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MFPE Frequently Asked Questions (FAQs)
last update 20 September 2010
The following are examples of frequently asked questions and answers. The list is not exhaustive and will be updated periodically. It is not compulsory to use the answers that are shown. Users are expected to use their skills and experience in determining appropriate interpretations for each issue.

1) Are the requirements of the MFPE mandatory and retrospective?

Yes, the requirements of the MFPE are mandatory and are to be applied retrospectively. For example, where it is identified that an aircraft hangar does not meet the requirements of the MFPE, it would need to be upgraded or have a Defence authorised dispensation to comply.


2) Are the requirements of the Building Code of Australia (BCA) mandatory and retrospective?

The intent is that BCA compliance is required for all new construction, leased buildings, substantial alteration or change-in-use of defence occupied buildings as per general state and territory legislation. This would typically require all new works to comply, and when the works exceed 50% of the area/volume of the original building within 3 years, then the entire building would be required to be upgraded to comply. Where there is no building works or change in use, the requirements of the BCA are not required to be retrospectively applied. The building’s fire safety systems must be maintained in at least their original condition. The fire safety survey process is to undertake a risk assessment of life safety issues and can make recommendations needed to enhance safety. The current deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the BCA can be used as a guide.


3) Who is responsible for the initial Fire Safety Survey of a new or refurbished building or a building that has a change in use?
 
The Region is responsible for the initial Fire Safety Survey. There is a proposal to develop policy to require a full MFPE/BCA compliance audit as part of the handover certification process. If this proposal is approved, the MFPE/BCA compliance audit would be arranged as part of the project.
 

4) What does the FSO do where a building does not have an Asset Classification Form or Criticality Assessment completed?
 
Under the MFPE the forms must be completed for all new and existing buildings. Refer to Chapter 1 for guidance.  
 

5) Who is responsible for the provision of Emergency Evacuation Plans?
 
The facility user (building occupant) is responsible for emergency management arrangements including Evacuation Plans. The following link has the latest policy and guidance regarding emergency management http://intranet.defence.gov.au/emergencymanagement.


6) Who is responsible to assign the Asset Classification?

There is a proposal to develop policy that would make the Project Directors responsible for ensuring that the Asset Classification process has been completed and recorded in Defence Estate Management System (DEMS) prior to the project completion.

If there is no Asset Classification for an existing building, the FSOs are expected to engage in a process with the user group and determine the classification according to the policy in chapter 1 of the MFPE.


7) Should the Certificate of Occupancy notate or refer to alternative solutions and dispensations issued against the facility?

Yes. The management of alternate solutions and dispensations will be addressed as we move forward with amendments to the MFPE. There is a proposal to require alternative solutions and dispensations to be kept in a common location on site. All available alternative solutions and dispensations will be located on the IM.


8) Can I task inspecting officers to look at items outside the form such as eye wash stations, RCDs, first aid kits, evacuation plans and the like.

Yes, but the outcome is not to be reported on the fire safety survey report. Such requirements are to be identified and reported on separately.


9) Chapter 13 says that the checklist can’t be altered. What does ‘other’ mean?

The survey checklist reports on fire safety measures. The ‘other’ box is for fire safety issues that are not included in the checklist. Additional lines are no longer part of the survey checklist.


10) What is a low importance asset?

A low importance asset would generally be considered to be a non-habitable structure, outhouse or the like, or any married quarters.
11) Can the fire safety officer change the frequency of a fire safety survey?

Yes, but the maximum frequency is to be no more than 3 years generally, however, the frequency could be set to 0 ie. Married quarters are excluded and some Low Importance Assets as determined by the FSO may also be excluded from the reporting procedures detailed in Chapter 13.


12) How should the inspecting officer treat an area in a building that is used for sleeping, when it is not Living-in Accommodation?

Living-in accommodation is defined in the MFPE as a residential building as classified in the BCA, other than a class 1a building. This includes 1b, 2 and 3 occupancy classifications.

If an area is used for sleeping in a building that is not class 1b, 2 and 3 classification, then it needs to be considered as a class 4 part. It is acknowledged that the BCA uses this classification for dwellings in class 5 to 9 buildings. The classification is to be applied to caretakers units in these classes of buildings. In addition, whilst not strictly dwellings, this classification is to be applied to areas such as sleeping accommodation for piquets, guard rooms, rest stops for long-haul drivers, duty rooms and the like where people are authorised to sleep. The requirements of the BCA for class 4 parts are to be considered.


13) The BCA refers to unrelated persons when defining class 3 classifications. Does this mean that Defence accommodation buildings cannot be considered as class 1b or 2 buildings?

No, the MFPE allows for Living-in accommodation to be a residential building as classified in the BCA, other than a class 1a building. This includes 1b, 2 and 3 occupancy classifications. The BCA does not define related. Defence considers that service personnel are related for the purpose of the determination of the requirements of sole-occupancy units.


14) Why aren’t sprinkler systems installed in hangar aircraft areas as per the requirements of the BCA.

The greatest potential fire risk within a hangar is that presented by a large fuel spill. The activation of sprinklers and water flow may contribute to fire spread. Foam is considered to provide the most effective means of controlling a fuel fire. An alternative solution and dispensation must be completed for hangar aircraft areas that would require sprinklers under the deemed-to-satisfy provisions of the BCA.


15) Should Alarm Acknowledgement Facilities (AAF) sounders be located within the AAF or part of the smoke detector.

The Defence preferred option is for the sounder to be part of the AAF control. Experience indicates that persons will be drawn to the sound from the unit where the unit activation can be undertaken.
16) Why is passive fire rated separation in Hangars preferred over suppression systems.

The complexity of fixed fire suppression systems is reflected in high installation and annual maintenance costs. Disruption to Hangar operations is often required to carry out the required annual testing. Project Directors should challenge user requirements specifying two or more high value/strategic aircraft in one Hangar to ensure users are aware of these aspects and have addressed them in the development of the user requirement.

17) How does the MFPE define a sole-occupancy unit in a class 2 or 3 building?

The MFPE allows for BCA defined sole-occupancy units. This includes allowing for more than one person to occupy a sole-occupancy unit where the unit has shared facilities, such as cooking and ablutions that are located within an apartment style unit – refer to Figure 1. Bedrooms in traditional style barrack blocks – refer to Figure 2 would be considered as individual sole-occupancy units.
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[bookmark: _Ref268759710]Figure 1	Apartment style sole-occupancy unit
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[bookmark: _Ref268759354]Figure 2	Barrack block showing an individual sole-occupancy unit
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