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1. What are the advantages and disadvantages of the proposed Bill? 
 
Advantages: 
 
It offers another option for debt recovery.  
A burden is placed on the property. 
There is a recovery of expenses on the sale of the property. 
 
Disadvantages: 
 
It may lead to an expectation that councils will be more proactive when dealing with 
defective and dangerous buildings. 
Council resources may not be sufficient to meet the expectations of the Bill. 
Individual defaults result in civil actions; this could prove to be inefficient. 
Council may not be the preferred creditor 
 
2. How will the Bill resolve existing problems and improve the ability of local 
authorities to undertake repairs to dangerous and defective buildings? 
 
Councils have a statutory duty to deal with dangerous and defective buildings. It is unlikely 
that anything would change unless there was the initial funding and/or more certainty 
about the success of debt recovery. 
 
3. Where could the initial capital, required by local authorities to undertake this 
work, be found? 
 
Unknown. 
If this is considered a priority, then separate funding would need to be found. 
 
4. Where the owner of a building is not known how, will the Bill improve on the 
current situation? 
 
With a charging order on the property, any future sale may potentially cover the cost of the 
debt.  
 
5. Are there any equality issues arising from the proposed Bill? 
 
There does not appear to be any equality issues. 
 
6. What are your views on a fixed period of 30 years for repayment? 
 
30 years appears reasonable when the debt is a large sum of money, but it would be 
unsuitable for smaller debts, which are in the majority of cases. The time period appears 
inflexible. Administration costs could add up over the 30 years. 
 
 


