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Whose Street?
Perspectives and public decisions on Maple Street
TOT.P.1.1.A  “Evaluate the impact of perspectives, civil discourse, and democratic principles on addressing civic issues.”

NAME DATE

1 READ AND MARK Read it twice

YOUR JOB Circle three different concerns about the street plan, underline one respectful exchange, and
number two ways residents could influence the council’s decision. Use your marks to
consider how each action affected the plan.

A Bike Lane on Maple Street
On Maple Street, a city council considered replacing eight curbside parking spaces with a
protected bike lane beside the public library. Students who biked there said passing cars made the
trip feel unsafe. A bookstore owner worried that customers picking up orders would lose a
convenient place to stop. A resident who uses a wheelchair asked whether the plan would remove
the closest accessible parking space. These views pointed to different needs, not simply to people
being for or against safety. The council had limited money, so building a separate loading area was
not an easy answer.

1

At a public hearing, the council chair asked speakers to describe specific effects of the plan and to
avoid personal attacks. One student described a near collision, while the owner shared counts of
customers who used curbside pickup. The resident explained why the distance from parking to the
library entrance mattered. Instead of calling the owner selfish, a student asked whether deliveries
could use the alley. The owner replied that delivery trucks already used it, but shoppers could not
safely enter there. The exchange revealed a possible compromise: keep the accessible space and
create a short pickup zone nearby.

2

The council posted a revised proposal online for public comment before voting. It kept accessible
parking near the entrance and placed a short pickup zone on a side street. Some cyclists said the
side street turn could still be dangerous. Council members voted for a six-month trial, with crash
reports and pickup complaints to be reviewed at another public meeting. Publishing the proposal
let residents inspect the tradeoffs before the vote. The later review gave them a way to challenge
the decision with evidence. A majority vote authorized the trial, but it did not prove the plan was
safe or fair for everyone.

3
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2 ANSWER WITH EVIDENCE Use the passage

1 How did the wheelchair user’s perspective affect the revised plan? Why might the council have missed
this issue without that perspective?

2 How did the student’s question and the owner’s reply help the group find a compromise?

3 What different roles did public comment and the council vote play in the decision?

4 How could the public review after the trial address cyclists’ remaining concern? What could it not
guarantee?

3 YOUR TURN Your own words

A town must decide whether to use a vacant lot for a dog park or a community garden. In four sentences,
evaluate how two perspectives, respectful discussion, and a democratic decision could shape a proposal,
including one tradeoff.
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PART 1 · READ AND MARK
Circle three different concerns about the street plan, underline one respectful exchange, and number two ways residents could
influence the council’s decision. Use your marks to consider how each action affected the plan. Accept any marking that follows this
job and points at the right text.

PART 2 · ANSWERS

# QUESTION ANSWER

1 How did the wheelchair user’s perspective affect the
revised plan? Why might the council have missed this
issue without that perspective?

The revised plan kept accessible parking near the library
entrance. Without the resident’s input, the council might
have focused on the number of parking spaces rather than
the distance to the entrance.

2 How did the student’s question and the owner’s reply
help the group find a compromise?

The question explored whether the alley could meet the
owner’s needs without a personal attack. The reply
showed that it worked for deliveries but not shoppers,
helping the group consider a nearby pickup zone.

3 What different roles did public comment and the
council vote play in the decision?

Public comment let residents examine and respond to the
revised plan. The vote let elected council members
authorize the six-month trial.

4 How could the public review after the trial address
cyclists’ remaining concern? What could it not
guarantee?

Residents could use crash reports to assess the danger at
the side street turn and challenge the plan. The review
could not guarantee that the plan was safe or fair for
everyone.

PART 3 · YOUR TURN (SAMPLE ANSWER)
A dog owner might want a fenced place for pets to exercise, while a gardener might want land for fresh produce. At a public
meeting, each side could ask questions about costs and maintenance instead of insulting the other. After residents comment, the
elected council could vote on a plan to divide the lot between a small garden and a dog area. This plan gives both groups some
space, but each gets less than it wanted.

Accept other plausible effects of the three perspectives if students connect them to details in the passage. For Your Turn, accept
different proposals that explain how respectful discussion and a democratic decision address both perspectives while leaving a
clear tradeoff.
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