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Have you reviewed the draft Wildfire DPA and or the Wildfire website FAQ? 

Yes : 100.00%

Answer Count Percent 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Yes 14 100%

No 0 0%

Total 14 100%

Countries Responses

CA 100.00%

Total 100.00%
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Select the options which apply to you (select all that apply).

Squamish resident : 44.83%

Squamish property owner : 34.48%

Squamish developer or builder : 17.24%

Other : 3.45%

Answer Count Percent 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%

Squamish resident 13 44.83%

Squamish property owner 10 34.48%

Squamish developer or builder 5 17.24%

Other 1 3.45%

Total 29 100%

Please share your comments or concerns on the proposed Wildfire DPA:

11/30/2020 90967310 We need to build with wood.

11/30/2020 90951845

CONCERNS REGARDING IMPLICATIONS FOR WOOD USE IN BUILDING CONSTRUCTION: In recent discussions of development proposals and form and
character considerations, it is clear that the current District Council supports consideration of wood cladding (and natural materials). The District
of Squamish Community Climate Action Plan 2020 – 2030, under “Big Move #5: Build better new buildings” has as an explicit strategy to
“Encourage building materials that store carbon and/or have less embodied emissions” Several building projects within the District are
incorporating, proposing or considering mass timber structural systems – which is also referenced in the Green Building section of the District’s
economic development strategy for Emerging and Target Sectors. Use of wood in buildings is part of the heritage, culture, and climate action and
economic development strategies of the community. Encouraging greater use of wood in building is also a strong current emphasis on the part of
the Provincial and Federal governments, as evidenced in numerous R&D, sector development and building industry education and incentives
programs – and in recent changes to building codes. The BC Building Codes now incorporates several new guideline sections addressing use of
mass timber construction and references to recent National Research Council testing reports. (For example: BCBC 2018 Revision 2.01 Division B, D-
7.1. Fire Test Reports) In addition, structural wood products and wood cladding materials are important industries for Squamish – with several,
innovative local businesses represented in these sectors, together accounting for between 100 and 150 well-paying direct jobs.
RECOMMENDATION: Avoid overly detailed, prescriptive language in the Development Permit Area Guidelines which may serve to unnecessarily
discourage applications of wood products for structural or cladding uses which are entirely compatible with National Building Code and BC
Building Code guidelines for non-combustible buildings. In the draft DPA 11 guidelines, under section 11.8, “Construction of, addition to or
alteration of a building or other structure”, guideline descriptions for Roofing Material, Exterior Cladding, Overhanging Projections appear to be
more detailed than necessary, obscuring up-to-date orientation regarding use of wood building products and systems. Note the contrasting
approach taken in the District of North Vancouver Wildfire Hazard DPA guidelines:
http://www.dnv.org/sites/default/files/bylaws/Bylaw%207900.pdf#page=151 See pages 186-187, and references to, simply: “… fire retardant
roofing materials … fire resistive materials … fire-resistive decking materials … fire-resistive treated wood … … building design and construction
should generally be consistent with the highest current wildfire protection standards published by the National Fire Protection Association or any
similar, successor or replacement body that may exist from time to time.” Adopting this North Vancouver approach to drafting of guidelines
should offer sufficient clarity, durability and delivery of Wildfire Hazard DPE objectives – without introducing potential confusions and
disincentives to innovative, safe uses of wood in building construction. REFERENCES: https://cwc.ca/how-to-build-with-wood/codes-
standards/building-codes/wood-in-non-combustible-buildings/ Wood in Non-Combustible Buildings – Canadian Wood Council
https://cwc.ca/wp-content/uploads/publications-FireSafetyDesign-s.pdf Fire Safety Design in Buildings - The Canadian Wood Council
https://cwc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Heavy-timber-construction_PDF.pdf Heavy Timber Construction - The Canadian Wood Council
https://cwc.ca/wp-content/uploads/2019/03/Wood_cladding_PDF.pdf Wood cladding in non-combustible buildings – Canadian Wood Council

11/25/2020 90399138

I am concerned that this might be hard to explain to the public, especially who needs a permit and who doesn't for what type of work. Likely a
visual aid or decision tree might help. Does this increase costs to the public if they replace their roof? In terms of landscaping, now people have
to have bear aware plants and drought resistant plants and now fire smart plants... how will we help them to understand what is okay? This is a
good idea though as we need to ensure we are more resilient given increasing risk of wildfire due to climate change. Thanks.

11/17/2020 89223437 Although I think the Wildfire DPA is a good thing I am concerned it will add more delays in the BP and DP process.

11/17/2020 89153190

I agree that wildfire hazards need to be considered due to the increasing amount of risk with climate change. This current proposed policy is far
from perfect and will have negative impacts on construction in our district. 1. This will severely retard any construction timeline and add an
immense amount of workload to an already under resourced district planning and building departments. Current Building Permit wait times are
10x of other similar jurisdictions and is cause for concern. 2. The added cost of obtaining a DP and the soft costs associated with preparing such
documents are cost prohibitive and will render some construction projects economically unviable. 3. The building construction guidelines for fire
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11/17/2020 89153190 documents are cost prohibitive and will render some construction projects economically unviable. 3. The building construction guidelines for fire
resistant materials and methods proposes the elimination of some renewable resources as approved building materials, thus adding an
increased carbon footprint to construction, added building cost and can make small additions to existing structures look like an afterthought. For
example, cedar siding, which is iconic to west coast building architecture, would not be approved in this policy, nor would timber fascia and
soffits. While the intent of this policy is ideal it is far from gaining my support and much work and revision is needed before i will. - Rodney
Wilson

11/16/2020 89099363 Concerned this will add to the already inappropriate wait times for a building permit

11/16/2020 89032834

This is an important change in how we build, develop and live next to the forest. I fully support this initiative. I have serious concerns about the
framework for processing Wildfire DPA applications. The current Building Permit Application process is extremely inefficient and already takes
longer than it should. There are also already 2 other DPA processes that are required prior to Building Permit Applications, DPA 1 and DPA 2,
depending on the location of the property. Adding the Wildfire DP to this process is going to make the process even more time consuming and a
make scheduling of projects near impossible. In order to be able to continue to offer professional level employment in the community, the
builders and developers of Squamish need to have all of these processes run concurrently to reduce wait time and scheduling uncertainty. There
also needs to be clarity around what projects require this DP. - Does a new single family development have to deal with this process at
subdivision, or will it be left to individual property owners to navigate the process? Are infill projects required to go through the process? - What
is the threshold for an existing home renovation to trigger this process? - Will the District provide a list of pre-approved materials and alternate
strategies to simplify the process? - Will approval be required for re-roofing? If so, what is the process and how long will it take. Thank you for
your consideration of theses comments and questions.

11/15/2020 88957520 Focus is primarily on mitigation into the future with respect to new development. Existing urban forests and interface zones require attention
now. This hazard is imminent as compared to the hazards emerging from new development.

11/12/2020 88695106

Issue with combustible cladding restriction. On lower storey buildings we have an opportunity to enhance our community with rich materials that
speak to our history. This is not hardie which will, if this moves forward, be what you see. I think there is a reasonable ability to have wood
cladding make up a certain percentage of total surfaces. Already this is restricted for buildings above 4 storeys. I feel it is critically important that
this be amended before this goes in front of Council. Stucco, metal and Hardi Panel are not equal options. Wood cladding is part of this
community's heritage. Can these guidelines be brought to ADP? A possible solution to this would be to refine to a greater degree the mapping for
primary and secondary zones. Right now there is a blanket conservative approach taken across the municipality. I think that the mapping could
be refined to a much greater degree to open up flexibility within many of the zones. Again, my main concern here is cladding and to a lesser
degree landscaping. With regards to landscaping, I hope that there is a revision on types of conifers so that they can be integrated into plans.
Bruce's comment that they are allowed 10m from buildings isn't really a thing in multifamily developments. There won't be 10m clear of buildings
in most of these spaces. I fear that in some 'green field' developments like the Cheekeye this will lead to complete removal of vegetation. Our
intention was to preserve as many existing trees on site as possible. I think that this DPA guideline will preclude that or at least greatly reduce it.
Overall, I think that this first step is very general and quite a blanket approach. I acknowledge the way in which it focuses on saftey but listening
to council this week I'm also hearing a desire to allow for flexibility in design approaches to buildings. This will have a dampening effect. I hope
that these guidelines can be further refined and that we can go explore what the impacts will be to some specific sites. I'm happy to work on this
with staff (Carlos)

11/12/2020 88672587 I am glad to see considerations for the protection of riparian areas.

11/10/2020 88372048

I think there are some steps in the right direction and then from there it becomes too complex and appears to be more of a money grab. Bylaw
enforcement is struggling to uphold the current bylaws. Lack of funding for officers equals understaffing to handle simple bylaws like people
camping along rivers and setting their own rules about fires. I think your proposed measures for small development like outbuildings will be
completely useless if a wildfire starts from illegal activity in our forest perimeter. Those flames won't be stopped by your flameproof roof. The rest
of the house will burn. Instead, encourage and incentify. Help people make better decisions. How about tackling the smaller problems of yards
filled with junk and free camping? I see your ideas as just discouraging developers and homeowners who will only try to find a way to do what
they want without you reaching deeper into their already struggling bank accounts. Get BC HYDRO to deal with power lines. That should keep you
busy for a while.

11/05/2020 87605589

The general concern is that more regulations like these are adding to the cost of construction and maintenance (replacement), thereby affecting
the affordability of housing. Fire protection requirements should be limited in respect to construction, and more focused on defending from
transmission of fire via barriers in landscaping and minimum distancing flammable trees away from the constructed housing. Proactive clearing
and free branch pickup days would be much more effective in the cause. Also, agricultural buildings are mostly built from inexpensive wood
products (often recycled post and beams), need to be inexpensive (encouraging local farming is very challenging as it is), do not typically
increase the fire danger, and therefore should be exempt from the DP whether or not they're built (entirely) with non-flammable materials.

11/03/2020 87332363
Great work so far! Questions: Any involvement/advice from BCWS? FLNR? How were the secondary neighborhoods selected? Any
movement/interest to becoming a FireSmart certified community? Any analysis done on existing risk within/adjacent to DOS? How would existing
risk be resolved?
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