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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not err by granting summary judgment against plaintiff tenant on her claim for retaliatory eviction where plaintiff was in arrears on rental payments, and therefore, was barred from pursuing that claim under R.C. 5321.04.
Where plaintiff tenant asserted that defendant landlord filed its eviction action against her in retaliation for her filing a complaint with the city alleging that defendant failed to meet its obligations under R.C. 5321.04, the trial court did not err by granting summary judgment against plaintiff on her retaliatory-eviction claim where the record shows that defendant did not receive notice of the city’s citation until after defendant issued its notice of eviction to plaintiff.

The trial court erred by granting summary judgment against plaintiff tenant on her claim that defendant violated its obligations as a landlord under R.C. 5321.04 because, as Ohio is a notice-pleading state, plaintiff’s complaint sufficiently alleged defendant’s statutory violations to preserve a claim for negligence per se, and there are genuine issues of material fact as to whether defendant is liable for violations under the statute.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES: 

OPINION by MOORE, J.; KINSLEY, P.J., and NESTOR, J., CONCUR.
