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

 The introduction of charging orders with the Bill provides Local Authorities with a 
supplementary avenue for cost recovery in addition to the current Civil Debt recovery 
procedures and this is welcomed.  

 Allowing the debt to be paid by instalments should encourage repayment where 
otherwise an owner may not be able to pay, particularly for larger amounts. 

 
Disadvantages 

 The 30-year recovery period for instalments is excessive. 

 The repayment period does not start until the property is sold and this combined with 
the long repayment period means it will take an unacceptable length of time for LA’s to 
recovery the captial cost. 

 The charging order is subject to appeal  this could delay the process or have 
implications to the recovery of costs. 

 There is no legal requirement to clear a debt on a charging order when a property is 
sold. Money lenders may not allow this to happen but a cash sale would not fall within 
the same parameters. 

 For a non-payment of an instalment a civil debt recovery procedure can only be used 
for that instalment – not the whole amount. 

 
  

2. How will the Bill resolve existing problems and improve the ability of local authorities to 
undertake repairs to dangerous and defective buildings? 

 

 LA’s must take action if a building is dangerous so this question only really applies to 
defective buildings. The lengthy repayment process to recover costs therefore does not 
help the position and will not give an incentive to be proactive with the repair of 
defective buildings. 

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

found? 
 

 There would be no change from the current position. 
 
 
4. Where the owner of a building is not known, how will the Bill improve on the current 

situation? 
 

 There would be little improvement on the current position. It should still be possible to 
register a charging order against a property even if the owner is not known although 
this in itself would attract further costs. 
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5. Are there any equality issues arising from the proposed Bill? 
 

 There does not appear to be any issues arising form the Bill 
 
  
6. What are your views on a fixed period of 30 years for repayment? 
 

 As stated above Moray Council does not support such a lengthy recovery period. 
 


