
 

PAYILIO. COURT LIMITED 

HELD AT THE BURSTI. HOTEL, MARI.E TERRACE, FOL~ESTO.E 

O. WED.ESDAI 25tb MARCH 1992 AT 2.00p. 

Present 
-------
B P Rogers Esq - Honorary Secretary 
R E Beavis Esq - Honorary Treasurer 
S M Ellman Esq - Gross Fine 
T D Whelan Esq - Gross Fine 

In addition, nine shareholders of Pavilion Court Limited were 
present, with various shareholders holding three shareholders 
votes in proxy. 

Apologies 

None. 

1. ACCOUNTS 

1.1 A question was raised from the floor as to why the 
accounts for the period ended 31st March 1991 had not been 
signed. SME explained that to the best of his knowledge it 
was not necessary for accounts to be signed. This was not 
accepted by all present. 

1.2 A question was raised from the floor as to why Blick 
Rothenburg were no longer the accountants, the position now 
being held by Gerald Edelman. TDW advised that he was of the 
view that D Crocker probably changed the accountants due to 
the level of costs incurred with regard to secretarial fees. 
TDW advised that costs in this regard had increased from £265 
for the year ending 31st March 1990 up to £1,147 in 1991. 

1.3 A 9ugzesticn yae raised f~cm the fleer ~ha~ in order for 
shareholders to be given comprehensive replies to questions 
concerning the accounts, they should be in writing to be 
received no later than 14 days prior to the Annual General 
Meeting. SME agreed this way a practical idea. 

1.4 Shareholders expressed the view that the heading listed under 
expenditure as "Rates", was misleading. SME agreed and 
advised shareholders that in future the accountants would be 
instructed to refer to this item of expenditure as "Water and 
Sewerage Charges". 

1.5 Shareholders expressed a view that the accounts should be 
distributed sooner than six months after the expiration of 
the relevant service charge year. 
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SME advised that there was a legal requirement for the 
accounts to be distributed no later than six months after the 
expiration of the service charge year, but that the matter 
would be discussed with auditors in order to examine whether 
the process of preparation and subsequent distribution can be 
improved upon. 

1.6 The meeting requested a breakdown of charges relating to 
porterage. It was agreed that this be provided to the 
Residents Association by way of a separate letter. 

1.7 TDW confirmed that the porter Mr Wright, had paid his own 
community charge for the service charge year ending 31st 
March 1992, and that there was therefore no cost to the 
service charge in this respect. 

1.8 Subject to the queries raised, it was resolved that the 
accounts for the year ending 31st March 1991 and the report 
of the Directors, be and hereby adopted. Proposed by Mr 
Austin (shareholder) and seconded by Mr forward (shareholder 
trustee). 

2. AUDITORS 

2.1 Mr Beavis asked whether the audit fee charged was reasonable. 
SME advised that he believed the charge was reasonable, and 
this was agreed with by Mr Austin (shareholder), who advised 
that in his experience the audit fee levied was reasonable. 
SME also advised shareholders that the cost to the service 
charge account was kept low because of the standard of 
information presented to auditors upon which the accounts are 
formulated. 

2.2 It was resolved that Messrs Gerald Edelman be re-appointed as 
auditors of the Company, and that their remuneration be 
agreed. Proposed by Mr Austin (shareholder) and seconded by 
Mr Barnes (shareholder). 

3. RE-ELECTION Of DIRECTORS 

3.1 It was resolved that the Directors, D J Crocker and E S 
Crocker, having expressed a willingness to act, be and they 
are hereby re-appointed to the Board. 

4. ANY OTHER BUSINESS 

4.1 Re-pointing of external brickwork 
Mr Rogers advised the meeting that the re-pointing had not 
been finished due to inclement weather. Mr Rogers also 
advised the meeting that the re-pointing had been two thirds 
completed, and that the remainder, providing weather 
conditions are favourable, will be completed in two weeks 
time. Mr Rogers also advised that there would be no extra 
cost incurred as a result of the delay. This was confirmed 
by TDW on the basis of information provided by the 
supervising surveyor R Tucker. 
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4.2 Hajor works - Parsons 
SHE advised that this matter had now been settled and that no 
further sums were due to Parsons, but all sums previously 
paid into Court would be passed to the contractor. 

SHE advised that any outstanding repairs to windows would 
need to be financed by the service charge, where this was 
provided for under the terms of the lease. 

4.3 Ownership of area adjoining the Burstin Hotel 
Bearing in mind the location of the meeting and the sensitive 
nature of discussions between solicitors representing the two 
parties involved, SHE advised that he was not prepared to 
discuss this matter in open forum. SHE advised that the 
Residents Association would be informed of this matter by way 
cf separate co~munication. 

4.4 Arrears 
SHE advised that if lessees who were experiencing problems 
with payment of service charges, contacted Gross Fine 
offices, every effort would be made to assist leaseholders in 
discharging their obligation under the terms of the lease. 
However, in the absence of any good reason for non-payment 
it was pointed out to the meeting that re-possessing the flat 
was likely. 

There being no further business, 
3.34pm. 

CHAIRMAN 

the meeting closed at 
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