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LOCAL IMPACT STATEMENT REQUIRED: No— Minimal cost

CONTENTS: Permits townships to regulate the resale of tickets

State Fiscal Highlights
* Nodirect fiscal effect on the state.

Local Fiscal Highlights

LOCAL GOVERNMENT  FY 1999 FY 2000 FUTURE YEARS

Counties and Municipalities

........... Revenues  ..Poentigan & Potentidgan Potential gain
Expenditures Potential increase Potential increase Potential increase

Townships

........... Revenues  .....[FPoentagan & Potentidgan Potential gain
Expenditures Potential increase Potential increase Potential increase

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

e Counties and municipalities could have additiona court and enforcement costs for any permissive
regulations passed by townships regarding the resale of tickets and resulting in misdemeanor offenses or
civil cases from private persons. The bill could also generate court fee revenue from such cases, but not fine
revenue to counties (since, under the bill, fine revenue would go to the township). The additional net costs,
if any after revenues, would probably be minimal.

* Townships that choose to pass noise control regulations could have enforcement costs and gain additional
fine revenue. Typically, fine revenue from a state statutory offense would go to the county.
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Detailed Fiscal Analysis

The bill permits townships to regulate the resale of tickets to theatrical, sporting, or other public
amusements. Any violation is an unspecified minor misdemeanor with a maximum fine of $100.

Counties and municipalities could have additional court and enforcement costs for any
permissive regulations passed by townships resulting in minor misdemeanor offenses or civil
cases from private persons. The bill could aso generate court fee revenue from such cases, but
not fine revenue, which would go to the affected township. Typicaly, fine revenue from a state
statutory offense would go to the county.

Townships that choose to adopt regulations under the expanded authority provided in the bill
could have additional enforcement costs and could gain additional fine revenue from any
violators fined under the regulations.
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