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This attempt to short-circuit the process for
obtaining payment avoided the need to go

Changes to the Housing Grants Construction and
Regeneration Act were thought to make winding-up
proceedings possible when a party failed to pay an interim
certificate. But that thinking appears to be flawed!
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to adjudication. However, had adjudication
taken place, the adjudicator would have
almost certainly ordered that the employer
should pay against the interim certificate
and, if necessary, a judgment in the
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have enforced that.
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