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LONDON FIRE BRIGADE

Freedom of Information request reference number: 7658.1

Date of response: 01/08/2023

Request:

May | request specific detailed written notes if any of the fire brigade audit of the 4th May 2022 in which
Amity Hostel was found 'non-compliant’: in what ways was the premises found non-compliant on that

date?

Amity Hostel the Bank Building, 41, 43, 45 and 47a Wimbledon Hill Road, Wimbledon, London, SW19
7NA.

Response:

Further to your request, | can confirm a Fire Brigade audit was completed on the 4" May 2022. The
outcome of the audit was Low Risk. As a result, an Enforcement Notice was issued on the 16" May
2022, which is included below.

We have dealt with your request under the Freedom of Information Act 2000. For more information
about this process please see the guidance we publish about making a request on our website:
https://www.london-fire.gov.uk/about-us/transparency/request-information-from-us/
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https://www.london-fire.gov.uk/about-us/transparency/request-information-from-us/

The Chief Executive The London Fire Commisskonss I the

Merton Council i and rewoue authorty for London
Civic Centre Diate 16 My 2022
Lordon Road O Baf 22/2275681/MH
London

SM4 5D

FAD Housing Enforcement Team

ENFORCEMENT NOTICE

Motice requiring steps to be taken under Article 30 of the
Regulatory Reform (Fire Safety) Order 2005

SCHEDULE
PREMISES: 45 Wimbledon Hill Road, Wimbledon, London SW1% 7HA
FILE NUMBER: 22/225681

The condition(s) zpecified in the Regulatory Reform (Fire Safety) Order 2005, were being contravened
and the following stepiz) needis) to be taken in erder to comply with legizlation:

Steps Considered necessary to remedy the

Article Area of Concemn co vention.

Article 11 | At the time of the audit your preventative Arrangements identified as not suitably addressed

planned, organized, controlled, monitored monitored or reviewed.
or reviewed where required. it was found
that:

1) There was no evidence that the regular
testing and maintenance of the fire alarm
and emergency lighting had been planned,
organized or monitored.

2) Daily checks to ensure that combustible
items are appropriately removed or
managed have not been planned, organized
or controfled.

3) There was no evidence to show that daily
checks to the fire doors and the means had

been planned, organized or monitored.

and protective measures had not been must be effectively planned, organized, controlled,
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Articla 11 | 4) The smoking policy haz not been

Cont'd monitored or controlled, az residents were
zeen to be smoking within their bedrooms.

Article 14 | At the time of the audit the emergency Enzure adequate emergency routes and exits, for
routes or exits were inadequate. It was usze by relevant perzona in the premizes, are
found that: available and can be zafely and effectively uzed at

all relevant times. Thiz can be achieved by:
1) There were various combuztible itemz 1) Removing all combustible items from the meanz
located within the means of escape of escape, keeping thiz area clear at all times.
throughout the building.
2) The |lobby fire doors were inadequate, az
zeveral fire doors did not appropriately cloze
into their framaz.
2, 3 & 4) Appointing a competent perzon with the
3) The basement doorz only had two hinges, | relevant skillz and experience to carry out a survey
no self clozers and no intumescent stripz or | on all fire doorz, enzuring that they conform to
cold smoke seals. Britizh Standards with appropriate door furniture.
4) The door to the kitchenette waz wide
open and had rising-butt hinges with an old
zelf closer. 5} Appointing a competent person with the
relevant skills and experience to carry outa
5) At the time of audit, there were compartmentation survey, ensuring that any
compartmentation izsues within the meanz | breaches in compartmentation are appropriately
of escape; cables passing through wallz addressed.
within the escape route were not
appropriately fire stopped.
Article 17 | The comidors, lobbies and stairs used for Enzure the access comidor iz returned to itz

access to and from flats in the premises (the
access route(s)) are intended for use by
relevant persons as a PROTECTED ROUTE.
Thiz route should provide a zafe meanz of
ezcape in event of fire and must be
maintained in an efficient state, in efficient
working order and good repair.

During the audit it was found that the
rezponsible person for management of the
access route has not prevented or
addressed deficiencies in the FIRE
RESISTANCE of the PROTECTED ROUTE
and/for required rectification of defects that
have arizen in, and/or alterations made to,
the protection to the access route. A
zampled bedroom door showed no
intumescent strips, cold smoke seal= and
didn't cloze on itz own effectively. The
PROTECTED ROUTE has been
compromized by the fitting of doors that do
not provide 30 minutes fire protection to the
access route.

imtended state as a PROTECTED ROUTE to afford
protection from fire in a flat to relevant perzons
who may require use of that corridor for zafe
ezcape from the premizes in caze of fire. Remedial
work that may be neceszary for thiz purpoze, must
be assessed and completed by a competent
perzon who is practised in application of the
relevant standards for means of escape.

Your attention is drawn to the provisions of
subsectionsz (2} (3) and (4) of Article 17 of the
Regulatory Reform (Fire Safety) Crder 2005 in the
attached extracts of legislation. You are advised
that walls in PROTECTED ROUTES should have a
minimum of 60 minutes FIRE RESISTANCE.
Openings in the wallz leading to accommodation
off a PROTECTED ROUTE (including doors in
ertrance ways, senvice openingz, borrowed light
glazing, holez around cables trunking and
pipework) hould be of a minimum 30 minutes
FIRE RESISTANCE.

Anailable means the responzible person could uze
to comply with Article 17 (1) may inclede
enforcing terms of leaze and Landlord and Tenant
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{ Property legizlation a= leszor/owner.

Article 17 | At the time of the audit you had not ensured | Arrange initial and ongoing maintenance to enzure
that a zuitable zystem of maintenance waz || fire zafety measurez are kept in an efficient state,
in place in your premizes. It was found that: | working order and good repair. Thiz can be

achieved by:
1) The fire alarm was not functioning a=z 1} Appointing & competent person with the
required, as it was not connected to the relevant skills and experience to ensure that the
third floor. fire alarm system iz working &= required and iz
subject to an engoing maintenance programme, az
per British Standards.
2) Fire extinguizhers within the building 2) Appointing a competent person with the
were not subject to appropriate relevant skillz and experience to ensure that the
maintenance. fire extinguishers are subject to an ongoing
maintenance programme, az per British Standards.
3) There was no indication to suggest that 3) Appointing a competent person with the
the electrical inztallations throughout the relevant skills and experience to ensure that all
building were maintained to current electrical inztallations are subject to an ongoing
standards. maintenance programme, az per current
standards.

Articla 20 | At the time of the audit you had not Provide outside undertakings with information_
provided outside undertakings with clear This can be achieved by enzuring that all
and relevant information. it waz found that | contractors are told of what procedures to take in
there was no evidence that contractorz are | the event of an emergency.
told of the action they were required to take
under your emergency plan.

Article 21 | At the time of the audit your employees had | Provide your staff with adequate safety training. In
not been provided with adequate zafety particular employees should be given appropriate
training. I was found that employees had fire zafety training periodically, including
not been given appropriate training on the procedures to take in the event of an emergency.
precautionz or procedures to be taken in the
event of an emergency.

Article 9 | At the time of the audit the fire rizk The fire risk azzezsment should be reviewed, with

azzezzment for your premizes was not
suitable and sufficient. & was found that

there was no evidence that there waz a
recorded fire rizk assessmernt.

specific consideration given to:

1) The means of ezcape, including the maximum
permitted size of the reception area and any
combustible itemz located within the reception
area, as per British Standards.

2) The fire evacuation strategy.

3) The compartmentation of the building.

4} The needs and requirementz of all relevant
personz within the building.

5} Any other suitable fire safety provizions
required for the premizes.

&) The requirement for detection within the
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kitchenatte.
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