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When the Appeal Court of B.C. upheld a lower court
decision overturning more than 30 evictions at
Richmond Gardens, Mark Allman suspected his
landlord, Amacon Property Management Services,
would not take no for an answer.

"We were waiting for the other shoe to drop, and here
we go," Allman said.

He referred to a request Amacon has made that the
Appeal Court reconsider its March 6 ruling.

In that ruling, the Appeal Court upheld a lower court
decision that overturned more than 30 evictions
allowed by a Residential Tenancy Office adjudicator.

The adjudicator had allowed the eviction of more
than 30 tenants, saying that it would be more
convenient for Amacon to renovate suites if they
were empty.

The lower court had ruled that the arbitrator's
decision was "patently unreasonable," and sent it
back to the RTO.

Amacon appealed that decision. The Appeal Court
agreed that with the lower court ruling that the RTO's
adjudicator's decision had been patently
unreasonable. But it disagreed that the matter still
needed to be dealt with by the RTO, and ruled against
sending it back for adjudication.

It is that decision that Amacon's lawyers are asking to
be revisited.

"The issue of whether the Chambers judge erred in
remitting the matter back to the Arbitrator was
neither raised nor argued by the parties to the
appeal," David Church, Amacon's lawyer, wrote in a
letter to the Appeal Court registry.

"Given that the issue was not argued at the hearing,
or addressed in either Factum, we are writing to
request that the panel reconsider the issue."

Even if Amacon is successful in having the matter
referred back to RTO, it will not change the fact that
the B.C. Supreme Court and the B.C. Court of
Appeal have both ruled against the evictions, said
Louise Kim, the lawyer representing Richmond
Gardens tenants in Amacon's appeal.

"We'll still be successful, unless they appeal to the
Supreme Court of Canada," Kim said.

nbennett@richmond-news.com

FPinfomart.ca Page 6


	1. Fake edition of Sun sets off... (Page 1)
	2. Bus driver's claim for... (Page 2)
	3. Bus driver's claim for... (Page 4)
	4. Amacon asks court to... (Page 6)
	5. All eyes on Amacon appeal:... (Page 7)
	6. Vantreights battle over how... (Page 8)
	7. Long-running family feud... (Page 9)
	8. Money was being shuffled to... (Page 11)
	9. The first of many Father's... (Page 15)
	10. Canaccord settles suit for... (Page 23)
	11. Financial adviser, TD... (Page 25)
	12. Crown close to deciding... (Page 26)
	13. Supreme Court rules against... (Page 27)
	14. Court weighs allowing Eron... (Page 29)
	15. Class-action lawsuit to... (Page 30)
	16. Eron victims get day in... (Page 31)
	17. Class action suit names... (Page 33)
	18. Insurance won't cover sex... (Page 34)
	19. Court quashes class action... (Page 35)
	20. Class action cleared for... (Page 37)
	21. Slobogian says he'll testify... (Page 38)
	22. Slobogian says he'll testify... (Page 39)
	23. Fight for class action... (Page 40)
	24. Class action on Eron opens:... (Page 41)
	25. Eron investor clears first... (Page 42)
	26. Politicians dithered before... (Page 43)
	27. North Van woman sues B.C.... (Page 45)
	28. Commission must wield big... (Page 47)
	29. Irregularities not... (Page 48)
	30. B.C. ruling spanner in... (Page 49)
	31. VSE firm denied high court... (Page 50)
	32. Judge rejects valuation... (Page 51)
	33. Dollar value on life sought... (Page 52)
	34. Rug case won over wording of... (Page 53)
	35. Ex-Canuck coach tries appeal (Page 54)
	36. Nielson takes cash brawl... (Page 55)

