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SUMMARY 

▪ Modifies how a municipal court apportions operating costs to certain local governments 
by requiring all civil traffic tickets, not just those with a local defendant, to be included in 
the proportionate caseload calculations. 

DETAILED ANALYSIS 

Municipal court operating costs 

The bill modifies the manner that operating costs are apportioned by a municipal court 
that has territorial jurisdiction outside of the immediate municipal corporation in which it is 
located. Specifically, it expands the types of civil cases that must be included in the calculations 
for determining the operating costs that are covered by the other cities, villages, and townships 
within the court’s territorial jurisdiction. 

Background 

Under current law, the operating costs of a municipal court that has territorial jurisdiction 
beyond the local municipal corporation’s corporate limits are proportionately divided amongst 
any other city, village, or township (“local government”) that files cases in that municipal court. 
The other local government’s proportionate share of the cost is meant to be reflective of the 
total criminal and civil caseload that arose from within that local government. The proportionate 
caseload is determined by calculating: 

1. The total number of criminal cases filed in the municipal court during the proceeding 
calendar year that arose out of offenses that occurred in that other local government; and 
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2. The total number of civil cases filed in the municipal court during the proceeding calendar 
year in which the address of the defendant is within that other local government.1 

Civil traffic cases 

While most traffic offenses are criminal, certain traffic offenses (particularly red light and 
speeding offenses) that are captured by a traffic law photo-monitoring device (“traffic camera”) 
are prosecuted as civil cases. Any civil case that concerns a violation of a state traffic law or a 
municipal traffic ordinance (particularly those captured by traffic cameras) must be filed with the 
local municipal or county court with jurisdiction over the location of the offense.2 Under current 
law’s proportionate caseload calculation formula, however, when these civil traffic cases involve 
a defendant who does not live within the local government filing the case, that local government 
is not responsible for the costs of that civil traffic case. In those instances, the municipal 
corporation in which the municipal court is located absorbs those costs.3 

The bill modifies the proportionate caseload calculation formula to include the total 
number of civil cases filed in the municipal court during the proceeding calendar year concerning 
a violation of a state traffic law or a municipal traffic ordinance that occurred in the municipal 
corporation filing the case.4 Thus, these civil traffic cases are treated the same as the criminal 
traffic cases for purposes of calculating the local government’s proportionate share of the 
municipal court’s operating costs. All other civil cases remain the same as under current law for 
purposes of that calculation.5  
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1 R.C. 1901.026(A). 
2 R.C. 1901.20 and 1907.02, not in the bill. 
3 R.C. 1901.026(B). 
4 R.C. 1901.026(A). A township is not included in this instance because they are not authorized to issue 
civil traffic tickets. See R.C. 4511.093, not in the bill. 
5 R.C. 1901.026(A). 


