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OBJECTIVES 
The objectives of this report are as follows: 

• Describe the potential for increased runoff and related impacts from the Taylor-Klondike Fire, 
and determine if the post-fire environment has led to an emergency watershed condition.   

• Identify critical values with risk of damage from post-fire flooding within and downstream of the 
burned area, and estimate the location and magnitude of possible effects.   

• Develop treatment recommendations intended to mitigate threats to BAER critical values. 
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BACKGROUND 
The Taylor and Klondike Fires both started on July 15, 2018 from lightning strikes in the area of Klondike 
Creek about 9 miles southwest of Selma, OR and northwest of Grants Pass, OR. As of the date this report 
was prepared, the burned area was approximately 211,801 acres. Elevations within the fire range from 
100 feet above sea level along the Illinois River to over 4000 feet at several locations along the edge of 
the Kalmiopsis Wilderness. Land ownership within the fire includes 191,807 acres on National Forest 
System (NFS) land administered by the Rogue River - Siskiyou National Forest, 12,035 acres on public 
land administered by the Bureau of Land Management (BLM), 638 acres of state lands, and 7,308 acres 
of private lands. 

The burned area is located in the Klamath Mountains of southwestern Oregon.  Average annual 
precipitation varies widely across the burned area, ranging from roughly 35 inches at the eastern side of 
the fire near Grants Pass up to 140 inches near the mountain tops. Precipitation is highly seasonal, the 
majority occurring from November to March from large frontal systems that tend to be lower intensity, 
longer duration, and larger in geographic extent (Figure 1). Snowpack accumulates only on the highest 
peaks, usually at 3000 feet above sea level or higher. Summer is much drier and precipitation is from 
weak frontal systems and localized thunderstorms that tend to be shorter duration, higher intensity, and 
smaller in size. The precipitation season and typical event that will likely drive post-fire flood damage is 
the November-to-March frontal storm.  

Figure 1. Mean monthly precipitation at various weather stations near the Taylor-Klondike Fire. 

 

The Taylor-Klondike Fire covered parts or all of 28 subwatersheds (6th-level Hydrologic Unit Code 
basins).  Many of them (20 of the subwatersheds) are located within the Illinois River watershed, with 
the remainder in parts of the Lower Rogue and very small portions of the fire in the Chetco and 
Applegate watersheds (Table 1). Flow patterns in the area are dominated by the heavy rainfall during 
the winter months (November to April), and much lower precipitation during the summer. The typical 
seasonal variation for the Illinois River at Kerby, directly upstream of the fire area, has an average peak 
of approximately 25,000 cubic feet per second (cfs), and average summer low flows of 50 cfs, based on 
USGS measurements. Stream flow levels in the river and its tributaries are quite responsive (flashy) 
during the winter months, dropping or increasing by thousands of cubic feet/second in a matter of days 
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or even hours. The discharge on the Illinois River approximately doubles by the time it passes through 
the Taylor-Klondike fire perimeter and reaches the Rogue River near Agness, OR. 

Table 1. Sixth-Level Watersheds and Soil Burn Severity within the Taylor-Klondike Fire. Soil burn severity (SBS) area 
estimates derived from the 10/4/2018 SBS map. 

 

A Burned Area Reflectance Classification (BARC) was validated through field review and used to 
calculate area under different classes of soil burn severity. At the 6th-field subwatershed scale, drainages 
experienced predominantly low soil burn severity or were unburned (Table 1 and Figure 2). Soils were 
tested for hydrophobicity throughout the Taylor-Klondike burned area to assess the level of water 
repellency. Under unburned conditions, soils within the fire perimeter showed some moderate to strong 
water repellency. Hydrophobic conditions would be expected to diminish as soils undergo wetting and 
drying, freeze-thaw cycling and post-fire revegetation. Recovery of organic material (plants, litter, and 
duff) to establish an effective ground cover would be expected to take from 3-5 years. The soils report 
for this incident provides more detail on this matter.   
 

acres % acres % acres %

Collier Creek 22891 32 9 0 838 4 2986 13
East Fork Indigo Creek 13310 29 149 1 690 5 1794 13
Fall Creek-Illinois River 15923 27 0 0 81 1 1529 10
Florence Creek-Illinois River 11908 93 32 0 2358 20 6133 52
Josephine Creek 27791 1 0 0 65 0 243 1
Klondike Creek 10040 59 51 1 1942 19 3226 32
Lawson Creek 25256 0 0 0 24 0 54 0
Lower Briggs Creek 19113 100 335 2 3371 18 10184 53
Lower Deer Creek 23301 12 0 0 392 2 1828 8
Lower Silver Creek 8881 100 748 8 3854 43 3832 43
North Fork Indigo Creek 19194 45 123 1 1033 5 4041 21
North Fork Silver Creek 15239 28 182 1 933 6 2266 15
Rancherie Creek-Illinois River 21153 83 223 1 6494 31 7941 38
Sixmile Creek-Illinois River 14488 86 17 0 3509 24 6699 46
Slate Creek 28444 0 0 0 24 0 68 0
Stratton Creek-Rogue River 11846 21 0 0 159 1 1662 14
Sulphur Creek-Illinois River 22284 63 15 0 2619 12 7101 32
Upper Briggs Creek 24645 81 1679 7 1908 8 7007 28
Upper Silver Creek 27501 76 130 0 4916 18 9239 34

West Fork Indigo Creek 16481 53 99 1 1474 9 3662 22
Bailey Creek-Rogue River 15673 2 0 0 0 0 142 1
Galice Creek 15272 63 54 0 1242 8 5290 35
Howard Creek-Rogue River 15325 0 0 0 1 0 3 0
Taylor Creek 17654 82 180 1 1584 9 7880 45
Pickett Creek-Rogue River 32959 41 161 0 1883 6 8287 25
Shasta Costa Creek 23565 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Slate Creek 28444 0 0 0 24 0 68 0

Granite Creek-Chetco River 21069 4 19 0 275 1 231 1
Tincup Creek 17748 0 0 0 0 0 11 0

Moderate

Illinois River Basin 

Lower Rogue River Basin

Applegate River Basin

Chetco River Basin

Low
Subwatershed Name % in fire 

perimeterTotal Acres
High
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Figure 2. Soil burn severity by subwatershed (6th-field). 

 

Figure 3. Soil burn severity in the Illinois Basin (HUC 5th-field). 
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The majority of the fire burned in the Illinois watershed (Figure 3). The Taylor-Klondike fire covered 
19.4% of the Illinois River Basin at its lower tributaries above the confluence with the Rogue River; 6.4% 
of the watershed had high and moderate soil burn severity.  

POST-FIRE HYDROLOGIC CONDITIONS 
Hydrologic response following wildfire in the Taylor-Klondike burned area will include reduced 
interception and infiltration of precipitation, increased runoff and erosion, higher stream flow volumes 
for a given precipitation input, and a more rapid rise of stream and river levels compared with those of 
unburned conditions. Additionally, the probability of severe erosion, debris torrents, and hillslope 
failures is substantially higher, and will remain so for at least the next few years. Road-stream crossings 
and other drainage systems are particularly vulnerable to damage following wildfire. Culverts 
throughout the burned area lack the capacity and inlet protection to accommodate elevated peak flows 
and prevent inlet plugging. 

Water quality in streams that drain the burned area will be impaired during runoff events, particularly in 
the peak flow season of November to March. An initial flush of ash and fine sediment is expected during 
and following the first large rain events of the fall season. Suspended sediment loading and turbidity 
levels in streams within and below the burned area will be elevated during runoff season until 
groundcover becomes re-established. Even after groundcover stabilizes burned area hillslopes, eroded 
fine sediment that is deposited in stream and river channels and floodplains in the next few years will 
continue to move through the system for many years to come. Large woody debris will likely accompany 
the initial flush of fine sediments and ash, with continual downstream delivery of large debris 
throughout the winter high flow season, likely peaking during the first month of high flows (November 
to December). Additionally, levels of some nutrients will likely be elevated in concert with higher 
turbidity and suspended load. Lastly, stream temperature is likely to increase relative to pre-fire 
conditions where shade has been lost. Riparian vegetation will recover in a relatively short period of 
time, but shading for larger channels from tall trees will take decades to recover. Changes in water 
quality can impact aquatic resources and habitat, as well as surface drinking water supplies. 

Several water diversions exist throughout the Taylor-Klondike Fire for domestic and industrial uses, 
irrigation, and mining. The effects of a wildfire on source-water quality can be long-lasting—in the Rocky 
Mountains of Alberta, post-fire water quality degradation persisted throughout a ten-year analysis 
period following the fire (Emelko et al., 2011). A USGS assessment of a municipal drainage in Colorado 
found that poor water quality following the Fourmile Canyon Fire periodically exceeded the treatment 
capacity of municipal facilities (Writer & Murphy, 2012). These studies evaluated impacts to surface 
source water—although there are no municipal source water areas in the Taylor-Klondike Fire, some 
private domestic surface water users are within or immediately downstream of burned areas. These 
intake systems may be impacted by adverse water quality. 

CRITICAL VALUES 
Critical values with elevated risk of damage from post-fire erosion, flooding, and debris flows within and 
downstream of the Taylor-Klondike fire exist on private, BLM and NFS land. The BAER program assesses 
and treats critical values on National Forest System (NFS) land, including FS-maintained roads that cross 
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private property. BAER human life and safety critical values with elevated risk from flooding-related 
impacts include campers at riverside camping areas, public safety and egress on FS roads (particularly 
the 4103 Illinois River Road to McCaleb Ranch and Oak Flats). Other critical values include a historic 
cabin at Store Gulch, transportation infrastructure (e.g. roads, trails, trail bridges and culverts), as well as 
aquatic habitat (including critical habitat for ESA-listed species), water quality and soils.  

Campgrounds where the public may be at risk from more rapid increases in flood flows and debris-laden 
flood waters include several dispersed sites along Taylor Creek, Onion Creek and Secret Creek, as well as 
Sam Brown Campground in Briggs Valley. The dispersed campgrounds are especially at risk due to their 
locations on floodplains only slightly above the bankfull elevation of the adjacent creeks. The drainage 
upstream of the Onion Creek dispersed site has extensive moderate to high soil burn severity. A post-
fire storm has the potential to cause a pulse of debris-laden flood waters that could rapidly inundate the 
camping area with no warning. Several other campgrounds, including Cedar Camp, Store Gulch 
Campground, Echo Beach, and Spalding Pond, are also within the burned area, but are unlikely to be 
vulnerable to post-fire inundation due largely to their position on a high terraces, but also due to the 
relatively low percentage of burned drainage areas above them. Big Pine Campground is currently gated 
and closed with no plans for reopening, and thus was not evaluated.  

Many trail bridges exist in the fire perimeter along Taylor Creek, Briggs Creek, Rancherie Creek, Silver 
Creek, and Indigo Creek. The trail bridge at Rancherie Creek is located on the McCaleb Ranch property, 
and provides wintertime access to a large swinging bridge, the pedestrian egress across the Illinois River. 
The Rancherie Creek watershed experienced 36% moderate-to-high soil burn severity, putting it at a 
probable risk of elevated debris-laden flooding that could damage the structure and access to and from 
the Ranch.  

Several road-stream crossings identified on Forest Service roads within and immediately below the 
burned area are at risk of damage from elevated post-fire runoff. Many ditch relief culverts are partially 
plugged, and most of these culverts are likely to become plugged by eroded sediment and debris from 
burned, over-steepened cut-slopes. Ditches are also at risk of filling with debris and sediment, pushing 
concentrated runoff onto road surfaces, causing damaging erosion to road surfaces. Similarly, post-fire 
peak flow estimates demonstrate that several stream culverts are too small to accommodate potential 
post-fire flow. Moreover, many culverts drain steep, burned drainages that are likely to deliver debris 
flows that could plug inlets and lead to culvert and road failures. Several such culverts exist on the paved 
section of FSR 4103 and FSR 2500. Maintaining flow through these culverts will be critical in protecting 
these key routes and egresses. 

Several rivers and streams within the Taylor-Klondike Fire are designated critical habitat for Coho 
salmon, and are at risk of sedimentation from the patches of high and moderate burn severity within 
upstream drainages.  Soil development and productivity are also at risk from overland flow, rilling and 
rutting, and related erosion—particularly within the areas with highest-severity burn impacts. The 
Fisheries and Soils BAER reports discuss these topics in greater detail. 

Human life and safety values potentially at risk off of NFS-managed land include private residences and 
surface water supplies. There are several homes along the Illinois River and many residences 
downstream of BLM managed lands along Panther, Pickett and Shan Creeks. Many small water 
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diversions within or downstream of the burned area are at risk of water quality impacts. A private water 
diversion on FS property along Knapke Creek serves a downstream private residence and the Siskiyou 
Institute on Deer Creek diverts water from Squaw Creek for quasi-municipal use.  

Table 2. BAER risk assessment matrix. 

Probability of 
Damage or Loss 

Magnitude of Consequences 
Major Moderate Minor 
RISK 

Very Likely 

Very High 
HLS at dispersed 
campsites along 
Onion Creek at FSR 
2500224 

Very High  Low 

Likely Very High  

High   
HLS at campsites along Taylor and Briggs 
Creeks, roads/culverts, trail bridge across 
Rancherie Creek at McCaleb Ranch, water 
quality throughout burned area 

Low 

Possible High 
Intermediate 
HLS at Sam Brown Horse Camp and at 
campsites along Illinois River and Secret Creek 

Low 

Unlikely Intermediate Low  Very Low 

 

POST-FIRE PEAK FLOW ESTIMATION 
To estimate potential impacts of post-fire hydrologic response to the identified critical values, pre and 
post-fire peak flows were modeled for numerous drainages within the fire, including seven drainages 
that could affect critical values (Table 4) and approximately 30 additional small catchments (Appendix 
A).  Smaller drainages were generally selected based on concerns to specific road/stream crossings. The 
drainage basins were analyzed in burned and unburned conditions for a 24-hour storm with a 5-year 
return interval (20% probability of occurrence in the first year following the fire). Precipitation inputs 
were determined with the Precipitation Frequency Atlas of the Western US (NOAA, 1973) and a regional 
precipitation frequency analysis for Oregon (Schaefer et al, 2008). Peak flows in these larger drainages 
were estimated using USGS regression equations for ungauged basins (Cooper, 2005). Post-fire flood 
estimates for the larger basins were developed by applying a multiplier of 3 to the proportion of the 
drainage area that burned at moderate to high SBS, following an approach commonly used in post-fire 
settings throughout the West for larger drainages. Flows in the smaller drainages were evaluated using 
the runoff curve number method (SCS, 1973; Cerrelli, 2002, 2005). Runoff curve numbers for modeled 
watersheds were derived from SCS and NRCS reference values, numbers used in recent fires in the area, 
as well as local knowledge of infiltration conditions, in conjunction with burn severity and 
hydrophobicity data collected by the BAER team. Historic data from nearby small-drainage USGS stream 
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gages were also used to refine curve numbers for unburned conditions. The RCN values used in the 
analysis were adjusted to account for soil hydrologic groups and are shown in Table 3.   

Table 3. Runoff Curve Numbers Used in the small basin peak flow analysis 

  Soil Burn Severity 
Hydrologic 
Soil Group 

Unburned Low Mod High 
 

A 40 48 65 70 
B 50 62 75 80 
C 58 76 88 93 
D 62 81 91 96 

 

Table 4. Flow Estimates at Critical Values for 5-Year Return Interval Storm 

Modeled Drainage Area 
(mi2) 

% area 
moderate + 
high burn 
severity 

Pre-Fire 
discharge 

(ft3/s) 

Post-Fire 
discharge 

(ft3/s) 

Percent 
Increase 

Silver Creek trail bridge 80.6 32% 11,600 17,121 48% 
Dispersed site along Taylor Creek 14.7 16% 1,600 1,976 24% 
Sam Brown Campgrounds 12.0 9% 2,050 2,334 14% 
Rancherie Creek at Illinois confluence 7.8 36% 1,330 2,039 53% 
Dispersed site on Secret Creek at FSR 25 5.9 6% 995 1,078 8% 
Dispersed site on Onion Creek fork 5.0 55% 911 1,659 82% 
Store Gulch at FSR 4103 0.9 60% 105 286 172% 

 

Post-fire five-year-return-interval flow estimates at modeled points varied by watershed, and were 
estimated to increase between eight and 315 percent. The smaller headwater channels with extensive 
area of moderate to high soil burn severity (SBS) were predicted to have a greater flow increase than the 
larger drainage areas. These estimates predict the increase in water runoff, but do not account directly 
for sediment bulking that commonly occurs during post-fire runoff events, particularly in smaller 
drainages. While flow bulking is an unpredictable phenomenon, it is most common in steep watersheds 
with extensive areas of moderate and high soil burn severity. Some degree of flow bulking is likely to 
occur in the watersheds affected by the Taylor-Klondike fires over the next few years. With bulking, an 
elevated risk of culvert failure exists, where culverts are unable to pass the increased amount of 
material delivered to the culvert.  Likewise, flow estimates do not predict or account for large debris 
that is readily available and more easily transported following the fire, making plugging of culverts at 
stream/road crossings more likely to occur.    
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Figure 5. Catchments modeled at Critical Values

 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
Downstream private landowners, agencies, and communities are strongly encouraged to evaluate the 
risk to individual values on private land within and below the burned area, and explore avenues for 
mitigating those risks through NRCS, ODF, and other agencies. Operators of water diversions on or 
downstream of the burned area are encouraged to evaluate the risk to their intake systems from 
adverse water quality, increased scour and erosion, and channel migration. The McCaleb Ranch camp 
should consider evaluating the flow capacity of their foot bridge across Rancherie Creek, and take 
measures to maintain its integrity in the event of a high peak-flow event. 

Some existing sources of information can help provide information on weather and flooding. An incident 
remote automated weather station (IRAWS) is located at the Onion Mountain lookout station within the 
fire perimeter, and offers near-real-time weather information. Efforts should be made to ensure that 
the IRAWS remains in place until the permanent RAWS can be repaired. A BLM gauging station and ISCO 
sequential water sampler have recently been installed on Squaw Creek on the southeastern boundary of 
the fire area, and a USGS-operated gauging station on the Illinois River near Kerby provides near-real-
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time flow conditions near the upstream edge of the burn. Additionally, the Medford National Weather 
Service office and local disaster and emergency services agencies are encouraged to determine if early 
warning systems are warranted for residents and other potentially affected parties below the burned 
area. 

Treatments recommended under BAER authority for critical values on Forest Service land are presented 
in the following section. 

TREATMENTS FOR HYDROLOGIC CRITICAL VALUES 
As described above, the primary critical values with risk from increased runoff and associated debris 
include human life and safety, property, and downstream impacts to aquatic habitat, including critical 
habitat for Coho salmon. Treatment recommendations to mitigate risk to BAER critical values include 
upgrades to road-stream crossings, road maintenance, signage, temporary and/or seasonal closures, 
and monitoring. General treatment recommendations are described in greater detail in Appendix 2. 

In order to mitigate risk to human life and safety, we recommend that gates or other means of physical 
closure be installed at entrances to campgrounds that are vulnerable to elevated flood response; 
including dispersed campsites off FSR 2500-224 along Onion Creek, two dispersed camping areas off FSR 
2500 along Taylor Creek and the Upper Sam Brown Campground. These sites should be closed to access 
during the rainy season and other periods of peak flow for the next few years (November-March). 
Conditions should be monitored by a FS hydrologist in the coming years to determine when risk of 
flooding has returned to pre-fire conditions. Signage should be placed and maintained at the entrances 
of campgrounds, along the Illinois River recreational corridor, and in areas of common ingress to the 
burned area, warning users of the increased risk of recreating near streams and rivers during the rainy 
season, among other post-fire hazards.  

On FS-maintained roads, several culverts are undersized for predicted post-fire runoff—particularly 
when bulked with sediment and large woody debris. At these sites, culverts are recommended for 
upgrade or removal. If upgrade or removal is not feasible, overflow diversion features are 
recommended to reduce the potential for diversion down the road and to divert water off of road 
surfaces. Examples include drain dips, armored sags/dips, and water bars immediately downslope of 
stream crossings on insloped roads. Culvert inlets and ditches should be cleared during the fall of 2018, 
and periodically during the first years following the fire, as they are likely to become clogged repeatedly 
until watershed groundcover becomes re-established and slopes stabilized. Forest Service roads 
2500224 and 2500170 are within an area of high soil burn severity, with a correspondingly high risk of 
road failure due to flooding and culvert plugging from debris and sediment. To avoid the potential of 
employees or the public unexpectedly losing egress from this drainage during peak-flow events, these 
roads are recommended for temporary closure until the risk of road failure lessens as natural recovery 
processes occur and diminish post-fire flooding potential. Refer to the BAER engineering report for 
details on specific road treatments.  

In addition to the high risk of flooding and debris flow events throughout the burned area, steep 
hillslopes are at risk of greater geomorphic instability due to reduced or absent groundcover woody 
plants, and loss of soil infiltration capacity, leading to an increased risk of hillslope failures. The Geology 
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BAER report has more detailed information on this topic. Road treatment recommendations described 
in this report are not directed specifically at mitigating the risk of landslides, but are designed to 
mitigate the risk of damage from flooding, including debris flows.  

Monitoring should also be included in the Taylor-Klondike Fire BAER effort. Agency hydrologists should 
monitor regional streamflow and weather due to increased chance of flooding within and downstream 
of the burned area. The funding request should include days for evaluating the effectiveness of the 
treatments proposed in this report, particularly following high storm or runoff events in the first year 
following treatment.  
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Appendix 1- Pre- and Post-fire hydrologic modeling 

Table A1.  Estimated post-fire peak flow magnitudes in cubic feet per second (cfs); the larger drainages denoted with an asterisk used USGS 
regression equations; smaller drainages used RCN method. Pre-and post-fire peak flow normalized by watershed area (cfs/mi2) is reported for 
the Q5 design flow.  

  Pre-fire (cfs) Post-fire (cfs) Q5 (cfs/mi2) 

Model Drainage Name Watershed 
Area (ac) 

% High 
& Mod 
SBS 

Q2 Q5 Q10 Q25 Q2 Q5 Q10 Q25 Pre-
fire 

Post-
fire 

Silver Creek Trail bridge* 51584 32% 8420 11600 13700 16300 12428 17121 20221 24058 144 212 
Taylor Ck at FS boundary* 13440 13% 1470 2150 2600 3160 1748 2557 3092 3758 102 122 
Dispersed site 1 (Tin Can CG) 
along Taylor Ck* 

9408 16% 1100 1600 1930 2340 1359 1976 2384 2890 109 134 

Sam Brown Horse Camp* 7680 9% 1390 2050 2470 3010 1583 2334 2812 3427 171 195 
4103-087 at Rancherie Creek* 5004.8 36% 915 1330 1600 1940 1403 2039 2453 2975 170 261 
Pickett Ck at BLM boundary* 5004.8 20% 1080 1450 1690 2010 1412 1895 2209 2627 185 242 
Upper Sam 
Brown Campground* 

4992 12% 773 1090 1300 1570 912 1286 1534 1853 140 165 

Dispersed site on Secret Ck at 
FSR 25 (Onion Way)* 

3795 6% 685 995 1200 1450 742 1078 1300 1571 168 182 

Shan Creek at FS boundary* 3507.2 7% 418 610 737 896 463 675 816 992 111 123 
Dispersed site on Onion Ck 
fork* 

3225.6 55% 667 911 1060 1260 1215 1659 1931 2295 181 329 

Dispersed site 2 on Taylor Ck* 3142 20% 405 588 710 861 528 766 925 1122 120 156 
Limpy Botanical Interp Loop* 2444.8 22% 299 435 525 638 397 578 697 847 114 151 
2500 at West Fork Taylor Ck 1440 16% 

 
172 

   
397 

  
76 176 

Panther Gulch on BLM 1267.2 18% 
 

102 
   

276 
  

52 139 
4103 at SnailBack Ck 1050 12% 

 
266 

   
426 

  
162 260 

2500224 UT2 to Onion Ck 921.6 21% 
 

125 
   

274 
  

87 190 
2500224 UT5 to Onion Ck 883.2 66% 

 
112 

   
372 

  
81 270 

4103 at Store Gulch 563.2 60% 61 105 139 195 203 286 346 441 119 325 
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2500224 UT1 to Onion Ck 
starting at the 25 

454.4 41% 
 

57 
   

147 
  

80 207 

4103 at Knapke Gulch 422.4 81% 26 44 57 80 95 130 154 192 67 197 
2500700 MP 4.0 409.6 44% 

 
51 

   
130 

  
80 203 

2500 at UT7 to Taylor Ck 339.2 39% 
 

40 
   

108 
  

75 204 
2500 at UT2 to Taylor Ck 288 13% 

 
34 

   
74 

  
76 164 

2500 at UT3 to Taylor Ck 249.6 10% 
 

28 
   

65 
  

72 167 
4105 at Lil Sixmile Ck 236.8 34% 

 
53 

   
119 

  
143 322 

2500 at Upper Briggs Ck 230.4 45% 
 

26 
   

74 
  

72 206 
4103 Road at O’Conner Ck 224 53% 

 
39 

   
91 

  
111 260 

4105 at Mill Creek 217.6 88% 
 

37 
   

113 
  

109 332 
4103 at Oak Flat Ck 185.6 61% 

 
26 

   
68 

  
90 234 

2500 at Secret Ck 166.4 63% 
 

18 
   

63 
  

69 242 
2402000 MP 1.09 121.6 0% 

 
17 

   
29 

  
89 153 

2500 at UT5 to SFTaylor Ck 108.8 84% 
 

13 
   

54 
  

76 318 
2402000 MP 1.12 102.4 4% 

 
16 

   
26 

  
100 163 

2402000 MP 1.15 102.4 16% 
 

14 
   

25 
  

88 156 
2500 at UT6 to Taylor Ck near 
Tin Can 

76.8 73% 
 

11 
   

37 
  

92 308 

2402 at UT to Chieftain Ck 70 27% 
 

7 
   

20 
  

64 183 
2500000 MP 10.11 64 92% 

 
8 

   
32 

  
80 320 

2500 at UT3 to SFTaylor Ck 57.152 6% 
 

6 
   

14 
  

67 157 
2500 at UT4 to SFTaylor Ck 48.256 33% 

 
5.5 

   
15 

  
73 199 

2500 at UT2 to SFTaylor Ck 40.704 0% 
 

3 
   

7 
  

47 110 
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Appendix 2. Treatment recommendations 

Treatment recommendations have been updated since the completion of this report. Please refer to the Critical Values and Treatment 
Recommendations sections in the final 2500-8 for up-to-date information. 
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Appendix 3. Cooperating agency poursheds evaluated for post-fire five-year-return-interval flood.

 


	Objectives
	Background
	Post-Fire Hydrologic Conditions
	Critical Values
	Post-fire peak flow estimation
	Recommendations
	Treatments For Hydrologic Critical values

