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Welcome from Editor 
 

It is my pleasure to bring to you the compiled papers from the Science Day of the AFAC and 

Bushfire CRC Annual Conference, held in the Sydney Convention Centre on the 1st of 

September 2011. 

These papers were anonymously referred. I would like to express my gratitude to all the 

referees who agreed to take on this task diligently. I would also like to extend my gratitude to 

all those involved in the organising, and conducting of the Science Day. 

The range of papers spans many different disciplines, and really reflects the breadth of the 

work being undertaken, The Science Day ran four steams covering Fire behaviour and 

weather; Operations; Land Management and Social Science. Not all papers presented are 

included in these proceedings as some authors opted to not supply full papers.  

The full presentations from the Science Day and the posters from the Bushfire CRC are 

available on the Bushfire CRC website www.bushfirecrc.com. 

 

Richard Thornton 

November 2011. 

ISBN: 978-0-9806759-9-3 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Disclaimer:  

The content of the papers are entirely the views of the authors and do not necessarily reflect 

the views of the Bushfire CRC or AFAC, their Boards or partners.  

http://www.bushfirecrc.com/
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Abstract.      
Worldwide, almost 90% of all bushfires can be attributed to human action either unintentional 

or malicious. In this light, it is evident that all bushfires should be investigated to some level, 

not just for reconstructing the event of bushfire itself, but also for planning an appropriate 

bushfire protection strategy through policy and program development. 

Unfortunately 40% of all fires attended across Australia do not have a cause assigned by the 

responding fire and police agencies. This situation is similar to many other jurisdictions 

around the world.  

The investigation of the origin and cause of major fires is a complex procedure undertaken 

jointly by fire and police agencies and often involving personnel from other organizations 

such as forensic science and insurance companies. 

Given that bushfire has become a devastating global dilemma the opportunity to collaborate 

with investigators from other jurisdictions in the sharing of data and investigation techniques 

provides an important opportunity to pool expertise and collective understanding.   

Unfortunately there is very little evidence of collaboration at either the national- or 

international-level. Furthermore, even in those cases where state-level collaborations on 

these events have been developed, it is usually based on informal structures comprising an 

exchange of information and ideas, rather than a formal system constituted by a sharing of 

knowledge. Thus, identifying and understanding the opportunities for inter-organizational 

collaboration, and above all, the likely communicational impediments, represents a key step 

to improve the integration and application of efficient forensic investigation activities by fire 

and police agencies. 
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Introduction 
The incidence and impact of bushfires in Australia and globally has increased over the past 

several decades to the point that these blazes are affecting approximately 350 million 

hectares of land a year (FAO 2010) with incalculable costs in terms of lives, nature and 

properties. 

According to the Centre of Fire Statistics (CTIF) at the beginning of the 21st century, the 

population of the Earth was 6.3 billion, who annually experienced a reported 7 - 8 million 

fires with 70.000 –80.000 fire deaths and 500.000 –800.000 fire injuries (CTIF 2006).  

In this scenario, the population of Europe is 700 million, who annually experience a reported 

2 -2.5 million fires with 20.000 –25.000 fire deaths and 250.000 –500.000 fire injuries.  In the 

table below we can see that the European countries most affected by bushfires are in the 

south of the continent. 
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Table 1: Bushfires in Europe (2000-2008) 

COUNTRY NUMBER  AREA (HA)  

Bulgaria 709 15.944 

Croatia 4.800 46.926 

Czech Republic  933 356 

Estonia 143 995 

Finland 837 616 

France 4.362 22.935 

Germany 942 430 

Greece 1.765 50.782 

Hungary  382 1.889 

Italy 7.463 85.047 

Latvia 875 1.007 

Lithuania  699 367 

Poland 10.371 7.566 

Portugal  24.819 157.066 

Romania 272 1.449 

Slovakia 433 570 

Spain  18.664 125.687 

Sweden 5.290 2.662 

Switzerland  62 216 

Turkey 2.128 11.067 

 Source:  EFFIS (European Forest Fire Information System)  

So it is not a mere coincidence the fact that Italy, Spain and Portugal, along with Greece and 

France, have participated in the European project denominated FIRE 5 (Force d’Intervention 

Rapide Europeenne 5) to become “experts” in the process of exchanging of information, 

experiences, knowledge. 

In the Southern hemisphere, Australia is also one of the most fire-prone countries on Earth.  

Each year 'disaster-level' bushfires (where the total insurance cost of the event was more 

than $10 million) cost Australia an average of $77 million. “In Australia more people were 
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injured by bushfires than all other disasters combined, creating 48 per cent of the total death 

and injury cost from natural hazards” (AIC 2004).  

Therefore, the management of bushfires represents an extremely significant issue that has 

social, criminological and environmental consequences. The need to recognise and to 

actively manage bushfires is an unavoidable step in planning an appropriate bushfire 

management strategy through policy and program development. 

Context 
The forensic investigation of fire is a particularly demanding area of expertise in which 

managing uncertainty is a relevant element (Biedermanna et al. 2004). In particular, the 

attribution of the causes of fire and, more specifically, the motivations of any individuals 

involved is a key factor.  

In 2007 the Australian Institute of Criminology completed the classification of the numbers 

and causes of bushfires in Australia. The final pie graph (Fig. 1) is based on an analysis of 

nearly 300,000 records from 18 fire agencies over five years, from 2000 to 2006. 

Nonetheless, the scenario seems to be characterized by a lack of clearness concerning the 

major causes behind bushfires. As can be seen in Figure 1, the majority of bushfires (42%) 

does not present a clear cause attribution and are, therefore, defined as ‘Unknown’. The 

second largest group, representing 21% of all causes, has been classified as ‘Suspicious’. 

This means that it will be necessary a further investigation carried out by police agencies in 

order to understand if the fire was ignited either in a deliberate or accidental way. In both 

cases, it is  likely related to human action; these constitute 50% of all bushfire causes. The 

natural causes represent just the 4% of the total of causes.   

Fig. 1: Proportion of vegetation fires in Australia by assigned cause  

Past data collection in Australia 

 

Source: Productivity Commission 2007 (AIC Computer File - Combined Australian fire agencies) 

This same classification was rewritten according to the new system of attribution compiled a 

few years later as shown in figure 2. So, in 2009, the situation appears dramatically 

changed. Indeed, while both pie graphs show a similar number of ‘Natural’ (6%) and ‘Other’ 

(4%) causes of fires, in Figure 2 the group “Unknown” has disappeared. Thus, the major 
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cause is now ‘Suspicious’ (37%), immediately followed by “Accidental’ (35%). If we add 13% 

“deliberate”, 85% of all bushfires are caused by human action – see above.  

 

Fig. 2: Proportion of vegetation fires in Australia by assigned cause 

Current data collection in Australia 

 

Source: Combined Australian fire agencies [computer data file], October 2009, AIC. 

 

In terms of causes of fires, we can witness a very similar outcome in Italy. However 

proportions of attributions appear to be slightly different. As can be seen in Figure 3 (Italian 

Fire Brigate 2007), this is particularly true for ‘Deliberate’ fires which, with 58%, represent the 

major cause of all Italian fires. The second major group, representing almost 30%, 

corresponds to ‘Undetermined’ causes. Despite what has been said, however, the cause of 

the majority Italian fires is to be assigned to human actions (70% approximately). This 

statistic, indicating that human action is the major cause of fires, is what makes the 

phenomenon of bushfire a global issue.  Even two so different countries, as Italy and 

Australia, have more similarities than it would appear.      
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Fig. 3: Proportion of fires in Italy by assigned cause 

 

 Source: Italian Fire Brigade - 2007 

 

The crucial point is that more than half of all bushfire across Australia do not have a cause 

assigned or, at the best, they are defined as suspicious or uncertain by the responding fire 

and police agencies. As also noted by the Victorian Bushfires Royal Commission (2009) the 

extent and causes of this global dilemma are not well understood.  The lack of reliable data 

of the reason and cause of a fire represents an impediment to the interpretative aspect of fire 

investigation which is important in order to have better targeted and informed programs 

(Drabsch 2003).   

The causes of bushfires  
There has been much discussion on the causes that lead to fires, often with some degree of 

superficiality. For a long time this discussion has not gone beyond the attribution of fires to 

natural phenomena. In Australia, therefore, it has been thought that “lightning” would be the 

main reason for most bushfires (Bond and Keeley 2005; Darwin 1859; Johnson, Miller, 

Fogel, Magee, Gagan, and Chivas 1999; Bowman and Murphy 2011). 

In Italy, self-ignition has been seen as the principal cause behind bushfires, even if it is a 

rather rare event (DeHaan 2002; Eric Stauffer 2005). The reality, however, is very different 

and complex and it certainly deserves a further examination. It now is known that almost 

90% of all bushfires as well as structural fire can be attributed to humans, for actions that are 

either unintentional or malicious, while natural causes have less relevance (Provincia di 

Genova 2003; Willis 2004; Kapardis 1983; Bryant 2008).  

Many of those people who cause fires do so for specific and well planned reasons. This is 

the case with arson which is further subdivided on the basis of the reason behind the act of 

crime (Rebekah Doley 2003). Fires, then, can be set for economic gain, to hide a crime, for 

revenge, as a political act, for actions of pyromaniacs or simply to attract attention. It is 
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precisely for these reasons that the Crime Classification Manual classifies arson among the 

three main violent crime typologies, alongside sexual violence and homicide (Douglas et al. 

1997).  

Many psychologists, psychotherapists and psychiatrists have worked on these complex and 

varied behavioral typologies without, however, managing to reach a well defined “fire setter’s 

syndrome”. Moreover, it has to be taken into consideration the fact that all causes and 

reasons behind an arson have been conducted in urban settings and, mostly, in Europe and 

the United States of America. Little attention has been paid to the motives of bushfire 

arsonists, especially in Australia.  

Moving from this presumption, Willis (2004) has studied the incidence and motivations of 

deliberately lit bushfires in arson, identifying five major types with a range of sub-types. 

 

1 - Bushfires lit to create excitement or relieve boredom 

Vandalism (by individuals or groups) 

Stimulation (the author is interested in doing something ‘really’ extraordinary and exciting) 

Activity (an attempt to generate activity and relieve boredom) 

2 - Bushfires lit for recognition and attention 

Heroism (through reporting the fire and helping the fire services during the suppressions 

activity, it is possible for the arsonist to become an ‘hero’) 

Pleading (it is defined and thought as a ‘cry for help’) 

3 - Bushfires lit for a specific purpose or gain 

Anger (intended as a form of revenge or protest) 

Pragmatic (a practical activity that leads to an uncontrolled bushfire, e.g. land clearing) 

Material (e.g. firefighters  seeking to obtain overtime) 

Altruistic (e.g. gain funding for small rural fire services) 

4 - Bushfires lit without motive 

Psychiatric (psychological or psychiatric impulses derived from mental disabilities) 

Children (simply driven by curiosity, as a private form of experimentation) 

5 - Bushfires lit with mixed motives  

Multiple (different reasons at the same time) 

Researchers agree on the four main reasons: for curiosity (Fineman 1995; Kolko and Kazdin 

1991; Vreeland and Waller 1980); by crisis, when the behavior represents a mean to 
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communicate stress or the efforts to seek a relief to their own tensions (Fineman 1995; 

Koike and Kazdin 1991); delinquent, when the use of fire becomes a mean of rebellion 

against the authority (Sakheim and Osborn 1994; Koike and Kazdin 1989a); and 

pathological when we are dealing with those who have psychiatric disorders (Rice and Harris 

1991; Fineman 1995).  

In conclusion, it can be said that there will always be fire-setting acts differentiated in 

function, modality and significance (Laxenaire and kuntzburger 2001).  

For this reason, data on these aspects are of priority to understand specific reasons and 

causes for these events. Large intense bushfires are undoubtedly terrifying and can be 

lethal. Nonetheless, these human-caused fires are potentially preventable rightly because 

they are caused by humans (Willis 2005).  

The project  

The most challenging aspect in ensuring an effective investigation is that there are many 

factors need to be considered often by more than one agency (Webster 2008). The need to 

collect more data over a much larger area and, above all, in a coordinated and efficient 

manner is seen as a ‘key need’.  Indeed, improved quality data capture will help increase our 

understanding of wildfires. In other words, to improve efficacy and efficiency in 

understanding and predicting the complex interactions of fire management, data collection 

and fire investigation knowledge should be better developed and, above all, shared across 

agencies and state boundaries (Lewis, symposium 2010). This approach constitutes the 

most suitable basis for an integrated and strategic fire investigation program. 

Undoubtedly, investigating the reasons and causes of major fires is a complex procedure 

recognized as a joint undertaking between fire officers, police officers, crime investigation 

personnel, forensic scientists and representatives from insurance and other emergency 

service organizations. In Australia, fire agencies and police have separate and 

complementary roles in the investigation process (AIC 2006). The initial decision as to 

whether a bushfire is investigated as arson rests with the firefighters who attend the fire; if 

the fire investigator suspects the fire was deliberately lit they will then refer the matter to the 

police for a criminal investigation. It is clear, at this stage, that a strong relationship between 

police and fire agencies, including well understood protocols of responsibility and efficient 

information sharing, can increase capacities for the successful investigation and prosecution 

of bushfire arson. 

The root of this assumption is the observation that agencies cannot provide effective 

investigation activity in isolation, as affirmed also by Dwyer and Esnouf (2008), particularly in 

a complex system, such as bushfire. The best way to guarantee a safe and secure 

environment for everyone is to share knowledge and form collaborations between all 

stakeholders in this field, at both national and international levels. The Council of Australian 

Governments (COAG) has highlighted that cooperation and information sharing between 

bushfire agencies and police services are key elements within a bushfire reduction strategy 

(Ellis et al. 2004).      

The same necessity has been also confirmed and underlined by several organizations and 

researchers both in Australia and globally.  For example, Tomkins clearly showed the desire 
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for cooperation between different policing institutions (Tomkins 2005).  Similarly, an 

innovative project was delivered in UK with the purpose of sharing “Best Practice in Arson 

Prevention and Investigation” by creating a European network. This network developed Fire 

Investigation Training Modules, to be utilised by all European countries (Northumberland 

Gov. 2009). In this scenario, the strong commitment of both Bushfire Cooperative Research 

Centre and The Australasian Fire and Emergency Service Authorities Council on adopting a 

holistic and multidisciplinary approach of bushfire management across Australia is also well 

known. 

Unfortunately, it is difficult to find evidence of national- and international-level collaboration-

building efforts between and across sectors. Furthermore, even in those cases where state-

level collaborations are present, what we can witness is, at maximum, an informal structure 

based on an exchange of information and ideas, rather than a formal system constituted by 

a real and sharing of knowledge. Identifying and understanding inter-organizational 

connections and dynamics, above all in terms of impediments,  is a necessary step to 

improve the integration and application of efficient forensic investigation activities by fire and 

police agencies. 

The central questions are: 

 How do organizations deal with post bushfire investigation and what is their remit?  

 What are the factors that enable or prevent effective collaboration within bushfire 

investigation? 

 How does professional communication within and between organizations lead to a 

successful complex collaboration? 

 How can organizations structure themselves to deal effectively with a post bushfire 

investigation? Is there an international dimension to such investigation actions? 

Aims and approach 
The aim of the project is to identify strengths and weaknesses of knowledge sharing 

between bushfire investigative related agencies as well as their internal practices and 

procedures in undertaking bushfire investigation. This analysis will focus on the role of 

professional communication, seen as one of the most relevant facilitator in inter-

organizational bushfire investigation activities.  

The main issue seems to be the fact that despite the investigation of the causes of bushfires 

is a shared responsibility in Australia between fire and police services they take different 

paths. This difference could inhibit a joint approach. Some practical examples include police 

not attending suspicious fire reports or fire agencies not advising police of suspicious fires.  

Some reasons for these different paths may include organisational vision which appears to 

strongly influence the level of commitment of agencies. The differing bushfire investigation 
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cultures of fire and police agencies in respect of thinking, approach, training and language 

can be perceived either as an inhibitor or as a strength for an effective inter-organizational 

collaboration (Mitchell 1999). To explore this, a symbolic-interpretive perspective will be 

adopted within the broader framework of organizational theory so to be able to analyze these 

complicated situations.   

The research methodology, therefore, is guided by a philosophical approach in promoting 

understanding and cross-national learning rather than by a specific technique focused on 

obtaining precise measurement. To effectively address the complex nature of business 

communication to which this project aims, it will be utilized a qualitative case study approach 

that is international in its scope, cross-sector in its breadth, and multidisciplinary in its 

conceptualization. More specifically, it will be adopted an interpretative and social 

constructivist approach in order to satisfy the desire of working with a plurality of 

perspectives and of using participatory methods (Carey 1992).  

 

It is necessary to keep in mind that those organizations who are involved in the post bushfire 

investigation such as police, fire services and state emergency services have a common 

organizational feature; they are primarily emergency service organizations. More specifically 

to the research project, five post bushfire investigation departments will be studied as five 

different case studies through interviews, focus groups and document analysis. These 

organizations will be: Victoria Police, Department of Sustainability and Environment (DSE) 

and Country Fire Authority (CFA) in Victoria; Anti-Forest Fire Investigative Unit (NIAB) and 

Fire Investigative Unit (NIA), in Italy. 

Although Victoria and Italy may differ in many aspects regarding to bushfire investigation 

strategy including policy, procedures and even the organizations involved, they present 

some common characteristics. Indeed, both countries: 

- have to deal with the same devastating dilemma and with the same degree of alarm;   

- have more than one organization involved within the bushfire investigation network; 

- are in the need of an efficient and efficacy extent of professional communication (intra and 

inter organization).   

 

In addition to the main characteristic of the above mentioned agencies is that, as emergency 

organizations, all of them follow a military style structure, especially in terms of management 

and ranking system. In working with continuous improvisation and coping with a high degree 

of uncertainty after-action-reviews, lessons-learned and knowledge management become 

essential for the entire military and emergency organizational system (Rostis 2007).  

 In this light, organizational learning plays an important role in the creation of a ‘culture of 

reliability’, which is essential in order to operate in very dynamic and high risk environments 

(Argyris 1999). Activities that support this, such as expert meetings or management 
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development programs, lead to the creation, sharing and transfer of knowledge, are called 

organizational learning mechanisms. 

Furthermore, organizational learning occurs within a dialectical process (Berends and 

Lammers 2006). This means that organizations are necessarily involved in continual 

transaction with their internal and external environments which are constantly changing both 

as a result of forces external to organization and as a result of organizational responses to 

their situations. The whole process of interaction, therefore, is strongly based on the 

concepts of interpersonal communication and information flow. 

Yet, even if we deal with these communication obstacles through dialogue and enhanced 

understanding, this still does not mean that we have any level of conformity between 

bushfire stakeholders or that they can actually work together in a meaningful way. Indeed, 

learning requires common codes of communication and coordinated search procedures 

(Beyerlein, Beyerlein and Kennedy 2005). 

 Conclusion 
There is still a strong need to equip bushfire stakeholders   with common terminology, data 

collection and information-sharing processes in order to assist the development of evidence-

based prevention measures as well as to identify and share best-practice approaches (Royal 

Commission - Final Report 2009). To develop effective international policies, there is a 

requirement to coordinate the process of collecting and evaluating global bushfires data. 

This will represent a first step in order to improve the ways in which communication takes 

place within and between bushfire investigative departments. This project is based on the 

assumption that communication, conceptualized as a dynamic process, is the key factor in 

creating, sustaining, and transforming learning organizations. 

From a holistic perspective, fire and police agencies can improve, by studying their structural 

and operative barriers, in the awareness of what are the major weaknesses in their own 

bushfire investigation and, by maximising communication and collaboration with other fire 

stakeholders, in the quality of their interconnections as well as of their knowledge. 

This self-awareness can be seen as the basis for a better understanding, which is essential 

to provide these agencies with an appropriate level of power and knowledge, required in any 

process of growth. The final aim should be the building of reciprocal trust and lasting 

collaboration between different fire stakeholders. This can be reached through the 

establishing of an international network based on inter-agencies agreements, once the prime 

causes of the miscommunication and inadequate data collection are identified.   

References 
Argyris C (1999) On organizational learning 2nd ed. Blackwell publishing. United Kingdom. 

Australian Institute of Criminology (2004) The cost of Bushfires. Bushfire Arson bulletin 2. 

Canberra. November, 2004, 

http://www.aic.gov.au/%20publications/current%20series/bfab/1-20/bfab002.aspx.  

http://www.aic.gov.au/%20publications/current%20series/bfab/1-20/bfab002.aspx


Marco de Sisto: The Complex Network within Bushfire Investigation Strategy 
 

Page | 269  R.P.Thornton (Ed) 2011, ‘Proceedings of Bushfire CRC & AFAC 2011 Conference Science Day’ 1 September 

2011, Sydney Australia, Bushfire CRC  

 
 

Australian Institute of Criminology (2006) Bushfires Arson Investigation. Bushfire Arson 

bulletin 37. Canberra. October, 2006. 

Berends H and Lammers I (2006) Contrasting Dynamics of Organizational Learning: A 

Process Theory Perspective. OLKC 2006 Conference at the University of Warwick, Coventry 

on 20th - 22nd March 2006.  

Beyerlein MM, Beyerlein ST, Kennedy FA (2005) Advances in Interdisciplinary Studies of 

Work Teams. Volume 11 - Collaborative Capital: Creating Intangible Value. 

Biedermanna A, Taronia F, Delemonta O, Semadenid C, Davisond AC (2004) The 

evaluation of evidence in the forensic investigation of f ire incidents (Part I): an approach 

using Bayesian networks. June 2004.   

Bond WJ, Keeley JE (2005) Fire as a global ‘herbivore:’ the ecology and evolution of 

flammable ecosystems. Trends in Ecology and Evolution 20: 387-394. doi: 

10.1016/j.tree.2005.04.025. 

Bowman DMJS, Murphy BP (2011) Australia - A Model System for the Development of 

Pyrogeography. Fire Ecology 7, Issue 1. doi: 10.4996/fireecology.0701005. 

Bryant C (2008) Understanding bushfire: trends in deliberate vegetation fires in Australia. 

Technical and background paper series 27. Canberra: Australian Institute of Criminology.  

Carey JW (1992) Communication as Culture. Routledge, London.  

Country Fire Authority (1983) The Major Fires Originating 16th February 1983, CFA, 

Melbourne. 

CTIF (2006) World fire statistics report № 10 of centre of fire statistics of CTIF - Dr. Ing. 

Peter Wagner. 

Darwin C (1859) On the origin of species by means of natural selection, or, the preservation 

of favoured races in the struggle for life. John Murray, London, United Kingdom.   

DeHaan J (2002) Kirk’s fire investigation. 5th ed. Upper Saddle River, New Jersey: Prentice 

Hall, 2002.  

Doley R (2003) Making sense of arson through classification. Psychiatry, psychology and 

law 10.2 (2003): 346-352. 

Doley R M (2009) A Snapshot of Serial Arson in Australia. Köln, Germany: Lambert 

Academic Publishing. 

Douglas JE, Burgess AW, Burgess AG, Ressler RK (1997) Crime Classifìcation Manual, 

New York, Lexington Books.  

Drabsch T (2003) Arson: Briefing Paper 2/2003. NSW Parliament, Sydney. 

Http://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au . 

http://www.parliament.nsw.gov.au/


Marco de Sisto: The Complex Network within Bushfire Investigation Strategy 
 

Page | 270  R.P.Thornton (Ed) 2011, ‘Proceedings of Bushfire CRC & AFAC 2011 Conference Science Day’ 1 September 

2011, Sydney Australia, Bushfire CRC  

 
 

Dwyer G and Esnouf G (2008) The international bushfire research conference 2008. The 

Adelaide Convention Centre, Australia 1-3 September 2008. Inquiries and Reviews in 

Victoria: Key Recommendations and Outcomes 1939 – 2008.  

Ellis S, Kanowski P, Whelan R, (2004) National Inquiry on Bushfire Mitigation and 

Management. Commonwealth of Australia, Canberra.   

Flneman K (1980) Firesetting in children and adolescents. Psychiatric Clinics of North 

America, 3, n. 3.  

Food And Agriculture Organization - FAO (2010) Will help countries to detect fire hotspots in 

real time. www.fao.org/news/story/en/item/44613. 11 August 2011.  

Harris GT, Rice ME (1984) Mentally disordered firesetters: Psychodynamic versus empirical 

approaches. International Journal of Law and Psychiatry 7.  

Johnson BJ, Miller GH, Fogel ML, Magee JW, Gagan MK, Chivas AR (1999) 65,000 years of 

vegetation change in central Australia and the Australian summer monsoon. Science 284: 

1150-1152. doi: 10.1126/science.284.5417.1150. 

Kapardis A, Rawson R, Antonopoulos N, (1983) Research note: mancaused forest fires in 

Australia. Australian and New Zealand Journal of Criminology 16.  

Kolko DJ, Kazdin A (1989) Assessment of Dimension of Childhood - Firesetting Among 

Patients and nonpatients: the Firesetting Risk Interview. Journal of Abnormal Child 

Psychology 17, n. 2.  

Laxenaire M, Kuntzburger F (1995) Les incendiaires, Masson, Paris (trad. It. Gli incendiari, 

Centro Scientifico Editore, Torino 2001).  

Lewis C (2010) Improving multi-agency approaches to arson prevention. Workshop at the 

Symposium Advancing Bushfire Arson Prevention in Australia. Melbourne, 25-26 March 

2010. 

Mitchell B (1999) Integrating emergency services. The Australian Journal of Emergency 

Management 14, No 1, Autumn 1999. 

Productivity Commission (2007) AIC Computer File - Combined Australian fire agencies. 

www.aic.gov.au.  

Provincia di Genova  (2003) Primo Rapporto sullo Stato dell’ambiente, Natura e Biodiversità 

in ww2.provincia.genova.it/agenda21/Cap.10%20Natura%20e%20Biodiversit%E0.pdf – 

Provincia di Genova – Anno 2003. 

Rostis A (2007) Make no mistake: the effectiveness of the lessons-learned approach to 

emergency management in Canada. Int J. Emergency journal 4 n.2 pp. 197-210. 

Royal Commission (2009) Final Report. Volume 2; chapter 5: Deliberately-Lit bushfire. 

www.royalcommission.vic.gov.au/Commission-Reports/Final-Report.  

http://www.fao.org/news/story/en/item/44613
http://www.aic.gov.au/
http://www.royalcommission.vic.gov.au/Commission-Reports/Final-Report


Marco de Sisto: The Complex Network within Bushfire Investigation Strategy 
 

Page | 271  R.P.Thornton (Ed) 2011, ‘Proceedings of Bushfire CRC & AFAC 2011 Conference Science Day’ 1 September 

2011, Sydney Australia, Bushfire CRC  

 
 

Sakheim GA, Osborn E (1994) Firesetting children. Risk assessment and treatment. 

Washington, DC: Child Welfare. League of America.  

Stauffer E (2005) A Review of the Analysis of Vegetable Oil Residues from Fire Debris 

Samples: Spontaneous Ignition, Vegetable Oils, and the Forensic Approach. J Forensic Sci 

50, No. 5, Sept. Available online at: www.astm.org. 

Tomkins K (2005) Police, Law Enforcement and the Environment [online]. Criminal Justice 

16, Issue 3; Mar 2005; 294-306. 

VIC. Gov. (24/11/2009) Media Release, www.premier.vic.gov.au 

Vreeland RG, Waller MB (1978) The psychology of Fire-Setting: a Review and Appraisal, in 

Us Dept of Commerce, National Bureau of Standards, Washington, DC.  

Webster J (2008) Essential bushfire safety tips. 2nd ed. CSIRO publishing, Victoria, Australia. 

Willis M (2004) Bushfires Arson: a review of the Literature. Research and Public Policy 

Series 61. Australian Institute of Criminology, Canberra.  

Willis M (2005) Bushfires-How can we avoid the unavoidable? Global Environmental 

Change, part B: environmental Hazards, 6, issue 2, 2005 pages 93-99. 

Websites 

www.ag.gov.au/www/ministers/mcclelland.nsf/    

www.corpoforestale.it  

www.effis.jrc.ec.europa.eu  

www.ec.europa.eu  

www.fao.org  

www.incendiboschivi.org   

Incendi boschivi in Italia dal 1970 a12001  

Gli incendi più gravi del 2000 e del 2001 

www.northumberland.gov.uk/default.aspx?page=1311   

www.redcross.org.au   

 

 

http://www.astm.org/
http://www.premier.vic.gov.au/
http://www.ag.gov.au/www/ministers/mcclelland.nsf/
http://www.corpoforestale.it/
http://www.effis.jrc.ec.europa.eu/
http://www.ec.europa.eu/
http://www.fao.org/
http://www.incendiboschivi.org/
http://www.northumberland.gov.uk/default.aspx?page=1311
http://www.redcross.org.au/

