
IS THERE A LEASE?

IS THE OCCUPATION BY THE TENANT?

IS THE OCCUPATION FOR THE PURPOSES OF A BUSINESS OR PARTLY FOR THE PURPOSES OF A BUSINESS?

IS THE BUSINESS CARRIED ON BY THE TENANT?

TENANCY OR SUB-TENANCY, 
SECTION 69(1) LTA 1954

INCLUDES TENANCIES CREATED BY ESTOPPEL AND 
TENANCIES UNDER WALSH V LONSDALE

LEASE - LICENCE DISTINCTION
- Essex Plan v Broadminster
- London and Associated Investment v 
Calow
- Cameron Ltd v Rolls Royce Plc
- Dresden Estates v Collinson
- National Car Parks Ltd v Trinity 
Development Co
- Dellneed v Harold Chin
- Vandersteen v Agius

DOES NOT APPLY TO TENANCIES 
AT WILL
- Wheeler v Mercer
- Hagee v Erikson & Larson

DOES THE TENANCY INCLUDE PREMISES?

PROPERTY - INCORPOREAL 
HEREDITAMENTS
- Land Reclamation Co v Basildon DC
- Nevill Long & Co v Firmenich
- Pointon York Group v Poulton

PREMISES
- Bracey v Read
- Harley Queen v Forsyte Kerman
- Wandsworth BC v Singh

ARE THE PREMISES OCCUPIED?

“THREAD OF CONTINUITY”
- I & H Caplan v Caplan
- Bacchiocchi v Academic Agency
- Teasdale v Walker

SUB-TENANCIES
- Baguettes Ltd v GP Estates
- Lee Verhulst v Harwood Trust
- Graysim Holdings v P & O Property 
Holdings
- Bassari v Camden LBC
- Groveside Properties v Westminster 
Medical School

SUITABILITY FOR OCCUPATION/ 
SUSCEPTIBILITY FOR OCCUPATION
- Morrison Holdings v Manders
- Demetriou v Poolaction
- Wandsworth BC v Singh

MEANING OF OCCUPATION - NOT 
A TERM OF ART

WHAT BUSINESS IS THE TENANT 
INVOLVED IN?
- Wandsworth BC v Singh

ESSENTIAL FOR THE BUSINESS
- Cheryl Investments Ltd v Saldanha
- Gurton v Parrott 
- Groveside Properties v Westminster 
Medical School
- Chapman v Freeman  

CHANGE OF USE
- Broadway Investments Hackney v 
Grant

CONNECTED BUSINESSES
- Secretary of State for Transport v 
Jenkins
- Hillil Property v Narqine Pharmacy

IS THERE A BUSINESS

BODIES CORPORATE
- Addiscombe Gardens v Crabbe
- Hawkesbrooke Leisure Ltd v The 
Reece-Jones Partnership

INDIVIDUALS
- Abernethie v AM & J Kleiman Ltd 
- Lewis v Weldcrest Ltd 

OCCUPATION BY ALL THE TENANTS 
OF A JOINT TENANCY

CONNECTED PERSONS 
- Pegler v Craven
- Amended by 2003 Order
- Frish v Barclays Bank

IS THERE A PROTECTED TENANCY?DOES THE ACT APPLY?
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