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Overall, a biased article generally in favor of the use of fuelbreaks.


However, it includes some good info and outlines important considerations that need to be addressed. A few quotes:








"The effectiveness of fuelbreaks remains a subject of debate within and outside the fire management community. There are many reasons for this broad range of opinion, among them that objectives can vary widely, fuelbreak prescriptions (width, amount of fuel reduction, maintenance standards) may also vary, they can be placed in many different fuel conditions, and may be approached by wildland fires under a variety of normal to extreme weather conditions. Furthermore, fuelbreaks are never desigend to stop fires but to allow suppression forces a higher probability of successfully attacking a wildland fire. The amount of technology directed at the fire, and the requirement for firefighter safety, both affect the efficacy of fuelbreaks in the suppression effort."








"Sustained alteration of fire bahavior requires effective and frequent maintenance, so that the effectiveness of any fuel treatment, including fuelbreaks, will be not only a function of the initial prescription for creation, but also standards for maintenance that are applied. The efficacy of many past fuelbreaks has been largely lost because of inadequate or no maintenance. If a fuelbreak is to remain effective, permanent cover type must occur. Obviously, if maintenance is not done, woody vegetation will encroach, fuel loads will increase, and the effectiveness of the fuelbreak will be decreased. There are few data to evaluate effectiveness of maintenance techniques."








"The effectiveness of fuelbreaks continues to be questioned because they have been constructed to varying standards, 'tested' under a wide variety of wildland fire conditions, and measured by different standards of effectiveness. ...Fuelbreak construction standards, the behavior of the approaching wildland fire, and the level of suppression each contribute to the effectiveness of a fuelbreak. Wider fuelbreaks appear more effective than narrow ones. Fuel treatment outside the fuelbreak may also contribute to their effectiveness (van Wagtendonk, 1996)."








"Suppression forces must be willing and able to apply appropriate suppression tactics in the fuelbreak. They must also know that the fuelbreaks exist, a common problem in the past. The effectivenss of suppression forces depends on level of funding for people, equipment, and aerial application of retardant, which can more easily reach surface fuels in a fuelbreak. Effectiveness is also dependent on the psychology of firefighters regarding their safety. Narrow or unmaintained fuelbreaks are less likely to be entered than wider, well-maintained ones."
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