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THE APPARENT PROBLEM:

Under current law, owners of historic vehicles (a vehicle
over 25 years old, used solely as a collector’s item to
participate in parades, club cctivities, exhibitions and
similar uses) may obtain a permanent historic registration
plate for a fee of $10. However, many owners feel that
the Secretary of State’s plates do not enhance the look of
antiquity of their vehicles. Therefore, ontique car owners
would like to be able to use authentic antique registration
plates which would fit with the “antique lock” of their cars.

THE CONTENT OF THE BILL:

The bill would amend the Michigan Vehicle Code to aliow
owners of historical vehicles to use authentic historical
plates instead of historic vehicle registration plates. Under
the bill the Secretary of State could issue registration 1abs
to owners of historic vehicles who possess authentic
Michigan registration plates of the same year as the yeor
in which their vehicle was manufactured. The tabs wouid
have to be adhesive and attached to the authentic piate.
Further, owners of historic vehicles could purchase
authentic plates from another person in order to use them
on historic vehicles.

The fee for historic vehicle plates would remain at $10,
and the fee for registraticn tobs would also be $10. In
addition, the bill would provide that owners of historical
vehicles who used authentic historical plates would have
to fulfill the same certification and safety requirements that
owners of historical vehicles currently follow. The Secretary
of State could revoke registration if a histerical vehicle was
used for purposes other than those allowed by iaw cr if
the vehicle was not safe to operate on highways.
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FISCAL IMPLICATIONS:

According to the Secretary of State the fiscal implications
of the bill to the state cannot be determined because there
are no avaoilcble estimates of how many owners would
actually use authentic plates.

ARGUMENTS:

For:

The bill is desirdble because it gives historic vehicle owners
the freedom to use their own authentic plates wnich bear
tha same year as the model of the car. Thus, the authentic
lock of the car would be enhanced and the volue of car
could be increased because of the addition of the authentic
plate.

Against:

Tne bill is unnecessary and costly to the state. I historic
vehicle owners want to use authentic license plates they
can put the plates on the front of their vehicle. The bill
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would double costs for the state by forcing the Secretary
of State’s office to establish special procedures for the
processing of authentic plates. The state incurs enough
~osts as it is without having te provide additional services
for special interest groups.

Response: The Secretary of State's offices currently
process approximately 1,000 historic plaotes per year.
Hypothetically, if the bill passed and 1,000 additional
people registered authentic plates, processing costs would
be approximately $3,000. Thus, the costs to the state for
implementation would be negligible.

Against:

As the bill is currently written it 1s conceivable that
registration could be duplicated. For approximately the
past ten years the state has issued only one license plate.
However, before ihis procedure was initiated two plates
were issued. Therefore, it is possible that a historic vehicle
owner who legally purchased an authentic historic plate
could use the duplicate of a plate already legally in use.
Thus, if one of the owners of the plates was stopped by a
police officer for a traffic violation, confusion (to say the
least) could result.

Response: Duplication of plates is a serious concern but
one that is unwarranted in this instance. The number of
present registrants of historic vehicles is so low ihat the
possibility of plate duplication is almost zero.

POSITIONS:

The Michigan Sheriff's Association supports the bill.
(6-10-87)

The Department of State Police has no position on the bill.
(6-10-87)

The Department of State opposes the bill. (6-10-87)
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