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complexity of the Wildland-Urban
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No-HARM'’s modeling
framework integrates specific
elements critical to evaluation
of structure loss:

e Distance to Fire stations

e Distance to primary road

e Presence of crown fire

e Historic fires

e Percentage of non-burnable

e Existing veg cover

e Integration of golf courses

e Distance to water sources

Structure loss in the ember zone, on the Waldo Canyon Fire. June 2012 Colorado Springs, CO
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