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4.7. Fire guard
Another component of resilience is the ability to adapt to new situations, and apply
expertise to solve problems. A response and disaster mitigation action cited by
municipal staff as relatively novel was the decision to develop a large fire-guard around
the City to mitigate the impacts of the OMPF, by preventing the fire from entering some
parts of the City (Figure 3). 

Figure 3: Fire guard

Source: City of Kelowna, accessed from Castanet, 2003

A fireguard (or firebreak) is essentially a narrow field (or strip) where vegetation has
been cleared, and is located between the forested area and the community. The
removal of vegetation or fuel in a fireguard area reduces the ability of the wildland fire
to enter the community. 

The fire guard passed through sections of private property (Dobson Engineering Ltd,
2003), and, as reported by city staff, partially took the route of future roadways. When
the fireguard was being constructed, city staff indicated that there was no presumption
of funding assistance from higher levels of government, nor were private property
owners compensated for damages to their property. As well, there was no assistance
from higher levels of government for remediation of areas affected by construction of
the fire guard after the fire risk had passed. Although city staff indicated that this was
an unconventional method of managing a WUI fire emergency situation, it was credited
with saving several neighbourhoods from the oncoming fire.

4.8. Disaster Recovery Centres
The Disaster Recovery Centres were cited as one of the more successful approaches to
assisting individuals affected by the OMPF. The disaster recovery centres were designed
to assist individual residents in acquiring emergency provisions, and in planning their
recovery strategies (applying for loans, etc.), and were described as a “one stop shop”
for individuals seeking assistance for damages suffered during the OMPF. As well,
partnerships were developed with non-profit agencies to develop a “needs assessment”
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to facilitate the provision of emergency supplies to residents (discussed further below).
Recovery centres were open for one year following the fire, and were staffed by full
time and part time City employees. One provincial staff member was also involved in
the disaster recovery centres. A wide range of services were available to individuals
seeking assistance, including the opportunity to apply for recovery assistance and a list
of recovery resources and agencies that could assist those affected by the fire. The
recovery centres changed supplies and resources as residents` needs changed
throughout the recovery period. For example, shortly after the fire, resources such
as clothes were available, and as the recovery process continued, new resources such
as assistance with securing loans and permits to rebuild homes were provided. 

Municipal staff indicated that in many instances, communities affected by a large
disaster do not have the resources to provide adequate assistance to affected individuals
during the recovery phase. However, the City of Kelowna chose to implement recovery
assistance programs, including recovery centres, to aid those who suffered the impacts
of the OMPF. 

4.9. Insurance and recovery resource management
A fast recovery from a disaster event is a characteristic of a resilient community.
Insurance certainly plays a role in hazard recovery, as it allows for the rebuilding of
damaged buildings and infrastructure in the post disaster period. As fire is an insurable
peril, the provincial disaster relief program did not play a substantial role in assisting
fire victims with recovery. Much of the non-insurance funds that were provided to
disaster victims came through charitable donations, managed through the Kelowna
and Area Okanagan Fire Recovery Society. 

4.9.1. Insurance coverage
Kelowna staff interviewees revealed the perception that insurance companies, by and
large, performed well assisting in disaster recovery and were considerable aids in the
recovery process for impacted individuals. Generally, the fire impacted an area of the
City that was considered relatively well-off, and it was perceived that these individuals
had adequate insurance and were compensated for their damages. 

However, there were reports of some issues with under-insurance and cases of
individuals being uninsured for fire damages (interviewees indicated that there existed
four uninsured residences). Under-insurance was reported as a significant concern
for many of those affected by the fire. For example, municipal staff indicated that
some homeowners had not kept their insurance policies up-to-date following home
renovations, and therefore did not receive full-replacement value for destroyed homes.
It was also reported that some homeowners may have felt that they were treated
unfairly by their insurance companies, in instances where homes where underinsured. 

Although the majority of those affected were able to purchase insurance, municipal
staff reported some instances of tenants and renters living in secondary suites within
homes in the affected areas that were not covered by insurance for their damages.
Staff indicated that some of the renters were living in illegal suites, which had not been
approved by the City. This situation complicated recovery processes, particularly
whether or how recovery resources should be provided to occupiers of illegal suites. 
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4.9.2. Recovery resource management 
Several actions were taken to manage and coordinate donations and the services
of charitable organizations in the time following the OMPF. These actions included the
formation of an organization to oversee disbursement of recovery relief donations,
a process for identifying donations for individuals affected by the fire and ineligible for
other sources of funds, and an information sharing strategy to ensure that recovery
funds were provided in an efficient and equitable manner.

The Kelowna and Area Okanagan Fire Recovery Society (the Society) was formed in
September 2003 to collect and administer recovery and relief donations provided for the
OMPF. The Society was formed to ensure that there would be no political interference
with the distribution of donated funds, and to ensure that funds were donated only
where necessary. 

The following priorities were used by the Society for the provision of donated funds
(Society, 2004):

• Urgent unmet needs: To provide individuals without insurance for items such as
housing and housing contents, and other related urgent needs;

• Individual claims: For individuals who had insurance for their losses, but experienced
shortfalls in their insurance coverage;

• Community groups: For community organizations that could provide assistance and
projects for the recovery effort, and;

• A Commemorative Project: To provide a small amount of funds to assist in the
construction of a project that would commemorate the impacts of the OMPF.

The society also collected funds for restoration of the Kettle Valley Railway national
historic site. Though the Society had expected to handle anywhere from $700,000 to
$800,000 in donations, the final amount received by the Society was $1,402,000. 

An Urgent Unmet Needs committee was set up, at the request of the City of Kelowna,
early in the donation distribution process. Many individual organizations were in place
during the recovery from the OMPF, and integration of these organizations was viewed
as an essential part of an equitable and efficient recovery process. The Unmet Urgent
Needs committee had representatives from many aid organizations, including:

• Red Cross;

• Salvation Army;

• Royal Canadian Legion;

• Lions Clubs; 

• Adventist Disaster Response;

• Central Okanagan Foundation;

• Interfaith Groups;

• CORD/City of Kelowna Victim Services;

• City of Kelowna, and;

• The Society.
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As well as providing assistance for urgent needs, a Cooperative Housing Strategy was
also developed by the Committee to ensure that uninsured residents who lost their
home were compensated with suitable accommodation (Society, 2004).

To ensure that people affected by the OMPF were adequately assisted by the various
aid organizations, information sharing agreements were drafted, which allowed for
transfer of information between the City of Kelowna and the various aid agencies.
The agreements allowed for aid agencies and the City of Kelowna to share information
about specific families and individuals, and what they were qualified to receive, to
ensure that each eligible individual received some recovery funding. As an example,
an agreement drafted between the City of Kelowna and the Salvation Army, British
Columbia Division, Kelowna Corps, stated:

The purpose of providing the Contact List to the Salvation [Army] is to ensure
that direct financial assistance is made available to those persons who have been
directly affected by the Fire and to ensure that this aid is delivered in a fair and
equitable manner (City of Kelowna, n.d.b).

The agreements ensured that information sharing was in accordance with the Freedom
of Information and Protection of Privacy Act, and that appropriate actions were taken
to ensure confidentiality of contact information. 

Individual claims were assessed on a “needs basis”, that is, payouts were provided to
those with the greatest needs. The needs assessment was created by a partnership
between the City of Kelowna and the Red Cross. Individuals applying for aid were asked
at the Disaster Recovery Centres. The Society assessed applications and payouts based
on the level of need for the following damages (Society, 2004):

• Loss or damage to homes and household contents;

• Loss or damage to outbuildings;

• Loss or damage to property used for home-based businesses where the business
was the primary source of family income;

• Loss or damage to landscaping;

• Cost of tree removal, and;

• Loss or damage to infrastructure. 

Various other charitable organizations were also involved in assisting affected
individuals, including the Salvation Army and the Mennonite Disaster Relief fund
(Berry et al., 2008).

4.10. Post-wildfire hazard mitigation
In 2004, the City of Kelowna, through its Environment Division, initiated the Central
Okanagan Post Fire Habitat Rehabilitation Project. A contract was awarded to Interior
Reforestation Co. Ltd. to assess post-wildfire hazards, and to provide tools and
recommendations for the rehabilitation of forests affected by the 2003 wildfire. 
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Among the various findings of the engineering team, an increase in the occurrence
and intensity of overland flows caused by hydrophobic soils was identified as one of the
more substantial threats to Kelowna residents and infrastructure. The Kelowna City
Council approved a $2 million plan to improve culverts to address the risk of heavy
water flows in the event of heavy rainfall and freshet flooding (Forrex, n.d.; FPB, 2005). 

As discussed in Section 3.2.1.1.1., other post-wildfire hazards existed, aside from flood
hazards. Information on these hazards was provide through the City’s ongoing
communication strategy (discussed in Section 4.6.).

Wildland fire can have a substantial impact on the soil and vegetative characteristics
of affected areas. Increased risk of mass-erosion and landslide is common in sloped
areas that have been affected by wildland fires (Shakesby & Doerr, 2006). Landslide
hazards are a constant risk in Kelowna due to the community’s adjacent interior
mountain terrain. Kelowna’s Official Community Plan includes sections regarding
hazardous condition development permit areas, including areas with a slope greater
than 30%. Kelowna staff reported a considerable increase in landslide hazards post-
OMPF. Following the OMPF, assessments of landslide risk had to be conducted before
contractors and homeowners were allowed to return to areas affected by the fire.
At the time of writing, the City has been in the process of revising its landslide risk
maps through soil and soil stability analyses. 

4.10.1. Post-wildfire flood mitigation
Hydrophobic soil conditions, caused by heat from extreme wildfire events, are common
after severe wildfire events (Onda et al., 2008). Hydrophobic soil conditions can increase
the risk and severity of overland flows, caused by heavy rainfall events and can increase
the risk of erosion (Certini, 2005; Woods et al., 2007). Many communities that have
experienced severe wildland fire events have experienced hazards associated with
hydrophobic soils, including the risk of flooding and soil erosion (Onda et al., 2007;
Woods et al., 2007). 
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Following the severe fire season of 2003 in British Columbia, The Post-Wildfire Hazard
Assessment and Risk Management report (FPB, 2005) explored the roles and
responsibilities of different provincial and local authorities in the management of post-
wildfire hazards. The report identified the following key players in post-wildfire risks:

• B.C. Ministry of Forests and Range (MOFR);

• B.C. Provincial Emergency Program (PEP);

• B.C. Ministry of Environment (MOE);

• B.C. Ministry of Transport (MOT);

• Local authorities, including regional districts and municipalities, and;

• Utilities and railways.

The roles and responsibilities of each of these organizations and authorities vary. For
example, MOFR is responsible for suppression of wildfires, PEP coordinates emergency
response activities and strategies, MOE may be involved in mapping debris-flow areas or
in responding to mass wasting events, MOT assesses extra-municipal development
proposals, local authorities are responsible for development within their boundaries, and
utilities and railways can assess and mitigate risks to their own infrastructure. However,
none has a specific mandate to reduce the risks of post-wildfire hazards through
preventative planning and forest regeneration. 

Despite the lack of clarity in the roles and responsibilities for mitigation of post-wildfire
hazards, the City of Kelowna adopted a progressive approach, and initiated programs
to mitigate post-wildfire hazards. In 2004, the City contracted a consultant to review
post-wildfire hazards and provide approaches to rehabilitate lands affected by the OMPF
(Wright & Przeczek, 2005). Among the various findings of the review, an increase in
the occurrence and intensity of overland flows caused by hydrophobic soils was
identified as one of the more substantial threats to Kelowna residents and infrastructure
(Wright & Przeczek, 2005). 

4.10.1.1. Post-wildland fire flood risk management in Kelowna
Several approaches were taken to manage post-wildfire flood hazards in Kelowna at
various government levels. For example hydroseeding, performed by the provincial
government, was identified as a factor in reduced post-wildfire flood and erosion risks.
However, the City played the most significant role in the management of this hazard.

Following the OMPF, the City undertook a post-fire hazard analysis, including the
commission of Dobson Engineering Ltd. to assess the impacts of the fire on surrounding
slopes and stream catchments and provide recommendations for post-fire hazard
mitigation. Results of the Dobson study identified various impacts of the fire, including
erosion, stability hazards, hydrophobic soils, increased sediment loads in streams and
other impacts on surface water, as well as environmental issues including habitat loss
(City of Kelowna, 2004a; Kam, 2005). Hazards that posed the greatest risk to Kelowna
residents included:

• Increased erosion and sedimentation of streams;

• Changes in the magnitude and frequency of runoff and peak flows, and;

• Flash floods and debris laden floods (City of Kelowna, 2004a). 
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Hydrophobic soil conditions were considered to increase the risk of both flooding and
land slides following the OMPF. As well, ash and sediment loads increased flooding and
erosion hazards. Watersheds affected by the OMPF were located both within the City of
Kelowna and on Crown land (City of Kelowna, 2004a). The hydrophobic soil conditions
were present on large portions of watersheds, which originate on Crown land and flow
through the City of Kelowna to Lake Okanagan (City of Kelowna, 2004a).

Typically, the City of Kelowna maps flood risk areas based on 1 in 200 year events,
and requires that stream crossings accommodate 1 in 200 year flows, under natural
conditions. However, the hydrophobic conditions following the OMPF significantly
increased the severity of 200 year events. A severe rainfall event in October 2003 on
several of the burnt-out watersheds supported findings from the risk analysis, as peak
flows during the storm were estimated to be between 5 and 15 times the 200-year
pre-fire flows (City of Kelowna, 2004a). ). Overland flows caused by the severe rainfall
event resulted in $120,000 in damages to infrastructure, and caused damage to private
lands and homes. Using the impacts of this storm, it was estimated that 50 homes,
150 residents, and 10 roadways were at risk from flash flooding (City of Kelowna
2004a). As well, property and infrastructure at risk was estimated at $10 million, based
on watershed modelling and the 2003 flood event (City of Kelowna, 2004a). It was
expected that hydrophobic soil conditions would last 3 to 5 years following the OMPF,
and total regeneration of the forest canopy could take up to 30 years. 

4.10.1.1.1. Mitigation works and appeal for funding 
In 2004, the City of Kelowna developed and presented a funding proposal for
mitigation works to prevent damages associated with increased risk of flooding caused
by wildfire impacts (post-wildfire hazard). The proposal was directed at the federal
government, as the hazard originated from wildfires that took place on Crown land
(City of Kelowna, 2004a). 

The proposal adopted a risk management approach, including an assessment of the
risks associated with fire-impacted soils, and an assessment of a variety of options
for mitigating post-wildfire hazard risks. The proposal identified 15 options that could
be employed to reduce the increased risk of flooding caused by hydrophobic soils,
which included (City of Kelowna, 2004a):

1. Altering the Landscape:
a. Grass seeding of exposed soils to restore vegetative cover;
b. Harrowing soil to break up water repellant layer, and;
c. Contour furrows to reduce erosion and runoff.

2. Altering Channels:
a. Dyking to increase channel capacity and reduce flooding;
b. Detainment structures to store flash runoff;
c. Overflow structures to pass flood flows safely;
d. By-pass structures to provide alternate routing for flood flows, and;
e. Larger structures designed to safely pass flood flows.

3. Hardening Structures:
a. Raise structures at risk above flood levels, and;
b. Construct berms around structures at risk to protect from flooding.
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4. Remove Consequence:
a. Purchase properties at risk and remove structures, and;
b. Change land use to prevent consequences.

5. Early Warning Systems:
a. Install climate stations with rainstorm alarms;
b. Install water level gauges with level alarms, and;
c. Install flood-warning alarms on road crossings.

The flood mitigation options were evaluated based on criteria concerned with reducing
the risk to public safety and reduce the risk of loss of life, protection of private property
from flood damages, protecting public infrastructure from flood damages and
consideration of the most effective approach to attain the criteria (City of Kelowna,
2004a). The various options were also evaluated based on general “pros and cons,”
their impact on risk reduction and cost (City of Kelowna, 2004a). A review of all
available options based on these criteria identified “larger structures designed to safely
pass flood flows” as the preferred option. These larger structures would come in the
form of culverts at locations where streams from the affected watersheds cross road
infrastructure (for examples, see Figures 4 and 5). In all, 40 crossings were analyzed, and
35 of those crossings were identified as requiring alterations to structures. As well,
alterations to stream channels and construction of detainment works were undertaken.
The goal of the City of Kelowna was to implement the flood risk reduction measures
before the occurrence of the 2004 spring freshet flooding. 

Figure 4: Larger crossing at Chute Lake Road and Frost Road, Kelowna
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Figure 5: Larger crossing at Lebanon Creek and Lakeshore Road, Kelowna

In 2004, the City of Kelowna estimated a total cost of $1.75 million for channel
improvements required to reduce the risk of flooding caused by hydrophobic soils,
however, interviewees indicated an actual cost of $2 million. The proposal made to the
federal government for funding mitigative works was that the $1.75 million investment
would save $10 million in property damage, as well as save governments potential disaster
relief assistance payments that would be made following a severe flooding event,
exacerbated by hydrophobic soils (City of Kelowna, 2004a). Interviewees indicated,
however, that no funding assistance was provided by the provincial or federal
governments for these works. 

Municipal staff interviewed suggested that the federal and provincial governments were
unwilling to provide funding for post-wildfire flood risk reducing actions as these actions
were related to mitigation rather than recovery. In a briefing note developed by the City
of Kelowna, municipal staff expressed frustration over the lack of higher level government
assistance with significant proactive mitigation works implemented to reduce post-wildfire
hazard risks. 

The proposal to the federal government goes on to cite specific incidents in the United States
where post-wildfire flooding and debris flows were identified as serious hazards. In these
incidences, the proposal highlights funding provided to local areas to mitigate these risks,
through programs such as the Hazard Mitigation Grant Program (City of Kelowna, 2004a).

As described by the proposal, and exemplified by the October 2003 heavy rainfall event,
the mitigation works substantially reduced risks to residents located close to watersheds
affected by the fire. As discussed in Section 2.4., the PEP and PSC administer disaster relief
programs aimed at providing private individuals, small business and municipal governments
with assistance for recovery after a disaster has occurred. These programs largely exclude
actions that are designed to enhance infrastructure, and rather, are designed to assist
disaster affected communities with repairing infrastructure up to a pre-disaster state. Thus,
disaster mitigation was not a primary aim of these programs. 
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4.11. Post-disaster policy window
Interviewees indicated past events in the City of Kelowna served as drivers for enhanced
WUI fire mitigation strategies. Municipal staff reported previous events, including the
1994 Garnet Fire and the Knox Mountain fire of 1998, which served to highlight
potential vulnerabilities to city staff, and lead to improved fire management practices
in the past. For example, historic wildfires, including a fire at Knox Mountain in 1998,
were factors in the development of fuel modification initiatives in Kelowna. As well,
the Garnet Fire of 1994 lead to a limited WUI fire risk identification initiative.
Interviewees indicated that municipal government staff and officials became most aware
of vulnerabilities to fire risk during and after the onset of the OMPF. Municipal staff
acknowledged a post-disaster window of opportunity, in which public and political
interest in implementing wildfire mitigation measures was high. Interviewees estimated
that this window of opportunity existed for two years. 

Municipal staff awareness was cited as an important component of disaster
preparedness and an increased ability to mitigate future disasters by Kelowna city staff.
An important factor in increased resilience to future fire events was the increased
awareness of fire-prone areas, and managing development in these areas. Public and
political awareness were also reported as important factors in the uptake of various
mitigative adjustments both at the individual and community levels, for example,
adoption of FireSmart practices on individual lots and the implementation of mitigation
responsibilities for developers. 

Several departments had undertaken education actions well before the occurrence of
the OMPF, as early as the mid 1990s. However, staff interviewees indicate that it was
not taken very seriously by Kelowna residents until the time following the OMPF. As
discussed in Section 4.2., public interest in the management of fuel loads on their
property increased significantly immediately before and during the OMPF. 

Fuel mitigation work on public lands within the City of Kelowna began in 1998. Since
the occurrence of the OMPF, a more comprehensive fuel management strategy was
developed for the City of Kelowna (City of Kelowna, 2004b). As well, a more
progressive strategy to identify WUI fire risk areas has been adopted. Staff interviewees
further discussed the impact of the OMPF on City Council’s willingness to adopt and
implement post-fire flood abatement adjustments. An interviewee commented that
council was very willing to adopt and implement flood management strategies, because
the recommendations came to them while the “embers were still burning” from the
OMPF. Staff indicated that the council was highly aware of the vulnerabilities of the City
to natural hazards and therefore was very willing to adopt adjustments.

Despite the apparent window of opportunity and the range of programs adopted
following the OMPF, interviewees believed that many of the programs that were
implemented following the OMPF would have been implemented regardless of an
extreme fire event. However, staff indicated that implementation of these programs may
not have been as aggressive had the OMPF not occurred. The experience of Kelowna
suggests that this may be true, as many of the wildfire mitigation programs 
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implemented following the OMPF were enhancements of existing programs, including
the identification of WUI wildfire risk areas. However, extensive policy reviews, such
as the Blackwell & Needoba report (2006), likely would not have been conducted had
there not been a significant loss event. 

Staff interviews were conducted approximately five years after the occurrence of the
OMPF, and several interviewees indicated that there has been a drop in political and
public interest for the implementation of wildfire mitigation measures. As well, staff
feared that over the long term, public and political interest in fuel management
practices generally (e.g., fuel management on public lands) and private property owner
fuel management and FireSmart behaviour would wane, thus leading to an increased
risk of fire. .  Further, the two year window of opportunity was severely affected by
ongoing litigation brought against the City by the insurance industry for damaged
incurred during the OMPF (described further in Section 4.13.1.).

4.12. General perceptions of OMPF
This section provides results from other sections of the interview questionnaire, which
explored general perceptions of the OMPF, the ability of the City to handle future fires,
and the impact of the OMPF on the ability of the City to handle other types of disasters.

4.12.1. Time taken to recover from OMPF
As discussed in Section 2.3., the amount of time taken to recover from a disaster is an
important component of the definition of a resilient community. Interviews with
municipal staff revealed the perception that the overall time taken for the City of
Kelowna to fully recover from the impacts of the OMPF was two years. Interviewees
were also asked to estimate the time taken for those who lost their homes to rebuild.
Estimated times varied (between 6 months and 3 years), however, staff generally agreed
that all homes were rebuilt two years after the fire. As well, approximately 2 years was
required for the rehabilitation of affected infrastructure.

Municipal staff indicated that it was likely that some property owners directly affected
by the OMPF had likely not recovered. For example, there were a few cases of
homeowners with no insurance, or with inadequate coverage, who may still be
suffering financial impacts associated with the loss of their home. As well, municipal
staff indicated that there were several property owners who chose not to rebuild in the
same area where they were affected by the OMPF, out of fear of a future fire
occurrence. Interviewees also indicated that many of those who were affected may
still be suffering from emotional impacts caused by the extensive loss of property
and personal items. 

Interviewees indicated that there were some instances of individuals who were
considered as culturally or socially isolated seeking assistance from the City during and
after the OMPF. These people were defined by municipal staff as “persons-with-no-
fixed-address,” who had made homes in forested areas outside of the City of Kelowna,
and did not enter the City or seek city services on a regular basis. Staff indicated
that the recovery resource management process was useful in providing assistance to
these people.



65

4.12.2. Risk perceptions associated with recurrence of fire events
A key component of a resilient community is the ability to adapt to hazards, and
through such adaptation, be able to handle or reduce impacts of natural hazards
through the application of lessons learned. These lessons may be derived from a
community`s own experience, or the experience of other communities. The following
section describes risk perceptions associated with future fires, similar to that of the
OMFP. General results suggest that another fire is expected within the next 100 years,
but not so likely in the next 10 or 20 years (Table 15). As well, if the City were to
experience a fire event with the same characteristics of the OMPF, respondents felt
that impacts of that fire
would be lower than what
was experienced in the
OMPF, and generally felt
that time taken to recover
from such a fire would be
less than what was
experienced after the
OMPF.

Municipal staff generally believed that if the City of Kelowna did experience a similar
wildfire event within the next 10 years, the impacts of the fire would be somewhat less
severe. Factors that would reduce the severity over this time period included an
increased awareness by the public of wildfire risk, increased uptake of private mitigative
measures, and increased capacity of the City to respond to wildfire events due to its
experience with previous events (e.g., understanding large-scale evacuations, and
identifying and managing recovery resources) and other factors surrounding municipal
programs aimed at controlling fuel loads and managing development in the WUI. 

Staff identified several factors that could increase the risk of sustaining impacts from
a future WUI wildfire event, including:

• The impacts of mountain pine beetle kill;

• Climate change factors;

• Increasing development in fire prone areas, and increasing development in the
City of Kelowna in general, and;

• Reduced fuel management actions taken by the public over time (as a result of
a lowered interest in wildfires as the OMPF falls further into the past).

Staff commented on the potential of infrequent events becoming more common as
a result of climate change and beetle kill effects (e.g., a 1 in 100 year fire becoming
a 1 in 10 year fire). 

Respondents were asked about the potential impacts if a fire exactly the same as the
OMPF were to occur again within the next 10 years. They were asked to respond on
a scale of 12, where “1” represented “Absolutely no impacts” and “10” represented 

Table 15: Responses to: “Please use the scale below to rate how likely it is
that the City of Kelowna would experience another wildfire event, similar
to that of the OMPF?” 

In the next: 1* 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10* Refuse

10 years – – – 1 2 – 1 1 - – 1

20 years – – – – – – 3 – 1 – 2

100 years – – – – – – – – 4 2

* 1=No possibility at all, *10=Absolutely will occur
n=6
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“Same severity of impacts as the OMPF.” As well, respondents were asked how the time
taken to recover would change if the City were to experience another fire exactly the
same as the OMPF within the next 10 years. In this case, “1” represented “No time
taken at all” and “10” represented “Same amount of time as OMPF.” If respondents
answered by choosing 12, they would indicate that impacts would be more severe than
the OMPF, or more time
would be taken to recover
than the OMPF. Results are
presented in Table 16.

Respondents suggested
that it would be difficult to
accurately assess future
impacts, due to population
changes, changes in
municipal staff, climate
change, and so on.
However, no respondents
felt that the impacts would
be worse, or that the amount of time taken to recover would be greater than that
experienced after the OMPF. All respondents felt that the impacts would be less severe
than experienced in the OMPF. Respondents who rated a higher response on Table 16,
item “a)” were confident that everything that could have been done was done to
mitigate the impacts of the OMPF. Those who gave a higher rating further felt that
there would be some improvements, but the majority of the major impacts were
mitigated as much as possible during the OMPF of 2003. 

Two respondents felt that the time taken to recover from a future fire like the OMPF
would be the same as the time taken to recover from the OMPF. Respondents who gave
a higher rating felt that, considering the impacts on infrastructure and private residents,
two years is a reasonable recovery time. Those who felt that recovery time would be
reduced in the future believed that lessons learned from the OMPF would allow for
some actions to be taken earlier. For example, the City would be more prepared to
handle recovery funds for those affected by the fire, and evacuations could be carried
out more efficiently. 

4.12.2.1. Impacts of beetle kill
Significant concern by City staff was identified regarding the potential impacts of the
Mountain Pine Beetle on the local environment. One such concern was that the
infestation might increase the likelihood and severity of future severe fires, as dead and
dried forest vegetation provides fuel for wildland fires. Municipal staff indicated that
the City’s experience with the OMPF and the Rose Valley fire served as examples of how
forest areas affected by the mountain pine beetle could affect fire risk, as those areas
burned more quickly and readily than areas not affected. Staff expressed concern that
as the area affected by the infestation increased, wildfires would become quickly
unmanageable and would increase stress on fire-fighting resources. 

Table 16: Responses to: “If the fire were to occur again in the next 10 years,
how would you rate the impacts, in comparison to the OMPF?” and “If the
OMPF were to occur again in the next 10 years, how would you rate the
amount of time it would take to recover, in comparison to the OMPF?”

11.2 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 3,4 11* 12* Refuse

a) Impacts – – – 1 – 1 – 2 1 – – – 1

b) Amount
of time – – – – – 1 2 – – 2 – – 1

1 Absolutely no impacts
2 No time taken at all
3 Same severity of impacts as the OMPF
4 Same amount of time as the OMPF
* Impacts or amount of time greater than OMPF
n=6
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Staff also indicated that the mountain pine beetle epidemic will likely increase fire risk
over the short term, and then decrease it over the long term, as many of the dead trees
will have been removed. Staff reported that tree removal is likely to be highest within
the City of Kelowna, for safety reasons (e.g., concerns over falling dead trees).
Additionally, concerns were raised surrounding the province’s and the municipality’s
ability to abide by the increased requirement for fuel mitigation on Crown lands and
lands within the City. 

4.12.3. Impact of OMPF experience on management of future disasters
A resilient city is one that can mitigate the impacts of a disastrous event and recover
quickly from experienced impacts. Resilient communities should also be better able to
mitigate or prevent the impacts of a future disaster of a similar nature and magnitude.
Applying lessons learned from a disaster experience is a sign of an adaptable and
resilient community.

Respondents were asked to list the top five most significant natural hazards to which
the City of Kelowna was exposed. Various natural hazards were cited, including:
• Flooding;

• Wildfire;

• Pine Beetle impacts;

• Critical infrastructure failure (failure of high-pressure water supply pipes);

• Landslides/mass wasting/erosion events;

• Drought;

• Ice storms;

• Weather and wind events, and;

• Earthquake (low risk).

Generally, wildfires and flooding were considered the greatest natural hazards risks. 

Respondents believed that their experience with the OMPF has increased their ability to
quickly and effectively recover from all types of future hazards. Many of the processes
that were established during the OMPF emergency situation, as well as the heightened
awareness among city staff of their respective roles during a disaster event would lead
to expedited recovery from future natural and non-natural hazard events. 

Some respondents further indicated that their experience with the OMPF increased
their awareness of how to handle emergency events, and how to work with higher level
departments during emergency management and recovery processes. Many also
indicated that their experience with the insurance industry would play in their favour
in the future. 
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The experience gained during the OMPF was tested in 2005 during the Rose Valley
Wildfire. The Rose Valley fire was also considered a “rank 6” fire; however it did not
have as severe an impact on the City of Kelowna as the OMPF. Interviews with City staff
indicated that approximately 700 people were evacuated during this incident. Though
the Rose Valley fire had a less severe impact on the City of Kelowna, it provided an
opportunity to assemble Emergency Operations Centre Staff and employ emergency
management procedures. Interviewees indicated that the lessons learned from the
OMPF were effectively employed in this incident. For example, an interviewee reported
that evacuations were undertaken in a much shorter time period. 

There was some concern, however, about the length of time that lessons learned would
remain entrenched in the City corporation. One specific concern was that many staff
involved in the OMPF were approaching retirement and may not be available in future
emergencies. Staff indicated that the majority of those directly involved in the
emergency operations centre were senior staff, many of whom would be retiring over
the short term. City staff also believed that interest in wildfire mitigation would further
wane over time, both within the public at large and within city council. 

4.12.4. The role of higher levels of government
As discussed in Section 2.2.1., various levels of government play a role in the
management of wildfire hazards. Various government agencies have the potential to
play a large role in the management of post-wildfire hazards (FBP, 2005). Discussions
with Kelowna municipal staff revealed the perception that the municipal government
has played, and should continue to play a substantial role in the management of both
wildfire and post-wildfire hazards. For example, the municipal government can and
should play a role in the management of fuel loads within their jurisdiction and ensure
that development does not expose residents to a high WUI fire risk. During and after
the OMPF, higher levels of government played a substantial role in the management
of the fire. Interviewees commented that the assistance provided by higher levels of
government was fundamental to the successful recovery. For example, interviewees
indicated that provincial assistance in the removal of danger trees and hydro-seeding
to control erosion and run-off rates was extremely beneficial for the safety of residents,
and aided in the recovery process. An interviewee commented: 

…The provincial government, by choosing to hydro-seed all those burnt slopes,
I think that was an extremely positive measure… It really mitigated a lot of erosion
and probably accelerated the reduction of the flooding risk…

Municipal staff also commented that, at the time of writing, higher levels of
government had begun to provide increased cost-sharing assistance for the
management of fuel loads on public lands.

However, municipal staff also commented on where they felt the provincial and federal
governments could become more involved in the management of wildland fire and
post-wildland fire risks. 
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When asked how the province could become more involved in the management of
wildland fire and post-wildland fire risks, interviewees commented that the province
should become more involved in:

• Effective management of fuel loads on Crown land, especially in areas adjacent
to the City;

• Grant money for emergency management training;

• Assistance with public education, and;

• Working with municipal government to create building codes/standards that would
allow for the use of fire-resistance building materials.

Interviewees also indicated that both provincial and federal governments should move
toward more pro-active disaster management assistance, rather than strictly focusing
on preparedness, response and recovery. 

City staff acknowledged the importance of higher levels of government being involved
in the management of fuel loads on Crown lands. The B.C. Ministry of Forests was
identified as having an important role in mitigating fire risk on Crown lands surrounding
municipal jurisdictions. City staff indicated that the provincial government may not be
taking adequate steps to manage fuel loads in these areas. Interviewees expressed
concern that the impacts of beetle kill in surrounding forests would increase fire risk,
and that fuel management activities would have to be enhanced in areas adjacent to
municipal jurisdiction. Further, the management of fuel in areas adjacent to the City of
Kelowna was a key recommendation made by the Blackwell report (Blackwell &
Needoba, 2006). 

The use of building codes and standards to manage fire risk in the WUI was also
considered an important factor in reducing fire risk in Kelowna. A further key
recommendation of Blackwell & Needoba (2006) was to incorporate fire resistant
building practices into new development. Roofing materials were considered a particular
concern in this regard (Blackwell & Needoba, 2006). Municipal staff felt that the
province should work closer with the City of Kelowna, and municipal governments in
general, to ensure that fire resistant building practices are enforced in WUI fire risk areas.

Interviewees were also asked to comment on how the federal government could
become more involved in the management of wildfire and post-wildfire risks. Generally,
the opinion of the interviewees was that the federal government did not have a large
role in wildland fire mitigation, as the province and municipalities played the largest
role. However, they did feel that the federal government should become more involved
in pro-active disaster mitigation strategies at the municipal level. The belief that the
federal government should assist in disaster mitigation was exemplified by the proposal
for assistance with post-wildfire flood risks (City of Kelowna, 2004a), where assistance
was requested based on a risk management and cost-benefit analysis approach. 
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Interviewees commented on the fact that higher levels of government are typically
concerned with preparedness, response and recovery, rather than disaster mitigation.
Respondents cited their experience with the mitigation of post-wildfire hazards. For
example, interviewees commented that provincial and federal governments provide
assistance (financial and otherwise) for controlling wildfire events. However, no support
was provided to the City of Kelowna for the identification of fire and post-wildfire risk
within their jurisdictions. Interviewees commented that, considering the role that
provincial and federal governments play in post-disaster recovery assistance, they should
be more concerned with proactive mitigation measures. Indeed, a key argument made
in the proposal for assistance with post-wildfire flood mitigation measures was the
cost-benefit analysis. The proposal argued that assistance of $1.75 million would save
at least five times that amount in provincial and federal emergency response assistance
and recovery assistance (City of Kelowna, 2004a).

While staff did indicate a potential need for mitigation funding from the federal
government, some staff acknowledged the fact that full funding from the federal
government may not be appropriate. For example, staff indicated that through
providing full funding for mitigation, the federal government may set a precedent
where they would be overwhelmed with requests for mitigation funding. Staff indicated
that the federal government should at the least provide some seed money for
mitigation projects, and encourage provincial governments to play a larger role in
mitigation.

4.12.5. Emergency Response, Evacuations
Interviewees were asked to comment on the various factors that helped to reduce the
impacts and consequences of the OMPF. Effective emergency response actions were
frequently cited. Further, a key component of the City’s autonomy in handling disaster
events was, according to municipal staff, exemplified through their management at the
Emergency Operations Centres (EOCs), which served as the headquarters for emergency
management during the OMPF. 

City staff indicated that emergency response activities, including the organization and
staff responsible for running the Emergency Operations Centre, were successful. Staff
indicated a high level of autonomy within the EOCs during the OMPF. Staff indicated
that City staff had control in the EOC. Staff compared this to their knowledge of other
communities, where provincial authorities have had to step in and take over emergency
management operations. 

Incident command during the OMPF applied a Unified Command approach, which is
put forward through the British Columbia Emergency Response Management System
(BCERMS). Unified command is applied in situations where incidents do not adhere
to jurisdictional boundaries, and require the involvement of a range of stakeholders for
effective management. The process allows for all levels of government, government 
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agencies and stakeholders who have a legal, functional or jurisdictional authority
to contribute to the planning and management of a particular emergency. Under 
he unified command system, all stakeholders are involved in:

• Developing objectives and response strategy;

• Ensuring all stakeholders are involved in planning for response strategies;

• Ensuring integrated operations are conducted;

• Efficiently managing all resources, and;

• Managing financial costs (B.C., 2001; 2000).

The purpose of this approach is to ensure that all authorities affected by an incident
are involved in emergency management. The process encompasses “consensus decision
making, teamwork, sharing/delineating activities, and sharing responsibilities,” and
differs from the traditional command and control type incident management, where
potentially important stakeholders may be left out of the decision making process
(B.C., 2001).

The OMPF was a provincial level emergency, and required the attention of many
government agencies at various levels of government. Many city departments, and staff
from other levels of government were directly involved in the management of the OMPF
emergency situation. This circumstance highlighted the importance of a Unified
Command, rather than a Command and Control approach. As well, municipal staff
indicated that there were many capable staff working within the EOC during the fire
event, and the Unified Command structure allowed for appropriate staff and
departments to provide guidance on emergency management strategies. The Unified
Command structure allowed flexibility in developing strategies to handle the emergency
situation and provided the opportunity for a variety of stakeholders to provide guidance
on emergency management procedures, thus maximizing available resources.

Staff further discussed the importance of past emergency response exercises undertaken
by the City. City staff indicated that an emergency response exercise was completed
in 2001, which revealed weaknesses in the City’s emergency response capacity. Significant
improvements were made, so as to allow an improved response during the OMPF. A staff
member commented that, if the OMPF had occurred before the exercise and subsequent
reviews to the program, the disaster would have been significantly more severe.

4.12.5.1. Evacuation
The Kelowna fire resulted in an unprecedented evacuation of residents in the City of
Kelowna. Municipal staff indicated that concerns existed during the evacuation, about
lodging for residents and the ability of the vast number of residents to vacate
threatened areas of the City in a very short time period. 

Generally, municipal staff indicated that evacuations went well considering the mass
scale. However, municipal staff indicated that the evacuation during the OMPF was
much larger than anticipated, and much larger than could have been reasonably
planned for in the time before the OMPF. Specific concerns were centred around the
availability of roads for evacuations. Staff indicated that better evacuation planning
would be required for large scale emergencies in the future. 
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One of the successes identified in the evacuation process was the ability of City staff to
increase the accessibility of media reports identifying which areas should be evacuated.
Interviewees indicated that initial evacuation notices were of a technical nature
(technical metes-and-bounds type descriptions), which may have been difficult for
residents to understand. Municipal staff indicated that staff who were involved in map
making for the City suggested the use of more accessible evacuation notices, including
street names and intersections. This was viewed as a significantly more successful
strategy for notifying residents of evacuation areas. 

4.13. Barriers to wildfire hazard mitigation in Kelowna
As discussed in Section 2.4.3., municipal governments are often confronted with various
barriers and obstacles to the implementation of hazard mitigation options. Barriers to
the implementation of mitigation options, as reported by municipal staff, included the
following:

• Lack of political support for various mitigation options;

• Jurisdictional issues;

• Lack of support from higher levels of government (financial);

• The financial cost of various mitigation measures;

• The changing nature of wildland-urban interface zones, and fire risk zones;

• Public perceptions of wildfire hazards, and resistance to various mitigation options;

• A limited window of opportunity of public and political interest in wildfire hazards
and mitigation options, and;

• Litigation.

Municipal staff generally agreed that building standards that incorporate FireSmart
practices, such as fire resistant roofing materials, would be a highly effective wildfire risk
reducing action. However, municipal staff indicated that efforts toward requiring fire
resistant roofing materials and other risk mitigating building practices have been
hampered by the City’s lack of jurisdiction over building practices and standards. Further,
management of fuel loads in adjacent Crown lands was considered an important
component of managing WUI in the City of Kelowna. However, jurisdictional issues
were raised regarding the management of fuel on Crown lands adjacent to the City of
Kelowna. City staff indicated that as the provincial government has jurisdiction over
Crown lands, it was difficult for the City to manage wildland fire risks in these areas.

As discussed above (Section 2.4.2.), provincial and federal governments in Canada
offer little support for pre-disaster mitigation options at the municipal level. This
circumstance created a significant barrier to the implementation of mitigation options in
the City. For example, as discussed in Section 4.10.1.1.1., the City appealed for funding
from the federal government for assistance in the implementation of post-wildland fire
flood mitigation options. However, no assistance was provided. This situation acted as
an obstacle rather than a barrier, as the City did carry out flood mitigation options using
its own funds. Interviewees expressed frustration over the lack of assistance provided
by higher levels of government, and suggested that Canadian authorities should adopt 
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mitigation assistance programs similar to the Pre-Disaster Mitigation assistance program
and Hazard Mitigation Grant Program adopted by the Federal Emergency Management
Agency of the United States (FEMA, 2007). 

Cost was cited as an impediment to the adoption of various mitigation measures in
the City of Kelowna. As discussed in Section 2.4.3., a good understanding of the costs
and benefits of mitigation measures is an important component of the acceptability
of various mitigation measures. As natural hazards are, by definition, relatively rare and
extreme events, a good understanding of costs and benefits of mitigation measures
may not be generated for a considerable time after mitigation measures have been
implemented. This has been revealed to be an impediment to the implementation of
disaster mitigation measures, especially pre-disaster mitigation measures. This
circumstance was observed in Kelowna. 

Public perceptions of fuel management approaches were cited as wildfire hazard
mitigation impediments, although interviewees indicated that private actions increased
significantly during and after the OMPF. Municipal staff indicated the public had
unfavorable perceptions of prescribed burning to manage urban forests and to control
fuel hazards. Interviewees reported that during the pre-disaster period, there even
existed resistance both at the public and political level to fuel management in lands
within municipal jurisdiction and lands adjacent to the City. Interviewees indicated that
this perception likely existed due to the potential impacts on scenery in the WUI and
areas adjacent to the City of Kelowna. Unfavourable perceptions of both prescribed
fire and fuel treatments in the WUI have been reported in other communities. Though
perceptions may differ based on location and nature of the study sample, prescribed
fire may be feared by the public because of safety concerns resulting from escaped fires,
impacts on scenic quality in the WUI, and concerns over the health impacts of smoke
(Brunson & Shindler, 2004; McGee, 2007; Winter & Fried, 2000). Interviewees indicated
that the public resistance to prescribed fire was, at least partly, a result of the above
mentioned concerns. Mechanical treatments may be viewed more favourably by those
who occupy WUI areas (Brunson & Shindler, 2004). Mechanical treatment became the
favoured fuel management option by the City of Kelowna, and in 2007 over $1 million
was spent on mechanical fuel treatments in the City. During the OMPF, however, 
interviewees indicated that removal of fuel on individual properties increased
dramatically, and continued after the fire. As well, it was believed that the current Pine
Beetle infestation has increased public awareness and support for fuel management.
The Blackwell and Needoba (2006) report analyzed perceptions and actions associated
with wildland fires in Kelowna and revealed continued support for consideration of fuel
management practices in new developments and existing homes in Kelowna. 

Uncertainty and the changing nature of natural hazards was reported as a barrier to
the implementation of some mitigative actions in Kelowna. For example, since the time
of the OMPF, development has increased substantially in Kelowna. As a result, in
some circumstances, development exists in areas between wildland areas and
communities that were destroyed by the OMPF. Thus, the communities that were
affected by the OMPF are no longer located in the WUI zone. This has implications for
infrastructure improvements (e.g., increasing capacity of water infrastructure) and
altering building standards.
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Municipal staff reported that the Works and Utilities department had considered raising
water supply standards for WUI areas, through increasing the capacity of water lines
to support future fire-fighting efforts. However, as of the date of staff interviews, the
City had not implemented increased standards in WUI areas. Municipal staff reported
the changing nature of WUI areas, as changes in fuel management practices,
environmental changes and development will affect areas that would be considered
WUI areas over the long term. Interviewees indicated other issues associated with
increasing water supply in these areas. For example, over-sizing water supply pipes in
these areas may result in water quality issues. 

4.13.1. Litigation and the window of opportunity
Interviewees indicated that a barrier to the implementation of new mitigative programs,
and the implementation of “lessons learned” from the OMPF, was the threat of
litigation against the City by some insurance companies who provided insurance
payouts for damages from the OMPF. Staff estimated that the lawsuit was seeking
between $250 to $500 million in damages. Municipal staff indicated that some
insurance companies accused the City of failing to take appropriate actions to protect
residents and buildings from wildfire damages. Municipal staff indicated that this threat
created a culture of conservative communications within the City. Interviewees indicated
that there were significant fears among city staff that open discussions and analysis of
the events of the OMPF would result in a stronger case being brought upon the City.
An interviewee remarked:

The big fear…is you’ll look backwards, you’ll analyze what happened, you’ll seek
to see what [can be] done better, and you’ll basically create a shopping list of all
those screw-ups. And then… somebody makes a freedom of information request,
and somebody gets a copy of it from someone somewhere, and all of a sudden
plaintiff council has basically their whole case mapped out for them. I can tell you
that was a real concern.

The threat of litigation, and the resulting conservative attitude toward analysis and
communication of the events of the OMPF existed for approximately two years after the
OMPF. Interviewees indicated that this threat effectively “ate up” the two-year window
of opportunity for the implementation of various mitigation strategies following the fire. 

Municipal staff indicated that once the suit was withdrawn, much of the public and
political interest in mitigating future fire events had been lost. The Blackwell report was
released in 2006, and staff indicated that a significant factor in many of the
recommendations not being adopted by the report was the threat of litigation. As well,
municipal staff indicated that the risk of litigation may have hindered general
discussion of wildfire mitigation between the City and other stakeholders, including the
province and other municipalities, particularly surrounding the City’s experience with the
OMPF and discussions of “lessons learned” that could be applied in the City (e.g., as
identified in Blackwell & Needoba, 2006) and in other communities. For example, one
interviewee remarked:
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There were groups of people that said ‘we should get together, and we should
improve emergency response in this province, we should improve communication
between people and we should improve planning and fire prevention
practices…from approvals through to required maintenance and enforcement
of such.’ …There were groups of people who were championing getting those
discussions going, and those people were shut down because of potential
litigation. No question about it. It happened.

In reaction to the threat, municipal staff indicated that all reasonable actions had been
taken before the occurrence of the OMPF to reduce wildfire risk. In fact, many of the
properties that were affected by the OMPF were developed during the 1960s and
1970s, well before WUI wildfire risk considerations were taking into account during
planning. The lawsuit was never brought to court, and to date has not remerged as an
issue in Kelowna. While it was acknowledged that the City and Kelowna residents could
have done more to prevent wildfire damages, interviewees argued that much had been
done already. It has been well established in the hazards literature that individuals, as
well as communities, are often more aware of natural hazard risks and are more likely
to adopt mitigative measure during the post-disaster period (Burton et al., 1993). Thus,
a situation where lessons were learned, and mitigative actions that could have
prevented damages before the fire occurred were identified, is not a situation unique
to the City of Kelowna. 

It is important to note that municipal staff indicated that litigation did not hinder the
City’s efforts for mitigating post-wildfire risks. At the time that the post-fire flood risk
was assessed, staff reported that council support for mitigating these risks was actually
very high, and there was no mention of public resistance to expenditures on post-
wildfire flood abatement infrastructure. Staff indicated that this was likely because the
flood risk was identified in the short time following the OMPF, when City council was
still highly aware and concerned about hazard risks.
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5. Resilience characteristics, recommendations,
further work and conclusion

This study sought to explore the experience of the City Kelowna in the management
and mitigation of a severe WUI fire event. The study sought to identify strategies that
were adopted by the City, and the context in which these strategies were created. In the
context of resilience, this study revealed that the City showed adaptability and learning,
and was able to recover effectively after the WUI fire event. 

The OMPF served as a driver for the implementation and development of new policies
and strategies. Similar to other studies (McGee et al., 2005), this study found that there
was a progression of the adoption of mitigation strategies, before, during and after the
fire. As well, local wildland fires previous to the OMPF served as drivers for wildfire
management initiatives in Kelowna. 

5.1. Characteristics of resilience in Kelowna
The characteristics of a resilient system, as developed by Godschalk (2003) can be
applied to the Kelowna case study. Characteristics included redundancy, diversity,
efficiency, autonomy, resistance, adaptability, and collaborative (see Section 2.3). Various
examples of the eight characteristics of a resilient system are evident in the Kelowna
example, which are discussed here. 

5.1.1. Redundant
The concept of redundancy is often applied to infrastructure, for example, redundancies
in critical infrastructure (water systems, etc.) in the event of failure of a component of
the system. However, the concept may also be applied to response and mitigation
strategies, as seen in the Kelowna experience. 

The concept of redundancy appeared to be well applied to aspects of fire fighting in
Kelowna. During the fire, the City extended its own resources to develop a fire break
to assist in WUI risk reduction. This approach was combined with extensive fire fighting
efforts from various levels of government. In terms of redundancies in long-term
mitigation, the City is approaching WUI fire risk with several mitigation options.
Land-use planning and hazard mapping are being employed to limit exposure to WUI
hazards, combined with fuel-management practices and public education campaigns. 

5.1.2. Diverse
An analysis of economic diversity is largely outside of the scope of this study. However,
based on previous studies and data from Statistics Canada, some comments can be made. 

As discussed by previous authors (Hystad & Keller, 2008), the tourism sector was
heavily impacted by the OMPF. Interviews conducted for this paper also revealed that
many businesses affected by the fire may have not carried appropriate insurance to
handle business impacts from this natural disaster, and many small businesses may have
suffered significantly from the impacts of the fire. Though uptake of disaster
management plans by these businesses increased over the long-term, many had still not
adopted such plans at the time the study was conducted (Hystad & Keller, 2008).
Despite impacts on various businesses within the City of Kelowna, the population
continues to rise. An early assessment would suggest that the OMPF did not have
a significant impact on Kelowna’s economy. 
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5.1.3. Efficient
The handling of various aspects of the OMPF suggested characteristics of efficiency.
Examples of efficiency identified in Kelowna include:

• Implementation of fire mitigation strategies before the occurrence of the OMPF,
often influenced by earlier local wildland fires;

• The development of a needs assessment and recovery resource management
mechanisms to ensure donated recovery fund distribution was efficient
and equitable; 

• Implementation of a fire guard surrounding the City to reduce WUI fire risk in areas
adjacent to the potential path of the OMPF, which was perceived to have saved
several communities; 

• Implementation of recovery centres to assist private individuals, particularly those
affected by the fire, in attaining aid and resources to rebuild homes, and;

• Researching and becoming involved in the management of wildland fire in other
communities, and applying lessons learned from other communities.

Though mitigation actions increased after the fire, the actions taken before, during and
immediately after the fire were believed by interviewees to have significantly improved
the ability of the City and residents in the City to recovery quickly. 

5.1.4. Autonomous
A disaster occurs when a community experiences significant disruption of normal
processes, in a manner that prevents the community from recovering using its own
resources. In contrast, a resilient community is one that can recover from disasters with
little or no outside help (Mileti, 1999). According to interviewees, the vast majority of
the OMPF disaster situation within the City of Kelowna was handled by City staff.
Further, interviewees indicated that the majority of those affected by the fire had proper
insurance to cover their damages. Further, the City demonstrated autonomy in the
handling of post-fire hazards. 

Municipal staff indicated a strong ability to manage the fire emergency within the EOCs,
without assistance from higher levels of government. Further, policy reviews and post-
fire mitigation and rehabilitation strategies were initiated and funded by the City.
Although attempts were made to acquire funds for post-fire mitigation works from
higher levels of government, the City took a lead role in assessing risk, developing
a mitigation strategy and implementing the strategy, before any funding was secured
from other levels of government. Interviewees indicated that the majority of those
affected by the OMPF had appropriate insurance, thus, government relief programs
(outside assistance) did not play a major role in private recovery efforts. There was some
outside assistance provided through private donations, administered by The Society.
However, in comparison to all other expenditures, the amount provided was extremely
small, and could certainly be considered “little” outside help. 
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5.1.5. Resistant
As discussed in Section 2.3, the concept of resistance differs from that of resilience,
as resistant systems are able to entirely avoid impacts from perturbations. Traditionally,
hazard management practices have focused on making physical systems (infrastructure)
resistant to hazards, or have applied structures to resist hazard impacts on communities
(Godschalk, 2003). For example, buildings can be designed to completely withstand
earthquake risks and flood management structures can be built so that communities
can resist the impacts of flooding (Geis, 2000). In the context of wildland fires,
resistance applies especially in the area of building design. Buildings can be designed
to be resistant to wildland fires, through application of fire resistant materials and
resistant building practices. 

A community that applies effective land use planning to manage hazard risk may also
be considered resistant. For example, a community that has effectively prevented or
managed development in floodplain areas can be resistant to flood risk. Further, a
community that implements land use planning measures to mitigate wildland fire risk
can be resistant to wildland fires (Geis, 2000). Resistance can also be promoted through
application of setbacks and fuel management practices around buildings in fire-risk areas. 

Resistance was present as a component of overall wildland fire mitigation works in
the Kelowna case study. For example, WUI hazard areas have been created and fuel
management practices have been put in place for new developments. Individual
property owners are also being educated on how to manage wildfire risk on their own
properties. Further, the fire guard was also an example of a reactionary type of resistance.

Resistance could certainly be improved in Kelowna, as suggested by the Blackwell &
Needoba (2006) review, for example through mandating fire-resistant roofing materials
in new developments. Through application of land-use planning and fire-resistance
building practices, the City of Kelowna is working to increase resistance to future
wildland fire events. 

5.1.6. Interdependent
The OMPF, and the post-fire impacts affected several departments within the City, and
mitigation strategies following the fire had representation from numerous departments. 

Management of WUI fire risk in Kelowna included considerations at the individual lot,
subdivision, and landscape level. Mitigation efforts at these levels required
interdepartmental collaboration and planning. For example, WUI fire management
within new subdivisions required the input of the fire department, the planning
department (including building inspections and subdivision design) and the department
responsible for parks and urban forestry. Interviewees reported that WUI fire hazard area
identification was a collaboration between Planning, Fire, Parks and Works and Utilities
(Environment Division) departments. Further, staff indicated that individuals from many
departments were involved in the handling of the emergency, and at the EOCs. 
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5.1.7. Adaptable
A resilient community should possess the ability to learn from other communities’
experience with hazards and disasters and apply lessons from their own experience.
These experiences should be applied so that the community can adapt to hazards,
thus reducing the potential impacts from future disasters. Clear evidence exists of
adaptation to natural hazard risk in Kelowna. Examples include:

• Applications of lessons learned from the OMPF:
– Improved hazard identification
– Consideration of WUI risk in subdivision design (DP areas and wildfire mitigation

covenants)

• Employing mechanical fuel treatments, as there is a negative public perception
of prescribed burning;

• Development of strategies during the fire hazard:
– Implementation of a fire guard
– Adapting government evacuation notices to make them more accessible

to the public

– Staff brought out of various departments to assist, regardless of their official
responsibilities 

Identifying negative media responses from other communities and developing a media
strategy that addressed these concerns

The OMPF served as a driver for the initiation of various strategies to manage the
OMPF impacts, as well as implementation of wildfire risk reduction strategies. Table 17
displays actions taken by the City of Kelowna before, during and after the OMPF, and
categorizes these actions as mitigation, response, and recovery.
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Table 17: Progression of actions 

Adaptation to some barriers was limited. For example, litigation brought against the
City by the insurance industry served as a significant barrier, and served to significantly
delay the adoption of many mitigation options proposed by Blackwell and Needoba
(2006). Despite some barriers, respondents felt that if another event like the OMPF were
to occur again in the next 10 years, the impacts would be lower. Interviewees believed
that various factors, including new mitigation strategies employed following the OMPF,
staff experience with the management of a large fire and evacuation event, and the
development of recovery resource management strategies would increase the ability of
the City to reduce damages and recover from the event. 

Before

the OMPF

During

the OMPF

After
the OMPF

Mitigation

• Hazard assessment in WUI areas

• Public education initiatives

• Vegetation management strategy

• Hazard area identification

• Communications regarding
non-flood related post-wildfire
hazards

• Post-wildfire flood abatement
initiative

• Enhanced vegetation management
strategy

• Extensive policy review

• Enhanced hazard-identification

• Development permits and wildfire
risk reduction covenants

• Continued public education
programs

• Initiation of selected
recommendations from
Blackwell & Needoba (2006)

Response

• Staff involvement and research
in other WUI fire situations,
allowed for better development
of communications plan

• Public education program –
visiting vulnerable sites and
encouraging fuel management
on private property

• Fire guard

• Unprecedented evacuation
for City of Kelowna

• Communications strategy

Recovery

• Development of needs
assessment process

• Recovery centres

• Formation of the Society to
equitably and efficiently
distribute recovery funds
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5.1.8. Collaborative
The ability of a community to collaborate with external organizations to achieve mutual
goals is a further characteristic of a resilient community. Collaboration was evident in
the Kelowna case study. 

One of the most explicit examples of collaboration in the community following the
OMPF was the City’s collaboration with non-profits and charitable organizations to
develop effective recovery resource management schemes. The City-led initiative
ensured that information and resources were shared across all charitable organizations,
and the initiative was successful in ensuring equitable and efficient dispersal of
donations to those affected by the OMPF according to interviewees in this study. 

Interviewees believed that further collaboration with various stakeholders would be
beneficial. For example, interviewees believed that the provincial and federal
governments would be valuable partners in promoting wildfire and post-wildfire
mitigation strategies. As well, interviewees believed that the insurance industry could
become a valuable partner, especially through encouraging individual policy holders
to adopt risk mitigating actions. 

5.2. Recommendations
Based on the exploration of resilience and disaster mitigation in Kelowna, some
recommendations are made here. Specific concerns included:

• A low rate of mitigative action by private property owners; 

• The role of other stakeholders in promoting hazard mitigation, including the
insurance industry, and;

• The role of higher levels of government in mitigation of wildfire and post-wildfire
hazard risks. 

As well, there was indication from interviewees that vulnerable individuals (those who
were socially isolated, those with inadequate insurance and/or living in illegal suites)
were a concern during the OMPF.

5.2.1. Adoption of adjustments by private property owners
This study revealed the perception that few private property owners had undertaken
mitigative adjustments before the occurrence of the OMPF. Immediately before, during
and immediately after the OMPF, however, City staff indicated a significant increase in
the adoption of mitigative adjustments, particularly the clearing of debris (fuel hazards)
from property. It was also generally perceived that mitigative activities taken by private
property owners have likely decreased since the OMPF. 

The Blackwell and Needoba (2006) survey revealed differing rates of adoption of
adjustments across different neighbourhoods in Kelowna. Over two years has passed
since the survey was complete. Research in perceptions and mitigative adjustments
undertaken by those vulnerable to hazards suggests that as time passes, individual
interest and adoption of mitigative adjustments decreases (Burton et al., 1993).
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Thus, it is likely that perceptions and behaviours associated with WUI fire risk have
changed since the Blackwell and Needoba (2006) survey was conducted. Further,
education programs in Kelowna are ongoing, and have likely affected the rate of
adoption of adjustments by City of Kelowna private property owners. 

It may prove beneficial to conduct a follow up survey of property owners who occupy
fire-vulnerable areas within the City of Kelowna. The survey could be used to assess the
uptake of mitigative adjustments at the individual level, assess risk perceptions, and
assess the impact of City led education programs. Survey results could be used to refine
education efforts and could be used as an education tool for the insurance industry. 

A longitudinal survey should also be considered, to assess changes in behaviour and
perceptions over a long time period. Various factors affect wildfire risk in the Kelowna
area, for example, interviewees expressed concern over the Pine Beetle infestation and
climate change impacts. Thus, it is likely that individual perceptions may also change
over time. For example, as the Pine Beetle infestation affects more forest in the Kelowna
area, individuals may have a heightened wildland fire risk perception. A heightened
awareness of fire risk may be used to provide support for more aggressive fuel
management strategies. Alternatively, if a growing fire risk is not found to affect
individual perceptions and mitigative behaviours, education programs should be altered
to reflect this information. Further, wildfire mitigation on private lands requires a
long-term investment of time in managing fuel loads (Cohen et al., 2007). Changing
perceptions of risk over time may significantly impact ongoing efforts at mitigating fire
risk on private property. A longitudinal survey can be employed to monitor changes
in perception and behaviour over the long-term. 

Hazard education, in the form of providing hazard risk and methods for risk mitigation
to the public, has long been used by authorities to increase awareness and mitigative
behaviour in hazardous areas (Mileti, 1999). However, it has often been argued that
disseminating information to at risk property owners may not be the most effective
means of increasing mitigative behaviour (Cohen et al., 2007, Slovic, 1999).
Professionals working in the field of risk communication frequently argue that public
participation in the risk assessment and hazard risk management process is a necessary,
and potentially more effective means of increasing public awareness and mitigative
behaviour, as well as increasing democracy in risk assessments (Mileti, 1999; Slovic,
1999). Though public education and awareness are considered essential factors in
effective hazards management, Cohen et al. (2007: 40) state:

Strategies for increasing homeowner adoption of risk mitigation measures need
to move beyond the communication, education and persuasion approaches that
currently dominate most efforts and focus more attention on maintaining trust
before, during, and after wildfires, recognising people’s need to assign
responsibility for negative events.

Increasing public participation in hazard risk management can increase trust in
authorities, and therefore increase trust in government decisions related to hazard risk
mitigation, and increase acceptance of risk communication messages sent from
authorities (Cohen et al., 2007; Slovic, 1999).
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Case studies from the United States reveal that some communities are taking steps to
increase public involvement in WUI fire mitigation. For example, the community of
Bastrop, Texas has encouraged private homeowners in the WUI to conduct their own
risk assessments (Hudson, 2004). Other communities have involved the public in the
development of community-level fire mitigation plans, which include fuel management,
subdivision design and structural approaches to fire risk management (Jakes &
Sturtevant, 2003). Although comparatively few residents may be involved in public
participation initiatives compared to the number of residents who are vulnerable to
hazards, evidence suggests that information gathered by a few individuals can spread
through a community over time (Nathe et al., 1999; Sandink, 2007b). 

5.2.2. Identification of Vulnerable Individuals
Interviewees generally felt that individuals affected by the OMPF had appropriate
insurance coverage to cover their damages. However, a few instances were identified
where homeowners did not have insurance coverage. Particular groups identified by
staff included:

• Individuals who live in the forests surrounding Kelowna, possibly of no-fixed-address;

• Individuals occupying illegal suites in WUI, and;

• Uninsured renters.

Interviewees indicated that all reasonable actions were taken to assist vulnerable
individuals with their recovery. However, interviewees indicated that these individuals
may have suffered greater impacts, as they may have had limited access to resources to
help them recover. For example, the occupant of an illegal suite would likely not have
had access to insurance. Further, even if the uninsured renter qualified for funds
donated to the City, they would likely not have received adequate funds to recover all
of their property. Interviewees indicated that individuals who lived in possibly informal
residences in the area surrounding the City would likely not have had significant contact
with the City or services received from the City in the past, and may have required
additional assistance during the recovery process.

Previous research has discussed the differing impacts of disasters on vulnerable
individuals. Indicators that have been applied to measure the vulnerability of individuals
may include income level (those with lower household incomes are more vulnerable),
the elderly, single parent homes, homes with young children and individuals with limited
access to resources (knowledge, education, social capital, etc.) (Cutter, et al., 2000;
Hebb & Mortsch, 2007).

Identification of vulnerable individuals may prove to increase the equitability of disaster
assistance in future hazard events. Once identified, vulnerable individuals can be
targeted with information tailored to their specific situation, and recovery efforts can be
tailored to reflect their specific needs. Data on vulnerability is very limited in Canada,
and previous studies that have sought to understand social vulnerability have applied
government sources of data, including census data (Hebb & Mortsch, 2007). However,
in the case of informal homes (illegal suites, etc.) it may be difficult to identify
individuals, as those occupying illegal suites are likely to be left out of census counts.
A more aggressive method may have to be applied in the Kelowna case, possibly
including a door to door confidential survey. 
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5.2.3. Collaboration with insurance companies
City staff frequently discussed the belief that individual property owners in Kelowna
were likely not taking appropriate actions to mitigate fire risk on their own property. The
survey conducted by Blackwell and Needoba (2006) suggested that adoption of mitigative
adjustments, including fire resistant roofing, was inconsistent across study areas. 

Collaboration with the insurance industry to increase the rate of mitigative action by
private property owners was discussed by interviewees in Kelowna. As well, the
Blackwell & Needoba (2006) review recommended that governments work with the
insurance industry to provide incentives for damage mitigating actions, such as
setbacks. The Filmon Review also provided recommendations regarding insurance rates,
and promoting fire-vulnerable building codes and land use restrictions. For example,
the Review states that “the insurance industry should encourage and reward, through
its rate-setting process, dwellings and communities built to acceptable standards”
(Filmon, 2004: 29). 

The insurance industry in the US has begun to address WUI fire risk at the individual
lot level. For example, insurance industry groups have begun to provide educational
materials to the insurance industry on the benefits of WUI mitigation measures (IBHS,
2008). Some insurance companies provide financial incentives and requirements to
encourage policy holders to adopt fire risk reduction activities (McQueen, 2008).
Insurance companies have also provided funds directly to communities for mitigation
works. For example, after providing substantial payouts for damaging fires in 1990 and
1996, the SAFECO insurance company provided seed money to the community of Bend,
Oregon, which was used to develop a public education program (Jakes & Sturdevant,
2002). Often, these strategies have been adopted by US companies in light of
significantly more severe WUI fire damages in the US (see Section 2). Canadian insurers
should understand that there exists a significant WUI fire risk in Canada, despite a
relatively low occurrence of historical damages. Strategies adopted by the US insurance
industry should be reviewed to assess their effectiveness and efficiency, and Canadian
companies should be encouraged to apply effective strategies adopted by US companies.

The Blackwell and Needoba (2006) review suggested that it is more difficult to foster
structural mitigation measures in existing homes, and therefore the City should
concentrate on new development. Encouraging insurer involvement in fire mitigation
may serve as a method to increase mitigation adjustments in existing development. For
example, financial incentives including lower premiums or disincentives including higher
deductibles, may increase owners of existing development to adopt mitigation actions. 

Although the majority of homeowners affected by the fire had insurance coverage,
municipal staff suggested that there were likely several instances of underinsurance.
Staff indicated that in many cases, underinsurance was experienced by those who had
renovated homes and had not provided information to insurance companies of such
renovations. As discussed in Section 2.5, underinsurance may be a relatively wide-spread
problem, and there is evidence that many policyholders do not have a good
understanding of their insurance policies, including what is and what is not covered.
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It may prove beneficial to conduct a confidential survey of homeowners in defined WUI
areas, to assess their knowledge of their insurance policies. The success of the survey
may be increased by coordinating efforts with insurance companies that cover
individuals in these areas. Insurers could provide input on which homes to contact, on
question wording, and in the distribution of surveys. If a high rate of underinsurance is
discovered (for example, through questioning whether homeowners have reported
home improvements to their insurance provider, or whether home-based business
owners have purchased additional insurance coverage), an insurance education program
should be conducted for homeowners in the WUI. Increasing uptake of insurance
coverage for fire-vulnerable homes will increase the ability of homeowners to recover
using their own funds, without the assistance of the City or charitable donations in
future severe WUI fire events. Further, involving insurance companies in the exercise will
increase the opportunity to educate insurers on wildfire mitigation strategies, and
increase interest in working with governments to encourage mitigation actions. 

5.2.4. Incentives for Municipal governments
Incentives for the adoption of mitigative mechanisms can be applied not only to
individual homeowners, but also to governments. As discussed in Section 2.4.3, many
barriers exist for the implementation of disaster mitigation initiatives at the local level.
In particular, the difficulty in defining costs and benefits of disaster mitigation and the
fact that payoffs for disaster mitigation initiatives may only be experienced in the
long-term has been discussed as a barrier to the implementation of mitigation measures
at the municipal level. Further, local government political incentives to adopting
mitigative adjustments may be limited, as there may be limited public and political
interest in disasters in general (Burby, 1998; Kunreuther, 2001).

Researchers have argued that incentives can serve to increase adoption of mitigative
adjustments at the community level. For example, Kunreuther (2001) argued for the
implementation of public-private partnerships between the insurance industry and
governments to create incentives for governments to implement mitigation initiatives.
Insurance industry and government partnerships could focus on improving risk
estimations, cost-benefit analyses for mitigation options, and incentivizing mitigation
actions through lower insurance premiums. 

Higher levels of government can also create incentive programs for local governments.
Mitigation and recovery aid programs can require that communities prepare mitigation
plans to be eligible for assistance. Specific examples of federal government incentives
for local governments include requirements under the U.S. Disaster Mitigation Act of
2000, and the Community Rating System, a program under the National Flood
Insurance Program.

Under the United States’ Disaster Mitigation Act, communities must prepare multi-
hazard mitigation plans to be eligible for various grant and assistance programs
provided through the U.S. Federal Emergency Management Agency. Various
communities across the U.S. have adopted such plans, and have often listed compliance
with the Disaster Mitigation Act and resultant eligibility for pre-disaster mitigation
assistance as a driving factor in creating and implementing mitigation plans. Further,
under the Disaster 
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Mitigation Act, states that have a FEMA approved plan at the time of a disaster can
be eligible for increased assistance for the implementation of post-disaster mitigation
strategies (20% through Hazard Mitigation Grant Program, rather than 15%). More
advanced mitigation plans will result in greater assistance provided for mitigation
(FEMA, 2000).

In the U.S., the National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP) provides flood insurance to
homeowners in participating communities. The program fosters mitigation of flood
damages, for example through providing assistance in identifying flood prone areas in
participating communities. Under the NFIP, the Community Rating System (CRS) provides
additional incentives for communities to adopt mitigative adjustments that exceed
requirements of the NFIP. Communities that participate in the CRS program receive
incentives for mitigation and are rated based on the level of mitigation they achieve.
Communities are provided a rank from 1 to 10, and communities with a higher rating
are provided greater insurance discounts. For example, homeowners in a community
with a CRS rating of 9 receive a 5% discount on their flood insurance premiums, and
homeowners in a community with a rating of 1 may receive up to a 45% discount on
their flood insurance premiums. As well, ratings of communities that participate in the
CRS are publicized (FEMA, 2008a,b). This provides an important financial and social
incentive to increase mitigative adjustments at the local level. 

Though formal incentive programs for communities in Canada are limited, there are
some examples from the private sector. The Federation of Canadian Municipality’s
Partners for Climate Protection Program provides an example of an incentive program.
Communities who wish to join this program are required to achieve specific targets
(milestones), which range from development and implementation, to monitoring and
review of results of programs designed to reduce greenhouse gas outputs of
communities. Participating communities are listed on a public website site; also listed
are the latest milestones which the communities have achieved (FCM, 2008). This
provides a forum in which municipalities can compare their progress and show the
public the actions they are taking to address climate change. This approach is similar
to the public ratings that are provided under the CRS. A similar program aimed at
disaster mitigation may prove beneficial in Canada, and may help to increase public
and municipal knowledge of mitigation. 

The Fire Underwriter’s Survey (FUS), administered by a private insurance organization,
provides another example of incentives for local governments in Canada (CGI, n.d.).
The program allows for insurance industry professionals to rate the capacity of
communities to prevent and respond to urban/structural fires, and provides a rating
based on their capacity. The survey provides statistical information to insurance
companies and also provides feedback to municipal fire departments on improvements
that could be made to their fire response services. Survey results are also used to
develop the Public Fire Protection Classification (PFPC) of participating communities.
Ratings of communities are accessible to insurance companies, and can affect the
amount of risk insurance providers are willing to cover in a given community (OFC, 2000).
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Incentives may prove to increase the rate of adoption of municipal mitigative
adjustments. Incentive program coordination should come from either the provincial
or federal governments to ensure consistency at a larger scale. Ideally, standardized risk
assessment practices and evaluations would be in place to ensure consistency across
the province or country. A database should also be created at the federal level to track
and monitor mitigation strategies that have been developed or implemented at the
local level to allow for sharing of knowledge and strategies.

5.2.5. The Role of the Provincial government
The province should shift away from assisting with only preparedness, response and
recovery, and take a stronger approach to mitigation. Indeed, pre-disaster mitigation has
been shown to be far more cost-effective than post-disaster response and recovery. For
example, Rose et al. (2007) found that mitigation assistance provided through a hazard
mitigation funding program in the U.S. yielded a cost-benefit ratio of 1:4 
(i.e., each 1 dollar investment in disaster mitigation reduced costs associated damages,
response and recovery by 4 dollars). Studies in Australia and the U.K. have revealed
1:3 and 1:5 cost-benefit ratios for mitigation investments (cited in PSC, 2008b). As
discussed in the Filmon (2004) review, the cost of fighting the fires in B.C. in 2003 was
approximately $700 million. This value could likely have been reduced, had investments
in mitigation been in place before the occurrence of the 2003 firestorm. 

As discussed above, incentives for municipalities may serve as an important tool to
encourage mitigation. However, as provincial authorities have jurisdiction over
emergency management, they have at their disposal powerful tools that can be used
to require disaster mitigation at the local level. Specific guidelines and requirements
for mitigation could be included in emergency management legislation to ensure that
municipalities are adopting mitigation as part of their emergency management
procedures. 

Researchers have argued that knowledge of disaster mitigation is relatively limited at
the local level (Henstra & McBean, 2005; Newton, 2003). To increase knowledge of
mitigation approaches and benefits, resources and guidelines to assist local authorities
in the development and implementation should be developed. These guidelines could
be similar to guidelines and resources that currently exist for hazard, risk and
vulnerability assessments. 

The Filmon Review consistently discusses the importance of implementing building
codes and standards to regulate building materials in wildfire risk areas. For example,
the report states that:

The British Columbia government should require municipal and regional
governments to implement building codes and land use restrictions that have
proven useful elsewhere in limiting the impact of interface fires (Filmon, 2004: 37).
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Recommendations surrounding building codes (and standards surrounding land-use
for interface fire risk reduction) were also discussed in the province’s Garnet Fire Review
(Price Waterhouse, 1995). Provincial governments should give full support to
communities interested in mitigating fire risk within their jurisdictions and the provincial
government should work with municipalities to ensure that institutional barriers to the
incorporation of fire resistant building practices in WUI areas are overcome. For example,
the province could work with communities to allow for the inclusion of location specific
aspects into these codes, and provide local authorities with the opportunity to restrict
fire-vulnerable materials in WUI areas (Henstra & McBean, 2005). 

A further issue identified in this research is the nature of evacuation notices provided
to neighbourhoods during a WUI fire event. As discussed in Section 4.12.5.1, staff from
the City of Kelowna altered provincial evacuation notices to make them more accessible
to the local population. The province should work with local authorities in providing
evacuation notices to ensure that the language used in the notices relates more closely
to local circumstances. 

5.2.6. The Role of the Federal government
The potential role of the federal government was discussed in the Filmon Review
(2004). The Review comments on the potential role of the federal government
in interface fire mitigation. Specifically, the review discusses the role of the DFAA in
providing some funding during the 2003 fires, and its role in providing funding to other
severe natural hazards in Canada. Also mentioned is the fact that there is no funding
mechanism to mitigate wildfire hazards before they occur, as the DFAA provides only
post-disaster recovery funds. The Review suggests that the federal government should
become more involved in the funding of wildfire mitigation (Filmon, 2004). 

As discussed in Section 2.4.2.3., the DFAA was amended in 2008 to allow for a payout
of an extra 15% of total payouts for mitigation work. However, this mitigation funding
is generally aimed at reducing vulnerability to experienced hazards, rather than reducing
vulnerability to hazards that were identified through a risk assessment process. Section
3.4.1., where referring to innovative recovery solutions, states that funding for
mitigative actions may be considered for a solution that “reduces or prevents recurrence
of damages” (PSC, 2008a sec. 3.4.1, emphasis added). Referring to public infrastructure
funding, the DFAA states that eligible recovery costs include “repairs or replacement to
pre-disaster condition of provincial and municipal infrastructure…” (PSC, 2008a, sec.
4.2.1.a). Thus, mitigative funding that would be provided under the 2008 DFAA are for
mitigative actions that would mitigate the recurrence of damages, or mitigate damages
caused by the recurring event.

Although there was damage caused by the October 2003 heavy rainfall event in the
City of Kelowna, much of the mitigative work undertaken was to prevent more serious
flood events in other watersheds, including watersheds affected by the October 2003
event. Thus, the mitigative work was based purely on risk assessment, rather than
damages caused by the occurrence of an event. For this reason, it would appear that
mitigative work would not have been funded even under the current DFAA program. 
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The federal government should adopt a more proactive strategy for emergency
management, through, for example, creating a program that provides partial funds for
mitigation projects based on a standardized risk assessment process. There is a
precedent for this type of mitigation planning. In 2001, the Australian government
undertook a review of its disaster relief and mitigation arrangements. From this review,
a new approach to disaster mitigation was adopted, with a shift toward standardized
risk assessments and implementation of cost-effective disaster mitigation solutions.
Through these initiatives, the Natural Disaster Mitigation Program allows for cost-sharing
between federal, state and local agencies for the implementation of disaster mitigation
programs. Mitigation measures may be structural or non-structural (Emergency
Management Australia, 2004).

5.3. Limits to the Study and Suggestions for Future Work
This study provided an overview of resilience, as discussed by high-level municipal
staff, and within municipal documents. The purpose of the study was not to provide
a quantitative assessment of the ability of various systems to withstand stresses, but
rather a qualitative description and exploration of the innovative strategies employed by
the City of Kelowna to counteract a severe disaster event. As such, the approach taken
by this paper reflects general (or global) resilience, as discussed by Bruneau (et al.,
2003). Further, the study sought to understand resilience (mitigation) strategies for only
one hazard, with a brief discussion of how the emergency management experience
might affect the ability of the community to manage future disasters. 

The study, however, has generated new questions regarding the experience of municipal
governments with pre- and post-disaster mitigation initiatives, and provides the ground
work for continuing study.

Further research should explore the impacts of post-disaster litigation on mitigation
choices made by Canadian communities. Although some research has investigated
potential liability for inappropriate disaster mitigation at the community level, little work
has investigated the impacts of litigation during the post-disaster window of opportunity.

Interviewees discussed political willingness as an obstacle to implementing disaster
mitigation strategies. In the municipal context, politicians play a significant role in policy
development. Politicians have the final say, for example, in the allocation of public funds
to support hazard mitigation projects. Therefore, implementation of mitigation
strategies is directly linked to political willingness to accept natural hazards as a threat,
and to allocate funds and staff time to implementing mitigation strategies. Political
decisions regarding mitigation of hazards and risk are influenced by public perceptions
of risk, which are often based on subjective and unscientific assessment of risk (Slovic,
1999). As well, politicians themselves may have only a basic understanding of hazard
risk (Newkirk, 2001; Slovic, 1999). Future work should investigate the risk perceptions
of municipal councillors, and political (City council) interest in disaster mitigation, and
should investigate effective education programs designed to increase political awareness
of hazard risk.
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The study explored a community which has recently experienced a severe hazard, and
has adopted significant strategies to mitigate future risk. It is likely that many other
communities are not as prepared for future WUI fire events, and therefore are at a
higher risk of experiencing damage in these events. Future work should explore the
actions and mitigative strategies employed by a community at risk of WUI fire, that has
not experienced a significant hazard for a significant time. This study, and many other
studies, revealed that a major WUI fire event was a significant driver in the
implementation of mitigation strategies. It follows that communities that have not
experienced a local fire hazard for a long period of time may be less likely to have
implemented mitigation strategies. Further, strategies developed in progressive
communities should be applied in communities which have not developed mitigation
strategies. 

WUI characteristics change over time, and environmental disturbances (including the
Mountain Pine Beetle) serve to change the nature of wildfire risk. Continuing work
should be conducted in Kelowna to monitor the perceptions and behaviours of WUI
residents as the hazard changes. This work should focus on all WUI areas in Kelowna,
including those affected by the OMPF. A follow up survey could be conducted to
measure changes in perception and behaviours since that have occurred since the
Blackwell & Needoba (2006) survey. A follow up survey should also include questions
related to homeowners’ insurance coverage, to investigate the rate of under-insurance
and uninsurance in WUI areas. Ideally, a longitudinal survey would be implemented
to identify changes in perceptions and mitigative behaviours over time. The longitudinal
survey can be used, in part, to investigate effectiveness of new subdivision designs,
and whether individuals in new subdivisions perceive fire risk and adopt mitigative
adjustments, and changes in underinsurance over time. 

A more thorough assessment of resilience should investigate resilience of specific
services within the City. Analysis would begin with an assessment of the impact of the
wildland fire on each and every one of the City’s services, and document how impacts
were reduced or prevented, and how each service recovered. Following this assessment,
strategies should be identified, evaluated and implemented to increase the resilience
of each of these services. A study by Chang & Shinozuka (2004) illustrated how this
approach can be applied. The study identified earthquake impacts on a municipal water
system, and analyzed the effectiveness of various resilience (damage mitigation)
strategies.

5.4. Conclusion
The City of Kelowna has employed many actions to manage wildfire risk, including
actions that were initiated before, during and after the OMPF. Respondents believed
that the City’s experience with the OMPF, combined with effective mitigation, response
and recovery programs would reduce the impacts of future wildfires in Kelowna.
Further, the City applied lessons learned from other communities in some emergency
management approaches. The City was also able to adapt to barriers and obstacles
presented in various attempts to control WUI fire hazards and post-fire hazards. As well,
new recovery and mitigation programs emerged as new challenges were presented
during response and recovery from the OMPF. 



91

The City of Kelowna has adopted an interdependent approach to the management
of wildland fire risk, across all levels of WUI fire risk (property, subdivision, landscape).
However, barriers reduced the ability of the City to implement various mitigation
strategies. A significant barrier was a lawsuit brought against the city in the time after
the OMPF, which prevented the city from discussing “lessons learned” and
implementing recommendations made by Blackwell and Needoba (2006) during the
post-disaster window of opportunity. 

Considering the increase in disaster events in Canada and worldwide over the past few
decades, increasing vulnerability factors and climate change, disaster mitigation should
be a priority in government approaches to emergency management. However, disaster
mitigation remains a secondary aim of emergency management at the provincial and
federal level. Programs designed to transfer funds from higher levels of government to
municipalities in disaster situations are aimed at post-disaster recovery, and little
assistance is provided for hazards identified through risk assessment processes. Further,
jurisdictional issues may reduce the ability of local authorities to take disaster mitigation
into their own hands. The case study of Kelowna revealed that municipal governments
can be progressive in managing disasters, with a focused and clear understanding of
disaster mitigation. Thus, there exists a continued need for governments to work
together to promote disaster mitigation and to ensure that local governments can act
to mitigate their own risk.

Barriers to disaster mitigation at the local level should be further studied, and strategies
to overcome barriers should be identified. The case study explored in this paper found
a municipal staff both willing and able to implement strategies to decrease risk to
residents, property and infrastructure. Emergency management in Canada should be
altered to allow those cities that are willing and able to pursue actions to mitigate
disaster risk.
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Appendix A: Summary of November 20, 2007 meeting
in Kelowna

November 20, 2007 meeting

A meeting with several high-level City of Kelowna staff, representatives from ICLR and
a representative from a private risk management consulting firm attended a meeting
organized by ICLR staff on November 20, 2007 in Kelowna.  The goal of the meeting
was to begin discussion of the methods by which the City of Kelowna is working to
reduce its vulnerability to future wildfires and post wildfire hazards, as well as other
threats that the community may face. Meeting attendees were provided with a proposal
outlining the potential objectives of the project, and provided an annotated agenda to
guide discussion at the meeting.

During the meeting, City of Kelowna staff identified several issues related to hazard
mitigation in the city, and success of the municipal government during their recovery
from the impacts of the OMPF. Specific issues identified at the meeting included:

• a need for a process or framework in which municipal level disaster mitigation work
can be supported by higher levels of government, citing specifically Kelowna’s
experience with post-wildfire flood damage mitigation actions

• The importance of the “window of opportunity” to discuss and implement fire
mitigation options and post-wildfire mitigation options. City staff at the meeting
indicated that the window of opportunity in which City Council’s interest in wildfire
mitigation action was highest was two years.

• The impact of insurance sector litigation on discussions surrounding “lessons
learned” from the 2003 fire, and the role of litigation as a “barrier” to implementing
mitigation actions and projects during the two year window of opportunity. City staff
cited specifically recommendations that were made by a private consultant on
actions that could be taken to mitigate wildfire risks, as many of the recommended
actions were not adopted by the city because the report was presented after the
window of opportunity was largely closed

• Political issues associated with hazard risk identification and treatments, including
issues surrounding the willingness of the City of Kelowna’s council willingness to
identify and take action on hazard risk within the city.

• The collaborative atmosphere at the Emergency Operations Centres (EOCs), including
empowerment of city staff to control local emergency management operations

• Successes of the comprehensive FireSmart education program undertaken by the City
of Kelowna, as well as the successes of other social marketing initiatives undertaken
by city of Kelowna departments to address homeowners resource use issues

• Other hazards, both natural and non-natural, that pose a threat to the city of
Kelowna. Specifically, some staff identified flood hazards as a greater threat to the
city of Kelowna than wildfire recurrence
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Appendix B: Participants

Participant Workshop Survey

Rene Blanleil, Fire Chief, Fire Department, City of Kelowna • •
Don Degen, Water and Drainage Manager,
Department of Works and Utilities, City of Kelowna • •
Lance Kayfish, Risk Manager, Department of Financial Services,
City of Kelowna • •
Ron Mattiussi, City Manager, former Director of Planning
and Development Services, City of Kelowna • •
John Vos, Director of Works and Utilities, City of Kelowna • •
Mark Watt, Environment and Solid Waste Manager,
Department of Works and Utilities, City of Kelowna •
Ian Wilson, Urban Forestry Supervisor, Department of Recreation,
Parks and Cultural Services, City of Kelowna • •
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Appendix C: Interview Survey

1. Perceptions of Overall Impacts
a) In your opinion, how would you rate the severity of the overall impacts of the OMPF on the City of Kelowna?

Extremely Extermely
minor severe

n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

b) Using the scale below, please rate how satisfied you are that everything possible was done to reduce the
impacts of the OMPF on the City of Kelowna:

n n n n n
Very Somewhat Neither Somewhat Very

dissatisfied dissatisfied satisfied satisfied satisfied
nor

dissatisfied

c) Overall, how many months/years did it take for the City of Kelowna to fully recover from the impacts of the OMPF?

________ months,  ________ years.

d) Using the scale below, please rate how satisfied you are that everything possible was done to reduce the amount
of time required for the City of Kelowna to recover:

n n n n n
Very Somewhat Neither Somewhat Very

dissatisfied dissatisfied satisfied satisfied satisfied
nor

dissatisfied

e) Which components, departments or sectors of the City suffered the most significant impacts?

f) Which components, departments or sectors of the City required the most time to recover?

2. Perceptions of impacts on department
a) In your opinion, how would you rate the severity of the overall impacts of the OMPF on your department?

Extremely Extermely
minor severe

n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

b) In which ways did the OMPF affect your department?

c) How many weeks/months/years did it take for your department to fully recover from the impacts of the OMPF?

________ weeks,  ________  months,  ________ years.

d) Did the OMPF result in any permanent impacts on your department?

n Yes   n_No
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3. Perceptions of impacts on individuals
a) Following the OMPF, how many months/years did it take for those who lost their homes to rebuild, and move

into their new homes?

________ months,  ________ years.

b) Are there any residents who have not yet fully recovered from the impacts of the OMPF?

n Yes   n No

c) What were some of the most effective tools, implemented by governments, private agencies, or by the public
themselves, that reduced the overall impacts on individuals directly affected by the OMPF (e.g. through
evacuation or destruction of homes)?

d) What were some of the most effective tools, implemented by governments, private agencies, or by the public
themselves, that reduced the amount of time it took for affected individuals to fully recover (e.g. for evacuees
to return to their homes, or for residents to rebuild their homes)?

e) Please rate your agreement with each of the following statements my placing a check in the appropriate box:

i) Before the OMPF, the residents of Kelowna who were at risk of sustaining damages from wildfires had
taken all necessary actions to reduce the risk of wildfire damage.

n n n n n
Strongly Disagree Neither Agree Strongly
disagree agree nor disagree

disagree

ii) As of today, the residents of Kelowna who are at risk of sustaining damages from wildfires have taken
all necessary actions to reduce the risk of sustaining damages from future wildfires.

n n n n n
Strongly Disagree Neither Agree Strongly
disagree agree nor disagree

disagree

4. Community level mitigative actions
a) What were some of the most effective tools in use in Kelowna for reducing the risk of wildland fire damages,

before the occurrence of the OMPF?

i) Which of these tools were implemented by your department?
a) Who were some of the key stakeholders involved in developing these tools?

ii) Were there any key individuals who drove the implementation of these tools?

iii) What were some other key factors that lead to the development and implementation of these tools?

iv) Have these programs/tools changed since the occurrence of the OMPF?
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b) What are some of the most effective tools currently in use in Kelowna for reducing the risk of wildland
fire damages?

i) Which of these tools were implemented by your department?
a) Who were some of the key stakeholders involved in developing these tools?

ii) Were there any key individuals who drove the implementation of these tools?

iii) What were some other key factors that lead to the development and implementation of these tools?

iv) Would these programs have been implemented had the OMPF never occurred?

c) What were/are some of the most effective tools used in Kelowna to reduce the
risk of damages from post-wildfire hazards, caused by the OMPF (e.g., increased risk of flooding)?
i) Which of these tools were implemented by your department?

a) Who were some of the key stakeholders involved in developing these tools?

ii) Were there any key individuals who drove the implementation of these tools?

iii) What were some other key factors that lead to the development and implementation of these tools?

d) What role did government relief programs and insurance play in reducing
the impacts, and reducing the amount of time it took for Kelowna to recover
from the OMPF?
i) How could these tools be improved?

e) Were any other communities looked to as models or examples of how to act, or how not to act in the event
of a serious wildfire event?

5. Unimplemented Tools and Barriers to Implementation
a) What are some effective wildfire risk mitigation tools that you think should or could be implemented

in Kelowna, but have not been implemented?

b) What were/are the major barriers that have prevented important programs from being implemented?

6. Lessons Learned
a) What were some of the major “lessons learned” from the OMPF?

b) Which processes, actions, etc. would you not change in future wildland fire events
(e.g., processes that worked very well, and could not be improved)?

7. Perceptions of risk
a) Please use the scale below to rate how likely it is that the City of Kelowna would experience another wildfire

event, similar to that of the OMPF:

No possibility
at all Will occur

n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Within the next 10 years

Within the next 20 years

Within the next 100 years
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7. Perceptions of risk (continued)

b) On the scale below, the number 10 represents the overall impacts that the 2003 OMPF had on the City of
Kelowna. If the OMPF were to occur again in the next 10 years, how would you rate the impacts, in comparison
to the 2003 OMPF? (A rating below 10 would indicate that you believe the impacts would be less severe, and a
rating above 10 would indicate that you believe the impacts would be more severe.) Please explain your response.

Same
severity

Absolutely of impacts (higher
no impacts as OMPF than 12)

n n n n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

c) On the scale below, the number 10 represents the overall amount of time that was required to recover from the
impacts of the 2003 OMPF. If the OMPF were to occur again in the next 10 years, how would you rate amount of
time it would take to recover, in comparison to the 2003 OMPF? (A rating below 10 would indicate that you
believe that less time would be required, and a rating above 10 would indicate that you believe more time would
be required.) Please explain you response.

Same
No time amount of time (higher
required as OMPF than 12)

n n n n n n n n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

8. Attributions of responsibility 
a) Please rate the current responsibility of each of the following entities for the mitigation of wildfire hazards

using the provided scales:

Not responsible Entirely
at all responsible

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

Others

Private business owners

Regional government

Provincial government

Municipal government

Private homeowners

Federal government



111

8. Attributions of responsibility (continued)

b) Please rate the current responsibility of each of the following entities for the mitigation of post-wildfire
hazards, using the provided scales:

Not responsible Entirely
at all responsible

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

n n n n n n
1 2 3 4 5 6

Others

c) In what way do you think higher levels of government could become more involved in the mitigation
of post-wildfire risks?

9. Hazards to which Kelowna is exposed
a) In your opinion, what are the top 5 most significant natural hazards to which the City of Kelowna is exposed

(e.g., natural hazards that have a high probability of occurrence and a high potential for severe impacts)?

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

Private business owners

Regional government

Provincial government

Municipal government

Private homeowners

Federal government
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9. Hazards to which Kelowna is exposed (continued)

b) In your opinion, what are the top 5 most significant non-natural hazards (e.g. critical infrastructure failures,
terrorism, chemical spills, human-caused fire, etc.) to which the City of Kelowna is exposed (e.g., non-natural
hazards that have a high probability of occurrence and a high potential for severe impacts)? 

a.

b.

c.

d.

e.

10. Impact of OMPF Experience on Other Hazards
a) Has the City of Kelowna’s experience with the OMPF increased its ability to reduce the impacts of and quickly

recover from other types of future natural hazards (for example, the hazards that were identified above)?

b) Has the City of Kelowna’s experience with the OMPF increased its ability to reduce the impacts of and quickly
recover from future non-natural hazards (for example, hazards that were identified above)?.



113

Appendix D: Blackwell & Needoba (2006)
Recommendations 

Landscape Level Risk Assessment
• *Consideration of working with the B.C. Building Policy Branch to allow for better

incorporation of WUI fire risk reducing building practices (Priority: High,
Responsibility: Inspection Services)

• *Lobby the provincial government, potentially with other municipalities within
the Okanagan region, to encourage fuel mitigation on Crown land adjacent to WUI
communities within the city of Kelowna (Priority: High, Responsibility: Fire
Department)

• The City should investigate the establishment of agreements with the Province that
would allow developers to treat Crown land directly adjacent to new developments
as a required part of the development process. Provinces would then pay the
mitigation cost to the developer upon satisfactory completion of the work.

Considerations at the subdivision level
• *Incorporation/phase in of fire retardant roofing materials in new and existing

WUI subdivisions (Priority: High, Responsibility: Planning and Development Services)

• *Work toward improving access in isolated areas of the City for evacuations and
fire control (Priority: Medium, Responsibility: Planning and Development Services)

• *Integrate access points into new subdivisions during subdivision design, to facilitate
evacuation and access for emergency response equipment (Priority: High,
Responsibility: Works and Utilities)

• *Place roads between subdivisions and forested lands, in instances where new
subdivisions will be adjacent to forested lands to improve access and to act as fire
breaks (Priority: Medium, Responsibility: Planning and Development Services)

• *Consider proximity of hydrants with respect to access points for forested parks,
during design of new subdivisions (Priority: High, Responsibility: Planning and
Development Services)

• *Consideration of the adoption of a standardized Registered Professional Forester
reports, required as part of the Development Permit waiver process, to ensure
consistency of hazard mitigation activities within all subdivisions in the Development
Permit Areas (Priority: High, Responsibility: Planning and Development Services)

• The City should investigate the potential of partnering with residents to promote
treatment of public lands adjacent to private property. Private land owners could
be encouraged to not only clean their own yards of debris and brush but also
to be responsible for the removal of debris and brush from public lands immediately
adjacent to them to a depth of 20 metres. Removal of material would be
coordinated with the spring yard waste pickup program

• The City should work with the local development community to construct a City
owned FireSmart show home that can be used as a tool to educate and
communicate the principles of FireSmart to the public. The demonstration home
would be built to FireSmart standards using recommended materials for interface
communities. Vegetation adjacent to the home would be managed to guidelines
outlined in the FireSmart program and would be both fire resistant and drought
tolerant in nature
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• City should proactively enforce wildfire covenants requiring owners to maintain their
properties hazard free on all properties in Wildland Fire Hazard Development Permit
areas. Enforcement will serve to minimize fuel risks on problematic private properties
and provide improved protection to adjacent lands

• City staff should investigate the creation of a process whereby new development on
a given parcel that directly abuts an untreated private parcel triggers a requirement
that the developer contact the adjacent landowner seeking permission to treat the
bordering area to a distance of no less than 100 m creating an immediate defence
zone for the new development.  This would reduce wildfire behaviour potential
in the short term; however, a solution would still be needed to address maintenance
of these treated areas if they are not developed within the next 10 years

Individual lot considerations
• The city should develop a landscaping standard for vegetation within Wildland

Fire hazard Development Permit areas. The vegetation contained in the proposed
standard should attempt to meet both the goals of fire resistance and drought
tolerance to ensure water conservation. This standard should be applied to all new
properties within the proposed Wildfire DP areas and be implemented on existing
properties when building permits are requested for renovations/retrofits

• Many homes are built immediately adjacent to the forest edge. It is recommended
that the City alter the Zoning Bylaw to require that developers leave building set
backs on private land so that there is a minimum distance of 10 m between
buildings and the forest interface. This standard should be applied to housing
bordering both City owned and forested private land

Management of parks and green spaces
• *Inventory sensitive ecosystems to ensure they are not adversely affected by fuel

treatments and other park developments (Priority: High, Responsibility: Planning
and Development Services)

• *Adoption of a standard for fuel management in parks and green spaces (Priority:
High, Responsibility: Parks Department)

• *Management of fuel in heavily traveled trail networks and corridors to limit fire
spread and improve fire suppression abilities (Priority: Medium, Responsibility: Parks
Department)

• *During subdivision development, consolations should be held with the parks
department to allow for reviews of wildfire hazard mitigation plans developed for
subdivisions before areas are delivered to the City, to allow for a parks department
site inspection of mitigation work undertaken in areas to be delivered to the city,
and for review of mitigation plans and work on private portions of subdivisions
(Priority: High, Responsibility: Parks Department)

• *Require developers to mitigate fire hazard on forested lands, before they become
the property of the City (Priority: High, Responsibility: Planning and Development
Services)
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• Prescribed fire and the use of a curtain burner should be allowed in order to
improve the cost effectiveness of fuel treatment and expand the area of treatment.
Any use of fire should strictly follow smoke management guidelines to limit the
impacts of smoke

• Where fire control access could be improved in City parks, and the resulting
ecological impacts are considered acceptable, consideration should be given to
widening specific trails to 3.2. metres (the width required for small emergency
vehicle access). This should involve the removal of all obstacles such as trees and
stumps but the trails should remain unpaved. Access points should be provided
where they are feasible and effective.

Other Considerations
• *Enhancement of public education programs through integration of a unit of wildfire

safety into local primary school curriculum, and create a FireSmart “sticker” program
to identify properties that meet FireSmart guidelines (Priority: Medium, Responsibility:
Fire Department)

• The City should create an interactive website that outlines community fire risks and
proactive steps individual homeowners can take to make their homes safer within
the community.  Other information, such as fire danger, FireSmart principles and
reporting on recent treatment initiatives in the community could be maintained on
the local site so that fire management issues specific to Kelowna could be easily
communicated to the local population

• The city should assess funding options, such as a congregation plant, composting
program or a minimal increase in property taxes, which could be used to encourage
and aid property owners with fuel mitigation and to facilitate treatments on public
lands.

*Actions slated for adoption in 2007
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Dan Sandink, M.A., is Manager, Resilient Communities & Research
at the Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction, and has authored
numerous reports and articles on urban flood risk perceptions, and risk
management for climate change adaptation.

The Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction, established in 1998,
is a world-class centre for multi-disciplinary disaster prevention research and
communications. ICLR is an independent, not-for-profit research institute founded
by the insurance industry and affiliated with the University of Western Ontario.
ICLR staff and research associates are recognized internationally for their expertise in
wind and seismic engineering, atmospheric science, risk perception, hydrology,
economics, geography, health sciences, and public policy, among other disciplines.
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