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1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed Bill? 
 
Advantages 

 Charging orders against a property would provide more certainty that a L.A. would 
recover any costs in dealing with a dangerous or defective building. 

 

 With the debt being able to be paid over a number of years, this should encourage 
more owners to pay. 

 
Disadvantages 

 The long recovery instalment period of 30 years which starts when the property is sold. 
 

 Should an annual instalment be missed only that instalment can be pursued by civil 
debt recovery means. 

 
2. How will the Bill resolve existing problems and improve the ability of local 

authorities to undertake repairs to dangerous and defective buildings? 
 

 The introduction of a more certain recovery process may encourage some L.A. to 
become more proactive in repairing defective buildings, however this is offset by the 30 
year recovery period. 

 
L.A. must take action to make safe dangerous buildings, so these would be unaffected. 

 
3. Where could the initial capital, required by local authorities to undertake this 

work be found? 
 

 As existing, capital would be found within existing L.A. budgeting arrangements. 
 
4. Where the owner of a building is not known, how will the Bill improve on the 

current situation? 
 

 As the Charging Order is against the property, there should be more certainty that the 
debt would be recovered. 

 
5. Are there any equality issues arising from the proposed Bill? 
 

 There would be no equality issues. 
 
6. What are your views on a fixed period of 30 years for repayment? 
 

 30 year period is too long to recover debt. 
 
 
 


