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Effects of recent fires on burn probability and fire intensity:
2015 Canyon Creek Fire
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Question 16 Background
Information

TR
Thank you to Sam, Tim, Jenna, Adam and

Derek for all their help getting this
together.



Increasing

average
& only
Number
of
students

/

0 % E D C B A 100%

Grade



Burn probability

Assumed damage to homes

25%

0-2 feet

Generalized Susceptibility

100%
85%
70%
55%
40% I
2-4feet 4 -6 feet 6 -8 feet 8-12feet >12 feet

Wildfire intensity (flame length)

https://wildfirerisk.org

Classification

x K

T T T
000013369  0.008623018 0.017112345 0.025601672  0.034091

Snap breaks to data values

Classification Classification Statistics
Method: | Natural Breaks (Jenks) o Count: 6106872
Classes: Minimum: 0.00013369
) Maximum: 0.034081
D2 B Sum: 19,828.63187
Exdusion ... Sampling ... Mean: 0.003246938
Standard Deviation: 0.00302714
Coumns:  [100 3]  [Jshowstd.cev.  [JshowMean
1000000 EE 3 2 et hd
§ & B 2 0.002272733
§ § 2 =) 0.005347608
sooooo+ %) %) ¢ 0009759384
0.034091
500000
400000
200000
" ]

Expected Net Value Change Expected Net Value Change

Jenks Natural Breaks

N risk I Low risk
= [IModerate risk

[High risk 0 175 35 7 10.5
[ Extreme risk -———




2022 Assessment of

a structure wildfire risk / 2022 Assessment Thresholds
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Number of homes
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Additional risk taken on by citizens with loss of potential
mitigation resources.
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THE END
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2.4 km of a 5 km? area
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\ ]
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Bar-Massada, A., Stewart, S.I., Hammer, R.B., Mockrin, M.H., and Radeloff, V.C. (2013). “Using structure locations as a basis for mapping the wildland urban interface,” Journal

of Environmental Management, 128.






Additional risk taken on by population with

loss of potential resources.
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Additional risk taken on by population with

loss of potential resources.
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Number of homes

2022 Assessment

Future assessment
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