
Why it’s important to vote ‘yes’ on Issue 36 
By Don Patterson 

Kettering voters have some important choices to make Nov. 8. First and most importantly, I want 
to encourage Kettering voters to support the City of Kettering Charter Amendments presented in 
Issue 36.

The Kettering City Charter requires that every 10 years the mayor appoint an independent 
Charter Review Committee to analyze the City Charter and make recommendations to City 
Council for items that may need to be updated to reflect the way the city does business. Earlier 
this year, I appointed 13 Kettering residents to serve on the 2016 Charter Review Committee. 
The committee included local business owners, leaders of Kettering service clubs and non-profit 
organizations, longtime community volunteers and even a member of the School Board. They 
are names and faces well known for their commitment to our Kettering community. I would like 
to personally thank Chairman Don Walls and committee members Jim Berlon, Sissy Courtney, 
Charlene Dutton, Carol Fischer, Jacque Fisher, Mark Fornes, Lynda Hoffman, Dan Hoge, 
Jennifer Kane, Matt Luongo, Terry Schalnat and Amy Wyant for their leadership and willingness 
to serve their fellow residents.

Kettering City Council accepted and endorsed the Charter Review Committee’s 
recommendations and now Kettering voters must decide whether or not to approve the changes 
to the City Charter.

The proposed City of Kettering Charter Amendments address the following: Removal of 
residency requirements; removal of requirement that meeting notices must be placed in 
newspaper; revised definition of elector; changing name of Parks and Recreation Board; modify 
term limits; change processes for Planning Commission and Board of Zoning appeals; and 
update charter to use gender neutral terms.

More detailed information on each of these proposed changes can be found on the City of 
Kettering website.

Of great concern to me are the non-city proposed CharterAmendments presented as Issues 31, 
32, 33, 34 & 35. I am not opposed to these issues because they will have any impact on me 
personally. I am opposed to these issues because they are unnecessary and involve the 
potential for significant additional cost to Kettering taxpayers if they are approved. I am also 
opposed to these issues because they unfairly place the burden of a politically motivated special 
interest referendum on you, the Kettering taxpayer.

Kettering voters should know that although this initiative is positioned as an effort by citizens in 
the interest of a better Kettering, it is not truly driven by Kettering residents like our Charter 
Review Committee was.

Of the 3,190 signatures collected to put these issues on the ballot, 59 percent of the signatures 
were collected by paid workers who are not Kettering residents. In fact, the campaign paid more 



than $6,600 to petition gatherers who do not live in Kettering and in many cases came in from 
out of state.

The Kettering residents who claim to be leading the initiative collected only 9 percent of the 
signatures. Likewise, financing for the petition effort came from out-of-state government reform 
and political activist groups.

Issue 31 — Amendment: This proposal limits the ability of residents who serve as volunteers on 
the Charter Review Committee to recommend changes that may be in the best interest of the 
community. It restricts which sections of the City Charter the Charter Review Committee could 
propose changing in the future. Instead, changes in several areas would require signing 
petitions and putting the issues on the ballot.

Issue 32 — Enforcement and Charter Provisions: This proposal has potential for significant 
additional taxpayer expense. It incentivizes making claims against the city by requiring payment 
of attorney fees and litigation, thus creating potential for increase in litigation and claims against 
the city. It may also discourage settlement and compromise of claims since it requires the city to 
pay attorney fees and litigation expenses if the city modifies its actions, policies, or procedures 
in response to a claim. Legal remedies are already available under state law to enforce Charter 
provisions.

Issue 33 — Meetings: This proposal is completely unnecessary. The public already has an 
opportunity to address Council before a vote is taken on ordinances and resolutions. State law 
already requires that accurate meeting minutes be kept. Meeting minutes are already available 
on the City website. City Council meetings are also recorded and available on the City website 
for viewing in their entirety.

Issue 34 — Transparency: This proposal is completely unnecessary and involves significant 
additional taxpayer expense. The city employee salary information referenced is already 
available for the public through the Treasurer of State website and media entities such as the 
Dayton Daily News and Dayton Business Journal, which provide city salary data for their online 
searchable public employee compensation databases. If the city were required to mail the 
salary information to every registered voter household in Kettering, the printing and postage of 
such a report would cost at least $10,000 per year.

Issue 35 — Removal and Vacancies: If vacant Council seats could only be filled by election as 
proposed, vacancies in Council positions would remain vacant until the next election is held. 
That means that often the position could be vacant for months, leaving our residents without any 
representation for their neighborhood on City Council. Currently, Council, by majority vote, 
temporarily fills the vacant position until the next election ensuring that none of our residents go 
without representation on Council.

I urge you to carefully consider the important issues before Kettering voters on Nov. 8. I hope 
you will join me in supporting Issue 36 and voting NO on Issues 31, 32, 33, 34 and 35.


