Assessing Drought and Fire Conditions, Trends, and
Susceptibility to Inform State Mitigation Efforts and Bolster
Monitoring Protocol in North Central Idaho
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Escalating severity and frequency of drought and wildfire call for effective and cost-efficient
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data to assist the Idaho Office of Emergency Management, Idaho Department of Water indicators NDMI & NDVI

Resources, and Idaho Department of Lands in updating the state’s Hazard Mitigation Plan
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Spectroradiometer (MODIS), along with ancillary datasets, to assess drought indicators and
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