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The Judiciary / 
Supreme Court 
 
 

OVERVIEW 

The Supreme Court of Ohio is established by Article IV, Section 1 of the Ohio Constitution, which 
provides that: “The judicial power of the state is vested in a supreme court, courts of appeals, courts of 
common pleas and divisions thereof, and such other courts inferior to the supreme court as may from time 
to time be established by law.” The court is comprised of a Chief Justice and six justices who are elected 
in even numbered years to six-year terms. The court has the final say on the interpretation of both the 
Constitution of the State of Ohio and Ohio law. The majority of the cases heard by the court are appeals 
from the state’s twelve district courts of appeals. The court can also hear appeals involving contested 
elections.  The court is required to hear appeals from cases dealing with an interpretation of the United 
States Constitution or the Ohio Constitution, cases in which the death penalty was imposed, cases in 
which the courts of appeals have offered conflicting opinions and appeals from the Board of Tax Appeals 
and the Public Utilities Commission.  The court has original jurisdiction for certain special remedies that 
permit a person to file an action directly in the Supreme Court of Ohio. These are the writs of habeas 
corpus, mandamus, procedendo, prohibition, and quo warranto. 

The court also adopts rules governing practice and procedure in Ohio’s courts, which become effective 
unless both houses of the General Assembly adopt a concurrent resolution of disapproval; exercises 
general superintendence over all state courts through its rule-making authority; and is responsible for the 
admission of attorneys to the practice of law in Ohio. It also has authority for the discipline of judges and 
attorneys for violation of their respective codes of conduct. Additionally, the court has responsibility for 
complaints alleging the unauthorized practice of law. 

The Judiciary/Supreme Court’s (JSC) proposed biennial budget exceeds $220-plus million, over 95 
percent of which is GRF. The GRF funding will be used primarily to pay the state’s share of the salaries 
and benefits of judges of the Supreme Court of Ohio, courts of appeals, courts of common pleas, 
municipal courts, and county courts. The budget also provides funding for the operation of the Supreme 
Court of Ohio and the courts of appeals, including staff salaries and fringe benefits. Also, included are 

• Judicial compensation 
consumes GRF budget 

• Court emphasizes 
dispute resolution and 
technological 
modernization 
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non-GRF funds appropriated for the purpose of providing continuing education and for regulating the 
practice of law. 

The expenses of the Ohio Criminal Sentencing Council and an administrative staff of 5, plus one intern, 
are also lodged in the JSC budget and are paid from a GRF special purpose account. The council, created 
pursuant to section 181.21 of the Revised Code, is charged with studying the state’s sentencing laws, 
recommending comprehensive sentencing plans to the legislature, and advising legislative committees 
and members when bills that affect criminal sentencing are considered and enacted. Traditionally, the 
council has been referred to as the Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission.   

Prior to FY 1998, The Judiciary (JUD) and the Supreme Court of Ohio (SUP) operated under separate 
budget structures, although the reality was that the court in effect had control of and managed The 
Judiciary budget. The Judiciary is not a state entity, but a collection of accounts that are administered by 
personnel of the court. Amended Substitute House Bill 215 of the 122nd General Assembly, the main 
appropriations bill covering FYs 1998 and 1999, merged the two separate budget structures into a single 
“agency” budget known as The Judiciary/Supreme Court. This merger was undertaken in order to ease the 
court’s administrative burdens. At the court’s request, the executive proposes to realign roughly a half-
dozen of its existing line items so that the state’s accounting system more accurately reflects the merged 
budgetary structure. 
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ANALYSIS OF EXECUTIVE PROPOSAL 
THE JUDICIARY/SUPREME COURT  
 

Purpose   To operate the state judicial system and to regulate the practice of law. 

 

The following table shows the line items that are used to fund the Judiciary/Supreme Court (JSC), as well 
as the Governor’s recommended funding levels. 

Fund ALI Title FY 2002 FY 2003 

GRF 005-321 Operating Expenses $102,629,849 $107,854,390 

GRF 005-401 State Criminal Sentencing Council $       384,475 $       395,710 

GRF 005-406 Law-Related Education $       209,169 $       215,444 

GRF 005-502 Legal Education Opportunity Commission $                  0 $       685,000 

GRF Subtotals $103,223,493 $109,150,544 

SSR 005-605 Attorney Registration $   1,971,100 $    2,030,233 

SSR 005-606 Supreme Court Admissions $   1,042,536 $    1,089,111 

SSR 005-607 Commission on Continuing Legal Education $      573,268 $        590,016 

SSR Subtotals $   3,586,904 $    3,709,360 

GSF 005-601 Continuing Judicial Education        235,000 $       235,000 

GSF Subtotals $      235,000 $       235,000 

FED 005-603 Federal Grants $   1,093,306 $       964,484 

FED Subtotals     1,093,306 $       964,484 

JSC Total Funding $108,138,703 $114,089,388 

 
The Judiciary/Supreme Court (JSC) is a single-program agency that essentially finances the operational 
expenses of the Supreme Court of Ohio, as well as the state’s contribution to the compensation paid to 
various judges. In this section of our analysis, we have opted to organize the JSC budget under a single 
program header as follows: 
 

 OPERATING EXPENSES 
 
OPERATING EXPENSES 

Program Description: The Supreme Court of Ohio adopts rules governing practice and 
procedure in Ohio’s courts; exercises superintendence over all state courts through its rule-
making authority, is responsible for the admission of attorneys to the practice of law in 
Ohio, and has authority for the discipline of judges and attorneys for violation of their 
respective codes of conduct. The Court is established by Article IV, Section 1 of the Ohio 
Constitution, which provides that: “The judicial power of the state is vested in a supreme 
court, courts of appeals, courts of common pleas and divisions thereof, and such other courts 
inferior to the supreme court as may from time to time be established by law.”  

The Judiciary/Supreme Court budget essentially funds the salaries and fringe benefits of the 
judges of the Supreme Court of Ohio and the courts of appeals, the state’s share of the 
judge’s salaries and fringe benefits in the courts of common pleas, municipal courts, and 
county courts, as well as other expenses of the state’s judicial system, including supplements 
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to the clerks of the courts of common pleas. Also funded are the Supreme Court of Ohio’s 
operational expenses, including the cost of continuing judicial and legal education and 
regulating the practice of law. A small piece of the GRF budget funds operations of the Ohio 
Criminal Sentencing Commission. 

Funding Source: 1) GRF; 2) admissions and registration fees; and 3) federal grants. 

Line Items: 005-321, Operating Expenses; 005-401, State Criminal Sentencing Council; 
005-406, Law-Related Education; 005-502, Commission for Legal Education Opportunity; 
005-605, Attorney Registration; 005-606, Supreme Court Admissions; 005-607, 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education; 005-601, Continuing Judicial Education; 005-
603, Federal Grants. 

Implication of the Executive Recommendation: The executive recommended budget for 
The Judiciary/Supreme Court reflects increases of 7.7 percent and 5.5 percent for each year 
of the next biennium, respectively.  Total funding is increased by $7.8 million in FY 2002 to 
$108.1 million.  In FY 2003, total funding is increased to $114.1 million, a bump of $5.9 
million above the FY 2002 recommendation. With regard to the court’s GRF funding, it will 
increase in FY 2002 by $7.6 million, or 7.9 percent, over its estimated FY 2001 GRF 
spending. FY 2003 GRF funding will increase by $5.9 million, or 5.7 percent, over the FY 
2002 recommendation. The recommended GRF funding levels, in part, reflect increases in 
judicial salaries stemming from Sub. H.B. 712 of the 123rd General Assembly, which will 
increase the state contribution to judicial salaries by approximately 3 percent for each year 
of the next biennium. 

The Ohio Criminal Sentencing Commission, which is funded through GRF line item 005-
401, State Criminal Sentencing Council, is also recommended to receive increases of 
funding in the next biennium, although it should be noted that they are much smaller than 
the funding increases the commission received in the current biennium. The commission is 
recommended to receive funding increases of 5.8 percent in FY 2002 and 2.9 percent in FY 
2003. By comparison, for FY 2000 the commission received a 19 percent increase over the 
prior fiscal year, followed in FY 2001 by a 14 percent increase. 

There are also two notable programmatic changes proposed in the court’s budget for the next 
biennium.  First, older line items previously identified with the Supreme Court’s budget will 
be deleted in favor of new line items that more appropriately reflect the merger of The 
Judiciary and Supreme Court budgets. Exiting line items 010-321, Operating Expenses-
Supreme Court, 010-401, Law-Related Education, 010-601, Commission on Continuing 
Legal Education, 010-602, Supreme Court Admissions, and 010-603, Attorney Registration, 
along with their funding and purposes, will be moved to other line items. 

Second, no new funding is requested for GRF line item 005-402, Task Force on Family Law 
& Children. This line item was a pass-through expense for the court, which, with the 
exception of making appointments, has had very little involvement with the activities of the 
task force.  The task force is expected to issue its final report in FY 2001. To our knowledge, 
the court has not built any task force related expenses into its next biennial budget. 

The court intends to devote about 4 percent of their next biennial budget to court services. 
Included in this effort is a program currently in place called “Project 2005,” which seeks to 
help all of the courts of common pleas establish dispute resolution programs by the year 
2005. Funding for dispute resolution consultant contracts and program subsidies will be 
drawn from the court’s GRF operating expenses line item (005-321).  
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The court also requested the creation of a new GRF subsidy to fund the Commission for 
Legal Education Opportunity (line item 005-502). The commission, which was created by 
the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, will receive $685,000 in FY 2003 to assist 
minority, lower income, and educationally disadvantaged college graduates in gaining 
access to and completing a legal education. The commission will sponsor intensive 
preparatory courses as well as provide stipends for tuition and living expenses.  

A noticeable element in the detail of the court’s budget is the amount of funding that will be 
allocated for purchased personal services and subsidies.  The amount of GRF funding that 
the court plans to allocate for purchased personal services in FY 2002 is $2.6 million, or 
twice the $1.3 million allocated in FY 2001. This increase highlights the emphasis that the 
court will place on technological modernization in the next biennium. Computer technology 
consultants will be hired to assist in the development of a more standardized information 
technology system linking Ohio’s courts. The court also plans to hire consultants to help 
develop dispute resolution programs. The amounts that the court plans to allocate for 
subsidies will also exhibit sizeable growth in the next biennium, reflecting as well the 
court’s commitment to technological modernization and dispute resolution. In FY 2003, the 
court plans to award approximately $1 million in technology related subsidies to some of the 
courts around the state. The increased amount for subsidies will also support the 
development of dispute resolution programs in all of the courts of common pleas, and fund 
performance evaluations of the drug courts around the state. 

Earmarking: Pursuant to temporary law, all of the funding appropriated to GRF line item 
005-406, Law Related Education, is to be distributed directly to the Ohio Center for Law 
Related Education ($209,169 in FY 2002 and $215,444 in FY 2003). 

Permanent and Temporary Law:  The executive budget does not contain any permanent 
law changes that directly affect the Supreme Court of Ohio. The executive budget does 
contain seven temporary law pieces that address the court’s budget. These temporary law 
pieces are summarized in the Permanent and Temporary Law section of this budget analysis. 
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PERMANENT AND TEMPORARY LAW  

This section describes permanent and temporary law provisions contained in the executive budget that 
will affect the Supreme Court of Ohio’s activities and spending decisions during the next biennium. 

Permanent Law Provisions 

No changes to the permanent law that affects operations of the Supreme Court of Ohio are proposed in the 
executive budget. 

Temporary Law Provisions 

Law-Related Education (GRF line item 005-406) 

Temporary law instructs the court to distribute the funds appropriated to GRF line item 005-406, Law-
Related Education, directly to the Ohio Center for Law-Related Education for the purposes of providing 
continuing citizenship education activities to primary and secondary students, expanding delinquency 
prevention programs, increasing activities for at-risk youth, and accessing additional public and private 
money for new programs. This amounts to $209,169 in FY 2002 and $215,444 in FY 2003. This GRF 
line item and temporary law first appeared in Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th General Assembly, the 
main appropriations act covering FYs 1992 and 1993. An analogous GRF line item and related temporary 
law are part of the Office of the Attorney General's budget (line item 055-405, Law-Related Education, 
with recommended appropriations of $199,790 in FY 2002 and $204,785 in FY 2003).  

The Ohio Center for Law-Related Education is a nonprofit organization that delivers a variety of law-
related and citizenship education services — both programs and materials — to teachers and students of 
primary and secondary schools, and draws its financial support from a mix of public and private sources. 
Its major statewide efforts include the Ohio Mock Trial Program, the Ohio Government in Action Project, 
and the Youth for Justice Summit, as well as an annual statewide law and citizenship conference. 

Commission for Legal Education Opportunity (GRF line item 005-502) 

The executive budget, at the court’s request, proposes to create new GRF line item 005-502, Commission 
for Legal Education Opportunity, with a FY 2003 appropriation of $685,000. Temporary law is also 
included stipulating that the line item be used to fund the commission, which was formed by the Chief 
Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, for the purpose of assisting minority, low-income, and 
educationally disadvantaged college graduates in the transition to legal education. The temporary law also 
states that the moneys may be used to establish and provide an intensive course of study, provide annual 
stipends for students, and pay the program’s administrative costs. 

Continuing Judicial Education (Fund 672) 

Temporary law specifies the revenue stream for the court’s Continuing Judicial Education Fund (Fund 
672) and states that the moneys in the fund shall be used to pay expenses for continuing education courses 
for judges and court personnel. The temporary law also allows the court to increase the fund’s 
appropriation authority if deemed necessary. This means that the court can automatically increase the 
fund’s appropriation authority without legislative action or Controlling Board approval. Also included is 
language prohibiting the Director of Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from transferring 
moneys from Fund 672 to any other fund, as well as language crediting to the fund any interest earned on 
its moneys. All of this temporary law with respect to Fund 672 essentially first appeared in Am. Sub. H.B. 
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298 of the 119th General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1992 and 1993. The 
language with regard to the fund’s interest earnings was added by Am. Sub. H.B. 117 of the 121st 
General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1996 and 1997. 

Attorney Registration Fund (Fund 4C8) 

Temporary law associated with the court’s Attorney Registration Fund (Fund 4C8) permits its moneys to 
be used to fund any activities, including compensating employees, considered appropriate by the Supreme 
Court of Ohio. The temporary law also allows the court to increase the fund’s appropriation authority if 
deemed necessary. This means that the court can automatically increase the fund’s appropriation authority 
without legislative action or Controlling Board approval. Also included is language prohibiting the 
Director of Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from transferring moneys from Fund 4C8 
to any other fund, as well as language crediting to the fund any interest earned on its moneys. All of this 
temporary law with respect to Fund 4C8 first appeared in Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th General 
Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1992 and 1993. The language with regard to the 
fund’s interest earnings was added by Am. Sub. H.B. 117 of the 121st General Assembly, the main 
appropriations act covering FYs 1996 and 1997. 

Supreme Court Admissions Fund (Fund 6A8) 

Temporary law associated with the court’s Supreme Court Admissions Fund (Fund 6A8) requires its 
moneys to be used to compensate employees who are primarily responsible for administering the 
Attorney Admissions Program, and to fund any other activities considered appropriate by the court. The 
temporary law also allows the court to increase the fund’s appropriation authority if deemed necessary. 
This means that the court can automatically increase the fund’s appropriation authority without legislative 
action or Controlling Board approval. Also included is language prohibiting the Director of Budget and 
Management or the Controlling Board from transferring moneys from Fund 6A8 to any other fund, as 
well as language crediting to the fund any interest earned on its moneys. All of this temporary law with 
respect to Fund 6A8 first appeared in Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th General Assembly, the main 
appropriations act covering FYs 1992 and 1993. The language with regard to the fund’s interest earnings 
was added by Am. Sub. H.B. 117 of the 121st General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering 
FYs 1996 and 1997. 

Continuing Legal Education Fund (Fund 643) 

Temporary law associated with the court’s Continuing Legal Education Fund (Fund 643) requires its 
moneys to be used to compensate employees of the Commission on Continuing Legal Education, and to 
fund any other activities considered appropriate by the court. The temporary law also allows the court to 
increase the fund’s appropriation authority if deemed necessary. This means that the court can 
automatically increase the fund’s appropriation authority without legislative action or Controlling Board 
approval. Also included is language prohibiting the Director of Budget and Management or the 
Controlling Board from transferring moneys from Fund 643 to any other fund, as well as language 
crediting to the fund any interest earned on its moneys. All of this temporary law with respect to Fund 
643 first appeared in Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th General Assembly, the main appropriations act 
covering FYs 1992 and 1993. The language with regard to the fund’s interest earnings was added by Am. 
Sub. H.B. 117 of the 121st General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1996 and 1997. 

Federal Miscellaneous Fund (Fund 3J0) 

Temporary law specifies that the revenue stream for the court’s Federal Miscellaneous Fund (Fund 3J0) 
consists of grants and other moneys awarded by the federal government or through the State Justice 
Institute, and that the moneys deposited to the credit of the fund must be used in a manner consistent with 
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the purpose of the grant or award. The temporary law also allows the court to increase the fund’s 
appropriation authority if deemed necessary. This means that the court can automatically increase the 
fund’s appropriation authority without legislative action or Controlling Board approval. Also included is 
language prohibiting the Director of Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from transferring 
moneys from Fund 3J0 to any other fund. A provision also states that interest earned on moneys in Fund 
3J0 is to be credited to the GRF. All of this temporary law with respect to Fund 3J0 first appeared in Am. 
Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1992 and 1993. 
The language with regard to the fund’s interest earnings was added by Am. Sub. H.B. 215 of the 122nd 
General Assembly, the main appropriations act covering FYs 1998 and 1999. 
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REQUESTS NOT FUNDED 
 

Under existing law, section 107.03(B) of the Revised Code, the executive branch of the State of Ohio has 
limited authority over the state’s judicial branch, especially in the case of their biennial budgets and 
associated permanent and temporary law. Although these budgets are presented to the legislature as 
executive recommendations, the Office of Budget and Management in reality only serves as the conduit 
through which judicial budgets are passed to the legislature. Thus, the burden of examining The 
Judiciary/Supreme Court budget request, as well as deciding what parts of it to fund or not fund, falls on 
the legislature. 



As
Introduced

20032001

% Change
Est. 2001 to 
House 2002

% Change
House 2002 to 

House 2003

As
Introduced

2002Fund ALI ALI Title

LSC Budget Spreadsheet by Line Item, FY 2002 - FY 2003

Estimated
 House

Sub Bill
2002

 House
Sub Bill

2003

Revised

Judiciary / Supreme CourtJSC
15.1% 5.1%GRF 005-321 Operating Expenses - Judiciary/Supreme Court $ 102,629,849 $ 107,854,390$85,597,582 $ 98,524,655 $ 103,540,214

-19.1% 3.7%GRF 005-401 State Criminal Sentencing Council $ 384,475 $ 395,710$363,568 $ 294,096 $ 304,881

-100.0% N/AGRF 005-402 Task Force on Family Law & Children $ 0 $ 0$100,000 $ 0 $ 0

N/A 3.0%GRF 005-406 Law-Related Education $ 209,169 $ 215,444$0 $ 200,802 $ 206,826

N/A N/AGRF 005-502 Commission for Legal Education Opportunity $ 0 $ 685,000$0 $ 0 $ 657,600

-100.0% N/AGRF 010-321 Operating Expenses - Supreme Court $ 0 $ 0$9,377,229 $ 0 $ 0

-100.0% N/AGRF 010-401 Law-Related Education $ 0 $ 0$203,077 $ 0 $ 0

3.5% 5.7%General Revenue Fund Total $ 103,223,493 $ 109,150,544$ 95,641,456 $ 99,019,553 $ 104,709,521

-1.6% 12.8%672 005-601 Continuing Judicial Education $ 235,000 $ 265,000$238,703 $ 235,000 $ 265,000

-100.0% N/A6A2 005-602 Dispute Resolution $ 0 $ 0$30,729 $ 0 $ 0

-12.8% 12.8%General Services Fund Group Total $ 235,000 $ 265,000$ 269,432 $ 235,000 $ 265,000

5.9% -11.8%3J0 005-603 Federal Grants $ 1,093,306 $ 964,484$1,032,068 $ 1,093,306 $ 964,484

5.9% -11.8%Federal Special Revenue Fund Group Total $ 1,093,306 $ 964,484$ 1,032,068 $ 1,093,306 $ 964,484

N/A 3.0%4C8 005-605 Attorney Registration $ 1,971,100 $ 2,030,233$0 $ 1,971,100 $ 2,030,233

-100.0% N/A4C8 010-603 Attorney Registration $ 0 $ 0$1,923,548 $ 0 $ 0

N/A 2.9%643 005-607 Commission on Continuing Legal Education $ 573,268 $ 590,016$0 $ 573,268 $ 590,016

-100.0% N/A643 010-601 Commission on Continuing Legal Education $ 0 $ 0$542,082 $ 0 $ 0

N/A 4.5%6A8 005-606 Supreme Court Admissions $ 1,042,536 $ 1,089,111$0 $ 1,042,536 $ 1,089,111

-100.0% N/A6A8 010-602 Supreme Court Admissions $ 0 $ 0$960,327 $ 0 $ 0

4.7% 3.4%State Special Revenue Fund Group Total $ 3,586,904 $ 3,709,360$ 3,425,957 $ 3,586,904 $ 3,709,360

3.6% 5.5%$ 108,138,703 $ 114,089,388Total All Budget Fund Groups $ 100,368,913 $ 103,934,763 $ 109,648,365

Monday, May 07, 2001 Page 1 of  1Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission
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General Revenue Fund

      

$70,626,407 $74,689,488 $81,262,208 $85,597,582 $102,629,849 $107,854,390

GRF

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 204 of the 113th G.A., the main 
appropriation act covering FYs 1980 and 1981.

Historically, this GRF line item has provided the state's share of judges' salaries and 
other expenses of the state's judicial system. At the request of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio, the executive budget proposes to delete its existing GRF line item 010-321, 
Operating Expenses - Supreme Court, and merge its funding and purpose, which is 
to support operation of the Supreme Court of Ohio, into GRF line item 005-321.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

5.8% 8.8% 5.3% 19.9% 5.1%

005-321 Operating Expenses - Judiciary/Supreme Court

      

$292,994 $265,468 $317,126 $363,568 $384,475 $395,710

GRF

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 152 of the 120th G.A.

This GRF special purpose account supports the operation of the State Criminal 
Sentencing Council, which is established in section 181.21 of the Revised Code. 
The council, created by Am. Sub. S.B. 258 of the 118th General Assembly and 
chaired by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of Ohio, consists of 31 specified 
members and a handful of staff. Its charge is to conduct a review of Ohio's 
sentencing statutes and sentencing patterns, and to make recommendations on 
statutory changes to the General Assembly.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

-9.4% 19.5% 14.6% 5.8% 2.9%

005-401 State Criminal Sentencing Council

COBLI: 1 of 9

Legislative Service Commission - Redbook
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$0 $0 $74,149 $100,000 $0 $0

GRF

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 283 of the 123rd G. A.

This GRF special purpose account was established to support the operation of the 
Task Force on Family Law and Children, which was created by Am. Sub. S.B. 112 
of the 122nd General Assembly. The act required the Task Force, among other 
things, to: 1) submit, by December 31, 1999, a report of its findings and 
recommendations on how to create a more civilized and constructive process for the 
parenting of children whose parents do not reside together; and 2) gather 
information on and study the current state of family law in Ohio. The Supreme 
Court of Ohio did not request any funding for this GRF special purpose account in 
either FYs 2002 or 2003.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

N/A N/A 34.9% -100.0% N/A

005-402 Task Force on Family Law & Children

      

$0 $0 $0 $0 $209,169 $215,444

GRF

newly created as part of the executive-recommended budget contained in H.B. 95, 
the main appropriations act of the 124th G. A.

Funds appropriated to this GRF special purpose account are guided by temporary 
law stipulating that they be "...distributed directly to the Ohio Center for Law-
Related Education for the purposes of providing continuing citizenship education 
activities to primary and secondary students, expanding delinquency prevention 
programs, increasing activities for at-risk youth, and accessing additional public and 
private money for new programs." An analogous GRF special purpose account and 
related temporary law are part of the Office of the Attorney General's budget (line 
item 055-405, Law-Related Education).

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete its existing GRF special purpose account 010-401, Law-Related Education, 
and move its funding and purpose into this new GRF special purpose account 005-
406.

The Ohio Center for Law-Related Education is a nonprofit organization that delivers 
a variety of law-related and citizenship education services — both programs and 
materials — to teachers and students of primary and secondary schools, and draws 
its financial support from a mix of public and private sources. Its major statewide 
efforts include the Ohio Mock Trial Program, the Ohio Government in Action 
Project, and the Youth for Justice Summit, as well as an annual statewide law and 
citizenship conference.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.0%

005-406 Law-Related Education

COBLI: 2 of 9

Legislative Service Commission - Redbook
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$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $685,000

 GRF

 newly created as part of the executive-recommended budget contained in H.B. 95,  
the main appropriations act of the 124th G. A.

As stipulated in temporary law, the purpose of this GRF subsidy account is to assist 
minority, low income, and educationally disadvantaged college graduates in the 
transition to legal education. These funds may be used to establish and provide an 
intensive course of study designed to prepare eligible college graduates for law 
school education, provide annual stipends for students who successfully complete 
the course of study and are admitted to and maintain satisfactory academic standing 
in an Ohio law school, and pay the administrative costs associated with the program.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A

005-502 Commission for Legal Education Opportunity

      

$8,200,377 $8,189,177 $9,374,401 $9,377,229 $0 $0

GRF

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 204 of the 113th G. A., the main 
appropriations act covering FYs 1980 and 1981.

This GRF line item has been used to fund the operation of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio. At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete this existing GRF line item, and move its funding and purpose into GRF line 
item 005-321, Operating Expenses - Judiciary/Supreme Court.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

-0.1% 14.5% 0.0% -100.0% N/A

010-321 Operating Expenses - Supreme Court
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$197,340 $191,420 $197,163 $203,077 $0 $0

GRF

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of 119th G.A., the main appropriations 
act covering FYs 1992 and 1993.

Funds appropriated to this GRF special purpose account are guided by temporary 
law stipulating that they be "...distributed directly to the Ohio Center for Law-
Related Education for the purposes of providing continuing citizenship education 
activities to primary and secondary students, expanding delinquency prevention 
programs, increasing activities for at-risk youth, and accessing additional public and 
private money for new programs." An analogous GRF special purpose account and 
related temporary law are part of the Office of the Attorney General's budget (line 
item 055-405, Law-Related Education).

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete its existing GRF line item 010-401, Law-Related Education, and move its 
funding and purpose into new GRF line item 005-406.

The Ohio Center for Law-Related Education is a nonprofit organization that delivers 
a variety of law-related and citizenship education services — both programs and 
materials — to teachers and students of primary and secondary schools, and draws 
its financial support from a mix of public and private sources. Its major statewide 
efforts include the Ohio Mock Trial Program, the Ohio Government in Action 
Project, and the Youth for Justice Summit, as well as an annual statewide law and 
citizenship conference.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

GRF

-3.0% 3.0% 3.0% -100.0% N/A

010-401 Law-Related Education

General Services Fund Group

      

$191,311 $198,692 $118,718 $238,703 $235,000 $265,000

GSF: 1) fees paid by judges and court personnel for attending continuing education 
courses; and 2) other gifts and grants received for the purpose of continuing judicial 
education.

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 694 of the 114th G.A.

Temporary law stipulates that revenue credited to the fund be used to pay expenses 
for continuing education courses for judges and other personnel.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

672

3.9% -40.3% 101.1% -1.6% 12.8%

005-601 Continuing Judicial Education
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$595 $2,320 $0 $30,729 $0 $0

GSF: grants and other moneys awarded from various sources, including the Ohio 
Commission on Dispute Resolution and Conflict Management, the Ohio State Bar 
Foundation, and the State Justice Institute, to promote dispute resolution in Ohio 
courts.

originally established by Controlling Board in August 1990.

Funds in this account are used to promote dispute resolution programs in the courts 
and for the education of judges, attorneys, and other court personnel in dispute 
resolution concepts. The fund was originally created for the purpose of receiving 
and distributing grant moneys from the state's Commission on Dispute Resolution 
and Conflict Management. Cash activity in the fund typically accelerates when a 
grant or other moneys are first received and then slows considerably over time as 
that money is disbursed. Authority governing the program is described in Rule XIII 
of the Supreme Court the Rules for the Government of the Bar of Ohio.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

6A2

289.9% -100.0% N/A -100.0% N/A

005-602 Dispute Resolution

Federal Special Revenue Fund Group

      

$479,903 $769,209 $766,099 $1,032,068 $1,093,306 $964,484

FED: mix of federal grants with varying durations and award amounts, most 
recently, CFDA #16.585, Office of Justice Programs, CFDA #16.579, Drug Control 
and System Improvement - Formula Grant (through the Office of Criminal Justice 
Services), and CFDA # 93.586, State Court Improvement Program (through the U.S. 
Department of Health and Human Services).

originally established by Controlling Board in February 1991.

This fund serves as a depository for federal grants, as well as grants from the State 
Justice Institute — a private, nonprofit organization based in Alexandria, Virginia 
that distributes federally-funded project support to courts and judicial systems — 
and the Ohio State Bar Association. The moneys are used in a manner consistent 
with the purpose of the grant or award. Recent federal grants passed through the 
state's Office of Criminal Justice Services have been awarded to the Supreme Court 
of Ohio to: 1) conduct educational programs and provide direct technical assistance 
to help courts manage their dockets more efficiently; and 2) develop computer 
software to assist juvenile courts in the automation of information processing and 
the collection and analysis of juvenile court data statewide. In addition, the Supreme 
Court of Ohio has received various grants from the State Justice Institute that cover 
continuing education, measurement of trial court performance standards, court law 
libraries, faculty development workshops, and the impact of substance abuse on the 
courts. In addition to the grants listed above, applications are still pending for other 
grant funds.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

3J0

60.3% -0.4% 34.7% 5.9% -11.8%

005-603 Federal Grants
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$0 $0 $0 $0 $1,971,100 $2,030,233

SSR: attorney registration fees and penalties collected under Rule VI constitute the 
Attorney Registration Fund (an administrative account which is not part of the state 
treasury); moneys are deposited pursuant to the Supreme Court Rules for the 
Government of the Bar of Ohio; Rule VI, Section 7(B) states that moneys in the 
Attorney Registration Fund may be placed in a custodial account or transferred to 
the credit of the Supreme Court of Ohio's Attorney Registration Fund in the state 
treasury.

newly created as part of the executive-recommended budget contained in H.B. 95, 
the main appropriations act of the 124th G. A.

As stipulated in temporary law, in addition to funding other activities considered 
appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio, these moneys may be used to 
compensate employees and fund the appropriate activities of the following offices 
established by the Supreme Court of Ohio pursuant to the Rules for the Government 
of the Bar of Ohio: the Office of the Disciplinary Counsel, the Board of 
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline, the Client's Security Fund, the Board 
of Commissioners on the Unauthorized Practice of Law, and the Office of Attorney 
Registration.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete its existing SSR line item 010-603, Attorney Registration, and move its 
funding and purposes into this new SSR line item 005-605, Attorney Registration.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

4C8

N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.0%

005-605 Attorney Registration
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$1,267,022 $1,573,700 $1,675,814 $1,923,548 $0 $0

SSR: attorney registration fees and penalties collected under Rule VI constitute the 
Attorney Registration Fund (an administrative account which is not part of the state 
treasury); moneys are deposited pursuant to the Supreme Court Rules for the 
Government of the Bar of Ohio; Rule VI, Section 7(B) states that moneys in the 
Attorney Registration Fund may be placed in a custodial account or transferred to 
the credit of the Supreme Court of Ohio's Attorney Registration Fund in the state 
treasury.

originally established by Am. Sub. H.B. 298 of the 119th G.A.

As stipulated in temporary law, in addition to funding other activities considered 
appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio, these moneys may be used to 
compensate employees and fund the appropriate activities of the following offices 
established by the Supreme Court of Ohio pursuant to the Rules for the Government 
of the Bar of Ohio: the Office of the Disciplinary Counsel, the Board of 
Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline, the Client's Security Fund, the Board 
of Commissioners on the Unauthorized Practice of Law, and the Office of Attorney 
Registration.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete this existing SSR line item 010-603, Attorney Registration, and move its 
funding and purposes into new SSR line item 005-605, Attorney Registration.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

4C8

24.2% 6.5% 14.8% -100.0% N/A

010-603 Attorney Registration

      

$0 $0 $0 $0 $573,268 $590,016

SSR: 1) accreditation fees paid by the sponsors of continuing legal education 
activities; and 2) late filing fees and sanctions paid by attorneys.

newly created as part of the executive-recommended budget contained in H.B. 95, 
the main appropriations act of the 124th G. A.

As stipulated in temporary law, moneys in the fund must be used to compensate 
employees of the Commission on Continuing Legal Education and other activities of 
the commission considered appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete its existing SSR line item 010-601, Commission on Continuing Legal 
Education, and move its funding and purpose into this new SSR line item 005-607, 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

643

N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.9%

005-607 Commission on Continuing Legal Education
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$303,813 $211,779 $501,067 $542,082 $0 $0

SSR: 1) accreditation fees paid by the sponsors of continuing legal education 
activities; and 2) late filing fees and sanctions paid by attorneys.

originally established by Controlling Board in 1989.

As stipulated in temporary law, moneys in the fund must be used to compensate 
employees of the Commission on Continuing Legal Education and other activities of 
the commission considered appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete this existing SSR line item 010-601, Commission on Continuing Legal 
Education, and move its funding and purpose into new SSR line item 005-607, 
Commission on Continuing Legal Education.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

643

-30.3% 136.6% 8.2% -100.0% N/A

010-601 Commission on Continuing Legal Education

      

$0 $0 $0 $0 $1,042,536 $1,089,111

SSR: 1) fees collected for admission to the practice of law (Rule I); 2) fees charged 
by the Supreme Court of Ohio for admissions-related services;and 3) fees collected 
for the limited practice of law by foreign legal consultants (Rule XI) constitute the 
Supreme Court Admission’s Fund (an administrative account which is not part of 
the state treasury); moneys are deposited pursuant to the Supreme Court Rules for 
the Government of the Bar of Ohio; Rule I, Section 14(D) states that moneys in the 
Admissions Fund may be placed in a custodial account or transferred to the credit of 
the Supreme Court Admissions Fund in the state treasury.

newly created as part of the executive-recommended budget contained in H.B. 95, 
the main appropriations act of the 124th G. A.

As stipulated in temporary law, moneys in the fund must be used to compensate 
Supreme Court employees who are primarily responsible for administering the 
Attorney Admissions Program and to fund any other activities considered 
appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete existing SSR line item  010-602, Supreme Court Admissions, and move its 
funding and purpose into this new SSR line item 005-606, Supreme Court 
Admissions.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

6A8

N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.5%

005-606 Supreme Court Admissions
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$379,389 $716,646 $744,508 $960,327 $0 $0

SSR: 1) fees collected for admission to the practice of law (Rule I); 2) fees charged 
by the Supreme Court for admissions-related services; and 3) fees collected for the 
limited practice of law by foreign legal consultants (Rule XI) constitute the 
Admissions Fund (an administrative account which is not part of the state 
treasury’s); moneys are deposited pursuant to the Supreme Court Rules for the 
Government of the Bar of Ohio; Rule I, Section 14(D) states that moneys in the 
Admissions Fund may be placed in a custodial account or transferred to the credit of 
the Supreme Court Admissions Fund in the state treasury.

originally established by H.B. 390 of the 118th G.A.

As stipulated in temporary law, moneys in this fund must be used to compensate 
Supreme Court employees who are primarily responsible for administering the 
Attorney Admissions Program and to fund any other activities considered 
appropriate by the Supreme Court of Ohio.

At the request of the Supreme Court of Ohio, the executive budget proposes to 
delete existing SSR line item 010-602, Supreme Court Admissions, and move its 
funding and purpose into new SSR line item 005-606, Supreme Court Admissions.

1998 1999 2000 2001
 Estimate

2002
Executive Proposal

2003
Executive Proposal

Source:

Legal Basis:

Purpose:

6A8

88.9% 3.9% 29.0% -100.0% N/A

010-602 Supreme Court Admissions
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Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Requires the Supreme Court of Ohio to distribute moneys 
appropriated to GRF appropriation item 005-406, Law-
Related Education, directly to the Ohio Center for Law-
Related Education for the purposes of providing continuing 
citizenship education activities to primary and secondary 
students, expanding delinquency prevention programs, 
increasing activities for at-risk youth, and accessing 
additional public and private money for new programs. This 
amounts to $209,169 in FY 2002 and $215,444 in FY 
2003.  An analogous GRF appropriation item and related 
temporary law are part of the Office of the Attorney 
General's budget (appropriation item 055-405, Law-
Related Education).

Same as Executive, but reduces the amounts that will be 
distributed directly to the Ohio Center for Law-Related 
Education to $200,802 in FY 2002 (a decrease of $8,367 
or 4.0 percent) and $206,826 in FY 2003 (a decrease of 
$8,618 or 4.0 percent).

Law-Related Education

005-406 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:

1 5/11/2001Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission



Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Requires appropriation item 005-502, Commission for 
Legal Education Opportunity, be used to fund the activities 
of the Commission for Legal Education Opportunity, which 
was formed by the Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of 
Ohio for the purpose of assisting minority, low-income, and 
educationally disadvantaged college graduates in the 
transition to legal education ($0 in FY 2002 and $685,000 
in FY 2003). This provision also states that the moneys 
may be used to establish and provide an intensive course 
of study, provide annual stipends for students, and pay the 
program’s administrative costs.

Same as Executive, but reduces the appropriation 
authority in FY 2003 to $657,600 (a decrease of $27,400 
or 4.0 percent).

Ohio Commission for Legal Education Opportunity

005-502 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:

2 5/11/2001Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission



Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Specifies the revenue stream in the Continuing Judicial 
Education Fund (Fund 672) consist of fees paid by judges 
and court personnel for attending continuing education 
courses and other gifts and grants received for the purpose 
of continuing judicial education and requires moneys 
appropriated to its related appropriation item 005-601, 
Continuing Judicial Education, be used to pay expenses 
for continuing education courses for judges and court 
personnel. This provision also: (1) allows the Supreme 
Court of Ohio to increase the appropriation item's 
appropriation authority if deemed necessary, which means 
that the Court can automatically increase the appropriation 
item's appropriation authority without legislative action or 
Controlling Board approval; (2) prohibits the Director of 
Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from 
transferring moneys from Fund 672 to any other fund; (3) 
credits to the Fund any interest earned on its moneys.

No change.

Continuing Judicial Education

005-601 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:

3 5/11/2001Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission



Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Permits the Supreme Court of Ohio to use moneys 
appropriated to appropriation item 005-605, Attorney 
Registration, to: (1) compensate employees and fund the 
appropriate activities of certain offices established by the 
Court pursuant to the Rules for the Government of the Bar 
of Ohio; (2) fund other activities considered appropriate by 
the Court. This provision also: (1) allows the Court to 
increase the appropriation item's appropriation authority if 
deemed necessary, which means that the Court can 
automatically increase the appropriation item's 
appropriation authority without legislative action or 
Controlling Board approval; (2) prohibits the Director of 
Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from 
transferring moneys from the Attorney Registration Fund 
(Fund 4C8) to any other fund; (3) credits to the Fund any 
interest earned on its moneys.

No change.

Attorney Registration

005-605 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:
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Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Requires appropriation item 005-606, Supreme Court 
Admissions, be used to compensate Court employees who 
are primarily responsible for administering the Attorney 
Admissions Program, and permits those moneys to be 
used to fund any other activities considered appropriate by 
the Court. This provision also: (1) allows the Court to 
increase the appropriation item's appropriation authority if 
deemed necessary, which means that the Court can 
automatically increase the appropriation item's 
appropriation authority without legislative action or 
Controlling Board approval; (2) prohibits the Director of 
Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from 
transferring moneys from the Supreme Court Admissions 
Fund (Fund 6A8) to any other fund; (3) credits to the Fund 
any interest earned on its moneys.

No change.

Supreme Court Admissions

005-606 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:
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Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Requires appropriation item 005-607, Commission on 
Continuing Legal Education Fund, be used to compensate 
employees of the Commission on Continuing Legal 
Education, and permits those moneys to be used to fund 
other activities of the Commission considered appropriate 
by the Court. This provision also: (1) allows the Court to 
increase the appropriation item's appropriation authority if 
deemed necessary, which means that the Court can 
automatically increase the appropriation item's 
appropriation authority without legislative action or 
Controlling Board approval; (2) prohibits the Director of 
Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from 
transferring moneys from the Continuing Legal Education 
Fund (Fund 643) to any other fund; (3) credits to the Fund 
any interest earned on its moneys.

No change.

Continuing Legal Education

005-607 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:

6 5/11/2001Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission



Judiciary / Supreme Court H. B. 0094

As Introduced

Temporary Law  Changes

Main Operating Appropriations Bill

As Passed  by the House

Specifies the revenue stream in the Federal Miscellaneous 
Fund (Fund 3J0) consists of grants and other moneys 
awarded to the Supreme Court of Ohio by the federal 
government, the State Justice Institute, or other entities 
that receive moneys directly from the federal government 
or the State Justice Institute, and requires any moneys 
appropriated to its related appropriation item 005-603, 
Federal Grants, be used in a manner consistent with the 
purpose of the grant or award. This provision also: (1) 
allows the Court to increase the appropriation item's 
appropriation authority if deemed necessary, which means 
that the Court can automatically increase the appropriation 
item's appropriation authority without legislative action or 
Controlling Board approval; (2) prohibits the Director of 
Budget and Management or the Controlling Board from 
transferring moneys from Fund 3J0 to any other fund; (3) 
credits or transfers any interest earned on the Fund's 
moneys to the state's GRF.

No change.

Federal Miscellaneous

005-603 

Subject:

ALI:

64 Section: 64 Section:

7 5/11/2001Prepared by the Legislative Service Commission
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