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Objectives: 
To address the following questions: 
 

- Do pre-suppression fuel treatments have the potential to reduce wildfire suppression costs in 
the treated area? 
 

- Do pre-suppression fuel treatments reduce resource impacts, and avoid harm to communities 
and human populations? 

 
Proposed deliverables: 

Conference presentations 
Refereed publications 
Database 
Webinar 

 
Status of data collection and analysis 
Complete 
 
Status of deliverables/findings 
Complete 
 
Status of metadata/datasets 
Complete 
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Notes/interesting findings 
- Costs of performing prescribed fire and mechanical fuel treatments are higher in wildland urban 

interface (WUI) areas and in metro areas were labor costs are higher. 
 

- Only in the California Geographic Area Coordination Centers (GACC) did fuel treatments have a 
statistically significant negative effect on fire suppression costs. It is possible that the lack of 
statistical significance is due to opposing effects: in some wildfires fuel treatments did lower 
suppression costs, but in other wildfires, fuel treatments may allow firefighters to enter areas 
that would otherwise not be safe, thereby raising wildfire suppression costs. 

 
- Results show that in GACC groups with sufficient data on structures burned, larger wildfires and 

wildfires in WUI resulted in more structures lost. The larger the wildfire area treated with 
prescribed burning, the fewer number of structures destroyed. Results were mixed for 
mechanical fuel treatments, perhaps because for this dataset, large wildfires generally did not 
occur in areas where mechanical fuel treatment occurred.  

 
Future work: 

- It is possible that fuel treatments reduce the probability that small fires grow into larger 
wildfires that are more expensive to control. This hypothesis should be tested. 
 

Final recommendation 
Project is complete 


