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THE APPARENT PROBLEM: 
It appears that a number of law enforcement jurisdictions 
may require, or at least encourage, their officers to meet 
quotas for issuing traffic tickets. Tiiis has been a matter 
of long-standing concern for both officers and the general 
public. Many believe that quota systems overemphasize a 
relatively minor aspect of law enforcement and tend to 
divert attention from more serious crime-fighting, and that 
ticket quotas should therefore be prohibited. 

THE CONTENT OF THE BILL: 
The Michigan Vehicle Code states that a police officer is 
not entitled to any fees for issuing a civil infraction citation. 
The bill would in addition provide that a police officer could 
not be required to issue a certain number of citations or 
satisfy a quota system during any time period. The issuance 
of citations could not be given any greater consideration 
than any other factor used in evaluating an officer's 
performance. 

It is at present considered misconduct in office punishable 
by removal for a police officer, judge, or magistrate to 
violate the provision regarding fees for issuing citations. 
The bill would extend this penalty to any person employed 
by the state or local unit of government, and apply it to 
violations of the bil l. 

MCL 257.750 

FISCAL IMPLICATIONS: 
Fiscal information is not available. (11-17-87) 

ARGUMENTS: 

For: 
A survey of officers' representatives conducted by the 
Fraternal Order of Police indicates that many, if not most, 
law enforcement jurisdictions in Michigan have some sort 
of quota system for issuing traffic tickets. Quota systems 
for traffic tickets can mean that undue attention is given 
to dealing with minor offenses. By banning ticket quotas 
and demanding that ticket-issuing be given no greater 
consideration than any other factor in evaluating an 
of f icer 's pe r fo rmance , the bil l v/ould encourage law 
enforcement agencies to concentrate on serious crime. 

Response: The degree to which ticket quotas exist is a 
matter of dispute and therefore the degree to which a 
problem exists is unclear. 

Against: 
There are many good reasons why police officers should 
be writ ing traffic tickets: officers a ie supposed to enforce 
all laws, not just the ones ihey like; traffic laws are 
important to public safety; and often criminals are caught 
during routine traff ic checks. Moreover, it is reasonable to 
use ticket writ ing as a criterion in evaluating an officer's 
performance. 
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Response: The bill would not prevent using ticket-writing 
in evaluating an officer's performance; it would, however, 
prohibit ticket-writing from being given greater weight than 
other factors which may have more to do with an officer's 
effectiveness. Nor would the bill discourage ticket-writing; 
it simply would ensure that jurisdictions do not hold their 
officers to arbitrary quotas that may have more to with 
generating revenues than fighting crime. 

POSITIONS: 
The Detroit Police Officers Association supports the bil l . 
(11-17-87) 

The Fraternal Order of Police supports the bil l. (11-17-87) 

The Michigan Association of Chiefs of Police supports the 
bil l. (11-17-87) 

The Michigan State Police Troopers Association supports 
the bil l . (11-17-87) 

The Police Off icers Associat ion of Mich igan (POAM) 
supports the bil l. (11-17-87) 

The Department of State Police has no position on the bil l . 
(11-17-87) 

The Michigan Sheriffs Association has no formal position 
on the bill at this t ime. (11-17-87) 
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