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Practice Areas 

 

Administrative & Public Law 

Media and Information Law 

Real Estate Litigation 

Valuation for Rating 

 

 

Court and Tribunal Experience 

 

All civil courts although mainly Lands Tribunal for 

Scotland and Court of Session (Outer House and Inner 

House) as well as local valuation appeal committees 

and other committees (including occasional 

disciplinary bodies). 

 

 

Qualifications/Education 

 

Educated: George Watson’s College, Edinburgh, 

University of Edinburgh LL.B. (Hons 1st class): 1969  

 

Bar apprenticeship with Shepherd & Wedderburn, 

W.S.  

 

Admitted to Faculty of Advocates: 1971  

 

Appointed Queens Counsel: 1985 

 

 

 

Practice Profile 
 

Christopher Haddow QC has a purely civil practice and acts mainly 

in varied land and property related subjects. He is the leading 

practitioner in valuation for rating purposes but also advises on 

landlord and tenant disputes including rent review interpretations 

and dilapidations claims. In addition he has advised on compulsory 

purchase compensation claims and given advice on conveyancing 

and land register problems. He has acted in professional negligence 

cases, e.g., solicitors, surveyors and insurance brokers, and has 

had occasional involvement in planning. 
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Valuation for Rating 
 
Hutchison 3G (UK) Ltd v Assessor for Tayside [2013] RA 454 

and Assessor for Tayside VJB v Hutchison 3G (UK) Ltd [2014] CSIH 

40; 2014 SLT 699; [2014] RA 356  

The case which determined that mobile phone masts should be 

valued separately and not as a network, and that values should be 

assessed by a combination of site rental values and contractor’s 

valuations of any rateable plant and machinery. 

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=f85986a6-8980-69d2-b500-ff0000d74aa7 

 

Rolls-Royce plc v Assessor for Renfrewshire VJB [2012] CSIH 56; 

2013 SC 131   

Valuation of several large industrial subjects, based by the Assessor 

on a scheme of comparative valuation which had no reliable rental 

evidence or agreements to valuations for the largest properties.  

The ratepayers appealed against dismissal of their appeal by the 

local valuation appeal committee. Assessor's scheme criticised, 

appeal allowed and case remitted to the committee. Reduced 

valuation thereafter agreed between the parties.  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=a7ab86a6-8980-69d2-b500-ff0000d74aa7 

   

Assessor for Fife v Mercat Kirkcaldy Ltd [2012] CSIH 67; 2013 SC 

178   

One of several appeals arising out of the 2010 revaluation, 

including material change of circumstances cases, covering the 

problems caused by the economic collapse post-dating the "as at" 

date for values but pre-dating the start of the revaluation.  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=106286a6-8980-69d2-b500-ff0000d74aa7 

  

Assessor for Glasgow v Schuh Ltd [2012] CSIH 40; 2012 SLT 903; 

[2012] R.A. 245   

One of several appeals arising out of the 2010 revaluation, 

including material change of circumstances cases, covering the 

problems caused by the economic collapse post-dating the "as at" 

date for values but pre-dating the start of the revaluation.  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=b97c86a6-8980-69d2-b500-ff0000d74aa7 
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Memberships/Appointments 

 

Member, Secretary of State for Scotland's 

Valuation Advisory Council 1988-1996.  

 

Member, Scottish Valuation and Rating Council 

1996-2001  

 

Scottish chairman, Plant Varieties and Seeds 

Tribunal 

 

 

 

Publications 

 

Armour on Valuation for Rating (joint editor) 
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The leading legal mind 
on business rates matters. 
Legal 500 2014 
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Property Law and Conveyancing   
 

Dougbar Properties Ltd v Keeper of the Registers 1999 S.C. 513 

A developer acquired the interest of the owner of land, aware that 

the owner's registered title included a right to car parking on an 

adjacent site. The developer was also aware that there was a 

minute of agreement between the seller and the person in right of 

the adjacent site acknowledging that the the owner of the 

adjacent land had the sole right to possession of that land subject 

only to a right of passage. The title the developer acquired on 

registration was in the same terms as the seller's title.  

Thereafter the Keeper of the Registers rectified the register to 

correct the inaccuracy and reflect the agreement in the minute of 

agreement.  The developer then sued the Keeper for a substantial 

amount representing the loss of the registered right to car 

parking. The Court held that the knowledge of the developer of 

the inaccuracy was irrelevant and that the developer was entitled 

to recover the loss of value from the Keeper.  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=032387a6-8980-69d2-b500-

ff0000d74aa7 

 

Millar & Bryce v Keeper of the Registers,1997  

Settled 

 

 

 

Professional Liability   
 

Legal Services Centre Ltd v Miller Samuel [2009] CSOH 141 

Professional negligence of solicitors and quantification of 

damages  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=ba5086a6-8980-69d2-b500-

ff0000d74aa7 

 

 

Macduff Shellfish (Scotland) Ltd v Masson & Glennie [2007] CSOH 

155   

Professional negligence of an insurance broker  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=f46f86a6-8980-69d2-b500-

ff0000d74aa7 
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Media and Defamation 
 

Baigent v BBC 2001 S.C. 281   

The then highest awards for solatium for defamation by a Scottish 

judge, upheld in the Inner House.  

http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=2c838aa6-8980-69d2-b500-

ff0000d74aa7 

 

 

  

Administrative and Public Law 
(including judicial review) 
 

Aberdeen City Council v Local Government Boundaries 

Commission 1998 S.L.T. 613   

An attempt by a local authority by judicial review to reduce a 

notice of a proposed reduction by the Local Government 

Boundary Commission for Scotland of the number of electoral 

wards. The Commission successfully resisted the petition.   

 

Highland Regional Council v British Railways Board 1996 S.L.T. 

274.   

The railways board decided to withdraw the overnight sleeper 

between London and Fort William. They had authority to do so 

only if they ran other railway passenger services over all parts of 

the route. To achieve that the board introduced a new passenger 

service on each part of the network over which the sleeper was 

the only current passenger service. Highland Regional Council 

sought judicial review of the decision. The court reduced the 

board's decision holding, on the facts, that to institute new 

services which were unlikely to benefit the travelling public was 

insufficient to amount to railway passenger services. 

 

 

 

Commercial Law 
 

Kvaerner Construction (Regions) Ltd -v- Kirkpatrick & Partners 

1999 S.C. 291   

Whether damages in building contract were capable of being 

measured by the claimed extra costs caused by the breaches of 

contract. http://www.scotcourts.gov.uk/search-

judgments/judgment?id=a35187a6-8980-69d2-b500-

ff0000d74aa7 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De Montfort Insurance Co -v- Lafferty 1998 S.L.T. 535.   

A company director provided a performance bond in relation to a 

contract between his construction company and the local 

authority.  Receivers were appointed to the construction company 

and a claim under the performance bond was settled. The director 

sought to argue that a deed of novation superseded the original 

contract and released the insurance company from their 

obligation under the bond to make payment. The court held that 

the deed of novation had no effect upon the obligations under the 

performance bond and granted decree in favour of the insurance 

company.   

 

Howden -v- Taylor Woodrow 1998 S.C. 853   

An informal verbal agreement was made to refrain temporarily 

from resiling from a contract within a three month period.  Held 

that the party was entitled to resile during that period because 

the verbal agreement could not amount to a waiver of the right to 

resile, a waiver necessarily being permanent. The verbal 

agreement was held to be no more than an unenforceable 

attempt to vary a written contract.   

 

Scottish & Newcastle plc -v- Ascot Inns Ltd 1994 S.L.T. 1140   

As part of a reorganisation of a debtor's loan finance a creditor 

had given its consent to release from a floating charge of 21 out 

of 29 properties. When two years later the creditor appointed 

receivers of the whole property of the debtor and argued that the 

21 properties had not been effectively released from the floating 

charge, contending that release could only be effected by 

registered instrument of alteration or memorandum of 

satisfaction. The debtor company successfully resisted a direction 

from the court, the court deciding that registration was not a 


