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FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES (DOMESTIC SMOKE ALARMS) 
AMENDMENT BILL; FIRE AND EMERGENCY SERVICES (SMOKE ALARMS) 

AMENDMENT BILL 

Mr KRAUSE (Beaudesert—LNP) (9.40 pm): I rise tonight to speak in favour of the Fire and 
Emergency Services (Smoke Alarms) Amendment Bill 2015, the private member’s bill introduced by 
the member for Kawana in 2015, and against the government’s bill introduced earlier this year. The 
primary reason for supporting the private member’s bill is that the time frame set out for the 
implementation of the government’s proposal is far too long. Ten years is too long for the legislative 
requirements for transition from ionisation smoke alarms to photoelectric smoke alarms to be 
implemented. It is too long considering that, on average, 20 people in Queensland die in house fires 
each year. Ten years is too long a period to bring about an important change in the legislative 
requirements for smoke alarms in domestic dwellings in Queensland. When I say ‘10 years’, I am 
referring to the requirement to upgrade fire alarms in relation to domestic dwellings.  

As I see it, there are only two issues of disagreement between the opposition and the government 
in relation to these two bills. Generally, common ground has been found on everything else or could be 
found in a ready fashion. The two issues of disagreement are the time frame, as I have discussed, and 
the issue of interconnection of photoelectric smoke alarms. I have spoken about the issue of the time 
frame. In relation to interconnectedness, the issue that we have on this side and that was clearly 
expressed by many submitters to the committee—and there were many submitters to the committee; 
there were many expert witnesses and other people who had firsthand experience in relation to house 
fires—is the cost involved in implementing it, particularly in existing dwellings where retrofitting would 
be required. The fact is that, when there is a 10-year time period to implement something that will cost 
a significant amount of money for many people, many people are going to wait a long time to actually 
comply with those requirements. We can stand here and encourage people to do the right thing and to 
install photoelectric smoke alarms as soon as possible, and many people will. Many people will not 
when it is a significant financial impost, and interconnectedness is a significant financial impost 
compared to the alternative that is set out in the private member’s bill.  

I just want to draw the attention of the House to some of the evidence we received during the 
committee process, in particular, the sentiments expressed by Mr Keith Golinski, father of Mr Matt 
Golinski who was the sole survivor from the horrific Tewantin house fire. He made the following 
observation— 

One PE alarm now I believe is better than 7 ionisation now and better than 7 PE in ten years time.  

He sums up what should be as clear as day to anyone who has sat through this inquiry and 
should be as clear as crystal to the government, and that is that we need to have legislation in place 
and a campaign to get ionisation alarms out of people’s homes as soon as possible and to install 
photoelectric alarms whether they are interconnected or not. The weight of evidence and the thing that 
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the committee can all agree on is that photoelectric alarms, whether one or two or three, save lives. It 
does not matter if they are interconnected or not, they will save lives. I agree that the ideal will be for 
interconnectedness to occur, but the additional expense in undertaking that will deter a lot of people 
from actually changing their alarms at all. In the meantime an average of 20 people a year die in house 
fires in Queensland.  

I refer also to the sentiments expressed by Louie Naumovski of the Logan House Fire Support 
Network. I agree with many of the sentiments expressed earlier by the member for Logan in his 
contribution to this debate. Mr Naumovski stated in the inquiry— 

... Photoelectric Smoke Alarms will give you ample warning on a broader range of fires within the home and time to escape. 

...  

The evidence is there; ionisation Alarms are ornaments on the ceiling that tell you when your toast is ready. Photoelectric Smoke 
Alarms will notify you if there is a fire hazard in your home ...  

The private member’s bill that we are debating tonight, the time frames and the requirements for 
the installation of photoelectric smoke alarms will get photoelectric smoke alarms into people’s homes 
sooner than the government’s bill. That is why the requirements set out in the government’s bill should 
not be supported but the requirements set out in the private member’s bill should be supported.  

If we make a legislative regime, a compliance regime, for smoke alarms expensive to comply 
with and with a long lead time, people will tend to take a long time to comply. Whilst we all agree that 
there are ideal situations in the world, unfortunately we do not live in an ideal world. In this case, the 
evidence is clear: we should be moving to get photoelectric smoke alarms into homes as soon as 
possible and to remove ionisation. That does not preclude future action by the government or by 
householders to move to interconnectedness. We know that wireless interconnectivity is becoming a 
more affordable technology, which will bring down the cost of actually interconnecting smoke alarms in 
homes. However, at the moment there is a significant difference. For example, if there is a home and 
the owner wants to put in four smoke alarms, the cost would be about $200. However, if we take that 
same home and want to install four smoke alarms and interconnect them as well, the cost as we heard 
from the committee will go to somewhere between $500 and $800 depending on who does the work, 
how much is involved, what type of house it is and what type of retrofitting is involved. We also heard 
that there were significant complications when it comes to retrofitting strata title properties where 
significant building work could be required to actually comply with the government’s legislative 
requirements.  

There are a lot of issues with the government’s legislative requirements in their bill tonight. That 
is why I urge all members of the House, especially those members on the crossbench, to support the 
provisions set out in the private member’s bill for a shorter time frame—three years—to get photoelectric 
alarms into domestic dwellings and a simple regime without interconnectedness to make it cheaper, 
simpler and easier for people to comply with so that we can actually get these alarms in there and save 
people’s lives. 

 


