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The Rent Appeal Bill was introduced on 16 March
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(63 continued)

to last the whole time an assessment is in force.
It also required the conditions on which a bond
was held to be written (s.21(b)(ii) and (iii)),
created an offence of failing to answer a
juestion put by the board (s.26(g)) and adjusted
the requirement to notify the other partywhich
had previously required service on the landlord
(cl.3, Second Schedule).
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