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Consultation - Fire and Rescue National Framework  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft National Framework. We have given 

our comments under the questions set out in the framework, and have also made some 

general comments towards the end.  

Overall we welcome what we see as an increasingly mature relationship between CLG and fire 

and rescue authorities, and the beginning of a movement away from central control to one 

much more rooted in the principles of localism. We also welcome the continuing debate on the 

requirements for national resilience and how this marries into local determination through 

locally accountable fire and rescue authorities.  

That said, we are disappointed that the draft national framework has not moved as far as we 

had hoped it would away from the prescription seen in earlier versions, which, we feel, is still 

at odds with how the rest of the local government sector is treated.  

Question 1 - Is the content of each chapter clear, specific and proportionate?  

Overall, we feel that the draft National Framework restates a lot of what is already clear to fire 

and rescue authorities. For example, it states that fire and rescue authorities must make 

arrangements for dealing with fires and road traffic collisions. There seems little point in 

restating this as it is enshrined in the Fire and Rescue Services Act 2004, and in that sense is 

not new information. Overall, our impression is that the Framework remains over-written, and 

seeks to impose control on the actions of fire and rescue authorities in a way that has not been 

applied to other areas of the public sector. This is disappointing.  

 

Question 2 - Does the draft National Framework set clear and appropriate 

expectations of fire and rescue authorities? If not, how could it be improved?  

The comments relating to risk assessment are of some concern. For a fire & rescue authority, 

the outcome of a terrorist incident is probably a fire, casualties that require rescue, or a mass 

decontamination issue. The actual cause of the incident is of little relevance to us, in the sense 

that we would use the same approaches regardless of the cause. A caveat to this would of 

course be an active shooter situation for which alternative service delivery arrangements 

would apply. What concerns us is the implication that fire and rescue authorities have to 

assess the risk of a terrorist incident occurring, which seems a duty that more logically sits 

with the Intelligence Services and the Police. Via Local Resilience Forums, we would of course 

take an active part in defining what our role is in this event. The Board would welcome some 

clarification on this issue from CLG.  
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In a time when the Government is keen to cut red-tape, there seems little benefit in producing 

an annual assurance statement against the National Framework. Our view is that this is a 

document that would only be produced for the Government, and there would be very little 

pubic interest in it.  

 

Question 3 - Are the respective roles of fire and rescue authorities and the 

Government set out clearly? If not, how could they be improved or made clearer?  

There is a gap in our view between the expectations of Government in maintaining national 

resilience, and the abilities of fire and rescue authorities to deliver it on the ground for them. 

We would seek assurance that any identified gap would be subject to New Burdens funding for 

a fixed period of time. The Framework does not specify what the ‘strategic governance’ 

arrangements would be. We understand that some discussions have occurred involving the 

LGA and CFOA and we would be supportive of these two parties forming the core of this new 

governance arrangement.  

 

Question 4 - Do the requirements for fire and rescue authorities on scrutiny, access 

to comparable performance data and assurance go too far or not far enough?  

The proposals for transparency are agreed with, and are already being implemented 

under alternative guidance issued to local authorities. Again, there seems to be little 

benefit in restating this requirement just for fire and rescue authorities.  

Yours faithfully  

 

 

 

 

 

Colin Dudley 

Chairman - South East Fire Improvement Partnership Board 

 


