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Issues before the Tribunal 
 
8. The tribunal is required to adjudicate on its jurisdiction to hear this claim.  

 
 

Legislation and Policy 
 
9. The jurisdiction of the Director of Residential Tenancies is outlined in the 

Residential Tenancies Act, 2018 (the Act), Section 47. 
 
10. Also relevant and considered in this case are Sections 3 of the Act; and Policy 1-

8: General Issues: Rent to Own (Option to Purchase). 
 
 

Issue 1: Jurisdiction 
 
Position 

 

11. The parties during the presentation of their claim in this matter, indicated that this 
agreement was a rent to own agreement. As such, a discussion related 
specifically to the agreement was required before any evidence on the original 
claim takes place.  
 

12. A challenge to the jurisdiction of this tribunal to hear this matter was raised 
resulting from Section 3(1) which reads: 
 

3. (1) Notwithstanding another Act or agreement, declaration, waiver or statement to the 
contrary, this Act applies where the relationship of landlord and tenant exists in respect 
of residential premises. 

 

13. Both parties acknowledge that there was an agreement to rent to own with the 
set purchase price of $40,000.00. They differ slightly on the conditions of that 
agreement.  
 

14. The applicant initially indicated that a rent to own agreement was signed between 
both parties to commence on 01 January 2020 with a payment of $250.00 per 
month until the agreed purchase price was paid in full. She testified that there 
was a written signed document but did not have a copy of the document. The 
landlord further testified that a condition of the agreement was that any and all 
back rent was to be paid. The landlord stated she just wanted to get rid of the 
house. 

 
15. The respondent testified that the agreement was for $40,000.00 to be paid in 

monthly payments of $250.00 until the amount was paid. The respondent further 
testified that she did have a copy of the agreement but it must have been 
misplaced during the move. She disagrees with the applicant’s assertion that the 
rental arrears had to be paid before it started. It was her assertion the any 
arrears was to be paid, but the agreement started as well. 






