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SUMMARY:

In relator’s R.C. 733.59 taxpayer action seeking a declaration that R.C. 3735.27(B)(1)(b) authorized the city manager to appoint two Cincinnati Metropolitan Housing District commissioners without city council’s consent, the trial court did not err in overruling the city’s motion to dismiss for lack of standing:  R.C. 733.59 conferred upon relator, as a taxpayer, standing to enforce a public right to the proper exercise of the city’s corporate powers.

In relator’s R.C. 733.59 taxpayer action, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in issuing a prohibitory injunction to restrain city council from enforcing an ordinance requiring the city manager to seek council’s consent before appointing Cincinnati Metropolitan Housing District commissioners:  the injunction was not an extraordinary remedy and, therefore, was not precluded by the availability of an adequate remedy at law; and under the circumstances, the injunction was not demonstrably unwarranted.
In relator’s R.C. 733.59 taxpayer action, the trial court did not abuse its discretion in awarding attorney fees to relator:  relator had had a reasonable basis supporting his position; and the successful prosecution of the action had resulted in a public benefit.

JUDGMENT:

AFFIRMED
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