
Protecting the Village of Lytton from Wildfire Damage

Presentation to the Lytton’s Citizens’ Advisory Select Committee
June 15th, 2022

by Sophie Guilbault, Director of Partnerships
Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction (ICLR)



▪ Development of a proposed building by-law based on the 
NRC National Guide for Wildland Urban Interface Fires; 

▪ Supporting the development of a Community Wildfire 
Protection and Recovery Plan (CWPRP);

▪ Support community members and Council during 
implementation (i.e. answering questions and concerns,
securing funding for implementation, etc.)

Implementing wildfire risk reduction in Lytton



▪ Bruce Blackwell, Professional Forester and Principal, BA Blackwell and Associates

▪ Ian MacDonald, Consultant, Dave Mitchell and Associates

▪ Pat McPhillips, Consultant, Dave Mitchell and Associates

▪ Keith Porter, Chief Engineer, Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction

▪ Dan Sandink, Director of Research, Institute for Catastrophic Loss Reduction

▪ Kelsey Winter, FireSmart Program Lead, BC FireSmart Committee Chair, Ministry of 
Forests, Lands, Natural Resource Operations and Rural Development

Here today to answer your questions:



1. Landscaping;

2. Cost of implementation;

3. Other structures on lot; 

4. Compliance & enforcement;

5. Propane tanks;

6. Burden on homeowner & lack of guidance for rebuild;

7. Insurance payments and future insurability;

Questions raised around proposed bylaw 711



1. Landscaping

Questions and concerns: 

▪  Town to become “concrete pad” and need to maintain enough trees to provide shade;

▪ Wondering how setbacks and vegetation impacted the last fire;

▪ Concerns that no vegetation will be allowed given the small lot sizes;

▪ Would it be possible to have a list of plants and trees that are allowed?;

▪ Is the problem the vegetation but lack of proper watering?;

▪ Need to require vegetation management outside of private lots.



1. Landscaping
Response:

▪ Proposed bylaw 711 does not prescribe vegetation 
on private property. It requires a 1.5 m 
non-combustible zone, and controlled vegetation 
beyond the 1.5 m;

▪ Maintaining an adequate level of vegetation is 
important. 

▪ The type of vegetation and its location will highly 
influence fire risk. 

▪ A list of plants that meet the FireSmart 
requirements for Lytton is available on the 
FireSmart website;

▪ Trees that provide shade, including several fruit 
trees are allowed (e.g. apple, pear, plum, etc.); 

▪ Vegetation management on public lands will 
take place;

▪ Proper watering of landscaping around property is 
important. It is also key to keep vegetation trimmed 
and pruned. 



Questions and concerns:

▪ Who is gonna pay for the additional cost of proposed bylaw 711?;

▪ What is the additional cost of non-combustible doors, windows, siding, decks and fences?;

▪ Building on existing foundations is cheaper but bylaw requirements make it difficult to do so 
because of new structure ignition zones and setbacks.

2. Cost of implementation



Response:

▪ The federal government recently announced 
that $6M would be given to Lytton’s residents 
help them rebuild a fire-resistant and 
energy-efficient community. If this funding 
isn’t sufficient or cannot be used to cover the 
additional costs associated with proposed 
bylaw 711, we will secure the funds to 
establish a rebate program for residents that 
would cover the additional construction costs 
for uninsured or underinsured homeowners;

▪ In situations where setbacks and structure 
ignition zones cannot be enforced due to the 
lot size, the required construction class CC1 
ensures optimal protection of the building 
according to NRC Guide. See Page 16 of the 
bylaw.

2. Cost of implementation



3. Other structures on lot

Questions and concerns: 

▪ Concerns that fire resistant garden furniture are very hard to find and expensive;

▪ Where can I park my RV if not allowed near my property?



3. Other structures on lot

Response: 

▪ We recognize that the proposed bylaw restricts 
the available options of garden furniture. 
Outdoor furniture made out of materials like 
plastic or wood are highly flammable and could 
significantly increase the risk that the fire spread 
onto your property. Opting for metal garden 
furniture would reduce that risk.;

▪ We would recommend identifying a space in the 
village where RVs could be parked together, 
away from private properties. 



4. Compliance and enforcement

Questions and concerns:

▪ Who will inspect and enforce, there was little to no inspection and enforcement capacity 
before the fire.;

▪ Many elements such as setbacks and structure ignition zones are difficult to enforce in 
Lytton;



4. Compliance and enforcement

Response:

▪ It will be important to contract annual inspections to ensure compliance with the bylaw. 
This will be budgeted for in the CRI application.

▪ In situations where setbacks and structure ignition zones cannot be enforced due to the lot 
size, the required construction class CC1 (noncombustible wall cladding, eaves, soffits, roof 
projections, doors, windows, etc.) ensures optimal protection of the building (in accordance 
with the NRC WUI Fire Guide). See page 16 of the draft bylaw.



5. Propane tanks

Questions and concerns: 

▪ There are no legal locations for propane tanks on many lots; 

▪ Some homeowners won’t be able to store firewood on their lots;

▪ There are frequent power outages in Lytton and alternative power is needed;

▪ Concerns around location of BBQs.



5. Propane tanks

Response: 

▪ The requirements around propane tanks was integrated for the protection of homes but also 
of firefighters who could be killed if a tank was to explode during a fire;

▪ The Village is currently in discussion with Superior Propane to look into implementing a 
propane grid in Lytton so that homeowners would not have to store individual propane 
tanks on their lots; 

▪ We are less concerned with BBQ tanks as opposed to the larger LPG tanks. In terms of BBQ 
tanks, we’d recommend storing the can further away from property and vegetation when 
not in use. 

▪ One option to consider to store firewood on smaller lots could be to store it in an ember 
resistant structure, which itself would comply with the bylaw requirement and reduce the 
risk of fire spreading to properties. 



6. Burden on homeowner and lack of guidance for rebuild

Questions and concerns:

▪ The bylaw doesn’t place enough responsibility on the village and railway;

▪ Difficult to understand which materials are allowed and what is not allowed (e.g. are solar 
panels allowed on roofs, why are sprinklers systems not required, are class A roofing 
materials available for flat roofs);

▪ Difficult to find modular home provider that would comply with the bylaw.



6. Burden on homeowner and lack of guidance for rebuild

Response:

▪ An important portion of the Community Resiliency Investments’ grant application to the 
Union of BC Municipalities includes hiring a FireSmart coordinator that would be 
coordinating various risk reduction activities. For instance, this person would be responsible 
for coordinating the development of guides that would support homeowners, builders and 
inspectors so it is easier to comply with the bylaw.;

▪ As part of the CRI application, funding will be allocated to develop a strategy that would 
ensure adequate treatment, maintenance and irrigation of the land located by the railway. 
The village is confident that once a clear strategy is presented to the railways, they will be 
supportive of the plan.

▪ ICLR is currently discussing with a few modular home companies to establish how the 
homes could be adapted to comply with the standards presented in proposed bylaw 711.



7. Insurance payments and future insurability

Questions and concerns:

▪ Concerns that insurers won’t provide future policies if bylaw is not passed;

▪ Worries that insurers won’t pay for extra cost associated with bylaw for their policyholders. 



7. Insurance payments and future insurability

Response:

▪ Fire coverage will remain available in Lytton. Canadian insurers have seen and reviewed 
proposed bylaw 711 and are supportive of the recommendations;

▪ While insurers won’t publicly confirm that they will be covering the costs associated with 
proposed bylaw 711 until it is passed, most have suggested that the cost and benefit ratio 
associated with the bylaw as it stands would justify covering the additional construction 
cost. 


