
ADMINISTRATIVE EXPROPRIATION 

PROCEEDINGS. CASE #125-2006. THE 

TRUTH ABOUT HEAVEN, LIMITADA. 

Messrs. 

Legal Counsel 

National Conservation System  

Ministry of the Environment and Energy  

This city 

The undersigned, JOSÉ PABLO ARCE PIÑAR, of age, single, student, resident of Cipreses de 

Curridabat, bearer of identification card number one-one thousand one hundred and sixty-six-

nine hundred and forty-two, acting as the unlimited LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE of the 

company named GRANDE BEACH HOLDINGS, LIMITADA, which is the bearer of legal 

entity taxpayer number three-one hundred and two-three hundred and seventy-eight thousand, 

nine hundred and eighty-five, which I demonstrate through the appended notary certification, I 

do hereby appear with all due respect, to request the nullification of notice made to the company 

The Truth About Heaven, Limitada, which held legal entity identification number three-one 

hundred and two-four hundred and forty-five thousand, seven hundred and seventy-nine, on 

twenty-four August, two thousand and seven, with respect to decision R-SINAC-DG-096-2007, 

by virtue of the following: 

- The company The Truth About Heaven, Limitada was duly taken over through a merger 

by my client, and as such The Truth About Heaven, Limitada ceased to exist as a legal 

entity, and subsequently, lost its legal status. 

- Because of that merger, my client assumed all of the assets, rights, commitments, 

obligations and liabilities of The Truth About Heaven, Limitada. 

- That merger was duly registered on Public Record on twenty-one August, of the year two 

thousand and seven. 

- Article 222 of the Commercial Code establishes that mergers are effective on mercantile 

issues. 
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- In light of the foregoing, I do hereby respectfully ask that you recognise my client as the 

owner of said property, and inform it of the expropriation process. 

Moving on, acting on behalf of  GRANDE BEACH HOLDINGS, LIMITADA, as 

demonstrated through attached certification, I do appear with all due respect, to present formal 

opposition to the price set in administrative appraisal AA-67-2007, related to the 

expropriation of property under real estate folio number 5-131865-000. 

My client's opposition to this matter will be explored in greater depth within the Special 

Expropriation Process, as covered in article 28 of the Expropriations Law, but at this point I base 

this opposition on the following aspects: 

 When weighing the amount to pay to the party suffering expropriation, it is important to 

include the amount of investment made, as well as the appreciation of lands located 

within said zone.  On this point, our Courts have stated: "Courts should look to open 

estimation criteria when determining the market price of an asset or right undergoing 

expropriation.  So often we have resorted to cost criteria, which is divided into the 

original cost (historical), which is the initial investment made to acquire a new asset, and 

the replacement (reproduction) cost, represented by the current market value as if it were 

new, then reducing that amount using depreciation.  Doctrine has tended towards the 

latter, in the case of depreciable assets, because otherwise the party suffering the 

expropriation would lose money on the expropriation.  The origin cost - historical - is 

irrelevant, because nothing is worth what it was, rather it has value for what it really is. 
1
  

Thus it is important to stress that market prices have increased on lots located in the zone, 

and that is quite easy to prove, all you have to do is obtain the opinions of people who are 

knowledgeable about the zone and the region, as the appraisal states as a valuation 

method, as well as letter a) of article 40 of the Expropriations Law. 

 Both the administrative appraisal as well as the Expropriations Law establishes the 

possibility of obtaining evidence both from people who are knowledgeable about the 

zone, and especially people who work in local real estate, which is why my client is 

                                                 
1
 First Chamber of the Supreme Court.  Sentence number 166-F-92, at four twenty pm on eighteen December, 

nineteen ninety-two. 
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asking that evidence be presented in a timely fashion from people who are wholly 

committed to this sector. 

Please note that any notifications should be made to fax number 201-8707, care of the 

undersigned.  San José, 4 September 2007. 

 

JOSE P. ARCE 

On behalf of GRANDE BEACH HOLDINGS, LTDA 
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