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only be carried out with difficulty and/or at additional expense due to the nature
of the lease terms. The Tribunal is satisfied that, to the extent that there is any
lacuna in the terms of this lease, it is not significant enough to produce a risk
which should be reflected in the market value of the lease. In particular, the
Tribunal is satisfied that the issue of most concern, the roof covering, would be

regarded as part of the building used in common within the meaning of clause

2(14).

12. For the above reasons, the Tribunal determines that the premium to be paid by the
Applicant to the Respondent for the extended lease on the agreed terms is

£22,670 in accordance with the calculation in the attached appendix.

Chairman............ B o oococoont i ooooo T i o000 R s

Date 27" May 2009
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