Indirect Attack Strategy – FS009 -25
Date: July 23, 2025
Incident: Fort Liard Complex
Values at Risk: Community of Fort Liard 
Overall Objective
To reduce fire intensity and perimeter on the west flank by removing unburned fuel between the active fire edge and control lines or natural holding features. This creates safer conditions for firefighters and facilitates containment.

Strategic Options
Option 1: Burnout Adjacent to Fire Perimeter – See map
· Purpose: Improve safety by allowing for work away from root-burned trees and target unburned bays to reduce perimeter.
· Tactics: Aerial ignition and/or handheld drip torch - Conduct burnout directly adjacent to the fire perimeter.
· Conditions Required: Westerly winds preferred
· Advantages:
· Minimal suppression resources needed
· Increases firefighter effectiveness and safety
· Straightforward operational implementation
· Limitations:
· None identified

Option 2: Burnout - Aspen Ridgetop, Bovie Lake, and Unnamed Creek – See map
· Anchor Points: Gravel pit → ATV trail to Bovie Lake → Unnamed creek to Muskeg River.
· Wind Requirement: Southwest, West, Northwest
· Advantages:
· Creates a defensible line with natural features
· Reduces values at risk during operations compared to option 3
· Relocates firefighters from the deep-burning fire perimeter into newly burned areas with more intact tree root systems, enhancing safety.
· Limitations:
· Requires detailed planning and favorable conditions.
· More complex coordination than Option 1. requiring more holding resources bucket support and air tankers
· High potential for smouldering ground fire in the natural holding features creating poor air quality for the community
· Inconsistent fuel types creating interrupted burn scar and unburned areas


Option 3: Burnout – Seismic line, Highway 7, and Muskeg River – See map
· Anchor Points: Seismic line - Highway 7 - Muskeg River
· Considerations:
· Critical values along Highway 7 require structure protection, including communication tower and industrial facilities
· Area evacuations will be necessary
· Highway 7 will need to be closed for multiple days
· Advantages:
· Strong protection for Fort Liard and nearby infrastructure from FS009 and future wildfires
· Limitations:
· Fort Liard community evacuated
· Poor air quality effecting community of Fort Liard for extended period
· High logistical complexity with over >300km of ignition line 
· Significant resource needs. (Multiple ignition teams with aircraft, medium aircraft bucket support, air tanker support)
· South boundary (seismic line) needs preparation  
· Inconsistent fuel types creating interrupted burn scar and unburned areas
· Impact on transportation and local industry
· Highway 7 closed for multiple days during the burnout operation


Summary and Recommendation Considerations
· Option 1 is a tactical, resource-efficient approach that minimizes firefighter exposure to hazards such as root-burned trees.
· Option 2 is a complex operation that carries the risk of producing unintended negative effects, potentially hindering the overall incident objectives.
· Option 3 involves a highly complex burnout requiring significant resource commitments. It necessitates a short-term evacuation of the Fort Liard community and may result in several days of poor air quality after residents return. Additionally, the operation will cause extended highway travel interruptions. Due to these substantial social impacts and logistical challenges, Option 3 should be reserved for worst-case scenarios where maximum protection of Fort Liard and critical infrastructure is essential.
Recommendation 
Overall Option 1 seems the best balance between firefighter safety, resource efficiency, and effectiveness. Options 2 and 3 are considered highly complex and have potential to long term negative impacts.

