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Introduction 
This paper is concerned with the effects of forest fires on water 

quality, especially surface water quality. Generally, the term “water 
quality” is used to describe the physical, chemical, and biological 
properties of water, usually in regards to its suitability for a specific use 
[1]. Surface water constitutes the main source of water for most domestic, 
industrial and commercial water supplies in the United States. The bulk 
of the surface water is the product of runoff from precipitation that 
falls as snow or rain on forested and rangeland watersheds. The nature 
of the surface flow, the condition of the watersheds it is produced in, 
its downstream routing mechanisms and the cover type and level of 
disturbance of the source area and the conduits through which the 
water flows are the determinants for the seriousness of the water 
quality problem from forested watersheds [2]. In many areas such as 
the arid and semi-arid Southwest, the understory vegetation, which is 
mostly grasses, forbs, and shrubs, is dry and susceptible to wild fires. 
Oftentimes, fire in the form of prescribed burning is used to protect 
these areas from wildfire. However, such fire suppression methods have 
resulted in overcrowded and dense forest vegetation that are sources 
for the abundant fuels in watersheds. This situation and the frequently 
recurring drought and the widespread invasive insect infestation have 
made most of these forest systems susceptible to catastrophic fires that 
scorch many of the Nation’s forests, rangelands, parks and private real 
estate properties [3-5]. In 2013, there were a total of 9,230 lightening 
started fires in the United States burning 1,237,330 hectares (ha). In the 
same year, there were 38,349 human-caused fires that burned 510,696 
ha. This made the total area burned by the two types of fires in 2013 to 
be 1,748,026 ha 2 [6]. Such fires accounted for a total of $13.7 billion 
in total economic losses that included the $7.9 billion in insured losses 
from 2000 through 2011 in the United States [7,8]. These burns also 
have had tremendous effects on the characteristics of water-producing 
watersheds and the quality and quantity of the water coming out of 
them. This paper discusses the effects of wild land fires on water quality 
and peak flow, and suggests ways of managing fire-prone forested 
water source areas to prevent or minimize their effects on downstream 
water resources. The paper uses information from recently occurred 
large scale catastrophic fires in Arizona to demonstrate the effects of 
wild land fires on water quality and peak flow. 

General Wildfire Effects 
Recently, the western part of the United States has seen dramatic 

increases in the number and intensity of wildfires resulting in enormous 
damage to forests, rangelands and other rural areas of Arizona and the 
Southwest. For example, in the year 2013 alone, five federal agencies: 
the Bureau of Land Management, the Bureau of Indian Affairs, the 
Fish and Wildlife Service, the National Park Service and the Forest 
Service together spent $1,740,934,000 to suppress wildfires nation-
wide. The same activity cost the five agencies $1,902,446,000 in 2012 
and $1,733,168,000 in 2011 [6]. These costs, though very large, do 
not include the monetary and material expenditure by other federal, 
state or local governmental agencies and private sources. State land 
departments, rural and urban communities’ fire fighters and land 
management groups also spend substantial amounts of money and 
materials to suppress wildfires at local levels. The monetary costs of 
forest fires such as the above are relatively small compared to the 
total losses in terms of numerous amenity values such as the various 
components of the ecosystem and other societal and environmental 
values. Most of the estimated monetary expenditures are related to 
short term costs incurred to put off the fire and rehabilitate the burned 
area, estimates for destroyed or damaged physical installations like 
buildings, and estimated values of burned timber and range and some 
other indirect short-term and/or long-term losses. We also note that 
such big fires have many other damaging effects, some immediate and 
others delayed, on the environment. The effects may also be short-lived 
or long lasting in their duration. At the time of burning, numerous 
valuable land resources such as timber, wildlife and wildlife habitat, 
understory vegetation, soil and soil chemicals, historical artifacts, 
residential homes and other structures are either seriously damaged, 
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Abstract
Forest fires have been serious menace, many times resulting in tremendous economic, cultural and ecological 

damage to many parts of the United States. One particular area that has been significantly affected is the water 
quality of streams and lakes in the water thirsty southwestern United States. This is because the surface water 
coming off burned areas has resulted in very serious and immediate water quality problems in streams, lakes and 
reservoirs in Arizona and the Southwest by introducing hazardous chemicals into the water bodies. The authors have 
examined data from two of the biggest forest fires in Arizona, the Rodeo Chediski and Wallow fires, and found the 
problem negatively affecting the water quality of many streams and lakes some with major fish kill. The results of 
the study may encourage local, state and federal government agencies and other decision-makers to develop better 
and more proactive policies, guidelines and funding mechanisms to drastically reduce catastrophic forest fires such 
as the Rodeo Chediski and Wallow fires that drastically impacted the quality of water and other ecosystem values 
in many areas of Arizona. 
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or completely destroyed. The delayed effects include numerous post 
fire environmental degradations such as loss of vegetation cover that 
leaves the land exposed to impacts from rainfall, runoff, wind and solar 
radiation resulting in soil hydrophobicity [9], flooding, soil erosion 
and off-site downstream degradation of streams, lakes and reservoirs 
[10,11]. Knowledge and good understanding of these possibilities 
is important for developing appropriate forest and other landscape 
management policies and methods to minimize the effects of forest 
fires on water quality. 

Forest Fire Effects on Water Quality and Flooding
The main concerns for hydrologists and water resources managers 

with wildfires are their impacts on water quality and peak flow. The 
hydrologic influence of vegetation cover ranges from intercepting and 
reducing the amount of precipitation reaching the ground to enhancing 
the rate of infiltration and thereby decreasing the amount and rate of 
surface flow. Wildfire, on the other hand, not only burns the vegetation 
cover but also destroys the forest floor and changes soil properties. Soil 
properties can experience short-term, long-term, or permanent fire-
induced changes, depending mainly on soil characteristics, severity and 
frequency of fires, and post-fire climatic conditions [12]. Fire severity 
consists of two components: intensity and duration. Intensity is the 
rate at which a fire produces thermal energy. Although heat in moist 
soil is transported faster and penetrates deeper than in dry soils, latent 
heat of vaporization prevents soil temperature from exceeding 95°C 
until water completely vaporizes [13]; the temperature then typically 
rises to 200-300°C [14]. In the presence of heavy fuels, temperatures of 
500-700°C may be reached at the soil surface [9], while values of up to 
850°C can also be occasionally recorded [15]. And high temperatures 
above 300°C usually decimate the organic matter in the soil leading to 
the disappearance of soil hydrophobicity. For most fire burns, however, 
soil temperatures remain below 300°C leading to soil hydrophobicity. 
The latter slows soil infiltration rate and increases the rate of surface 
water movement [10,16-19]. Apart from changes in soil characteristics 
that decrease infiltration capacity and enhance surface flow, the other 
major effect of forest fires is on water quality, which is the subject of 
this paper.

Factors that Affect Water Quality and Quantity 
The factors that affect the type and severity of post-forest fire 

water quality are complex and vary significantly from place to place 
depending on the amount and intensity of effective precipitation, soil 
and vegetation cover characteristics, and the geologic, topographic, 
and the nature of fire severity at the time in the area [20]. The water 
quality concerns related to fire burn may be grouped into physical 
and chemical related problems. The main physical water quality 
and associated problems that follow forest fire include erosion and 
sediment yield, turbidity, flooding, increased water temperature 
and soil physical characteristics [21]. The chemical water quality 
problems that may arise following a forest fire may consist of increased 
production of macronutrients, micronutrients, basic and acidic ions, 
decreased oxygen level and increased biological demand. Some of these 
chemicals come from the disturbed and bare ground and others are 
produced from the burned plant material. Increases in stream flow also 
change with time following fire disturbance. In general, Hibbert  [22] 
and Hibbert et al. [23] found that first year water yield from various 
burned watersheds in Arizona increased by as low as 12 percent to 
one exceeding 1,400 percent of normal flow. Other studies indicate a 
much larger increase in peak flow following vegetation burn (Table 1). 
The effects of fires on storm peak flows are highly variable with the 

magnitude and variability of peak flows being dependent on many 
factors such as topography, soil and vegetation cover characteristics, 
burn severity, precipitation regime and temperature. Peak flows over 
burned areas in the Southwest have shown to increase in magnitude 
from 45 to 235,000 percent (Table 1) of that occurring on unburned 
areas during the summer months when highly intensive monsoonal 
thunderstorms are the norm in the area. The increase in Salt River 
stream peak flow of about 4,000 percent following the year 2002 Rodeo 
Chediski fire and by almost the same amount following the 2011 
Wallow fire are very significant and fall in the above range [24]. Others 
have also found that the increase could even be higher as the values from 
a burned chaparral watershed in Table 1 shows. The increase in peak 
flow from some burned ponderosa pine (Pinus ponderosa) forested 
watersheds can reach as much as 235,000%. Now, the concern with the 
increases in peak flows is that they could lead to channel instability and 
degradation, and increased property damage in flood-prone urban and 
rural areas. This calls for careful management that includes thinning 
and prescribed fire of Southwestern forested watersheds and educating 
the public to completely put off camp fires to minimize the occurrence 
of severe wildfires that upset the normal quality and quantity of water 
in and from the forested areas. 

Forest Fire Impacts on Water Quality 
The level of influence of wildfires on water quality can be substantial 

depending on the severity of the wildfire, the nature of vegetation 
cover, and the physical and chemical characteristics of the burned area 
[9,25]. Large and fast stream flows from burned areas can pick and 
transport large amounts of debris, sediment and chemicals that 
significantly affect the quality and use of water downstream. Also, 
wildfires interrupt or terminate nutrient uptake, increase mineralization 
and mineral weathering. These were the cases in the recent three largest 
fires in Arizona. One of them, the Cave Creek Complex fire of 2005 
burned 100,486 ha of forest, pastures and private property, generated 
huge amounts of sediment 5 load in streams and cost $16,471,000 to 
suppress. The largest fire in Arizona history, the Wallow Fire, which 
burned 216,519 ha in north eastern Arizona and parts of New Mexico 

Location Vegetation Type Percent 
Increase References

Southwestern 
U.S. Chaparral   2000-45,000

Sinclair &Hamilton, 
1955; Glendening et al., 

1961
Central Arizona Mixed Conifer  500-15,000 Rich, 1962

Arizona Chaparral   15,000 Rich, 1962

California Chaparral   87,000 Krammes and Rice, 
1963

Arizona   Chaparral 1,421 Hibbert, 1971
Oregon   Douglas-fir 140 Anderson, 1974

Eastern Oregon  Ponderosa Pine 45 Anderson et al., 1976
Central Arizona Ponderosa Pine 9,600 Anderson et al., 1976

Arizona Ponderosa Pine 2,300-40.000 Campbell et al., 1977
New Mexico Ponderosa Pine 10,000 Bolin and Ward, 1987

Arizona Ponderosa Pine 233-350 DeBano et al., 1996
Arizona Ponderosa Pine 40,660- 223,200 Ffolliott and Neary, 2003
Arizona Ponderosa Pine 9000-235,000 Gottfried et al., 2004

New Mexico Ponderosa Pine 16,000 Woodhouse, 2004
Northern Arizona Ponderosa Pine 200-5,000 Leao, 2005

Northeastern 
Arizona Ponderosa Pine 1,240-20,800 Reed et al., 2011

Table 1: Percent increases in peak surface water flow following intense vegetation 
burn.
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in 2011, has very important environmental, cultural and economic 
effects on the area. The fire destroyed 72 buildings and hurt 16 people 
mainly on the Apache Sit greaves national forest in Apache, Greenlee, 
Graham and Navajo counties in Arizona and Catron County in New 
Mexico and resulted in a total loss of about $109 (even though, it will 
take years to estimate the actual cost of the fire). For example, it is 
difficult to estimate the aesthetic and recreational values lost due to the 
fire. But, even when we can arrive at some idea using some expert 
knowledge, such estimates are not included in fire suppression and 
burned area rehabilitation costs. For example, there were eight sports 
fisheries, five reservoirs and three stocked streams at risk due to the 
Wallow fire. Under normal conditions, the sports fisheries alone are 
expected to contribute 155,000 angler days and over 20 million dollars 
a year to the local economy. In addition to the possible losses to most of 
these benefits, the Wallow fire has resulted in lots of serious 
environmental and ecosystem degradations. The most obvious water 
quality-related adverse environmental effects of the fire were in the 
form of bed load and suspended sediment accumulations in lakes, 
reservoirs and stream flows that affected fish and other wildlife [25]. 
The persistence of flooding downstream of burned areas may continue 
to send ashes and sediment into streams, creeks and reservoirs for 
weeks and months after a fire. This is probably the reason Nelson, River 
and Luna in the burned area continued to receive large ash flows from 
the severely burned areas resulting in significant fish kill. Similarly, 
other lakes such as Helsey Lake and Ackre Lake were filled with 
sediment and suffered the most with all of their fish population dead. 
Also, a number of Apache trout (Oncorhynchus apache) and Gila trout 
(Oncorhynchus gilae) streams suffered significant fish kill. All together 
about 600 miles of stream were impacted by the Wallow fire. Specifically, 
four streams on the Apache side of the forest, Black, Little Colorado, 
San Francisco and Gila had a total of 960 Km (which is 81%) of their 
total distance significantly impacted by the fire to have their use for 
fishing remain closed for a while (Table 2). In addition, there were 
other affected streams that include Bear Wallow Creek, Hannagan 

Creek, KP Creek, Raspberry Creek and upper Coleman Creek. 
However, the effects were highly variable with some areas having the 
greatest impacts on fish population from ash flows and flooding 
following the Wallow fire. The most destructive of the three big fires 
was the Rodeo-Chediski fire of 2002. The fire was a part of 2.71 million 
hectares of forest and wildlife habitat area that burned in the USA in 
that year. It alone burned 189,648 ha of forest land, and destroyed 491 
structures in the White Mountain area of Arizona. Other major 
environmental damages of the fire were in the form of physical and 
chemical problems that affected the quality and quantity of downstream 
water in the Salt River. The chemical water quality parameters measured 
at the Salt River entrance to Roosevelt Lake, following the Rodeo-
Chediski fire, show significant increases in their concentration in the 
Salt River water. Six of the chemicals are the major macronutrients of 
calcium, magnesium and potassium shown in Figure 1, and sulfate, 
phosphorus, and total nitrogen in Figure 2. It is interesting to note that 
in spite of some increases in the calcium and sulfur concentrations, the 
values remain about one half of the U.S. EPA drinking water quality 
standards for the two nutrients, whereas the values for magnesium, 
potassium, phosphorus and total nitrogen rose about twice, five times, 
390 times and 22 times above their EPA standard levels, respectively. 
Other chemical water quality indicators measured at the point where 
the Salt River enters Lake Roosevelt are the concentrations of the 
hazardous chemicals: lead, iron, Copper and arsenic. Their levels of 
concentration in the Salt River following the Radio Chediski fire are 
shown in Figure 3. The values are very high and dangerous, constituting 
of about 460%, 3000%, 300%, and 6850% of the U.S. EPA drinking 
water standards for lead, iron, copper, and arsenic, respectively. The 
last four measured water quality indicators represent changes in some 
physical conditions of the Salt River water following the Radio Chediski 
fire. The physical properties are flood magnitude, specific conductivity, 
turbidity and temperature of the Salt River water measured at the point 
where the River enters Lake Roosevelt. As shown in Figure 4, the flood 
magnitude there increased by 6000% following the Rodeo-Chediski 

Figure 1: Macronutrient Concentrations, Ca, Mg and K after Rodeo-Chediski Fire in the Salt River at the Entrance to Roosevelt Lake.

Streams in the Wallow-fire 
burned area

Lengths of perennial stream 
impacted by the fire

Lengths of perennial stream 
NOT impacted by the fire

Proportion of streams affected 
by Wallow fire

Streams closed to fishing 
following the Wallow fire

Black River 375 11 97 Yes
Gila River 61 26 70 Yes

Little Colorado River 209 97 68 Yes (85%)
San Francisco River 315 85 79 Yes

Total 960 219 81  

Table 2: Lengths (in Km) and proportions of Wallow fire-affected perennial streams either within or downstream of the burned area (after Kelly Meyer, 2011).
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Figure 2: Macronutrient Concentrations of S, P and N after Rodeo-Chediski Fire in the Salt River at the Entrance to Roosevelt Lake.

Figure 3: Hazardous mineral Concentrations after Rodeo-Chediski Fire in the Salt River at the Entrance to Roosevelt Lake.
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fire. At the same time, the measured specific conductivity and turbidity 
levels increased by 422% and 1,020,000% above the U.S. EPA standards, 
respectively, while temperature rose to an uncomfortable level of 29°C. 
A summary of the post-Rodeo-Chediski water quality indicators’ 

values are shown in column 2 of Table 3. The table also shows a 
comparison of these values with those of the World Health Organization 
(WHO) [26] and those of the U.S. EPA drinking water standard values, 
as shown under columns 3 and 4 of the table, respectively. To 

Figure 4: Flooding and Physical Water Quality Effects of the Rodeo-Chediski Fire in the Salt River at the Entrance to Roosevelt Lake.

Post-Fire water quality levels Guidelines for Drinking Water Quality
 World Health Organization, Ψ U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, @
2 3 4

0.685 mg/L 0.01 mg/L 0.01 mg/L
312 mg/L NI** 380 mg/L
144 mg/L 200 mg/L 380 mg/L

2110 mg/L 250 mg/L 250 mg/L*

0.375 mg/L 2 mg/L 1.3 mg/L
90 mg/L 0.3 mg/L 0.3 mg/L*

0.69 mg/L 0.010 mg/L 0.015 mg/L
45 mg/L 50 /L 20 mg/L
0.7 mg/L 0.001 mg/L 0.002 mg/L
39 mg/L 0.4 mg/LY 0.1 mg/L
26 mg/L 10 mg/LY 5 mg/L

170 mg/L 250 mg/L 250 mg/L
220 mg/L 50 mg/L 10 mg/L*

7.4 mg/L NI >5 mg/L*

25800 mg/L 600 mg/L (TDS)*** 500 mg/L (TDS)*

6970 mS/cm 250 mS/cm 1650 mS/cm****

29°C NI 18-20°C (for adult trout & salmon)@
51000 NTU <5 NTU <5 NTU*

****μS=microsiemens; *** TDS=total dissolved solids; **NI = no information; *Secondary drinking water standard; @ =U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (2003); ψ = 
Dezuane (1997).

Table 3: Rodeo-Chediski Fire Effects on Water Quality Measured in Salt River at the entrance to Roosevelt Lake, and WHO and U.S. EPA Water Quality Standards.
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summarize, a wildfire can have devastating effects on water quality and 
on water-dependent living things and the physical environment. This is 
demonstrated in the post Rodeo-Chediski chemical concentrations 
and physical water quality levels indicated in column 2 of Table 3. Most 
of these values when compared with those of the drinking water 
standards in columns 3 and 4 are very high and dangerous to aquatic 
life and other living things. For example, the turbidity value of 51,000 
NTU, if persisted would make the reservoir water non-transparent and 
practically too dark for any limnetic and deeper dwelling aquatic 
organisms to function and thrive properly. Likewise, the high 
temperature value as well as the highly elevated presence of salts and 
other chemicals would make the water unsuitable for many organisms 
for some time like those of Lakes Helsey and Ackre in which all fish 
died following the Wallow fire. The very high macro- and micronutrient 
values can also lead to increased algal growth and eutrophication of 
stream and lake waters making them unfit for drinking and aquatic fish 
habitat. Luckily, the serious effect of the fire on the various water 
quality parameters did not persist for long [27,28]. This is demonstrated 
in Figures 1-4 in which the elevated levels of the various water quality 
parameters’ values in the Salt River decreased rapidly within a short 
time after the burn period. The decrease is expected to happen due to 
the diluting effect of the continuously flowing water in the Salt River. 
On the other hand, in lakes, where water is relatively stationary with 
little or no fresh water inputs, especially during drought periods, the 
adverse effects of forest fires on water quality would be more persistent 
leading to more lasting fish kill as observed in many of the lakes within 
the Wallow fire burn area following the fire. In any case, it is very 
important that the USDA Forrest Service, other federal, state and local 
land management agencies and private interests proactively work 
together in collaboration to prevent wildfire as much as possible. 
Coordinated actions they can take include appropriate forest thinning, 
occasional prescribed fire burning and preventing human induced fire 
ignition. Such actions would help avoid the tremendous losses in 
property, personnel and invaluable environmental and ecosystem 
damages usually incurred in wild fire burned areas.

Conclusion 
The impacts of wildfires on peak flow and water quality can 

vary with location, the size and percentage of the area burned, 
precipitation regime, and season. Because there are not sufficient 
amounts of vegetation cover left on the watersheds after wildfire, and 
also because soils become hydrophobic soon after most forest fires, 
most precipitation that falls on such areas is readily converted to 
surface flow, which moves unimpeded downstream with little or no 
difficult. The flows may be large in amount, have high velocities and 
force to severely disturb and damage watersheds and stream channels. 
Also such flows may produce large quantities of sediment, ashes and 
other chemical contaminants. The consequences are deterioration of 
downstream ecosystems and adversely affecting the socio-economic 
and environmental conditions there. Wildfires can also interrupt or 
terminate nutrient uptake, increase mineralization and lead to mineral 
weathering. Increased temperatures decrease dissolved oxygen which 
along with the introduction of nutrients and toxic materials into 
water bodies can cause eutrophication that destroys and poisons most 
aquatic organisms in the affected areas. To remedy the problem, it is 
important that foresters, other land resources managers and interested 
parties make all efforts to minimize the occurrence of damaging fires. 
This can be done through forest thinning of the right level [29,30] 
made utilizing appropriate harvesting methods, or through a carefully 
designed prescribed fire. To do these successfully forest managers and 
all interested parties should pay particular attention to the causes for 

damaging wildfires. The causes may include abundant fuel availability, 
presence of continuous and/or recurring droughts, other adverse 
climatic conditions (such as wind speed, low atmospheric moisture and 
high temperature), and the presence of opportunities for ignition (such 
as lightening and/or man-induced factors). Then, serious efforts must 
be made to minimize the effects of such factors. All of these require 
availability of well-educated and highly insightful decision makers, 
necessary rules and regulations to serve as guidelines, adequate budget, 
and a skilled work force to proactively prevent forest fires and control 
them once they occur. It is important to note that actions that prevent 
forest fires are more preferred than reactive remediation approaches 
because restoring burned and/or degraded forested watersheds to pre-
disturbed conditions is more difficult, extremely expensive and takes a 
very long time to return to undisturbed pre-fire conditions.

Acknowledgements

Research leading to this paper was partial supported by the combined USDA 
McIntyre Stennis and Northern Arizona University School of Forestry’s Bureau of 
Research funding. The authors also appreciate the beneficial comments provided 
by the two anonymous reviewers of the paper. The quality of paper has been 
improved significantly in response to their comments.

References 
1. Pike RG, Feller MC, Stednick JD, Rieberger KJ, Carver M (2009) In: Pike 

RG, Redding TE, Moore RD, Winkler RD, Bladon KD (eds) Water Quality 
and Forest Management: Chapter 12, Compendium of Forest Hydrology and 
Geomorphology in British Columbia, Edition: Land Manag Handb 66, Publisher: 
Province of British Columbia and FORREX, Vancavour, VC.

2. Stednick ID (2010) In: Elliot WJ, Miller IS, Audin L (eds) Effects of fuel 
management practices on water quality. Cumulative watershed effects of fuel 
management in the western United States. U.S. Dep. Agric. For. Serv., Rocky 
Mtn. Res. Stn, Fort Collins, Colo Gen Tech Rep. RMRS-GTR-231. 149-163.

3. Neary DG, Ryan KC, DeBano LF (2008) Wildland Fire in Ecosystems: Effects 
of Fire on Soils and Water. Gen. Tech. Rep. RMRS-GTR-42-vol.4. Ogden, UT: 
U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research 
Station 250. 

4. Lutz JA, van Wagtendonk JW, Thode AE, Mitter JD, Franklin JF (2009) Climate 
lightening ignitions, and fire severity in Yosemite National Park, CA, U.S.A. 
International Journal of Wildland Fire 18.

5. Stein SM, Menakis J, Carr MA, Comas SJ, Stewart SI, et al. (2013) Wildfire, 
wild lands, and people: understanding and preparing for wildfire in the wild 
land-urban interface - Forests on the Edge report. Gen Tech Rep RMRS-
GTR-299. Fort Collins, CO. U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, 
Rocky Mountain Research Station. 36.

6. National Interagency Fire Center (NIFC) (2014) NFIC Fire information-wild land 
fire Statistics (1997-2013). 

7. Haldane M (2013) Insurers, government grapple with costs of growth in wild 
land-urban interface. Insurance Journal, August 15 publication. 

8. International Association of Wild land Fire (2013) Wild Land- urban Interface 
Fact Sheet.

9. DeBano LF, Neary DG, Ffolliott PF (1998) Fires effect on ecosystems. John 
Wiley & Sons, New York, NY 333. 

10. Morgan RPC, Erickson RJ (1995) Slope stabilization and erosion control: A 
Bioengineering Approach. Chapman and Hall, London, Great Britain. 

11. Veenhuis JE (2002) Effects of wildfire on the hydrology of Capulin and Rito 
De Los Frijoles Canyons, Bandelier National Monument, New Mexico, U.S. 
Geological Survey, Albuquerque, NM. 

12. Certini G (2005) Effects of fire on properties of forest soils: a review. Oecologia 
143: 1-10. 

13. Campbell GS, Jungbauer JD Jr, Bidlake WR, Hungerford RD (1994) Predicting 
the effect of temperature on soil thermal conductivity. Soil Science 158: 307-
313.

14. Franklin SB, Robertson PA, Fralish JS (1997) Small-scale fire temperature 
patterns in upland Quercus communities. Journal of Applied Ecology 34: 613-
630.

https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/pubs/docs/lmh/Lmh66/LMH66_volume1of2.pdf
https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/pubs/docs/lmh/Lmh66/LMH66_volume1of2.pdf
https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/pubs/docs/lmh/Lmh66/LMH66_volume1of2.pdf
https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/pubs/docs/lmh/Lmh66/LMH66_volume1of2.pdf
https://www.for.gov.bc.ca/hfd/pubs/docs/lmh/Lmh66/LMH66_volume1of2.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr231.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr231.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr231.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr231.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_4.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_4.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_4.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/rm/pubs/rmrs_gtr042_4.pdf
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/WF08117.htm
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/WF08117.htm
http://www.publish.csiro.au/paper/WF08117.htm
http://www.fs.fed.us/openspace/fote/reports/GTR-299.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/openspace/fote/reports/GTR-299.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/openspace/fote/reports/GTR-299.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/openspace/fote/reports/GTR-299.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/openspace/fote/reports/GTR-299.pdf
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=cFxtriC2EDkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR15&dq=Fires+effect+on+ecosystems&ots=lxAtexSOhe&sig=v2SK1Co4IOs-UlWUpwIumAccBfg#v=onepage&q=Fires effect on ecosystems&f=false
https://books.google.co.in/books?hl=en&lr=&id=cFxtriC2EDkC&oi=fnd&pg=PR15&dq=Fires+effect+on+ecosystems&ots=lxAtexSOhe&sig=v2SK1Co4IOs-UlWUpwIumAccBfg#v=onepage&q=Fires effect on ecosystems&f=false
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/37407864_Slope_Stabilization_and_erosion_control_a_bioengineering_approach
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/37407864_Slope_Stabilization_and_erosion_control_a_bioengineering_approach
http://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/wri20024152
http://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/wri20024152
http://pubs.er.usgs.gov/publication/wri20024152
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15688212
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15688212
http://journals.lww.com/soilsci/Abstract/1994/11000/PREDICTING_THE_EFFECT_OF_TEMPERATURE_ON_SOIL.1.aspx
http://journals.lww.com/soilsci/Abstract/1994/11000/PREDICTING_THE_EFFECT_OF_TEMPERATURE_ON_SOIL.1.aspx
http://journals.lww.com/soilsci/Abstract/1994/11000/PREDICTING_THE_EFFECT_OF_TEMPERATURE_ON_SOIL.1.aspx
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2404911?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2404911?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
http://www.jstor.org/stable/2404911?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents


Citation: Tecle A, Neary D (2015) Water Quality Impacts of Forest Fires. J Pollut Eff Cont 3: 140. doi:10.4172/2375-4397.1000140

Page 7 of 7

Volume 3 • Issue 3 • 1000140
J Pollut Eff Cont
ISSN:2375-4397 JPE, an open access journal

15. DeBano LF (2000) The role of fire and soil heating on water repellence in wild 
land environments: a review. Journal of Hydrology 231:195-206.

16. DeBano LF (1981) Water repellant: A state-of-the-art. Gen Tech Rept PSW-
46, Berkeley, CA: USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Forest and Rang 
Experiment Station 21. 

17. Zwolinski MJ (2000) The role of fire in management of watershed responses. 
In: Ffolliott PF, Baker MB Jr, Edminister CB, Dillon MC, Mora KL (eds) Land
Stewardship in the 21st Century: The Contribution of Watershed Management. 
Proceedings RMRS-P-13m, Fort Collins, CO. USDA Forest Service, Rocky 
Mountain Research Station 367-370.

18. Dlapa, Pavel, Ivan Simkovic, Ladislav Somsak (2006) Effect of wild fire on water 
repellency of sandy forest soils. Paper presented at the 18th World Congress of 
Soil Science, July 9-15, 2006 in Philadelphia, PA. 

19. Jayakumar SSV (2012) Impact of forest fire on physical, chemical and biological 
properties of soils: A review. Proceedings of the International Academy of
Ecology and Environmental Science 2: 168-176. 

20. Robichaud PR, Beyers IL, Neary DG (2000) Evaluating the effectiveness of 
post fire rehabilitation treatments. Gen. Tech. Report RMRS-GTR-63, USDA 
Forest Service, Rocky Mountain Research Station, Fort Collins, CO. 83.

21. Poff B, Tecle A, Neary DG, Geils B (2010) Compromise Programming in forest 
management. Journal of the Arizona-Nevada Academy of Science. 42: 44-60.

22. Hibbert AR (1971) Increases in stream flow after converting chaparral to grass. 
Water Resources Bulletin, 8: 71-80. 

23. Hibbert AR, Davis EA, Knipe OD (1982) Water yield changes resulting from 

treatment of Arizona chaparral. Gen. Tech. Rept. PSW-58, Berkeley, CA: 
USDA Forest Service, Pacific Southwest Forest and Rang Expt Stn 382-389. 

24. Reed W, Schaffner M, Kahler C (2011) Wallow Fire August 10, 2011 Post-
Burn Increased Flash Flood Risk Analysis. NOAA/NWS, Colorado Basin River 
Forecast Center and NOAA/NWS, Western Region joint report.

25. Tecle A, Neary D, Ffolliott P, Baker MB Jr (2003) Water quality in forested
watershed of the Southwestern United States. Jour of the Arizona-Nevada
Academy of Sciences 35: 48-57. 

26. Dezuane, John (1997) Handbook of drinking water quality, Second Ed. John
Wiley & Sons, New York, NY. 

27. Paterson AM, Motimoto DS, Cumming BF, Smol JP, Szeicz JM (2002)
Paleolimnological investigation of the effects of forest fire on lake water quality 
in northwestern Ontario over the past ca. 150 years. Canadian Journal of
Botany, 80: 1329-1336.

28. Wondzell SM, King JG (2003) Post-fire erosional processes in the Pacific North-
west and Rocky Mountain region. Forest Ecology and management 178: 75-87. 

29. Tecle AB, Shrestha, Duckstein L (1998) Multi objective decision support
system for multi resource forest management. Group Decision and Negotiation 
7: 23-40. 

30. Poff B, Neary D, Tecle A (2010) In: Van Riper C III, Wakeling BF, Sisk TD 
(eds) Fire and fire surrogate treatment impacts on soil moisture condition 
in southwestern ponderosa pine forests. The Colorado Plateau IV: Shaping 
Conservation through Science and Management. The University of Arizona
Press, Tucson, Arizona 121-129.

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169400001943
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0022169400001943
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/documents/psw_gtr046/psw_gtr046.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/documents/psw_gtr046/psw_gtr046.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/documents/psw_gtr046/psw_gtr046.pdf
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/42071
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/42071
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/42071
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/42071
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/42071
https://crops.confex.com/crops/wc2006/techprogram/P18190.HTM
https://crops.confex.com/crops/wc2006/techprogram/P18190.HTM
https://crops.confex.com/crops/wc2006/techprogram/P18190.HTM
http://www.iaees.org/publications/journals/piaees/articles/2012-2(3)/impact-of-forest-fire.pdf
http://www.iaees.org/publications/journals/piaees/articles/2012-2(3)/impact-of-forest-fire.pdf
http://www.iaees.org/publications/journals/piaees/articles/2012-2(3)/impact-of-forest-fire.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/4403/Evaluating.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/4403/Evaluating.pdf
http://www.fs.fed.us/psw/publications/4403/Evaluating.pdf
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/36792
http://www.treesearch.fs.fed.us/pubs/36792
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/WR007i001p00071/abstract;jsessionid=DBCFB3A1D70EC8F2F1C65931DAFD0E96.f04t04
http://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1029/WR007i001p00071/abstract;jsessionid=DBCFB3A1D70EC8F2F1C65931DAFD0E96.f04t04
http://www.citeulike.org/user/dmajka/article/10560988
http://www.citeulike.org/user/dmajka/article/10560988
http://www.citeulike.org/user/dmajka/article/10560988
http://www.cbrfc.noaa.gov/report/monument.pdf
http://www.cbrfc.noaa.gov/report/monument.pdf
http://www.cbrfc.noaa.gov/report/monument.pdf
http://www.jstor.org/stable/40056926?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
http://www.jstor.org/stable/40056926?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
http://www.jstor.org/stable/40056926?seq=1#page_scan_tab_contents
http://as.wiley.com/WileyCDA/WileyTitle/productCd-047128789X.html
http://as.wiley.com/WileyCDA/WileyTitle/productCd-047128789X.html
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/262906948_A_paleolimnological_investigation_of_the_effects_of_forest_fire_on_lake_water_quality_in_northwestern_Ontario_over_the_past_ca._150_years
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/262906948_A_paleolimnological_investigation_of_the_effects_of_forest_fire_on_lake_water_quality_in_northwestern_Ontario_over_the_past_ca._150_years
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/262906948_A_paleolimnological_investigation_of_the_effects_of_forest_fire_on_lake_water_quality_in_northwestern_Ontario_over_the_past_ca._150_years
http://www.researchgate.net/publication/262906948_A_paleolimnological_investigation_of_the_effects_of_forest_fire_on_lake_water_quality_in_northwestern_Ontario_over_the_past_ca._150_years
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378112703000549
http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0378112703000549
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1023%2FA%3A1008671129325
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1023%2FA%3A1008671129325
http://link.springer.com/article/10.1023%2FA%3A1008671129325
http://www.uapress.arizona.edu/Books/bid2255.htm
http://www.uapress.arizona.edu/Books/bid2255.htm
http://www.uapress.arizona.edu/Books/bid2255.htm
http://www.uapress.arizona.edu/Books/bid2255.htm
http://www.uapress.arizona.edu/Books/bid2255.htm

	Title
	Corresponding author
	Abstract
	Keywords
	Introduction  
	General Wildfire Effects  
	Forest Fire Effects on Water Quality and Flooding 
	Factors that Affect Water Quality and Quantity  
	Forest Fire Impacts on Water Quality  
	Conclusion  
	Acknowledgements 
	Table 1
	Table 2
	Figure 1
	Figure 2
	Figure 3
	Figure 4
	Table 3
	References

