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Special Properties Committee Meeting 

Minutes 

Date: August 17, 2026 

Time: 4:00 p.m. – 6:00 p.m. 

Location: Village Hall 

Attendance 

Present: Chairwoman Cavanagh; Council Members Canton, Rensel, and Berger;  Mayor Koons; 

Street Commissioner  

Visitors: Ike Tripp and Anne Tripp 

The meeting was called to order at 4:00 p.m.  

1. Proposed Toddler Playground Addition 

Background and Purpose of Discussion 

Council Member Berger introduced a proposal to consider adding playground equipment 

specifically designed for younger children, generally toddlers and children approximately two to 

five years old, adjacent to the Village’s existing playground. 

Berger explained that the idea arose from conversations with families using the existing 

playground. The present equipment was intentionally designed primarily for children 

approximately ages five through twelve, with only one piece suitable for substantially younger 

children. A parent with children of different ages had commented that additional equipment for 

the youngest child would allow the family to use the playground more effectively together. 

Berger further reported that a community member subsequently offered to begin private 

fundraising for the project and indicated a willingness to contribute $25,000. That offer 

prompted Council to begin discussing whether a toddler-oriented addition should be pursued. 

The initial concept was described as an area adjacent to, but distinct from, the existing 

playground. 

Preliminary Location and Size 

The group discussed locating the addition generally west or northwest of the existing 

playground, near the pavilion. Early discussion referenced a possible footprint of approximately 

25 feet by 25 feet, although later discussion referenced a larger concept of approximately 50 feet 

by 50 feet, or 2,500 square feet. No final size was established during the meeting. 

Chairwoman Cavanagh described the contemplated location as a slight extension from the 

northwest corner of the present playground, toward the pavilion. Participants noted that the 
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layout would need to account for existing benches, trees, landscaping, drainage, surrounding 

open space, and conservation-related boundaries. 

Input from Ike and Anne Tripp 

Council Member Canton explained that the Tripps were invited because of their significant 

involvement in development of the existing playground and because their experience and 

historical knowledge would be useful before the Village proceeded further. 

Anne Tripp reviewed the thinking behind the original playground. When it was designed, the 

emphasis was intentionally placed on older children because younger children often had play 

equipment at home, while older children had fewer comparable options. She also described a 

recent conversation with a father of five children who regularly visits playgrounds. His 

experience was that very young children often move between activities and do not necessarily 

remain confined to age-specific equipment. He valued features that encourage exploration and 

also emphasized the importance of benches and seating for parents. 

The Tripps also raised concerns about separating younger children too far from older children 

because a parent supervising children in both age groups cannot easily be in two places 

simultaneously. Berger suggested that seating or picnic tables positioned between the two play 

areas could help parents supervise both. 

The Tripps recalled that, during development of the original playground in 2017, an initially 

preferred location west of the pavilion received significant neighborhood opposition, particularly 

related to anticipated noise. They cautioned that some nearby residents who raised those 

objections remain in the area and may continue to have similar concerns. 

Playground Style and Equipment 

There was broad interest in maintaining visual continuity with the existing playground rather 

than creating an unrelated or highly urban-looking installation. The existing playground was 

intentionally selected to fit the wooded and rural character of the Village. Participants generally 

favored equipment from the same or a compatible manufacturer and a similar aesthetic if an 

addition moves forward. 

Anne Tripp presented photographs of another playground designed for children approximately 

ages two to five. That facility included smaller-scale slides and other features designed 

specifically for younger children. The discussion also included: 

• Additional toddler or bucket swings; 

• A small playhouse or imaginative-play feature; 

• Smaller-scale climbing or play elements; 

• A spinner similar to existing equipment; 

• Seating and picnic tables for parents; 

• Shade and preservation of existing trees; and 

• Avoiding unnecessary overdevelopment of the park. 
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Several participants said that additional swings for small children are one of the most common 

requests received from residents. 

The committee did not select final equipment during the meeting. 

Cost Estimates and Funding Philosophy 

The Village contacted the company associated with the existing playground to explore a 

compatible toddler installation. A preliminary figure of approximately $112,000 to $120,000 was 

discussed, which surprised participants because the contemplated addition would be considerably 

smaller than the existing playground. 

Participants reviewed how the original playground had been financed. Funding had included 

substantial private donations, an Ohio Department of Natural Resources grant, donations from 

local organizations, and Village-provided site preparation. The original project also benefited 

from competitive bids. 

Berger stated that he viewed the proposed addition as something that should not primarily be 

funded with Village taxpayer dollars. The preference would be to pursue private donations and 

available State of Ohio grant funding. Participants acknowledged that the $25,000 private 

commitment is significant but is only a starting point relative to current project estimates. 

The project was described as potentially requiring six months to a year or more to organize, fund 

and design. If Council ultimately decides to proceed, the initial private commitment could be 

used to demonstrate community support while seeking additional donations. 

The concept of structuring private contributions as a matching arrangement was also discussed 

based on prior successful fundraising experience, under which committed funds would be 

released after additional funds were raised. 

ADA Access and Pathway 

Participants were advised that ADA compliance would require a hard-surface accessible route 

from the parking area to the playground. If the toddler area is added, one concept would be a Y-

shaped pathway serving both playground areas. 

Brick was discussed because it would visually match the existing pavilion approach and could 

potentially support a commemorative brick fundraising program. Stamped concrete was 

discussed as a potentially easier installation and maintenance option. No pathway material was 

selected. 

Drainage, Green Space, Trees and Park Character 

Participants emphasized that the toddler proposal should not be considered in isolation from the 

overall character and long-term use of the park. 

Concerns included: 

• Maintaining sufficient open lawn and green space for unstructured play and Village 

events; 



Page 4 of 4 
 

• Preserving existing trees and benches where practical; 

• Avoiding an overly developed or “Disneyland”-type appearance; 

• Considering existing drainage and swales; 

• Maintaining the rural and wooded appearance of the property; and 

• Respecting limitations associated with the conservation area and the approximately three-

acre park footprint. 

Chairwoman Cavanagh summarized a broader planning concern: before making additional 

individual improvements, it may be beneficial to establish a 25- or 50-year vision for the park, 

identifying desired uses and boundaries that the Village does not intend to cross. 

Accessibility and Future Phases 

Questions have already been raised concerning equipment for children with special needs. The 

discussion suggested keeping the present proposal relatively simple and focused on younger 

children rather than continually expanding its scope. It was suggested that additional 

accessibility-focused improvements could potentially be considered as a future phase if 

appropriate. No decision was made on a future phase. 

Playground Maintenance Item 

Anne Tripp reported that the existing corkscrew/spinner-type playground feature was not 

working properly during a recent visit. The Street Commissioner indicated that the equipment 

had not shown a problem during an inspection earlier in the month and agreed that the reported 

issue would be checked. 

Conclusion on Toddler Playground Discussion 

No final authorization to construct the toddler playground was made. 

The discussion established the following general direction: 

• There is interest in evaluating additional equipment for younger children. 

• The $25,000 private funding offer provides a meaningful starting point. 

• Additional private fundraising and State grant opportunities should be explored. 

• Any addition should generally complement the appearance of the existing playground. 

• The project must account for ADA access, drainage, seating, trees, available green space, 

neighboring properties, and the broader long-term plan for the park. 

• Final location, footprint, equipment, design and cost remain to be determined. 

• The proposal will continue to be evaluated before any commitment to construction is 

made. 

The Tripps were thanked for attending and sharing their experience with development of the 

original playground. 

The meeting was adjourned at 4:40 p.m. 


