

CITYVILLE Majority City Council Final Opinion





          (CON)


We, the CITYVILLE Majority Council Members,  have decided to deny the 

proposal submitted by Corporation, Inc.  After careful deliberation and consideration of 

all aspects of the proposal, our rationale for the denial is outlined in this document. 

Although we realize that Corporation, Inc. is proposing a beautiful, state-of-the-art

playground for the children of our town which would be called FUNTOWN and would

concomitantly develop a smaller “disability-friendly” playground on the ground floor 

of a near-by building, called SMILETOWN, the building of these two separate facilities 

would be in conflict with the mission of CITYVILLE, which is to promote inclusion of all its citizens in all city wide activities. We, the CITYVILLE Majority Council Members, realize that there is a probability that failing to approve the Corporation, Inc. proposal will result in a failure to build either facilities, which will definitely deprive its citizens of either 

playground.However, we cannot embrace a proposal that excludes disabled citizens 

from enjoying benefits of inclusive play. We, the CITYVILLE Majority Council Members, are 

also looking to the future when there may be additional members of the community who 

could be diagnosed with a physical or mental disability. All citizens, no matter their race, 

religion, ethnic persuasion, and disability status deserve to be treated equally. In 

evaluating the proposal we have looked to the Americans For Disabilities Act of 1990 

which provides for the concept of prescriptive designs, accessible designs and universal 

designs in an attempt to make playgrounds inclusionary for all abilities. We also feel that 

despite the fact that the Architectural and Transportation Barriers Compliance Board 

(Access Board) has developed guidelines for newly constructed, altered play areas,  

and proposed construction these guidelines do not address the need for inclusionary 

play areas. It is important to note that there is more to compliance than proper design. 

We, the CITYVILLE Majority Council Members believe that the ability to play is not central 

to the argument, but rather the ability of the children to play and interact together is 

important to their social development and their successful transition to adulthood minus 

the development of stereotypical prejudices that often develop when “different” groups 

are segregated from one another. Further, we have looked at the work of Disability 

Rights Network of Pennsylvania attorney, Jeni Hegenreder, who has stated publicly, “To 

be able to play on public playgrounds with other kids...is important for their inclusion in 

all aspects of community life.” She further stated, “Inclusive playgrounds are those 

where children can interact and be accepted and enjoy the safety and stimulation of the 

inclusive environment.” Additionally, inclusive playgrounds provide “normal” children 

with an understanding and acceptance of disabled children by having them play side-

by-side.” The acceptance of all types of children will allow for the development of non-

discriminatory interactions that will promote future workplace inclusion and 

understanding of disabled and non-disabled needs. Finally, the current and future 

parents of CITYVILLE have the potential of having children who are both disabled and 

“normal.” It would be impossible for a parent to meet the needs of both categories of 

children. This would cause possible between siblings as a parent would be forced to 

decide which child would be able to go to the playground since neither could be left 

alone. This would cause further distancing of children by their disability/non-disability  

category. It is the opinion of the Council that no parent should have to make that

decision. Lastly, children without disabilities who do not interact with children having 

disabilities are more likely to develop stereotypical ideas and misconceptions about their 

disabled counterparts. This could lead to discrimination later in life from lack of 

information or incorrect information about disabilities. 

The CITYVILLE Majority City Council understands that with this decision comes the 

likelihood that Corporation, Inc. will withdraw its proposal and not build either 

playground. However, we the CITYVILLE Majority City Council believe that if Corporation,Inc. withdraws its proposal, we can find the funding for the inclusion playground by reaching out to certain proponents of disability inclusion. These corporations include: The Edith L. Trees Charitable Trust, Gametime Playground Equipment Grants, Liberty Mutual Insurance Co., The Goldberg Foundation and Subaru of America Corporation.These companies have made a commitment to providing funding that will promote an environment of inclusion for all people. In the past, these corporations, etc.,  have provided townships, cities, towns, etc. with funding to build playgrounds, libraries, gymnasiums, etc that are considered inclusive for all people. 


We, The CITYVILLE Majority City Council also hope to meet with members of the 

community as well as representatives of Corporation, Inc. It is our hope that with 

education, the importance of the healing nature of the playground will become apparent 

to everyone. We understand that some members of the community will question why we 

would “sacrifice” the building of a state-of-the-art playground and even have another 

smaller playground for disabled children, but it is our hope that through education and discussion, it will be apparent to community dissenters and Corporation, Inc members that it is important that the inclusion playground include everyone of every ability level without relegating anyone to a disabled corner of a regular playground or separated by a “disabled only” playground. Based on this assessment, all children have basic rights  including the right to learn and play together, because they are devalued when they are separated because of their disability, and their is no right legitimate reason to separate children because of their disability. 


In conclusion, research has shown that all children (both disabled and non-disabled) do better academically and socially when they are in an inclusion setting to both learn and play. In addition, segregation based on disability teaches children to be fearful, ignorant and breeds discrimination later in life. Children also need to develop relationships that will prepare them for life in the mainstream. Only with inclusion do we as a community have the potential to reduce fear and build friendships, respect and understanding, knowing that the welfare of our children is our highest priority. Inclusion playgrounds will increase community spirit in CITYVILLE, improve the quality of life and be an efficient use of our community resources. Lastly, because of the anticipated future population growth of CITYVILLE, the unpredictability of future disabled versus non disabled children and the research that supports the inclusion type playground, it would be an injustice to the citizens of CITYVILLE to grant this proposal as it is now submitted by Corporation, Inc. 

                      CITYVILLE Minority City Council Opinion




                  (Pro)


The opinion put forth by The CITYVILLE Minority City Council would have granted the proposal put forth by Corporation, Inc. and is in direct opposition to The CITYVILLE Majority City Council decision. This proposal would have allowed for the construction of two separate and unique playgrounds. One playground would be called FUNTOWN and would be accessible to “normal”, non-disabled children. The other separate, unique playground would be called Smiletime and would be located in an existing building some distan.ce from FUNTOWN. As Corporation, Inc had stated in its proposal, it is unlikely to build FUNTOWN if it must create an inclusion playground, because of the significant cost associated with building a new, all inclusive  facility. Additionally, should Corporation, Inc fail to accept the Majority Opinion and not build the playground called FUNTOWN, non disabled children will be deprived of the only playground in CITYVILLE where they can come for safe, state-of-the-art play. Additionally, disabled children will be deprived of a wheelchair accessible playground to also meet their special needs. We also defend our opinion because the disabled population is currently only two children and while we anticipate an increase in the CITYVILLE population, it is unknown how many of the children living in the town will be disabled. In addition to these reason, the citizens of CITYVILLE will be given, at no cost,  two state-of-the-art playgrounds, whereas,  if the Majority opinion is carried, CITYVILLE will loose both playgrounds. In addition to these consideration, there may also be unnecessary delays due to the need for compliance (with ADA) issues requiring legal interpretation which will further increase the cost of the project and place a potential for an increase in the tax burden to the citizens of CITYVILLE. Finally, there may be legal liability that will need to be addressed with the integration of non disabled and disabled children in the same area. We strongly suggest reconsideration of the Majority opinion in favor of the Minority opinion.


The most challenging aspect of this decision is the potential loss of both playgrounds if Corporation, Inc. will not acquiesce to the opinion of the Council Majority and build an all inclusive playground that will meet the needs of all citizens of the community. Another challenging aspect of this decision will be the need to  educate the population of CITYVILLE to the moral, ethical and social needs of children that will promote friendships, respect and understanding among all children. 


The implications that are most concerning to the Majority City Council about the decisions that are made will be to find funding through grant applications and also by private fund raising and donations if Corporation, Inc. withdraws its proposal and refuses to entertain building one inclusive playground.  These funding needs would not be necessary if the CITYVILLE City Council had accepted the proposal of Corporation, Inc, but the inclusive playground that research shows would be of more benefit to all citizens of CITYVILLE will not be built. Another significant implication of the decision is the need to listen to citizens who will be upset at the potential loss of the “normal” playground for their child/ren. It is very important to reach out to those dissenters, hear their concerns and educate them on the need for an inclusion playground. 


It is said that hindsight is always twenty-twenty. These decision are always difficult when there needs to be a decision made on moral, ethical and social reasons that may prevent some from getting what they want...a state- of- the- art playground. If it was known now that all the funding could be available through grants and fund raising, it would make this difficult decision more palatable to most of the citizens of CITYVILLE. However, the City Council has announced its decision with overwhelming data to support the decision that was made. All children deserve to be treated equally whether disabled or not. In the end, the inclusive playground will be a place where there is no designation for any child and it will allow them to go side by side with the peers they have here and play. 


It is the belief of the Council that if the citizens of CITYVILLE are properly educated about the proposal and the research on inclusion education and playgrounds, they will be very supportive of the Council’s decision. It is the Council’s feeling that most citizens want to do the right thing for their children and with and understanding of the needs of the disabled/non disabled population citizens of CITYVILLE will be proponents of building inclusion playground facilities. 
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