


Connells LPA to act for them in the day to day management
of the premises.

. Ms Murphy made an application for the hearing to be
adjourned. She submitted that the application is pointless
because there is an order for possession. She explained that
the actions complained of are the actions of the
Respondent’s tenants Christopher Wiggins and Donna Daws
who live in the premises under an assured shorthold tenancy
granted on 3 November 2003. She said that there is an order
for possession from Croydon County Court dated 20" May
2011. Hamlins LLP have already applied for a warrant for
possession. She added that the application is pointless
because Ms Griffiths has indicated that forfeiture
proceedings would not be brought. She concluded that her
clients have incurred costs, which they may not be able to
recover, in issuing possession proceedings and in defending
this application and this was unfair, as Ms Griffiths had
indicated that she would be seeking to recover the cost of
these proceedings from the service charge.

. Ms Griffiths opposed the application. She said that the
application was not pointless. She said that she had received
numerous complaints from other leaseholders in the block
about the Respondent’'s tenants and their pets. The other
lessees had threatened to withhold their service charge
unless action was taken. She said that it had taken her a
great deal of time and effort to identify the Respondents and
his managing agents’ whereabouts. She said that because
she had been given the run around she felt that she had no
option but to make this application. She said that when she
made the application, she had contemplated forfeiture
proceedings but had reconsidered her position following
discussions at the pre trial review.

. The Tribunal considered the application and its power to
adjourn proceedings under Regulation 15 of the Leasehold
Valuation Tribunals (Procedure)(England) Regs 2002. It
decided that it was not reasonable to grant the adjournment
given the grounds of the request and the time of the
application. It was clear that Ms Griffiths had been put to
considerable time and effort in trying to get the matter
resolved without resorting to the LVT. The issues were not












19. In the circumstances no order for costs was made.

Chairman Evis Samupfonda

Dated 13" June 2011
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