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Figure 21. New CIP Fire Threat Map. (cip_fire_thrt.jpg)
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Figure 22. Difference between Cal Fire’s Fire Threat Map and CIP Fire Threat Map. Positive numbers
indicate a higher fire threat in new CIP map compared to Cal Fire’s Fire Threat Map, and negative numbers
indicate a lower fire threat in new CIP Fire Threat Map compared to Cal Fire’s Fire Threat Map.
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Figure 23. FRAP fire threat class three and four map. (three_4_ frap.jpg)
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Figure 24. CIP fire threat class three and four map. (three_4_cip.jpg)
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Figure 25. Difference between FRAP and CIP fire threat class 3 and 4 maps. (three_4_delta.jpg)
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