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el ool e o o (See Study Area Communities Map for more detail) PLATE 1
alls are near-vertical, rapid movements of masses of materials, such as

rocks or boulders. The rock debris sometimes accumulates as talus at the
base of a cliff.

This map is an inventory of existing landslides in the study area. The landslide inventory is one of the Types of Landslide Movement:
essential data layers used to delineate regional landslide susceptibility. This landslide inventory is not
regulatory, and we may make revisions to the inventory of this area when new information regarding
landslides is found or when new landslides occur. Therefore, it is possible that landslides within the
mapped area were not identified on this map or occurred after the map was prepared.
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Source Data: Projection:
Oregon Lidar Consortium, 2008-2009 and 2013-2015, 3-foot bare earth lidar digital elevation model Oregon Statewide Lambert Conformal Conic, Unit: International Feet. SCALE 1:122.000
for Coburg (44123-B1), Creswell (43123-H1), Crow (43123-H3), Eugene East (44123-A1), Eugene West Horizontal Datum: NAD 1983 HARN. UTM Coordinates: Zone 10N, NADS83. - ' ’
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Esri® ArcMap® 10.6 g 0 25 5 10
Water features are from the USGS National Hydrography Dataset (2015). Highways and signed routes APPROXIMATE MEAN ! I I 1 Kilometers
are from the Oregon Department of Transportation (2013). Additional physical and cultural locations Cartography:

are from the Geographic Names Information System (GNIS), U.S. Geological Survey (2013). Eugene Jon J. Franczyk
and Springfield community boundaries and building footprints are from Lane Council of Governments
(2017).




