Fiscal Note & Local Impact Statement

123 r General Assembly of Ohio

BILL: SB.64 DATE: May 3, 1999
STATUS: AsIntroduced SPONSOR: Sen. Wachtmann
LOCAL IMPACT STATEMENT REQUIRED: No — Minimal cost

CONTENTS: Requires each person that offers new and unused personal property for sale to the
general public at a flea market or other location to maintain a record of the person's
purchases of the property

State Fiscal Highlights
* Nodirect fiscal effect on the state.

Local Fiscal Highlights

LOCAL GOVERNMENT  FY 1999 FY 2000 FUTURE YEARS
Counties and Municipalities
........... Revenues ... Potentidgan | Potentidgan Potential gain
Expenditures Potential minimal . Potential minimal increase Potential minimal increase
increase |

Note: For most local governments, the fiscal year isthe cal endar year. The school district fiscal year is July 1 through June 30.

» Counties and municipalities could have additional court costs and could gain court fee revenue to prosecute
and adjudicate violators of a minor misdemeanor created in the bill. Counties could gain revenue from any
fines paid by individuals found guilty of the new misdemeanor.
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Detailed Fiscal Analysis

The bill requires any person who offers certain kinds of new and unused personal property for
saleto the general public at aflea market or at any other location to maintain arecord of each
sale. Each record must be kept for two years. Failure to maintain the required records is a minor
misdemeanor under the bill.

Counties and municipalities could have additional court costs and could gain court fee revenue to
prosecute and adjudicate violators of a minor misdemeanor created in the bill. Counties could
gain revenue from any fines paid by individuals found guilty of the new misdemeanor. Violators

of the bill's provisions could be fined up to $100. Costs for record keeping would fall on private
individuals.
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