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IN THE MIDLAND RENT ASSESSMENT PANEL 	 CASE NO: Bill 	SC/ ZCOt4,/ ,-,X)35 

Determination  of the Leasehold Valuation Tribunal 

UndlOrd and Tenant Act 1985 

In the matter of 

Liberty Place (Sheepcote Street) M anagement Company Limited (the "Applicant') 

and 

Mr Olv'd Barrington and 243 other Respondents (the "Rec 

On the Applicant's Application under s 27A Landlord id Tenant Act 1985 for a determination to pay 

service charge. 

Property: Liberty Place, Sheepcote Street., 8r nciElizi in, B16 83B 

Tribunal Members: 

Mr T F Cooper FRICS FClArb 

Mr W H Hatcher, solicitor 

UPON the final hearing of the Applicant's Application pursuant to s,27A of the Landlord and Tenant 

Act 1985 

AND UPON hearing Mr Yr.ify, solicitor for the Applicant, and Mr Ba r ngton for three Respondents 

(Ms A Copsey, Mr R logiedow ond Mr A Woodfield) and upon no other Respondents appearing after 

due notice, 

AND UPON the Tribunal considering the provisions of the standard form of Le 	pplicable to the 

residential iii=its of liberty Place and the proposed works in the Specification ;if Work document 

of the heari'ig bur111) together with details of costings from JS Seddon and 8 Price in the 

Tender Analysis Report p.39 of the hearing bundle ) 

AND UPON the Tribunal considering the witness,staterts 	uptt Wills dated 

and David l'ictl)vingtor dated 9th March 2010. 

th h 2010 

The Tribunal akes the following deterrnirlc: 

That should the Applicant proceed with the proposed works as set out in the Specification of 

Work document (p.98 of the hearing bundle) and incur expenditure based on the sums 

indicated in the Tender Analysis Report document (page 39 of the heanr‘g bundle) that such 

works and expenses would be reasonably incurred for the purposes of subs 19(I)(a) 

landlord and Tenant Act 398S 

2. 	That the Applicant has rt-'d I I it) y incurred legal costs e stimated to exceed £5,000 plus VAT, 
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That the expenditure referred to in 1. and 2, above shall be recoverable as against all 244 

Respondents via the service charge in such proportions s permitted under the Lease. 

4. 	That it is n ir,oppropriate, in principle, to utilise funds from the reserve funds to finance ir 

part the proposed works 

The Tribunal makes nc ktcrmination and has no jurisdiction to direct ho•.*1 much of any reserve 

funds (if any) is used to tnare the proposed works, 5urthermore, 	=,t.  the Appliont has 

inditAte:1 fl intention to seek to raise tfflceat funds by way of service utat ge dcrnand ,-, for the 

proposed vdOri,::. in in s imerts, the Tribunal do e not make any doterrnination in that re 	and it 

is a matter fot the Applicant, aPP!ying the tefrnscfthi: tae, as to when such demaisda are raised 

and in how many instalments, — 

NotilisT in this determination affects any other rights or obligations of the Applicant or the 

ResponOents under iandlord and tenant legislation and, for the 3voi;iAnr e of doubt, it is without 

prejudice to the pates  rights under sutis.19(1)(b) Landlord and Tenant Act 1 .98S, 

Date 25 MAR 2010  

IF Cooper 

Chairman 
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