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SUBMISSION: Keith Golinski
| must apologise for missing the deadline of yesterday, February was upon me more
quickly than | realised.
| hope you will accept the following submission.

Legal Affairs and Community Safety Committee
On Christmas day 2011 my partner and | joined Matt, Rachel and their 3 children for
brunch.

As Rachel brought out some candles for the Christmas table (which were dismissed by the
investigators and the Coroner as the cause of the fire) ironically | said to her "are your
smoke alarms working".

If I had known then what | know now, | would have known that | was asking the wrong
guestion.
| would have asked if their smoke alarms were photoelectric or ionisation.

As far as they were concerned, they fully believed that the two alarms installed in their
house would have warned them in time in the event of a fire, after all, there was no
reason to believe they would not be effective as they would always go off if the toast
burned or even if the jug boiled - does that comment sound familiar?

Of course it would have been too late to do anything at that stage anyway as fifteen hours
later Rachel and my three grandchildren had perished, Matt had lost his whole immediate
family and, whilst trying in vain to save them, had received horrible burns to 40% of his
body and spent the next 4 months in hospital, 2 months of that in a coma in intensive
care.

However, it is not too late for others.

If | can do anything to save others from horrors such as this, I'm happy to do what | can
and | will have at least some satisfaction in knowing that three beautiful grandchildren and
their beautiful mother achieved a lot in their short time and | will have another reason to
always be proud of them.
| am not qualified to give explanations as to why, in the majority of house fires, ionisation
alarms simply do not warn occupants in time whereas photoelectric do - there are others
who can do that.
| know there is a mountain of evidence including that from experts who have been fighting
for change in regulations for decades.

All of the recommendations | have seen from authorities such as the Chiefs of Emergency
Services recommend change.

The Coroner, after Australia's worst house fire, Slacks Creek 2011, recommended change
and that was hugely reinforced by the Coroner in his report into the Tewantin fire that
took the lives of Matt's family.
| enclose a copy of an article from the Sydney Morning Herald of January 10th 2016 by
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EXCLUSIVE

Matt Golinski lay on the grass for half an hour, waiting for an ambulance. His skin draped around his body. As his house bumed and neighbours threw
water on him, he simply repeated: "I have lost my whole family."

It was before dawn on Boxing Day 2011. Mr Golinski's wife, Rachael, and three daughters Sage, Willow and Stariia had died. Even the family dog
perished.

A Senate inquiry into smoke alarms has heard that a few simple changes to outdated laws might have prevented the tragedy. In disturbing evidence,
fire authorities said current smoke alarm practice is inadequate, indicating the public has been lulled into a false sense of security.

Fire and Rescue NSW said modem, quick-burning fumishings mean fires can progress to a fatal *“flashover” in as little as two minutes, compared with
the 1970s, when it took up to 20 minutes. The CSIRO says open-plan homes can exacerbate the effect.

http://www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/fire-authorities-warn-of-inadequ... 2/02/2016
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Matt Golinski, a well-known chef, spent months in hospital with third-degree burs to 40 per cent of his body. The Queensland Coroner found the fire at
his Sunshine Coast home was likely to have been started by Christmas tree lights or a power board, and the family "received no warning" from two
fonisation smoke alarms.

His father, Keith, told the inquiry that photoelectric smoke alarms, which are more sensitive to large particles produced in a smouldering fire, should be
mandatory in all homes, replacing ionisation alarms, which detect small particies from fires that have progressed to flames.

"[Matt's] life has been shattered ... If only | could rewrite the script,” he said.

Fire and Rescue NSW told the inquiry that ionisation devices are more prone to false alarms from cooking, which prompted many people to disable
them.

It said research "has highlighted the inadequacy" of national construction requirements that a smoke alarm be installed on each habitabie level,
meaning one alarm can serve a whole single-storey house.

It meant early waming was insufficient, especially when a bedroom door was closed. This was exacerbated by “modern fumishings [that] contribute to
faster fire development ... the quick onset of flashover makes escape almost impossible”

Flashover occurs when a whole area ignites.

FRNSW recommends that photoelectric alarms be installed — hard-wired and connected to other alarms. Alarms should also be installed in all
bedrooms, living areas and escape paths, it said.

Melbourne's Metropolitan Fire and Emergency Services Board said there was a "clear need" for regulatory reform of smoke alarms, which should
extend to the use of sprinklers.

It said disadvantaged people were the most at risk from fires and the least likely to be able to install and maintain a working smoke alarm. These
people included the elderly, those with a disabilty and international students and workers.

Among its recommendations were that a regulated position be established on the most effective type of smoke alarms and their optimal location. It also
called for industry advice to be developed o factors such as cost did not solely determine what type of smoke alarm was chosen.

Recommended Promoted Stories
¥ Katie Holmes Just Nailed What it Means To Be { Bj¢’ Game, set and match for Hewitts in Palmy
| Happy Domain

The Huffington Post Australia

Andrew Bolt's Channel Ten show The Bolt
Report.
Entertainment

Forget BHP. These are our top 3 ASX biue chips
for 2016

Motiey Fool Austraiia

Is this the first Instagram masterpiece? Eam 80,000 Bonus Qantas Points on this new
Technology = credit
CreditCard com au

4 Students reveal their Money-Making System on
Live TV!

4

Malcolm Tumbull Just
* Took A Selfie With The
Saddest

The Hufington Post Australia

Biznew

Worst sexist comments
made to female sports
stars

DaiyLife

Aged 35 he speaks 11 languages - his 11 tricks
to.

Babbel

Recommended by

Emailatide  Prit  Reprints & permissions

http://www.smh.com.au/federal-politics/political-news/fire-authorities-warn-of-inadequ... 2/02/2016




<a></a><p class=""avgcert"" align="left" color="#000000">No virus found in this message.<br>

Checked by AVG - <a href='http://www.avg.com'>www.avg.com</a><br>

Version: 2014.0.4842 / Virus Database: 4477/11535 - Release Date: 02/01/16</p>


11.1.12e
02/02/2016 Fire and Emergency Services (Smoke Alarms) Amendment Bill 2015 Submission No 012

Nicole Hasham which bears the headline "Fire authorities warn of inadequate smoke
alarm laws".
| do not know if or why we have to do anything to convince Members of Parliament that
change is essential - it seems plain to everyone else.
You will all no doubt be aware of the Senate enquiry into smoke alarms from late 2015.
Change is essential, public awareness is essential and legislation is essential.
| have given a snippet as to why change is essential.
Public awareness is essential.
For years people have been told that smoke alarms save lives. lonisation alarms have been
accepted as being effective and in fact are the type that have usually been recommended.
It is now firmly fixed in our minds that we are protected by the ionisation alarms which are
in fact fitted in over 90% of homes.
| have likened this before to Russian roulette. Without even being aware of it, people are
not only playing Russian roulette with their own lives but also the lives of their family.
Do any of us think that our house is going to be the one that burns down - that only
happens to other people.
Legislation is necessary.
| had a new house built which | moved into in May 2011. Even after all that | had gone
through, | am ashamed to say that it was not until March last year that | thought to check
to see what type the one alarm in my new house was. | simply accepted, new house,
things must be done right these days, it wouldn't burn down anyway.
| was a bit horrified to find that it was still an ionisation alarm. | went out and bought two
photoelectric alarms, still not ideal but definitely safer.
Several other people | have explained the problem too have also gone out and bought PE
alarms - people simply have no idea.
| agree with others who suggest that people have been lulled into a false sense of security.
Even if PE alarms become mandatory, it will take years for changes to come into full effect.
| would like to see a public awareness campaign begin immediately to warn people so at
least they can make an informed choice to adequately protect their family or just take
their chances.
| believe there were nearly 2000 house fires in Queensland last year - no doubt some of
them involved fatalities.
Please look at these changes as a matter of extreme urgency. Every month delayed might
mean another 200 house fires in Queensland and possibly deaths.
| know it does not do any good to say "if only" but | can't help thinking if only we had this
chance for change before Christmas day 2011.
Please don't let this chance for change pass by without urgent action now.
| would like the opportunity to present the above submission to the Public Hearing if
possible please.
Thank you
Regards
Keith Golinski
Sunshine Coast, Queensland, Australia





