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INTRO 

The estate agent has just sent you an email with the subject line, 

"Congratulations! Next Steps." There are fourteen attachments, 

three requests for information, and a sentence about confirming 

how you intend to purchase the property. You read it twice, 

understand approximately half of it, and forward it to your partner 

with the message, "Can you take a look?" Your partner replies, 

"Looks fine to me." An impressive achievement, considering the 

attachments have been sitting in their inbox for eleven seconds. 

You are about to make one of the largest financial commitments of 

your lives, and the entire process is being supervised by two people 

whose current strategy is apparently to hope that somebody else 

understands the paperwork. 

Welcome to buying an apartment together when you're not 

married. It's an exciting adventure involving property listings, 

mortgage discussions, impressive amounts of money, and questions 

nobody thought to ask during those lovely evenings spent 

imagining your future home. You probably know which 

neighborhood you prefer, how many bedrooms you need, and 

whether you can tolerate an open-plan kitchen. What you may not 

know is how your financial contributions will be treated, what 

responsibilities you're accepting, or what happens if your 

relationship changes. These aren't necessarily signs of poor 

planning. They're questions that often get buried beneath the much 

more enjoyable business of deciding where the dining table will go. 

The central difficulty is that being a couple and owning property 

together are two different arrangements. A relationship can be 

built on affection, generosity, informal compromises, and an 

understanding that you'll support each other when necessary. 

Property ownership and borrowing involve legal rights, financial 

obligations, documents, and people who have no particular interest 
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in how thoughtfully you celebrated your last anniversary. 

Depending on where you live, the rules for unmarried partners may 

differ significantly from those applying to married couples. Even 

within one legal system, the consequences can depend on how the 

property is acquired, how the purchase is financed, and what 

agreements have actually been made. 

Consider a fictional couple, Hannah and Marcus. Hannah has 

saved a substantial deposit over several years. Marcus earns more 

but has fewer savings because he's been supporting a family 

member. They find an apartment they both love and agree that 

Hannah will contribute more upfront while Marcus covers a greater 

share of certain expenses afterward. Neither thinks the 

arrangement is unfair. The trouble begins when they try to explain 

exactly what they've agreed. Does Marcus's higher contribution to 

ongoing costs affect their respective ownership interests? Is 

Hannah expecting her initial contribution to be treated differently if 

they eventually sell? They have two perfectly reasonable 

interpretations of one very vague conversation. 

This is where many couples become uncomfortable. Money has 

a remarkable ability to transform ordinary questions into 

perceived judgments about character. Asking how a deposit will be 

recognized can sound like an accusation of financial 

irresponsibility. Wanting independent legal advice can be mistaken 

for expecting the relationship to fail. Mentioning a possible breakup 

may feel like announcing that you've secretly scheduled one for 

next Thursday. Yet a question about financial consequences is not 

necessarily a statement about someone's trustworthiness. You can 

believe your partner has excellent intentions and still recognize 

that intentions don't automatically establish legal rights or 

determine what happens when circumstances change. 

The usual response is reassurance. "We'll be sensible." "We'd 

never argue about money." "Whatever happens, we'll work it out." 

These promises may be entirely sincere, and sincerity matters in a 
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relationship. But they don't tell you what either person would 

actually do if one lost their income, wanted to move away, or could 

no longer afford their agreed contribution. They don't explain 

whether one person could realistically take over the property or 

whether a lender would agree to change an existing obligation. 

Most importantly, they don't reveal whether you're imagining the 

same solution. Two people can agree enthusiastically to "be fair" 

while holding completely different definitions of fairness. 

You also face pressures that have nothing to do with your 

relationship. A seller wants a quick answer. A lender requires 

documents. Relatives have opinions about how much you should 

spend, and somebody's father knows an expert who apparently 

understands the entire property market because he bought a house 

in 1998. Meanwhile, you're balancing jobs, family responsibilities, 

limited savings, and the exhausting reality of making important 

decisions after a full working day. It isn't surprising that couples 

postpone difficult conversations. The problem is that the financial 

and legal consequences of a decision don't become smaller simply 

because discussing them is inconvenient. 

This book is designed to make those conversations more 

manageable. You'll learn to distinguish shared intentions from 

concrete agreements, identify financial assumptions that deserve 

closer examination, and organize questions about deposits, 

ownership, mortgage obligations, ongoing costs, and major 

improvements. You'll also learn how to prepare useful information 

for lawyers, notaries or other relevant property professionals, 

lenders, and tax specialists where appropriate. The goal isn't to 

turn you into an amateur legal department or make every dinner 

conversation resemble a mortgage committee meeting. It's to help 

you understand what you need to decide yourselves and what 

requires qualified advice. 

There will also be space for the uncomfortable possibilities that 

optimistic property brochures tend to ignore. Careers change. 



8 

Families grow or become more complicated. One partner may 

inherit money, experience illness, or take on responsibilities the 

other never expected. Relationships sometimes end, even when 

both people began with genuine commitment. Planning for such 

possibilities does not require assuming the worst of your partner. It 

means recognizing that property rights, debts, and financial 

arrangements may continue after a relationship changes. The 

practical consequences depend on your circumstances and local 

law, which makes careful preparation more useful than relying on 

universal formulas found online. 

Nor is this a book about protecting the wealthier partner at the 

expense of the other, or insisting that every financial contribution 

must be identical. Couples may have different incomes, savings, 

caring responsibilities, or employment stability. One arrangement 

may feel sensible for one household and deeply unsuitable for 

another. What matters is understanding those differences without 

turning them into a competition over who deserves greater 

influence. Significant financial contributions deserve proper 

consideration. So do informed consent, independent judgment, and 

the ability to ask questions without being pressured into signing 

something you don't understand. 

You won't find a magical agreement that eliminates every 

possible dispute. A template copied from the internet cannot 

reliably account for every legal system, lender, family arrangement, 

or future event. Nor should general guidance replace advice from 

appropriately qualified professionals who can examine your actual 

circumstances and documents. What you can develop, however, is a 

clearer method for approaching decisions. Instead of asking only, 

"Is this safe?" you can identify what you're concerned about, what 

outcome you want, what information is missing, and who is 

qualified to explain the available options. Those are questions that 

can lead somewhere useful. 
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Perhaps the most valuable change is learning that a difficult 

conversation doesn't have to threaten the relationship. You can say, 

"I want us both to understand the responsibilities we're taking on," 

without making an accusation. You can admit uncertainty without 

surrendering your position. And you can postpone a purchase 

when essential questions remain unresolved, even if the apartment 

has spectacular windows and the agent insists that opportunities 

like this appear once in a lifetime. There will always be practical 

decisions to make, and not every one will be comfortable. But 

discomfort today may be considerably easier to manage than 

confusion after a large financial commitment has been made. 

So before you celebrate getting the keys, give yourselves 

permission to discuss the things nobody puts in the property 

photographs. Talk about contributions, obligations, expectations, 

and the possibilities you'd rather never encounter. Find out which 

decisions belong to both of you and which questions need 

professional answers. Then you can return to enjoying the 

genuinely exciting prospect of making a home together. Love may 

be the reason you want to share an address, but it shouldn't be 

expected to perform the duties of a contract, a financial plan, and an 

emergency procedure simultaneously. It already has quite enough 

work to do. 
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Chapter 1 - We're Buying Together, but Are 

We Actually Buying the Same Thing? 

The trouble began with a parking space. Not the purchase price, 

the mortgage, or the substantial amount of money two people were 

preparing to invest in an apartment. A parking space. Eleanor 

assumed it would be included because the property listing 

mentioned secure underground parking. James thought they would 

need to purchase it separately. After a surprisingly intense 

discussion involving three emails and an annotated floor plan, they 

discovered that neither had actually asked the seller. They had 

simply interpreted the same advertisement differently and built an 

entire argument around their respective assumptions. It was an 

excellent introduction to buying property together. Unfortunately, 

they failed to recognize its educational value until much later. 

Property purchases are full of assumptions disguised as 

agreements. Two people decide they want to buy an apartment, 

discover a place they both like, and experience the wonderful 

sensation of moving toward a shared future. It feels as though the 

important decisions have already been made. You're together. You 

want somewhere to live. You've found a property. Surely the rest is 

paperwork. But the phrase "we're buying together" can conceal 

remarkably different expectations about ownership, financial 

responsibility, decision-making, and what each person believes 

they're entitled to receive from the arrangement. The words sound 

reassuring because they're familiar. Their meaning becomes 

considerably less reassuring when somebody asks for details. 

Consider what buying together might mean to different people. 

One person imagines acquiring an equal ownership interest 

because they see the apartment as their shared home. The other 

expects ownership proportions to reflect the money each 

contributes. One assumes that whoever pays more toward the 
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mortgage will gradually acquire a greater financial interest. The 

other expects the ownership arrangement to remain unchanged 

unless formal steps are taken. Both may genuinely believe their 

interpretation is obvious. Neither is necessarily trying to take 

advantage of the other. They've simply been having conversations 

using identical vocabulary while attaching different meanings to it. 

That distinction matters because a romantic relationship and a 

property transaction operate according to different rules. 

Relationships can accommodate informal understandings, 

generosity, and changing circumstances. Property rights and 

borrowing obligations depend on applicable law, the structure of 

the transaction, and relevant documents. Your personal 

understanding of fairness may influence what you decide to 

arrange, but it doesn't automatically establish legal ownership or 

change a lender's rights. Different jurisdictions have different 

systems for recognizing ownership, contributions, and claims 

between unmarried partners. Before choosing an arrangement, you 

need to understand what it actually does where you're buying. 

One Home, Several Different Agreements 

A useful starting point is to separate things that couples often 

bundle into one enormous word: togetherness. There is the 

question of who will live in the apartment. There is the question of 

who will legally own it. There is the question of who will contribute 

money toward its purchase. And there is the question of who will 

be responsible for debts and ongoing expenses. These matters 

interact, but they're not interchangeable. Someone might 

contribute to household bills without owning the property. 

Someone might own an interest in a property without living there 

permanently. Two people might agree to split monthly payments 

between themselves while remaining subject to different 

obligations under their financing documents. 

Imagine a fictional couple, Sophie and Nathan. Sophie has saved 

a substantial deposit, while Nathan has a higher salary and expects 
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to cover more of their regular housing costs. They decide that the 

apartment should belong to them equally. For Sophie, equality 

means equal control over their home while preserving recognition 

of the savings she's contributing. Nathan hears "equal ownership" 

and assumes they intend to share the entire financial outcome 

equally, including any proceeds from a future sale. Their 

disagreement remains hidden because both are delighted by the 

phrase "fifty-fifty." It's a beautifully efficient phrase, capable of 

ending a difficult conversation before either participant has 

discovered what the other means. 

The problem is not that equal ownership is necessarily the 

wrong choice. It may be exactly what they want after 

understanding its consequences. Different ownership proportions 

might also suit some couples, depending on their circumstances 

and the available legal arrangements. The problem is selecting a 

structure without recognizing what questions it answers and which 

expectations remain unresolved. A particular ownership 

arrangement doesn't necessarily establish how every other 

contribution will be treated. Equally, your private understanding of 

reimbursement may not be legally effective simply because both 

people remember discussing it. Those issues need to be examined 

under the applicable rules before substantial money changes 

hands. 

Even the word "contribution" deserves attention. Does it mean 

money transferred directly toward the purchase price? Does it 

include transaction costs, renovations, mortgage payments, or 

household expenses? Are you counting a gift from a relative 

differently from savings accumulated through employment? And 

what about money one partner deliberately keeps available so the 

couple can cover unexpected costs? These are different categories 

of economic activity. You don't have to assign every one of them a 

formal ownership consequence, but you should understand which 

distinctions matter to you. Otherwise, you may spend years 
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applying a private system of fairness that exists only in your 

imagination. 

The Many Faces of Fairness 

People often approach financial discussions with a strong belief 

that there must be one objectively fair arrangement. Divide 

everything equally and nobody can complain. Or divide everything 

according to contributions, because that recognizes individual 

financial effort. Both ideas sound coherent until actual people enter 

the equation with different salaries, debts, responsibilities, and 

resources. A fifty-fifty monthly payment may represent a 

manageable expense for one partner and almost all the available 

income of the other. An arrangement based entirely on initial 

savings may overlook the significance each person attaches to 

future commitments. Fairness is a principle worth discussing, but it 

is not a number that arrives preinstalled in your calculator. 

Take Leah and Daniel, who are considering an apartment that 

would substantially increase their housing expenses. Leah earns 

considerably less but has fewer personal financial commitments. 

Daniel earns more and makes regular payments toward obligations 

unrelated to their relationship. They initially assume their higher 

earnings should determine how much each contributes. After 

examining their actual budgets, they discover that the difference in 

disposable income is much smaller than their salaries suggest. 

Their first assumption wasn't malicious or foolish. It was 

incomplete. By considering real obligations rather than headline 

earnings, they can discuss a division of costs based on the financial 

situation they actually have. 

One important distinction is between equal amounts, equal 

percentages, and equal financial strain. These approaches can 

produce very different results. A couple might reasonably prefer 

one over the others, or combine elements according to the type of 

expense involved. But the financial fairness of their household 

arrangement should not be confused with its legal consequences 
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for ownership or debt. If their expectations require a particular 

legal outcome, they should obtain advice on how that outcome 

could be achieved and documented. The law is unlikely to 

reconstruct every private conversation and produce precisely the 

result each partner considered morally obvious. 

Fairness also changes when personal security enters the 

discussion. A partner contributing most of their available savings 

may face a very different level of financial exposure from someone 

contributing the same amount while retaining substantial reserves. 

Someone with a dependent family member may need money for 

obligations that existed long before the relationship. These 

circumstances don't automatically determine how ownership 

should be divided. They do affect what each person can responsibly 

commit. A useful conversation therefore includes not only "How 

much can you contribute?" but also "What would contributing that 

amount leave you able to manage?" 

This is where enthusiasm about buying property can become 

dangerous. Once you've found somewhere attractive, every 

additional pound, dollar, or euro seems like a small price to pay for 

securing it. The apartment has the right layout. The neighborhood 

is convenient. The balcony gets afternoon sunshine. Surely you can 

stretch the budget a little. Perhaps you can. But stretching together 

requires both people to understand what they're sacrificing. One 

partner may imagine postponing holidays for a year. The other may 

be contemplating draining the emergency savings that help them 

sleep at night. Those are not equivalent sacrifices, however cheerful 

the estate agent sounds. 

The Future Each of You Thinks You're Buying 

Buying an apartment isn't only a financial decision about the 

present. It's also a statement about the future, and that creates 

another opportunity for perfectly sincere misunderstandings. One 

partner sees a permanent home. The other sees a useful stepping 

stone before moving to a larger property. Someone imagines living 
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near their current job for many years, while their partner expects 

to pursue opportunities in another city. You may agree 

enthusiastically about the apartment itself while disagreeing about 

how long it should remain part of your lives. 

Consider Maya, who hopes to settle in one neighborhood for the 

foreseeable future, and Ben, who would like the option of relocating 

for work. They find an apartment that suits both their current 

needs. Maya is comfortable paying extra for improvements she 

expects to enjoy over many years. Ben is reluctant to commit 

substantial money to changes that might not be reflected in a future 

sale price. Initially, their disagreement looks like an argument 

about renovation costs. When they explain their expectations, they 

discover that they're actually discussing how long they intend to 

keep the property. The renovation is merely where their competing 

assumptions have chosen to make an appearance. 

Neither partner necessarily needs to abandon their future plans. 

They do need to understand how those plans affect the current 

decision. If a potential move would change how the apartment is 

used, funded, or eventually sold, those possibilities deserve 

appropriate consideration. You cannot predict every career change 

or family development. You can, however, avoid entering a major 

financial arrangement while silently assuming your partner has 

agreed to a future they haven't even been told about. 

The same principle applies to independence within the 

relationship. Some people understand shared property as a 

commitment to making every meaningful decision jointly. Others 

expect to maintain a substantial degree of individual financial 

freedom. Both expectations can exist in a healthy partnership, but 

they need boundaries. For example, how much personal spending 

freedom do you each want after meeting your agreed housing 

commitments? What changes to the apartment should require 

consultation? What would happen if one person's financial 

priorities changed considerably? You don't need a household 
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constitution covering the correct procedure for purchasing a 

toaster. You need clarity about matters that materially affect both 

people. 

Find the Difference Before You Sign 

Before getting lost in ownership terminology, try a simple 

exercise separately. Each of you should complete the statement, 

"Buying this apartment together will feel fair and secure to me if..." 

Write down several genuine answers without attempting to 

anticipate what your partner would prefer. Perhaps you want equal 

influence over significant decisions. Perhaps you want recognition 

of savings accumulated before the relationship. Maybe your 

priority is maintaining independent reserves, or knowing that 

neither of you will be pressured to accept additional borrowing. 

These answers aren't legal solutions. They're clues about the 

concerns any eventual solution needs to address. 

Compare your responses and look for differences that matter. 

Avoid immediately treating each difference as a dispute requiring a 

winner. Ask what experience or concern lies behind the answer. If 

someone wants their initial contribution recognized, are they 

worried about losing savings, seeking a particular ownership 

arrangement, or wanting assurance that the contribution won't be 

forgotten? If someone wants equal influence, are they concerned 

about formal ownership rights or about how everyday decisions 

are made? Those questions can uncover needs that a superficial 

argument about percentages would miss. 

You'll also encounter issues neither person knows how to 

resolve. That's expected. Identify them rather than guessing. If you 

want a particular treatment of unequal contributions, ask an 

appropriately qualified property lawyer or other relevant 

professional what arrangements are available in your jurisdiction. 

If you're considering joint financing, establish what the lender 

would actually require and how responsibility would work. Your 

job is to describe the outcome you want and provide accurate 
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circumstances. Professional advice helps determine whether and 

how that outcome can be achieved. 

A final test is whether each of you can describe the proposed 

arrangement without relying on expressions such as "sort of equal" 

or "basically shared." You don't need matching speeches, but your 

explanations should agree on important facts, intentions, and 

unresolved questions. If they don't, you've discovered something 

useful while there's still an opportunity to examine it. Finding a 

disagreement before committing money isn't evidence of a failing 

relationship. It's evidence that two independent people are doing 

the difficult work of making a shared decision. 

The apartment might eventually be registered in both your 

names, financed through a carefully considered arrangement, and 

become the place where you build a life together. Or you may 

discover that the right decision is to change your plans. Either 

outcome is more defensible when both people understand what 

they're agreeing to. The real achievement is getting from "We're 

buying together" to a position where the word "together" no longer 

has to conceal several incompatible assumptions. You can still 

disagree about the parking space. At least you'll know who owns it, 

what it costs, and whether it was ever included in the sale. 
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Chapter 2 - Why Talking About Money 

Feels Like an Interrogation 

There is a peculiar moment in adult relationships when an 

innocent financial question begins to sound like a criminal 

investigation. "How much do you have saved?" seems 

straightforward enough. Yet the person hearing it may immediately 

wonder whether the correct answer will affect how attractive, 

responsible, or trustworthy they appear. Their partner, meanwhile, 

may simply be trying to work out whether buying an apartment is 

financially realistic. Within seconds, two people who were happily 

planning their future can find themselves defending their entire 

financial history. Nobody has actually accused anyone of anything. 

Nevertheless, the atmosphere now resembles a courtroom, and 

somebody is mentally preparing an opening statement. 

Money carries emotional meaning long before a couple begins 

discussing property. It can represent freedom, security, 

achievement, independence, or relief from uncertainty. For 

someone who experienced financial instability growing up, a 

substantial savings balance may offer reassurance that goes far 

beyond the number itself. Another person may associate financial 

openness with being criticized or controlled. Someone whose 

family rarely discussed money might genuinely struggle to explain 

personal finances, while a partner raised in a household where 

every expense was carefully reviewed may consider such 

conversations entirely normal. These differences influence how 

questions are heard, even when the questions themselves are 

reasonable. 

The difficulty becomes more pronounced when you are 

preparing to buy property because the consequences are 

substantial. You aren't merely asking whether somebody can 

contribute toward dinner. You're exploring savings, existing 
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obligations, future income, and financial decisions that may affect 

both of you for years. That requires greater openness than many 

couples have previously practiced. You may know exactly how your 

partner likes their coffee but have little idea how they approach 

borrowing, saving, or unexpected expenses. Intimacy creates 

familiarity, but familiarity doesn't automatically produce financial 

knowledge. Unfortunately, financial institutions tend to ask for 

somewhat more detail than "We're very close and generally good 

with money." 

Consider a fictional couple, Rachel and Theo. Rachel has been 

saving for a property for years and keeps detailed records of her 

finances. Theo has a good income but has concentrated on paying 

down previous obligations. When Rachel suggests comparing their 

financial positions, Theo becomes defensive. He hears an implied 

accusation that he hasn't been sufficiently responsible. Rachel 

interprets his reluctance as evidence that he may be hiding 

something. She asks more questions. He gives shorter answers. 

Soon they're arguing about trust rather than discussing the figures 

needed to evaluate a purchase. Their problem began with an 

ordinary request for information, but neither recognized the 

uncomfortable meaning the other attached to it. 

The Conversation Beneath the Conversation 

One reason financial discussions deteriorate is that we respond 

to perceived judgments rather than the words actually spoken. A 

question about savings becomes "You should have saved more." A 

request to review existing debts sounds like "You can't be trusted." 

A suggestion to retain separate emergency funds is interpreted as 

"I'm preparing to leave you." Sometimes these interpretations are 

understandable, particularly when people have experienced 

financial criticism or instability. But the interpretation and the 

speaker's intention are not necessarily identical. If you treat every 

uncomfortable feeling as proof that your partner meant something 
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hostile, the conversation can become impossible before you've 

exchanged any useful information. 

That doesn't mean dismissing somebody's discomfort. If a 

question feels accusatory, it helps to explain why rather than 

immediately counterattack. Theo might say, "I'm worried you'll 

judge me because I have less saved than you." Rachel could then 

clarify that she needs an accurate picture of their finances, not a 

ranking of their past decisions. This doesn't resolve every practical 

concern. Theo's existing commitments may genuinely influence 

what the couple can afford, and Rachel is entitled to understand 

important financial risks before accepting shared obligations. But 

once they separate the fear of judgment from the financial facts, 

they can discuss those facts without spending the entire evening 

defending their personalities. 

Sometimes shame is the main obstacle. A person may regret a 

previous financial decision, feel embarrassed about limited savings, 

or worry that their partner will be disappointed. The temptation is 

to present an optimistic version of reality: emphasizing the next 

expected bonus, overlooking a payment that's still outstanding, or 

describing uncertain future earnings as practically guaranteed. 

These small adjustments can feel harmless, especially when 

someone is eager to demonstrate that they're ready for the 

purchase. But planning around inaccurate information doesn't 

protect the relationship. It creates decisions based on 

circumstances that may not exist. The kindest response to a 

difficult financial disclosure is neither humiliation nor pretending 

the consequences are irrelevant. It's taking the information 

seriously without turning it into a verdict on the person's worth. 

Another obstacle is the belief that talking about money makes a 

relationship less romantic. Some couples are comfortable sharing 

expenses informally and worry that more detailed discussions will 

make everything feel transactional. Yet choosing to understand a 

major financial commitment doesn't require calculating the 


