FARA ADOPTS POSITION ON
VERIFIED RESPONSE

ROCKVILLE, Md.—On Tuesday, Feb, 4, 2003, the Board of Directors of the
False Alarm Reduction Association (FARA) adopted a position on verified re-
SPON&E

e posion reallirms PARA'S commitment fo the involvement of all stakehodd-
ers ui the devebopement of local solutions to the false alorm problem. 1§ also highlights
many consulerations and aliematives that should be examined s a jurisdiction eval
uales the verified response aption

“Thee positsen was adopied becagse over the past few months the numbers of in
quirees aboul our posilion have increassd,” said FARA President Morma Beaubien
I i also been surprised by the number of people who assumed that we had en-
dorsed verified response over other altermatives, | felt—and the Board agreed—ihat
il Wik Limporiam Woclanly our slancs, To quote from the position paper, "FARA be-
leevies thal communities have o mght o enact whatlever false alarm solution best
meets [therr| neads. FARA also believes that communities benefin from a full EN plie
ration, conducted in the open with all stakeholders as panticipants, of the advaniages
and disadvaniages of venfied response before such a policy is implemented,"™

Verilied response requines on independent evewitness verification that a criminal
act enther 18 ocoaming of has ocoarred prior to requesting law enforcement dispatch
lis usually applies only o barglar alonms and exenipis human activated alasms such
a5 rxbbery, duress and panic from the venfication process

Accowching 0 FARA'S position paper. when a verified response policy Is consid
eredl. an open dunbog between elected officials. law enforcemem agencies. the alanm
mclustry and citizens shoubd tuke place 10 explore the following consideratbons:

B Public Safery
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B Impact on both the citizenry and law enforcement

B Financial considerations for municipalities and law enforcement

B Altematives, including considerstions of cost recovery and oulsourcing
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