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(a) by waiving a charge for apaczi‘lc ssru 114

_ ,rendared ;md
v('bi by\altarmg the baaxc)‘rat;’%?ugg
that Oommaemn. _

: _The genéral hi story of the queatmn m
COnmnsd in l.{r Allen 8 memora.ndum at (15) in
: 15968/50«- from. whmh it will be observed tha.t the

1928 Rb.tmg Ordinance mamly follows the Feetha.m

Comnnaamn Feport That Report laid down as regard
| ombase (vide p.282 of volume 1) that the cost of

eaaent.mlly pnvate services, such as the removal’

of refuse, should be borne by the peraons who -

receive the benehta thersof. The reasons for thls
: recommandatzon are further elabofated in the Na1rob1
I portmn of tha.t Report 866 pp.73-74.




Orchna’-hée. Vs The gam to Gove

the ‘?aotham ,eport volume 1, the va.lue of
1mprovemenfs held by the Crown in proportiovn
to.bhe qalus of 1mprovement_s hielc_‘i"bry, the

public is substantially less. than the value

)
therefore, any proportxon of the rate is
1mpoaed upon 1mprovexrents, and the Government

contrlbutee upon the Nvalue of improvements _

“+¢ in the same menner gf private owners,. the bo‘bal
o

contnbutlon payable. w111 regresen* .ime.llq

proportmﬁ of the botal ‘rate and Lontnbuﬁlu'
combined tlxa.n would be t.he case-if the. wholp
of the rate was 1mposed on lend. The

-l e

o

3 75 91“/0
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a.mount paid in respect sfedand, ovu‘rg to the higher A

of & rate-on improverunts - it was not foreseen

by the Commission trat tue lovernment wi,n:
succurb to the eque. .y stron, templation Lo incresse
the improvements rztes as laid down in Section 1%(4)
of the Rating Ordinance .
The result is thal tre percontoge ubounLL.

1%
of the 1mprovemsr?fa rate, in. tead o heine lim med ‘
to a perqent,age arount not excecing that of the
ddltlonal rate on unimproved eite values soz;bha;~a'
yeaf, can nov in the case ol .ompusu Le increased

10 a percentage amount squal Lo the oripinal and
;dditional percentuge rates orn unimproveld sive

values for the-yeaﬁ(.

The reasons againei an increcsg of

e £,
ratini~ on improvements to tne extent ol rawing

this rateiequai to tnat on uni:proved siie values
appear to be as foliows, vide p.zCr of volure 1 of
the Report:- .

(1) Muildings béur a share of taxation wiich

is proportlon&toly & heqvlexaﬁhare than tne sdurden

borne by land, “because ‘the _qvmeru of house property
ars compelled 16 Contribute to uhe vrofits made on
certaln munlclpal services, w.lle ovnﬂrs ol lan

which is not’ bullt upon maxe no coniriuutlon Lo

to profits on runicipal services, the (emouny

actually paid by way of ussessment rates in respect

SR A

of buildinge in the Transvaal is: greater tagn the &
L

ottt

figure at which buildings stand in the valuation
roll. - . s
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U Leehding 1 K TaF Municipal Board should have agreed to an
77 alteration in the basis of rating which would

increase the charge on the general public
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T of tnis proposal being designed to counter-

to the oenefit of the Government.

A {statej trat the Municipal Board did. in fact.

agree . ) .
1 can only suggest the poseibility

pelance the inequitable position in 1v29 and

1920, when, owing to the non-completion of

© the improvemgnts roll, rating was confined

;% vo that on unimproved site velues. see p.2b

of the 193D Heport Yy the Commisaion
Local Governﬁéﬁi

knother point ulsq ie sgégested by

p-24 of that Report where it ia ptated that owing

s

b

Tor

to the refusal of the Indiane to accept

T ' nomination to tne Municipel sourd. 4 Buropeans

and | coioured were nominated in their

’ ;laceaf :f the non-representation of Indiens
o B on e :soard continues,thers may be a case

for an Indimn protest against this increzse

1n the rating on irprovements, because
eltnough the probabxllty is chat thle rate ralla.

e rardest on n‘uropee.ns. the Ipdzanu are

°
"~ On the face of it thera seems a case for
aek?ng the “iovernor (a) ror further particulars of
the reasons for abanionin. the imposition of &
special rateffor services rendered, and (b) for

a fuller statement of the reusors for discarding

the basic rates i ly2L Ravi
¢8 1n tne lv2t Raving Orlinunce seein,

vhat & revision of “the {inarncia. relationsuips

between tne mmicipality anl

Lie loverrrent is
iue to be undertasen furine 1233,
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THE SECRETARIAT,
Nairosl,
"
KeENYA,

WHEN REPLYING
PLEASE quoTe

NeS /C. NN, 1/5/8/47.

ARD DATE

- 4JUL 1538
o OOL.OFFIGE

The Coloniél.Secretary of theColany and

,Pmtee}torate of Kenya presentS»hgts compllmentsivw
to0° fh’e Under Secretary or State for the
i{o\ Gtrloni'es and with reference to Kenya despatch
g " Na. 271 of the vth June, 1952, has the honour
to transmlth herewith ten prmted copies of -

Ordinance No. XVI of 1952 entitled "An Ordinance

to amend the Local (Jovemment {Rating) Ordinance,
1928",




No. XVL 1932

o
f .
| @olony and Protectorate of Ienpa. )
IN THE TWENTY-THIRD YEAR OF THE REIGN OF
HIS MAJESTY KING GEORGE V.
JOSHPH ALOYSIUS BYRNE, K.CM.G, KBE, 0B,
Governor.
Assented %xn His Majeaty s
name this L& dny of May, 1932
; J. BYRNE,
’CDm'mOv.

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND THE LOCAL
GOVERNMENT (RATING) QRDINANCE, 1928

e
AE




~with' the advice u.ud consen oi-tha Legmla.tlve Councll therebi
a8 follow — ] > T

**:the Liocal Govern- Short title,
; 1932, and shall be .
ent (Rating) Otdmnnce, “No, 20 of
Prmclpnl Ordinance.” 1028.
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No. XVI1

Local, Goverpment; (Roting) 1082

Passed in the 'Legislntive Council the eleventh day of
MayTin the year of Our Lord one thousand nine hundred snd
thirty-two.

This printed impression has been carefully compared by
me with the Bill which passed thé Legislative Couneil and 1s
preseoted for authentication and assent as 2 true and correct
ropy of the sad Biil,

Lo ;J'_,"_'.QR

Acting Clerk of the Legisiative Couned

* .

e —
TRIRTED MY TUX GOTERNMERT PRis CIN, NALLOKI.

-

s

GOVERNMENT House
¥ NAIROB!,
‘, KENYA

: .-
7 June, 1932.

REGCEIVED
0 7JUN 1932
SOL.OFFICE
Ve h_e honour to transmit two authenticated
¢opies of Ordinance No, XVI of 1353y entitled “An Ordinance

to amend the Local SOvernment (Ruting) Urdinunce, 1g28",
which passed its thipg reading in Luglslative souncil on the
11th lay, and to which I assented on the 26th Ly, 1952,
together with the Legal Report therson in duplicate
vrepared by the Attorney General.

Ten printed copies of the Ordinence are being sent
ander separate cover.
2 The object of the Ordinance is stated in the Legal
Report, ang I would-add that I have fully considersd the .
policy of the\Mnniéipal Board of llombasa in accepting\ther

cost of refuse removal as a charge against its general
5 -

revenues and in the geculiss clfgumstances dxistin, in

liontag#, especi ally in counegfian witn" tb;:a_};'p\gpfei‘fina

inhavitants, I have agreed {5-its adoption. . ‘:‘;w
¢ [ ) . ".
~he necessity for tb/ﬁ.s Ordinance arosé-in fact frog - i

the position oF ,Govammexzfg a8 a contributor in lieu of

e 630 G /320005 193

%

rates and my insistence {t.‘..lfla’t_(, in so’{f;"ér as Government w.”fu
concerned, the reffende lost wby the 2volition of refise o y
removal fees shoul?l be I“i\a:épvered by means of ‘a rate Sn )
improvexpt‘,gﬁs_,yazathé%vxﬁ;’s,é, by virtue of its being the A
largestr&}%ndhold%i Go‘ivé;!nmentyw'quld have been unrairly
b3 i changg, ‘of policy. I may add that the
3 fsft day of ianunry, 1935 was insefted with

penalized 'b;
Linitetio tq7t]
referende, to #hé revision of the financial relationships

between --

©HE RIGHT HONOURARLE i o
" R MAJOR BIR PHILTP GUNLIFFE-LISTER, P.C., G,B.w, L.C., MLP.
: 7" BECRETARY OF: STATE FOR THR COLONTES,

ST " DOVWNING:STREET, -




AL IS S

between tnis .unicipality and dovernment (as prescrived
in Section 88 ol the Local sovernment (unicipalities)
Ordinance, 1928) wnich will ve undertaken during 1938.

3. 1 trust that His .ajesty will not be advised to
e¢xerclse rils power of disallowance in respect of this

Ceasure.

I heve the honour to be,
= Sir,

Tour most cuedlent,

te
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1928 it de onen to  Locsl autherii: to impose (i} an -
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