File#10-8521

IN THE MATTER betweeNORTHERN PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP,
Applicant, andKEVIN KODZIN, Respondent;

AND IN THE MATTER of theResidential Tenancies Act R.S.N.W.T. 1988, Chapter
R-5 (the "Act");

AND IN THE MATTER of a Hearing befordJ AL LOGSDON, Rental Officer,
regarding the rental premisesYdEL LOWKNIFE, NT.

BETWEEN:

NORTHERN PROPERTY LIMITED PARTNERSHIP
Applicant/Landlord

-and -

KEVIN KODZIN
Respondent/Tenant

ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:
1. Pursuant to sections 43(3)(a) and 43(3)(b) oResadential Tenancies Act, the

respondent shall comply with his obligation to dsturb other tenants in the residential

complex and shall not create any disturbancesarititure.

DATED at the City of Yellowknife, in the Northwes$erritories this 12th day of July,
2005.

Hal Logsdon
Rental Officer
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REASONS FOR DECISION

The applicant alleged that the respondent had beekihe tenancy agreement by repeatedly
disturbing other tenants in the residential complée applicant served a notice of early
termination on the respondent on June 8, 2005 isgeldcant possession of the premises on June
18, 2005. The respondent filed an application tergal officer on June 13, 2005 seeking an

order terminating the tenancy agreement. The resgdremains in possession of the premises.

The applicant outlined two alleged incidents otutisance. The first occurred on April 15, 2005
when five persons were seen entering the resideatmaplex at 1:03 AM. When asked where
they we going, one explained that she had a kbgtdrother’s apartment (the respondent’s

premises). They were told to keep quiet.

The second incident occurred on June 8, 2005 amdvied a noisy party. Another tenant in the
residential complex complained at 6:00AM and thkcpaattended the premises. The report

indicates the party subsided when the police atrive

The respondent did not dispute the allegations.

Despite the notice sent to the respondent outlithiegApril 15, 2005 incident and describing it

as “loud noise coming from the unit”, there is ndication in the summary report that the

security guard attended the premises or encountengdoise. The party on June 8, 2005 is a
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different matter. The evidence supports signifigtisturbance on that occasion.

| find the respondent in breach of his obligatiombt disturb other tenants. In my opinion, the
tenancy agreement should be permitted to continovMged the respondent does not continue to
disturb his neighbours. An order shall issue rengithe respondent to comply with his

obligation to not disturb other tenants and toareate any disturbance in the future.

Hal Logsdon
Rental Officer



