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Fire Sprinklers Week
240 pm

Jim Fitzpatrick (Poplar and Limehouse) (Lab): It is a pleasure to see you in the Chair this
afternoon, Mr Sheridan. It is also good to seeMimaster and the shadow Minister, my hon. Friend
the Member for West Ham (Lyn Brown), in their plader this short debate to help promote fire
sprinkler week. | place on record our appreciatmthe Backbench Business Committee for
providing the time for it.

Fire sprinklers have a role to play in our econooy, environment and our social policy. | am
secretary of the all-party group on fire safety aestue. Our chair, the hon. Member for Southend
West (Mr Amess) is here, as is our treasurer, tme Member for Waveney (Peter Aldous). Other
distinguished members of the all-party group are b@o, as are others. | place on record our
appreciation for the Business Sprinkler Alliancéjah sponsored an event in Westminster last
week to launch the latest evidence on the valigpohklers from the Building Research
Establishment and the Centre for Economic and BgsiiResearch. | give special mention to lain
Cox, the chair of the BSA, Andrew Turner, who igraat advocate for the BSA, Ben Ansell, who is
the Chief Fire Officers Association’s lead on sglans, Celestine Cheong of Ogilvy and Ronnie
King, who is a founding member of the BSA and i #ldmin secretary of the all-party group.

| will start by debunking some of the myths on sglers that are perpetrated mostly by television,
film and other media. Anyone watching a televisilvpama, an advert or a movie will recognise the
comedy value of all the fire sprinklers in a builgigoing off and everyone getting drenched. That
is good slapstick fun, but it is just not true. Pledhave a misapprehension that that is what
sprinklers do, when, as most of us in the Chambewk the heads of sprinklers all work
independently and will only actuate above a fireewkhe temperature is above 68°. In the media,
people just do not get to see the value of spriskle

The second myth is that water damage from sprigkteas bad as that from hoses. Sprinklers use
about 5% of the water used by firefighters’ hosedi As an ex-firefighter, | have seen the water
damage that firefighting operations can cause ng&lenis totally minimise that damage. There is a
famous quote from a senior Minister who, on vigjtthe scene of the Windsor castle fire,
remarked, “Thank goodness the building was nohgfaied,” indicating the level of
misunderstanding about sprinklers at the highestiseof Government. In fact, as a result of that
building not being sprinklered, perhaps becausesdfistoric value, we lost £6 million-worth of
national treasures. The third myth is of the paéémbr accidental actuation, which could cause
damage, but it is calculated that the chancesm#flantal actuation are something like 16 million to
one. The final myth is that sprinklers are expesmsbut anyone who has examined the cost-benefit
analysis can quickly conclude that that is simmythe case.

Government have been nudging towards sprinklergdars. Wales has introduced new legislation,
Scotland has different measuring perspectives licyg@nd Governments have issued clearer
guidance and stronger advice, particularly in retato schools—but all have
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stopped short of fully embracing sprinklers. LaseW's evidence, which only relates to
warehouses, made the case clearer and stronge€értiee for Economic and Business Research
launched a report last week that shows avoidakkefrom fire running at £1 billion every five
years and 1,000 jobs lost every year becauseeyfrfiost of which could be avoided. The research
from the CEBR and the Building Research Establisttrabows that 135,000 tonnes of carbon
dioxide are released into the air annually fromaonéjes—equivalent to the emissions from the
annual domestic electricity supply for a city theesof Portsmouth.

There are economic and environmental reasons figrasting sprinklers, but there are also social
reasons. Sprinklers minimise the risks to firefeght We have seen firefighters killed in buildings,
particularly big warehouses. Sprinklers protectdtagf within buildings and provide business
resilience and continuity against buildings shgttitown because of a major fire. | know that
colleagues here have experienced in their local@oees the trauma and difficulty fire causes.
Sprinklers minimise the transport disruption anchlaclosures that major fires cause. The
protection they offer enables larger compartménigger occupancy and higher packing density in
buildings. They can lower fire insurance premiumsviarehouses by up to 50%.

It is worth comparing the regulations on sprinideverage in the UK with those of other countries.
In the UK, business premises and warehouses of tharne20,000 square metres are required to be
sprinklered. In many European Union competitor ¢oas, such as Germany, that figure is 2,000
square metres, and in Scotland it is 14,000 squateess. Big questions have been asked about fires
in schools, care homes and tower blocks, as weleakeight of tower blocks. We saw the awful

fire in a nursing home in Canada last week, whenederstand 35 senior citizens died. Anyone
involved in fire knows that the majority of peopitio die in fires are the old, the ill, the disabled
those with dependency problems and the poor. Thesple deserve greater protection. The
fascinating thing about the Canada care home fa® that part of the building was sprinklered and
part was not, and the part that was sprinkleretilisstanding, whereas the part that was not ts no



That would move the goalposts considerably and evenbkure that the onus was on building
occupiers and owners to invest in sprinklers.

The Department for Communities and Local Governmsbould partner with the Department for
Business, Innovation and Skills with the Businegsrikler Alliance to create an open dialogue
with the business community to promote sprinklarsugh enhanced understanding of the benefits
and acceptance of the technology. This is a matieof regulation but culture, and such a move
would create the mood music. The Association ofi@rilnsurers calculates that £639 million in

fire losses was paid out in the first half of 2G0®I £1.36 billion in 2008. The change would save
money for the UK economy, promote business and pterest practice. If DCLG and BIS were to
engage more effectively with BSA, they could cremteatmosphere in which sprinklers are more
likely to be understood and accepted.

We also want the Government to amend the Water\Biich is in the House of Lords. Members
of the all-party group, including me, the hon. Memfor Waveney and the hon. Member for
Brecon and Radnorshire (Roger Williams), anotheywfjoint chairs, recently visited the hon.
Member for North Cornwall (Dan Rogerson), who is Minister with responsibility for water, at
the Department for Environment, Food and Rural itdfafter the Water Bill moved to the House
of Lords. One obstacle to the wider use of sprirsklparticularly in domestic property, is that wate
legislation classifies the supply of water for sgters as non-domestic, so water companies can
attach conditions that can increase the cost afiection to a prohibitive extent. The water liaison
group, which is a voluntary body composed of repméatives of water companies and from the
sprinkler sector, reached a voluntary protocol agrent in 2004 on dealing with issues surrounding
installations. The agreement was recently reviaad,implicit in it is that a small change is needed
to section 57 of the Water Industry Act 1991 to malater supplied for sprinklers and other
firefighting equipment connected to the mains dtilegte use of water. That change can be made
during the passage of the Water Bill. | am pleaseshy that the Minister with responsibility for
water accepted the logic of the argument and ageeegamine the matter. | hope that the Minister
here, the Under-Secretary of State for CommunéresLocal Government, the hon. Member for
Great Yarmouth (Brandon Lewis), will reinforce thiew of the all-party fire safety and rescue
group that the amendment ought to be supported.

More and more evidence is emerging of the valuspahklers. Fires that have been prevented from
becoming major blazes include incidents at a Noniitanshire primary school, Bluewater
shopping centre, a plastics
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factory in Lancashire, a greeting card shop inazl§iort shopping centre, a restaurant in
Spitalfields and a superstore in Poole. | haveddep of similar examples from the BSA of
businesses that had the common sense to invgstimkler systems and therefore ensured that their
buildings survived either an arson attack, accideriilure in the electrics, and were able togarr
on trading because the fire was dealt with anditbeservice only had to mop up the situation and
ensure that the premises were safe.

| am unsure whether the Minister has had the chememsit Scottsdale, Arizona, but it is a trip Wel
worth making—perhaps he and the shadow Ministeldcatrange one. When | first joined the
House, Scottsdale was the sprinkler capital ofntbdd. It was the first local authority to create a
city ordinance that every building must have sgenk The last time that | checked, only one
person had died in a fire in Scottsdale in ovey@ars. Scottsdale is a community of more than
200,000 people and is one of Phoenix’s five ditgrilt is a big community where people smoke,
cook and use candles; they drink, and do all maohether things—I am unsure whether Arizona
is one of the states that has legalised cannabid-fi&s do take place. Sprinklers have protected
that community for decades. If the Minister wamtsée sprinklers in action for residential



purposes—the BSA's big push this year is on warsbsu-Scottsdale provides overwhelming
evidence for sprinkler use in both residential bodiness premises.

As | said earlier, Westminster Government, the demdAssemblies, competitor countries in
Europe and others around the world are startirantiorse, embrace and legislate for sprinklers.
The evidence is getting clearer, stronger and roonepelling, but we need leadership. | hope that
both Front Benchers make positive responses ah@mghge the business community to ensure
that the spread of sprinklers, which is benefimdUK plc, gathers pace.

2.55pm

Mr David Amess (Southend West) (Con): | congratulate the hon. Member for Poplar and
Limehouse (Jim Fitzpatrick) on requesting this delzand the Backbench Business Committee, of
which | am a member, on having the good sensepmap it. | also pay tribute to all those who
have organised the first fire sprinkler week. l@dbgely agree with everything that the hon.
Gentleman said, including the fact that nothingane calling for today is original. We want not
only 90 minutes to exchange a few words, but algositive outcome at the end.

[Mr Graham Brady took the Chair]

The importance of installing fire sprinklers wasdeapparent just last week, on 29 January, in a
small warehouse fire in Earby, Lancashire. The-&iarey plastics factory was set ablaze and eight
firefighters were called to the scene. Thanks &of#lctory’s sprinkler system, however, most of the
worst damage was mitigated and the fire was stofiped spreading, even though the system was
installed over 40 years ago and the sprinkler heamte 20 metres above the fire. The company was
credited by a fire service spokesman for havinghgfers:
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“Because the building was fitted with sprinkletss fire was able to be put out quicker. This
allowed the firefighters to deal with it beforesfiread.”

That example is so typical among many similar e®tip and down the country. A single fire death
in a building fitted with a working sprinkler systethat has been installed to the correct standard i
an extremely rare occurrence and multiple deatlssiah circumstances are virtually unheard of
anywhere in the world. There is now such clear @viog of the benefits of sprinklers that we should
seriously consider how we can encourage greateofubem in England. | want specifically to deal
with care homes, schools and tower blocks, whiabpe will not spoil colleagues’ speeches.

It is of course important that we ensure that alldings are fire safe, but it is especially import

that care homes are adequately equipped as théypare to some of the most vulnerable members
of our society, and it is paramount that they aoggqeted. The hon. Member for Poplar and
Limehouse mentioned a recent devastating blazeSymriey witnessed the loss of 11 people at a
residential home in Quakers in 2011. Such evemtslaocking and show the importance of fire
safety.

| remember as though it were yesterday an inciftent when | was the Member of Parliament for
Basildon in which four children tragically died @nfire at a school. As a result of the fire in Sggn
the New South Wales Government said that they wowdke plans for all care homes to have an
automatic sprinkler system installed. In Englantirklers are currently required only in new care
homes with double bedrooms under the 2006 builddgglations guidance, but double bedrooms
are no longer built in care homes under social Egislation.



| am not going to go into a detailed comparisothefsituations in England and under the devolved
Governments in Wales and Scotland, but the Ministight reflect on the differences.

Graeme Morrice (Livingston) (Lab): | apologise for not being present at the stathefdebate. |
was in the main Chamber speaking in another debatewill need to get back for the wind-ups.
The hon. Gentleman mentioned the difference betwghand and the rest of the UK—in
particular Scotland, but also Wales and presumidblghern Ireland. Is he aware that the standards
in Scotland, where | come from, are much highen th@se in England? Should the UK
Government not be looking at least to raise thedsteds in England up to the level in Scotland?

Mr Amess. | absolutely recognise that, but as a Conservatienot especially want to fall down
that particular hole. | am aware, however, of ttiecence of the situations in Scotland and
England.

Single bedrooms are not included in the guidarnzé) effect no care homes in England are
required to have a sprinkler system installed.dfwant to avoid disasters such as in Quebec and
Sydney, sprinklers are needed in care homes.

The second of the three areas is schools; | hagad} touched on the tragedy in a particular local
school when | was the MP for Basildon. There hanlsme progress with sprinklers in schools,
but we need to be cautious about losing momentuhretreating from the progress already made.
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In an Adjournment debate in the House on 1 Mardv2ény right hon. Friend Michael Howard,
now Lord Howard of Lympne—I hope that is how ipi®nounced—gave the example of a fire in
his constituency in Lympne primary school. Fortehgtthere were no fatalities, but the fire gutted
the whole school, causing great disruption andtupdgehe time, the chief fire officer said that a
properly designed and installed fire sprinkler egsicould have stopped the fire much earlier,
avoiding the ultimate destruction of the buildihgresponse to that fire, the then Minister of Stat
for Education, now Lord Knight of Weymouth, annoedc¢hat all new schools built under the
Building Schools for the Future programme woulcekpected to have automatic fire sprinklers
installed, apart from a handful of some low-risk@als to be determined by a cost-benefit analysis.

Again, as a Conservative | do not want to fall ddahet particular hole, but since the programme of
introducing sprinklers into new school buildingseite has been a marked reduction in school fire
losses—something | am sure we all welcome and teisiontinue. Recently, however, there has
been a decrease in the number of new schoolsvathlisprinkler protection, and that is not good
enough. It gives the impression that protectingatuldren’s education from fire damage is no
longer a top priority. | am absolutely certain ttle# Government whom | support would not want
to give that impression. Alternatives are beinggbdubecause sprinklers are no longer considered
to be mandatory, and developers are avoiding tieesae money in the short term. That, however,
is foolish in the longer term, and playing with almldren’s future is simply not acceptable.

| have a local example from Essex, in which counyyhon. Friend the Minister was the leader of
Brentwood council. | have been in communicatiorhvaitfire officer who has informed me that the
Essex county fire and rescue service has been ltedsun 422 schools since May 2010. Of those
schools, to his knowledge, only four had sprinkfdted. That is not acceptable. He went on to
inform me that when a project runs into oversp@ndyhen other requirements are highlighted, the
sprinkler installation is most often one of theffithings to be cut in order to free up funds. | am
sure that the Minister agrees that ensuring tieesfiafety of our schools is a top priority of the
Government.



Finally, I turn to fire sprinklers in tower blockSprinklers are required in new tower blocks of
more than 30 metres; in Scotland, it is blocks of@rthan 18 metres. In England, 4,000 existing
tower blocks are not sprinkler protected. Followihg fire tragedies at Lakanal House in
Southwark and Shirley Towers in Southampton, thergers issued rule 43 letters asking the
Government to encourage the installation of retexdi sprinklers in tower blocks. Blocks with
complicated designs, or problems such as thodeitotvn centre of Southend, could well benefit
from them.

As with warehouses research, there is clear prbthfecfinancial and economic benefits of
installing sprinklers in tower blocks. The BRE cbshefit analysis of residential sprinklers
commissioned by the Chief Fire Officers Associafiound that, for most blocks of flats, sprinklers
were cost-effective. This research, however, heesnafot been reflected in guidance to the building
regulations.
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Residential fire sprinklers are not expensive. Tbast about £1 per square foot in a new home—
the same amount as for carpeting a similar area—arsd rooms would require only two sprinkler
heads for complete protection. The vast majoritfireé and resulting fatalities and injuries take
place in residential properties. Even a smalld¢ma cause a huge amount of damage to a property.
Smoke alarms can give warning of a fire, but theynot control the fire itself. That is where a
residential sprinkler system comes into play.

| am not asking for more regulation, but | am agkimy hon. Friend the Minister to reflect carefully
on the advantages and benefits of fire sprinkledomestic dwellings and saying that he should be
seen to encourage housing providers as to thosditseWe certainly need to incentivise care
home providers, education authorities, academiddtase housing providers to invest in
sprinklers. We all appreciate the burden of add#@laegulation on businesses and on those
building our care facilities, schools and houssmwe are not asking for more regulation. |
encourage my hon. Friend, however, to take thelbgaglving a clear signal that automatic fire-
sprinkler protection of our buildings will savedis, reduce burn injuries, and protect property,
businesses, jobs and the environment. | encouhagklinister to commend sprinklers to all
involved in the built environment.

| apologise in advance, Mr Brady, if | am absemtad@ime during the debate; | am hoping to make
a contribution in the animal welfare debate dutake place later in the main Chamber. Meanwhile,
| hope that the Government whom | support willdisto the professional voice of the fire and
rescue service.

3.7pm

MrsMary Glindon (North Tyneside) (Lab): It is a great honour to serve under your
chairmanship, Mr Brady. I, too, thank my hon. Fdehe Member for Poplar and Limehouse (Jim
Fitzpatrick) for securing this important debateidgifire sprinkler week.

| want to illustrate the importance of fire spriekkystems with a sad story about a factory in my
constituency. The Findus food factory in Longbentdarth Tyneside, was officially opened by the
late Princess of Wales in the 1980s. By 1995 it prasiding jobs for 1,500 local people. Over
subsequent years, the business changed handsl senesaand, sadly, the number of workers
reduced by two thirds. None the less, it remaimedrgortant employer in the constituency.

By 2009, the factory had become Longbenton Foausfze owners were providing much-needed
employment for 420 local people. The factory reradibusy, still producing frozen meals under
the Findus label—in particular, the famous Finduspy pancakes. It was one of the few businesses



to continue to have a licence to produce themnlsege that | have brought some memories back for
a number of people in the Chamber.

Work in the factory came to a sudden halt on 6 dgnR009, when a huge fire broke out in the
main food production area. It took six fire engiaesl 34 firefighters more than three hours to bring
it under control. Fortunately, all the staff weededy evacuated, because of the fire alarm system,
and no one was hurt in the blaze. In fact,
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Dave Brown, who was the group manager at Tyne aedr\ie service, praised the fire crews for
an excellent job in tackling what he described d#fecult fire. Although there were several
production halls at the factory, they were all semdmaged and put out of production. The fire
caused an estimated £20 million of damage analefbst all the workers redundant.

At the time, my predecessor in the seat, the hgint Stephen Byers, and the then Minister for the
North East, my right hon. Friend the Member for astle upon Tyne East (Mr Brown), worked
with the council and others to minimise the soaiadl economic consequences for the local
community. Longbenton Foods secured a grant of @lébn from the regional development
agency One North East to rebuild and reopen thméss The factory reopened in 2010, and in
June that year, confident in its future, | paitute in my maiden speech to the efforts of all
involved in saving the business. However, by Decantite business was in trouble. | worked with
the owner to try to save Longbenton Foods, butiteespliant efforts by the administrator, the
business could not be sold as a viable enter@igkthis time the job losses were final.

Although the ultimate failure of the business coutd be directly attributed to the fire, it could b
said that its negative influence in disrupting bess at a crucial time meant that the businessl coul
never fully recover its former success. Had the fiot happened, the business would have
continued to meet the demands of a healthy ordek bod would have provided continuous
employment for all the staff.

| know the experience in North Tyneside is not ueigas has been shown today, and that
businesses across the country are hit by firdaltitne. At its worst, the upset can lead to Idss o
life; at the very least it can lead to loss of jalnsl businesses, and can have an environmental
impact. Only 100,000 litres of water were usedgbtfthe Longbenton Foods fire, although often
many millions of litres are used to douse a sifligée according to a study carried out by Bureau
Veritas on behalf of the Business Sprinkler Allien€hat report showed that the impact of a fire in
a commercial building is always felt long after fire has been put out, as was the case with the
Longbenton Foods factory.

The worst thing is that had the Longbenton Foodtofg been fitted with sprinklers, the fire would
have been doused or controlled before the fireadiegarrived. The factory would most likely have
remained open for business, millions of poundsuiip money would have been saved and, most
importantly, 420 people would still be in work. Nees were lost, thank goodness, but hundreds of
livelihoods were ruined. Another company now owmss factory, but massive investment is needed
to get the place back into production. That igttiElcomfort to those who lost their jobs several
years ago.

| commend the work of the BSA and would like tadegate the following specific actions that are
required from the Government. | ask for non-regulatmneasures to promote the benefits of fire
sprinklers to businesses and deregulatory measartst sprinklers are no longer classified as
plant and machinery for the purposes of busindss,ras well as a review of approved document B
on fire safety in the building regulations, so ttie cost-benefit analysis considers the economic,
societal and environmental costs of fire along#iecurrent life safety considerations.
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| hope the Minister will reply favourably to thossguests for action. | do not want to see a repeat
of what has happened at Longbenton Foods. A pesiéisponse would be fitting and timely in fire
sprinkler week.

3.13pm

Peter Aldous (Waveney) (Con): It is a pleasure to serve under your chairmandiiBrady. |
thank the Backbench Business Committee for grantirsgdebate and congratulate the hon.
Member for Poplar and Limehouse (Jim Fitzpatriak)securing it and on his work both in raising
the awareness of the needs of the fire servicergiypand in campaigning specifically for an
increased use of sprinklers.

This debate is taking place in the first ever §peinkler week. The simple message important to get
across is that controlling a fire when it startbéster than repairing the damage that occurssf it
allowed to spread. It is important to pay tribudgeotir firefighters, who do such a great job in
hazardous and dangerous circumstances. We owéhieito to reduce the risks associated with the
work that they do in the communities they servetiiire authority budgets and resources coming
under increasing pressure, it is important to famupreventing and restricting fires, and making
firefighters’ jobs safer and easier. Fire chiefd &re authorities up and down the country,

including those in Suffolk, strongly advocate maiidespread use of sprinklers. They are the
people with first-hand knowledge and experiencd, iairs important that the Government listen
carefully to their views.

Wessex Foods, on the south Lowestoft industri@tesh my constituency, was a large food factory
that processed raw meat into burgers. On 14 Jul9 Arefighters from Lowestoft fire station were
called to a fire at the factory and arrived in jasew minutes. Unfortunately, the fire had already
developed to such a degree that they were unalgletén the building safely to tackle the blaze.
The building was completely destroyed by the fivhjch took a total of 10 days to be extinguished
fully. At its height, 14 fire engines and 80 firgifiters were on site, and over the time it tookub p
out the fire, almost every firefighter in Suffolkended the scene.

The impact on the local community was far-reachfdactory that had been in operation for 30
years was closed permanently with the loss of ©66,jand there was a significant knock-on
impact on the local economy. Other consequencésded local road disruptions, evacuation of
some nearby residents, environmental impacts, enabhlith pest control and odour due to rotting
meat and the impact of using 50 million litres ater to tackle the fire.

Despite its size and use, the Wessex Foods buildasgnot fitted with sprinklers. Had it been, the
outcome would have been completely different. Tifeeviould have started in much the same way,
but a short time later the sprinkler head closesié¢ fire would have operated and suppressed or
extinguished the flame. At the same time, the djmeraf the sprinkler would have set off the fire
alarm and led to a call to the fire service. Fgkters would have arrived at the scene within a few
minutes, and would have entered the building eitbi@xtinguish the small fire fully or to confirm
that it had been extinguished by the sprinklereylwvould have been back at their fire station
within an
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hour. The fire at Wessex Foods is just one of nexamples that reinforce the case for sprinklers to
be fitted more widely.



Over the years, many myths have grown up aboutldprs, and it is important to dispel them.
Myth No. 1 is that sprinklers are always goingadtidentally. That is untrue. There is a one in
500,000 chance of accidental operation through derrend the chance of accidental discharge of
water due to manufacturing defects is one in 14ionil Myth No. 2 is that sprinklers operate when
a smoke detector goes off—again, that is untruanBprs are not triggered by smoke; they
operate as a result of high temperatures that egrdduced only by a genuine fire. Myth No. 3,
that all sprinkler heads operate together, is @ntkost fires cause only one sprinkler head to
operate. If more than one operates, that is dtigetgize of the fire and the need for more heads to
operate to suppress and control it.

Myth No. 4 is that sprinkler systems use more wttan firefighters. Once more, that is untrue. A
fire in a building protected by a sprinkler systesiti be extinguished at an earlier stage due to the
automatic operation of the sprinklers, which wilppress and control the fire; in some cases, the
fire may even be extinguished before the firefightarive. A single sprinkler head uses
approximately 60 litres of water per minute, wheréges that develop and require the fire service
to respond will often result in 10,000 times moiay being used.

Myth No. 5, that sprinklers cause more damage tharfire, is also untrue. Not only is less water
used, but the early operation of an automaticsimenkler system dramatically reduces fire, heat
and smoke damage. Myth No. 6 is that once a sprirsylstem has operated, the occupants of the
home or business will need to leave for an extemeemd for repairs to take place. Again, that is
untrue. A building protected by sprinklers willéiky be returned to normal use far sooner, because
the fire will be smaller and less water will be dige extinguish it; businesses are often up and
running the following day.

Myth No. 7 is that sprinklers are unsightly. Agaimat is untrue. Modern domestic and non-
industrial sprinkler heads are fitted so that amlmall disc is visible on the ceiling, and plagije
work is concealed in ceiling voids. Myth No. 8, ttlsarinklers are expensive, is untrue. A full
British standard-compliant system can be supplietiastalled in a new home for between 1% and
2% of the cost of the building; that is less tham ¢ost of fitting carpets.

Myth No. 9 is that sprinklers cannot be retrofitt&@tiat is untrue. Modern sprinkler systems can be
cost-effectively retrofitted, and that has happemedhy times. Myth No. 10, that they are difficult
and expensive to maintain, is untrue. They ardivelg simple automatic systems, and have few
moving parts. They require little maintenance. Fyjpal am grateful to hon. Members for bearing
with me—I come to myth No. 1]Interruption.] There is a whole football or cricket team of

myths. It is untrue that sprinkler systems arerofiebject to vandalism. Far more damage is caused
by starting a fire or by flooding a building thrdufgaving taps running and drains blocked.

| should add that there has never been a multigedéath incident anywhere in the world in a
building fitted with a sprinkler system designedhe appropriate
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standard for the intended purpose. The likeliholoa sprinkler going off accidentally is estimated
to be about 16 million to 1, and 85% of small aredimm-sized businesses that suffer a serious fire
either never recover or cease trading within 18tmanThe case for sprinklers is compelling.

Perhaps the myths that have grown up about firaldprs can be attributed to Hollywood.
Sprinklers all going off at once, and dramaticdjremake good box office. “Die Hard” is the movie
that gives the worst false impressions. Surprisgrise—it grossed more than $140 million while
“Backdraft” grossed more than $152 million. Yes ttharacters played by Kurt Russell and
William Baldwin in the latter film were real herqdsut we need a system that would remove the
need to send such men into dangerous buildings.



The main benefit of sprinklers is that they arerniast effective way to get further reductions ne fi
deaths. Research shows that 80% of fire deathsehapghe home, and that an automatic fire
sprinkler system in the home, along with fire détet reduces the risk of death or serious injury
by more than 80%. Other benefits include protedbindgdings—fire suppression by sprinklers
reduces fire, heat and smoke damage; improvingdfety of firefighters, through the containment,
suppression and, often, extinguishing of a firehaiit the need for them to go into the building;
and an increased chance of keeping a businessdiugiion after a fire has started.

Sprinklers can also give flexibility to developeaschitects and builders, by making it possible to
comply with building regulations in a cost-effe@iway, and they reduce the environmental impact
of fire; if there is less heat and smoke, less matk be used to extinguish a fire, and there i

less potential for contaminated water run-off tbigteo a water course.

Mr Nick Raynsford (Greenwich and Woolwich) (Lab): | am very sympathetic to the case that
the hon. Gentleman makes, but will he reflect oy vgiven all the benefits of sprinklers—reducing
unnecessary fires and costs, and saving lives—bss@s are so reluctant to install them without
being required to do so by regulation? What doasttil us about the importance of a regulatory
regime to back up the common-sense case we albafmreextending their use?

Peter Aldous. The right hon. Gentleman is of course right; ofveople think only about the start-
up costs. They do not think about the overall petf the cost if there should be a fire. Thera is
need for education and for some regulatory change.

If sprinklers are fitted, a business will usually fally functioning again within hours of a fire
starting, and a sequence of undesirable eventbiirevented: business closure, with the
consequent loss of jobs, and the knock-on impatttedirm’s supply chain and local businesses.
Other businesses are often affected when theréris—asurrounding businesses must stop work
during a major fire, and businesses that supplatfexzted company or rely on its goods for their
operation may temporarily or permanently lose amsto supply, which can put their future at risk.
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Nearly all fires in industrial or commercial buihdjs cause disruption to the transport system,
nearby roads, footpaths and cycleways. They mayle#l to residential evacuations and school
closures. They also waste water. Fire and resauess use more than 9 billion litres of water a
year—the equivalent to five times the UK’s bottiedter usage—to put out fires in industrial and
commercial buildings.

To coincide with the debate, the Business Sprinkleance has commissioned two important
items of research, to assess the impact of fireganmehouse buildings. | will not go through them in
detail, because the hon. Member for Poplar and hause has already done so, but the Centre for
Economics and Business Research and BRE researeltaaied out compelling research.

The main focus of the first fire sprinkler weelois industrial buildings and warehouses, but | want
to comment on care homes and homes for the elgexlyny hon. Friend the Member for Southend
West (Mr Amess) did. We need to keep demographangé in mind. People live longer, and older
people are particularly vulnerable to the ravagdsea They cannot get out of buildings as quickly
as young people, and those who suffer from demét@added challenges. The nation is
encouraging older people to continue living in tleein homes, and that is right; but we need to
ensure that elderly people, and especially thoselivb alone, have appropriate support and
protection.

We should keep in mind the devastating fire eanfighe year at the Résidence du Havre care home
at L'Isle-Verte in Quebec, where at least 35 pedmdéetheir lives. In 2011, as we have heard, 11



people were murdered when a fire was started daliélg at the Quakers Hill nursing home in
Sydney in New South Wales. The New South Wales éovent subsequently stated that their
objective is for all care homes for the elderly®ofitted with sprinklers by March 2016. | fearttha
often we change the law reactively, respondingitthgragic events rather than being proactive and
preventing them in the first place. We must taka thto account and become proactive.

Last year, Suffolk county council, in what was iamy respects a controversial decision,

transferred the running of its care homes to agpeigector operator. Part of the agreement was that
the new care homes that are to be built must ircfird sprinklers. The county council is to be
commended for insisting on that, and | urge otleemcils and care operators to do likewise.

What do we want to come out of the debate, and dibate want the Minister to say and the
Government to think about? As we have heard, therehree requests. First, the Government
should generate a dialogue with the business contyntm promote increased acceptance of wider
sprinkler use. Secondly, fire sprinklers shoulddmoved from the classification of plant and
machinery fixtures for rating purposes. | underdtdrat including them generates very little
revenue, and it creates a disincentive to protaeingercial building stock, the environment and
society from fire.

Finally, building regulations should be reviewedthwespect to the size above which sprinklers
must be fitted in warehouses. The present threshdkhgland is 20,000 square metres. In the
Netherlands it is 1,000 square metres; in Germaisyli,200 square metres; and in France it is
3,000 square metres. Insured business losses
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in those competing countries are far lower thay tire in the UK, where they were £865 million in
2008. In Germany in the same year, the figure latie to damage as a result of fire was less than
half that, at £400 million.

Sprinklers can bring significant benefits in pretneg death and personal tragedy, providing
firefighters with the protection that they desemmking the economy more resilient, and
preventing unnecessary damage to the environmenné&®d to promote their wider use in the
context of protecting and making better use of ueses that are becoming scarcer and more
expensive to replace. The television presenter Rig&s, a champion of fire sprinklers, has
commented that each new fire regulation is prompied tragedy such as the King’s Cross fire.

We must move away from a reactive approach to agbire and preventive one. Just over 200
years ago, in 1813, the first fire sprinkler syst®as installed in the Theatre Royal, Drury lane. We
have not made sufficient progress in the last tertturies in promoting their wider use. Now is the
time to redouble our efforts, to save lives, prothe vulnerable and safeguard jobs.

3.30 pm

ChrisRuane (Valeof Clwyd) (Lab): Itis a pleasure, Mr Brady, to serve under yowirchanship.
| pay tribute to my hon. Friend the Member for Ro@nd Limehouse (Jim Fitzpatrick) for securing
this debate.

| pay particular tribute to my friend and colleadnaek in Wales, the Welsh Assembly Member for
Vale of Clwyd, Ann Jones, who has led the way amgfers. She steered through the Assembly
the Domestic Fire Safety (Wales) Measure 2011, vhequires all new and converted homes to be
fitted with fire sprinkler systems. That is a trexdeus achievement not just for fire safety, but in
legislative terms. Ann is the only Assembly Memtmehave steered a private Member’s Bill
through the burdensome, legislative competence @rdeess and to have her Bill passed by the



Assembly. Mercifully, that provision of the Goverant of Wales Act 2006 was removed as a
result of the 2011 devolution referendum. It wasrg and arduous process, and | am pleased that
Ann was able to do something bold with it.

That achievement was remarkable, but it is rigHbtws on the forthcoming advances in fire safety
policy. | was amazed at the comments of the SagrefeState for Wales about the legislation—
“bizarre” is not a word | would associate with tipatrticular achievement. Fire sprinklers are 24/7
firefighters. The tenacity shown by Ann Jones dredWelsh Government’s Housing Minister, Carl
Sargeant, means that Wales has taken the boldiostequire all new homes to have those 24/7
firefighters by 2016.

Lyn Brown (West Ham) (Lab): | thank my hon. Friend for mentng Ann Jones. | had the
pleasure of meeting her and she briefed me onuije just a few weeks ago. The word to
describe her is “formidable”.

Chris Ruane: Absolutely. | agree with my hon. Friend and | wélay my hon. Friend’s comment
to Ann when | see her tonight.
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at work and that many of the deaths that occuesidential fires could be prevented if a domestic
sprinkler system was in operation.”

The Secretary of State also said:

“The cost of these units is relatively low but tiaiiger time it has been proved that domestic
sprinkler systems can save lives and that is & pvarth paying.”

| hope it is not unparliamentary, Mr Brady, to $hat | think he speaks with forked tongue. He says
one thing in his constituency and another in Weasster.

There is criticism within the Government of Ann @eis bold move, but others have supported her.
Frances Kirkham, CBE, assistant deputy coronerteantiothe Secretary of State for Communities
and Local Government with her findings in the insfuato the fire at Lakanal house in July 2009.
One of her six recommendations was the retrofittihgprinklers, thought to have become cost-
effective with the development of new technology.

There is cross-party support in this Chamber, amdrers have called for the fitting of sprinklers,

as has the fire service—the true professionals.Gdnvernment must take their views on board. The
professionals are the people who go into the howbese there are fires and rescue people. Ronnie
King, former chief fire officer of Mid and West W fire and rescue service said:

“The first duty of a Government is surely to prdtes citizens and we can only look on in envy at
what the Welsh Government has achieved, after gbyears of extensive scrutiny and intense
interrogation of such a wide ranging cross seabfoorganisations”.
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He amplifies not just the monetary cost of dedblas the emotional cost and said:

“I myself am a former Chief Fire Officer in Walesere | served as a Chief for twenty years...and
during my tenure of office | failed to prevent 1p€ople from dying in fires in Mid & West Wales
with another 6,000 from being burned or injurediies. Some of those have been receiving
continuous surgery for their injuries for over twefive years, with a huge cost to the Health
service. During my career myself and my fellowfighters have brought out lifeless bodies of
children (sometimes as many as five or six), whedn& have died in this horrific way, had
sprinklers been installed.”

| visited a family in my constituency where thererev multiple deaths, including children, and sat
with the family, witnessing first hand what theydrgone through. We are talking about people’s
lives or, dare | say, people’s deaths, as welhadihancial cost, which also needs to be weighed
up. Actuaries have said that the cost of a firaldefa working person is £1.65 million: in 2011-
12, there were 380 fire deaths, so there is a imanost. My hon. Friend the Member for Poplar
and Limehouse said that the cost of damage toibgsdver five years was £1 billion. The
financial cost alone makes it sensible to insgairklers, and if the emotional cost is addedsit i
definitely sensible.

Fire sprinklers are valuable for many reasons. ®&tep the spread of fire, limit the amount of
damage, and often contain the fire to one roomeatsof allowing it to rip through a house or
engulf a room. They are good for the environmegthse they use far less water. On average,
when a fire is put out by a fire brigade, 20 timesre water is used than in a sprinkler system and
there is no drenching of the house. A sprinkletesysworks at the source of the fire and is far more
targeted, so that a fire is often put out by thevation of one sprinkler.



We have heard that the current regulations requsmoke detectors should be sufficient. Many
fire detection and alarm systems in both domestic@mmercial premises produce many
unwanted false alarms. That is usually because diesign and installation do not comply with the
requirements of the Chief Fire Officers Associasqgpolicy on the reduction of false alarms. As a
result, many fire brigades will not attend premisest have had many false alarms until a
responsible person has confirmed that the premaigeander threat from a real fire, but that cannot
always be verified, and valuable time may be lbat tould make the difference between premises
and lives being saved or lost. By comparison, falaems created by sprinkler systems are so rare
that the CFOA has not even considered the needglement a similar policy for the sprinkler
industry.

Personally, | would introduce sprinklers tomorrdwealise that Ministers and shadow Ministers
have to be more cautious, but | ask them to keegpan mind. We have an ongoing experiment in
Wales. We have to look at that and at the Welslkeeepce—perhaps we need a Welsh solution to
a British problem.

Mr Graham Brady (in the Chair): | am aiming to call the Front Bench Members todvirp at
about eight minutes past 4. They will be followgddbief comments from the hon. Member for
Poplar and Limehouse (Jim Fitzpatrick) who secuineddebate. Four Members still wish to speak,
so if they take about seven minutes
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each, we will get everybody in. | shall not propasermal time limit, but if hon. Members keep to
that guideline, that will assist everybody elseall Annette Brooke.

3.40 pm

Annette Brooke (Mid Dorset and North Poole) (LD): Thank you, Mr Brady; | will be fairly brief.

| congratulate the hon. Member for Poplar and Limede (Jim Fitzpatrick) on securing the debate
and thank the Backbench Business Committee foeaggeo it. | was extremely impressed when |
attended last week’s event, where | learned a giesgit | should perhaps also mention that Ben
Ansell, the Chief Fire Officers Association lead fioe sprinklers and a Dorset fire officer, is oofe
my constituents.

| had not really thought in great depth about wauskes, but to me, it was absolutely astounding
that the cost to the United Kingdom economy—~£lidillover five years—and the emotional cost
could all be saved, perhaps not with more regulatiait with better and more appropriate
regulation. My constituent, Ben, points out thathveee had a number of

“successful ‘sprinkler saves’ (where fires weretoolfed or extinguished by sprinklers)”,
such as at Makro—just a mile away from where | hegually—in October 2013. He says:

“Here the sprinklers did their job in the early mof the night shift and the store was trading by
9am the same day.”

What an enormous difference those sprinklers made.

Ben is concerned because one council in the aegaésent has had some local Acts repealed,
including one from 1986, and he fears unintendetsequences, because that Act required
sprinklers in certain large buildings. That hasrbespealed and we now have similar-sized
buildings where sprinklers are not a requiremehateems to be another argument for looking at
the issue on a national level to get some congigten



| want to touch briefly on schools, where thereenbgen some very bad fires in my constituency. |
support the comments that have been made on careshdut as time is limited, | shall concentrate
on schools. About 13 years ago, there was a vegg fae at a school in my constituency and we
ended up with 40 temporary classrooms. It tookng lime for replacements to be built and—
would you believe it, Mr Brady?—sprinklers were nugtalled. There was another fire at the
school in 2012. It was caused by lightning, so fpecpuld not say, “I told you so,” but even after
that second fire, sprinklers were resisted fortée buildings. It is absolutely incredible.

There was a fire in another school 17 years ag@asl council chairman of education and was on
hand to witness the trauma to the head teachestdlffe and to the pupils, who lost coursework, and
particularly such things as artwork, which canmetéplaced. That school was rebuilt, again
without sprinklers. It has just had a massive iwest and | found that council members were
being presented with some of the myths that my Raend the Member for Waveney (Peter
Aldous) outlined, which is incredible. They werédtthat sprinklers could be set off and that

having them could be more expensive. Those reaserereported to council members to
encourage them not to support
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the extra cost of sprinklers. | understand thatsttteol was finally designated as low risk, so it
does not have sprinklers.

Dorset fire service wants some consistency. Ibshutely delighted that a flagship school in my
constituency has sprinklers—the school had abo@tilion spent on it, and was a Building
Schools for the Future project, so | am very pldagih Lord Knight's recommendation—nbut this
situation is not very helpful to the fire servitieis important that people listen to specialistiad
from fire officers, and | make a plea to the Miersthat we clearly need much more awareness-
raising, because the myths we have discussed @rdgyst being perpetuated. At the end of the
day, that means an enormous cost in money anidhed,ta cost in lives.

3.45pm

Heather Whedler (South Derbyshire) (Con): | thank the Backbench Business Committee and



overwhelming, and | recommend that the Ministeegius some joyous news later in his
contemplations about English building regulations.

3.47 pm

Roger Williams (Brecon and Radnorshire) (LD): | apologise for being late for the start of the
debate, Mr Brady. | congratulate everybody whaupesprinkler week: there has been a huge
amount of debate about and emphasis on the valsigrioklers and a huge amount of knowledge
has been shared in the Chamber today.

| am particularly proud of the fire service in nrga. It is almost entirely staffed by retained
fireman—ours is a very rural area—and all the fule firemen are not
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in the station but doing other work. That work, @tis fire prevention, is most important, and it is
some of the best work that fire brigades have dbodires is the best solution of all, but, sadly,
fires start. It has been proved conclusively tipgin&lers have a part to play in fighting those$r
They prevent death and injury, and they save pty@erd keep firemen out of harm’s way, because
the fire is often under control or even extinguishefore they get to the fire.

| shall focus my remarks on one aspect. The thdrfieecsprinkler week is commercial property,
and it has been shown that commercial propertyarthan 2,000 square metres is—in financial
terms, if nothing else—better served by havingrangfer system than by not having one. However,
we have been told that one difficulty encountergddmmercial property developers is that water
companies have no duty to connect to a sprinkletesy, which seems a bit strange. We have been
told that some water companies are much happierrinect to sprinkler systems than others, and
some put large financial obstacles in the way. it Member for Poplar and Limehouse (Jim
Fitzpatrick) and I, and the hon. Member for Wave(fegter Aldous), went to see the Minister to
discuss whether an amendment to the Water Billcbalmade in the other place to introduce a
duty to connect.

Whether that will take place, | know not, but | eaalked since then to Welsh Water about its
approach to the problem, and | was rather sadtbdut that Welsh Water is against a duty to
connect. Connecting through a meter leads to actexiuin water pressure, which makes the
operation of sprinklers less effective, but Welsht®# has found—this is a sad comment on human
nature—that connecting without a meter leads petopdteal the water from that supply. That is
one reason why Welsh Water was unhappy about glwng that route. It suggested that anybody
who wants to build a commercial property and insatinklers could set up quite an expensive
system involving a large water store, a pump aratigess knows what. However, | still believe
that the safety of people and property would bé ewved by a duty on water companies to
connect to sprinkler systems in commercial propsrti hope that that amendment will find some
favour in the future legislative process.

| am proud of the work done by Ann Jones. | thimkttWales is showing the way on the issue. A
report by Carl Sargeant, the Minister for housing eegeneration in Wales, says:

“From April 2014, the regulations will apply to tigisk properties such as care homes, new and
converted student halls of residence, boardingd®aad certain hostels and from January 2016 to
all new and converted houses and flats. This pgasith allow the house building industry to gain
experience and skills, and gives the sector themppity to innovate and reduce the costs of
installing sprinklers.”



That is key. The more sprinklers go into propertiee more reduction in the cost. Now is the time
to press for more regulation to ensure that pespiees are saved and sprinkler facilities are made
available to more people.

3.53pm

Lyn Brown (West Ham) (Lab): It is an absolute pleasure to serve under yourraaaship, Mr
Brady. | congratulate my hon. Friend the MemberHoplar and Limehouse (Jim Fitzpatrick) and
the hon. Members for Waveney
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(Peter Aldous), for Brecon and Radnorshire (Rogéliams) and for Southend West (Mr Amess)
on securing this timely debate, and | commend thenpters of this, the first fire sprinkler week. |
applaud the promoters’ aims of widening awarenadskaowledge of sprinklers and, as the hon.
Member for Waveney and my hon. Friend the MembePfiplar and Limehouse have done so
well, debunking the myths and misconceptions abptihklers.

It is welcome that the trend in the incidence of fatalities has been downward and has now been
stable for some time. | congratulate the currendt@mevious Governments on that trend, as well as
the fire and rescue authorities that provide \&Vices. It ought to go without saying, although |
am pleased to say it, that it is the commitment@ndage of firefighters on the front line thatsav
lives, minimise harm, protect property and pronsatiety in our communities on a daily basis. As
other Members have done, | pay sincere and grat#ute to them for their work.

The facts about the incidence of fire deaths ajdies and damage to property resulting from fire
are well documented and have been thoroughly mdereby hon. Members in this debate. | will
touch briefly on some facts that | see as partibulalevant to fire sprinkler week. | thank the
Chief Fire Officers Association and others for dimgthem to my attention. In 2011-12, 380
people lost their lives in fire-related incidemisGreat Britain, 287 of them in dwelling fires. It
strikes me as apposite to remark that no lives Vestan the UK due to fire in homes fitted with
domestic sprinklers, that fire injuries were 80%véwo in sprinklered premises, and that there is a
more than 90% chance that a sprinkler system shairrectly designed, installed, maintained and
supplied with water will control or extinguish adi

How many of those 380 lives lost in 2011-12 coudsdnbeen saved? How much of the trauma of
bereavement and tragedy we have discussed tod&d/ftane been avoided if sprinklers had been
fitted? Without wanting to be mercenary when tajkabout people’s lives, | am conscious of the
economic impact of lives lost, as my hon. Friergl Mrember for Vale of Clwyd (Chris Ruane)
highlighted exceptionally well. The cost of eactafity in a road traffic accident is estimated at
£1.65 million and each serious injury at £185,080the hon. Member for Waveney pointed out,
the cost of fire-related deaths and injuries cannot
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the shadow fire brief, | am still learning my wayand the job, so | have been travelling the
country meeting councillors, fire officers and fighters, who have been universally keen to share
their views and enthusiasms with me. | have seeam five@ engines in the last couple of months
than in my entire life previously. Sprinklers haw&en on almost every agenda prepared for me,
regardless of whether | have visited a county, dogtbor metropolitan authority.

That there is a case for sprinklers is undeniaplen the evidence about reducing deaths and
business losses from fire. However, as my honnHrtee Member for Vale of Clwyd said, there
were strong objections and opposition to the ragra introduced by the Welsh Government
requiring the installation of sprinklers in a widege of dwellings. The Home Builders Federation,
the Federation of Master Builders and the Residehéindlords Association have all expressed
concerns about the cost of installation and thearhghat it will have on development.

Clearly, we need a dialogue. My purpose today sutggest that we take a considered and
intelligent approach to that dialogue, seeking sfjearty consensus and aiming to build a broad
coalition of interested groups with the clear intehreducing fire deaths and injuries while
achieving sensible regulation and balancing codttemefit.

Mr George Howarth (Knowsley) (Lab): | apologise, Mr Brady, for not being able to begant at
the start of the debate. My hon. Friend is makingry constructive and helpful point. Does she
agree that there will be practical difficulties—then. Member for Brecon and Radnorshire (Roger
Williams) referred to one—but with good will anddkigh negotiation, they can be overcome, and
will she join me in urging the Minister to take ti@at suggestion?

Lyn Brown: | am certainly hoping to be constructive in my tifrution today and not to make
party political points or to take an easy optigriob, suggest that we work together to see whether
we can overcome the obstacles and objections tbdteang placed in our way. We need to talk
about whether we need to ensure that sprinklerprargded in all care homes, in children’s homes,
in new schools, in new and purpose-built studeobBenodation and, perhaps, in all new social
rented accommodation.

Let us talk about the role of sprinklers in the @sitic setting—whether we should expect in the
future that more homes will be built with sprinldeand they will become commonplace and
expected. Let us talk about whether the costs ilddrs and developers could hold back the
building of much-needed homes. Let us learn froenetkperiences of other countries in introducing
new requirements. The starting point for that djashould be risk.

We know what the risk factors are and we have &guor fire fatalities that illustrate the impaét o
that risk most graphically. For example, those dlierage of 65 accounted for 40% of fire fatalities
in 2011-12—a period when that age group accourtedid.6% of the population. The figure of
40% for 2011-12 is up from the 2005-06 figure of63%6, showing perhaps the impact of an ageing
population, as well as being a side effect of np@eple being able to live longer in their own
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homes. We know who the vulnerable groups who anerabrisk of death, injury and loss from fire
are: they are in homes, in the lower income bandsrmmore deprived areas.

We can implement our response to risk differentjallhich may be one way of achieving the
balance between cost and benefit and getting thiedogécomes for the money spent. Requiring
sprinkler systems in some categories of new budg mell be part of an answer, especially where



the installation of sprinklers allows cost savieiewhere—for example, through less costly
conventional fire precautions and insurance.

| thought that it was important today to press gumt, despite the fact that | could not easihdfa
place to put it in my speech. There are already wgeresting and imaginative solutions to keep
high-risk individuals safe. When | visited Lincohie fire and rescue service on Monday, | learnt
how local partners are working together to prowidmerable adults with appropriate fire
suppression devices, such as portable misting eé&vithey told me about the success in
Humberside, where misting devices had saved livesterthan once, a misting device had
extinguished a fire for a vulnerable older person.

As a Parliament, we may not wish to make an assomfitat the answer is sprinklers always and
everywhere, but | cannot conceive of a holder of lhnief, whether in opposition or in government,
who would not advocate practices that would saxeslisave businesses and protect economic
capacity. In my closing remarks, | want to offee tinister cross-party co-operation and, indeed,
cross-party talks to try to get consensus on theferavard on sprinklers and to consider the
Government action necessary for both domestic asthess properties, because | think that lives
can be saved, injuries minimised, damage to prg@eided and money saved if we have the will
to co-operate and the motivation to succeed.

4.4 pm

The Parliamentary Under-Secretary of State for Communities and L ocal Gover nment

(Brandon Lewis): It is a pleasure to serve under your chairmandhi®Brady. | congratulate the
hon. Member for Poplar and Limehouse (Jim Fitzpkjrimy hon. Friend the Member for

Waveney (Peter Aldous) and the hon. Member for &meand Radnorshire (Roger Williams) on
securing this general debate focusing on fire &mwveek. | also congratulate all hon. Members
who have spoken on the way in which the debatdbas conducted. This has been a very
thoughtful, well considered debate, with reallysty contributions. | also appreciate the comments
from the hon. Member for West Ham (Lyn Brown). ie$e debates, it is often all too easy for us to
get into making political points. | do not doubatisome of us will do so, but as | say this hasibee
a thoughtful and well structured debate.

Fire safety is clearly of concern to us all. | knthat the hon. Member for Poplar and Limehouse
has always taken an interest in this subject, butds a particular interest as a former Ministéh wi
responsibility for fire safety and building regudats in the previous Administration. | am very
aware that | am speaking as the fire Minister mpihesence of three previous fire Ministers—they
have held that position at some stage in theirecareas well as the new shadow fire Minister.
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| will declare at the beginning of my speech a peat interest in the comments from the hon.
Member for Poplar and Limehouse. He referred tatSdale, Arizona, and when he was speaking
he may have noticed that a wry smile came acrosi&ogy | want to put him at ease as to why that
was. A Mr Lewis and a Mrs Lewis, my mother and é&xtthave a home in and spend a lot of their
time living in Scottsdale, Arizona, so | can asglkehon. Gentleman that during the past 20 years |
have got to know the area very well, although lehaet been there as much in the past four years. |
know the structures and the situation in Scottsadedevell as the heat that is generally experienced
there.

We have a lot to celebrate in the collective sustieat we have all had—across agencies, the fire
service, local government and central Governmentraking our communities safer from fire.
The figures are clear. Accidental fire deaths mltbme, which accounted for three fifths of ak fir
fatalities, have continued to fall. My hon. Friethe Member for Waveney talked about the fire



service, as have other hon. Members, includinditime Member for West Ham. It does a
phenomenal job in keeping people safe from fir@es&the country and, of course, in the rescue
work that it undertakes. Its members put theirdiaerisk every day, never knowing quite what will
happen in the course of their shift. We should rghing we can to ensure that they are as safe
as possible in their work.

People have been talking for many years about mefighting techniques, and it is great that we
are now starting to see them really develop. Theaoot technique has been around for a while, and
is now being used. Many services can learn fromt\yehlaeing done in areas such as Manchester
and Hertfordshire, where the technique is beingl esdight fires in a different, transformational
way: not just to cut through building materials bubring down the temperature quickly and deal
with the fire before a firefighter has to go inidtone of the things that can lead to the figures
continuing to fall, and that can keep our firefigist safe.

Let us be clear: in 2012-13 we saw the lowest nurabére deaths ever. That is good, but we all
want to see the number go down even further. Tineben of fire deaths is down by one third
compared with 10 years ago. The latest figuresAfoil to September 2013, show that fire
casualties are down by a further 7% compared \Wiersaame period in the previous year. They are
now less than half the level of 10 years ago. Tumalver of attendances at fires is also less thdn hal
what it was a decade ago. Building fires are dowA49o; fires in the home are down by 39%; and
fires in commercial and other buildings are dowrbB%6. The attendance at incidents overall has
fallen by 46%. That is in no small part becausthefsafer environments in which we are all now
able to live and work. Put simply, in respect oéfand a range of other emergency incidents, we
are a safer society than we were 10 years ago.




