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15 Fiddym

16 WestPa

17 Sierra V

Source: DKS A

 
 

 

DUEs by Pl

Plan Area 

ebb 
nd Reserve N

Redevelopme

Central 

ast 

Industrial 

Roseville Pha
Roseville Pha

Roseville Pha

Roseville Pha

west 

ast 

dge East 
dge West 

ment Ranch 

ark 

Vista 

Total 
Associates, 201

lan Area 

North 

ent 

ase 1 
ase 2N 

ase 2S 

ase 3 
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Total 
July 01, 2

DUEs

2

1

1

            8
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T
Yea

D
1,398
3,277

27,492

1,134

2,455

8,213

2,064
353

1,723

351

9,674

5,323

935
1,140

110

1,260

-

86,903 

Total  
ar 2025 
DUEs 

1,581
3,932

33,309

17,317

15,194

17,243

2,759
387

2,059

756

10,180

5,884

1,422
1,929

6,381

5,342

9,465

135,141

Growth  
In  

DUEs 
183
655

5,817

6,183

2,738

9,030

695
34

336

405

507

56

487
789

6,27

4,082

9,465

48,238

Percent
(of 2025

 
3 
5 

7 

3 

8 

0 

5 
4 

6 

5 

7 

1 

7 
9 

1 

2 

5 

8 

t Growth 
5 DUEs) 

11.6%

16.7%
17.5%

35.7%

18.0%

52.4%

25.2%

8.8%
16.3%

53.6%

5.0%

9.5%

34.3%

40.9%
98.3%

76.4%

100.0%

35.7%



 

 

 
 
Table 3 
General DU

Singe Family
Multi-Family
Age Restricte
Retail 
Regional Ma
Office 
Industrial 
High Tech 
Medical Offi
Hospital 
Convalescent
Hotel Rooms
Public/Quasi
Source: DKS A

 
 

 

 

UE Rates 

Land Use C

y 
y 
ed 

all 

ice 

t 
s 
-Public 
Associates, 201

Category 

10 

D
D
D
1,
1,
1,
1,
1,
1,
1,
1,
R
1,

 

U

Dwelling Unit
Dwelling Unit
Dwelling Unit

,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F
,000 Square F

Rooms 
,000 Square F

Unit 

Feet 
Feet 
Feet 
Feet 
Feet 
Feet 
Feet 
Feet 

Feet 

DUE 
Rate 

1.000 
0.657 
0.350 
1.427 
1.639 
1.580 
0.730 
1.240 
3.001 
1.194 
0.177 
0.918 
1.712 


