
 

Decision with Statement of Reasons of the First-tier Tribunal for Scotland 
(Housing and Property Chamber) under Section 16 of the Housing (Scotland) 
Act 2014 
 

Chamber Ref: FTS/HPC/CV/21/0142 
 
Re: Property at 48M Barntongate Avenue, Edinburgh, eh4 8bj (“the Property”) 
 

 
Parties: 
 
Ms Edna Morrison, 2 Knockhouse Farm Cottages, Crossford, Fife, KY12 8BA 

(“the Applicant”) 
 
Miss Stephanie Whiteford, 48M Barntongate Avenue, Edinburgh, EH4 8BJ (“the 
Respondent”)              
 

 
Tribunal Members: 
 
Mary-Claire Kelly (Legal Member) 

 
 
Decision (in absence of the Respondent) 
 

The First-tier Tribunal for Scotland (Housing and Property Chamber) (“the 
Tribunal”) determined to grant an Order for payment in the sum of FIVE 
THOUSAND SEVEN HUNDRED AND SIXTY POUNDS (£5,760.00) 
 

 
Background 

1. By application dated 20th January 2021 the applicant seeks an order for 
payment in the sum of £5760 in respect of rent arears.  

2. The applicant lodged with the application a copy short assured tenancy 
agreement and rent ledger. 

3. A case management discussion (“cmd”) took place on 8th March 2021 by 
teleconference.  

4. The applicant was represented by Mr Dobbie, Property Lettings Manager at 
Saltouns Property Lettings. The respondent was neither present nor 
represented.  

5. The Tribunal was satisfied that the respondent had received proper notification 

of the cmd and proceeded in her absence in terms of rule 29. 
6. Mr Dobbie advised that the arrears had increased to £5760 since the 

application was lodged and he sought an order for the increased figure. The 



 

2 

 

Tribunal advised that the increased figure required to be intimated 14 days 
before the cmd in terms of rule 14A.  

7. The cmd was adjourned for the applicant to lodge a signed copy of the tenancy 

agreement and to confirm the position in relation to the joint tenant, Charles 
Powell. An adjournment would also allow the applicant to comply with the terms 
of rule 14A in respect of the increased amount sought. 
 
Case management discussion – 29th March 2021- teleconference 

 
8. Mr Dobbie attended the cmd as the applicant’s representative. The respondent 

was neither present nor represented. The Tribunal was satisfied that the 

respondent had been notified of the application and proceeded in her absence.  
9. The Tribunal noted that a signed copy of the tenancy agreement had been 

produced. The tenancy agreement named Charles Powell as a joint tenant 
however, he was not named as a respondent in the application. Mr Dobbie 

advised that Mr Powell had contacted the letting agents on 10th June 2020 to 
advise that the was moving out of the property.  

10. The Tribunal noted that the tenants were jointly and severally liable for arrears 
in terms of the tenancy agreement. Mr Dobbie advised that the arrears had 

amassed since Mr Powell left the property and therefore the application had 
been raised solely against the respondent as she had been residing in the 
tenancy during the period when the arrears built up. 

11. Mr Dobbie had lodged a rent ledger showing that the monthly rent due in terms 

of the tenancy agreement of £640 had been unpaid since May 2020. The 
outstanding arrears as at January 2022 was £5760. 

 
Findings in Fact 

12. The parties entered in a Short Assured Tenancy Agreement commencing on 
22nd March 2017.  

13. The rent due in terms of the tenancy agreement was £640 per calendar month.  
14. The joint tenant Charles Powell notified the letting agents that he was moving 

out of the property by email on 10th June 2021. 
15. The landlord received no rent payments for the nine-month period from May 

2020 to January 2021. 
16. There are outstanding rent arrears of £5670. 

17. The respondent is liable for the outstanding rent arrears. 
 
Reasons for the Decision 

18. The Tribunal had regard to the tenancy agreement, rent ledger, emails 

submitted by the applicant’s representative and his oral submissions in 
reaching its decision. 

19. The Tribunal noted that the respondent was a joint tenant. In terms of the 
tenancy agreement, she was jointly and severally liable for the rent arrears. It 

was therefore open to the applicant to pursue her for the outstanding amount. 
The Tribunal noted that the applicant was pursuing the respondent as Mr Powell 
was no longer residing in the property when the majority of the arrears 
amassed. 






