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This matter was tried to the court upon plaintiff's amended zzmplaine,
¢efengant’'s answer ing ccunterclaim. Plaintiff cla{med.the'amoun: €° Tw0 nNunareg
forsy-two dollars (3262.G0) for back rent, and four hundred fourteen and <¥122
dollars \Sita 1) for caraces repairsd 3t the termination of the tenancy. Zafince
ant's counterclaim .23 S3s2q upon & f2ilure of th2 Tardlora o provide reasonab?e

- :2snts of not water, reascnsc?e arounts of watar and orovicing Facilities chat

_were 70t in worving orzer inclusing a stove ang refrijerator. [Cefencant also

/.
tlaimed that the Jremisas were insact infested :na clained 1 loss of zaventy-live

doilars (2°5.00} per montn Far ten ;IO) months or damage in the amcun® ¥ saven
huncred fifty asliars [5730.3C!.

The Sarties stifui.zad tnat cent was due and cwing fa the amoun* of
tw* hundrsd Sorty-two doilars ($232.23) and trat tne defancant azd jepositad
with the plaintiff the amount df one hundred seventy-five eatlars (3175.5C) as
a security deposit 3" of wnicn was retained Hy tne aiaistisf and creditad %o
the damage claim of tne slaialirf,

Tastimony est2dlisned tnat the iease recufred cefencant ¢o aavae =n
carpet commercially clezned wnich was 2cmitted 1s 20T saving seen done at g

ime of the terminaticn of the tenancy. “agted ucon ire avicence and festimony
oresented, the court finas that thers was i2mage sevor ' weraY sear nd c2ar %
Furnicure in the amount of “orsy doitars [343.00) c!a~-e~ -y °~e siainzi-s,
Fur<sher, the ccurt fings Tmat nisceiTineous renairs aere ecessiry recyi-ing

frzm g2mace %0 a kit -en cuyrcain, the = as:er."c 2 3 Tammp fiqture n0l2 in -2
ceiting, ~sclaczment of 3 Tignz fixture ~cox, zamace 23 =2 sacx «itcnen 007
scrzen, & 207¢ ir e >2droom nardweced TUsor, adsanca oF ‘neds IN & Iresiir Irywer
Sn a1 sacracm 2:nc the iimace 0 A qasket 3T the zuccoars tree, 3it 37 wnicn ‘tams

incliging e Failure of the <arant 0 relurn tRe xevs S5r tne sremises iTcuntas
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23 forcy-five adiiars 1.25.00). The court fur::er Fi=33 tnat me laiatiss
f3i%:c 0 astatlicn nis 2%aim in t.e amount r‘ s.aty-afnnt and 15/1°0 217ars
\3¢3.18) Fa- repa..iing tna premises. Yor a:d tne niliatiff agczagissa if3
ouraan i preor an its claim for twendy-five (325.90) fgr.’ﬂaor ar¢ martariais
fsr recairing 3 tapie. There was disputed testimeny -oncerning tna venlics-ant
of 5ox springs and mat: ress~s ard Zamace to the used dox :nvinns for Wil
21291577 was ciaining .wen~/~r.ve dollars ($25.00) far the used izer: ~£3 sn2
sacrad fift;-:zne ana 90,1uu 3. ars for the'nsu Sox springs anc tattresgas.
Therafore, tne. cla)m af the-plaintiff for one. nundred £ifty-nine ana 30/73J <c1-
lars {5159.90) for two box sorings and iwo matiresses is d-~-‘&d as is %re cliir
for sixty-eignt and 15/:13G doilars (563.15) for wall repainting and tre tadla ra-
saie. '

As to the gefendant's countarclaim the court finds :hai ars ses .
teast six ingzahces of cemnlaints relating to insufficient hot water anz ne -2

sultina of the need of the cefandant to use otner facilities for wasaing., Linz-

.

wi% - rhers wic invdequate Tack of watar supciy to the premises of tne cefeanzant.

wotne s s of anroct infestation, the court Tinds that the plaintiff exercisesn

vevanehic aSfmrts g Taintain 3 monthly aextarminating servica for tre “acilicias

a0, weainre, denies that portict o7 the dafandant’s countarciaim. The L. :
c.ron tiat the d4pfendant was witnout a ;roder functioning szove anc  gricar

sui wiicning refrigerstor, tnat the <afendant had comolained concerning the 3Touat
3f hot water 3and the water to tna Sremises .and despite the zbsenca of sfecifiz
.:m:laints relating tc 3 maif.nctisning stove ind refrigerator, Xne tastislkny

estaplished that the dafandant inciailad ~er own stove and rafriceraior wren

zne facilities orovidea were woreing ir.::rc;}e:’y.

The court, there“cre, coaclyces :nat 2iaintivF nas deen dama~ad ir
=n2 amount of three huncrea 3ixty-aine coilars .3335.C0) for back rent aue,
carmet cleaning, furniture zizaning, and miscallaneous repairs and :tne wmouns a
3iaintiff less the one nundred seventy-7Five 3175.30) denosit i3 i ictai =7 3nme
nundred ainety-four dollars {3734.30). As %0 sther mattaers zlaimed 3y ™9 Sia =3
iffs the same are dénieq ana juccment is grantad 0 the derangant as 3 thase
stner items.

<n view of the fact tmaz ima caurt Fings that the seznzant srevaiac

s 223 £33°~ of 3 faflure 0 ~rav s icacliata  :ar and r2asonani2 TOLATS 37
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70T w Ter and that Il .iaints sere nade on at jeast five cczasioes 3s admizzes oy
<=e 21ainti#f and :the cdefendant claimed that this ccourrad shrae ¢r “sur Simes
2acn montn and Sased upon tne testimony that a raif of Zozen complaints were mada
reiating td tne <ater, the cﬁurt awards =0 the cefencant on har . ..cerclaim :re
amount of ten dollars .310.00) per uay; f7r six days énd general dam:ges in <re
amount of one nundred Jol.ars {$100.00) for failure %0 orovise 3 procer!s worving
stove and ref-i-erator.

. IT IS, THZIEFORE, CRDERED that axcapt as sat forth herein ahove 2lairt-
iff's claims are danied except 0 t:e extent of -:2 hundred ninety-four dcliars
($194.00) due and owing fo.- damage which includes the credit of ane nundred
seventy-five dollars ($175.00) deonsited by the defendant; that the cefendani's
counterclaim is deniad except as set forth above and that the said defendant's

damages are tne amount of one nundred sixty—doilars ($160.00) on her’coun!er-

'c!ain.

Costs are to de :~xed =re half 0 2ach party.
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Xathleen M. Shannon, Attorney Sor lafendant
wohn 7. Hall, Attorney for Plaiatiff



