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SUMMARY:


The trial court did not err in dismissing plaintiff’s defamation claim for failure to state a claim pursuant to Civ.R. 12(B)(6), where the claim was premised on defamation per quod, and plaintiff failed to plead special damages.

The trial court did not err in dismissing plaintiff’s fraud claims for failure to state a claim pursuant to Civ.R. 12(B)(6), where she failed to plead each claim with particularity as required by Civ.R. 9(B).

The trial court did not err in dismissing plaintiff’s failure to report abuse claim under R.C. 5101.63 for failure to state a claim pursuant to Civ.R. 12(B)(6) where plaintiff cited no authority that R.C. 5101.63 states a civil cause of action.
The trial court erred in dismissing plaintiff’s unauthorized disclosure of medical information cause of action for failure to state a claim pursuant to Civ.R. 12(B)(6) where the complaint sufficiently alleged, under state law, that a hospital shared her medical information with unauthorized individuals without her consent.  See Biddle v. Warren Gen. Hosp., 86 Ohio St.3d 395, 401 (1999).

The trial court erred in dismissing plaintiff’s state-law claim for the unauthorized disclosure of medical information based on res judicata pursuant to Civ.R. 12(B)(6), because res judicata generally involves examining evidence outside the four corners of the complaint.
JUDGMENT:
AFFIRMED IN PART, REVERSED IN PART, AND CAUSE REMANDED
JUDGES: 

OPINION by KINSLEY, P.J.; ZAYAS and CROUSE, JJ., CONCUR.
