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   Today's edition will be “heavy” on numbers that readers should keep in mind before the in-depth details of the Colorado Firefighting Air Corps Special Report (the CFAC Report) are presented.
   Colorado has become known by the cliché “pay me now, or pay me later” when it comes to funding wildfire suppression. The legislature has been looked on as waffling or just downright refusing to fund wildfire suppression, as though not recognizing and not funding it will make the problem go away.
   The time has long passed, probably by a century or more, that having a healthy forest can be accomplished by natural forces – letting naturally occurring wildfires burn themselves out or fires set by the Indians burn themselves out. Those days are gone!
   The Denver Post Research Library compiled statistics on Colorado's top 35 largest wildfires since 1989. The cost of suppression in ten of those fires was not available. Today's edition includes only the cost of fire suppression for the years 2000-2013 for relevancy to present day.
· 2000
$12.8 million
· 2002
$129.73 million
· 2003
Unknown
· 2010
$13 million
· 2012
$59.85 million
· 2013
$11.7 million
· Total
$227.08 million
   The $227.08 million is for the fire suppression costs only and does not include other losses such as property (public and private).
   In August of 2012, during testimony before the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee on Colorado Wildfire and Solutions, the Society of American Foresters made these statements:
· “This is not the end to the cost of these fires. The Western Forest Leadership Coalition in its report, The True Cost of Wildfires in the Western U.S. States, said 'the true costs of wildfire are shown to be far greater than the costs usually reported to the public, anywhere from two to 30 times the more commonly reported suppression costs.' Costs associated with erosion control, loss of property value, loss of business, loss of  ecosystem service and more aren't often fully known until years later.”
   That testimony is sufficiently significant to warrant a column of its own.
   Property loss amounts were not always available, but some are shown below:  
· 2000
Hayman


$40.4 million, 133 homes
· 2010  Four Mile Canyon

$217 million, 172 homes
· 2012  High Park


loss unknown, 259 homes, 1 person
· Waldo Canyon

$342.6 million, 346 structures to date
· Lower North Fork

$73 million, 28 structures, 3 persons

2013 Black Forest


loss amount unknown, 480-509 structures, 2 lives
   Rarely, if ever, are property owners made whole by insurance companies, even though insurance premiums for full coverage have been paid for decades. Those unable to afford insurance see their homes go up in flames despite having paid taxes that in the overall big picture fund public safety and should provide protection.  
   The CFAC Report includes a Summary of Recommendations to Address Findings. Those follow:
· Wildfire Information Management System 



$100,000.00
· Multi-Mission Fixed Wing Aircraft




$11.7 million
· Multi-Mission Rotor-Wing Aircraft




$ 4.7 million
· Single Engine Air Tankers (SEATS)




$ 3.1 million
· Large Fixed-Wing Air Tankers





$11.9 million
· Other Direct and Indirect Expenses




$ 2.1 million
     Total Estimated Cost for Program Implementation in 2014
$33.6 million
   That testimony is sufficiently significant to warrant a column of its own.
   The Executive Summary included five findings:  1) Principal; 2) Wildfire Information System; 3) Early Detection and Remote Sensing; 4) Initial Attack Focus; and, 5) Large Fixed-Wing Air Tankers (verbatim from the report).  
Principal Finding:
   The success of Colorado's wildland fire management program depends upon aggressive initial attack and response in order to keep fires that threaten lives, property or natural resources. To accomplish, Colorado should:
· focus attention and efforts on initial attack – the most critical time to generate an informed and effective suppression response is the first few hours of a fire;
· develop the means to ensure that existing suppression resources are being used to their maximum effectiveness while ensuring responder safety; and
· increase the likelihood that a fire is suppressed in the first hours of its existence by providing quick response with appropriate resources.
Wildfire Information Management System Finding:
   Critical information needed for guiding policy, strategy, and decisions regarding the management of wildfire in Colorado are not sufficient or readily available. To address this finding, Colorado should:
· develop and implement a state-wide information management system that provides shared, collaborative, real-time information amongst all participants in Colorado's wildfire management system as immediate availability of information is critical to ensuring that Colorado's currently-available resources are most effectively utilized.
Early Detection and Remote Sensing Finding:
   Colorado has not developed the capability to actively detect small fires before they grow into large incidents that affect life, property and resources. To address this finding, Colorado should:
· develop early detection and remote sensing capabilities by securing aircraft equipped with modern fire-detecting sensors that should be operated to actively identify and locate small fires in high-risk wildland and wildland urban interface.
Initial Attack Focus Finding:
   Colorado does not have the ability to deliver appropriate aviation resources in a timely fashion to support local suppression response to small fires while they are still small. To address this finding, Colorado should:
· contract for four multi-mission rotor-wing aircraft to facilitate the initial attack response in Colorado's rugged and remote locations; and
· increase the number of Single Engine Air Tankers (SEATs) under the operational control of the state from two to four.  
Large Fixed-Wing Air Tankers Finding:
   A gap exists between the needs of Colorado and the available large air tanker resources provided by the federal government. To address this finding, Colorado should:
· contract for two fixed wing large air tankers; and
· monitor the U.S. Forest Service's implementation of its plan to significantly augment the current air tanker capability in 3-5 years.
    Procurement of large air tankers by means other than contracting is not recommended unless the modernization and augmentation of the federal air tanker fleet does not occur as planned and Colorado's large air tanker needs cannot be sufficiently met.
   This recommendation was made after considering many options for Large Air Tankers (LATs), including:
· Acquiring and converting surplus military aircraft through the Federal Excess Personal Property (FEPP) Program.
· Converting donated civilian aircraft for use as air tankers.
· Joint Procurement and Operation of Aircraft Fleet by Western States through acquisition or contracting.
   The citizens of Colorado have suffered the consequences far too long of the forest service(s) being in charge of the state's public safety. The numbers presented earlier in this edition are just a drop in the bucket dollar wise of what the previous forest service policies have reeked on Colorado.
   Acknowledgment is made of what is always offered as an excuse – lack of funding, but . . . The state and federal forest services have since their creation been mired in and at the mercy of politicians and their bureaucracy. That day should also be gone!
    The reader's comments or questions are always welcome. E-mail me at doris@dorisbeaver.com.
