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Subdivision Activity

years used in the five-year averages along with

Tables 4 lists the number of residential lots plat- Figures 8 illustrates the trend for the individual
ted or split in 2007 by growth area along with
averages for the years 2002 through 2006. the 2007 totals.

Table 4

Residential Platting and Lot Split Activity by Comprehensive Plan 2030 Urban Growth Area
(*May not include all Wichita Multi-Family Residential Unit Counts)

2007 2007 2007 Percent 2002-2006 Average 2002-2006 Average  2002-2006 Percent
Growth Areas Residential Potential of Total Residential Potential of Total
Lots Platted Residential Units Dwelling Units Lots Platted Residential Units Dwelling Units
City of Wichita & 2030 Urban Growth Area
(Sub-areas) Wichita Central 22 30 0.8% 23 47 1.3%
Wichita Northeast 515 566 14.2% 469 571 16.3%
Wichita North 144 300 7.5% 261 274 7.8%
Wichita Northwest 450 450 11.3% 780 825 23.6%
Wichita Southeast 166 242 6.1% 314 319 9.1%
Wichita South 309 309 7.8% 202 208 5.9%
Wichita Southwest 574 574 14.4% 246 246 7.0%
Wichita 2030 Urban Growth Area Subtotal 2180 2471 62.0% 2295 2490 71.1%
Rural Areas 46 46 1.2% 117 117 3.4%
(Includes County Northeast, Southeast, Northwest and Southwest sub-areas)
Small City & 2030 Urban Growth Areas
Andale 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
Bel Aire 0 0 0.0% 89 92 2.6%
Bentley 0 0 0.0% 32 32 0.9%
Cheney 0 0 0.0% 23 37 1.1%
Clearwater 0 0 0.0% 26 26 0.7%
Colwich 0 0 0.0% 11 14 0.4%
Derby 472 472 11.8% 65 82 2.3%
Eastborough 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
Garden Plain 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
Goddard 0 0 0.0% 95 98 2.8%
Haysville 3 3 0.1% 32 52 1.5%
Kechi 0 0 0.0% 40 40 1.2%
Maize 646 646 16.2% 101 122 3.5%
Mount Hope 22 22 0.6% 6 6 0.2%
Mulvane 3 6 0.2% 12 12 0.3%
Park City 301 301 7.6% 181 213 6.1%
Sedgwick 0 0 0.0% 6 6 0.2%
Valley Center 19 19 0.5% 62 62 1.8%
Viola 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
Small Cities & 2030 Urban Growth Areas Subtotal 1466 1469 36.9% 781 893 25.5%
Sedgwick Co. Total 3692 3986 100% 3193 3501 100%
Andover 145 145 205 209
Figure 8
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Subdivision Activity

Table 5 gives commercial/office and industrial
subdivision and lot split activity for 2007 along
with averages for the years 2002 through 2006.

Figures 9 illustrates the trend for the individual

and industrial activity.

Table 5

years 2002 through 2007 for commercial/office

Commercial/Office and Industrial Platting and Lot Split Activity
by Comprehensive Plan 2030 Urban Growth Area

2007 2007 2002-2006 Average 2002-2006 Average
Growth Areas Commercial & Industrial Commercial & Industrial
Office Lots Lots Office Lots Lots
City of Wichita & 2030 Urban Growth Area
(Sub-areas) Wichita Central 9 4 12 11
Wichita Northeast 16 57 37 18
Wichita North 14 7 6 4
Wichita Northwest 48 16 23 9
Wichita Southeast 13 1 7 1
Wichita South 13 7 6 4
Wichita Southwest 10 3 1 3
Wichita 2030 Urban Growth Area Subtotal 123 95 92 49
Rural Areas 0 1 4 0
(Includes County Northeast, Southeast, Northwest and Southwest sub-areas)
Small City & 2030 Urban Growth Areas
Andale 0 0 0 0
Bel Aire 1 0 1 0
Bentley 0 0 0 0
Cheney 0 1 0 0
Clearwater 0 0 0 0
Colwich 0 1 0 0
Derby 20 0 13 0
Eastborough 0 0 0 0
Garden Plain 0 0 0 0
Goddard 0 0 3 0
Haysville 2 0 1 0
Kechi 0 0 5 0
Maize 12 0 12 0
Mount Hope 0 0 2 0
Mulvane 0 0 1 0
Park City 0 0 7 10
Sedgwick 0 0 0 0
Valley Center 0 0 0 2
Viola 0 0 0 0
Small Cities & 2030 Urban Growth Areas Subtotal 35 2 45 15
Sedgwick Co. Total 158 98 140 64
Andover 6 0 6 0
Figure 9
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Subdivision Activity

For the year 2007, residential subdivision activity
within Sedgwick County saw a 16 percent in-
crease in lots created compared to the five-year
average but a 27 percent increase from 2006.
Residential lots in rural Sedgwick County fell 35
percent from 2006 totals and fell 61 percent from
the five-year average.

Meanwhile, the number of commercial/office lots
created in Sedgwick County saw an increase of
13 percent compared to the five-year average,
and industrial lots created saw a 53 percent in-
crease over the five-year average. The number of
lots created for commercial/office decreased 6
percent and industrial increased 206 percent from
2006 activity levels.

Platting by School District

For school districts, an important indicator of po-
tential new students is the amount of residential

development activity occurring within school dis-
trict boundaries. While construction may not oc-
cur immediately after a subdivision is approved,
platting activity levels are good indicators where
new construction may occur in the future. Bar-
ring other local factors that influence school at-
tendance, area school districts may generally ex-
pect enrollment trends to be impacted by the
level of residential platting and building permit
activity within their district.

Table 6 shows residential platting activity in
school districts serving Sedgwick County and
Andover in 2007. Residential subdivision activ-
ity in the Maize School District accounted for 27
percent of 2007 potential dwelling units. The
Wichita district accounted for 24 percent, and the
Derby district accounted for another 16 percent.

Table 6

Residential Platting and Lot Split Activity by School District
(*May not include all Wichita Multi-Family Residential Unit Counts)

2007 2007 2007 Percent 2002-2006 Average 2002-2006 Average 2002-2006 Percent
School District Primary City Residential Potential of Total Residential Potential of Total
Lots Platted Residential Units Dwelling Units Lots Platted Residential Units Dwelling Units
USD 206 Whitewater 0 0 0.0% 1 1 0.0%
USD 259 Wichita 687 971 23.5% 996 1185 31.1%
USD 260 Derby 666 666 16.1% 146 159 4.2%
USD 261 Haysville 119 119 2.9% 155 202 5.3%
USD 262 Valley Center 25 25 0.6% 172 223 5.9%
USD 263 Mulvane 3 6 0.1% 12 8 0.2%
USD 264 Clearwater 0 0 0.0% 54 6 0.2%
USD 265 Goddard 576 576 13.9% 473 472 12.4%
USD 266 Maize 1,096 1,096 26.5% 640 673 17.7%
USD 267 Colwich 7 7 0.2% 109 134 3.5%
USD 268 Cheney 0 0 0.0% 24 36 0.9%
USD 312 Haven 22 22 0.5% 6 6 0.2%
USD 331 Kingman 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
USD 356 Conway Springs 0 0 0.0% 0 2 0.0%
USD 369 Burton 0 0 0.0% 0 0 0.0%
USD 375 Towanda 7 14 0.3% 57 58 1.5%
USD 385 Andover* 605 605 14.6% 513 545 14.3%
USD 394 Rose Hill 0 0 0.0% 2 2 0.1%
USD 439 Sedgwick 0 0 0.0% 6 13 0.3%
USD 440 Bentley 24 24 0.6% 32 85 2.2%
TOTAL 3,837 4,131 100.0% 3398 3809 100.0%
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