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LOCKING DEVICES – COURT RULING 
A recent District Court ruling has thrown many practices in securing parts 

of buildings into disarray. As a result, IQPs are having to look with a new 

light at practices which were considered acceptable in the past and fail 

them for the BWOF.  

The building code Acceptable Solutions is clear that all doors leading from any space 

which can be occupied to the exit path for that space must be able to be opened without 

a key, code or any other security device. The lock must be able to be opened with one 

hand and must be between 900mm and 1200mm from the ground.  

A court ruling has overruled a Ministry of Business, Innovation and Employment 

determination and found that there are no exceptions to this. The particular example in 

question was shared toilets between tenancies, and each tenancy locked their access 

manually to prevent access being available through the toilet corridor to the other side. 

This was found to be non-compliant as the door must not be able to be locked, 

regardless of the circumstance. The building must provide safe passage to evacuate, 

without taking into account the behaviour of the occupants. 

Previous acceptance of doors which can possibly be locked but are managed to be kept 

available for egress has now been thrown into disarray. Doors which are secured 

against unlawful entry with deadbolts can’t have a procedure relied upon to ensure they 

are opened when a building is unoccupied, despite previous editions of the Acceptable 

Solutions suggesting this may have been acceptable practice.  

This also applies to areas which may have a security provision – 

bike sheds often have a mechanical code lock to enter them, and 

the same code used to exit, This prevents thieves from reaching 

through and opening the gate, and assumes if the person knew 

the code to get in, they will have the code to exit. A mechanical 

lock is fail-safe but these have now been determined to be non-

compliant.   

In dementia care facilities, coded locks are installed to prevent 

vulnerable residents from leaving unsupervised, however some 

councils have taken an approach that the impediment this creates 

on egress is unacceptable.  

Often in childcare, door handles or latches are positioned higher than normal as this is 

the requirement for Ministry of Education licencing and prevents young children from 

leaving the building unsupervised, however these have also been identified as non-

compliant as these were also rules identified in the judgement.  

We are working with MBIE and local councils to provide a resolution to the issue, but in 

the meantime we are required to enforce the ruling as adjudicated.  

Reference : Palmerston North District Council vs Brian Green Properties (1971) Ltd and Ministry of Business Innovation and 

Employment 12 Feb 2020 

http://www.ffp.co.nz/

