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HISTORICAL FIRES – KASLO AREA
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Note the overlap of fires within even a 40yr time frame. We combined all 1910 to 1960 events and note that the extent was more widespread than plotted since we lack historic fire data pre ~ 1910. We do however have photos and easily see from forest soil horizons that extensive fires denuded much of the local landscape prior to that date. Some of these fires from the turn of the century were often intentional (mining),  but overall we can see that we were successful in confining fires to small areas in K3C and surrounding landscape since approximately 1910.



Kaslo Fire 1894





2016 Kaslo and RDCK Area D Update to the 
Community Wildfire Protection Plan

Presenter
Presentation Notes
2016 Revision of the existing CWPP. The CWPP provided the base information for our Landscape level Wildfire Plan. 



PROPOSED TREATMENT UNITS: 2016 CWPP

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 Within CF boundaries we see CWPP proposed treatment polygons buffering  the immediate VOK interface. We are still very much in a learning phase identifying which treatments provide the most effective and affordable solutions to protect our communities in a long-range outlook, especially as the climate is shifting into increasingly erratic weather events. Sadly we now are able to study communities where disaster has struck in the past 3 years and are rapidly modifying our initial protection concepts with these insights. 



INSIGHTS GAINED 
Al Neal - FLNRORD 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
We find that the brute force of these disasters may exceed our worst expectations in intensity and speed, as is obvious from the footages we can  watch on the internet. A landscape fuel break is but one tool when pelting ember showers may advance on their own fire generated winds 9km out ahead of the flames. We realize that it takes a concerted effort from everyone to battle a wildfire : in the landscape as well as within the community. We see burned out subdivisions with green boulevard trees still flanking the streets and get it: our houses were more flammable. How easy is it to start the rounds of wood in a camp fire without kindling, paper or other starter? We are rephrasing language from ‘wildfire protection’ to ‘wildfire resilience’ led by this new awareness which acknowledges that we may not be able to entirely protect ourselves from these events, but can and should put systems in place to reduce the impact and expedite the speed of recovery. 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Throughout the planning process of this Landscape Level Wildfire (Protection) Plan we have looked at the emerging examples in other geographic locations and have established that one shoe doesn’t fit all. Treating forest fuel accumulations by hand labour is unaffordable at a price of $6000-10,000/hectare especially since repeated treatments are necessary over time. This type of treatment is mostly funded by government grants on a small scale whereas forest licensees are expected to finance and balance treatments within their license area with cutting permit development / timber harvesting. Mechanized fuel treatment is a key strategy for landscapes with flat to moderate slopes.  We here at the KDCFS are proudly managing our vertical rock faces and yawning creek gulches because we are assured there never is a boring day ahead. But it defies the construction of a linear landscape level fuel break. We also are limited in building access just anywhere. We have more fuel pre-heating as the heat from the fire blows up the slope. And a few other things they don’t have on the flats. Like landslides. We pondered and found a few advantages. Like ample water in our lakes, which makes air support a pretty good strategy for the vertically challenged places. BCWS has invested heavily in air fire suppression during the past two/three decades and now realizes it to be frighteningly expensive and lacking effectiveness if not backed by good ground support.  We are revisiting the prior strategy because it worked quite well and enlist tenure holders/licensees for ground support. Licensees have heavy equipment operators on contract for their forestry operations, know their license areas inside out and have resource plans in place. If we can, for example, align an emergency wildfire guard with a planned road location we can save big on rehabilitation.  We looked at the information and systems we need to put in place to assist BCWS on the crown forest land and the Fire Department along the urban interface, which informed the data variables to be collected across the landscape, mapped and shared and the communications necessary to be held with key supporters. 



DATA COLLECTION AND MAPPING VARIABLES
• Key features to be protected
• Aspect and slope indexes to visualize where the 

hottest/driest/steepest landscapes are
• Existing ground access and limitations, and the lack 

thereof across the KDCFS license area
• Water sources, type, low season flow and accessibility 

from existing structures, or new structures needed to 
get there, or areas lacking water, requiring other 
means of protection.

• SAFE zones and escape routes across the landscape 
during fire fighting

• Heli drop areas, existing and needed
• High forest fuel types
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Presentation Notes
Needless to say, it will take years before we manage to install all fuel brakes we envision, and as we progress, earlier treatments will compete for resources to be retreated..   How much time do we have? 



WHERE DO WE START? 
IDENTIFYING TOP PRIORITIES

1.The treatment promising the fastest and most 
universal approach to avert disaster

2. The highest priority/highest risk treatment area



1.The logic and first consideration to averting fire disaster: 
speed of initial attack. Act fast when small. We are 
upgrading our fire equipment and are improving training 
and lateral communication with stakeholders and their 
dedicated wildfire resource people. 

2.CP43: The Wardner Face to the south end of Shutty
Bench. Starting immediately in the fall of 2019 and 
carrying through 2020. We will shift focus on this area to 
demonstrate our landscape level wildfire planning. This 
meeting commences community introduction and project 
consultation.



BASE INFORMATION

Shutty Bench
Shutty Bench

Village of 
Kaslo

Mt Buchanan

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Zooming into the highest risk area of our tenure (green). Again, the CWPP recommended treatment polygons in dark red. Notice cutblocks already in place along Hwy 31 and starting in on the North flank of Kaslo (anchors), where the west end is flanked by a cutblock and a gravel pit. The most access and water deprived mid-section still needs wildfire development. Good access starting from Branch 7 onto the East face of Mt. Buchanan. The Wing Creek face and onwards along Shutty Bench is poorly developed for access, but has much better water availability.
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TREATMENT MODIFIERS



KDCFS PROPOSED CP43 FUEL MODIFICATION/FOREST HEALTH DEVELOPMENT
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Presenter
Presentation Notes
Base shade: KDCFS tenure. Lighter shade: CWPP identified polygons. Red: CP43 proposed development blocks. Purple: Fire Access Trail. Pink pins: Forest mortality caused by root rot and Fir-beetle attack on weakened trees. This extends SE into VOK forest lands at the bottom of the Wardner trails. To the East and West of this area is RDCK and private land that also needs to be monitored. This creates the need for a multi-jurisdictional management plan for the Wardner face, including consultation with the strong recreational community and visual impact from town.



KDCFS PROPOSED FUEL BREAKS
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