>,
'~

r= |

Profile Baseline

Floodplain Workmap

/| FEMA Effective Flood Zones

|:] Detailed study area

[ER————

Political Boundary

Ch e/és

Ry

a0
[} \\"\
6 \
- \
e A1 il s Wt TS Map 1 of 32 N Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
15»:&14”‘:1% 16[17|18 |19 - A |:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
| 211 22| 23 I'z}‘ms 2| /7 p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
ECHTYORSCOTTS VALLEYS Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow Notes: . .
2r) 25 20 | 30 | 312" 1 0 250 500 1,009 - NSO 2 Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 Statemiane Calforia | Fee
N I S 2 E— — Fcct [ ] Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 2. Horizontal dature NAD
W CITY:OF SANTA CRUZ . :
Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
SANTA CRUZ SANTA )
COUNTY CRUZ
COUNTY
SANTA CRUZ
- OLD X COUNTY
—/_/ \@S C:REEK ) -/’ \\
pd - ™~ !
7 o \
\ >
\ 2 \ \
2 .
\ S
. \ g
\-\~ (//l//‘/ 2‘90‘ \ §
3y, 0 2 Eﬂ\
Ry, (=2 N = -
\?é:i ) 7@ vy /
N \0 Q z e
- 5 :
\ ‘% \);P@ E ’ /
T %, ~F / /
>, /
\~\/—--’ \@Qy \& / )
SANTA A o N
CRUZ . g™
™~ @06/
COUNTY . L < Pyﬂ '
\ q o
S &
\ O
m 4
\g
\S
s K
~ =
:
G &I Sw’/
) |))
: I A=
2 -
K=}
o //
5 %
§ /
£
a /
/ Whitehouse Rd




TLETET ™ Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones ~~.__ Profile Baseline
\":I— ;1 ,\ . _r== .
:S,J“ &’ o 10l 11|12 S N IZ] Detailed study area '~ | Political Boundary
W 8T e o .. . . I
e —satverbzeoNTY o Map 2 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
13[4 ]t5 | 16 |17 | 18| 10 0 - A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
2| 21| 22 23 I‘g}‘ﬂs 26| /7 - Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
: ECITY{OE.SCOTTS VALLEY: . . . Notes:
;\71 2812930 31:%33’3 p 7/3 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path’ pOtentlaI breakout flow 1.0Ir$13agery: National Agriculture Imagery Progra}m (NAIP)
N ] I — — Fcet [ Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 2. Horizontal daturn: NAD 1983 StatePlane Calffornia | Feet
CITY ,OF SANTA CRUZ

Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.

SANTA / /
CRUZ \ SANTA ;
COUNTY \ CRUZ /
W COUNTY

SANTA CRUZ /
, COUNTY

—
-—"\__’/
Ry
%
<4
\

—

A _LS ([HWVNN n
/_-\}p(g
\0@&

\»,P
Z,
\

Whltehouse Ry \
/ —/
— i
—
/,/Vg’
S
—
/
%
\%

NG “%%A \ \ \
\\_4’@4 0y _ e, \
_ ~% \ |
N\ i \ ; \
\& N \ | |
Z SANTA CRUZ ‘ .
2 . e COUNTY
L \&% \ \ / -
\. ‘)% & %{\ \ \, ;
UNN4 M, (37 N \
£D 7, £2 ;
-_\_REA M Y .
~ \ ; \ ; /




‘} '—'“L'l“ b - 74 .
LEG Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones ~~.__ Profile Baseline
ez ) B B Y [ Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
v = I;J . R . . . . P
\3’: é'n i ;;mzmz-mumy \M\ Map 3 of 32 N Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
L op 2 ‘\‘\ . . .
13714 5[ 16 [ 17| 18| 10 | - A |:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
ool 21122123 "%}‘rzs 2 L”N? - Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
LLCITY, OF.S 'JIO\T-”I'“S VALLEY: ; ; ; Notes:
Y, ol bt {3 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow 1_°|r$fagery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
2728129 (%2 & T — ot [ Building Footprints (2016, estimated 2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet
\"._ CITY/OF ‘STAI\?F{:‘CRUZ ] uilding Footprints ( , estimated) 3. Vertical Datum: NAVD88
S tano Fire Trl Butang - Many areas within the study limits are subject to
. @«k — Ching Gra > Fire T some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
< de Ry B ! represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
oo utano Fire Tri . . . .
Ky Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
)

flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
o risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
5 and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
g used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
= / exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
9
/ 'o
v/ 2 /
s&' 2
AN‘G)D ” ?_“- a4
/ = \ Q /
o
(1]
= I
\ z J
\ Q
SANTA CRUZ ' /
COUNTY \ ' 7
<> ‘ / /
& \O/l» ' '

-~

\

E\

/
—
Dy,

\ V
TREA
\‘ / oANAMED ==
7/ \
< .
& \
@ 7 \ \
> / ) No
Q§I \ \ e Try
, / \_\- '
/ ~\'?O@ '
’ &,
/ Lp \
< \, %@ 1
/ / & }
/ ) \‘\ \
& T
Co X0 \~
& '?\9 SANTA \ \
v CRUZ . B
COUNTY ‘:3: %
>3]
'\?-;
h
a
=
~ o
\ =
: B, %
/ > \ - ® %
0&:“% \ / %
& \

Gazos Creek Tr
N Escape Ty|

— < Creek Rd
i MS CREEK/ Gazo
——— - —— Gazos Creek

’ é X%
C. 2,
/ 'GG eo's \’5'\'0
’ é %
e«‘\ / '?O'
)
@

\G
g\éé /

X CREEK




=

Tw
oo

=7

- <+ ANTA"CRUZ COUNTY )\

13514145 | 16 | 17| 18| 19 P

AT
=]
1=
=
o

"o

T -

Z‘o* 21|22 23| 24}25| 26|,/ |

W
27 28|29 | 30| 31, 32{

LCITY{ORSCQTTS VALLEYS
3 ; >

e
!

I
)

Map 4 of 32

N

A

250 500

Floodplain Workmap

1,000

/| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “~.__ Profile Baseline

[_] Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area T

|:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow

Notes:

1. Imagery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet

= % N N cct idi ; : :
_ CITY OF SARYA CRUZ ee I:I Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 3. Vertical Datum: NAVDSS
Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
¢ / / Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
/ / ’ flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
. / risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows [ -
/ , and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
STREAM_/———"'/ / used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
UN _AMED = D exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
— @V’ !
; &@/ /
/ |
O
4 v /
Q 4 @ 4
/ / 4
N
/ ; $
9
; &
/ S
/ - 4
/ <
’ /,/
‘ey ’ / W
WS" | ' s s/
8 \ / N 3
0$§/f i y Gﬁﬁ,B [g
—/ / () / / 1 S
- { [Is~S \‘C
7 2 =
. =) ; g
/ S/ \2 /
S J \2 ,
. s, = /
/ K ‘ / /
/ Ry & \ /
/ S /
% ,
S
/ Q/ /
— | SANTA CRUZ
UNNAMED STREAM — ‘ @/
/,/_'/ N | COUNTY é{;q
- S
/, \ 4 %Y’@/I
\ / S
\‘ State Rte 236 /
\s\ //
.\~\
Big Basijn Hwy \\
NESCape s
Tr[ \
o & Q//‘ ' \ .
= N S
&2 g ] SANTA CRUZ ,
é/ L COUNTY \_ﬁ
4 $ ! %
g \w |
Q} ’ \%
IN__/ | X
) / ¢ \
L | k |
@
% ] ! \ §
. kr !
! ! Q
[ / \ -/
$
| i
LQ \ Q 0
<H ! .
=
5/ / N J/
ﬁl H \\ ,
&
J / , N\ /
A 1 / A ’
\ / / ob/}'e G\\ /
. - / \
» Lodge Rd ;b:) / /' Y
1 bl
| g ' \
= \
: S M.
\ REA \\ \
AMED ST—/ \
A Y /_</¢ 1
e L \
\ , ‘%{/‘/4 \ \\
\ NELZT) :
\ / TR, \ ‘
\ / \ ® \ \
\/°6Q’ \ \
£ / e
/ < -
o ) ’
§ Pz, / \\\
z NG ' “,
Cﬁ \~€7@ / /obe




iz A
]

e ] T
54 Q.—'Jg 10] 11 | 12 .
— = ANTA"CRUZ COUNTY N
1445 | 16 | 17 [ 18 | 19 |0

T ’
2| 21| 22| 23 2at25|26| /7]

\ R
2r] 28| 29| 30 | 3132

!

ZCITYOESCOTTS VALLEYY
3 ; >

I
)

e

Floodplain Workmap
N

Map 5 of 32 [

0 250 500 1,000

/| FEMA Effective Flood Zones

|:] Detailed study area
Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area

|:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)

Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow

7 ™ Profile Baseline

=1 Political Boundary

[ER————

Notes:

1. Imagery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet

st O Q) — —— ot [ ] Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 2 Horizontal datum: NAD |
\O/I/A
a_,n'fr‘zca Many areas within the study limits are subject to
& some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning tr
@ Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris \
(//\//‘,4 / = REAM - flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped W
\{Tkgﬁb % /UNNAI_VIED U= o risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows R
2 — 4 and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
4 T %, .
. e / “% used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
\ % , v exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
" o © /
\ 6’4 ‘ o,
\ /‘ Y 9
% / N
o / r/
N N\ﬂ‘ ' '
osV . / /
Y ' g
ﬂ@P’ / S
0 4 * 0/‘/ # /\o
/V«i/)[ (1
NQ«YT / S ;
~ 4)84/1{ - LU’
g /’ \"./ % /
\ \~\ }l
\Oﬁ/ \.\.
\ \%% . /
AN
\ "%@ T /
\\\ 1 /—
\ \. g
\~
1 \~ /l
S~ :E‘:
/ <
/ / ®
| &S \
/ ‘5&% /
‘% ] @@Q, /
5 / @V /
3 4 = /
3 3
g ’ ‘2 No
S / c AN
< — /
b/ \\ [
'~ 0 .
! $)
< 4 \ 97, /
\ Q/& S 6\‘7@
i % \"\_ d
‘ / %, —
\ - % N
— -
., ~ o /
%, ¢ -
\ % \ 437/;@@ — \ UNNAMED STREAM ___—-——""__
4 —_—
\ \
| \ N Ceaa
2 : Q
3 AN , §
2 8 kS &
S S \2 2 4‘-‘? . o
n:\ o = = ] & ) »
© = N s s e = 5 Qq" L L =
£ = = 5 = § & 3
s 3 S & 3
Sl &, > "hin, g o & (Gt \2 Redwood p
" H " ® 3 3 B = > Q <
N O < NN Q,
% (7] & ) O¢ %
) @ / \"‘bo (9
Sy e & &
Q’QQ < Z $ &
<
\~ Q@\o %3 059 \‘ ef \ %
NG RS > SANTA CRUZ \ s
™~ COUNTY L ®
~ o, \
\\ B — /’lgo«s’i j
~, 'b* ’/ S— ‘\?@4/11 J
N \Q‘S MED STREAM — \ '
o UNNA
'?"’ qj\‘y \—"\-——/’/ \
£ ‘ — QQQP
) &\ o /
/ gﬁ%‘y
AN 2 )
. > 3
X 1 ﬂAM .
\ 39 \ N
$ ’
\ % \ \ ,/
\ 0( (0} \ \Y
N\, oo Wl Ridge Rd \ !
\ > \
n 1
\‘ doda Rd \‘ \
\d \ \ \
o>
: \ \ | )
% \ AN
w [
N s \ \ (Y 9
> ~ \
3 5
1 @Q Y A 5 9 . G-\)‘\gg
N i \ \\ 8 ) W
2
s, \. I % 1 § R %
\N % ) ( 6
N 2 /-/ \ %‘
\ I g 4 . g 9‘
\ \ SN
S , \ 5 |
Y 7]
\\@V/lf \ g i ,/ \ = (
Yy, 2 / N/ . \
2y, \ 3 R N
~ *é» N ‘{] 1 s 4 ——
e N 0/
k N ﬁbﬂ\ .
\ § Oﬁ/ \\
\ /' —_‘______/— i} .
\\ /, lj
\ring p / K
[ 5 yd ‘
\Creek Dr § N‘ ’ \
™ 6A¢ RN
A s
\ Fern Dr N‘@X)’S"‘/
Yoo \ /Oﬂ = Wy, ~
< R Lu/
% VT "
s’
\¢ Q
& NK
A < ; >
O* 7 Q R \
%, \ 6’% N ¢ Ping < \
(3 NS My Cr, S
7 @ &L s. o, Ve est p @
& Q& Iz, 7, r < N
%/9 / S T QN 42:1 ) 02 Ber . Z
% R \ £ 2% oo :




LEEEE Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “._ Profile Baseline
iz = ’ - = N
,;,i- B 2 \’\\ N IZ] Detailed study area |~ | Political Boundary
i 1 6t P Map 6 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
1555;;{;}, 16]|17] 18|19 b - A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
;\Q 21| 22] 23 I%‘W? 2 L/’Nj ’ Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
ZCITYOESCOTTS VALLEY: . . . .
;# ool 3133_53,, 5 {3 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow ?‘_ﬂ‘;igery: National Agrculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
N _ | [’_:,‘} A Cy T s oot I:I Building Footprints (2016, estimated) g \I;lggé(;TtS;?:;lfrE:Ar\\l/%%QQM StatePlane California | Feet
, CITY ,OF SANTA CRUZ \ / T
N < \
4 ey /
S, @‘2 — Many areas within the study limits are subject to
N ‘%% T——__SANTA CRUZ \ some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
= ’ \COUNTY represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
@. — Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
\ \Q:/ \ i flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
§ \!//1//,/ ! - — risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
9 \1470 / \ and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
. OJ} ! "~ used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
/ \%4,,? / exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.

~~ O
| N,
N \OJ,}

Kings Creek Tt \

Skyview Rqg

S, 4 \~
nther Ridge Rd \\ (l
§
Q)
/ 5 '
) 9
p sTREAS————— g /
UNNyM—/ oy
\ ‘\_-———\_\~ .
A \ , Nf/kﬁf@
raki Ry / Ka 5 /_/"—\~
\% ' % — ~
/\~ X ¢ @ .
, ., / .
/ \Z, [
— N o
Z %, & &
® 35 / \\ .\QQ
S, S
@ 4"94.. \‘ !
N * /
S, v -
d —
S
%’ b 4
§/& /
y /
/'/ ' SANTA CRUZ /
COUNTY
\ / o/
\ ’ %
&
\ / K /
> &
‘ Y <
\ & N
A Y @ ‘
o/
. % 1
\ g /
\1‘\6 \ I/ /
<e \
Ramona Dr \ / !
\ $
. Logan CreekRd $§‘<§/
LOGAN CREEK — - /
\ o _ "
2 e
%
=%
T \
8
: \
6 A Y
0\"”\& \
Greenvale Ry \
, \
9’ \
(] -
:’2 \ /-/
A: .
© \ _/
N, T 7;' V
/ 2 ®Sse) A, \ 3“&)’
N
P
\ -
of (y \ )
e\ S \ D STREAM™
2 NN e Two
Shlloh c I\ /’/ \.\ Baer




- B\ Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones ~.__ Profile Baseline
C Y | I H 1T L
1|12 ”\\ N Detailed study are.a _ _ _ [__J Political Boundary
ANRCRUZEOUNTY N Map 7 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
17[18] 19 - A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
93 '-%‘ 25|26 /7 p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
ZCITY OF.’S COTTS VALLES/?) . . . N .
;\ﬁ 22|20 | 20 3133_&5,,, 1 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow 1_°|‘r‘§;gery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
N e P 3 | N HPRR : H 2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet
L e e Feet [ ] Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane Calffornia | Fee
(o]}
d Womans Creek Rd 5 / /
ad 5 / Many areas within the study limits are subject to
—_— ) ) e Canyon L some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
/’/— T “whitehoUS®=—.__ Biry I represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
- ‘%00& ‘ Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
‘\‘?QPL% / flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
=L _— risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
\\~ / and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
o /_/' used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
\ Whitehoiise Rd exactly match the risk zones produced in this study. %o
. &
\\\\ W&
\ 69 S«Fy \
—
\'\WhitehOu \Bﬁﬁ I}N‘/ \
-\.se_(;reekR _-/
T
(14
2
£
)
BEA — ]
AMED =
Q)Q e :1/‘/0
§§§7// \\j@@b
L& L%,
DY / Cex
/ \. \
AN \
/ I/ \
/, / SANTA CRUZ

e
2,
<
COUNTY &3
/ =

1

W
=
=

=

(¢)
3 ‘
3
g AN \3

; g
x

¢V / =

@V

AY
~

\ M g %/’?@
/ | (%%% &DS}Y&'/ %@%
N, -\-
\ / N\ 5
\‘: / \\‘\/k@?@o
V2, g -
e D X,
E 0 \ |
% & N\
\?A S : /
‘\ /'/ / No, O\
y / \ Y,
/ / N
: , ‘ —1\%
/ SANTA CRUZ 4 \ \‘%
| COUNTY - " ‘
/ - N & ‘
/ rd \ % \
/ 30 i \® \
/ @&& } \% ‘ — -
& \e. ' \ ' —
/ & 8 / \ /',/
/ \% g N
| & N
= ,
Q
/ SANTA CRUZ \ Ve
/ COUNTY \

SANTA CRUZ
/ COUNTY

. / - ~\_ o
UNNAMED STREAV —
- L .

\_\/
]




,/'
_/

Crp e

Yo
~I

,

N

N,

Toriid >~

//
PEELY

SANTA CRUZ
COUNTY

1

1

AN‘ — T
RE N
\y(w ) R \
o2 SANTA
CRUZ
COUNTY
3|
LQ 1
-/
“
g.
Y
5
N

) 4

H.

e

CR[_:’EI(

—_—

ENR

-— e

-_— -

SANTA CRUZ
COUNTY |
/i

I~
7
/§°.
[«}]

£
,\
(.@

(7))

)

;
[
&

(]
[

(]

il

Tra

Rq

—/

-
12 i as|e B \,\ Floodplain Workmap Eigﬁ‘elzﬁ:tczve Flood Zones ’\_r\_{ Profile Baseline
S e REane L y N udy area | | "~ | Political Boundary
) ANEACRVZEOUNTY N ap 8 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
131845 | 16 [ 17] 18] 0 p ™ A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)

Z‘o 21| 22|23 |_%R’5 ) '8 Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
Holalo|sfif < P T B g Footrits (2016, sty Vi et et v rogam ()
‘\ : R R ATAT v \ — 9 P : 3. Vertical Datum: NAVD88
—— N\ / % //
\ %,/ X
\ e,

/

Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones

represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
S 5 flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
=% risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
{E‘.'é and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
e used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
\@‘;{ exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
t‘; | /’/ \\\
\ —/—
/ ~
1 _/— \
| -
/—/
[ '/—
"/
\0/‘/
4%
4/176‘0&]
ey,
- . /
—_— \J
S
§?5W//@f !
cé( @/
% ]
IEER) / ]
2 B ) § / inn Hammond R
SR/
|™ @“ - <O
- <
N
Q{b
Ve amEn STRES S
yANAME

=

2,

<

SANTA CRUZ \
COUNTY

/ Mt Shelby Rd
o T
~ ) - - —~—& NCE CREER _/
\\ T~ _/__/

\EY N o"o
\% ) 5
Z 2 g
3
. SANTA ¢
CRUZ *¢=
COUNTY
N, /




oo Profile Baseline

R

Ny \'\\ Floodp'ain Workmap | FEMA Effective Flood Zones
i N [_] Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
COUNTY e N Map 9 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area T
19 = A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
25| 26 77 - Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
ol 30' ““;‘E;’;%?,‘%TTSVAL”?YB 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow ?‘_ﬂ‘;zgery: National Agrculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
\‘. | [’_:,‘} A Cy T s oot I:I Building Footprints (2016, estimated) g \I;lggé(;TtS;?:;lfrE:Ar\\l/%%QQM StatePlane California | Feet
" CITY ,OF SANTA CRUZ -
CBEE»K/ \ X, %%
Ly Ly ® %
}E_ ‘%X ) % | Many areas within the study limits are subject to
= some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning ‘
! Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
2. flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped /
% risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows | /
0‘8- and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
?9; used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
A exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
> N
P T
SANTA CRUZ 604\ %b
COUNTY S & N
- % /
\% e 3
\ \ O /
N, % . HWY ’
\ e State Rte 236 Big Basin /
< | \
—_—_— ‘\
e, . pL0oOMS GREEE-— —
~, @7 -
X /7
G _
\-
\ ya— —
\ Qg-lo —/ \
6%% — / ‘
R /_/
{3
Oobq. (
- ——
Q@&& \‘\
& "%@ )
D ) <
~, 6’0
| ‘ , ) e,
/ \ ~ S % |
d -
D \-\3‘“‘“0“ N / / . ;\
@Y’ 4 \—\'\““ . / \ ~
\{ T / - Sl
‘J; Last Chance-11o___ . &
9 >
@ ! | \ a UNNAMED
Ay s 2 ‘S ' STREAM
Q%/ é)‘)l E k X - B
/ R = \ <
N el N % H
S/ \::
S 3
N
’ S I
5/ ¥ ( ~
T [ N | L‘
\S ¢/ N9 \ \
2 f,/«i Y I
E ’/ %
S . \%lf
) / . i
- \
N / A \
|3~ AN L
\ /'/’ \\ \
\-/’ \ A
K ~
@ /
E
S ;
2 . SANTA /
p g CRUZ |
&, COUNTY /
7
E 7}'/ //
N
z,,/ \4/4/
&/ AN
S 2,
'3 \d},
& &,
N %
/ \
\ ~
/ ;)
oy
§ =z
S \©
&l W
§ S
O \
Mt Shelby Rq S %
- SANTA CRUZ / \
—_—
/'/ ~_ COUNTY / \
%, ; \
c‘&6 \
RO |
¥ ,
I;S‘ ,/ /
y—
_/——’ ’
—/ /
| —
q
) /
SANTA CRUZ /
COUNTY ;
/ —
Q
1 S
@
. 0/1//,, k §\
\{Wé) “%é
—_ od‘ o O
’/_ \{4’& e(\o\
— % oo \
/— N ‘\




Vi

/| FEMA Effective Flood Zones

~~ Profile Baseline

&\ Floodplain Workmap
t N [ Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
 COUNTY \“\\ Map 10 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area T
19 ™ A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
25| 26 L”N? p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
'“‘;‘E;’;%?S"SVALLETYB 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow ?‘_ﬁ‘;zgery: National Agricuture Imagery Program (NAIP)
N | [,'I:} o s N e oot I:I Building Footprints (2016, estimated) g Ug;i:g?t;;?:rtrﬁrﬁﬁ\h\llpﬁ%g983 StatePlane California | Feet
D CITY ,OF SANTA CRUZ
Lodge Rd Tongue Trl
Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
o and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
47& used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
196, exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
"%@ N Ty
o ~,
\\ /—-——\UN {V@ STREAM ) ) ]
SANTA CRUZ \ / )
/ | 1
o
~ c
\~ / g
\\ ) Sﬂm/ o
£ £
oA 5
s

®
ke
8
Q,
g%

\- C) ’
\-
—\ v |
0 % L J ’7*
\)0 tt/a 5 \@
$/ as,'n R . Q?@
N , aq =
N, — T
7 0&’ —
1 4 N (?
/ / Ty, s«w& N
i s N
y ’ d View Dr )\
4 POI’\ -
/ -

TREAM
oS J -

¥, / _— *SQ%T_TC\REE_K
% ‘ / ] \\

b RN

/ / N\ B
| ( \ FN yd o
i ‘ . - \ % “\~ y $‘?& -
. 2z, ‘ ‘ a —_ . -
> T~
~Y,,

COUNTY

SANTA CRUZ ) & / / w©
[ / N ' /

/ \ g
/ S
<
8 o
§
]

Empire Grade Rd

£
/
<

RE4Y,

D STR

-

-{
Boy,
_/‘E%
(e
N\
2.
)

- UNN.Ay,



I . . _
LT Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “._ Profile Baseline
s 5 N i = "
‘L;,i_ JEJ_J; =0 o L N [ Detailed study area '~ | Political Boundary
W 8T e o .. . . I
\ S ANERCRUZEOUNTY e Map 11 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
1314 A5 | 16 [ 17 [ 18] 10 ] ™ || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
E‘o* 21| 22] 23 '-%‘ﬂ? 2 /’Nj [ Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
ZCITYOESCOTTS VALLEY: H H H Notes:
;y ool 31:%_:;,,7 7’3 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow 1_°|r$fagery: National Agriculture magery Program (NAIP)
X \" | [’_:,‘} A bw T s oot I:I Building Footprints (2016, estimated) g \I;lg;;(;?;ﬁ:ﬁfﬂ:ﬁ[\\l/%%éQ% StatePlane California | Feet
. CITY OF SANTA CRUZ K
\‘ / 3 \‘ \ < Ping Q
! - ~— O, L Cresy N
O 2. % Dr Ste > &
» o e 2, wq & Q
< é’ £ \ 7, % Tt Sy >
8 2 ——- % o
'~, 2N EAM
\ %& s - \_UNNAMED S_TR/' . % = U, &
. @, Q o - - ~ ® % a Ne
\ cé Y , — ’bé// % x
- g ( N 9\9 d}' 2
@ ) £ o
) & v s &
\ G .
‘,‘\NO od \'\\\ \& 06" ég’ g N Cre %Y’ §Q@
e % £ = \ Rtk N
6".) 9 § 3 ) reelrb Way
i e . : /
. \ %, < £ S~ 3 N—
— % = - d
o D .
\ o?% 2 wiaer™y S~ / wore®
~, 0 LY ﬂ %
% NV{V«@{ 3 (% ?2‘
4,
%é’ \O‘J}’P@ \ il vous® - g
[] \
% Xy .

Wlldberry Dr
S \ % L QOQ'*
) &

o Cami &
(7] Mino
\ G}é’ O,‘ 7 Verde Dr 0‘:@,} Cam Verde

' 3
-
Branson Ranch R \k %“
(=3
STREAM _ L
W‘Q’—/ ~— Many areas within the study limits are subject to
/' \ some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
/’ \ represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning

\ Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
\ flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows

and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions

! used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
/ exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.

o
haparra IRy

pd \eued\’-“o

s
\ Nottingha™ . 2
W\ Way ]
‘7’& P‘\\"\\e S / < ®
G Everest pr ; 02 W =
o e 52 & Q 4 S
9\ 2, © s@g‘ S % [*)
L, z \) N % %
\Z < . Friart \) ™ A )
® ucks Ln A o %,
& o N < 2 (4
= & m Qﬁ ) 42
o, 9 2 g 2 2
\ ‘ﬁ : c 2 . -
< oy = o /
\“@ Qe o o /
° @ & @ «‘J/ Oakwood Dr
E <2 ) S
< - ‘\g v
\ Dr '(//// OQ‘\ \J W ,he
S Yerby 76'00 A\ 0/
[ f

o
W =
Pond Vi \ ! %oy 3
ooy Bloom Grade Rd / Ry %;‘
08 oé ~
'\ 0( (&) 1 Q‘0
\ “-\\\0“ ,f / d
W P
ol )
o

~ #g
\(?F —— Double Bogey Dr ) :
) i Hilton e
\_J /l/ o
\Q:#&é \ Dr —/\fkid?;;’$d
e \\-—_* (‘5' \‘;‘P]@@
1 Qé 4@
o N,
\ e? ~Bangry_
\ SANTA CRUZ
\ . C;% COUNTY
= @ %
(=) ® 2
\% % *
-

@
. 2 >
\ ,/ / \ ' % 4%6 Tradewinds D \

. . X .
\_/ . ED — \ \
oMy AMAM 2 : . o Spring
, STRE—"\T \ ok Ra
/ oNvavgn) KLO ~ < ‘%
STREAN o % 2 y,
/ & %, z L epPring
: X T % kg
MEP \ Ooo = \

&y
6,77 e
Rog, - \ 5 E
| Yoy £ %
s~ S 9
’ ,’6 \ nd
/ % ‘ S gurnside >
o

Reservoir Rd

- zf_—\' q, Q.
/ » Mahogany \'_J \ loO' 9 - '3(9‘;
ﬂ\i“ Way Oodeqd Way 5’/»

N &
s 9
6 Ao - $b0 '% \\ *Q
& Wy Y 2 % D e
Q
: & Y 3 % ™~ 2
9\ 2 -/_-\ - <‘9
‘ 2 % %
3 - ot ©%
\ﬂ% L \0 N~ (3
! \4“ \ - o° P?l

Acorn Dr

/ : W
3 & o
‘ @eged Hillside R / \ p o
(% / ﬁ\ Way ! c)‘:o
% & ' / ¢
(]

o

2

%

o)

%

¢
Clover Dr
Leay,

WOOd Dy
¢

%

(-2
\%




S
u V .
1] b, afs|o = \\\,\ FIoodealn Workmap v FEMTA Effective Flood Zones /\\_{ Profile Baseline
55 % 1 o[l " N [ Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
W 8l & \ W . . . I
| 41— ANTTCRVZEOUNTY N Map 12 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
13 1415 | 16| 17| 18| 19 |0 - A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
| 211 22| 23 "g}‘ﬂs 26| /7 p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
RONYORSEOTTs VALLEYS Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow Notes: . .
o o ) b S PN R e Fotorints (3016, oot ¢ e Nt oo oo ()
¥ o acruz | ee I:I Bu'ldm/g_ Footprints (2016, estimated) \3. Vertical Datum: NAVD88
%« /—/ -\-
5 )= - Many areas within the study limits are subject to
) ; . .
£ (w . some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
g \Z represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Q S Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
&02'@ k) I flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
N \ S risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
\\/ = and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
; used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
/ exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
Either )
Way /
Norich Rd !
\)Q I/
G’a‘(v\o(\o / /
«
\a%‘ ! 4 % ’
= / ;5’
S . N/
' 2 y N
/ | \\ §
1 \ g' Q
. S >
o - 3 <. N %
& Mitchell Dr i & N
N < % ?
: & A,
§ 0 &, % SR 0
I3 % . %
1 E V?\%
<\_’———- — \ /
) & / ) /
/ g '
T
s . J /
= 3 .
S \ % e ,
o (9
2 o2 ( /
& ( ’
%J -\ 0
~W,
. $l /’ N‘{i/h@O
: > . \«V?)p
= Azalea Cjr > é: S 04/11
© ) & \% ) / \
.g / Qo * \
) 2 + L .
3 %< & . ‘ \
& ”4\ <
S L N & > /
W e > 1 /
ld, S o & “Oo -
e Tep 17 5. 5 —~ / Y
2 Q [D i \-—/' /,
[ &
= 2
/ S ] %‘ $°Q7
’p ’ % / 2 « 4
. S (< s
/Lo/. % ’ 2 = ’/
g 2N\ E / E g
H x ' £ ' &
4 ; 5 £ G —_
2 o % / @ o € N Il
O D o, g K S m
> < ) T 2
‘ % Q o Cag, S $/
G § o, b @‘Oj
~— N éef\ // 3 24 S &
, &~ 8§ 5 ¢ v/
(@) Ao S < Q
22 |9 \ Q& R
s ;5 [=3 4@ “\e‘? @6 .\b &
% g AN > sur® e < /
%, - P \J ZA
% 9 £ ol br - ) /
=3 S Blue Ridge Rd S /
e ¢ ’ & 9
T S‘u / S 5 Q')Qo H
o o = R Wcon
s B > - v . .
2 9 & 8 K Bar King Rd
e s 2 Iy %o 5 . / 06
o £ o %, > & . 9 Ry
— ){%7@ () $¢ g QO «O\o
% ° 5 g SANTA CRUZ % 5
> ) S Q 3 ’ Y,
/_éﬁ R 5 ) > @ & COUNTY Y W, fe g'
e 1 o? £ <> o NS & ‘Ry &
\ S ¢ “?’-- g e\o 506“\ ) g QA Q}o chk K7
0, z g ¥ $ . short S % Wicket Rd ®Rd oy,
\\; ‘3% %_ %- o&'b S Sequoia Dr st 5-;7 (— .Wiakert o " R
| 3 % 600 it pve % ) \({NNAMED STR Icke"t Rq Doeg Ry
Qo % Ps \. __/—
) > PO
g, 3 ¢ '
o
o3 4,
L = (o) c'
;g :f:’ / é , / p”ee McPheeters Cir Blumert .
n? © / Asbury Ln 9/;3.0/ Dr %
i l/ e/lllbe -é-
Spring Creek Rd e / S o, @
 SPRING I @*b & %A i 73 2 [
— xS, % e “ 53 \ >
o - g, & 2 O/O,\ -n ° (-3
4 \ 4 % - S ) /
£ . > 0 < - /
3 ® 2 Z
2 o Vas 4 © ;
'g 1 l’e
5 ’ o ) /
> -
\ 009\ // ‘ \|
N\ ¢ / 1
[ i L
W Q ) Q N \
Brimblecom % 2 / &g Oeo @ ,/ \
Rd z 2 & & »
o F Q
g o <
% ( Q Q% g\
2 S ‘ P @@/ ' N
z _Jono way % ita Rd é@' \"/V/Vx’/’@ S
1 %/ S Juanita c/ \~0*%P Qo
\‘; . “u, 9 J
Uy, - =
\% ‘75 % v Of NAA[_%EA M \E !
2 SR S S|
UNNAMED STREAM E g 2 e N =, ~)
/___—\__/ - \ = % .{(b» S \ 4/176"
- & . D
/ QA c \)'b 6/ . Ji
\\ 2 5 b ooé ' \ \ 4’6‘4/11
Y 22 A Highrise Dr \ ~—- \
\ 2 Prise \ ™\
’ o/. N,
. o
\ 1/ % \ \\ / OrranCe R o‘\g‘
\ >
\ / Circle 06’" -\“Rd f Q
‘ W “ o Mourt? 5 3
\ y . vov g
\ Crestd or \\ O,.lb‘9 ; Qo
% ED N
“ © \ @o /UNNANIIAM
\ @0(\6 . , STIU—E/—
\\ ¢ \~ //_- \\l ‘\
\ R4 -
C/ \ ] \ %%6
%v 3 / \c: ?*o
. §o © % R
a ° Z 23 e \ =
) - 2 A, 2, % 2
g £ Brookdale St ® “n, Z - 2
[ ;r "'96; =3 § . 2
§\° 'd(/; ‘té OLQA 3 \C ?n
s pinecrest Dr 2 /o & =\ >
' 2 = o % 4 @ e
o =™ ® <. S = '
O [ > o N 3 =
& % = T = 3 s
2 ' @o S E) 3 E - 5
o o S = (@] <] '
X \’\;\(\éa - .\q’ g ‘é‘ % OO
¥ e’b'e . - N_a\ea\'“ @ \ S “6 E;E \ .
fy N \\ . 2 Short st - . \
B Yo ) < A, 3 a
oc, T & n ol
Loy, s S e S 2 et
\CREg # =g g C & <@
. La I S Bear Creek Rd @2




/| FEMA Effective Flood Zones

Floodplain Workmap
|:] Detailed study area

7 Profile Baseline
=1 Political Boundary

[ER————

Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area

Map 13 of 32

|:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)

Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)

CQTTS VALLEYS Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow

[ ] Building Footprints (2016, estimated)

I cet

TC S \y =%
CITY OF SANTA CRUZ

Notes:

1. Imagery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet
3. Vertical Datum: NAVD88

Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
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flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
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flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
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Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.

a9
W od"ec’\‘e‘R
o
4
s%
7
% 2
d o
RA9 «% o@o
° %
e
>
o
%
<2




) '—'“L'l“ b - 74 .
LT Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “._ Profile Baseline
e 5 ’ - = "
;,i. JEJ_J- ;_ ol 1 [ 12 \’\\ N IZ] Detailed study area | . Political Boundary
W 8T e o .. . . I
N S ANTRERVZCOUNTY e Map 30 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
135 1445 [ 16 | 17 |18 | 19 ) = A |:| Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
ool 21122123 "%}‘rzs 2 L”N? p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
: 2 CITYJOE.SCOTTS VALLEY . . . Notes:
o u:;);zj,QT {3 0 250 500 1.000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow 1_°|‘r$fagery: National Agicuure magery Program (NA)
b e e, — S— ot [T Building Footprints (2016, estimated) 2 ool e, 00 Siatelane Calfona P
Many areas within the study limits are subject to
some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris |
Charles Dr ﬂows. Debris flows may occur outside the mgpped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
by and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
S used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
o ’ : S
& exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
K / 5
R ,
° )
Pineridge Rd 3 { o
2 ol M
2 s \ g &
(@) % (] A% ——
o -~ X -
-3 Q ] &
£ " < \ v I
= - \\\
‘94’ (S .
o)Q % \ Bonnywood Way
O P \
S ) ] .
$ z
(OQ &@’* 1
& >
$ Q 1 IC\
S 2.
) 2
S > !
/ \ %
Q ‘ o 8
= . % / (& N
9 <% g \ % S
(<)} 6 ’ ~ i~ g
g %a < \ N Q
g / v & O/l//l/ .\s)
a 4/176‘0 Q,/'
c H \ S
= / e,
‘g“ 1

Bacy Rancp, Ra

SANTA CRUZ
COUNTY

|
(

MAJORS CREEK

pa M
San Lorenzo Ave

-

/
\.
\.
\.

o’

REAM
UNNAMED_ST/’/

e —" ‘\_____

/—/ BALDWIN CREEK




I . 74 .
LT Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “._ Profile Baseline
e c { : -
‘L;’i. Tl L N [ Detailed study area \~ | Political Boundary
A werbreony e Map 31 of 32 Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
1314 |5 | 16 | 17 [ 18] 19 - A || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
| 211 22| 23 "g}‘ﬂs 2| /7 p Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
LCITY, OF.SCIO\T-”I'“S VALLEY-~ H H H Notes:
;y 120 201 3% 7 {3 0 250 500 1,000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow 1_°|r$fagery: National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
T+ e &y HPAH H H 2. Horizontal datum: NAD 1983 StatePI California | Feet
et — . Feet E Bundlng'Footprlnts (2016, estimated) 2 Vgrrtﬁ?sat:m@b-m atePlane California | Fee
S B ) -
/ ’/ \* g § / Adafve 8 ey —— .. .
- \ e / = Many areas within the study limits are subject to
M / \ g y_— ] some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
N Aw_l&——-7’ \ / —— represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
» ! . ; =z . Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
v Y*@/ N~ BULL_CREEK_/ \\_ i / "g: E', flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
ofﬁ’, “ ® 2 risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
%& 2 & S and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
43 3 used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
%§ g £ exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
g . |
T
/ ol'Chard Rd E %
/, g .g’ Mende" Ln - - N
- \‘xzﬁ © & / \ N Big Trees Park Rd
N2 ! Oak Ave 72!
& / %
N <
< =
Lost Acre of Skyli swo° e %‘% %
\ ~—. 5 yline Dr e ; P e % 2 SANTA
v Qy, T . CRUZ
1, SN Shing, % . S % Mea 2 COUNTY
~, % ~ (Y@ n 2 , & < d = N Bi Trees Park Rd
d}% ____/ g
) 637 h (\"-\Na\J / :
% AN e 23 9 \
\ - > ) \
~ \\ \ _/—’\ ‘»g‘ e a \
\N ___>7 _/ . - oa“of (<2 2%‘ 2 6} .
\_/_ \ —/ & f‘; ?2 Q{Q b -
~B EK - Psle " ,?,8 / \ S
I'Ookside E MILL CRE ,/ ‘6“10 » /_01 ~
- i 7 3 &
o 3 _} £, > e
IS o‘\a 0\. 2 - (o4 H”ﬂ/ 00\ 6
P; o 20 M s0° ya 9 ot >
ine p ﬁ [ W a‘y\e‘ er° e ;“/ 2 ;
(7] (e} S, LS
® z 2 ( e 2
0}@ B R 2 pNe ' & Way ™ & N
7, w3 A &‘6‘\ &
% % P 2 “‘b“ - N °
seto & Q < P [% A
N " N S \ ° &efb
e‘ieo‘ o ' / QP %’ RO v
% o @ S YA i :
O,>q> » 00\ /’ / Q?& <
N % deWay , & 3
. %5 san Lorenzo AVe groo®tr 1 @ S
v —— //— '\o““ az:’
\\ f‘ GOLD —Gﬂ‘C—II_’ -\"_/ LaUr\_/\~\/’ $\\ ! § Q
\ —— - v—-\/ eIA Km
e g E
\ —/ a .g
- 2 )
\ Urong =
\ ) Creek Rd Rq VZC ‘@6
(/] 1 RC) reWN
\ /_/\_ pool Rd = f % o < q\g“
S
~UNNAMED STREAM . k3 &
— N — " <a $ Forn Ave —\ :
— 9 > ke, 3 M wet &
%, & St S TREA Vel B gew
;5 'b* MED S # SE’ V\e'
g & gNNA % ‘ cir
Rej S'eepy Quar $§% T N~ L& 2 7))
(90 HO"OW Ln rde 3 (Q o Q Glengar R ﬁ&:‘_
&0 . 641, ! Qoq? S
<° / 8 o §
N ; %\ 23
S <L
; S / o
SANTA CRUZ Q { o
COUNTY / S o §
/ N Wb O T
% \l\e (\\o )
Dr / < 7 ' & R
gyweste' 3 / /
es\e‘% Altamont Dr é{" ) ,
u 4 /
£, ) ;
2) éoz’ / /
| I
i ! e
©
/ / E &
] "N, (7 [ (g’ Qb
o [R5
o Q0 <
, / §\\ 2 £7 Gg
s 9
,/ “ / Scenic Dr
Ny
/ v
’ ©
14
]
=
(7]
/ g
/, =
f,AN‘ ’ \
W "R
~. Oy— .
~—_ ) \ S, SANTA CRUZ
IS pd \ % COUNTY
\\ / ’ \ o
\\~ %
\\ §
\ S |
-
% |
7 S
% S
% :|
< S
\%\7 !
\% /
~, . @
o
\ . . Q\‘OQ\
\\ </ o
\ [ 3
(2]
\\ .tg /—/
1 QQ -
<
| g/
\ (o (
\% \ \
> 1)
=
7} J v 6‘(‘\
O '(\Q
/ % ! \E e‘\%?‘\
= = oft
[
1 \LD
, \ i &
" / s
\ :, K
© S
§q 1 \ g @ Kamaur Ln Llama Ranch Ln Y
~ 3 ‘ < & e
I~ <o .
\ a 1 kl @e
) S ‘ 3 E way
\\ E’ / \ h § '%. ol refugio /
A i o)
\ Z' t / -
= [ S n 1
= S) » © o
= \ N . o 5
\ 2 pd < ( ' %
\ 2 0 L’J % Rd %‘
% M ~ /V/V “ \ =z ‘e‘a\‘
= REV 1, = \ . CX F“e\a
= ' ST 2, & Z 2 \\
= MED >~ s, S 2% - 3
) | N, \ \ 32
SANTACRUZ | _— ~ \ %‘% ) a8
COUNTY v \ d




l} 'T-L::‘ \V\ - V H
LT Floodplain Workmap /| FEMA Effective Flood Zones “._ Profile Baseline
e ol Y [ Detailed study area "~ | Political Boundary
i "‘-JI -1 ™~ -
i 1 o T Map 32 of 32 N Study and Model limits, outside of detailed study area
1%&14”‘:5‘% 16| 17| 18 19|0 = || Primary debris flow path (model predicted)
4 |_-|_l P . . .
E‘o* 21| 22| 23| 3} s [ 26 L}, 7 [ Inundation area (water, mud, and/or debris) (model predicted)
: f myo;_eschTSVALuig: 0 250 500 1000 Uncertain debris flow path, potential breakout flow ?“’I‘;Saigery_ National Agriculture Imagery Program (NAIP)
y 29| 30|31 | , - \magery: _ M (R
2% ?\8 ?X a Q’L N e oot Buildin Footprints 201 6, estimated 2. Horllzontal datu.m. NAD 1983 StatePlane California | Feet
< /1 g 3. Vertical Datum: NAVD88
W CITY:OF SANTA CRUZ Rd Wy - -
A h \,e iage
o, Mg Uckeyg 89
2% N Ry 9 | Many areas within the study limits are subject to
S, Sy, Locke »| some degree of debris flow risk. The risk zones
"o;,, ""bi, o Way { represent areas affected by the CZU Lightning
£ e OZ»" = Complex Fire with the greatest potential for debris
“’LQ S flows. Debris flows may occur outside the mapped
risk zones. Due to the complex nature of debris flows
4 and the uncertainty in the data and assumptions
B used, actual areas of future debris flows may not
:.{7? exactly match the risk zones produced in this study.
A/ YV BT
60’%‘ C0kwooq Dr
0y 4, UNNAMED
&% <°°4 & STREAM
- -
rl"OWhead OQ' Q‘bo X o \_\~
a % S = So,;
s 4 < o S @ Loy Tin
Q “ S < - <3 hoe 9
- 7 S @ o ° > SO
= Z < < g o \ +
® o £ = 8 Azalea T
o S 7, o
S 2¢ o
IS ” =
&
S
o ) 2 (o ’
<. % %O & 6:90 %Of
© & ) o &y,
A o %, < 20
2 S > 2 & S ”
% 6 ' O ()
< 2 () $ of
0 &P Q\O © Q ot
2 (e ¢ W
* & F <t
Q&
% -o%‘ i
A ct % & ) & 8
Fo= ¢ & & ® D K 187
2 ol % % =, é‘(‘\ s
\\ A \/° 90 24 a < o
. O/V/V%l/l[ Y O/O,. 85 6@9\@
\ SANTA CRUZ JZIP\@}/;D e, C @ o RO
COUNTY NARE Case <
\ \\_\f@‘—y - ta Way z\,(\ @
\. % e"o(\ Y "E3 &?e -
N . e s So, s Q % > e q
) \ ' 53 ‘ 3 : g
\\~ ‘ ﬂ«p SE s é,’,
3 S - G
&y \Sﬁ q\e’ / Can £
\ 5 sy €pa Dr
\ e ! /.
X ) 8 \/
< & KA ‘% ] 3
\a Q o - > ?
$ o%o \\ %/,@ § %:-_
§ /ad \N o 1 a
%, ) (W)Y T — . - - /- N ¢ =
O,-%/; &&0 A "04)0 ’ — T \—_-—\\ %éo <2.0'5{. &
66& \ / \\ % bO‘
% o\ \ ‘ \ K /S °
¢ ® . N
4 \ E/ T &
c})\ ? X EI Z’k \\ﬁgxa‘
\ S g@ S .a(‘lso
X 9 o e
\ 5 - I
b' [N % ('] o~
EJ: > 13 o &
Qs
\ / Ki
‘ , / hgs C::myon Ct
/j / CITY OF
. \ ; / SCOTTS
L ~_ / VALLEY
o '\___ . /
&g / T _/
o Y 9]
[+ -
& \. % \
E =
\ ,% = i >
2, (3 z
@, =
1 ~, ¢ . w3
% N E
< 2 \‘é
1 \N _g \g
= o
\ H \
O
\ ~
8 S %,
.
\ > <
j o N
> L.
/ ’ o KOS
U S~
' SANTA CRUZ ‘S 5 N\
\ COUNTY % o, %@
~ g %, o,
Q % N
. 2 =
i/~ ~\__/ ‘
' \ Rincon Ct (o
I'ess
o,
' 1/ ’\~\ 1
/ ) \ z
i o
\ S,
| 2 ]
/ ! \ \ = Geneva ct =
N 12
o
( \ \ e
I : \ = Meyer Dr
=
\ 2
‘ \ T 5 Hillsdale Ave
\ 1 F‘x o
2 2
Y . \ [ x
» ) = 5
%. 2 =
) fQﬁ ) \ 2 G/bo
A \ %
2. %
\ 3 \ \ %,
\\%‘ ) .\ \ ‘ 1) TreetOP Dr Q
5§ / ‘ \ / o
N . =
\ 1 \ \ ’ §
-/ ~ \ :
S~ \ ' \ / =
‘\ ) \ / Nepenthe Dr
~, - g b
\—/ \ ’/ QQ-
~\. ’ 6
\~ ,/ éb
gprite ¢y \ / S p; Pieq
gcottis - \ (o) e,
Ave 2 ) /’ L
(<)
\o“‘°“0‘ & ! ‘
wind s LS 24 é& L _:/e / /
c,tese < ?'g? , ’ '%
N woigt s’/ / 2§ -
e(\oo 5 “‘0 TQmp\a‘ e ’ oods % =, %
v =y \g Y ! W n o o (e}
3 Q& Wa cove o e 3
& e % 2 3z E
e z ’ % o ) = T
t Ly %; o / Qé &‘0 \ 53
% % 2 S S 2 ,z}°$§ \
0. S0 P ~ 4
6}. A % ° Z ) '0? S
% > °% | < el D
A, (% () CoW
Y. Theg saint August! -
® al 4 ren ,~\A’___\ Q . /
-\Q% %o" \\?& @P&K ,
4 g
CITY OF Keystone way 4, A S, =Y o8
SANTA %, * 2 N4 Vgl
~. 9. % ? ° S ﬂ‘y
Brea ¢ S, CRUZ by % Q =Y A
akR “n 4 i / ™ $$ 3
%, ¢ ey e AR\
eﬂ/’ ‘,;(;’ c’Q( / g
3 A 5 % e
w2
l = 2 pl/e/ % 3 (‘\e‘(\Q
R 9
& 8, % P
= S, R °?
e 4"? 1 4
=9 (% \




	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_1
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_2
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_3
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_4
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_5
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_6
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_7
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_8
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_9
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_10
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_11
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_12
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_13
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_14
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_15
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_16
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_17
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_18
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_19
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_20
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_21
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_22
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_23
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_24
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_25
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_26
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_27
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_28
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_29
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_30
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_31
	Workmaps_SantaCruz_Tuesday092121_32



