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Sir,

Readers of ‘A Fairer Way’ (L&L 1216) should
be told that at no time in its long deliberations
did the Scottish Local Government Finance
Review Committee contact me to discuss
the contents of my final report for Lincoln
Institute. In that report, which was for Britain
and not just Scotland, I did not recommend
that land value taxation pilots ought in all

i 1o be cc ioned before a
full national roll-out of the policy. I simply
reported my research findings, which mainly
involved surveys of property tax stakeholders.

It was the overwhelming view of those
whom I surveyed by various means over several
years, both in the UK and abroad, that any
radical reform in such an important policy area
ought to be thoroughly tested in the particular
national environment before being fully
impl d. Pilots Ly oceur in
democratic societies, in both the public and
private sectors, in all sorts of policy fields. They
invariably aid good design and help allay fears
about change.
My personal view is that a government

minded to introduce Ivt within its sphere of
rule ought to have enough confidence in the
merits of the policy to make a firm ‘in principle’
commitment to it at the outset. If a similar
jurisdiction has recently experienced a similar
reform then pilots could be dispensed with. I
believe that in Britain, as land registers near
completion and other necessary datasets also
become more widely available, it ought to be
possible to implement nationwide Ivt — albeit
not at a high rate of tax initially — within a
single UK Parliament, ie. five years. Experts
at the Royal Institute of Chartered Surveyors
confirmed this to be possible ten years ago, with
the caveat “given the resources’.
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I note that Fred Harrison would settle for a
10-year transition (according to his latest
book), so perhaps I'm being too radical!

However the sad facts are that (a) our
democratic politicians are risk-averse (and
dictatorship is not a realistic option): and (b)
they have no recent trailblazers to follow. It is
perfectly reasonable., in the real world, to plan
for pilots. As I have said, only semi-jokingly,
to Scottish tax reformers: Scotland would be
a great pilot for Britain. [And I don’t accept
that the Poll Tax was a bad precedent: with a
true pilot, no Government should infiict ill-
considered proposals on an unwilling nation
over which it has no mandate, as was the case
with the Poll Tax in Scotland.]

Hopefully, when my party has published
and approved detailed proposals for UK-
wide vt later this year, and then negotiated
with coalition partners in the next UK
Government in about 2009, we may yet see
Scotland willingly agree to implement a UK
1vt pilot roll-out to mark the centenary of
Lloyd George’s People’s Budget. Meanwhile
I believe the real reason why the Scottish
Review ducked out of Ivt was here: “we
question whether the public would accept the
upheaval involved in radical reform of this
nature.” [In fact, this was the first point made
by owr report. Ed]

In other words, they funked the issue and
used my report as an excuse not a reason. The
Committee can’t have it both ways. A pilot
would help allay those fears of the public. I
defy anyone to devise a radical progressive
reform of tax in a democracy that could be
successfully introduced quicker than Ivt.

Clir Tony Vickers
Newbury (Liberal Democrat)
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