‘ROUND-UP READY’ FLOOD RISK

Agrichemical Exposure Risk Assessment along the Front Range, CO
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CROPSCAPE- Cropland Data Layer

The Cropland Data Layer, available on the National Ag-
ricultural Statistics Survey (NASS) Web Based platform
CropScape, uses remote sensing to identify crops and spe-
cific land cover classifications. USDA’s NASS uses satellite
imagery of the coterminous United States during the grow-

WELD

USGS National Elevation Dataset o

The National Elevation Dataset (NED) is collabora-
tive effort by the U.S. Geological Survey, State and local
partners to collect accurate topographic information for
the U.S. Data are used for a variety of purposes, includ-
ing recreation, analysis and emergency response. NED

The U.S. Census is collected by the United States Cen-
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