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5. It follows that the Tribunal has no jurisdiction to hear the application before
it today. To provide such jurisdiction an application must be made under
Section 27A of the 1985 Act for a determination that the service charge
demanded was reasonably incurred and properly payable by the
Respondent before seeking to exercise the right of forfeiture. The Tribunal
also noted that the service charge demand filed in this matter did not fully
comply with Saction 47 of the Landlord and Tenant Act 1987.

8. Accordingly this applicalion is dismissed on the grounds that the Tribunai
has no jurisdiction to determine the aopiication
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