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[ refr 1o the calling of Uhess twe appeals befbne o Commitiee of the Pansl o 19" April.

The Assessor moved for dismissal of all thres appesls on the proussds of failure o comply with various
peovisions of Regulmion 10 of the Valusiion Appeal Commities eie. (Soothnd) Repulsions 1995, The
Assessor foanded cn the alliped fhibare to comply with Regulation 10 (1) (a) and () i.e. a failure 1o furnish
the Assessor with & writien statemnent specilying the grounds of sgpeal and the vabsation which the appellant
comsiders should be entered in the Rall and the grounds on which that valuation is arrived ol Separately the
Assessor Founded on an alleped brench of Regulation 10 (2) (b ie. o failure vo provide writlen confirmatian
%0 the Assessar (hat the appellant intends wo proceed with the appeal

Mr, Wallace said that there had bunm:qllmI.ih]h-phtiunlﬂtl}b}‘w}'uflh!imﬂhmnﬂf
sppeal duted 2452005, These supplicd the grounds of appeal and the altermative valustion. The grounds
o wihich the valuntion wis arrived at had been provided sepanately making it clear that the vahation was
carried out an o copamtive basis by roference to rental evidunce which had been made available w0 the
Assessor, Separsicly Mr. Walkwce advised that ke Bad (ol the Assessor of his ntention to attend if the
appenls could nat be mesalvied,

The Commities were of e view that the stecturs of ihe Regulstions makes 3 elear that the provisions of
Regulation 10 arise once a hearing date bas boen fied and imimation of that hearing dotbe has beem sent ta
the pariies. This s clear from the chresslogical structure of the Repulations.

The Committer has 1o scknawledge, however, that the Scottih Executive keaflet “Nen Domestic Rnies
Revalustion 2005, Appenl Procedure™ 61 page B under “grounds of appeal” states “if you do el inclade the
s Frrmaticn when vou write w0 Indge your appeal. you mist send the Asscasor @ wiitlen stabemen of your
grounds of appeal ai lessi 35 days before the hearing. You mast slate clearly why youa think the vabustbon is
wrong, You must alss give (5 allemative valuation which you think shoukd b sijbatituted.™ This would
isdicate thet o reliance on the origing] grounds of appeal, i sufficienly deallad, could suffice. In these
circurmitances, Bowever, the Panel wiuld prefer i see the appellant or his opents stating in specific terms
tht the ariginal appeal is being sdopted s saisfying the wrms of Regulation 101



.3

In thse: appeals, the Commiltes felt that although there had mot been strict complisnce with the requirement
w0 liedge grounds of sppeal asd an albemative vabastion, the mbrmation bad nonetheless been befire the
Assessar in the origimal ketter of appenl and it would be unfuir io pemalise & mtepayer by demying the
ratepayer n right of appeal, becmuse the ratepayer had, in effect, provided the infarmation oo soon

Havwewer, the original letters of appeal had clearly not provided the grousds on which the shemative
waluation was arrived sl Ahbughmwmummh‘hunmvh}nmm“ﬁthtuf
clarity as to the exnct extent of this,

The Committes acoordingly fell (hat the appropriabe course was 1o direct that Mr. Wallacs should in relation
to all three appeals submil within 14 days of 19" April ane decament, in relstion o each appeal, softing cut
clearly the prounds for the appeal, the aMemative valuation and, particularly, full details of the grounds on
which the ahernative vabmtion was srvived ot This will have the effect of making @t clear 1o both parties,
and fior the besefit of the Commities, exactly bow these matiers stand, belone evidenee is led.

As well as this imfirmation being ledged with the Assessor, & copy should be senl wo me on befalf of the
Commiibee. O ssiistaction of this, # weuld be amicinated that the sppeaki can then proceed o a hearing in
ithe pormal way, The Commiite: has power to relax time limis in terms of Regalition 1% of the
Regulstions.

The Committes did net feel that o cose had been madie oul for dismissal in terms of Regulstion [0 (2) (k). It
appered that Mr, Walloce had made it clear the be would attend if the appeals wese nat resolved by
pepotintion. As this was apparently contained within o without prejudice offer lether & wiuld nat have been
approprizte For (ke Commitics o have insisted on seving this.

The Commitiee wene salified that there was no sibstantial prejudics o either party by procesding In this
Wy,

1 boak forwand to recsiving @ copy of the statement complying with Regulation 10 (1) wiihin the 14 day
periad.
Waurs faithfully,

W', Grant Wood

WER: woow [vap.ong.



