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SUMMARY

The Ohio Supreme Court held that the phrase "penal or correctional institution of a party state" in the

Interstate Agreement on Detainers, codified at Ohio Revised Code 2963.30, includes county jails as

well as state prisons and correctional facilities. The court affirmed the Fifth District Court of Appeals

and rejected the contrary interpretation adopted by the Eighth District. The decision addressed whether

the IAD's speedy-disposition provisions applied to James Black while he was serving a sentence in a

Maryland county jail.
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The State appealed from the Fifth District Court of Appeals' judgment
reversing the Ashland County Common Pleas Court's denial of Black's
motion to dismiss. The Supreme Court of Ohio accepted a certified
conflict with the Eighth District and consolidated the conflict actions
to decide whether the Interstate Agreement on Detainers applies to a

prisoner serving a sentence in an out-of-state county jail.

The court interpreted the Interstate Agreement on Detainers and the

statute codifying it as a question of law.

Published, precedential Supreme Court of Ohio decision; binding on

Ohio courts.
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QUESTIONS PRESENTED

1. Whether the phrase "penal or correctional institution of a party state" in Article III of the Interstate

Agreement on Detainers, codified at R.C. 2963.30, includes a county jail.

2. Whether the TAD applies to a prisoner who has begun serving a sentence in a county jail rather than a

state prison or correctional facility.

HOLDINGS

1. The phrase "penal or correctional institution of a party state" in R.C. 2963.30 includes a county jail as

well as a state prison or correctional facility.

2. The IAD applies to a prisoner serving a sentence in a county jail, so long as the prisoner has begun

serving the sentence.

KEY QUOTATIONS

“Accordingly, we conclude that the term “penal or correctional institution of a party state” in R.C. 2963.30
can encompass a county jail as well as a state prison or correctional facility so long as the prisoner has

begun serving his or her sentence.” (at 344)

“We therefore answer the certified question as follows: the term “penal or correctional institution of a party
state,” as used in R.C. 2963.30, includes a county jail as well as a state prison or correctional facility.” (at
344)

FACTUAL BACKGROUND

James Black was indicted in Ashland County for theft and breaking and entering while he was in Maryland. He
began serving a one-year sentence in the Cecil County Detention Center, a Maryland county jail, and invoked
the Interstate Agreement on Detainers to seek disposition of the Ohio charges. He was transferred to Ohio, later
returned to Maryland before trial, and moved to dismiss the Ashland County charges on the ground that the

IAD's speedy-trial time limits had been violated.
PROCEDURAL HISTORY

Black was indicted in Ashland County while being held and later sentenced in a Maryland county detention
center. After he invoked the Interstate Agreement on Detainers, the Ashland County trial court concluded that the
agreement did not apply to a prisoner incarcerated in a county jail and denied his motion to dismiss. Black was
convicted, and the Fifth District reversed, creating a conflict with the Eighth District's decision in State v. Wyer.
The Supreme Court of Ohio accepted the certified conflict and affirmed the Fifth District.
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affirmed
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