays rates,
and another member within a few
shillings of the rates collected within
his riding. TIn fact, the rates col-
lected in Hobson County just
about pays.the expenses to spend
the Government grant-in-aid. If
we are to have County Councils, T
would suggest that five or seven
Road Board districts form or make
8 Council, and the Chairmen of
Road Boardsbe the Councillors. It
is the general opinion here that
County Councils and Road Boards
cannot work together, and that in
districts like ours County Councils
cannot do the work as well or as
cheap as Road Boards. That where
Chairmen of Road Boards act as
secretary, inspector of works, &e.,
the ratepayers should be allowed to
remunerate him out of the rates.

Paparoa—One form of local govern-
ment would be preferred, say a
county with a minimum acreage of
100,000, or Road Board, with power
to amalgamate, with county powers.
Under the present county system
outlying districts pay one rate,
whereas the highway distriets must
either pay two rates or have nothing
for expenditure on the district
roads.  Approve of proposed tri-
ennial valuation.

Wairau—No.

Wairau (by ex-Chairman) — When
the measures referred to in the cir-
cular were before the House last
session I took the liberty of ad-
dressing the sitting member for
Marsden, Captain Colbeck, and
through him the Hon. the Premier,
upon the absolute necessity which
it is manifest exists when legislat-
ing upon these subjects, to give the
fullest consideration to the extreme
difference subsisting between the
mature and wealthy local bodies of
the South and those of the strug-
gling, sparsely-settled districts of
Auckland North., Thus in prepar-
ing a Consolidated Road Board
Act, which is a most desirable mea-
sure, it will require the most careful
consideration of the several Provin-
cial Acts which may have been.
found suitable for these parts as
well as those of the Assembly, and
great care not to import into the
Act provisions which, though suit-
able for other localities, may not be
adapted to these. Above all things
it should not be brought forward
until draft copies have been for-
warded to and well considered by
the major part of the local bodies.
The hasty legislation upon these and
kindred subjects, such as fencing,
impounding, &c., has been produc-
tive of incalculable mischief. So
far as can be done, the introduction
of optional clauses will often be
found very desirable. This impor-
tant provision is I see intimated in
the 9th clause of the circular, as
offering to the districts the option
of choosing whether the Couneil or
Road Board shall be the local go-
verning body. This will, I feel sure,
be regarded as a great boon by the
ratepayers of these districts, whose
predilections have always been
strongly in favour of Road Boards,
which have been found amply suffi-
cient for all requirements, and
for many years previously to the
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Counties Act have been doing good
and efficient work. One great im-
pediment which exists here to the
working of the Counties Act is the
extended area which the counties
are made to embrace, compelling
the members to take long and toil-
some journeys to the place of meet-
ing and to long absences from their
homes ; thus entailing also heavy
charges on the funds to meet their
expenses. Especially is this the
cage with Hobson, the boundaries
of which were laid out by Sir R.
Douglas without knowing at all
what he was doing, and without
consultation with any of the local
bodies, who would willingly have
assisted him ; the result being that
the timber-producing district of
the Wairoa, without either roads
or Road Boards, and which until
the county rate was levied had
never been taxed for public works,
has been annezed to the four
Highway Districts of Matakohe,
Paparoa, Wairau, and Pukekaroro
(or Kaiwaka), which have been set-
tled for nearly twenty years, and
during that period have regularly
been rated; consequently in the
Wairoa everything has to be done,
entailing heavy contracts and large
outlay, necessitating also the em-
ployment of a resident Engineer at
a salary of £250 per annum, whose
services in these districts are never
required. It is moreover insisted
upon that the Council meetings
shall always be held at Tokatoka,
in the Wairoa District, from hence
forty miles, and from Kaiwaka fifty,
so that it is with much difficulty
any resident can be obtained to ac-
cept the office of Councillor, and
their expenses amount to £5 each
time. At the very first meeting,
when I represented this district, and
two other Chairmen of Boards also,
it was at once evident that such
an incongruous arrangement never
could work satisfactorily, and efforts
were forthwith made to effect a
separation, the necessary documents
being prepared as well as they
could . be, and committed to the
chargeof thethensitting member for
Rodney, Me. John Sheehan ; but,
as nothing was ever heard of the
matter afterwards, I presume they
were committed to that honorable
gentleman’s capacious receptacle
for good intentions. Since then
the requirements of the Counties
Act to obtain this object are such
as ‘to bave deterred any further
action being taken in this direction.
In framing the Counties Act, I ap-
prehend that one principal object
in view was to relieve the Govern-
ment as far as possible from the
necessity of having to deal directly
with such a very large number of
local bodies as the Road Boards
now constitute, and there can be no
doubt that this is a most cogent
reason for some sort of amalgama-
tion or union of them to be effected.
The Counties Act, however, seems
in many instances to have gone too
far beyond what the state of the
country and population justify. It
would appear that if facilities had
been provided for the union of con-
tiguous highway distriets (somewhat
similar to unions of parishes under
the New Poor Law Act of England),
with power to embrace outlying
districts, and the ready formation
of highway districts where non-

existent, it would have been amply
sufficient for all present needs, and .
have largely relieved the Govern-
ment in the direction above alluded -
to. It might further also have
been provided that the Chairmen
.of these Boards should constitute
the Council, which would thus have
been composed of individuals best
qualified to understand the require-
ments of the locality and the means
of supplying them. If, in the pre-
paration of the measures about to
be introduced by the Government,
somewhat similar provisions to
those indicated can be brought in,
I think they will be found to prove
very acceptable to the settlers north
of Auckland, even though some of
the honorable members of the
House may not appreciate them.

‘Whakahara School Committee—There
are in the opinion of the writer
many defects in the working of
County Councils and Road Boards
side by side, and it is seen in this
county, and in others of which we
may read, the same difficulties seem
to occur. Each system has its
good points, which are worth pre-
serving. The writer thinks that a
system combining the two,and mak-
ing one gystem out of them, would
be preferable to either by itself, or
to the two on the same ground.
Sometimes in opposition, or it may
be perhaps sometimes in harmony,
this might be accomplished in this
way—(1). Every county to be di-
vided into ridings containing as
nearly as could be an equal popula-
tion ; every riding to be a road dis-
trict, and where no Road Board
exists, or inhabitants neglect or re-
fuse a Commission to be appointed,
elections to take place as now, or
like Councillors are elected. (2.)
Every district Road Board to elect
every year, as soon as they them-
selves are elected, & County Coun-
cillor.  (3.) The Council to elect
a Chairman as at present, or as
Mayors are elected. (4.) The
County Council to be empowered
to colleot a rate of 2s. in the pound,
to be collected in one sum; 1s. of
this to be voted by Council for
county purposes, ls. to be at the
digposal of Road Board. (5.) The
Council to arrange what county
works should be done, and as far as
can be these works to be under the
superintendence of the Road Boards
of the district in which the work is
done. This system would save
travelling—one or two meetings a
year would be sufficient, inspection,
two collectors of rates, quarrelling
between Road Boards and Councils,
and would give local inspection of
work, and would be more popular,
as the Council would be a large
Road Board.

Rodney—If the whole colony is placed on
the same footing in applying for grants
for construction of main roads the
wealthier counties will at first have a
great and unfair advantage over the
poorer counties. To remedy this the
colony might be divided into a number
of large districts, and a fair proportion
of the whole sum voted by Parliament
placed to the credit of each such division,
‘We do not profess to speak for other
portions of the colony, but suggest that
the district north of Awuckland should
form one such division. The counties
in this division would compete fairly
with each other in their rating powers,
and their ability to obtain the benefit



of the sum voted by Parliament. Along
with the financial proposals of the Go-
vernment we would strongly urge the
prayer of the northern counties petition.
now before Parliament, with regard to
endowing these counties with a landed
estate for the reasons set forth in that
petition. 'We are of opinion that no
amount of alteration in our institutions
will be of any avail unless adequate
funds are provided to carry them out.
We would further suggest that Parlia-
ment at once fix what are to be main
roads for the whole colony, so that a
struggle need not be constantly taking
place as to whether any particular line
should be considered main road or dis-
trict road.

Albertland Soutb—S8hould road dis-
tricts be continued, or an amended
Road District Act be contemplated,
care should be taken to divide the
district into wards, as many wards
as members. This clause should be
mandatory, not left to vote of rate-
payers. Reason for above is, that
it frequently happens that one por-
tion of a district can and does
elect the whole Board, to the mani-
fest injustice of the weaker (in
voting power) portion of district,
and who thereby suffer in not
having a fair proportion of the
rates expended on their portion of
the district. It is to be regretted
that the road districts are so small
(in this part) and not eontinuous.
The expenses in printing, &e., are
greatly out of proportion to the
benefit they confer; some means
should be taken to reduce these ex-
penses. The Assessment Court is
exceedingly unpopular and expen-
sive, and ought to be done away
with ; not a Road Board or Coun-
cil in the northern part of Auck-
land that would vote for the reten-
tion of it ; the old system of appeal
to the Board was fully as satisfac-
tory, and no expense beyond loss of
time to parties concerned. Surely
the members of the Board were,
and are quite as competent to judge
as to the justice or injustice of the
rate laid on a person’s land as an
individual from another district
with no qualification beyond the
Grovernment appointment, over any
member of the Road Board. Annual
valuations are unnecessary and ex-
pensive ; the roll furnished by the
Property-Tax Commissioner would
be an improvement.

Arai—No answer.

Upper Mahurangi — A Consolidat-
ing Road Board Act would be
the proper thing. It would sim-
plify matters: at the present
time Highway Trustees require
to be lawyers. Assessment Courts
ought to be abolished — too ex-
pensive ; in fact, they are a per-
fect farce, I have known our

37

Question 16—continued.

railways in this county, I consider
the Government ought to make
special grants to Road Boards in
proportion to public works carried
on in other parts of the colony.
We have to pay our share of the
interest on loans, and we ought to
share in the expenditure.

Mangawai—That the Road Board re-
ceive all fees paid for dogs in the
district, under The Dog Registra-
tion Act; all fees and licenses paid
under “The Licensing Act, 1881;”
and all licenses paid under the
Protection of Animals Act, in the
road district. All fees and licenses
paid in outlying districts should be
paid to County Councils. If a
Road Board or County Council per-
mits a road to get into a bad, dan-
gerous, or impassable state of repair,
they should be liable to be sum-
moned by any ratepayer before a
Resident Magistrate’s Court; if
sufficient evidence is forthcoming to
secure a conviction, the Resident
Magistrate should have power to
strike a rate not exceeding £1 per
£100 of the value of the fee simple;
appoint and employ clerk, collector,
engineers, and inspectors, and let
the work by contract, and thus
cause the road to be repaired, bal-
ance (if any) of the rate to be
handed to the Board or County in
whose district it was collected. No
gates should be permitted to be
erected across any public road, as
per section 67, Highways Act of
1874 (Auckland) ; they are a great
nuisance to travellers. If the value
of the fee simple of the property
of ratepayers in any road district
or riding is less than forty thousand
pounds, no ratepayer should be
allowed to exercise more than three
votes at any election of members
of the Board, riding, or Licensing
Committee. Any ratepayer should
have power to summon owners of
pigs doing injury on roads before

-any two Justices of the Peace.

Omaha—That the ridings in counties
be s0 altered as to return one mem-
ber each.

Matakana West—That Road Boards
with extended powers are more
efficient in sparsely-settled districts
than County Councils. I beg also
to furnish you with some particu-
lars of the position of the Matakana
‘West Road Board, as illustrating
the position of the majority of Road
Boards in the north of Auckland,
and the inability of County Coun-
cils with small revenue, in large and
sparsely-settled districts, to assist
Road Boards—thus unnecessarily
taxing for the administration of the
dual governments of the County
Councils and Road Boards. The
total revenue of this Board, to date,
was £70, including £36, amount of

A.~10.

date this Board has not received
any grant from the County Coun-
cil

Pulioi—This Board humbly suggests

that the existence of two local
bodies is expensive and unmeces-
sary ; but which of these two forms
of governnient is preferable this
Board must leave to the decision of
the higher intelligence of the most
Honorable the Houses of Parlia-
ment, only remarking that in case
County Councils skould be aban-
doned, an amalgamation of Road
Boards seems to be the most bene-
ficial. In conclusion, this Board
also suggests that if the number of
advertisements required cannot be
decreased, the charges for the same
might be lowered, as the expenses
for these form a considerable item
in the accounts of the local bodies.

Tauhoa—No answer.
‘Wharehine—It is the opinion of this

Board that County Councils ought
to be done away with, as not being
adapted for the North of Auckland ;
they are too expensive ; the mileage
fees paid to Councillors would be
far better spent on district roads.
The clauses for compulsory adver-
tising in the district papers making
everything legal ought to be abol-
isbed, and simplify this thing by
having it posted in a public place
in the district, same as is done at
Home by Highway Boards. We
consider this one of the greatest
drawbacks to Highway Boards—
the excessive amount of advertising
to make everything legal.

‘Wainui—No answer.
Waitemata—No answer.
Kaukapakapa—In regard to main

lines of roads, the Government
should take over their construction
and maintenance entirely. County
Councils might then be done away
with altogether ; all other local
matters could be carried out effi-
ciently by Road Boards under an
amended Act. In the accompany-
ing circular the Government pro-
pose to make a free grant of three-
fourths of the cost of construction
of main roads. Better to do the
whole ; and for after maintenance
some combined scheme of rating
lands abutting on main roads and
setting apart blocks of land in the -
districts throngh which such roads
run, might be adopted. Road
Boards should be endowed in the
same way that harbour or other '
Boards are.

Lake—If County Councils are to be

continued as at present, they should
have the control of the main roads
and have sufficient funds at their
disposal for this purpose. Failing
this arrrangement, Road Board
government is, in the opinion of
this Board, quite sufficient.

Judge and his clerk ride thirty
miles to hold a Court; all they
did was to reduce one man’s rate a
shilling ;  this would cost the
country about £8 or £9. (Shame-
ful.) The Counties Aect ought to
be repealed—it is a most expensive
Act, and quite uncalled for in the
North of Auckland. I know there
are some who will call it a good
measure, but if you were to take
the remuneration from the Chair-
man and travelling expenses from
Councillors, and compel them to
work for nothing, the same as Road
Board meh do, the County Coun-
cils would soon die out in this part
of New Zealand. As we have no
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vates collected; the expenditure
legally required was— Valuation,
£2 10s.; advertising, £3 10s. A
bridge on the Great North Main
Road—Ileading through this district
—which was constructed by the
Provincial Government: before the
existence of Road Boards, became
unsafe ; the Board asked the assist-
ance of the County Council, and
have received none, thus compelling
the Board to incur the whole cost
of construction, amounting to about
£100. Notwithstanding that, the
Council derive revenue from this
district, consisting of one publican’s
license, £25; and registration of
dogs fees, £12. Up to the present

North Shore—No answer.

Waitakerei West—No answer.

Waitakerei West (J. Cottle)—I be-
lieve no other system would suit
our district so well as the old one
of the acreage. But if the ob-
noxious one of valuation be per-
sisted in I should be in favour of
receiving the valuation roll, as it
would be an annual saving to the
district. ;

Waitakerei West (H. Hunter)—None.

Whangaparoa—We believe s great
deal of the advertising at present;
compulsory with Road Boardsmight
be dispensed with ; for instance, why
could not the Government proclaim
a day for the annual meeting for all
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Boards throughout the colony ? As
Chairman of Board I may state that
I come from a large agricultural
district in the centre of England
where the rates collected are £4,000
and there i3 no such thing as this
excessive advertising. The rate-
payers must elect their officers,
strike rate, &c., all on 25th March
in each year. Why could not it be
same here ? Ten per cent., and in
some cases 20 per cent., of rates
collected, as is the case at present,
is far too much. These answers
were given at a meeting of the
Board held for the purpose, 5th
June, 1882.

Eden—No answer.

Epsom—The circular herein referred
to was considered by the Epsom
Road Board on the 2nd instant,
when the following resolution was
unanimously carried : “That this
Board considers the Counties Act
as applied to this district a cum-
brous piece of machinery, and
should be repealed with a view to
substituting in lieu thereof extended
powers to the Road Boards, which
is the only really useful form of
local self-government in the coun-
try, more especially in its general
application to the Auckland Pro-
vincial Distriet.”

Mount Roskill—It is to be regretted
that laws are so frequently altered.
The session before last a wuseful
Dog Act was passed, in which a uni-
form tax of 10s. was imposed ; last
session it was amended, giving the
Road Boards the power of fixing the
tax, now one Board fixes the tax at
10s., another at 5s., while owners
of dogs residing in districts where
the tax is 10s. obtain collars from
a distriet in which the tax is 5s.,
and great confusion is the conse-
quence.

Mount Wellington—No answer.

Newton—Where the Counties Act is

suspended extended power to be
given to Road Boards to compel
the adjoining Road Boards to make
and maintain a fair share of boun-
dary roads. The cost of advertising
under the present Rating Act is ex-
cessive.

Panmure—None.

Ponsonby—No.

‘Waikomiti—No answer.
Manukau—No answer,
Mercer.—In small town districts like

ours it would be advisable to lessen
as far as possible the cost of adver-
tising meetings, valuation lists, &e.,
since more publicity would be given
by posting notices at several points
within the district.

Hunua—Yes. (1.) Our districtisin fa-
vour of Road Boards and against
County Councils. (2) That the
financial year should close when
the Trusteeship closes, namely, on
the 30th June instead of the 31st
March. (3)Consolidateall the power
to Road Boards. (4) We endorse
your suggestions with reference to
valuation. It would save the Road
Boards a lot of unnecessary ex-
pense.

Karaka—Each district should be al-

lowed to choose its own form of
government, <.e., either County,
Road Board, or dual government.
A consolidating Road Board Act is
greatly needed ; provisions might
be made for a less amount of ad-
vertising, which abt present costs
nearly as much as all other working
expenses, The proposed power of
gelling or letting land for mon-
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payment of rates, to be vested in a
Public Trustee, is essentially neces-
sary. It ought, however, to be left
to the discretion of the Boards to
decide when sale is to take place;
meanwhile arrears of rates from
absentees (i.e., owners out of the
district) might be registered against
theland at the District Court ; all
expenses caused therefrom to be
charged to the owner.

Maraetai—Rate all Native lands;

and rates should be paid by Natives
where they derive a direct benefit
by roads passing through their
lands ; as, for instance, Maraetai
District, where hundreds of pounds
have hbeen spent improving their
property and they not contributing
towards the same.

Opaheke — A consolidating Road

Boards Act is much wanted, and I
would suggest that, as the financial
year ends on the 31st March with
Road Boards, the annual election
of Trustees should be in the month
of April, instead of the month of
July, as at present. The Trustees
not to be paid or Lave their travel-
ling expenses paid, or have any
interest in contracts. The yearly
valuations are a very heavy drain
on the resources of Boards, and
Assessment Courts every year are
useless and a heavy expense. In
my district there has been no ob-
Jjections for the last two years, but
yet the farce of holding an Assess-
ment Court was gone through, al-
though the Judge got notice there
were no objections, - The only busi-
ness to be done was to sign the
valuation list, and sign cheques on
the Giovernment Treasury, one for
the Judge himself, and another for
his clerk. The list could have been
sent to his residence for 1s. to get
signed by him. Adopting the pro-
perty-tax valuation is a decided im-
provement ; would save a lot of
money to the Boards, and also to
the Glovernment Treasury.

Otahuhu—Many districts throughout

the colony are now in a position to
do without the aid derived from
borrowed money. Cities, boroughs,
and surburban districts, at least,
should not receive grants of money
in aid of making roads out of
borrowed money ; and I hold it to
be bad policy to tax the people and
gather it into a central treasury,
and afterwards re-distribute the
money again in the forms of grants-
in-aid. I believe that, practicaliy,
the appointing of a valuer, as re-
quired by the Rating Act, has not
been any protection to the indi-
vidual ratepayer against improper
valuations. The members of Road
Boards are intelligent enough, and
as a rule willing enough, to make
the valuation of their several dis-
tricts. It should be optional to
appoint a valuer. The several local
bodies are sufficiently well,informed
of any change of ownership, or
value of property as to be able to
make a valuation rate, without
having recourse to the Property-
Tax Commissioner. The present
Assessment Court is a sufficient
protection to the ratepayers against
any attempt to over value, whether
designed or not. As the boun-
daries .of the County of Manukau
are at present defined, the Counties
Act cannot be worked withous
inflicting an injury on the rate-
payers of the morthern portion of
it—that is to say, the southern por-

tion having a large portion of their
roads to make yet, and having a
preponderance of members in the
Council, the natural result would
be that an undue share of the rates
would be appropriated to the south.
There are road districts in the
north-west portion of the county
that would be rated in the pro-
portion of fifteen to one over other
portions, and that have treble the
number of miles of road to make.

Papakura—No answer.

Pollock—No answer

Pukekohe East—We would suggest
that the day of election of local
bodies be appointed and advertised
by GCGovernment; also, that the
financial year terminate in March,
and election be held in April. That
in districts where no other buildings
are available, public schoolhouses be
open for meetings connected with
district matters.

Pukekohe West—No.

Waipipi—No answer.

‘Wairoa—No. The eircular, on the
whole, is highly approved of in this
distriet.

Thames—No answer.

Parawai—No answer.

* Waitoa—No answer.

Piako—No.

Waikato—The Waikato County Council is
of opinion that, with extended powers,
Road Boards might perform all the
duties at present performed by County
Councils,

Kirikiriroa—We would suggest that

. the local governing bodies should
not be subsidized from loans, but
that the Land Fund or Property-
tax, or both, should be permanently
allocated for local purposes, to be
distributed on a basis liberal to new
districts. The finuncial year should
terminate on the 31st March. The
present mode of debiting counties
with an indefinite sum for the
maintenance of hospitals and charit-
able aid is considered very unjust.
It is presumed that by this time
the cost of treating a patient in
the Auckland Hospital, Lunatic
Asylum, &c., has been ascertained,
that being the case, what would be
easier than to debit Waikato County,
say, with the cost of treating per-
sons from Waikato, and give the
county power to recover from per-
sons or their relatives. who are in a
position to pay ?

Waipa—No answer.

Hamilton—No answer.

Kihikihi—Main roads, especially. in
outlying distriets, should be under-
taken by the colony. No Trustees
of Road Boards should be allowed
to burden the district with more
debt than one year’s rates, and only
that on the approval of the rate-
payers expressed ab a meeting called
for that purpose. Colony should
make roads through districts adjoin-
ing Native or Crown lands, when
such roads are intended principally
to give access to such lands. Re-
venue raised by the property-tax
should be available for public works
in the district wherein it was levied:
Approves of bringing and consoli-
dating the Road Boards Act into
one statute. Approves of Public
Trustee paying the local bodies the
road-rates due by absentees.

Rangiaohia — Whether it be the
Crown or Natives that are benefited
by the constroction of public works,
I would suggest that they be rated
accordingly, as such enhances the
value of the property by opening it



up for traffic and facilitating agri-
culture, &c.

Tuhikaramea—The Road Boards can
discharge all the duties of County
Councils at much less expense, pro-
vided full power be given them,
and means provided for enforcing
the payment of rates at a less cost
and more quickly than under pre-
sent Act.

Raglan—None ; except that I am of opi-
nion that, if the powers of the Road
Boards were increased, and an allowance
was to be made to the Chairman and
also to the members for each meeting
they attend—the amounts to be fixed by
law—they would be quite able to per-
form all the work which is now divided
between them and the County Councils.
The Karioi Road Board have adopted
the views in this paper in fofo

Pirongia—Would necessitate the pro-
vision of funds other than ordinary
rates from adjacent lands for the
maintenance of arterial roads, es-
pecially in districts where the
Counties Act is not in force. What
this provision should be we are not
prepared to suggest, but we ave
of opinion nothing adequate is
shadowed forth in the circular. As
to the construction of the Board of
Public Works, it seems the powers
would be practically in the Minister
for Public Works, while the respoun-
sibility would be divided. 'This
does not seem expedient. In the
matter of elections it seems desir-
able to reduce the clerical and ad-
vertising charges for management
of local elections as far as possible,
and at the same time secure una-
nimity of action between two bodies
where there are such.

Raglan Town—No answer.

W hakatane—No.

Cook—The basis of the valuation as pro-
posed is the new Rating Bill. Meets
with the approval of this Council, as
also the proposal to vest power in the
Public Trustee of selling or letting
land for non-payment of rates.

Ormond-—None.

Patutahi—No answer.

Te Arai—No answer.

Poverty Bay—That the accumulated
rates on Native properties would
eventually lead to difficulties.

Taurange—No answer.

Katikati-—We entirely approve of the
property-tax rating, and that there
ghould be a simplified method of
collecting the rates of absentels.
We also think that the licenses in
districts in which there are Road
Boards should be granted to the
Road Board, not to the County
Council, and we are totally opposed
to & dual rating. We wish to
gpend our own rates and whatever
grants the Gtovernment may kindiy
give us on our own roads, and not
be subject to the jobbery and mal-
administration of our rates by the
County Council. For instance, the
County Council, after the Govern-
ment granted £2,500, and latterly
£2,000 for the Thames-Tauranga
Road, immediately increased their
Clerk’s salary from £70 to £150,
and allowed their Eungineer an
increase from #£250 a year and
travelling allowauces to somewhere
over £1,000 a year, that is, 5 per
cent. on every shilling granted by
the Government on the Thames—
Tauranga Road, Te Aroha Road,
Haurini Bridge, &e. .

Te Puna—It may not be inadvisable
here to submit the following re-
marks upon the working of Road
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Boards, derived from Iengthened
practical experience of them, and
suggest the following alterations as
likely to prevent the evils they
expose: In considering the many
measures with which you have had
to deal, the difficulty that must
have met you at every point must
have been to protect the powers to
be conferred from abuse. It ap-
pears impossible to entirely do so;
and, through the opening that must
be left to cupidity and self-interest,
no small proportion of the resources
of the whole colony is prevented of
the effect it should have in the
goneral development and prosperity.
In this way a very large proportion
of the rates of Road Boards is ex-
pended on works that are mot im-
mediately, and in many cases not
at all, necessary, but are undertaken
solely to serve the private ends, and
confer value on the properties, of
the faction having for the time the
upper hand in the Board. Innearly
every road district these factions
exist, and they ave divided and en-
gaged in a struggle to get & majority
in the Board for this purpose. . Once
in powsr, the object is to get as
much money as possible—in many
cases the Boards are run hopelessly
into debt—and lavishly expend it
in employing their friends and de-
pendants in or about their own
properties. In this way the general
needs of the district get entirely
uncared for. In some cages the
object is to rapidly increase the
value of the property, and sell out
at the increased value, when the
district, saddled with a debt in-
carred for the purpose, is left. 1t
will immediately appear to you how
this must interfere with the due
development and sound progress of
the colony, and also how dis-
tressing and annoying it must be
to those who wish to have things
conducted honestly and to best ad-
vantage. The root of the evil lays
in the morals of the sort of people
into whose hands the power un-
avoidably falls, and is beyond the
present scope of legislation. The
remedy would be to place the power
in better hands, and so that there
would be more checks. = This can
be done by transferring to the
County Councils all power of rating
or raising money ; and by making,
subject to their consideration and
discretion, all grants or payments
to Road Boards. County Councils.
have a larger number of members,
and proportionately would be the
diffculty of unfairly using their
powers. It is obvious {rom this
that it would be unwise to sub-
divide them, or reduce the number
of members. In proportion as the
powers, members, and importauce of
Councils are increased, the higher
would bo the class of men that would
seek to enter them. These would
in themselves be a guarantee of a
higher integrity ; they would have
the public eye more on all their
official doings; and there would be
the practical, official, and interested
vigilance of the Road Boards
keenly watching them. Road Boards
should continue, and be elected as
at present, but have power to sub-
divide into and appoint officers for
subdistricts. Their functions would
bo: every year to ascertain and
furnish to the Council a list of their
requirements for ensuing year, with
estimate of their cost, and to ap-
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point officers to ascertain these, and
see them carried out. For this pur-
pose, in every district and subdis-
trict there would be appointed two
ratepayers who, without pay, would
undertake the supervision of all
roads and matters in their district,
and would direct and control all
labour and works not under pro-
fessional supervision. These would
report at regular intervals to their
Boards, and the Boards annually
would have to produce to their
Councils a report and balance-sheet.
Such an arrangement as the above,
while it would reduce the possi-
bility of abuse to a minimum,
would save a considerable sum of
money now lost in expenses. Every
Road Board has to pay Valuer, Col-
lector, Clerk or Secretary, and Engi-
neer. These would all be done
away with. One staff would do the
work for all ; and, the number and
extent of the Council’s operations
being thus greatly increased, they
would have permanent employment
and be able to maintain a more
competent and’ efficient staff. T
have an idea that a system some-
what similar to the above is in use
in Scotland, and is found to work
exceedingly well. :

Wairoa—If the valuations under the
Counties and Rating Acts are kept in
force, provisions should be made for
appointing Boards of Reviewers, instead
of making Resident Magistrates Judges
of Assessment Courts, without any appeal
from their decisions. Respecting the
scheme for constructing roads through
Crown landsout of the purchase-moneys,
the Council trust the Government will
act up to their proposals.

Hawle's Bay—(1.) 1f Government valuers
be not appointed, the right of appoint-
ment should rest with the counties and
not with Road Boards, for the following
reasons. Firstly, Road Board valuations
are very uneven; secondly, it appears
by the present Rating Act that the
County Council has no power to object
to Road Board valuations. (2)) Itisa
question whether the powers vested in
Judges of Assessment Courts are nob
altogether too large to be used by the
class of Judges appointed, unless some
power of appeal be given.

Heretaunga—No.

Kereru and Aorangi—No answer.

Maraekakaho—County Councils and
Road Boards to have power to make
roads through Native lands not
through the Court.

Okawa — Road Boards to have the
power to value the rateable pro-
perty in their districts.

Papakura—No answer.

Petane—Road Boards should have
the power to appoint their own
valuator, providing the Property-
Tax Commissioner’s valuation is not
made universal. -

Te Muta—The valuations would be
more easily and justly mwade if
valuers were appointed by each
Council for each county.

Waipawa—Respecting  the = scheme of
constructing roads through Crown
lands out of the purchase-money, the
Couneil trust the Gtovernment will act
up to their proposals.

Norsewood—Respecting the scheme of
constructing roads through Crown
lands out of the purchase-money,
the Road Board trust the Govern-
ment will act up to their proposals,

Oero—No answer,

Ormondville—Respecting the scheme
of constructing roads through
Crown lands out of the Purchase-
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-money, the Board trusts the Go-
vernment will act ap to their pro-
posal.

Ruataniwha North—Wonld like to see
legislation on the subject dealt with
carried through the House this
session.

Tamumu—That a power of appeal
should be given from the decision
of the Judges of the Assessment
Court as at present constituted ;
and that, if public valuators are
not appointed, the Road Board
Districts to appoint their own
valuers as at present.

Woodville—We wonld suggest that
the Chairmen of Road Boards be
members of County Councils, thus
preventing the clash which takes
place in the dual system, We
wonld suggest also that the County

" Councils should take the place of
the Waste Lands Boards, as the
members of the Council would bring
a greater knowledge of the require-
ments and capabilities of their
several districts to bear on this
question. We should like to see all
reserves for gravel or other road
purposes vested in the local body
of the district in which they are

) situated.
Taranaki—No answer.

Manganui—Counties to be compelled
to employ a Clerk, who should be
one of the Auditors of Road Board
accounts,—ratepayers to elect one
at genmeral annual meeting; also a
qualified Engineer, who should
superintend all works in the county
whether carried out under the
County Couneil or Road Boards:
the ealaries of these offierrs to be
paid by Couuty Council. Kach
Road Board to pay 5 per cent. of
their funds for such offices. All
work above the value of £5 to be
done by contract. One uniform
system of accounts to be kept by all
counties and Road Boards. The
forms to be used to be fixed by the
Governor in Council. Members of
Road Boards to receive no payment
for attendance, and not to hold any
contract under riding. Any mem-
ber of Road Board performing the
clevical work of the Board to be
allowed a sum to be fixed by County
Couneil, but not to exceed 10s. per
cent. of rates, to be paid by Road
Board. Members of County Coun-
cil living over five miles from county
office to receive 3s. 6d. per day and
6d. per mile one way, but not to
exceed 25s. per day. Upon death,
or absence of Chaivman from Road
Board or county meetings two or
thiree times without leave, the Road
Board to elect another Chairman

from amongst themselves, to act
until first general meecting of rate-
payers. Upon death, &o., of a
Road Board member the mem-
bers of such Road Board to elect
another ratepayer to act until
general meeting of ratepayers.
Upon first general meeting of rate-
payers & vote of the ratepayers
in the county could be taken as
to whether County Council should
meet or not. Should the vote be
adverse to a County Council, then
some provision should be made to
compel the Road Boards to appoint
onegeneral Auditor and an Engineer,
the appointments to lay with the
Chairmen of Road Boards. I know

that Road Boards keep their ac-.

counts very badly, aund also that all
over the country districts sums of

money are spent upon works which
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are badly carried out for want of
proper supervision. If the local
bodies are to be compelled to use
the valuation roll as prepared by
the Government, then each county
or Road Boards of a county should
be allowed to appoint one if not
two members of the Boards of
Reviewers, and the mode of appeal-
ing against the valuation should be
made as easy as possible to all rate-
payers in any part of the county,
e, that the Court should, if neces-
sary, sit in each riding.

Mangarei — There is a very strong
feeling in this district against the
system of having toll-bars on pub-
lic roads, on the ground that it
is an expensive and inconvenient
method of taxation.

Carrington — (1.) Abolish toll-gates.
(2.) Main roads go back into Road
Boards. (3.) County Councilsonly
to take over bridges, &c, with a
chain of road on either side, and
to always have a reserve fund in
case of hridge collapsing. (4.)
Hospital charges to be made a
separate rate. (5.) Quite unneces-
sary such an amount of advertising.
(6.) County Council to be obliged
to keep Engineer or Surveyor.

‘Waitara West—The foregoing resolu-
tions are based on the supposition
that no radical change will take
place in the present form of local
government. We would suggest
that a very great difficulty will
exist in the making and maintaining
of a main line of road, especially
through poor counties. The General
Government will always be called
upon to contribute funds both for
the making and maintaining those
portions of the main lies running
through poor districts. We are
therefore of opinion that the only
way in which the arterial lines of
communication throughout New
Zealand can be constructed with
economy is out of the general
revenue. Grood roads will extend
settlements and create local indus-
tries, which will create more
vevenue. If that plan was adopted
the Road Boards would be left free
to keep the by-roads open. That
the system of rating be optional
with ratepayers, whether to adopt
the acrenge or valuation.

Egmont—The meeting is anxious to
be separated from county. control ;
to have an acreage rate for district
road purposes, but does not object
to valuation rate for property-tax.
The district wishes local manage-
ment to be as economical as pos-
sible, so that as much of the rates
collected may be spent improving
the roads. I have given the opinion
of the ratepayers at a public special
nmeeting, held on the 26th May,
1882,

Moa—TFrom what we know of the
working-system of County Councils
they are very costly, and we are
strongly of opinion that the several
Road Boards cannot be dispensed
with, but could manage the several
county roads at a much less cost to
the ratepayers if they had the

- power.

Okato—No answer.

Clifton—We consider that the fact
of two rating powers being in the
same distriet is objectionable, and
would like to see a workable Act
amalgamating counties and Road
Boards.

Waitara East—County Councils are’

unnecessary. Valuation should he

only once in three years. Valua«
tion should be made locally by
the road districts, - as valuators
appointed by Government are ap-
pointed without reference to quali-
fication, and when appointed make
use of the Road Board valuations,
and arve paid more for wmerely
copying valuations than the Road

Boards pay for a first value. Like-

wise, were it not for Road Board

valnations, the valuers would com-
pletely lose sight of numbers in

a road district, where prbperty is

continually changing. Therefore,

local bodies could do the work
cheaper, as there is no question as
to their knowing more about the
value of property and change of
owners than a Glovernment valuer.

Road Boards could supply a copy

of their valuations to the Property-

Tax Commissioner. We want a

Road Board Act and no County

Council Act, and the Aet should

simply and clearly show who should

pay the rate, whether owner or
occupier ; and where rate has not
been paid the land should be liable,

No part of the Act should be of so

vague a meaning as to mnecessitate

the advice of two or three solicitors -
and a Resident Magistrate as to
what the meaning is. For when
solicitors are engaged to draw an

Act it is drawn in such a manner as

to be unintelligible to other solici-

tors even; and how can simple
road districts interpret when lawyers
disagree ?

Inglewood—This Board is in favour
of passing the Roads Construction
Bill and the Orown and Native
Lands Rating Bill.

Patea—That subsidies for the future be
distributed in a larger ratio to the re-
quirements of the poorer or less ad-
vanced districts, and mnot, as now,
according to the rating, whereby the
populous and richer districts receive
more than equitable share. That sec-
tion 115, “ Counties Act, 1876,”. be
amended by the addition of the words
“or being incorrectly rated,” after
“ poverty.”

Hawera—No answer. ]

Hawera~—That the proposals in cir-
cular are generally good. Would
suggest that proper destination of
different licenses, such as pub-
licans’, auctioneers’, and other fees,
should be defined in all Bills relat-
ing to local bodies.

Waimate—That only one working
body, either Road Board or County
Council, was required.

Ngaire—That only one body, either
Road Board or County Couneil, is
required to undertake the executive
duties on roads.

Wanganui—That the dual system of
loeal government — Road Boards
and counties—is, in the opinion of
this Council, unfitted to the wants
of the colony.

Waitotara—We are of opinion that the
work of the County Councils could
be done with increased economy
and advantage by the Road Boards,
but we do not consider that it
would benefit our district to merge
the Road Board into the County
Counecil.

Rangitikei—No answer.

Rangitikei—No answer.

Lethbridge—No answer, -

Manawatu—No others,

Manawatu—(1.) That facilities be af-
forded the ratepayers for abolishing
counties in cases where they wish
to do so,-as, for.instance, we are of



opinion that they would take such
a step in the Manawatu, where we
believe the government by Road
Boards to be sufficient, and at the
same time more suitable to the
necessities of the country. (2.)
That, in cases where the counties
are abolished, certain main roads—
hereafter to be decided on—should
either be taken over by the Govern-
ment, or subsidized at per mile out
of the Colonial Fund : as, for ex-
ample, the road leading from Na-
pier through the Manawatu.

Otaki — That private individuals
should have the power of making
over lands to & public body by a
simple deed of conveyance, instead
of having to go through the forms
provided by “The Public Works
Act, 18767 That the power of
letting only should be vested in
public bodies or the Public Trustee
for non-payment of rates. That
one local body only is required in
this district, and that body should
be a Road Board.

Halcombe—Where it is necessary in
carrying out any Act that public
notice should be given, that it be
left to the diseretion of local bodies
whether it be published in a news-
paper or by placards posted in con-
spicuous places. -

Huyft—That the same facilities should be
given to counties to borrow from the
Government for the construction of
tramways or light railways as is given
for the construetion of roads in Road
Board distriots.

Kilbirnie—Generally. Keep County
Councils and Road Boards separate,
ag one profits by any loss that hap-
pens to the other. "Lhe more power-
ful of the two is always trying to
overreach the other, and is never
particular as to the means; and,
under the proposed arrangement, as
the county is to have £3 to £1 as a
gift, whereas the Road Board gets
nothing as a gift (only a loan at 3
per cent.), surely the Road Board
should not be further rated to pay
any of the 25 per cent. of the cost
of roads made by the County Coun-
cil. The Road Boards, by great
care and good financing, may (P)
make their present means serve, but
they are utterly unable to pay the
needs of the county besides their
own; and, if possible, some help
should be given to Road Boards by
way of subsidy, as many Boards are,
from want of development, not yet
able to carry on at present. No
ratepayer nor other person should
be allowed to be a member of any
local Board who has compounded
with his creditors, or been bankrupt,
and who has paid less than 10s. in
the pound sterling.

Kaiwara-—Yes; if it could be ar-
ranged, to abolish the Kaiwara toll-
gate.

Wairarape West—We wish to express the
most emphatic approval of the proposal
to pass a consolidating Road Board Act;
also of the proposal to relieve local
bodies of the cost of valuation by pro-
viding the property-tax valuation. We
also approve the proposal to vest the
power of selling or letting land for non-
payment of rates in the Public Trustee.

Featherston—Property-tax valuation
should be amply sufficient for any
number of purposes. At present a
large amount of money is wasted in
so many valuations. Selling or let-
ting lands for non-payments of rates
should be vested in the  Public
Trustee. :
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Carterton—No answer.

Waimea—The dual government of coun-
ties and Road Boards is undesirable,
unless the powers and revenues of
counties are considerably increased.
The county revenues having been
greatly curtailed by legislation, espe-
cially by the removal of the land revenue
and by the reduction of subsidies, the
county system, unless some sufficient
substitute is provided, must remain
weak and inefficient. To confer rating
powers is useless, as they cannot be
exercised. The enormous expenses at-
tending the working of the Licensing
Act has in this county mnearly anni-
hilated the remaining revenue, without
conferring any benefit on the county.

Motueka—Recent legislation has de-
prived County Councils, and there-
by Road Boards, of a considerable
portion of their revenue by the
reduction of subsidies, withdrawal
of the land revenue, and the ex-
penses attending the working of
the Licensing Act.

Upper Motueka—Powers of County
Councils should be very much in-
creased, as also their revenue, if
they are to play a useful part in
the government of the country.
They should have power to collect
and expend some portion of existing
general revenue. Might also under-
take, either wholly or in part, the
administration of waste lands, as
better local knowledge would be
obtainable and more pains taken to
realize the utmost value of reserves,
&c. As at present, Road Boards
are, in our opinion, quite sufficient
to exercise all the powers and dis-
pose of all the funds of both bodies,
and the work would be more econo-
mically done.

‘Waimea—While we disagree with
the principle of multiplying Road
Boards ad infinitum, we believe
that Road Boards
efficiently carry out the duties of
local self-government by themselves
than where counties and Road
Boards co-exist; but if it should
be found that counties are an ab-
solute necessity, then, in our
opinion, every Chairman of a Road
Board should ex officio be a mem-
ber of that body. In conclusion,
wo heg to express our sense of the
courtesy of the Government to-
wards the local bodies in this
matter, believing, as we do, that
the great question of local self-
government is about to be taken up
in real earnest.

Richmond — This Road Board cor-
dially agrees with the principle as
illustrated in circular, that of
counties aiding Road Boards in
opening up and forming new roads
out of aid afforded by Govern-
ment.

Pangatotara—None.

Rikawa—No,

Lower Moutere—The Licensing Act
appears to us to have been unneces-
sarily expensive. Could not the
counties make it less costly ?

Collingwood—No answer.

Collingwood—No.

Buller—No answer.

Inangahua—There should be an amend-
ment to section 40, “ Counties Aet,
1876, to this effect: that, after the
expression ‘“‘twenty-one years,” in first
line of said section, the words “not
being an alien”’ should be inserted. The
necessity of such amendment is obvious,
tending, as it would, to make aliens be-
come citizens of the country by becoming
naturalized. ¢ The Regulation of Local

would more |
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Eloctions Aect, 1876,” should be so
amended as that, in subsection 1 of sec-
tion 30, the words ‘“have you paid all
rates now due by you?” should be in-
serted ; and section 41 of “The Coun-
ties Act, 1876,” should be so amended
as that, after the word ‘‘elector,” in the
first line, the words “ having paid all
rates due by him ” should be inserted.

Grey—That gold-fields County Councils
should be awarded one-half of the poll-
tax levied upon all Chinese coming into
the colony : that in the event of any of
thie present sources of gold-fields counties’
vevenue being abolished, the Govern-
ment to take steps to substitute by
special legislation the grant of a sum
equivalent to whatever revenue may be
80 taken away.

Marlborough—No answer.

Awatere—No answer.

Omaka—As ab present.

Pelorus—Approve of Public Trustee
selling or letting land for non-pay-
ment of rates. Main routes to
connect centres should be done as
proposed by Government. Counties
or Road Boards should have the
power to exchange roads in a
simple way, the present mode being
cumbersome and expensive. One
statute for Road Boards to work
under would be an improvement.
My wish is decidedly against the
Roads Construction Bill becoming
law, but the Government ought to
provide for the construction of
roads through Crown lands out of
the purchase-money, immediately
after sale. Another reason against
the Roads Construction Bill is lia-
bility to increase our public debt
through local involvements.

Picton—No answer.

Spring Creek—In this district we find
the Road Board system works well,
and is much to be preferred to the
County Council, We would sug-
gest that CGteneral Grovernment ex-
penditure should be reduced. Sub-
sidies to local bodies abolished, ex-
cept from land revenue; no fresh
loans contracted ; the property-tax
repealed, and local bodies left to
find their own funds.

‘Wairau—In this district we find the
Road Board system works well,
and is much to be prefered to the
County Council. We would sug-
gest that the Greneral Government
expenditure should be reduced; .
subsidies to local bodies abolished,
except from land revenue; no fresh
loans contracted ; the Property-tax
repealed, and local bodies left to
find their own funds.

Lower Wairau—=Subsidies to local
bodies to be paid from land revenue,
including rents as well as sales.

Pukaka River Board—River Boards,
under “The Hawkes Bay and Marl-
borough Rivers Act 1868 Amend-
ment Act,” must repay loans by an-
nual instalments. Power should be
given them to repay half-yearly as
proposed inyour circular, and to levy
rates sufficient for the purpose, not-
withstanding anything contained in
the Rivers Acts to the contrary, to
do away with any doubt caused by
clause 4 of the Amendment Act of
1872. Also some power should
be given to local bodies to borrow
from the Government to pay off
existing debts in such a case as the
following : The Pukaka River Dis-
trict contains a quantity of good
swamp land, which was flooded the
greater part of the year by the
Pukaka River, the drainage of a con-
siderable extent of hills to the north



A.—10.

of the Wairau. There was abso-
lutely no channel outside the hills,
and the water which spread over the
swamp remained there till it eva-
porated or sonked away. The land
was almost valucless, and under the
Rouad Board valaation the rate that
the River Board could levy was al-
most nominal. The ratepayers au-
thorized the Board to borrow £1,000,
estimated to be necessary to make a
watercourse through the swamp to
the Wairau Biver. Owing to the
unsatisfactory state of the Rivers
Act the loan could not be negotiated.
H'wo ratepayers made advances on
account of the loan, and an over-
draft was obtained on the personal
security of the members of the Board
to the extent of £380 inall, and this
money was spent in completing a
channel half the proposed width
from the river to the hills, with very
good effect, It is very desirable
that the Board should be enabled
to obtain money, as proposed in
your circular, to complete the neces-
sary work and to pay off the money
borrowed ab a high rate that has
been already spent on the work.
These answers were unanimously
agreed to.

Kailkoura—No answer.

Kajkoyrs River Board—Road Board
Act: A measure for consolidating
this Act is- very much required.
New Rating Bill : If valuation is
to be made by the Property-tax
Commissioner by the provisions
of this Bill, the method of ap-
peal should be made as simple
as possible for the convenience of
appellants. Proposal to vest power
of selling or letting land for the
non-payment of rates in Public
Trustee is a good ome. Roads
Construction Bill and Crown and
Native Lands Rating Bill: If the
former is adopted the latter would
appear to be necessary to it, though
the rating of Crown Lands seems
objectionable. In districts where
the difliculties arising from such
matters as rivers are excessive and
permanent, and the rating capacity
totally inadequate, special provision
should be made by endowment with
grants of land or otherwise. Edu-
cation : Cost for maintenance of
this department is far too extra-
vagant; State should only borrow
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advice about the matter, but wa'are
of opinion that as both bodies have
rating powers, the mixture of coun-
ties and Road Boards is & mistake.
A meeting of the representatives of
the several governing bodies of the
Northern Distriet of Canterbury
has been convened for the purpose
of considering the various questions
contained in your circular; the
date fixed is 8rd July.

‘West Eyreton—No reply. The above
answers are in accordance with the
unanimous opinion arrived at by
the meeting of representatives (de-
legates only in fact) of local bodies
in North Canterbury. On recon-
sidering, however, Question 11
it seoms on the whole desirable that
Road Board members should hold
office for the term of one year only.
It may happen (and occasionally
does) thatan untried man is elected
on the Board, and by his action
during the first year (a quite long
enough time to “ taste his quality”)
loses the confidence of the rate-
payers, and so ceases to represent
them during the second year of his
term. Of course it is competent
for them to pass a vote of want of
confidence (in effect ask him to re-
sign), but this would be an invidious
line of action, and in the majority
of cases they would prefer to get
rid of him by the effluxion of time.
The argument of * extra expense of
election” has no value here, as, un-
der the existing system, there must
be an election, and it is as easy to
elect five as two or three. The ana-
logous case of School Committees,
which work on the whole fairly
well, possesses some weight in
favour of an annual term. The
only argument in favour of the pre-

- sent system of a triennial term and a
proportion retiring every year, I
take to be that the old members
serve to “ break in” as it weve the
new wen ; but, as generally some
membersare sure tobe re-elected,this
does not seem of sufficient moment
to counterbalance the fact of rate-
payers being represented on a Board
during a second year by a member
who has lost their confidence ; the
more representative these bodies
are most probably the better will
they perform the duties required
by them.

benefited by the expenditure of such
borrowed wmoney. Re * Rating
Act, 1876:” We strongly recom-
mend that the rate of 5 per cent.,
which is provided in this Act as the
minimum at which the annual value
of the fee-simple shall be fixed,
should be altered to 3 per cent.
As this rate of 5 per cent. in the
Act pow stands it operates as an
excessive hardship in many cases,
particularly of suburban lands of a
guast building character.

Lincoln — Re Counties Bill: The
County Councils should not have
the power of electing two members
to the Harbour Board Trust, as
now provided ; they should be elec-
ted by the ratepayers direct.

Riccarton—No answer.

Templeton-—No.

South  Waimakariri—Circumstances
may arise under which the fund
proposed to be created may be
utilized for river protective works.

Akaroa—No answer.

Little River—It will be readily un-
derstood that the difficulty is not
in the ability of local bodies to
manage any necessary public works
required in their respective dis-
tricts, but in the want of funds
to carry out those necessary works.
In considering your proposition
No. 4 in the circular, that the
construction of district rondsshould
be borne by the properties which
they benefited. It must be borne
in mind that the settlers were to
a great extent paid for roads which
have never been constructed, inas-
much as when they bought their
lands years ago, at £2 per acre
in Canterbury at least, it was with
the understanding that 25 per cent.
was to be returned in the shape of
roads, and to enable them to get
to their properties. This has not
been carried out further than to
the extent of about one-fourth as
far as Akaroa County is concerned.
There is another matter that has
never entered into the caleulations
of the purchasers—viz., roads were
mapped off by the Survey Depart-
ment in totally inaccessible places,
and now practicable roads can only
be obtained through the tedious
and expensive process entailed by
the Public Works Act, and com-
pensation paid in addition. This

money for primary education (if | Selwyn—We think that considerable ex-
any) end assist denominational |  pense might be avoided in the prepara-
schools ; secular education will tion - of the county electors roll.
become an evil instead of a good. General elections occur only onee in
Ashley—No answer. three years, but the roll is directed to
Eyreton — This Board considers the be made up annually. Suggest that it
present systemn of each local body |  would be sufficient fo make out roll in
making its own valuation is best, | the year when the election takes place,
and that the proposal to take the and for any extraordinary vacancy the
property-tax valuations would not necessary compilation from the valua-
be satisfactory. The clause vesting tion rolls might be made as required.

Board is of opinion that, to charge
this to rating account, is oub of the
question, as no reasonable amount
of rate would open up land in diff-
cult country. In reference to your
proposition in No. 3 in the circular,
this district is peculiar. There are
about thirty-five miles of main
road passing through the district
connecting Christchurch with Aka-
ros, the greater portion of which

the power of selling or letting land
for nonpayment of rates in the
Public Trustee was approved of.
The system of valuing adopted by
this Board is to invite about five
ratepayers to assist the members of
the Board, which cost about £12,
including making up the valuation
roll. The remainder of the ques-
tions, where no answer is given, will
be considered at the next meeting,
when the members will have had
time to give the matter full con-
sideration.

Mandeville—No reply.

Oxford—No answer.

‘Waipara-—The County Council Act
not being in force in our district,
we are not prepared to give much

Courtenay—That the areas of Road
Board districts be equalized, and
the powers now conferred on the
County Councils be vested in the
Road Boards ; the County Councils
to be abolished.

Heathcote-—This Board considers it
absolutely necessary that powers
should be given to Road Boards to
borrow money for special purposes,
such as construction of district
roads, bridges, side-channels, &o.,
from such a fund as proposed to
be established by the Roads Con-
struction Bill, to be repaid in the
manuer proposed in the circular.
Power should also be given to Road
Boards to levy special rates on
those portions of districts specially

is subject to periodical inundations
by Lakes Ellesmere and TForsyth.
These lakes have to be let through
to the sea when practicable, and
generally not before considerable
damage is done to the main road.
The cost of this work the Board
think ought to be borne by pastoral
vents aceruing from Linke Ellesmere
Run. Generally this Board would
approve of the principle of the
Roads Construction Bill, provided
that the borrowing of funds be
Ieft to the decision of not less than
two-thirds of the ratepayers.

Pigeon Bay—DBoards should not have
borrowing powers ; neither should
Councils, if not suspended, have
them, ’



Port Victoria — My opinions are
alveady stated.

Ashburton—Restore 25 per cent. of the
Land Fund, especially in those counties
which have not as yet received their
share in the past, either from Provincial
or General Grovernment.

Wakanui—None.

Mount Somers—That 25 per cent. of
Land Fund be returned to local
bodies,

Geraldine—That the property-tax be allo-
cated (less expenses of collection) to the
districts which contribute them.

Geraldine—(1) The Board suggest
that the Geraldine County Council
be suspended, and the various func-
tions be handed over to the different
Road Boards in the county. (2)
Should the Counties Act remain in
force as at present, then the main
roads and bridges—rviz., the Rangi-
tata, Orari, and Temuka, &e., should
be under the control and manage-
ment of the County Council.

Mount Cook—We are of opinion that
throughout the colony, unless per-
haps in eome very exceptional
cases, there should be but one form
of local county government—viz.,
the county. In many cases, notably
in the case of this Greraldine County,
the county boundaries are too large,
and includé tracts of country hay-
ing entirely distinet and opposite
interests. The Geraldine County is
divided into two totally distinct
districts—sea coast and inland, the
two districts having interests en-
tirely distinet from each other, and
which could never be satisfactorily
governed by the same body. We
consider that Road Boards should,
if they felt the mnecessity thereof,
amalgamate and form a county,
having such boundaries as they
consider most beneficial. "We think
that counties and Road Boards can
never exist happily together, nor
while Road Boards are in existence
and in the full exercise of their
functions cau the counties be of any
use, but create a duplicate and un-
necessary expenditive in every de-
partment, also vexatious and need-
less interference with each other.
‘We certainly are of opinion that,
if this country is to be opened for
settlement by the conetruction of
means of communication, it cannot
possibly be done by the present
colonists out of current revenue;
but the construction of such works
must be a permanent charge on
the Crown estate which they
benefit, until repaid by a future
and more populons generation,
The current revenue is, as a rule,
but barely sufficient to pay for the
maintenance of roads and works.

Mount Peel—No.

Temuka—No answer.

Westland—The Council desire to point
out the reasons for exceptional legis-
lation with regard to sources of revenue
for County Councils on gold fields on
this coast. The half of the whole reve-
nue of £10,000 per annum is absorbed
in maintaining 162 miles of main roads
running, for the most part, through
Crown lands. The total amount of
rates on the present rateable property
in the county is but £800, at a 1s. rate.
Frequent floods necessitate almost every
year unforeseen expenditure. Besides
the main roads referred to above (162
miles in length), the Council maintaing

43
Question 16—continued.

22 miles of the Christchurch Road and
187 miles of by-roads and tracks. There
are 62 bridges in the county, spanning
from 20 to 900 feet, and 21 ferries across
dangerous rivers are subsidized at an
annual aggregate cost of £700. The
Council think that the Government
should maintain the main roads, through
the Council, and leave some residue of
the revenue for the new works from
year to year so urgently required. If
the Government or some other equally
advantageous proposals with regard to
rating Crown and Native lands are car-
ried out, this will compensate for the
loss of the gold duty.

Waitaki—As to the finances of local
bodies, of course the greater part of
their revenue must at all times be
derived from rates. This county ad-
mits the soundness of the proposition
laid down in the above sentence in
your circular, and that it may be given
effect to suggests—(1) That all rateable
property be exempt from the operation
of the property-tax; (2) That in the
event of a land-tax being imposed, the
proceeds be hauded over to the local
bodies, each county receiving the whole
tax accruing from the lands in that
county ; (8) That in deferred-payment
blocks and other newly-sold blocks, 25
per cent. of the land sales be handed to
the county to open up roads in those
blocks; (4) That counties be empowered
to borrow to the extent only that one-
third of their extreme rating power will
provide interest and sinking fund for
the loan; (5) That counties do their
own valuation for rates, and that Road
Boards shall rate on the county regula-
tion, and pay a proportionate share of
the cost of the valuation.

Kakanui-—No answer,

Waiareka—No answer.

Waitaki—Would much prefer 20 per
cent. of the Land Fund being re-
stored to .counties, and also the
property-tax localized, as this
Board is of opwion that these
would be much more beneficial than
the provisions of the two Bills re-
ferred to in Question 15.

Waikouaiti—Would much prefer 20 per
cent. of the Land Fund being returned
to the county, and also the property-
tax localized, as this Council is of
opinion that these would be more bene-
ficial than the provisions of the two
Bills referred to in Question 15.

Palmerston South—That the Licens-
ing Committee be abolished and
power vested in the several local
bodies in each district.

‘Waikouaiti—With regard to the rat-
ing powers of County Councils and
Road Boards, County Councils
ought not to have the power of
rating road districts which wish to
retain their Road Boards, or at
most it ought only to be a nominal
rate. If the Act had not given
them this power, very few of the
road districts would have merged
into the counties. It wasmore the
dread of a double rate than any
dissatisfaction with the Boards that
caused so many to merge. Main
roads and large bridges and such
like works ought not to be main-
tained out of rates. It is surely too
much to ask the settlers along a
main line of road to keep it up for
the general public. Government
ought to find the money for that
purpose.

Maniototo—We have not been able to

.A.._i Oc

consider the matters dealt with so full

as to entirely comprehend their effect
and. any suggestions that occurred to
the Council are made in the answers to
the foregoing questions.

Peninsula—No answer.

Peninsula—Would much prefer that
a fixed sum of pound for pound
on the rates raised should be an-
nually granted to County Councils
and to Road Boards.

Taieri—That all subsidies be stopped;
that 20 per cent. of the land fund be
handed over to counties; and that the
property-tax be abolished.

Waipori—No answer.

Bruce—No answer,

Crichton-—That some provision be
made to lessen the cost of adver-
tising. The costs incurred in this
are so great as to gravely mar the
benefits of every Road Board in the
Provineial District of Otago.

Glenledi—No answer.

Matau—~No answer.

Mount Stuart—No.

Tokomairiro—We would beg to sug-
gest that & consolidating Road Board
Act would do much to simplify the
working of Road Boards.

Clutha—No answer.

Pomahaka—No answer.

Molyneux South—This Board econ-
siders that, if the property-tax wag
given to Road Boards on an equit-
able basis, and 20 per cent. of land
revenue, including rents from Crown
lands given to counties, would be a
better way of subsidizing counties
and Road Boards than the Grovern-
ment scheme. That all valuations
be made by the General Govern-
ment. That any county or Road.
Board requiring to borrow should
do so from the Government, to be
secured by special rate.

Tuapekea—That under the peculiar circums
stances in which the Tuapeka County
Council is placed financially said Council
suggest that Government make pro-
vision for the expenditure of the sum of
£1,5000 on main arterial works within
the County such as Beaumont, Teviot,
and Waitahuna Bridges, &e.

Clydevale—No answer.

Southland—That the consideration by the
Government of the financial position of
this county, since the reduction of the
subsidy, and the withdrawal of the 20
per cent. of the land revenue, is
earnestly requested. While extension
of settlement leads to largely-increased
ealls for works, the above reductions
have caused a serious diminution of re-
venue, which renders it impossible for
this Council to adequately cope with the
position.  That, thevefore, this Couneil
suggests to the Government— (1) the
adoption of a system of substantial sub-
sidy ; (2) the granting of a fair propor-
tion of the land revenue.

Xnapdale—DNo answer.

Toitois—The Board beg to suggest
that the whole-of the ordinances
relating to Road Boards require
consolidation and simplification to
be brought into accordance with
the Rating and Electoral Act, to be
furnished with an index, and so .
arranged as to form a sure and
simple guide to the Boards in the
execution of their duties.

Tuturau—(1) That counties should
receive back 20 per cent. of Land
Fund as previously. (2) That a
subsidy on general rates be paid to
local bodies of pound for pound,
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