
From:  "Robert Anderson"  
To: <Clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Tuesday, April 09, 2013 
Subject:  support for maintaining voting age at 18 
 
To the Takoma Park City Council: 
 
After the meeting on Monday, April 8, and a review of the submissions on the City website 
regarding the proposal to lower the voting age to 16, I am struck by one fact: It appears that 
many, if not most, of the adult comments in favor of the change, and many youth comments as 
well, come from people and groups from outside the City. At my count on Monday evening, at 
least 11 of the speakers were not Takoma Park citizens: two were from Germantown, and 
one each was from Silver Spring, Kensington, Gaithersburg, and Rockville. Two others "were 
moving to Takoma Park," another works in Takoma Park, and two more did not give towns but 
did not identify as residents. I could see no clear or great majority opinion to lower the age from 
the Takoma Park adult residents who spoke. Perhaps four or five adult Takoma Park residents 
were in favor, and three were not. 
 
There appears to be no great support from residents on the issue, and I would ask the Council to 
consider that as you deliberate and not make such a drastic change in our political process due to 
outside pressures. Points that I made last night include two additional issues. 
 
The first has to do with fundamental fairness for all of our citizens. 
 
Two points regarding young voters: 
 
1.      Youth in families that talk about voting and politics more often vote than those in less 
politically involved families; 
 
2.      Young voters most often vote similarly to their parents. 
 
Therefore, allowing 16 and 17 year olds to vote will increase the political power of homes who 
are already active; and it will likely decrease the political power in some of our other 
communities and wards where many citizens may not have the same political interest or skills. 
The voiced reason for this proposal seems to have been that it will increase voter turnout, not 
making a vote available to a particular favored subgroup, which this proposal could very well do. 
 
The second point is the contention that, since the number of 16 and 17 year olds is small, 
between two and three percent, they won't impact City elections. However, per the 
TakomaParkPatch 
http://takomapark.patch.com/articles/voter-turnout-steady-as-morning-wears-on, in the 2011 city 
election 
 
1.      1,813 people voted; 
 
2.      If 16 and 17 year olds are between 2 and 3 % of the population, there would be between 
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roughly 350 and 500  16 and 17 year olds in the City; 
 
3.      Even if the lowest number, 350 is accurate, that would be approximately 16%, or 1/6 of 
the total vote (remember, in 2004 George Bush won about 2.4% more of the popular vote than 
John Kerry had and called it a landslide);  
 
4.      1/6 of the vote could easily sway elections, especially at the low number of voters. 
 
I have spoken to a number of educators about this issue, and they have been unanimous in their 
disapproval of this proposal. They believe, as I do, that some 16 and 17 year olds may be ready 
to vote. These children are the ones who stand out to folks in politics. It is easy to be swayed by 
their teenage passion and resolve, and those students are the ones who spoke at the public 
hearing. The vast majority of teens were home, however, appropriately under the supervision of 
parents and guardians, who are legally responsible for them. These students were working on 
papers, studying for tests, and deciding what to do Saturday evening. Those are the age 
appropriate tasks for adolescents, not determining the officials who will debate and resolve 
the hard, adult issues of the City. 
 
Below are counterpoints I did not make April 8 to many of the contentions made by proponents 
of this bill indicating that 16 and 17 year old youth are not ready to vote. 
 
Robert Anderson 
 
City purchases;  property tax rates;  traffic patterns; appointments to City commissions and 
work groups; determinations of grant awards; Charter amendments; personnel issues; and more. 
 
These are some of the issues that the City Council has debated and decided in the past year. 
Under a proposal by two Councilmembers, teenagers 16 and 17 could be given the right to vote 
in City elections and therefore influence elections that elect those who will decide City issues. 
 
I am strongly support maintaining the voting age at 18. The Council held a public hearing on this 
issue at the April 8 meeting, and many advocates from beyond the city borders in favor of 
lowering the voting age mobilized to change our Charter and speak in favor of the 16-year-old 
vote. However, adults, rather than their children, should be the ones electing our City 
representatives.  
 
Some of the reasons proponents state for lowering the voting age have to do with 16 and 17 year 
olds having other adult rights. These "rights", however, are substantially limited by parental 
permission and government regulations and are in no way full unfettered rights given to youth. 
 
I support maintaining the voting age at 18 and list some of the reasons, as well as counterpoints 
to proponents, below. 
 
A review of information presented by proponents of lowering the voting age to 16, review of 
other material, and reflection on my years as an educator working with adolescents, have led me 
to oppose the proposal to lower the voting age to 16. Both society in general and Maryland in 



particular provide adolescents with monitored, regulated opportunities to move into adulthood. 
However, elections with real consequences, in a city with a budget of over $26,000,000, should 
be decided by adults. Please note that I have great respect for adolescents, and nothing here is 
meant to disparage adolescents in any way. It is just to demonstrate that they are not, as a group, 
prepared to vote. Voting responsibly takes more than knowledge; it takes perspective and 
wisdom that mid-teens do not typically possess.| 
 
Proponents of the 16-year-old vote have used some of these partial rights of children to argue for 
voting rights for adolescents.  
 
Driving 
Much is made of the fact that teens can drive at 16 
http://www.mva.maryland.gov/Driver-Services/RookieDriver/LawChanges.htm. In Maryland, 
however, children under age 18 can only obtain a provisional license, and only with the consent 
of their parents. This consent can be withdrawn at any time by the parent, with the child losing 
driving privileges. Those under 18 with provisional licenses are prohibited from the use of cell 
phones while driving (except for a 911 call), unlike adults who may use hands-free devices. 
Additionally, those under 18 are not allowed to transport others under 18 (except certain 
specified relatives) for 151 days 
after they receive their provisional license. These laws, in place to protect 16- and 17-year-old 
drivers from distraction, impulsivity and immature judgment, reflect the need for cautious entry 
into adult privileges. 
 
Military 
A point continues to be made that 17-year-olds can join the military. This is true, but it is so only 
with contingencies http://www.military.com/join-armed-forces/join-the-military-basic-eligibility.html. 
First, they have to be given permission by their parents/guardians - not just one, but both 
parents/guardians if both have parental rights. Secondly, they must have either a high school 
diploma or a GED (General Education Development certificate), and with a GED some services 
limit the opportunities of recruits.  
 
Some proponents have added Junior ROTC, taken in high school, to this conversation, indicating 
that 16- and 17-year-olds are somehow in the military while taking this high school course of 
study. Nothing could be further from the truth. JROTC is a high school elective, just like Art or 
French, and enrollment in JROTC does not obligate the student to enlist in any branch of the 
military. 
 
Moving to the next level, the military services offer ROTC college scholarships to students who 
wish to serve as officers. It has been noted that students can apply for and receive these 
scholarships while they are 17, and this suggests that they can make this decision. In reality, to 
receive, for instance, an Army ROTC college scholarship 
http://www.unl.edu/armyrotc/Forms/DA_597-3.pdf, a student who is 17 must have a signed 
parental permission. Additionally, prior to the first day of the sophomore year, college ROTC 
scholarship recipients can withdraw from the program and incur no obligation, even after 
receiving the scholarship during their freshman year. For example, see information the Air Force 
ROTC site, http://afrotc.com/help-center/faqs/parents/#q_1 which is consistent across services. 
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By the beginning of the sophomore year, all students who were the required 17 years old when 
they received an ROTC scholarship for their freshman year have turned 18; nothing is binding 
until the student makes a decision after turning 18. 
 
Working and Paying Taxes 
Maryland has child labor laws with specific requirements for work for children under age 18 
http://www.dllr.state.md.us/labor/wages/minorfactsheet.shtml. Children can get employment at 
age 14 and 15 with certain restrictions. Teenagers 16 and 17 years old can also work with fewer, 
but still substantial, restrictions. To protect children, the jobs cannot be dangerous, and teens 
under age 18 are only allowed to work a specific number of hours per week. Additionally, the 
child under 18 must get parent permission to work. 
 
That working teens pay taxes is a reason cited for allowing 16- and 17-year-olds to vote, but the 
taxes that most pay are minimal, as pay is minimal. However, filing and exemptions for 
dependents who work, including working teenagers, can have different rules 
http://www.irs.gov/publications/p929/ar02.html#en_US_2012_publink1000203740 and taxable 
income levels. Additionally, the vast majority of employed teens work not to pay the rent or buy 
food or other necessities, but to supplement recreational activities or save for higher education. A 
Bureau of Labor Statistics (BLS) report http://www.bls.gov/opub/mlr/2000/09/art2full.pdf of 
1997-98 data showed that most working teens did not contribute to family finances.  The 
Institute for Global Labour and Human Rights reported 
http://www.globallabourrights.org/reports?id=0626 that American teens spent discretionary 
funds "on clothes, followed by eating out, cars, movies and cellphones." Another report on the 
BLS website on teen spending confirms the personal nature of adolescent expenditures and adds 
saving for college as a use for money.   
 
Criminal Justice System 
Adolescents may be tried as adults in Maryland http://www.peoples-law.org/node/432, but only 
for the most severe crimes. Even in these cases, a juvenile 17 or under can request a waiver to 
juvenile court. The judge, viewing a variety of factors 
http://www.jaapl.org/content/40/3/333.full.pdf, can make a decision to waive the case to juvenile 
court for all crimes except murder. Therefore, while the possibility of adult charges may be 
present, it is significantly limited and applicable in only to most egregious crimes.  Also, in 
Maryland, parents, not their children, are liable for restitution 
http://theprotectors.org/wp-content/uploads/2012/02/Parental-Responsibility-Chart.pdf for the 
illegal acts of their children under 18. If we agree that 16 year olds have the maturity and 
wisdom to vote, then should they be held accountable as adults in all criminal proceedings? I 
would hope not. 
 
Education 
In Maryland, students are currently allowed to quit school at age 16 with parental permission. 
However, the Maryland General Assembly, in Chapter 494, Acts of 2012 
http://mgaleg.maryland.gov/2012rs/chapters_noln/Ch_494_sb0362E.pdf, pushed that age 
upward. Starting in 2015, except for specific, exceptional criteria, students may not leave school 
without graduating until they turn 17. This mandatory age rises to age 18 in 2017. This upward 
trend coincides with 11 states that mandate age 17 and 20 states that mandate age 18 
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http://www.ncsl.org/documents/educ/ECSCompulsoryAge.pdf as the upper age of compulsory 
education. Disengaged students at age 16 often became truants and were removed either by the 
school or with the reluctant permission of parents. Maryland will no longer allow teens to create 
situations that so significantly impact their future. 
 
Brain Development 
The emotional systems in the adolescent brain are well developed, but the frontal lobes, a site of 
reason, deliberation, judgment and decision-making, are not fully developed, nor are they fully 
connected to the other areas in the brain. Full development will not happen, according to current 
research, until individuals are in their mid to late 20s. Adolescents shown emotional 
content, react more emotionally to it than do either younger children or adults. This and other 
information on the developing adolescent brain can be found in a number of places. Some 
relatively non-technical articles with solid information can be found on the websites of  the 
National Institute of Mental Health 
http://www.nimh.nih.gov/health/publications/the-teen-brain-still-under-construction/index.shtml;  
the Office of Population Affairs in Health and Human Services; 
http://www.hhs.gov/opa/familylife/tech_assistance/etraining/adolescent_brain/Overview/index.ht
ml the Office of Population Affairs in Health and Human Services; Science Daily  
http://www.sciencedaily.com/releases/2007/04/070412115231.htm; and the University of 
Georgia http://www.fcs.uga.edu/ext/bbb/brainTimeAdolescence.php. 
 
I would encourage anyone with questions about the maturity of 16 year olds to spend a week in a 
high school, and particularly in the cafeteria during lunch. The school cafeteria will have security 
personnel, administrators, and possibly teachers there to control any problems that arise. This by 
no means is meant to imply that all adolescents are wild and uncontrolled; they are just 
adolescents, in need of supervision from adults, and the possibility of issues arising is beyond 
that seen in older folks. To be sure, take some time later to visit a college campus. The difference 
in energy, focus, and self-control in these older students, 18 and over, who can vote, will be 
apparent. 
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From:  Rosenblatt Barbara  
To: <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Wednesday, April 10, 2013 
Subject:  sixteen year old vote 
 
Hello, 
 
I believe that voting is a right and a privilege of adult citizenship.  I think it is wonderful to 
involve students in the process while still in high school, but I do not believe that 16-year-olds 
should have the vote.They are not yet mature enough to make those decisions, even if they are 
well-informed.  Voting is part of adulthood, and a 16-year-old is not an adult. 
 
Thank you. 
Barbara Rosenblatt 
Ethan Allen Avenue 
 
 



From:  Jonathan Katz 
To: <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Wednesday, April 10, 2013 
Subject:  16 - 17 year old voting 
 
 
I think most people that young (a) don't have enough perspective on the consequences of their 
votes and (b) vote for the most part as their parents do.. Their votes should not dilute the value of 
each vote in an older, more experienced voter pool.  
 
Having said that, I think there is value in getting younger people engaged in civic discoure and 
the voting process. I would endorse forums, public meetings, meetings with candidates, etc., 
particularly aimed at inviting young people to debate issues, engage with candidates, and advise 
older voters on how they perceive the issues.  
 
Jonathan Katz 
Larch Avenue 
Takoma Park 



From:  Karin Anderson 
To: <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Thursday, April 11, 2013 
Subject:  16 year olds voting 
 
Am not in favor of this as a lot of maturity emerges between 16 and 18. Many other entitlements 
happen at 18 and I feel this is an important issue to leave things as they are. Also being in high 
school the existence of peer pressure may not be best Karin Anderson 
 
Woodland Avenue 
Takoma Park 



From:  Barre 
To: "clerk@takomagov.org" <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Wednesday, April 10, 2013 
Subject:  Allowing 16 and 17 year olds to vote in City elections 
 
I would like to go on record as strongly opposing allowing 16 and 17 year olds to vote in the city 
elections.  Teenagers have no vested interested in what happens in the City.  They do not pay 
taxes and are not generally held responsible for anything.  This has been tried in many 
jurisdictions including the District of Columbia and has proven to be of no benefit to the city or 
its residents.  It appear to be primarily a poorly thought out proposal by the councilman who 
submitted it. 
  
Barre Bull 
Belford Place 
 



From:  Lynne Bradley 
To: "pen@penhood.net" <pen@penhood.net>, Seth Grimes 
<grimes@altaplana.com> 
CC: "clerk@takomagov.org" <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Monday, April 08, 2013 
Subject:  comment to Seth:  it's political - getting people out to vote 
 
Dear Seth, 
The single most compelling reason for any one to get out to vote in this town, or else where, or at 
any age, is having good candidates running on issues that mean something to the residents.  That 
means candidates getting out door knocking. Having competitive races.  Informing and 
educating people about the issues and the need for their participation.  And, perhaps most 
importantly, solid, important campaign issues that impact every day activity and quality of life.  
This is especially so in municipal government - especially where, like our City, local government 
does not have full municipal powers on many big issues.(ex.zoning, gun control, schools, etc.) 
 
The people who run for City council are the ones responsible for getting  voters out - and 
presenting motivating reasons for voters to come down to City Hall on election day.   Half the 
time and many of the races don't even have opposing candidates to stir up interest - another 
motivator to get voters to participate.  
 
Getting people to vote is a political issue that should be handled by the political campaign 
process - not a "good government" type of activity.  Yes, streamline the election process.  Same 
day voting; more days to vote.  Make sure people can easily register to vote.  Do what you want 
with the 16-17 year old voting.  Whatever....But if those of you running for mayor and council 
can't get people out to vote for you, it is not a governmental problem.  It's YOUR problem. 
 
Many of us in this neighborhood have participated in many, many elections over the years we've 
lived here.  Some of the Takoma Park precincts have been in  the top group for turn out in 
general campaigns..  Some of us, frankly, have worked on or even run in more campaigns in this 
city - both municipal and general elections - that many of the Council members put together.  If 
you look at election results over the years, you'll see when people come out to vote in larger 
numbers.  It is the candidates and the issues that drive participation - which usually leads as 
well, to people participating in other municipal civic activities because of the campaigning got 
them interested.  
 
Politics is not a dirty word.  Let the process work and encourage vigorous debate and 
challenging campaigns.  You'd get more people out to vote if you sought out opposition (I 
know, a hard thing for politicians to do) but it brings out voters if all candidates are door 
knocking.  The government mechanisms of this City should not be used to promote getting out 
the vote - that's your job as 
 a candidate, a leader and a politician. 
Lynne 
 
 
Lynne Bradley, Maple Avenue 



From:  Jill Rauh 
To: <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Thursday, April 11, 2013 
Subject:  in favor of teen voting and sameday registration 
 
Dear sir or madam, 
 
I support these measures because I believe they will expand democratic participation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Jill Rauh 
Carroll Ave. 
Takoma Park, MD 20912 



From:  Nicole Berner 
To: <clerk@takomagov.org> 
Date:  Wednesday, April 10, 2013 
Subject:  Teenage voting 
 
I am a resident of Takoma Park, with three sons (17, 14, and 10). I strongly support lowering the 
voting age to 16 for city elections. Doing so will involve young people in municipal politics and 
get them in the habit of being involved in their community and society at a younger age. I 
appreciate that Takoma Park is often on the cutting edge on many issues. I hope that this too can 
become an issue where we as a city lead the nation forward. 
 
Please record my voice as a strong YES for this legislation. 
 
Nicole Berner-Kadish 
Elm Ave 
Takoma Park 
 


