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DECISION 

 
Dispute Codes: MNR OPR 
 
This is an application by the landlord for a review of a decision rendered by an 
Arbitrator, on February 14, 2013. 
 
In this matter, the Applicant applies for review pursuant to Section 79 of the Residential 
Tenancy Act, on the following grounds: 
 

1. A party has new and relevant evidence that was not available at the time of the 
original hearing. 

 
Policy - New and Relevant Evidence 
 
Leave may be granted on this basis if the applicant can prove that:  
 

• he or she has evidence that was not available at the time of the original hearing;  
• the evidence is new; 
• the evidence is relevant to the matter which is before the Arbitrator; 
• the evidence is credible; and  
• the evidence would have had a material effect on the decision of the Arbitrator; 

 
Only when the applicant has evidence which meets all five criteria will a review be 
granted on this ground.  
 
Evidence which was in existence at the time of the original hearing, and which was not 
presented by the party, will not be accepted on this ground unless the applicant can 
show that he or she was not aware of the existence of the evidence and could not, 
through taking reasonable steps, have become aware of the evidence.  
 
“New” evidence includes evidence that has come into existence since the hearing. It 
also includes evidence which the applicant could not have discovered with due diligence 
before the hearing. New evidence does not include evidence that could have been 
obtained before the hearing took place.  
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Evidence is “relevant” that relates to or bears upon the matter at hand, or tends to prove 
or disprove an alleged fact and “credible” if it is reasonably capable of belief.  
 
Evidence that “would have had a material effect upon the decision of the Arbitrator” is 
such that if believed it could reasonably, when taken with the other evidence introduced 
at the hearing, be expected to have affected the result.  
 
FINDINGS 
 
The Decision under review was a record of settlement made between the parties.  In 
that record the parties agreed that the tenancy would end on February 28, 2013, the 
landlord would be issued an Order of Possession effective on February 28, 2013 and 
the landlord would retain the tenant’s security deposit of $162.50. 
 
The tenant now applies for review stating: 
 

I had a 6 month lease dating Nov. 1/12-April 30/13, also the Arbitrator listened to 
very little of the evidence. 
 

I find that the application for review does not meet the five criteria set out above that 
would allow me to order a review in this matter based on “new and relevant evidence”.   
In particular I find that: 
 

• There is insufficient evidence to support a finding that the evidence now 
submitted was not available at the time of the original arbitration hearing;  

• There is insufficient evidence to support a finding that it is new;  and  
 
Further, the Decision issued is based on an agreement made between the parties at the 
hearing of this matter.   
 
Overall I find that the application for review does not disclose sufficient evidence of a 
ground for review. 
 
The original decision under review here is therefore confirmed. 
 
This decision is made on authority delegated to me by the Director of the Residential 
Tenancy Branch under Section 9.1(1) of the Residential Tenancy Act. 
 
Dated: February 28, 2013  
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