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SUMMARY:

The trial court did not abuse its discretion by refusing to give a requested jury instruction on the plaintiff’s burden of proof in a Lemon Law claim under R.C. 1345.72, where the instruction given by the court correctly and completely stated the law, and where the requested jury instruction merely restated the language in the court’s instruction.

The trial court erred by failing to grant defendant’s Civ.R. 50(B) motion for judgment notwithstanding the verdict on plaintiff’s Consumer Sales Practices Act claim predicated on the existence of a warrantable defect where the jury specifically found that plaintiff’s vehicle had no warrantable defect and that defendant breached no warranty—the jury’s finding that defendant manufacturer committed an unfair or deceptive act by its dealer’s failure to contact plaintiff about its possession of a device to diagnose a vehicle defect was inconsistent with the jury’s findings that no warrantable defect existed and that defendant breached no warranty.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES:
OPINION by MYERS, P.J.; BERGERON and CROUSE, JJ., CONCUR.
