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The best work I have found in this regard is GTR-463 by Russell T. Graham, et al available as a *.pdf file from the PNW web site:





The effects of thinning and similar stand treatments on fire behavior in western forests Gen. Tech. Rep. PNW-GTR-463 by Russell T. Graham, Alan E. Harvey, Theresa B. Jain, and Jonalea R. Tonn (473k).  August, 1999:





http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/gtr_463.pdf





Thinning if done properly reduces both crown and surface fire propagation rates; treatment of slash and small stems is labor intensive and is key.  In some circumstances, thins will have minimal effect (e.g. on slopes with fire below the thin).  Saving the large pines requires raking (not normally given a lot of press), but only near the trunk to avoid microrhizzae (sp?) root tip damage.  The article discusses it all - cutting corners and reducing costs will negate any benefit.





The article gives some good cites to additional related work - not enough has been done, but it does not seem as bad as outlined below.  In addition, I here attached a more complete list of fire-related citations.





Thinning lodgepole is sort of silly, isn't it?  The issues are not really associated with stand replacing fire ecosystems (which is what lodgepole is), but ecosystems at lower elevations which require maintenance by fire.  





Tom Haswell


541-757-7608





http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw/pubs/gtr_463.pdf


