
PUBLIC PETITIONS COMMITTEE CONSIDERATION OF PE1254 
QUESTIONS ARISING FROM COMMITTEE MEETINGS 

(See ‘Written submissions’ for responses) 
 
 
 
 
TUESDAY 8 FERBRUARY 2011 
 
Scottish Government— 
 
The Committee notes your response that states that you would be 
willing to consider the legislation as part of your overall review of the 
fire and rescue services if clear evidence was brought forward.  The 
Committee request that the anomaly set out in the petition is included as 
part of the fire services reform process review from the outset.  
 
In doing so the Committee may also wish to request that the Scottish 
Government directly seeks the views of the petitioner and takes into 
account all the information gathered during the Committee’s 
consideration of the petition.   
 
 
TUESDAY 23 NOVEMBER 2010 
 
Scottish Government— 
 

 It is clear from recent announcements regarding options for fire, police and 
ambulance services looking into ways they can merge and or work 
together in order to protect services to the public that everything that may 
help in maintaining the delivery of frontline services, especially in rural 
areas should be given serious consideration. So why not this? 

 The Committee is not persuaded by the reasons you give as to why you 
are unable to carry out a review into this matter with the key 
organisations? Out of those who have responded to the Committee, only 
you and the Fire Brigades Union appear to be in favour of retaining the 
legislation. (There appears to be collective agreement between the Chief 
Fire Officers Association, the Association of Chief Police Officers in 
Scotland, the Fire Officers Association and the Police Federation on the 
advantages of lifting this restriction. Similarly, the restriction does not exist 
in England and Wales.) In its submission ACPOS states— 
 
“This is clearly a matter for individual Chief Constables and Chief Fire 
Officers to consider but it is not insurmountable. ACPOS would be happy 
to enter into discussions with CFOAS to develop a memorandum of 
understanding, although local agreements based on local working 
practices and relationships might be more fruitful.”   
 



Is there not support from the ‘front line’ bodies for what the petitioner is 
calling for? Surely such support carries much weight and should not be 
ignored? 
 

 Why not devolve decisions on this down to local police and fire a rescue 
services? Are they not better placed to make a decision on this matter? (In 
England and Wales discretion on whether to allow a fire fighter to become 
a special constable is left to Chief Fire Officers and Chief Constables.) 

 
 
MONDAY 13 SEPTEMBER 2010 
 

 Do you take on board the point made by the petitioner that in the current 
economic climate and the financial position fire and police authorities find 
themselves in that removing this section of the legislation could help ease 
the financial burden for all concerned? 

 Further to your previous comments that if you were to find that the current 
position was causing operational difficulties then you would reconsider a 
review of that part of the legislation. You state that there is no uniformity of 
opinion on this matter by the relevant organisations. Yet only the Fire 
Brigades Union and the Scottish Government are not in favour.  Is there 
not therefore a case for a review of this matter? The Committee therefore 
requests that you do so as soon as possible. 

 
TUESDAY 4 MAY 2010— 
 
Scottish Government— 
 

 It is our understanding from the petitioner that a police constable, under 
s26 of the Fire (Scotland) Act 2005, has powers ‘in relation to fires’. How is 
there not a conflict of interest here? Does this not contradict your position 
in relation to fire fighters looking to undertake ‘police constable’ duties? 

 The Committee asks that you meet with the Association of Chief Police 
Officers in Scotland, the Chief Fire Officers Association (Scotland), the 
Fire Brigades Union, Fire Officers Association and the Scottish Police 
Federation to discuss this specific issue and to report back to us with a 
note of the meeting and the decisions and actions taken. In particular, who 
supported what the petitioner calls for and whether that will now be 
actioned.  

 
 
TUESDAY 9 FEBRUARY 2010— 
 
Scottish Government — 
 

 in England and Wales discretion on whether to allow a fire fighter to 
become a special constable is left to Chief Fire Officers and Chief 
Constables. Is there any evidence to suggest this is causing a conflict of 
interest? 



 there appears to be collective agreement between the Chief Fire Officers 
Association, the Association of Chief Police Officers in Scotland, the Fire 
Officers Association and the Police Federation on the advantages of lifting 
this restriction. Similarly, the restriction does not exist in England and 
Wales. Why not simply lift it? 

 will you enter into a consultation with these organisations along with the 
National Police Improvement Agency to broaden your understanding of the 
benefits of amending section 51 along with a practical understanding of 
how both these services work? 

 


