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Executive Summary:

During the time period of this FGDC/USGS CAP grant, the participants in the Utah Geographic
Information Council (UGIC) Standards Committee have created plans for an address point data model
and a modernization of its road centerline data model. Subcommittee work groups have been created to
handle these respective features. Both of these data model plans include multiple participation tiers that
are designed to ensure collection of the most important statewide transportation information while
suggesting additional, auxiliary information and how it might be collected.

The UGIC Standards Committee is meeting monthly and it is hoped that these data models will be
recommended as statewide best practices by Sept 1, 2011.

In addition, Utah has worked with UDOT to incorporate UDOT focused attributes into the statewide roads
dataset to improve interagency maintenance of the data. A process to derive a GIS representation of
UDOT'’s highway linear referencing system (LRS) has also been created. This work with UDOT has
greatly improved the accuracy with which the state highway system is presented in the roads dataset and
has enabled UDOT to derive and maintain LRS geometry that is in agreement with the larger roads
dataset.
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Utah has also developed a model data sharing agreement between state and local government. This
agreement, while currently in use for parcel and PLSS monumentation, can be modified for the use of the
emerging address point and road centerline datasets.

Project Narrative:
a) Project Description:
The original proposed project tasks are listed below:

1. Build a Utah Inter-Governmental GIS-T Workgroup

2. Refine the Utah Transportation Data Model (UTDM).

3. Define a Tiered Set of Transportation Data Exchange Options.
4. Create a Model Transportation Data Sharing Agreement.

A Utah Inter-Governmental GIS Transportation Steering Group was formed in Late Fall of 2010. The
group consisted of membership from the DOT, 911 Dispatch Centers, County Government, City
Government, Blue Stakes Call Center, AGRC (the state GIS office), and USGS. The group met several
times, expressed satisfaction with the current state data model, the UTDM, and indicated a strong desire
to develop an address point data standard as the initial task since this was uncharted territory and an
emerging need.

Using the FGDC Addressing Standard (then draft) together with the limited implementation that some
cities and counties had utilized to date, the group created a tiered address point data model to be
included in the UTDM (Appendix A). This proposed data model was presented to a breakout session at
the 2010 Utah Geographic Information Council conference, held concurrently with the ESRI Southwest
User Group (SWUG), in Moab Utah. Approximately 25 attendees attended and provided feedback in this
40 minute discussion session.

The goals of the address point data model effort is to have a single geodatabase schema that would be
compatible with the addressing standard of FGDC, is relevant to the addressing systems used within
Utah, and to be as succinct as possible to make the data easy to use and maintain by local government.

The address model consists of a single geodatabase point feature class with eight attribute coded-value
domains and three tiers of data exchange options.

1. Level 1 (4 fields): Basic needs. Designed to meet most address point needs at a state, federal, or
general public level.

2. Level 2 (13 fields): Enhanced needs. Designed to include supporting information such as parsed
address components and city/placename information for state, federal, or general purpose levels.

3. Level 3 (28 fields): Full dataset. Designed to support a full range of local government business
needs.

Using a similar process, AGRC is working with UGIC to finalize a best practice standard for road
centerlines that is expected to be approved later this summer. This best practice proposal will represent
the work of the UGIC Standards Committee’s subcommittee on transportation’s attempt to simplify and
modernize the existing UTDM. The current proposal calls for a two-tiered data exchange model with Tier
1 being required elements that are needed to satisfy state-level business requirements, such as
cartography, address location, LRS, system inventory, and routing. Tier 2 represents other common
attributes that local government may choose to maintain and submit if desired. The details of this
proposed data model are shown in Appendix B.

The UGIC Standards Committee has consistently communicated that the emerging best practice data
models are meant to be data transfer models. While it is possible to adopt these data models for an



organization’s data maintenance environment, this is not required nor expected. Rather, this data model
will form the foundation of the integrated state-level dataset and partnering organizations should work to
ensure that data in their own structure can be mapped to the best practice standard. Appendix C shows
the existing state-level data model attribute fields as columns. Within each column, the name of the field
containing this information is shown for each contributing partner. While there is much similarity, there is
also much diversity. The new best practice proposal needs to operate from a similar perspective but will
make the desired data ingredients more clear and more usable.

b) Data content provided to The National Map:

No roads data has been provided to the National Map to date because AGRC is unaware of an active
data transfer standard for delivering data to the USGS for these purposes. AGRC has discussed mapping
the UTDM to the USGS March 2006 Best Practices Transportation Data Model to provide to the National
Map, but there seemed to be marginal USGS interest in this as a deliverable. AGRC would be willing to
do this if USGS could demonstrate a business need or strategic interest in such a product. AGRC
encourages the USGS to work with USDOT, the transportation steward under Circular A-16, to revisit the
concept of a national road centerline data model and data models for other transportation modes. The
2006 Best Practices model was a good start to sharing transportation data on a national level.

Content of the State Geographic Information Database (SGID) has been registered on the GOS Portal
and FGDC compliant metadata is included when available.

AGRC has updated many statewide transportation layers during the grant period to function effectively
within a multi-scale, statewide base map scheme with standard cartographic rendering rule sets and
labeling expressions. This data has been included in four published base map tile caches available as
REST web services (examples: http://atlas.utah.gov and http://mapserv.utah.gov/cacheviewer). While
many thematic data sets are used in these base maps, the specific transportation data layers utilized in
these caches base maps include:

* SGID93.Transportation.Roads

. SGID93.Transportation.UDOTRoutes_LRS (state/federal highway and ramp system
definitions)

e SGID93.Transportation.UDOTMileposts_Approx

e SGID93.Transportation.Roads_FreewayExits

e SGID93.Transportation.RoadsShieldLines (for non-duplicative highway shield labeling)

e SGID93.Transportation.Railroads

. SGID93.Transportation.BusRoutes UTA

¢ SGID93.Transportation.BusStops_ UTA

¢ SGID93.Transportation.CommuterRailRoute_UTA

* SGID93.Transportation.CommuterRailStops_UTA

e SGID93.Transportation.LightRailRoutes_UTA

e SGID93.Transportation.LightRailStops_UTA

e SGID93.Transportation.Airports

¢ SGID93.Recreation.SkiLifts

The more complete list of base map datasets is listed at the bottom of this page: http://gis.utah.gov/map-
services/statewide-base-map-streets-and-boundaries. The USGS and other agencies interested in
building a national spatial data infrastructure (SDI) may want to look at Utah’s base map services
collection and those offered worldwide by the commercial sector. Additionally, USGS could look at
developing or partnering to build free, open API’s that allow for basic spatial and attribute queries, re-
projection, analysis of spatial relationships (containment, connectivity, adjacency, proximity), address and
LRS-milepost locations, data problem notification and data download. Other web services, such as
routing, are likely to be extremely useful but may be more easily accomplished nationwide by commercial
vendors.
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With regard to routing and similar purposes that rely on a well-connected road network, AGRC has long
strived to ensure connectivity within its roads dataset. During the grant period AGRC developed a beta-
level process for deriving a route-finding compatible network dataset. A link to this dataset and the
process used to build it is at: http://gis.utah.gov/sqid-transportation/draft-utah-road-network-dataset

c) National Map Data Updates:

Updates to the Utah statewide roads dataset are made on a two month cycle at AGRC. The USGS is
invited to determine its own periodicity for pulling AGRC's data releases into its national map efforts. The
USGS is encouraged to look at the base map cache examples cited above and to request additional
supporting documentation and map files from AGRC where interested.

d) Challenges:

AGRC's main issue during the grant period has been a scheduling backlog of data updates and a slow,
but consistent, organic emergence of a state data standards and best practices adoption process through
the Utah Geographic Information Council. The later is very promising due to its distributed leadership led
by members of local government.

e) Data sharing:

USGS has been party to Utah's multi-organizational Geospatial Data Sharing MOU since 1997 and
AGRC worked with the USGS and other data partners to extend the time period of this agreement
(Appendix D). AGRC has developed a data partnering/sharing agreement with local government and is
using it for parcel and PLSS monumentation data (Appendix E). It is expected that this model will be used
for address point and road centerline data beginning in Fall of 2011.

Feedback on Cooperative Agreements Program

AGRC greatly appreciates the support of the USGS to enhance our statewide geospatial transportation
resources. We feel that this grant funding has allowed us to take our road centerline and related datasets
to the next level of performance. While our road centerline dataset was perhaps already one of the better
public domain datasets available at the start of the grant period, refining our data model, our data
exchange process, our data capabilities for base map cartography (similar to the original goals of TNM),
and integrating DOT specific LRS route inventory and related functionality, has greatly improved the
dataset. Exposure and utilization of the dataset have been greatly enhanced as a result.

State GIS programs are excellent laboratories for experimentation and development of best and
suggested practices. However, until grant and other matching funds are developed and basic data
standards are developed and accepted, it's unlikely that the results achieved by individual states will be
efficiently woven into a common national data fabric.

Geographic data is most efficiently collected and maintained by empowering local-level efforts. AGRC
envisions, in the not-so-distant future, providing a map and web services platform to local Utah
governments to allow for distributed data maintenance on a shared web platform similar to other
initiatives such as Open Street Maps. Encouraging local authoritative data edits and stewardship together
with crowd-sourced edit suggestions seems like the best direction for transportation and other data
maintenance to take. The USGS seemed interested in exploring this approach with transportation data,
similar to what it has done with the National Hydrologic Dataset (NHD) and with its support for high-
resolution aerial imagery. AGRC suggests USGS further consider funding mapping strategies that fit
these models.
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Appendix A:

Proposed Utah Address Point Data Model 0.1

Geodatabase schema diagram
Proposed Utah Address Point Data Model v 0.1

Gaometry Poirf
Contains M values No

Address Point Table to store locations

Simple feature class

AddressPoints_Proposed Contains Z valugs No of known addressable features and
Allow Prec- common place points
Field name Data type nulls Requirement Level® Domain ision Scale Length
OBJECTID Object ID
SHAPE Geometry  Yes
IDENTIFIER String Yes 1 40 Unique identifier, Must be ungiue statewide, GUID recommended
ADDLABEL String Yes 1 100 Shortest concatenation of required address elements
ZIPS String Yes 1 5 First 5 digits of zip code
METAMETHOD String Yes 1 MetaMethodDomain 30 Metadata, Method and Accuracy
ADDNBR String Yes 2 10 House number portion of address
PRE_DIR String Yes 2 DirecticnalDomain 1 Prefix direction
STREETNAME String Yes 2 30 Street name
STREETTYPE String Yes 2 StreetTypeDomain 4 Street type (for non-numeric street names only)
SUF_DIR String Yes 2 DirecticnalDomain 1 Suffix direction (for numeric street names anly)
ADDTYPE String Yas 2 AddressType 1 Type of Address
INCORP_CITY String Yes 2 Incorporated CitiesDomain 30 Incorporated city name, where address is with incorporated city boundaries
UsSPS_CITY String Yes 2 30 US Postal Service preferred or allowable placename for address
METALPDATE String Yes 2 50 Last Updated
ADDSTATUS String Yas 3 1 Status of Address
ALIASNAME String Yes 3 30 Alias street name
ALIASTYPE String Yes 3 StreetTypeDomain 4 Alias street type (for non-numeric street names only)
ALIASSUFDIR String Yes 3 DirecticnalDomain 1 Alias suffix direction {for numeric street names only)

UNITMER String Yes 3 20 Unit, apartment, or suite sub-address number per USPS Standards
COMPLEXMNAME String Yes &) 50 Complex name or area name for apartments, business parks, etc
INFORMAL_CITY String Yes &) 30 Unincorporated placename, ex, Brighton, Emigration Cyn, Motom, Magna, Crescent Jot

ACGSNAME String Yes &) 50 Address Coordinate Grid System name ex. Salt Lake, Prove, Orem, Sanpete County
ZIP4 String Yes &) 4 Last 4 digits of zip code
LANDMARKNAME String Yes &) 50 Landmark or comman place name
LANDMARKTYPE String Yes 3 20 | Type of Landmark or common place
STRUCTTYPE String Yes 3 Needs Domain! 50 Type af Structure
USECLASS String Yes &) UseClassDomain 50 General property usage classification
METASRC String Yes &) 100 J Organization providing data and dataset specifics
NOTES String Yes 3 200 | Motes, Comments

* Requirement Level indicated level of participation in Address Point Data Gathering, Local government
can opt to maintain data at one of the following levels:
| = Basic, designed to meet most address point needs at a state, federal, or general public level

3 = Full, designed for full range of local government business needs

Geodatabase D:\2010Projects\Broadband\UtahAddressDataModel.gdb
Date generated Tuesday, April 20, 2010



Proposed Utah Address Point Data Model 0.1

Coded value domain
AddressType
Description
Field type String

Spiil policy Defoult vaiue
Merge policy Defsult value

Code
B

ocvm-co

Intersectian
Entrance
Parcal
Other

Coded value domain
CommonPlaceTypeDomain
Description

Field type String

Spiil palicy Default vaiue
Mergs palicy Defsult vaitre

(PARTIAL, NOT COMALETE)

Alrport Business
Park Park
Schaol Scaol
Coded value domain
DirectionalDomain
Dascription
Figld typs String
Spit policy Default vaie
Merge policy Defaull value
Codo Description
N Horth
s Sauth
E East
w Waest
Coded value damain
MetaMethodDomain
Description
Field lype  String
Spiit poiicy  Defauit valie
Mergs poiicy Defautt valss
FC Fleld Coliectad, GPS
PC Derivad From Parcel Centrold
(=] Crowd Sourced
BF Derived From Buliding Footprint
[ Derived From Geocoding & Known Address
o Other
MP Manual Placament Using Imagery

Coded value domain
StatusDomain
Description
Field typa String
Splt palicy Defaur vaiue
Werge policy Defaur vaiue
Code

o@mE D

Froposed
Aclive
Retired
Construction in Progress

Appendix A (continued)

Coded value domain
StreetTypeDomain
Description
Fieil type Sting
Split policy Default value
Merge policy Default value
ode
ALY Alley
AVE Avenue
aLvD Boulevand
CIR Circle
or Court
v Cova
DR Driva
EsT Estale
EsTS Estates
EXPY Expressway
FWY Freeway
HWY Highway
HOLW Hallow
Jer Junction
LN Lane
Loor Loap
PRWY Parkway
L Piace
PLZ Plaza
PT Paint
RAMP Ramp
RNCH Ranch
RO Road
RIE Route
RUN Run
R Fiow
sQ Squars
a1 Streat
TER Temace
TRL Trak
Wy way
HTS Heights
COR Comer
Coded value domain
UseClassDomain
Description
Field lypa  String
Spiit policy  Defaulf value
Merge palicy Dafault valuo
[ Description
APT Apartment
aus Business/Commarcial
CONDO Condominium
oX Duplex
PX Triplex or CtherPlex
=] Education
sH Senlor/Elderly Housing/ssisted Living
Gov Govemment
LAND ‘acantLinbuilt Lot
MED Wadical
MH Mabile Home
OTHER Other
REL Religious.
SF Single Family
TH Tawnhcme

Coded value domain
IncorporatedCitiesDomain
Description
Faeld type String
Spiit policy Defaul! value
Werge policy Default value

ode
Alpine Alping
Atta Al
Altamont Altamont
Allan Alton
Amalga Amalga
American Fark American Fork
Annabella Annabella
Antimany Antimony
Apple Valley Apple Valley
Aurora Aurora
Ballard Ballard
Bear River City Bear River City
Beaver Beaver
Bicknall Bicknell
Big Water Big Water
Blanding 8landing
Blutidale Sluffdale
Bouldar 8oulder
Bountiul Bountiful
Brian Head Brian Head
Brigham Clty Brigham Glty
Bryce Canyon Bryca Canyon
Cannonvile Cannonville
Castle Dale Castie Dale
Caslle Valley Castie Valley
Cedar Clty Cadar Cy
Cedar Fort Cadar Fort
Cedar Hils Cedsr Hils
Centerfieid Canterfiald
Centervile Centarvils
Cantral Valley Cantral Valley
Charlestan Charleston
Cirelevllle Circlaville
Clarkstan Clarkston
Clawsan Clawsan
Clearfield Clearfield
Cleveland Cleveland
Clinton Clinton
Coalville Caslvile
Corinne Carinne
Comish Comish
Cotnwond Heights. Cottonwoad Helghts
Daniel Oanis
Deha Dealta
Dewayville Deaweyville
Draper Draper
Duchesne Duchesne
Eagle Mountsin Eagle Mouniain
East Garbon East Carbon
Elk Ridge Elk Rigge
Elma Elma
Elsinore Elsinore
Elwood Elwoad
Emery Emary
Enoch Enoch
Enterprise Enterprise
Ephralm Ephiaim

Escalante Escalante




Appendix B:

Proposed Revised Utah Transportation Data Model 2.0

Geodatabase Schema Diagram:
Statewide Roads Data Model Standard (Proposed)

Simple feature class Geomeiry Folping Utah read centerline data is used for
: Contains M vakies Ao address location, cartography, and
Statewide Roads Standard for Utah (Proposed) Contains Z valies Mo routing. Data Is mntrlhgteg r:gularly
Allow Pri fram local, county, state, and tribal
Field name Data typa nulls Tiar Lavel Domain UL L qovernments and is aggragated and
QO8JECTID Oijact 1D improved by the AGRC.
SHAPE Gaomeatry Yas
s e 5
1 CARTOCODEDamain 3
1 50
1 1] o
1 [} o
1 [} ]
1 0 ]
1 DIRECTIONALDomain 1
1 30
| Swing Yes 1 STREETTYPEDamain 4
. Sting 1 DIRECTIONALDomain 1
| g 1 £
| Swng | Yes 1 STREETTYPEDomain 4
e i e
| SBiing Yas 1 STREETTYFEDomain 4
- 1 8
 sung 1 6
| Swing Yes 1 DIRECTIONALDomaln 1
. Sting 1 ADDRQUADDomain H
| swna Yes 1 £
. swng Yes 1 5
[skna i 5
| Sting  Yas 1 COFIPSDomain 5
| sting 1 ONEWAYDamain 1
| Shortimager  Yes 1 SPEEDDamain 0
| suing Ve 1
| g 2 CLASSDomain 3
1 10
1 11
1 3
1 0 o
1 ] o
1 1] ] A
1 1] o 3B
COLLDATE Date Yes 2 ] ] ] Feature Collection Date
ACCURACY String Yes 2 ACCURACYDamain 2 Accuracy Statement
SOURCE Etring Yas 2 30 Entity Source
MOTES String Yas 2 50 Motas
COUNIGUE String Yas 2 30 County Idantifisr
SURFTYFE String Yas 2 SURFTYPEDomain 30 Road Surface Type
SURFWIDTH Shortinteger  Yes 2 [} Road Surface Width
DSTREWIDTH Shor ieger Vs 2 1] Road Disturbance Width
LOCALFUNG String Yas 2 LOCALFUNCDomain 2 Lneal Function
MAINTJURIS String Yeas 2 MAINTIURISDomain 10 Maintenance Jursditcion
FED_RDID String Yas 2 30 Federal Road ID
ETATUS Siring Yes 2 STATUSDomain 1 Road Status
ACCESS Ering e 1 ACTESS Damain 15 Accass Reslrictions
USAGENOTES String as 2 100 Usage Notes
CGT_RTID Leong integer  Yes 1 [} UDCT Routa 1D
DOT_FUNC Etring Yeg 1 DOTFUNCDamaln 2 UDOT Function
DOT_COFUND String fas 1 COFIPSDomain 5 UDOT Funded Courty
LOCALID String Mo 2 as | Leeal Unique Identifier
SHAPE_Langth Dauble a5 [} 0

Tier Level 2: Local Agency Maintenance and Inventory
Updated: 6232011



Appendix B (continued):

Proposed Revised Utah Transportation Data Model 2.0
Tier Level 1: Coded Value Domains

Coded valua domain Coded value domain
CAR:OCFDDEDDI‘I'IB in DIRECTIONALDomain
eacription Diescriptian
Fu?ld type  Siring Fiald type Stang
Split policy  Dafauk value Split pobey Default value

I S lioge Dt

1 - Inbarstates

1
2 2 -US Highways, Separated
3 3-8 Hghways, Linsapanated
4 4 « Major Ssase Highways, Separatod
5 5 - Majer State Highways, Unseparated
[ 6 - Other State Highways (Institutianal)
T 7 - Rampa, Callecion
8 & - Major Local Roads, Paved
] 9 - Major Looal Roads, Mot Paved
10 40 - Other Fadaral Aid Eligible Local Roads
1 11 » Other Lacal, Neighbarbaod, Rural Roads Caded value domain
12 12 - Other ADDRQUADDomain
13 13 - Non-raed feature Descriptian
Fizld tyne String
Splitpoiy Defaulf vale
plerge poficy Defaolt value
T
Coded value domain NE D
SD'I;REIIETI'YPEDomam N HEaaa
scripticn
FleUE;'DB Siving B8 Eckibena
Spit policy Defaut valss i) ST

Menge policy Datault vale

Code
ALY
AVE
BLvo Coded value domain
= ONEWAYDomain
Dascripion
COR Fiod s String
cr Split policy Datautt vatie
o Marge policy - Dafaudt vabie
e iy
o Crive [} 0 - Two way
EsT Eslate 1 1 - One way - Direstion of Arc
ESTS Estates ! '
Expy Expressway 2 2 - Ore way - Oppasite Direction of Arc
FRK Fark
vy Freaway
HTS Heighis
e Higway
HL Hill
HOLW Halkw
T Junction
LN Lare
LooP Loog
PRWY Parkway
PASS Pass
PL Place
PLZ Plaza
PT ot
RAMP Ramp
RNCH Rench
RDG Ridge
RO Road
RTE Raute
ROW R
RUN Run
50 Square
8T Sureel
TER Terracn
TRL Trsil
LG Village
Way Way

Updated, &232017



Proposed Revised Utah Transportation Data Model 2.0

Appendix B (continued):

Tier Level 1: Coded Value Domains

Coded value domain
COFIPSDomain
Deseriplion
Fiekd typa Stiing
Spit policy Dafaul! value
Merge palicy Dafault valie

45047

48081
48053
48085
48057
16031

4015
SE04

{ptian
48001 - Baavar
45003 - Box Eer
43005 - Cache
43047 - Carbon
49008 - Daggest
48011 - Davis
49013 - Dushasns
45015 - Emary
49017 - Garliek
49019 - Grand
45021 - Iron
48027 - Jisab
449025 - Kane
49027 - Millaed
4024 - Margan
49031 - Plute
4303 - Rich
4902 - Salt Lake
43037 - San Juan
48099 - Sanpate
29041 - Savier
454043 - Sumimit
43045 - Tosels
45047 - Uintah
45048 - Utah
40081 - Wasaich
49053 - Washinglon
40055 - Wayme
49057 - Weber
16031 - Cassia
04015 - Mchave
56041 - Uirka

Codad value domain
SPEEDDomain
Description
Fiald lype  Shost intager
Spit policy  Defsull waive
Marge policy  Defsull vaive

25
an
kL
&
45
a0
a5
(0]
i3
il
TE
an

Updaled: 6232011



Appendix B (continued):

Proposed Revised Utah Transportation Data Model 2.0

Tier Level 2: Coded Value Domains

Coded value domain
MAINTJURIS Domain
Dascrips
Field type  Stang
Spiit palicy  Defawt vake
Merge palicy Defaul vale
Coslie

TRIBAL
USFEw
USFS

ription
BlA - Bureau of Indian Affiars
BLM - Buresu of Land Managamant
DMR - Departnant of Malural Rescurces
D0 - Departmant of Defensa
NPS - Naticnal Park Service
TRIBAL - Natiwe American Socwereign Mation
WSFW - United States Fish & Wikdlife Sarvice
USFE - Linibed S:ates Fores! Service

Codead valua domain
STATUSDomain
Diaeription
Fiald lype  String
Split policy  Defaul vaiue
Marge policy  Defaull value

F - Propossd

Coi
A A - Aolive
P
R R - Retirad

Coded value domain
ACCURACYDomain

Descrption

Fiekd typer  String

Spiit policy  Defaulf vaie
Menge policy  Defsull vaie

1 - BOGO cortimater sccuracy
2- GOGO, adjusied ta 1n

3 - GPS, mapging arade, sccur < 1.5 m
4 - GPS, na poet-process [address gracode
orojact)
% . Digitized, digital arthcpabata

& - Digitized, rectified asnal phote
¥ - Dugitized, dghal eithophoss, edjussed it
3 - Digitizad, aeral phots (amher)
2 - Digitwed, CAD drawing on vellum
10 - Digitized, scaked GAD drawing on paper
11 - Digitized, WSEE quadrangla map
12 - Dihar

13- Presisien informatien unavailable

Codad valua domain
LOCALFUNCDomain
Descripiion
Fiald lype  String
Splil policy  Defaull vaiue
Marge policy  Defaull value

3 - Local

4 - Raundabout
% - Resouwrce or special Lse
- Trall

[ T

Codad value domain
ACCESSDomain
Diescription
Field lype  String
Split policy  Darau value
Marpe policy _ Dafaul value

ol Dhérs e
A A - Authorized only
F F + 4WD andior high clearance may be raquired
G G - Gated
k-] & - Saasonal
T T - Tunnal
Coded value domain
SURFTYPEDamain
Descriptian
Field type String
Split polcy  Oefaull vaiue
Merge policy Defaulf vaie
Description
100 104 - PAVED:
200 0 - IMPROVED
300 30 - DIRT
999 998 - OTHER, UNDEFINED

Coded value domain
CLASSDomain

Descripton
Fiald type  Siring
Diefault value

ription
A - Federal ar State mainfaned
B - County maintairad
C - Cily mairtained
0 - County, Other
¥ - Privale or Restrictad

Coded value domain
DOTFUNCDomain
Descriptan
Finld type String
Split policy  DefaulT value
Merge policy Deful vaive

ription
1 1 - Interstabe

2 # - Exprassway

3 3 - Principal Arterial
4 4« Minor Arerial
5 5 - Major Collecior
L & = Minar Collecior
7 7 - Local

Updated, 6232011



Appendix C:

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

Highway Nams Full 5fraet Hame Sirest Nama Street Type Praflx @uad Praflx | Suff:
| Statowide:
AGRC [UTDM] (ALT MAME LABEL S _NANME 3 TYPE PRE DIR _|Q4AD PRE |SUF DIR
[Countles:
Baaver ALT_MAME LABEL S_NAME S_TYPE [PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
Box Elger (ALT _MAME LABEL S _MAME S _TYPE PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
Cache [strest Includes sufMx type pre dir
Carbon LAEEL S HANME S TYPE PRE DIR SUF DIR
| Dagnetd LABEL S MAME 5 TYPE PRE DIR |CUAD PRE |SUF DIR
Davls Ereet ful ipra, name, iyps or suf) 5 name (name + fpe of sul) sirest typ [predy dir post dir
Duchssns LABEL S _MAME S _TYPE PRE_DIR |QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
Emery LABEL S NANE 3 TYPE PRE_DIR SUF DIR
Garflald LABEL S HANE 5 TYPE PRE DIR |Q4AD PRE |SUF DIR
Grand S _MAME, RCOAD MWAME, STREETMAME |STREETTYPE |PREDIR
Iron LABEL, LABEL1 = MAME 5 TYPE PRE DiR SUF DIR
Juaby Sireat Nam Type Pre: Dir Sul Dir
Kang S HANME 5 TYPE PRE DIR
Millard S NAME (Includes suftx) TYPE PRE_DIR
Miongan S _HANE 5 TYPE PRE_DIR SUF_DIR, SUFDIR._311
Pluts = _MANME 3 _TYPE PRE_DIR |QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
Rich = NANME 3 TYPE PRE_DIR SUF _DIR
Salt Lake S HANE 5 E PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
San Jusn ALT NAME S NAME S E PRE DIR _|QUAD PRE [SUF DIR
Sanpete ALT MAME S MAME ] E PRE DIR _|QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
Sevier ALT HAME &= S TYPE PRE DIR  |QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
Summit MAME SUFF_TYPE |PRE_DIR SUFF_DIR
Tooals S _NAME [Incudes fype] MAME _ADD TYPE PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
Ulnitah LAEEL, street jpre, name, type, suf) |5 5 TYPE PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
Utsh STREET [name, typs, suf) [STREET_MAM STREET_TYP |PRE_DIR
WVECC [10 CRy 511) [ALT MANME LABEL = NAME E E PRE_DIR SUF_DIR
‘Wasatch HIGHWAY WU & onfy) S HAME 5 TYPE PRE DIR SUF_DiR
‘ivashingbon ALT NANME S HAME 5 E PRE DIR _|QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
WayTIE ALT MAME LABEL = NAME ] PRE DIR |QUAD PRE |SUF DIR
‘iWabar STREET_LAE [Tor Spliman?) STREET [Inchudes sufflx) g PREDIR SUFDIR
| Guad Sulflx Allas1 Allas] Type |Alkxad Allzxs? Type (Coondinate Streel [Full] |Coordinate Street Hame

Statewlde:

AGRC [UTDM) (QUAD SUF (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASZ ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS HAME

Countisa:

Baaver (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIAS2 ALIASZ TYP ACS_ALIAS A0S HAME

Gox Elder (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIAS2 ALIASZ TYP ACS_ALIAS A0S HAME

Cache allas (prefix, allas, sUh)

Carbon ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASS ALIAS2 TYP ACE ALIAS

Diagnett QUAD SUF  |ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASS ALIAS2 TYP ACE ALIAS ACE MAME

Davile allas [prefix. 3llas, L)

Duchesns [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASZ ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS MAME

Emary [ALIAST (ALIAST + TYPE) ALIASZ [ALIAS2 £ TYPE) ACS ALIAS

GarMeid [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASZ ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS MAME

Grand

Iron (ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASE ALIASE TYP ACS ALIAS

Juaby

Hang (QUAD SUF SPALLAS] (for Spllman?) SPALIAST (for Spillman) LOCATICN

Milkard

Morgan ARG ALAST TP FCE_ALIAS

Piluts [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIAS2 ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS HAME

Rich ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIAS2 ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS HAME

Salt Lake (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASZ ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS

San Juan [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASS ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS MAME

Sanpsts [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASE ALIASE TYP ACS ALIAS ACTS MAME

Savier [QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASE ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACS MAME

Summit (ALTHAME [Incudes typs)

Toosls [ALT_HAME (ncudes Hoe]

Uinitah (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIASZ ALIASZ TYP

Uitah ALT _MAME JALT TYPE |ALT MAME2 ALT TYPE2

WECT {10 CiRy 311) (ALIAST JALIAST TYP |ALIAS2 ALIASZ TYP ACS_ALIAS A0S STREET

Wasatch ACE STREET

‘Washinghan QUAD SUF  |ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASS ALIAS2 TYP ACE ALIAS ACE MAME

WWaYTE (QUAD SUF ALIAST JALIAS] TYP |ALIASS ALIASZ TYP ACS ALIAS ACTE WAME

Wabsar [ALIAS ACS ALIAS




Appendix C (continued):

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

Coordinats Straet Type [Left From Aodress [Left To Adgress  |Right From Address [Right To Address [Zip Code Left  |ip Cods Right

Statowbis:

AGRC (UTDM] ___[ACS_BuF, LF_ADD LT ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD ZP_LEFT @P_RaHT

Countias:

Beaver BCE_SUF LF_ADD LT ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD T _LEFT B8 REAT

Bow ElgeT ACS_SUF LF_ADD LT _ADD R_F_ADD RT_ADD ZP_LEFT @ _RaHT

Cache ] &l far Br

Carbon L F ADD LT ADD R F ADD R T ADD

Dagostt ACS SUF L F ADD LT ADD F F ADD R T ADD ZP LEFT @P RGHT

Davis it Som ieft i ad right fom ngnt b0 @ zio left zp rgnt

Duchgens BCE SOF BCE TP LT _ADD R_F_ADD R_T_A0D ZIF_LEFT @8 REAT

Emery LF_ADD L T_ADD R_1_ADD R_T_ADD ZP_LEFT @P_RGHT

Garfsid ACS_BUF LF_ADD LT _ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD ZP_LEFT @P_RGHT

Grand FRADDL TOADDL FRADDR. TOADDR

fron LF ADD LT AGD R F ADD R T A0 FF (EFT_LAF |98 AGAT mae

iy Lest From Lef To Fagnt_From Rignt To

Kana L F ADD L TO ADD R F ADD R T ADD

Wiliard L F_ADD LT ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD

Wiorgan LF_ADD LT ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD ZP_LEFT @F_maHT

Piuts ACE_BUF LF_ADD LT _ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD ZF_LEFT.ZIF |30 _RGHT, AP

ich BCE_SUF LF_ADD LT ADD R_F_ADD R_T_A00 ZF_LEFT TE8_REAT

Salt Laks LF_ADD L T_ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD ZP_LEFT @P_RGHT

San Juan ACS SUF LF ADD LT ADD R F ADD R T ADD ZP LEFT @F REHT

Sanpets ACS SUF L F ADD LT ADD R F ADD R T ADD ZIP LEFT EENEa

Savier ACS SUF L F ADD LT ADD R F ADD R T ADD ZIF LEFT EENZEa

Summi FROM_LEFT TG LEFT FROM_RIGHT TO_RIGHT Fal )

Toosle FPCODE

Tintan Tromien ToieR Tromngh Torght =p Faip

Utah L_ADD_FroM L ADD 10 R_ADD_Friohl R_ADD_TQ ZPL ZIF_LErT_[OPR, 210 RGHAT

VEGC (10 City 911] [ACS_GUFDIR LF_ADD LT _ADD R_F_ADD R_T_ADD Cae R_an

Wasatch ACE SUFDIR LF ADD LT ADD R _F ADD R T ADD

Washington ACS SUF L F ADD LT ADD F F ADD R T ADD ZP LEFT @P RGHT

Wayne ACS SUF L F ADD L T ADD R F ADD R T ADD ZIP LEFT @P REHT

Wabar [EFTFROM [EFTD RIGHTEROM RiEHTO [EFTZ0ME RIGHTZONE
Address Coord. System |City Canaus Featurs Cods |Speed Limit Ong Way Dirsction Date of Collaction Accuracy Statement

Statewlde:

AGRC [UTDM] ADDRESS SYS CITY CFCC SPD _LMT ONE_WaY S DATE S_ACCUR

Coumntias:

Beaver CFCG SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Box Ebder CFCG SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Cache

Caron CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

| Dagnett CITY CFCG, CFCC2 SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Davia moh

Duchessns CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Emary CITY CFCG SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Garfleld CITY CFCG SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Grand DATE_COL 5_DATE |5_ACCUR

Iron CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Jualy [GPS DATE

Kang

Mllkznd COMMUNITY , BOUNDARY

M CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Pluts GRID CITY CFCG SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Rich ADDRESS 5YS CITY CFCC SPD LMT & DATE 5 ACCUR

Salt Lake CITY CFCC SPD _LMT S DATE S_ACCUR

San Juan CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Sanpsts CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE S ACCUR

Savier GRID CITY CFCC SPD LMT S DATE

Surmnmit CITY [DATEADDED

Toosals & DATE 5 ACCUR

Ulntah CITY SPD LMT (GPS DATE 5 ACCUR

Utah TITY TFoC

WECC (10 Ciy 311) CFCC [SPEED _LIMIT |ONE_WaY S DATE S_ACCUR

‘Waaatch

Washington CITY CFCC SPD LMT OME WaY S DATE S ACCUR

Wayne CITY CFCC MT OME WaY S DATE S ACCUR

‘Wabar GRID CITY, CITY NAME CFCC Ll SDATE 5 ACCUR




Appendix C (continued):

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

[County FIPS Code | Enfity Sourcs |Hotes County Identifsr Road Classification  |Surfacs (-1 Surtace Typs (integer]
Statewiie:
AGRC [UTDM) S _FIPZ SOURCE NOTES D _UNICUE CLASS S _SURF2 5_SURF
Countiss:
Beaver S _FIPZ SOURCE NOTES D _UNICUE CLASS 5 _SURF2 5_SURF
Box Elder S _FIFS SOURCE NCTES O UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 5 _SURF
Cache paved
Carbon SOURCE NOTES 0 ROUTE, OO ROUTE D [CLASS S SURF2 5 SURF [doutia)
Dagoett S FIPS SOURCE NOTES, NOTES2 CO UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 S SURF
Davis |surtacs ty
Duchesne S _FIFS SOURCE NCTES O UNIGUE CLASS S _SURF2 5 _SURF
Emary S _FIFS SOURCE O UNIGUE CLASS S _SURF2 {unused) 5 _SURF
Garflald S _FIPS SOURCE NCOTES CO_UNIQUE CLASS S _SURF2 S _SURF
Grand [C0_FIPS, & FIPS D UNIQUEZ, 5 UNIQUE  [CLASS SURFMAME SURFACE, 5_SURF
bron S FIPS SOURCE HOTES CD UNICUE CLASS, CLASS B 5 SURFI ROAD TYPE |5 SURF
Jual COMMENT Surfacs Ty
Kang S FIPS NCTES O UNIGUE 5 SURF
[E
Morgan 5 _FIPS SOURCE NCOTES D _UNICUE CLASS S _SURF2 5_SURF
Plute 5 _FIPS SOURCE NCTES O UNIGUE CLASS S _SURF2 5 _SURF
Rich S _FIFS SOURCE NCTES O UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 5 _SURF
Salt Lake S _FIFS SOURCE NCTES CO UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 5 _SURF
San Juan S FIPS SOURCE NOTES G0 UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 S SURF
Sanpete = FIPS SOURCE HOTES CO UNICUE CLASS 5 SURF2 5 SURF
Savier = FIPS SOURCE NOTE CO UNICUE CLASS 5 SURF2 5 SURF
Summit
Toosls = _FIPS NCTE, =_UNKIUE CLASS 5_SURF
Uintah MNOTES Co_UNICUE 5_SURF
Utan = _FIPS, COUNTY CD_UNICUE CLASS SURFACE, 5_SURF
WECC {10 City 311) SOURCE COMMENTS & VECCCOM. [UNIGUE 1D [GLOSAL) 3 _SURF
‘Wasatch S FIPS
‘Washinghon S FIPS SOURCE NCTES SO UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 5 SURF
Wayme S FIPS SOURCE NCTES SO UNIGUE CLASS S SURF2 5 SURF
Wabar [COUNTY S _UNKILE 5 _SURF

Surtace Width | Disfurbance Width _|Jursdiction Jurisdiction Left | Juriadicton Right | Function Apency Function |Access Usape
| SLatowis:
AGRC [UTDIM) S SURPWIDT S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S _AGFUNC S ADCESS S USE
Countiss:
Bgaver S SURPWIDT S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S _AGFUNC S ADCESS S USE
Biox Ehder S SURPWIDT S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S _AGFUNC S ADCESS S USE
Cache [owmer
Carbon S SURPWIDT [S WICTH S JURIS S FUNC S AGFUNC S ACDCESS S USE
| Dannett S SURPWIDT [S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JRIS RGHT S FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Davis func fype [STREET CAT
Duchesng = _SURPWIDT [S5 WICTH 2 _JURIS JURES_LEFT JIRIS_RGHT S _FUNC = _AGFUNC 2 _ACCESS = USE
Emeary = _SURPWIDT [S5 WICTH 2 _JURIS JURES_LEFT JIRIS_RGHT S _FUNC = _AGFUNC 2 _ACCESS = USE
Garmsid = _SURPWIDT [S5 WICTH 2 _JURIS JURES_LEFT JIRIS_RGHT S _FUNC = _AGFUNC 2 _ACCESS = USE
Grand 3 _WIDTH JURISDICTN, 5_JURIS FUNC_CODE, 5_FUNC |5 AGFIUNC 2 _ACCESS = USE
lron S SURPWIDT [S5 WIDTH 5 JURIS JURES LEFT RIS RGHT S FLUNC = AGFLUING S ACCESS S USE
JusEl Jurtsdics
Kang
Milkand
[ S SURPWIDT S WICTH S _JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RIGHT S _FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Pluts S SURPWIDT S WICTH S _JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Rich S SURPWIDT S WICTH S _JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Salt Lake S SURPWIDT S WICTH S _JURIS JURES LEFT JURIS RGHT S _FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
San Juan S SURPWIDT [S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT RIS RGHT S FUNG S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Sanpete S SURPWIDT [S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JRIS RGHT S FUNC S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Savier S SURPWIDT [S WICTH S JURIS JURES LEFT JRIS RGHT S FUNC S AGFUNC S ACCESS S USE
Summit JURES
Toosls = _SURPWIDT [S5 WICTH 2 _JURIS S _FUNC = _AGFUNC 2 _ACCESS = USE
Uintah = _SURPWIDT [S5 WICTH
Utah
WVECC {10 Ciy 311) L_JURIS R_URIS 2 _ACCESS = USE
‘Wasatch S JURES = AGFLUING
‘Washinghon S SURPWIDT [5 WIDTH 5 JURIS JURES LEFT RIS RGHT S FUNC S AGFUING 5 ACCESS S USE
Wayme S SURPWIDT [5 WICTH 5 JURIS JURES LEFT RIS RGHT S FUNC S AGFUING 5 ACCESS S USE
‘Wabar S_WIDTH S _JURIS, JURISDICT] S _FUNG




Appendix C (continued):

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

Right of Way | Status Modify Date Modifed By UCOT Routs ID |UDOT Rowts Name |UDOT Routs Part
Statowios:
AGRC [UTDM] 5 ROW STATUS AGRC MDATE |JAGRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT RTMAME DT RTPART
Counties:
Baaver S ROW STATUS ACRC MDATE JAGRC SRC
Sox Elder 5 ROW STATUS AGRC MDATE |JAGRC SRC
Cache
Carbon S ROW S STATUS LAST EDIT |CHECKED BY
Dagnet 5 ROW STATUS, 5 STATUS |ModifiedOn EditetEy
Dawia
Duchssns 5 ROW STATUS LASTUFDATE, AGRC. MDATE |[EDITORMAME, AGRC SRC
Emary 5 _ROW S STATUS
Garaid S ROW STATUS ACRC MDATE [ACRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT RTMAME DOT RTPART
Grand ROW, 5 ROW |5 STATUS
Iron 5 ROW 5 STATUS ACRC MDATE [AGRC SRC
Juah
Hang AGRC MIDATE AGRC SRC
MIlkand
M 5 ROW 5 STATUS
Piluts 5 _ROW STATUS ACRC MDATE AGRC SRC
Rich S ROW STATUS ACRC MDATE [ACRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT RTMAME DOT RTPART
Salt Lake 5 ROW 5 STATUS LSO MOOIF
San Juan 5 ROW STATUS ACRC MDATE [AGRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT_RTMAME DOT _RTPART
Sanpete S ROW STATUS AERC MIDATE AGRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT RTHAME DoT RTPART
Saviiar 5 ROW STATUS AGRC SRC
Summit STATUS
Tioals 5 ROW 5 STATUS
Ulnitahi EDIT DATE EDITOR_HAM
Utahi
WECC (10 CRy 311) |S_ROW M DATE EDITOR
‘Wasatch STATUS M DATE
‘Washington S ROW STATUS AERC MIDATE JAGRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT RTHAME DoT RTPART
‘Wayns S ROW STATUS AGRC MIDATE JAGRC SRC DOT_RTID DOT _RTHMAME DCT RTPART
‘Wabar 5 ROW

UDGT From Milspost [UDOT To Milspost [Veriical Elevation | UDOT Funded County | Flag for Guastions |Flag for Changss

Statewite:
AGRC [UTOM] 0CT_F WP OOT_T_MB VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Countles:
Boaver QUES FLAG CRNG _FLAG
Box Ehder QUES_FLAG CHNG_FLAG
Cache
Carbon
Dagnet QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Davia
Duchesne QUES_FLAG CRNG_FLAG
Emary QUES FLAG CHNG _FLAG
Gamaid 00T _F_WP DaT_T_MB VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES _FLAG CHNG _FLAG
Grand
iron QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Mt
¥ane
Willlard
Wougan QUES FLAG CRNG FLAG
Fiuts QUES FLAG CRNG FLAG
RIch 0CT_F WP OOT_T_MB VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES FLAG CHNG _FLAG
Salt Laks QUES _FLAG CHNG _FLAG
§an Juan 00T F WP DOt T MB VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Sanpets DOT F_MP DOT T _MP VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Savier QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Surmmit
Tooale
Uintah
Utan
WEGG (10 Gliy 311]
Wagatch
Washington DOT F MP DOT T M VERTLEVEL DOT_FUND QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Wayne DOT F_MP DOT T _MP VERTLEVEL QUES FLAG CHNG FLAG
Wabar




Appendix C (continued):

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

OTHER

ES11 Flgids

E311 Flaida

ES11 Fledds

E311 Flsids

Stafpwis:

AGRC [UTDM)

Countiss:

Beaver

Box Elder

STREET

SIDE

FA_RIGHT

Cache

sname

Carbon

Dagoetd

Mapl abel

IEJ_:E
I

EESH

Davig

roule mum

fa_ewen

Duchssne

Emsry

OHV_DES

Garflaid

Grand

Iron

CIRCULATIO, ROAD PLAN

STREET

FA LEFT

FA RIGHT

Jusl

Kang

STREET (pre, name,

type, Eur)

Milkand

Morgan

Pluts

STREET

FA LEFT

F&_RIGHT

Rich

Salt Lake

R0 _CODE

San Juan

Sanpete

Savier

SL _ROODE

STREET

SIDE

FA LEFT

FA RIGHT

Surmmit

PRE TYPE {le. SR

Toosls

CONTRUCTIO, BC_SURF, BC_ELIG

NAME _FULL, Strest

SIDE

Famligt

Uinitah

sidie

Utah

CULDESAC, GUALITY, FAE_ROUTE, OFFCNTYRD, MAINT BY C

WEGC (10 Cliy 511)

VECCCOMMENTS

STREET

SIDE

‘Wasatch

ADD CHE

SIDE

Washington

TYPE

GED MAME

SIDE

El

FA RIGHT

Wayns

STREET

SIDE

EEd
|
|

Rl

FA_RINEHT

‘Wabar

STR_NAME, 5TR_TYPE, STR_DIR

i

i

RIGHT _ESM

E311 Fleids E511 Flelds E311 Filsids ES11 Flelds

ES11 Fisids

E511 Flelds

ES11 Flelgs

E511 Flaids

ES11 Flelds

| SEatwie

AGRE [UTOM]

[Countias:

Baaver

Box Ebmer

FZ_RIGHT LZ LEFT LZ_RIGHT

LA _RIGHT

LS _FONE

FS_FONE

L_CITYCD

Cachs

Carbon

Dagoett

Telco Eleico

Dieico

Dir

Lefirangs

Rlghiengs

Davlg

fz_even iz odd lz_ewen

@ odd

la_even

Duchissns

Emary

Garaid

Grand

Iron

FZ RIGHT LZ LEFT LZ RIGHT

LA RIGHT

LS FONE

FS FOMNE

LCITY¥CD, CITYL

TE ]

Kang

Millkand

Wlcrgan

Plute

FZ_RIGHT LZ LEFT LZ RIGHT

LA LEFT

LA RIGHT

LS ZONE

LCITYCD

Rich

Salt Lake

San Juan

Sanpste

Sawvier

FZ LEFT FZ FIGHT LZ LEFT LZ RIGHT

LA RIGHT

LS FONE

ES _ZONE

LCITYCD, LFIP

Summit

Tooals

& ke lfz_night _ieft [z_right

a_right

EsZone

LCiyCa

Uintah

& e [fz_nght 2 et [z_nignt

3_right

]

Utah

WELL [10 Clty 911]

FZ LEFT FZ_RIGHT LZ LEFT LZ_RIGHT

LA _RIGHT

LS _FONE

FS_FONE

L_CITYCD

Wasatch

L CITYCD

Washingbon

FZ LEFT FZ RIGHT LZ LEFT LZ RIGHT

LA RIGHT

LS ZOME

FS ZOME

WWaymne

FZ LEFT FZ RIGHT LZ RIGHT

LA RIGHT

LS ZOME

FS ZOME

citved

‘Wabar

LZ LEFT
LEFT JURI RIGHT _JURI SUFFIX 211 NAME 511




Appendix C (continued):

Mapping of County Road Data Models To UTDM

E311 Fisids

E311 Fleids

E311 Fileids:

E311 Flelds

RIGHT OF WAY Flelds

Siatewlde.

AGRC [UTDIM)

Coumtles:

Baaver

Box Ehder

R_CITYCD

EXCLUDE

CLAIM

Cache

Carbon

sevaral misc flsids

Diagnedt

AG CLAIM, CLAIM

Dawils

Duchesne

Emary

Garfaid

Grand

CLAIM

Iron

RCITYCD, CITYR

EXCLUDE

30dress EROEs

Juab

Kang

2ddress r@nges, FULL STREE[SPALIASS, SPALLAGY

Mllkard

ESZ

OE

Mogan

SUFDIR_%11, PRE_TYPE

Pluts

RCITYCD

Rich

Salt Lake

San Juan

Sanpste

Savier

RCTYCD, RFIP

EXCLUDE

address r@anoes, DRWY

Summit

Tooale

RCHyCd

Exciude, PopExclude

address @nges

CLAIM

Ulintah

Aoty

exciude

2 allas fizkds, LOCATION

Utah

R_CITYCD

EXCLUCE

‘i agatcd

VECC (10 Ciy 317]
n

R CIMYCD

‘ivashington

EXCLUDE

OTHER, STREET, AP CITY

Wayns

EXCLUDE

30ONEEE IBNGEs

GPALIASS, SPALLAGY

‘ivabar

RIGHT OF WAY Flelds

RIGHT OF WAY Flalds

RIGHT OF WAY Flalds

RIGHT OF WAY Flebds

RIGHT OF WAY Flelds

RIGHT OF WAY Flelds

| Siatowide:

AGRC [UTDM]

[Counties:

Baaver

Box Elder

ROUTE_NAME

ROW_CAT

AGECNY RD

MOTESZ

Cache

Carbon

RD ALIASH, RD ALIAGD

Daggett

ROUTE NAME

ROW CAT

AGENCY RD

MOTESZ2

Davis

Duchesns

Emary

Garflaid

Grand

ROUTE_NAME

ROW_CATEGOD

AGENCY RD

ron

Juab

Kang

Mllland

Morgan

Pluts

Rich

Galt Lake

San Juan

Sanpete

Savier

Summit

Toosls

ROW_CATEGD

MAINTENALC

RoadiD

Ulntah

Utah

VECC (10 Clty 911]
Wasatch

‘Washinghon

Wayne

‘iabar

ROW_WIDTH

RIGHT OF WAY Flelds




Appendix D:

Utah Data Sharing Memorandum



Appendix E:

Local Data Sharing Agreement Example



