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APPENDIX A
VISUAL ACCESSIBILITY
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Figure 1: Teller County Location within the State
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Figure 2: Teller County
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COLORADO WILDFIRE RISK

Understanding the Wildland-Urban Interface Risk Index

COLORADO STATE
FOREST SERVICE

Adapt, Prepare by
Knowing Fire Risk

Each county in Colorado is unique,
with a character shaped by individual
history, land, climate, people and
resources. However, something every
county in the state shares is the
potential to be negatively affected by
wildfires.

In order to effectively prepare for the
impact of wildfires, residents, leaders
and community planners must be
aware of the wildfire risk associated
with living in the wildland-urban
interface and recognize actions that
can be taken to reduce this risk.
Connecting with wildfire resources
— like those listed below — can help
guide wildfire adaptation efforts

from a personal to a community-wide
level.

TELLER COUNTY

WUI Risk

This chart shows the portion of
Teller County’s residents who live
within the wildland-urban interface
classified by level of wildfire impact
on lives and property.
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Figure 3: Teller County Wildfire Risk (COWRAP)
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Figure 5: Teller County Wildfire Likelihood (wildfirerisk.org)
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TELLER COUNTY WILDLAND URBAN INTERFACE RISK WUI MAP
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This map depicts the Wildland-Urban Interface (WUI) across Teller County, highlighting areas where
human development intermingles with or borders wildland vegetation. The WUI classifications are
based on a weighted analysis of slope, structure density, and proximity to infrastructure, identifying

Teller County CWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 6: Teller County Wildland Urban Interface



Section 2: Teller County Profile

Figure 8: Colorado River Basins



Teller County Average Temperature
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Figure 9: Graph of Average Temperatures
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Figure 10Teller County Low Temperature Graph
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Humidity
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Figure 11: Teller County Humidity

Rainfall
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Figure 12: Teller County Rainfall
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Figure 13: Teller County Rainy Days
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Figure 14: Teller County Snowfall
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Teller County CWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 15: Teller County Public Land Ownership



Figure 16: Teller County Subdivisions



Section 37T Social Science
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Figure 17: Participants rank their agreement with each community wildfire concern and treatment option
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Figure 18: Participants rank how coamed they are about longerm wildfire impacts
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Figure 19: Participants ranking how concerned they are about what to do in the event of a wildfire
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Figure 20: Participants response showing where they obtain wildfire and evacuation information



Home Hardening Activities
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Obstacles for Implementing Home Hardening & Defensible Space
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Figure21: Participants responses showingnat home hardening activitiehavebeenconductedand what
obstacles preventhem from completinghome hardeningand defensiblespace
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Figure 22: Current educational opportunities that participants attend
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Section 41 Telle County Fire Environment
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Figure 25: Type of Wildfires (Western Fire Chiefs Association)



TELLER COUNTY EXISTING LANDFIRE VEGETATION COVER MAP

[ Closed tree canopy ~ Open tree canopy = Shrub Herbaceous & Grassland =~ Sparse
[C—1 Teller County Boundary
;;6 LANDFIRE: LANDFIRE Existing Vegetation Type layer. (2023 - last update).
S ° U.S. Department of Interior, Geological Survey, and U.S. Department of Agriculture. [Online].
98 Years = Available: https://landfire.qov/viewer/ [2024,June 8]
2 Esd, NASA, NGA, USGS

Teller County CWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator




Figure 26Teller County Vegetation Cover
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TELLER COUNTY EXISTING LANDFIRE VEGETATION COVER MAP

[E= Teller County Boundary
The Vegetation map shows g | landcover and vegetation types across Colorado, based on 2020
LANDFIRE Existing Vegetation Type data. In the CO-WRA, it supports the development of surface
and fuel characteristics used in fire behavior

From the 2022 Colorado Wildfire Risk Assessment (CO-WRAJ:
https://co-pro.coloradoforestatlas.org

Exn, NASA, NGA, USGS
Tesler County OWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adak, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 27: Teller County Vegetation CovgDpen vs Closed Canopy



NWCG/The COMET Program

Figure 28: Various Wind Speed Levels (National Wildfire Coordinating Group)
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Figure 29: Wind Spreadsr&iUphill Faster (Weather Fire Chiefs Association)

Position of Fire on Slope

FIRE NEAR TOP OF SLOPE

FIRE NEAR BOTTOM OF SLOPE HAS
RAPID SPREAD UPSLOPE.

Figure 30: Position of Fire on a Slope



TELLER COUNTY SLOPE MAP
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The slope index, derived from a 10-meter digital elevation model (DEM)
[C—1 Teller County Boundary

Teller County CWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 31: Teller County Slope Map




TELLER COUNTY LANDFIRE SOUTH-FACING EXPOSURE MAP

This map highlights south-facing slopes oriented between 120° and 240°. These
aspects typically receive greater solar exposure and are more influenced by
prevailing southern winds—factors commonly used in wildfire risk assessments.
LANDFIRE: LANDFIRE Aspect raster layer. (2023 - last update),

U.S. Department of Interior, Geological Survey, and U.S. Department of Agriculture. [Online].
Available: https://landfire.gov/viewer/ [2024,June 8].

Esa, NASA, NGA, USGS
Teller County CWPP 2024, Cartographer Carrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 32: Teller County South Facing Slope Map
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(Colorado Wildfire Risk Assessment product)
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a0 . _| Fire Response Area
[ ]FreDistict Boundary ~ Characteristic Flame Length (ft)
0-1ft 1-4ft 4-8ft [ s-12ft ] 12-25f
The typical or representative flame length of a potential fire basad on 2 weighted average of
four percentile weather categories.

From the 2022 Colorado Wildfire Risk Assessment (CO-WRA):
hetps://co-pro.coloradoforestatias.org
Teller County OWPP 2024, Cartographer Casrie Adair, Teller County GIS Coordinator

Figure 33: TelleCounty Characteristic Flame Length (COWRAP)
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Figure 34: PODS in Teller County
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Figure 35: Teller County Fire Districts
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Figure 36: Teller County Wide Surface Fuel Models
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Figure 37: Surface Fuels Models Legend (from COWRAP)
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Figure 38: Mountain Communities Surface Fuel Models



Figure 39: NETCO Surface Fuel Models



