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Localism Bill
impacts business

fire protection

The Fire Industry Association (FIA)
has warned that if the fire and rescue
services charge to attend false alarms,
as proposed in the Government’s
new Localism Bill, it could have a
serious impact on fire safety in England
and Wales,

FIA CEO, Graham Ellicott, com-
ments, “If fire and rescue services
charge for false alarm attendance they
run the risk that companies will
switch off their fire alarm systems to
avoid being fined, which could have
serious, potentially life-threatening
implications.”

The Localism Bill, which is now
before the Parliamentary Bill Commit-
tee, is part of the Government’s much
publicised devolvement of powers to
councils and neighbourhoods, and it
includes the proposal that fire and res-
cue services are to be given the power
to charge for attending false alarms.

With recent budget cutbacks fire
and rescue services want to minimise
time wasting due to recurring false
alarms but the increased fire risk to
buildings and the financial and environ-
mental consequences must be consid-
ered, says the FIA.

Who foots the bill?

Greham Ellicott adds, “If the day
comes when charging is levied for false
alarm attendance who will the bill be
sent to? This is not a clear cut issue as
many have assumed that it would be
the owner of the building, which in
itself could lead to the serious conse-
quences | have already alluded to.
However, in the past, bills were sent
to the transmitter of the alarm signal -
that is the ARC. If that is to be the case
again, then given the ARC’s current
view of the ever changing way that the
brigades are treating false alarms, they
have to strongly consider whether
they want to be involved with the fire
sector, especially as the security sector
is larger and better regulated!”

A positive factor to be taken from
the Localism Bill is that it will apply
only to businesses. Graham Ellicott
says, “We take some comfort from
the fact that homeowners and tenants
will not be subject to potential fines
and that the Bill will not therefore
impact on domestic fire safety. How-
ever, for business, the issues still
remain and we urge the Government
to look at the potential consequences
very carefully in their consideration of
the Bill.”
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The Fire Indust
review, but has

HE FIRE Industry A
(FIA) welcomes the
Fire Futures initiative
sector-led review is very

and may be unique in the fire world. o
The process for gathering-“tht: views
within the sector varied by work area. Bu = option
while the three work areas in which ¢ = could
FIA were involved used markedly different § due 0

techniques, it is fair to say that our views
were listened to and appear — albeit in b
sometimes watered down form — in the r > y e o 2 &=l future

Of most concern to the FIA are !
comments arising from the effici
effectiveness and productivity work area with rega
further consideration to fire and rescue
trading as a method to recover costs and i

False alarm charges

Charging for attendance ar false alarms,
fraught with difficulties. Who do you «
define a false alarm; what do you charge?

Contractually, it is difficult to as
service has a contract with, so who do
It has been suggested that the alarm receivis
obvious recipient of any invoice, since it is th
the call to the fire service. However, in
receiving centre has little or no ability to _ :
the call is ‘genuine’ or not. If the invoice is 3 =0 7 e e 3 Seme services
responsible person at the company where the
occurred, they may counter with the argument that d
not ask for the service and thus will not pay. :

k& Charging should be
discouraged but, if it
does happen, there musiE s : —_ ,
be consistency in terms of = faal o W e
who gefts billed and how = [ — =
much they pay § §
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