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LEEGS SUMMI

Quick Stats

. e ©
W Lee's St

Missouri .

L e e Susmit - Basic Facts:

A Covered an area totaling 65.24 square miles at
the end of 2008

A Had an estimated population of 92,927 by
January 1, 2009

A Is divided into 4 City Council Districts (see Page 4
for City Council Boundary map)

Als served by 5 School Districts, with Lee 6 s

Summit R-VII serving the majority of the city area
(see Page 5 for School Districts map)

A Is served by 1-470, US 40, US 50, Missouri
Routes 291, 150 and 350 with 13 interchanges
A'ls served by the Union Pacific Railroad and

Amtrak

Location:

A In western Missouri

A In the Kansas City Metropolitan Area

A Primarily in Jackson County extending into Cass
County

T DEVELOPMENT REPORT

Jackson County

Lee's
Summit

e~

Cass County

Demographics:

AThe 2006 American Community Survey
(ACS) reported a drop in average household
size in L e e Susmit from 2.65 as reported
with the release of the 2000 Census to 2.58.
The 2007 ACS, however, reported the
average household size returning to 2.65.
Due to this inconsistency, this development
report uses 2.58 to reflect the national trend
of decreasing household sizes.

A The median age changed from 35.1 in 2000
to 38.8 in 2007, according to the 2007 ACS,
reflecting the aging population.

A The ACS produces demographic estimates;
however, it is the Bur e a Bopuation
Estimates Program that produces and
disseminates the official estimates. Due to
several limitations, ACS statistics must be
used with caution.

FEBRUARY 2009

Demographics

Average Household Size 2.65
Median Age 38.8

Median Household Incom  $71,772

Per Capita Income $31,266
Median Value Owner
Occupied Housing Units IKE00
Median Rent for Renter $960

Occupied Housing Units
Source: US Census Bureau, 2007, 2006 American

Planning and Development

Department
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2008 Planning and Development Highlights

—
>
=
m
The development =
highlights are 8 4. Saint L u k eHbspital Additions
. . o
listed on the ngIS g Location: Southwest corner of Douglas St
of scale of project WOODS CHAPEL and 1-470

Size of the Project: Over 7,000 square feet
Type of Project: Expansion of existing
medical facilities

)
1. Summit Fair Q
£ COLBERN
Location: Northeast corner of . . . -
: 5L tR-7 d D Facilit
Chipman Rd and US 50 Hwy - | 1470 Hwy sl e e Susnmi Swim and Dive Facility
tS()ItZ;in 0530 I;:)o(j)e;: t:uar,:(:g:lons % CHIPMAN | Location: Windemere Dr and M-150 Hwy
T 9 i e cl Lif | = o) FORD Size of the Project: 34,000 square feet
ypte O'th pl)rOJecd. tl e-styte w 3RD ST % LARGSEQ Type of the Project: L e e Susimit Swim and Dive Facility will provide
ceg er V\{' i patnne res at:]ran S 2 @ space for high school competitive programs, intramurals, and
?An retal & 38?3’ suclt as LONGVIEW RD T USSOHWY educational class. The facility was financed through the April 2008
acyan enny. 1S a no-tax-increase bond issue.
tentatively expected to be b g
completed in Fall 2009. SCHERER RD - ol=> -
O
> 0
& o > Z 6. Kokam America, Inc.
2. Abundant Life Youth Ministries HOOK RD © .‘1‘ é .
g P Location: Southeast corner of Hagan Rd and
Location: North side of Persels Rd, < . N Jones Industrial Dr
south of US 50 Hwy and west of M- M 150 HWY= = Size of Project: 50,000 square feet
291 Type of Project: Kokam America Inc. recently
Size of Project: 23,000 square feet COUNTY LINE decided to locate an energy efficient lithium
Type of Project: Abundant Life | battery manufacturing plant in L e e Susimit. The
Baptist Church is constructing a new company is occupying an existing industrial
youth building building and expected to invest $30 million
dollars into the facility in order for it to be
operational.

3. Emergent Care Plus

. . . 7. Elementary School No.18
Location: East side of McBaine Dr
Size of Project: 6,900 square feet
Type of Project: A free-standing urgent care
center

Location: West side of Ranson Rd, South of Bailey Rd

Size of Project: 77,000 square feet

Type of Project: A new elementary school of the L e e Susimit R-
VIl School District

Planning and Development Department 2
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Downtown Revitalization and Redevelopment

. . e
Construction on the Downtown Central Business ’ B

District was recently completed, with the SZANAK N S %

improvement  of 4t St. The downtown R : el :

redevelopment involved the replacement or ‘% \ ' R o
~ = b -

improvement of sidewalks, streets, sanitary sewer A ¢ ;
lines, water lines, storm water systems, pedestrian AN\ e N N~
lighting and other landscaping features. The 44.8 B X Downtown o
million dollars of public investment is beginning to <N\ Streetscape v
create private investment within the Downtown BT Improvement
Central Business District. Since May 2007, many i -_. A e e
new businesses have opened within the Downtown A A
Commercial Core, creating new jobs, increasing the W S N\ gt
tax base, enhancing the shopping experiences, and PR
improving the i g u adf li it fpread citizens of L e e 6 s o8 N = %
Summit. The downtown is also gaining regional ' : 2
recognition, as The Pitch named downtown L e e 6 s
Summit A ThRest St r eet sic ap ié B @ sft
Kansas Ci tagnaal report.

GRAND AN

- R g s y
\95\ e } » - 7
¢ v =

Downtown Improvements as of December 2008:

AHartley Block Redevelopment: $8.0M

ANE corner of 3rd and Douglas, formally Darron
Properties: $1.7M

ADDR Building at 224 SW Main Street: $1.5M

AGrand Street Quarter located on 3rd Street: $1.5M

A Other miscellaneous 3rd Street facade
improvements on FPC buildings :$715K

ABank of Leebds Summit reno)
improvement: $690K

APBI Industries renovations and facade
improvements: $400K

AFirst Community Bank Fagade improvements:
$150K

APublic Art Investment: $65,000

TOTAL PRIVATE INVESTMENT $14.7 MILLION

Planning and Development Department 3
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Political & Statistical Boundaries

2000 Census Tracts

Census tracts are geographic units delineated by the US Census Bureau for the
purpose of the census. Census tract boundaries normally follow visible physical
features such as rivers and streets. City limits are not normally used as census
boundaries unless they overlap with such physical features. The map below shows
the 2000 Census tract boundaries for the L e e Susimit area.

AMM OLP |

Please note that those :
tracts that extend beyond 141307
the City Limits are cut to

the city limits in the map 142.03

shown. A
142.02 WOOOS CHAPEL

LEES SUMMIT

| 470 WY
CHIPMAN
IRD ST 137.02 137.03
5 &
137.04 :
136.02 EHi [~
ooHERER RO o
[ E
HOO% RD 135.01 - _‘—:
o| 2
COUNTY LINE g
603702T T
o =——(04.00
5 ollt
g - B
-

Leebs Summit City Counci l

Currently L e e 8usimit is divided into four council districts. Each district has two
elected council members. These council district representatives are listed in the
table below. In this report, statistics are reported by City Council District as well as
Census Tract.

o
<

Mayor Karen R. Messerli

James Hallam

District 1 Representatives Kathy Hofmann

Randall L. Rhoads

el 1%
Allan Gray WOOUS CHANEL

District 2 Representatives

Joseph Spallo

Ed Cockrell

Bob Johnson

Nick Swearngin
T

District 3 Representatives

LEES SUMIAIT

District:3)

District 4 Representatives

%

e
Ny

COLBERN

PUTIE S EDistrict{d’ Sruss

CHIPMAN
LANGSFORD
IR0 S1
US 50 HWY

S

District:2f8 BDistrictyl

q(‘.H‘: RER RO

MART RD

HOOK RO

SON RD

COUNTY LINE

RAN

PRYOR RD

WARD RD
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School Districts

School District Boundaries Map

EEE, o -

Independence30
j +

mu-n-u-{

lue Springs R-IV

Raytown C-2

..-'.-at

- .
Raymore Peculigr-R_-ll“'!' Pleasant!Hill|[RI11]

FEBRUARY 2009

L e e Busmit is served by five school districts. The following
table and chart summarize the coverage area of each school
district within the City Limits.

School District Area within

School District Square Miles SR o
Total

Lee's Summit R-VII 50.03 76.71%
Blue Springs R-1V 9.22 14.14%
Grandview C-4 3.39 5.20%
Raymore Peculiar R- 1.41 2.16%
Hickman Mills C-1 1.17 1.79%

100%

Percentage of School District Land Area Coverage
within Leeds Summit

R Hickman
aymore Mills C-1
Grandview PecullarIR-Il
Blue C-4
Springs R-_ "

v

Leeds
Summit
R-VII

Planning and Development Department
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2008 Annexations and Rezonings

. f th ot S 0 Annexation in 2008
LOC&tIQﬂ of the bt : A No annexations took place in 2008 resulting in the expansion of the City.
Rezoning ; i . .
. : ; i Rezonings in 2008
Appllcat|or_1$ ‘ : A Thirteen rezoning applications for 12 projects were approved by the City
Approved n 4 i Council in 2008, encompassing a total land area of approximately 110 acres.
2008 o A The majority of rezonings approved converted agricultural land to residential or

-

commercial zoning designations.

Rezoning Applications Approved by the City Council in 2008

ProjeCt Description

Bob Sight Ford AG, CP-2 cP-2 17.31
Chapman Plaza CP-2, PI-1 cP-2 6.26

.+ e oy

1

- g DG Acres Storage AG, RP-4, CP-2 Cs 12.71
' 9 S . I Executive Lakes Center- Lot 11 AG, CP-2 cP-2 3.19
i Fields of Highland Park Jackson County RU  RP-1 19.34

“Golden Fields Jackson County RU  RP-1 10.06
Lee's Landing- Building 5 R-1 PO 0.36

i .
.

; E‘ I Lee's Summit Elementary #18 AG RDR 15.50

n North Recycling Center AG PI-1 2.50

. Riess Industrial Park AG, CP-2, PI-1 CP-2, PI-1 1.16

Summit Woods Baptist Church R-1 PMIX 22.70
Todd George House R-1 PO 0.25
Todd George House PO-H (Adding a Historic Overlay) 0.25

PO
~, | I I I V"

Note: The Todd George House which had two rezoning applications was only included once
in the acreage total
gl Zoning District And Overlay District Descriptions

'
i
!
1
10 i el District Description Zoning District District Description
: District

—

—

{a
(=)

)

i s e ity 3 ey ] Agricultural Transitional Neighborhood Zone

i : RR Rural Residential PO Planned Office

: i R-1 Single-family Residential CP-1 Planned Neighborhood Commercial

i H RP-1 Planned Single-family Residential ~ CP-2 Planned Community Commercial

! : RP-2 Planned Two-family Residential CBD Planned Central Business

: i RP-3 Planned Residential Mixed Use Cs Planned Commercial Services

L - oL _-,“_' RP-4 Planned Apartment Residential PI-1 Planned Light Industrial

E.-,- < !". PRO Planned Residential Office PI-2 Planned Heavy Industrial
'j ;— NFO Neighborhood Fringe Office PMIX Planned Mixed Use
b e NSO Neighborhood Stabilization Overlay H Historic Preservation Overlay

Planning and Development Department
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2008 Zoning Statistics

The L e e Susmit zoning ordinance and subdivision regulations, including zoning districts, are
established by the City Council through the adoption and amendment of the Unified

2008 Leeds Summit Zoni
Legend

Development Ordinance (UDO). The provisions of the Unified Development Ordinance are Agricultural r B

designed to promote : Nlelghb;)rzood Flrlnge Office ::1 o
Planned Central Business District 'lj“ﬂ!

A. A strong and positive civic image and identity, based on a high quality living and working environment, an Planned Commercial Services

attractive physical setting and responsive City services and programs; Planned Neighborhood Commercial W

B. A living environment that supports the local population, is adaptable to market demands for diverse types I Pianned Community Commercial o '

and styles of residential living, accommodates future growth, is affordable for all segments of the population, I Pianned Heavy Industial

and maintains and improves the overall quality and character of the City; Planned Light Industrial 3

C. A system of quality retail and commercial development that provides local residents with needed goods and Planned Mixed Use

services and enhances the City's tax base; Planned Office

D. Quality employment opportunities for all segments of the population; Planned Residential Apartment Loft "1

E. A physical relationship between employment opportunities, residential living and goods and services that Planned Residential Mixed Use

allow for reduced dependence on the automobile; Planned Residential Office

F.A balanced t_ransportation_system that provides for safe and efficient movement of vehicles and pedest_rians Planned Single Family Residential

while re—er_1forc:|ng__surround|ng land development patterns and that enhances and complements regional Planned Two Family Residential

transportation facilities; B Residenial Large Lot -

G. A park and open space system that satisfies the recreational and leisure needs of local residents, ) o

N . . Rural Density Residential

preserves the natural environment and enhances the quality and character of the City; ) ) o X

H. A balance between the natural and man-made environments that preserves and protects natural features Single Family Residential . ﬁi.‘
Transitional Neighborhood Zone - g L4

while promoting development and redevelopment;.

I. The protection and preservation of existing properties and values from adverse or non-harmonious adjacent
property uses; a
J. Public facilities and services adequate to meet the needs generated for such facilities and services by

development; and

K. The protection and preservation of historic properties, structures, landmarks and districts.

The table below aggregates zoning districts into general categories. Although 40 percent of land
is zoned for agricultural uses, Property Reserve Inc. (PRI) owns over 4,000 acres, or 26 percent,
of the agricultural land. In addition, a major portion of the agricultural-zoned land is County and
State parkland. The following page discusses PRI properties in more detail.

End of 2008 Zoning Distribution Summary

Generalized Zoning Type Percentage of Total L:‘

Agricultural Zoning 15,961 40.9% :
Single Family Zoning 14,734 37.7%
Multi-Family Zoning 926 2.4% ol _ .
Commercial Zoning 2,510 6.4% 2 é‘ -
Industrial Zoning 2,319 5.9%
Mixed Use Zoning 2,560 6.6% ‘
Transitional Neighborhood Zoning 51 0.1%

Planning and Development Department 7
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Existing Land Use

This map identifies
not only land parcels
considered to be
consumed or used,
but also areas of on
going development
or where plans are
currently in place.

This map identifies
land parcels
considered to be
consumed or used at
this time.

City Area (2008) 65.2 Sq Mi

Consumed Land Area
(Large Lot Rural 51.43%
Residential Not Included)

P |
I
COSTTITEA

Consumed Land Area
(Large Lot Rural 56.98%
Residential Included)

i

-\\ _ .
On-going and Plapned 6.04%
Development Projects
' PRI Properties 10.06%
Large Lot Residential Park 2 =GO
_ Single Family Residential Institutional F -
- e S 3 N
% Multi-family Residential - Proposed P!an = ‘ oo Undeveloped 15.86%
JKV PRI Properties o=, 3
B commercial
An analysis of the existing land use in the City helps us understand how much M large rural residential lot, 5-20 acres in size, with a residential structure is identified
land area within the corporate limits has been consumed as of today, and separately because it has the potential to be further subdivided for development;
identifies remaining growth opportunities and existing development constraints. A arger rural parcels are considered undeveloped or vacant.
. o . The map to the right highlights the properties owned by Property Reserve, Inc. (PRI). The
The '?”d use_lnformanop is displayed and calc_ulated bY parcels. In addition, the properties east of 1-470 between Colbern Road and Woods Chapel Road total approximately
following basic assumptions were made for this analysis:

1,100 acres. The properties in the south area of the City between Longview Road and M-150

. . . . . total about 3,080 acres.
Aas long as there is a built structure, the land parcel is considered built; :

As long as a land parcel is final-platted and recorded, it is considered built Please note that large-lot residential properties are also shown on the map with the PRI

properties. A good contrast can be made with the opposite map.

Planning and Development Department 8
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2008 Historic Preservation Activities

1. National Register Districts Listed

On August 27, 2008, the National Park Service listed the NE Douglas Street Residential Historic District,
the NE Green and 1t Streets Residential Historic District, and the NE Forest Avenue and NE Green
Street Residential Historic District in the National Register of Historic Places.

2. FY 2007 Historic Preservation Fund Grant

On December 15, 2006, the City of L e e Summit was notified by the Missouri Department of Natural
Resources that the City received preliminary approval of the Fiscal Year 2007 Historic Preservation
Fund Grant in the amount of $4,774 of federal funds to complete a National Register Nomination for the
He a r nAelditiens Neighborhood District located north of the commercial downtown area. The City
provided the 40% match required of the Certified Local Government (CLG) grant ($3,183). The City
signed a contract with Sally Schwenk Associates to prepare National Register Nomination Reports for
the He a r rNeighborhood Area. On July 16, 2007, the City held the first public meeting regarding this
project. On January 7, 2008, the City held the second public meeting. On March 17, 2008, the Historic
Preservation Commission recommended approval of the 3 proposed National Register Districts as
noted in item one above.

3. FY 2009 Historic Preservation Fund Grant

The City received preliminary approval of the FY 2009 Historic Preservation Certified Local Government
(CLG) Grant in the amount of $10,000. The City applied for $16,665 to fund the nomination of one
individual property and five National Register district nomination applications located in an area east of
Douglas Street, south of 2nd Street, west of Missouri HWY 291, and north of 5" Street. Approximately
115 properties in this area will be reviewed to determine eligibility for listing in the National Register of
Historic Places.

4. Todd George Residence
On September 18, 2008, the City Council passed Ordinance 6697 establishing the Todd George
Residence located at 408 SE 3" Street as a local historic landmark.

5. May Preservation Week

On May 4, 2008, the Strawberry Fete was held in the City Hall atrium celebrating the presentation of the
Hale/Graves Preservation Award to Betty Eubank and Mike Bartrum. On May 17, 2008, the Howard
Neighborhood Walking Tour took place along historic houses located on SE Douglas St.

6. Downtown Historic District Signs
On June 30, 2008, the Downtown Historic District signs were installed at various street corners
celebrating the Downtown National Register District.

7. Historic Preservation Website

The Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has provided the website for L e e Susimit citizens to be
informed about ongoing preservation activities. Information is regularly updated regarding upcoming
historic preservation activities. To reach the website, go to

www.lees-summit.mo.us/HPC/intro.htm.

For additional information, please contact Michael Gorecki, Senior Planner, Long Range Planning Division,
Planning & Development Department. (816) 969-1600

N =

NE Douglas Street Residential Historic District
NE Green and 1st Street Residential Historic District

NE Forest Avenue and NE Green Street Residential Historic District

Planning and Development Department
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Population Growth and Projection

Leebébs Summit Popul a20080n Gr

L e e 6Summit has experienced steady . . . 100,00 .
population growth in the past decades, which Leebébs Summit Popul ati on goéorgcwt h Since 1960
has resulted in an increase of more than 84,000 '
people since 1960. Since the 2000 Census, the 1960 8,267 N.A. 80,000
City has estimated a population increase of 1368 9186 TT5%) 70.000
: : 1962 10,907 18.74% ,
about 22,000 people over the eight year period. 1963 11.546 5.86%
The table to the right provides the population 1964 12,022 2.12% 60,000
and annual percentage growth from 1960 to 1965 12,813 6.58% 50,000
1966 13,620 6.30%
January 1, 2009. 1967 14,305 5.03% 40,000
) 1968 14,952 4.53%
In general, decennial censuses from the U.S. 1969 15,644 4.63% 30,000
Census Bureau provide official population 1970 16,204 3-582/0 20,000
counts every ten years. These population ig;g iggi; g'%(z 10.000
counts serve as a base upon which the current 1973 19,904 8.47% '
population may be estimated. Up to 2006, all 1974 21,077 5.89% 0
. . - . . 9
new housing units permitted in a given year — — — R U R S N N R N R S S Y
were totaled and multiplied by Le eSsmmi t 65 1977 B e G O I NG S S
average household size (2.65 per 2000 1978 26,706 5.33%
i i i 1979 27,947 4.65% . ) . . .
Cens_us), f_oIIowmg_ an exclusion Of permitted 1980 28.742 2 840/0 With all the changes previously discussed and accompanied by a slow housing
housing units considered vacancy units (3.3% of : Lar L - : b
th ) itted he final : d 1981 29,704 3.35% market, our population increase from the previous year is 1.46%.
e new units permitte ) The final estimate 1982 30,363 2.22%
; ) . /
populatlop figure was added to the pr(_ecedmg 1983 30.911 1'805’ At the current level of uncertainty about the housing market and the overall
y e a cedsss count or estimated population a5 S SH P -
' 1985 33,846 5.32% economy, projecting future growth presents a real challenge. To be more realistic,
. ) . 1986 36,932 9.12% the short-term growth forecasts have been adjusted to a slower growth pattern, as
Starting with the 2007 report, some adjustments 1987 39,783 7.72% shown in the chart below.
to the assumptions and methods of calculation 1988 42,681 7.28% ‘
. 0,
have been implemented to reflect several trend ggg ig'ﬁg 25202 . . Proiecti
changes. O.ne important change is that the oo Ve I Leedbs Summit PopProj@dction(@holteonyt h
household size has dropped from 2.65 persons 1992 49,712 3.58% 106,000
per household to 2.58, according to the Census iggj givgig i-ggg//*’ 104,000
. g . y J (]
Buregu. Another significant change is t_he 1995 57,466 5.55% 102,000
housing vacancy rate. Due to the recent housing 1996 59,879 4.20% 100.000
market slump, more homes are left vacant for a 1997 62,657 4.64% '
longer period of time. Thus the average vacancy iggg g‘;g%g gggz//z S 98000
rate is adjusted from 3.3% to 5%. G 70700 5.40% © 96,000
3 2001 73,128 3.43% 2 94,000
One critical change to the methodology of 2002 76,043 3-992@ € 92000
estimating population growth is to use the first gggi ;g'g;g g%;‘: '
six-month building permits of the year instead of 2005 85.642 377% 90,000
the twelve-month permits as occupied housing 2006 88,666 3.53% 88,000
units. That means that the building permits ggg; 32‘232 g-gg‘;f’ 86,000
issued between %uly 1t;3\nd Dece(rjnber 31dof the 2009 02,927 o 84,000
reporting year will not be counted as producing
A . ® O O N A D X0 0 A RO N DD
Q Q N N N N N N’ N N N N Q° Q4
occupied units for this report. SR P R R R P D DD

Note: Population as of January 1, except for 1960, 1970, 1980, 1990, and 2000

Planning and Development Department m
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Population Distribution by Census Tract

This page and the next provide detailed population distribution statistics by Census Tract and City Council Districts. Building permit activity is not tracked by
either Council District or by Census Tract, but the figures are estimated based on the same assumptions used when calculating total population. The number of
dwelling units per tract was determined, excluding the vacant properties (5% of the new units permitted), and multiplied by L e e s mmi aveéage household
size (2.58 per 2007 ACS).

&
B Population Estimates by Census Tract
142.03
zoqlg’;:cetnl\jgg 142.02 i Census Tract Population Estimate | Total Sg. Mi | Dwelling Units
ol 135.01 8,400 11.72 3,196 273
136.01 10,137 5.16 3,914 758
136.02 7,724 8.74 2,946 337
137.01 5,170 2.95 2,011 681
L3 — ‘ 137.02 4,332 1.22 1,685 1,377
| 137.03 6,736 1.48 2,601 1,761
. | 137.04 6,535 2.96 2,471 834
l B R UIBE = e B 138.01 5,644 1.39 2,183 1,568
' 136.01 [ \oo3708 e 138.02 7,969 4.85 3,100 640
37.02 - 139.01 - 1.55 1 |
- 139.04 . 139.03 7,144 4.41 2,720 617
o\ twor [ o) 7 i e
136.02 : :

ol : 141.07 4 0.06 : |
142.02 3,242 4.68 1,204 257
o | } 142.03 3,885 2.50 1,511 603
I 135.01 iR 142.04 8,487 5.51 3,008 546
y i - 143.00 21 0.23 8 35
| 603.02 1,675 0.49 617 1,251

E03.02 604.00 i 604.00 91 1.04 17 16
g 200 | | s

Planning and Development Department ﬁ
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Population Distribution by City Council District

Population Distribution by City Council District

Population Estimates by City Council District

City Council District Total Sg. Mi Dwelling Units | Dwelling Units/ Sg Mi

District 1 21,892 556.57 8,413

District 2 27,627 467.74 10,547 457
District 3 22,730 458.98 8,490 440
District 4 20,680 1,063.06 7,961 1,050

o020 | [ o540 [

Percentage of Population Growth in Each District in 2008

District 1

District 4 796

17%

District 3
19% District 2
56%

This page and the following page provide detailed population distribution statistics by Census Tract and City
Council Districts. The figures are estimated based on the same assumptions used when calculating total
population. The number of dwelling units per district was determined, excluding the vacant properties (5% of
the new units permitted), and multiplied by L e e s m miavefage household size (2.58 per 2007 ACS).

Population

| 20,680
121,892

I 22730
Il 27 527

After the 2000 Census statistics were issued, the City Council District boundaries were redrawn to achieve
an equal distribution of population. Since the Council redistricting, population continues to grow
disproportionately across Council districts, as shown in the table to the right.

The map depicts L e e 8 8 mmi totad population distribution by City Council Districts. Further analysis
shows that Council District 4 has the highest concentration of population while District 2 and District 3 have
much lower concentration. The chart above depicts the percentage of growth by council district in 2008.

Planning and Development Department ﬁ



LEEGS SUMMI

Hi st or vy

Leeds
Building Permits

Year Sk Duplex Multi= ko) Uniits
Family Family
286 10 4 300

1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008

503
130
129
168
164
163
177
171
131
149
155
177
201
219
276
486
628
555
471
265
154
182
377
444
555
826
918
633
651
604
717
965
994
1,140
998
1,114
727
802
824
680
748
887
853
911
791
489
380
129

Summi

62
70
14
50
90
48
20
20
4
20
58
4
30
32
26
72
18
26
30
44
44
20
104
84
118
126
52
38
10
8
12
26
14
18
38
42
114
100
46
40
32
80
94
44
66
42
56
10

8

32

20
4
217
495
612
367
100
639
332
43
52
6
92
75
24
27
179
603
224
222
72
54
78
20
4
34
132
8
40
64
128
74

12

t

573
200
143
250
254
211
197
211
139
386
708
793
598
351
941

401

995
1,042
1,290
1,044
1,196

905
1,030

944
1,244

943
1,339
1,176
1,225
1,180

827

779

151

Percenta
of Total

71.8%

6.4%

21.8%

100.0%

T DEVELOPMENT REPORT

o f L e e 6 s

Resi delkné&06gsy Summit Tot al Re s i de n-2008a |
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22%

AN

L e e Susimit has grown tremendously since 1960 in terms of housing construction. There
has been a 1,193% increase in dwelling units built in L e e Qusimitin the past 49 years.

The increased market demand over the past decades has led to a dramatic increase in
single family housing supply. Seventy-two percent of the building permits issued since
1960 have been for single family units. Of the 34,940 permits granted since 1960, over
9,800 of them have been for single-family attached and multi-family structures, about 28%
of the residential permits.

The chart on the left shows the number of building permits approved since 1960, while the
chart on the right shows the total amount of housing stock in L e e Susimit since 1960.
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Growth 1960- 2009

Dwelling Units | Percentage Grow:

1960
1961
1962
1963
1964
1965
1966
1967
1968
1969
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979
1980
1981
1982
1983
1984
1985
1986
1987
1988
1989
1990
1991
1992
1993
1994
1995
1996
1997
1998
1999
2000
2001
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009

2,803
3,103
3,676
3,876
4,019
4,269
4523
4,734
4,931
5,142
5,281
5,667
6,375
7,168
7,766
8,117
9,058
9,948
10,637
11,270
11,923
12,293
12,534
12,727
13,201
13,873
15,110
16,245
17,392
18,089
18,755
19,395
20,093
21,034
22,020
23,251
24,233
25,364
26,202
27,162
27,374
28,618
29,561
30,008
32,084
33,309
34,489
35,316
36,004

t

th
N.A.
10.7%
18.5%
5.4%
3.7%
6.2%
5.9%
4.7%
4.2%
4.3%
2.7%
7.3%
12.5%
12.4%
8.3%
4.5%
11.6%
9.8%
6.9%
6.0%
5.8%
3.1%
2.0%
1.5%
3.7%
5.1%
8.9%
7.5%
7.1%
4.0%
3.7%
3.4%
3.6%
4.7%
4.7%
5.6%
4.2%
4.7%
3.3%
3.7%
0.8%
4.5%
3.3%
4.6%
3.8%
3.8%
3.5%
2.4%
2.2%
0.4%

Percentage Growth 1960-2008 1193.0%
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