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The City of Willard contracted with Southwest Missouri Council of Governments (SMCOG) to 

conduct a complete sidewalk inventory of the city. The contracted period ran from July 1st to August 30th 

2018. This involved locating all sidewalks and assessing overall condition. Sidewalk sections were 

categorized into three conditions: good, fair, or poor. SMCOG staff met with city officials to discuss 

methodology and known issues regarding sidewalk infrastructure.  Data collection occurred for six days 

(July 16th-20th 2018) which included taking several photos. A final report was presented to the City of 

Willard’s Planning and Zoning Commission on August 28, 2018. 

Sidewalks are an important asset to a community both as a transportation option and as a 

contribution to improved public health. Well-maintained sidewalks provide opportunities for people to 

walk instead of utilizing a personal vehicle, thus reducing congestion on city streets and air pollution. As 

a safe pathway for pedestrians, sidewalks can promote healthy lifestyles if there is good connectivity.  

Walkability is a common desire of individuals when looking to purchase a home or relocate. Any 

community can have sidewalks, but a truly walkable community will have a well-developed and well-

connected sidewalk system. Providing pedestrian access to local businesses, community centers and 

facilities, and neighborhoods can enhance the sense of community and improve the quality of life for 

residents. Sidewalks can also increase property values as homes with sidewalks have been known to sell 

quicker and for higher amounts.  

Communities should work to ensure a well-connected, pedestrian-friendly environment. This can 

be accomplished by maintaining current sidewalk infrastructure, increasing connectivity, 

accommodating the elderly and persons with disabilities, and developing an overall awareness of safety 

concerns.  
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SMCOG staff assessed every segment of existing sidewalk in Willard. This totaled 15.63 miles of 

sidewalk. The assessment was completed by using existing maps, surveying the area by car, and walking 

the area. Each sidewalk was rated for condition, given one of three ratings – good, fair, or poor. To 

determine the condition of the sidewalks, several elements were considered, including: amount of cracks 

or buckling, aesthetic value, presence of debris or vegetation, adequate width, and accessibility. The 

results are shown in Table 1, with the miles and percent of sidewalks in each rating. A summary of criteria 

for each rating is provided in the following sections.  

Table 1. Sidewalk Conditions 

 

 

 

 

Good 
 Best condition    

 Recently built 

 No signs of cracking, buckling, overgrowth of vegetation, 

and minimal debris  

 Width is adequate 

 Pedestrians would have no issues traversing  

 

 

Fair 
 Medium condition  

 Older 

 Signs of slight cracking, minor vegetation, some debris 

 Pedestrians might have issues traversing  

 

Rating Miles Percentage 

Good 15.03 96.8% 

Fair .49 3.2% 

Poor .11 0.1% 

Total 15.63 100% 
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Poor 
 Worst condition  

 Oldest  

 Major cracking and buckling, nearly covered by vegetation 

 Completely inaccessible 
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Figure 1. Sidewalk Conditions 
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Figure 2. Conditions—North 
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Figure 3. Conditions—South 
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Overall, Willard’s sidewalks are in good condition. Many are newly constructed and follow the 

Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) regulations. The limited (.5 mile) number of fair and poor 

sidewalks need improvements in order to be easily traversed by all pedestrians. There are three 

primary considerations when evaluating the current system: location, connectivity, and accessibility.  

Location 
It is apparent that Willard has implemented a sidewalk requirement for new construction, as 

most sidewalks are along newly developed corridors. Many newly constructed neighborhoods have an 

extensive sidewalk system in good condition, but are not connected to the rest of the community. The 

transportation corridors of Farmer Rd and Jackson St, Knight St, and Miller have sidewalks along 

portions, but extensions and connections need to be made.  

As shown in Figure 1 (pg 5), neighborhoods in the central part of town are lacking sidewalks. 

Existing gaps in the sidewalk infrastructure should be addressed in order to increase overall 

connectivity, especially from neighborhoods to schools, parks, 

community facilities, and commercial areas.  

Connectivity 
The connectivity of sidewalks is crucial to the 

use of sidewalks as a transportation option and as a 

contribution to improved community public health. 

Connectivity can be inhibited by a lack of sidewalks 

in an area or the sidewalks being in poor condition.  

There are four main areas where 

connectivity needs to be improved. The first is the 

southeast portion of town, where connection is 

needed to neighborhoods with existing sidewalk. 

The second area is south of Highway 160 on the 

west side of town. There are numerous houses and 

existing sidewalks that need to be better connected. 

The third area is in the central part of the 

community near downtown. Lastly, connections 

should be made in the north part of Willard to existing community facilities.  

Figure 4. Connectivity 
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A lack of connectivity may require pedestrians to walk in the street or cross a street in unsafe 

locations. Filling in gaps in infrastructure and implementing safe curb ramps and crosswalks should be 

a priority in improving overall connectivity. 

Accessibility 
With a relatively new sidewalk system, there are limited accessibility concerns. However, in 

order to ensure compliance with the ADA, specific locations should be addressed. SMCOG has noted 14 

ADA concerns that should be corrected over time, as well as replacement of the “poor” condition 

sidewalks. Table 2 (pg 11) displays details for each noted ADA concern. 

AMERICANS WITH DISABILITIES ACT (ADA) 
The federal legislation known as the American with Disabilities Act, enacted on July 26, 1990, 

provides comprehensive civil rights protections to persons with disabilities in the areas of employment, 

state and local government services, and access to public accommodations, transportation, and 

telecommunications. Title II specifically applies to “public entities” (state and local governments) and 

the programs, services, and activities they deliver. Title II Article 8, requires public entities to take 

several steps designed to achieve compliance. 

The purpose of highlighting ADA compliance concerns is to ensure that the city of Willard 

creates reasonable, accessible paths of travel in the public right-of-way for everyone, including people 

with disabilities.  ADA compliance concerns are outlined so that the city of Willard can work towards a 

significant and long-term commitment to improving the accessibility of their sidewalks.  

It should be noted that Willard’s curb ramps may have been in compliance with the 1991 ADA 

standards. The 1991 standards required the use of contrasting colors and truncated domes, but 

allowed for flexibility of the design through equivalent facilitation. The equivalent facilitation option 

allowed for departures from certain technical and scoping requirements of ADA by the use of other 

designs and technologies where the alternative designs used will provide substantially equivalent or 

greater access to and usability of the facility.  (Department of Justice, 1994) 

The most recent ADA standards were adopted in 2010, but communities are not required to 

immediately modify infrastructure or facilities that were built prior to March 15, 2012 that comply with 

the 1991 standards. The intent is to not create an undue burden on a community, but rather allow 

time to bring infrastructure into compliance. This is reflected in the prioritization of ADA items listed in 

the Table 2. Recommended solutions include reference to the proposed ADA Design Guidelines and in 

some cases the public rights-of-way accessibility guidelines (PROWAG) that are currently in the 

rulemaking process.  The new guidelines are likely to be adopted by the Department of Justice.
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Figure 5. ADA Compliance 
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Table 2. ADA Concerns 

Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#2 

 

Holly Ridge 
Rd. 

Slope grade 
too steep 

Entering the Frisco 
Highline Trail could 
be difficult due to 
severe slope.  
*Was constructed by 
Homeowners 
association, but 
group has since 
dissolved.  

403.3 
405.2 

Reconstruct 
sidewalk to 
reduce slope. 
May require 
construction of a 
multi-level ramp 
meeting  
 
PROWAG R407 

Medium: steep slope 
needs to be 
corrected, but what 
agency bears 
responsibility for 
improvements will 
need to be identified 

#1 

 

Casie Cir. Curb ramp 
non-current 
standards 

The entrance to Casie 
Cir. has a curb ramp 
not built to current 
ADA standards. A 
redesign of landing 
and slope, and the 
addition of truncated 
domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

406.3 
406.4 
406.8 
705.1 

PROWAG R304 
PROWAG R305 

Low: existing ramp 
may be compliant 
with previous 
guidelines  
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Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#3 

 

Willey St. 
and Lynn 
Dr.  

No 
detectable 
warnings 

There is a sidewalk 
on either side of 
Willey St., connecting 
to the park. A curb 
ramp is not 
necessary due to lack 
of curb, but 
detectable warnings 
should be installed. 

705.1 PROWAG R305 Medium: location to 
park and 
neighborhood imply 
potential for high 
pedestrian traffic 

#14 

 

Mill St. Sidewalk 
not 
completed 

The sidewalk does 
not connect to road 
or sidewalk on either 
end of Mill St. (Main 
St. and Miller Rd.)  

 New sidewalk 
should be 
constructed that 
includes 
detectable 
warnings to 
roadway 
(PROWAG R305). 
This should be 
constructed in 
coordination 
with the 
installation of a 
crosswalk across 
Main St. that 
connects to new 
sidewalks along 
the west side of 
Main St. 

Low: 
Dependent on future 
proposed sidewalks 
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Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#12 

 

Knight St. 
and Farmer 
Rd. 

No 
detectable 
warnings 

The sidewalk crosses 
Farmer to connect 
Knight St. to the 
Intermediate school; 
both sides of the 
crossing lack 
detectable warnings. 
The addition of 
truncated domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

705.1 PROWAG R305 High: 
Proximity to school 

#13 

 

South St. 
and 
Jackson St.  

No 
detectable 
warnings 

The sidewalk is 
overgrown, slopes 
downward before 
the street, and both 
sides of crosswalk are 
lacking detectable 
warnings. The 
addition of truncated 
domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

705.1 
403.3 

PROWAG R305 High: 
Location in 
downtown 
pedestrian area, 
could be done in 
conjunction with 
MoDOT resurfacing 
and improvements 
along Rt Z (Job no. 

8S3083) 
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Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#11 

 

South St. 
and Knight 
St.  

No 
detectable 
warnings 

Lack detectable 
warnings on both 
sides. The addition of 
truncated domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

705.1 
 

PROWAG R305 Medium: 
Location along Knight 
St. can serve as a 
primary pedestrian 
corridor 

#4 

 

Walnut Ln. 
& Grand 
Prairie Dr. 

Curb ramp 
non-current 
standards 

Curb ramp not built 
to current ADA 
standards. The 
addition of truncated 
domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

406.3 
406.4 
406.8 
705.1 

PROWAG R304 
PROWAG R305 

Low: likely limited 
users and minimal 
current connectivity. 
Could be improved 
with installation of 
crosswalk and new 
sidewalk on opposite 
side of the street. 
Sidewalk could also 
be extended and new 
crossing established 
to connect to existing 
sidewalk, would not 
need a curb ramp. 
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Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#9 

 

Miller Rd. 
and HWY 
160  

Sidewalk/ 
Crosswalk 
non-current 
standards 

The crossing is 
missing truncated 
domes and 
contrasting colors 
throughout the 
intersection. 

705.1 
 

PROWAG R305 Medium: could be 
corrected in part 
with MoDOT 
resurfacing and 
widening of 160 (Job 

No.8P0601C) or Willard 
construction along 
Miller Rd.  

#10 

 

Willow St. 
and Knight 
St. 

Curb ramp 
non-current 
standards 

Curb ramp not built 
to current ADA 
standards. The 
addition of truncated 
domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary. 

406.3 
406.4 
406.8 
705.1 

PROWAG R304 
PROWAG R305 

Low: existing ramp 
may be compliant 
with previous 
guidelines & does not 
currently connect to 
any other sidewalk. 
When replacing ramp 
there should be 
consideration made 
to install new ramp 
on north side of 
Knight St. and new 
crosswalk. 
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Ref.  
No. 

Photo Location Barrier Description ADAAG Solution Priority 

#5 

 

New 
Melville 
Rd. and 
John F 
Kennedy 
Dr. 

Sidewalk/ 
Crosswalk 
non-current 
standards 

The crossing is 
missing truncated 
domes and 
contrasting colors on 
both sides of the 
crosswalk. 

705.1 
 

PROWAG R305 Low: existing 
crossing functions at 
this time. If utility 
upgrades are done, 
updates should be 
made.  

#6 

 

New 
Melville 
Rd. and 
Miller Rd. 
(on New 
Melville 
and on 
Miller) 

Sidewalk/ 
Crosswalk 
non-current 
standards 

The crossing is 
missing truncated 
domes and 
contrasting colors on 
both sides of the 
crosswalk. There is 
also some growth 
where the sidewalk 
meets the road. 

705.1 
 

PROWAG R305 Medium: existing 
crossing functions at 
this time. Edging and 
weeding could assist 
in accessibility. When 
new sidewalks are 
constructed along 
Miller Rd., this 
intersection should 
be addressed. 
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#7 

 

New 
Melville 
Rd. and 
Daniel Ln. 

Sidewalk 
not 
completed 

The sidewalk on 
either side of Daniel 
Ln. ends before it 
empties onto the 
street. 

 New sidewalk 
should be 
constructed that 
includes 
detectable 
warnings to 
roadway. This 
should be 
constructed in 
coordination 
with the 
installation of a 
crosswalk across 
Daniel Ln. and 
New Melville Rd. 
to connect 
sidewalks. 

Medium: Should 
connect existing 
infrastructure, but 
may wait until 
proposed future 
sidewalks are 
installed.  

#8 

 

Truman Rd. 
and Fox 
Creek Rd.  

Curb ramp 
non-current 
standards 

Curb ramp not built 
to current ADA 
standards. The 
addition of truncated 
domes and 
contrasting color is 
necessary.  

406.3 
406.4 
406.6 
406.8 
705.1 

Perpendicular 
curb ramps are 
preferred over 
diagonal curb 
ramps. The 
orientation also 
can mislead 
people with vision 
impairments who 
use curb slopes as 
a cue to crossings. 
 

PROWAG R304 
PROWAG R305 

Low: existing ramp 
may be compliant 
with previous 
guidelines.  
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This report provides an analysis of existing conditions as of July 2018. Moving forward, Willard 

should address ADA accessibility concerns as well as increasing overall connectivity within the 

community. SMCOG has provided recommendations for approximately 4.2 miles of future sidewalks as 

shown in Figure 8. 

Figure 6 below, the connectivity sectors identified previously contain all but two proposed 

future sidewalk segments. In sector one, the addition of a new sidewalk along Hunt Rd. would connect 

three different housing areas, a new 

community park, and school property. Sector 

two includes new sidewalks along Miller Rd. 

from New Melville Rd. to Hughes Rd. which 

would provide connection from several 

subdivisions to the downtown area. 

Additionally, new sidewalks along Hughes Rd. 

and on Famer Rd. from Hughes Rd. to 

Jacaranda would provide pedestrian 

connection from three existing sidewalk 

networks. Sector three contains the only 

“poor” sidewalk in Willard. The existing 

stretch of “poor” condition sidewalks should 

be replaced and new sidewalk connections 

should be made along Main St., which runs 

through older neighborhoods and provides a 

direct pedestrian route from Jackson St. to 

Knight St. Short gaps in sidewalk along Knight 

St. (~400 feet) and Jackson St. (~660 feet) 

should be addressed, as a small amount of 

new sidewalk and investment could make a substantial connectivity impact. As shown in sector four, 

the city should also continue sidewalks along Farmer Rd. (State Rte. Z) from the recreation center to 

the neighborhoods in the north.  

   Distance to schools is another factor that should be considered when looking at future 

sidewalks. Expanding the sidewalk network around schools allows for children to safely walk to and 

Figure 6. Connectivity w/ Proposed Sidewalks 
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from school. With the current size of the 

community and location of schools, 

approximately 13 miles of the existing 

15.63 miles of sidewalk infrastructure 

and 3.3 miles of the proposed 4.2 miles 

of future sidewalks are within 1.5 miles 

of a school. However, sidewalks within 

.5 mile of a school may be a more 

comfortable walking distance. 

Approximately 1.7 miles of proposed 

sidewalks are within .5 mile. Distance to 

a school is important to consider for 

connectivity and safety, but is also 

factored into the scoring for 

Transportation Alternative Program 

(TAP) funding.  

The identified ADA compliance 

concerns will be addressed over the next 

ten to fifteen years as projects are 

identified and resources become 

available. Existing curb ramps and the 

“poor” conditioned sidewalks may be addressed as part of a larger, more comprehensive sidewalk 

project. Additionally, concerns along state routes may be addressed by the Missouri Department of 

Transportation (MoDOT) or through a partnership between the city and MoDOT. Accessibility and ADA 

compliance will also be addressed as the City of Willard plans to update its comprehensive plan in the 

fall of 2018 and spring of 2019. 

Proposed future sidewalk segments are outlined in Table 3. The segments are in order of 

priority based on potential TAP scoring and impact on overall connectivity. TAP funding criteria is 

outlined on page 20.  

Figure 7. Distance to Schools  
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Transportation Alternative Program Funding  
Willard may apply for funding to implement the future sidewalk plan through the 

Transportation Alternative Program (TAP) administered by the Ozarks Transportation Organization 

(OTO). Criteria identified for evaluating grant applications in 2018 are included below: 

1) More than one local, federal, state, or non-profit partner contributing to match. (1 point for 

each partner, maximum 3 points) 

2) Right-of-way for project already acquired. (Entirely Acquired= 2 points, Written Letter of 

Intent= 1 point, No Formal Communication or Acquisition= 0 points ) 

3) Project enhances connection between OTO jurisdictions. (Yes= 2 points, No= points) 

4) Project rebuilds at least 80% existing sidewalk, trail, and ramps to address ADA concern. 

(Yes=1 point, No= 0 points) 

5) Project is comprised of more than 80% new sidewalk. (Yes=2 points, No= 0 points) 

6) Project is multi-modal, connects to other modes of transportation, or provides connectivity 

with other transportation facilities. (1-3 points) 

7) Project promotes redevelopment/revitalization. (Yes= 2 points, No= 0 points) 

8) Project is identified in OTO Regional Trails Study, Facilities Map, or in local plan. (Trails Study= 

5 points, Facilities Map= 2 points, Local Plan= 1 point, None=0 points) 

9) Does the project help promote safe routes to school? Must be within 1.5 mile of a public or 

private educational institution, excluding for-profit institutions. (Within .5 mile or on 

designated school walking route = 3 points, 1 mile= 2 points, 1.5 miles= 1 point) 

The city can use data collected through this report and process to assist in determining which 

projects may create the strongest applications. The city will want to seek out additional funding 

partners and contact property owners regarding necessary right-of-way in order to ensure a smooth 

process and a strong TAP application. The 2018 process allows for applications from $40,000 to 

$400,000. All but one identified sidewalk segments would be within the allowable cost limits. Each 

segment should be applied for individually, except those that are contiguous could be applied for in 

one application. For example, Hughes Rd. from Farmer Rd. to existing sidewalk and Farmer Rd. from 

Hughes Rd. to Jacaranda could be included in one application. 
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Future Sidewalks 
Figure 8. Proposed Sidewalks
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Table 3. Proposed Sidewalk Segments 

Proposed Sidewalk 
Segment 

Description Potential TAP 
Score & Comments 

Estimated cost 

Hunt Rd. – existing 
sidewalk to 550’ 
north of Melville 
Rd. 

Approximately 4,000 feet of new 
sidewalk along Hunt Rd. 
connecting existing sidewalk 
near the True Value to the new 
park property. Project would 
include storm water culvert 
extensions.  

1) 0 
2) 2 
3) 0 
4) 0 
5) 2 
6) 0 
 

7) 2 
8) 4 
9) 1 
 
Total: 
11 pts 

+/- $307,000 

Jackson St. – from 
Perryman St. to 
Miller Rd. 

Approximately 660 feet of new 
sidewalk connecting existing 
sidewalks on Jackson St. May 
require relocation of some 
utilities or storm water drainage 
changes.  
*address ADA concern on 
Jackson St. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 4  
9) 3 
 
Total:  
9 pts 
 

+/- $83,000 

Miller Rd. – from 
middle school to 
Kime St. 

Approximately 880 feet of new 
sidewalk connecting the existing 
sidewalk at the middle school to 
existing sidewalk on Kime St. 
Would require substantial work 
with the school district as 
primary property owner. 
*if school willing to partner and 
provide ROW or dollars, could 
get additional points on TAP 
scoring 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 4  
9) 3 
 
Total:  
9 pts 
 
 

+/- $98,000 

Walnut Ln. – from 
Grand Prairie Dr. to 
Willard North 
Elementary School 

Approximately 1,350 feet of new 
sidewalk connecting existing 
sidewalk at Grand Prairie Dr. 
and Walnut Ln. along school 
property to existing sidewalk on 
Farmer Rd. at North Elementary 
School.  
* address non-ADA compliant 
curb ramp on Grand Prairie Dr. 
at the same time. 
*if school willing to partner and 
provide ROW or dollars, could 
get additional points on TAP 
scoring 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 4 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
9 pts 
 

+/- $85,000 
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Proposed Sidewalk 
Segment 

Description Potential TAP 
Score & Comments 

Estimated cost 

New Melville Rd. – 
Farmer Rd. to 
Barwick Pl. 

Approximately 1,300 feet of new 
sidewalk along south side of 
New Melville Rd., connecting 
existing sidewalk at Barwick Pl. 
to proposed new sidewalk along 
Farmer Rd. 
*could address ADA compliance 
items at New Melville & JFK 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 4 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
9 pts 
 

+/- $122,000 

Miller Rd. –New 
Melville Rd. to 
Hughes Rd. 

Approximately 4,000 feet of new 
sidewalk along Miller Rd. from 
New Melville Rd. to Hughes Rd., 
connecting to existing sidewalks 
at Jeb St., Covington Rd., and 
Race Rd. 
*address ADA compliance items 
at Miller Rd. & New Melville Rd. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 4 
9) 2 
 
Total:  
 8 pts 
 

+/- $300,000 

Hughes Rd. – 
Farmer Rd. to 
existing sidewalk 

Approximately 2,700 feet of new 
sidewalk along Hughes Rd. 
connecting proposed sidewalk 
along Miller Rd., existing 
sidewalk on E. Hughes Rd. in 
newer neighborhood, and 
proposed sidewalk along Farmer 
Rd. Likely to be right-of-way 
constraints 

1) 0 
2) 0 
3) 0 
4) 0 
5) 2 
6) 0 
 

7) 2 
8) 1 
9) 2 
 
Total: 
7 pts 

+/-$205,000 

Cherry Ln. – from 
Farmer Rd. to 
Jackson Street Park 

Approximately 660 feet to 
connect to existing sidewalks on 
Farmer to trail in Jackson Street 
Park 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0        
4) 0 
5) 2        
6) 0 

7) 0        
8) 1 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
6 pts 

+/-$83,000 

Farmer Rd. – From 
existing sidewalk 
north of New 
Melville Rd. to 
Southview Dr. 

Approximately 600 feet of new 
sidewalk along Farmer Rd. 
connecting existing sidewalk 
along east side of road to 
Southview Dr. Existing sidewalks 
on Southview Dr. to the west of 
Farmer Rd., on the south side of 
Southview Dr. could be 
connected to sidewalks on the 
east side of Farmer Rd. via a 
new crosswalk at New Melville. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 1 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
6 pts 
 

+/- $45,000 
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Proposed Sidewalk 
Segment 

Description Potential TAP 
Score & Comments 

Estimated cost 

E. Knight St. -  from 
Miller Rd. to 
existing sidewalk 

Approximately 400 feet of new 
sidewalk on the north side of E. 
Knight St. to connect existing 
sidewalk with sidewalk on Miller 
Rd. Would require relocation of 
utility pole and lines. There is 
newly installed sidewalk on the 
south side of E. Knight St. for 
about 200 feet west of Miller 
Rd. which could provide a 
connection via crosswalk if new 
sidewalk on the north side were 
too costly for that portion.  
* could add ADA compliance 
issues along Knight St. to project 
to hit $40,000 minimum for TAP 
application 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 1 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
6 pts 
 

+/-$40,000 

John F Kennedy Dr. 
– New Melville Rd. 
to Jeb St. 

Approximately 1,800 feet of new 
sidewalk along John F Kennedy 
Dr. to connect neighborhood 
with sidewalk network. Would 
require storm water ditch 
upgrades. 
*could address ADA compliance 
items at New Melville Rd. & 
John F Kennedy Dr. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 1 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
6 pts 
 

+/-$230,000 

Daniel Ln. – New 
Melville Rd. to 
Mathew Ln. 

Approximately 710 feet of new 
sidewalk along Daniel Ln. from 
New Melville Rd. to Matthew 
Ln., include connections to 
existing sidewalk on New 
Melville Rd., providing 
neighborhood connection to 
existing sidewalk on New 
Melville Rd. and Daniel Ln. north 
of New Melville Rd. 
*address ADA compliance items 
at New Melville Rd. & Daniel Ln. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0       
4) 0 
5) 2      
6) 0 
 

7) 0 
8) 1 
9) 2 
 
Total:  
 5 pts 
 

+/-$115,500 
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Proposed Sidewalk 
Segment 

Description Potential TAP 
Score & Comments 

Estimated cost 

Farmer Rd. – 
Hughes Rd. to 
Jacaranda 

Approximately 400 feet of new 
sidewalk along Farmer Rd. 
connecting existing sidewalk on 
Jacaranda to proposed sidewalk 
along Hughes Rd.  

1) 0 
2) 0 
3) 0 
4) 0 
5) 2 
6) 0 

7) 0 
8) 1 
9) 2 
Total: 
5 pts 

+/-$39,000 

Rte. Z – from Eagle 
to Jackson Street 
Park 

Approximately 1,300 feet of new 
sidewalk along west side of Rte. 
Z connecting to existing 
sidewalks on Eagle Ln. and 
Pheasant and into Jackson 
Street Park. May include 3 curb 
ramps depending on design. 

1) 0         
2) 2 
3) 0         
4) 0 
5) 2        
6) 0 

7) 0        
8) 1 
9) 2 
 
Total: 
5 pts 
 

+/- $96,000 

Main St. – from Mill 
to Knight St. 
  

Approximately 1,770 feet of new 
sidewalk, including 590 feet of 
replacement of existing poor 
condition sidewalk along Main 
between Mill St. and Knight St. 
New sidewalk to connect to Mill 
St. and Knight St. existing 
sidewalk and Frisco Highline 
Trail. Will be right-of-way 
complications 
*address ADA concern on Mill 
St. 

1) 0        
2) 0 
3) 0        
4) 0 
5) 0        
6) 0 
 

7) 0        
8) 1 
9) 3 
 
Total:  
4 pts 
 

+/- $100,000 

 

These proposed sidewalk segments and future sidewalks will take several years to fully 

implement. The City of Willard will want to work on obtaining right-of-way and easements as a first 

step for any sidewalk system expansion. Additionally, new sidewalks or replacement may be 

constructed with future road expansions or resurfacing in order make the most efficient use of public 

resources.   
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