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The Mendocino triple junction, where the overlapping and

interfingering southern Cascadia and northern San Andreas
plate boundaries exist, is a complicated tectonic region
where oblique convergence and dextral shear interact in in-
teresting ways. Northwest-striking, southwest-vergent thrust
faults represent anelastic deformation related to Cascadia
convergence and east-stepping Pacific-North America dextral
shear generates strike-slip faults that either terminate in up-
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§ . , . e Terraces in the central Van Duzen River mapped by Sylvia Nicovich (for their Mas-
ter’s Thesis at Humboldt State University, Dept. of Geology) are plotted in orange.
These are being remapped (some already have).
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Terrace Tread COrrEIaﬁOn: Eel River Terrace relative elevations are plotted vs. river meter for three regions:
Left: Scotia Reach

Center: Shively Reach
Right: Redway/Garberville and Benbow Reaches
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Relative elevations are based on zonal statistics calculated for each polygon using the
REM as a base. This plot includes the minimum elevation from the zonal statistics analy-
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Mendocino triple junction Map. Fault déta from USGS .
Quaternary Active Fault and Fold Database (2019). Faults Colors represent the terrace number assigned per reach. Terrace numbers are based on

BRF, Bear River; BSF, Bartlett Springs; BM/BLF, Bald Mountain/Big Lagoon; CSZ e the flights within each reach. It is clear that some terraces have incorrect T-#s.

Cascadia subduction zone; ER, Eaton Roughs; FeF, Ferndale; FrF, Freshwater;
GkF Garlock; GvF, Garberville; KRF, King Range; LM/GF, Lost Man/Garlock; LSF,

Little Salmon; MCF, Mendocino Canyon; MaF Maacama; MeF Mendocino; . .
MRFZ’ Mad River; PF’ Petrolia; PSG F’ Point St. George, RF’ Russ in red; TBF’ 17,000 18,000 19,000 20,000 21,000 22,000 23,000 24,000 25,000 26,000 27,000 28,000 29,000 30,000 31,000 32,000 33,000 34,000 35,000 48,000 50,000 106,000 108,000 110,000 112,000 114,000 116,000 118,000 120,000 122,000 124,000 126,000 128,000 pOIntS represent the mean rlver meter for eaCh terrace pOIygon'
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River meter is also calculated using zonal statistics and the river meter raster. These

Table Bluff; TF, Trinidad; YF, Yager. Arrows designate direction of fault motion.




