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1. Introduction

Ownership of apartments has existed for a long time in many countries around the world.!
Indirect or direct apartment ownership in particular has been a much used and well-
functioning form of such rights, especially in Europe and the Nordic countries. As the
society has developed, new forms have emerged and today various types of apartment
ownership exist. Many potential problems are connected with owning property units in
close connection with each other within a building, as usually is the case for apartments.
One of these main problems is management and the responsibility for it. The responsibil-
ity can be in the hands of the individual owners or joint between the owners, depending
on the chosen solution. This paper presents the Swedish condominium system, which has
recently been introduced, and, comparing it with some international case studies, shows
some possible solutions for managing condominiums.

1.1 The Condominium as a Form of 3D Property Right

The condominium can be regarded as a form of three-dimensional (3D) property right, if
defining 3D property as real property that is legally delimited both vertically and horizon-
tally.2 The main forms of 3D property rights internationally, if including the full range of
such rights in the broad sense, are the independent 3D property, the condominium, indi-
rect ownership and granted rights.3 Condominium is a common and wide-spread form and
exists all over the world in areas such as Australia, Canada and South America.4 The two
main condominium (or apartment ownership) forms are the condominium ownership type
and the condominium user right type.5 The condominium ownership type means that each
apartment resident owns the apartment he or she occupies, while the common parts of the
building and surrounding land usually are owned jointly by all the residents of the building.
This form, also called the dualistic form, can be found, for example, in Denmark and
Germany, and was recently introduced in Sweden.s The condominium user right, on the
other hand, is a form where the apartment occupants jointly own the entire building and
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surrounding land together and the share of the property each owner has gives the right to
occupy a specific apartment in the building. This monistic form exists, for instance, in
Norway and the Netherlands.” The condominium is usually well defined and is considered
to consist of three components, which are the ownership to a part of the building, a share
in the common property and membership in an association for the management of the
building. A condominium building consists, in the most common case, of apartments,
which are privately used, and common parts, which may include parts of the building such
as roof, facades, stairs, elevators, facilities and main pipes providing certain services.

The indirect ownership has a legal person as the formal owner, which stands between the
resident and the property.s This legal person could be a co-operative, an association, a
limited company, etc.” The tenant-ownership form in Sweden is a form of apartment right
where a tenant-owner association owns the building in which the members live. The ten-
ant-ownership represents a share in the capital of the association, not in the actual build-
ing. The right to use a specific dwelling is connected to the membership of the association.
In the limited company system, which exists for example in Finland, housing joint stock
companies own buildings. Each tenant is granted an exclusive user right to a particular
apartment by acquiring shares in the company.

A combination of the vatious forms of 3D property rights is possible in many countries,
for example a further subdivision of the independent 3D property type into condominium
apartments and a mixture with other forms within the same building, leading to a complex
but flexible system. Countries with the condominium type in many cases also have forms
of indirect ownership, such as tenant-ownership and tenancy forms.

1.2 Management

When developing and using a successful and lasting system for 3D property rights in gen-
eral and condominiums in particular, there are certain key factors that seem to be of par-
ticular importance, regardless of legal system.10 These factors were selected in this study
based on what can be expected as problem areas for 3D property rights and modified
according to the results of a study comparing systems for 3D property rights in some
countries, where the main juridical and organizational problems were related to these arcas
and led to amendments to the legislation in these countries.!! The factors concern:

e boundaries between the apartments and between apartments and common parts;
e common property and what is included in it;

e co-operation between property units and different solutions for it, such as easement
and joint facilities;
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e management and the forms and responsibilities for it;
e scttlement of disputes between the owners; and
e insurance solutions and what should be private and joint responsibility for it.

The factor that seems to create more problems is management. Many of the other factors
are also connected with this aspect. In general, when dealing with individuals sharing the
same resources, management aspects are important.i2 It is thus essential to have a struc-
tured and efficient organisation for management in order for the apartment scheme and
the community of owners to function properly. It is important not only for the owners,
but also for financial institutions with an interest in the scheme to keep the management
well organised. To have good management will also reduce the risk of disputes, especially
to avoid the inability to act when more extensive renovations shall be decided and imple-
mented. The catlier forms of apartment ownership in Germany, for example, had insuffi-
cient regulation in this area, which led to conflicts between the owners.13 The complexity
and increasing size of condominium complexes in the society today put higher demands
on the managers and a need for professional managers has emerged.

Management of condominiums includes aspects such as:
e level of investment;

e level of maintenance;

e decisions about extensive renovations;

e rules of behaviour in common areas;

e work and organization of administrative bodies; and
e mechanisms for resolving conflicts.

All these aspects ate sources of potential problems and conflicts if not regulated propetly.
As we will see, there are different ways of organising the management.

1.3 Methodology

This paper is based on a study that was made on 3D property rights with the purpose of
establishing the fundamental principles regarding such rights by studying such systems in
other countries and presenting key factors essential to a well-functioning system for this
kind of rights.14 The study presented three different 3D property rights models, which
were exemplified by the independent 3D property model in Sweden, the condominium
form model in Germany and a combination of these two forms as evidenced by the legal
systems of two states in Australia; New South Wales and Victoria. For the purpose of this
papet, focus on and further analysis of the management aspects of condominiums; espe-

12 Ostrom 1990.
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cially related to private and common responsibilities, were made. The aim is to investigate
different types of solutions used for the management of condominium and how the re-
sponsibility can be divided into private and common responsibilities, based on the experi-
ence of the selected countries. The purpose is not to find the best solution, since this
depends to a large extent on the form of condominium, the legal system of the country,
etc., but rather to point out what questions that should be solved in order to create a suc-
cessful management system for condominium rights and to give examples of different
solutions aiming at obtaining that.

Australia is a federal state, where each state in the federation has its own constitution and
legal system.!s Only two of these states are presented more in detail in this paper, but
some regulations are common and are described more in general here, not relating specifi-
cally to a certain state. Germany is a federation, where cach state has its own patliament
with certain legislative rights, but the important legislation is the same, or similar, for the
entire country.!s Real property regulation, generally speaking, is uniform for the entire
country.” The description in this paper refers to Germany as a whole and not specific
states. The countries/states in this study were selected based on several criteria, such as
representation of different types of 3D property rights, countries with stability and long
experience within the field, as well as availability of material and contacts. The general
information about the legal systems of 3D property rights in the selected countries, and in
particular about the management issue dealt with in this paper, was gathered through liter-
ature studies, both by directly examining the laws and by reading scientific literature and
informational material on the subject. A study visit was made to the Australian states and

to Germany and interviews were conducted with both legal experts and practitioners with-
in the field.

The method of comparative law was used for the comparison made in this paper. The
comparison is not intended to be comprehensive, but rather to point out areas relevant to
the topic of private and common responsibilities for the management of condominiums.
The analysis in this study was made from a static perspective, looking at systems for 3D
property rights mainly with the rules and legislation currently in force. The fact that legisla-
tion and practice is constantly changing makes it difficult to keep the static perspective in
the comparison. Many other difficulties are connected with comparative studies of legal
systems, which have to be taken into account when interpreting the results of such stud-
ies.18 One way of avoiding problems with direct rule-comparison in this study has been to
compare functions and describe different possible solutions for the management of con-
dominiums.

15 Zweigert and Kotz 1998: 221.
16 Bogdan 1993: 187.
17 Hertel and Wicke 2006: 4.

18 See e.g. Bogdan 1993; Bogdan 2004; Zweigert and K&tz 1998; van Hoecke 2004; David et al. 1974;
von Bar 2004.

Erwin Hepperle et al. (Hrsg.): Core-Themes of Land Use Politics, © vdf Hochschulverlag 2011



Private and Common Responsibilities for the Management of Condominiums 221

This paper contains only brief general descriptions of the condominium systems in the
selected countries and their forms of management.!® The purpose is only to give a back-
ground and a frame for the specific management issues and solutions that are presented
based on the case studies and on general literature on the subject. More specific methods
of organization of the management and ways of separating private and common responsi-
bilities are then presented.

22 Condominium in Sweden2o

For many years, Sweden has had a form of 3D property right, the tenant-ownership (bos-
tadsratl), which has similarities with the condominium, but is an indirect form of ownet-
ship. Sweden introduced the independent 3D property type (3D-fastigher) in 2004. It is
defined as a property unit which in its entirety is delimited both horizontally and vertical-
ly.2t The Swedish condominium (dggariigenbes) form was introduced in May 2009 and added
to the existing forms of 3D property rights. It is a special form of 3D property (3D-
fastighel), which is regulated in the legislation for traditional 2D property units. In general,
the same rules that exist for 2D properties are valid also for 3D properties, with some
additional special rules, and the rules for the 3D property are valid also for the condomin-
fum, with some specific rules added. The Swedish condominium is thus a form which has
more similarities with the independent 3D property than in other countries, where these
forms are more separated.

The Swedish condominium form belongs to the dualistic ownership type, where each
occupant owns the specific part of the building that the apartment constitutes and has a
share in the common property. It is defined as a three-dimensional property unit intended
to contain nothing but one single residential apartment.?2 The condominium in Sweden
can thus only be formed for accommodation purposes and only in new buildings, or
buildings that were not used for accommodation during eight years before the property
formation of the condominium units. This is to avoid any transformation of existing resi-
dential apartments into condominiums. In order to form the condominium, there must be
at least three condominium apartments closely connected to each other. The purpose of
this is to avoid a too complex property division, to enhance the opportunities for a good
living environment and to promote the cooperation between adjoining apartments.2s Nec-
essary rights must be provided for the condominium, such as access and facilities.

The above-mentioned key factors for 3D property rights have been regulated to different
extent. In general it is possible to say that they are not regulated in detail in the legislation.
The Swedish National Land Survey, for example, provides guidelines and recommenda-

19 For more detailed and extensive information on the systems, see Paulsson 2007.

20 For more information in English on the Swedish condominium system, see e.g. Eriksson and Jansson
2010.

21 Swedish Land Code, Chap. 3, s. Ta.
22 Swedish Land Code, Chap. 3, s. 1a.
23 Proposition 2008/09:91: 58-59.
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tions, but many decisions are left to be made in the property formation procedure. Some
specific questions, such as insurance solutions, are not yet solved by the industry. The
location of boundaries between the apartments and between apartments and common
property is decided from case to case. However, as a main rule the condominium unit
should contain the apartment space and the surface of the separating structures. What
parts of the building that should be private or common is decided in the cadastral proce-
dure. There is no compulsory form for cooperation between property units, but this need
should preferably be solved by the formation of a joint facility and/or a joint property
unit, which will include common property and facilities, such as the structural building
parts, elevators and pipes. Easements will sometimes be a suitable solution for such needs.
If needed, there can be several joint facilities within one condominium scheme, or separate
parts within one joint facility with differentiated shares for the different parts of the build-
ing complex, but only one association per scheme is recommended. It is not regulated by
law that an association must be created for the management in all cases, but if joint facili-
ties or joint property units are formed, an association is compulsory, which means that this
will be the solution in most of the cases. The association also has the role of taking action
against disturbances amongst the residents and creating clear rules for management. It is
possible for the association to issue house rules for the use of the common property. If
occupants of the apartments cause disturbances to an extent that can not be tolerated, the
condominium owner can be ordered under penalty that the disturbance should stop.

3. International Comparison

When looking at the situation for apartment ownership internationally, we can find differ-
ent types represented, but with similar features and important questions to be solved.
From the case studies?* of the Swedish 3D property (3D-fastighe?), the German condomini-
um (Wohnungseigentum) and the condominium (strata title) and 3D property (stratum) in the
two Australian states New South Wales and Victoria, we can find different solutions for
management and private and common responsibilities for it.

3.1 Germanyzs

Germany has the possibility of forming condominiums since the 1950ies and the system
seems to be working very well, with few amendments to the legislation throughout the
years. Even though the legislation is regulated quite in detail, there is a large influence
from legal practice.2c The condominium is seen as a unit consisting of three components
that are the common property, the private property and the membership in an associa-
tion.2” Condominiums are possible to create also for offices and commercial premises. In
otder for the condominium to be formed, common property is also necessary. 1f there is

24 Paulsson 2007.

25 For more detailed and extensive information on Germany, see Paulsson 2007.
26 Demharter 2002: 72.
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common property that should be used only by a few owners, special user rights can be
given to those parts of the property specifically only for those owners.

If there are large building complexes with many owners, some issues might concern only a
few of the owners. It is then possible to grant block voting rights for issues concerning a
certain part of the building only for the owners involved in that. Apart from the rules
provided by legislation, there are also by-laws and house rules available for the regulation
of issues within the condominium building. Often building complexes may be very large,
including more than a thousand condominiums. That makes it difficult for the owners
themselves to handle the management of the building complex. In such cases, professional
managers are hired to take care of the management.

3.2 Australiozs

Australia has experienced the condominium system for a long time, introducing 3D prop-
erties in the 1960’ies. The country has been world leading in this field and has influenced
the system of such rights in other countries.?? Since the introduction, continuous changes
in the legislation have been made; some of them due to certain problems and shortcom-
ings with the existing legislation and others due to changes and development in society.

One of the studied Australian states, New South Wales, has a combination of several
forms of 3D property rights, where the condominium is one of them. Part strata, for ex-
ample, is a combination of the stratum (independent 3D property) and strata title (con-
dominium) within the same building, where one stratum can contain several strata title
apartments. The original condominium Act was quite simple and did not regulate man-
agement to a great extent. Some of the main problems were how common property
should be dealt with and how to settle disputes.3! Because of this, a separate act regulating
management was introduced some years later. In Victoria, the other studied Australian
state, the 3D properties have been integrated into the regular real property legislation.

By-laws on practical issues are used to regulate management issues. There are both com-
pulsory by-laws, which concern the important matters and are included in the legislation,
and voluntary by-laws that are selected for each building complex. New South Wales has a
system with a combination of umbrella associations and sub-associations. The umbrella
association covers an entire area, dealing with issues that are general for all buildings that
are included in that area. The sub-associations are members of the umbrella association
and deal with issues for one specific area each, where only owners within that area take
part and are concerned. Victoria has a similar system with unlimited and limited associa-
tions. The unlimited association covers the entire building complex and handles general
questions, while the limited associations are limited to a certain area or part of building,

28  For more detailed and extensive information on Australia, see Paulsson 2007.
29 SOU 1996:87: 112; Bugden, Allen and CCH Conveyancing Law 1997: 1-100.
30 Paulsson 2007.
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only including issues and members within that specific part. Professional managers atre
possible also here, depending on the size and type of building complex.

In community schemes, with a mixture of condominiums and other types of housing
within a larger area, there are often tiered management schemes, with more than one gov-
erning body. One community association will be the governing body for the entire devel-
opment. The members of that body are associations that are governing smaller areas, such
as a neighbourhood or precinct, or a condominium scheme. Individual owners are mem-
bers of these associations on the lower level. Such management schemes can create com-
plexity to a great extent. All associations on all levels must also hold their own meetings,
have their own by-laws, etc, which creates additional needs concerning both time and

money.32
4. Solutions for Management of Condominiums
4.1 Separation of Private and Common

Based on international experience, we can find various ways of separating private from
common property within the condominium building and of arranging the management of
such a building. Although management is important mainly for the common parts, indi-
vidual apartments must also be taken care of properly. As mentioned, when looking at the
key factors for 3D property rights, also the factors concerning boundaries and common
property are connected with the management factor. The location of boundaries is im-
portant when it comes to deciding who should be responsible for the structural parts of
the building and whether this responsibility should be private or common for the owners.
Since the condominium building usually consists of privately owned apartments and
common parts, it is important to decide to whom these parts and facilities belong in order
to clarify the responsibility for it. The legislation treats this problem differently in different
countries. The common property can be defined inclusively, with detailed lists of what is
included in the common property, or exclusively, where common property is everything
not belonging to the individual property units.33 In Singapore, for example, common
property simply means parts of a building or land within the condominium development
that are not comprised in any apartment and that are used by occupiers of two or more
apartments.’ The supporting structures can thus be common property, and managed by
the association, or included in the individually owned property, being under the private
responsibility of each owner. Having decided what common property is, there must be a
solution for the co-operation between property owners concerning this property. The
occupants of the building must be given access to the structural parts, facilities, etc., and it
must be decided whether the responsibility should be private or common. In the common
case joint facilities can be formed, where all property units will participate. In the case of
private ownership, access to parts of the building will be given through easements. Private

32 Sherry 2009: 138-139.
33 van der Merwe 1994: 51-53.
34 Christudason 2008.
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agreements can also be used to regulate the relationship between the owners, but this
solution is more rarely used for condominiums. It is more common for independent 3D
property cases, where no common property exists, but all facilities, etc., are included in the
individually owned property units.

It is thus evident that clear rules are needed regarding ownership and use of the common
parts within a condominium development. The separation of private and common is im-
portant, especially when it comes to determining the responsibility. Boundaries and rules
that might be clear for existing owners and those involved in creating them, might not be
as clear for succeeding owners, occupants, right holders and other actors within a condo-
minium building complex. As we have seen, in some countries the location of boundaries
and the extent of the common property are cleatly regulated in detail in the legislation, but
Sweden has decided on a model where this has to be decided individually for each case,
which leads to more flexibility, but also more uncertainty. We can also see that the division
between private and common parts is not always distinct. There are sometimes possibili-
ties for private responsibilities of certain common parts that are intended for the use of
only a few of the property owners and their benefit.

4.2 Governing Bodies

Decisions that have to be made within each scheme, regardless of ownership structure and
type of scheme, include level of investment and maintenance, rules of behaviour in com-
mon areas and mechanisms for resolving conflicts. There are provisions in all condomini-
um statutes for the purpose of creating effective management.’s The issuing of separate
development and management acts, which we can find for example in the New South
Wales case, shows that condominium developments belong to discrete but connected legal
spheres of land ownership and community relationships.3 In order to establish a good
system for management it is important to provide legal mechanisms for it and to have
clear rules regulating the management. Among these mechanisms are included some form
of collective ownership of common property and amenities within and belonging to the
building, rules governing behaviour within the building and a governing body that will
control and administer the collective ownership and the governing rules.’” The rules can
be compulsory and provided by the legislation, or included in by-laws set by the owners’
association. House-rules can contain detailed regulations aiming at maintaining order with-
in the building. The management form depends both on the type of ownership and the
laws, by-laws and internal rules regulating the building scheme. Despite the differences
between the various forms, we can find similarities in the rules available within the differ-
ent types of housing.

There is a choice between making all owners participate in the management and creating a
management body for this purpose. Voluntary management by the owners is only recom-

35 van der Merwe 1994: 141.
36 Sherry 2009: 133.
37 Sherry 2009: 133.
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mended for small schemes, while very large and complex apartment schemes may need
professional managers to take care of the management.’s Usually there is a need for a gov-
erning body to control and administer common property and the rules for managing it. In
most cases this governing body is an association, where the property owners within the
condominium development are members, and which is created to deal with the manage-
ment of the condominium scheme. The association is often regarded as necessary for
dealing with the management issues. In some cases it is always compulsory, in other cases
only where there is common property or joint facilities, such as in the Swedish case. In
other cases an association is created even if there is no common property at all. Different
models thus can be used for the management of condominium schemes. The owners
themselves can take care of the management, a professional person or company may be
contracted for this purpose, or State or municipal maintenance companies may do it, but
mainly only as a short-term solution.’? When all owners take part in the management
through the association, it might be easier for them to be aware of the costs involved and
what needs to be done, but in large associations it might be too complicated to manage
everything on their own. The governing body can deal with most issues concerning the
condominiums, or only some general decisions, leaving the practical issues to managers.
These managers can then be professionals from the outside, which are experienced dealing
with matters like this that the owners have neither the time nor the expertise to deal with.
For condominiums in Sweden, the need for a compulsory association was discussed, but
considered to be too restricting. However, as soon as a joint facility or joint property unit
is formed for the common property, an association has to be created to take care of the
management. There often is a general meeting of the owners to make decisions on admin-
istration and an executive board and/or a manager to execute the decisions and take care
of the day-to-day management. As assistance to the association to carry out its managing
duties there might also be others involved, apart from the executive committee also a
chairman, a treasurer, a secretary, a managing agent, a caretaket, etc.40

4.3 Management Levels

Within one condominium development there might also be different management levels.
It is quite common and useful to have such levels within large schemes and developments,
where different parts of the development and different types of facilities will be managed
on different levels. These management levels can be created in different forms, such as
subdividing areas and associations into sub-associations for limited areas. A large associa-
tion can function as an umbrella for a larger area, with the smaller associations for limited
areas as members of the larger one. Problems on one level of the nested system are usually
not the same as problems on the higher general level.4! If many management levels will be
present, it may, however, lead to reduced efficiency and increase in costs. As we can see,

38  UN/ECE 2002: 19.
39 UN/ECE 2002: 30.
40 Sherry 2009: 135-136.
41 Ostrom 1990: 102.
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e.g. from the experience of the condominium system in Singapore,* if one association is
responsible for an entire development with mixed use, it might be difficult for all owners
within the development to agree on all management aspects concerning this development,
since they all have different interests. Residential owners may have to contribute to the
costs for public areas and commercial units may have to pay for facilities which only bene-
fit the residential owners.+ This can make it difficult for owners to agree on measutes to
be taken regarding management, improvements, upgrading, etc. When creating a tiered
system, specific areas within the development can be exclusively used by just one group of
owners within the development. The main community association will manage the com-
mon property and issues that concern all owners, while the sub-associations will manage
the limited common property that is used by just a limited group of owners within the
development, e.g. residential, commercial and office groups are separated.

Costs for the management of these limited areas can be paid by those affected by it, and
not by the entire community. This creates a more flexible system when it comes to levying
contributions and will better protect the property rights for different groups of users.4
However, other problems can emerge, such as increased management costs, a need for
more volunteers among the owners to take care of the management on different levels, as
well as more possibilities for disputes to arise. Owners do not want to pay for the man-
agement of facilities that they do not use, such as elevators in high-rise buildings if the
owners live in the buildings where there is no need for any elevators. Conflicts may arise
concerning boundaries of common property and limited common property, from dispari-
ties between the by-laws and between managers. Instead of creating a tiered system of
limited common property and sub-associations these matters can be regulated in the legis-
lation. It is also possible to create separate voting rights and simple procedures for the
settlement of disputes.*s

It is thus useful in many cases to divide a building complex into different associations. In
such a case, not all owners have to be involved in all decisions or management of the
entire building if it only concerns a part of it. The tiered association system with multiple
governing bodies seems to be useful in large developments and in cases where several
forms are mixed within the same development. It creates flexibility and separation of in-
terest groups. However, it also leads to increased complexity and an increased need for
managers. More associations can create more costs and more complicated management.
As we have seen, other solutions are also possible, such as separate block voting rights. As
we have seen in the Swedish case, different management levels are not used, but a joint
facility for the common parts can be subdivided into parts with different shares depending
on the benefit and use for each property unit. Which is the better solution will probably
depend on the type of condominium development and its specific needs.

42 Christudason 2009: 36.
43 Christudason 2008.
44 Christudason 2008.
45 Christudason 2008.
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8. Concluding Remarks

This paper has presented the new Swedish condominium system and compared it with
some countries in order to show possible solutions for the management of condominiums
and the separation of private and common responsibilities. The difference between coun-
tries and forms of 3D property rights makes it difficult to present the optimal solution for
all types of condominium and legal systems, but the paper has pointed out some areas that
are of importance in order to create a successful management system for condominium
rights and has shown a variety of possible solutions within these areas.

There are various forms of 3D property rights internationally and in particular the con-
dominium is a form that is very common and spread all around the world. From the case
studies we can see that there are different forms of condominium and different ways of
handling the management of apartment schemes. When dealing with 3D property rights in
general and condominiums in particular, we can expect and also see from international
case studies that there are certain key factors that are important to regulate. Some features
are common and important for all types, and some issues must be solved for creating
successful condominium systems and the management of these. Some of these factors
comprise the determination of and the relation between private and common parts of the
building, and the management of the common parts.

The condominium systems in this study have developed with time and new forms and
mixture of forms have been added. New phenomena and developments in society, as well
as new problems emerging, have lead to the need of new solutions. The complexity has
increased, and with it the need for more complex and adapted solutions. We should expect
to find that certain forms are more suitable than others, given certain criteria. There might
also be new possible forms of managing apartments, containing the best features from the
studied systems. However, such considerations have not been made within the scope of
this study. Since management is such an important factor to consider, we can expect that
the choice of management form is crucial for a well-functioning system for apartment
ownership.

In conclusion, it is a difficult but important task to separate between private and common
responsibility for the management of condominiums. Some questions have to be solved in
order to create a successful management system for condominiums. One such question is
where to locate the boundary between private and common parts of the building and how
to define the common property. It is also necessary to decide the type of governing body
that is suitable for the condominiums and the level of participance of the owners in the
management, depending on size and complexity of the condominium scheme. Another
possibility to consider is to create management on different levels within a scheme, in
particular if it is large and consists of areas with different types of buildings and interests.
Different solutions have their own advantages and disadvantages. However, we can see
from the experience of condominiums within different legal systems that it is important to
clearly solve these problems. For the Swedish case, where the possibility of creating con-
dominiums has just been introduced, it remains to be seen whether the existing solutions
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will be sufficient to separate private and common responsibility, and to avoid management
problems that otherwise could emerge, based on international experience.
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