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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Friday, 7 August 2026 3:54 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearm  changes

Hello, 

 

I am writing to express my rejection to the proposed changes to the firearms act. 

 

I oppose any changes be made. The changes are going to impede law abiding citizens from 

participating in lawful hobbies. 

 

As an avid hunter and landowner, I think there needs to be more focus on crime prevention in at risk 

areas of the community, conviction, and harsher penalties for those who break the law.  

 

By restricting licensed firearm holders to the number of firearms they own is not going to prevent 

crime as they do not commit the violent crimes the media talk about.  

 

I also oppose the reclassification of straight pull or button/lever release firearms just because the 

Bondi shooter used one. This man had military training from a terrorist organization and should not be 

a representation of licensed firearms owners.  

 

Regards  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 You don't often get email fro  Learn why this is important   
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Thursday, 30 July 2026 10:06 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms 

Hi  

If we all were allowed to have a gun, Lindt cafè and Bondi wouldn't have been so tragic! 

I support firearms for registered users.  

 You don't often get email fro  Learn why this is important   



 

 

 

5 August 2026 

 

Firearms Legislation Review 

Tasmania Police 

submissions.strategy.support@DPFEM.tas.gov.au 

 

 

RE: Submission on the Draft Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 

To Whom It May Concern, 

We are writing to formally lodge our submission regarding the public consultation for the draft Firearms 

Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026. As law-abiding recreational hunters and responsible firearm 

owners in Tasmania, we appreciate the opportunity to provide feedback on these proposed changes. 

We are fully in favour of the enforcement of our already very strict licencing requirements, including 

background checks, storage requirements and prohibited persons registers. Australia's current gun laws 

are robust and have demonstrably reduced gun-related harm. Our existing Australian gun laws should 

be fully enforced rather than expanded.   

While we fully support initiatives that enhance community safety, we have serious concerns regarding 

some elements of the draft bill that disproportionately impact legitimate sportspersons and hunters rather 

than targeting criminal behaviour. 

Our feedback on the specific areas of the draft bill is outlined below: 

  

Opposition to Individual Ownership Caps 

We firmly oppose any current or future proposals to introduce arbitrary caps on the number of firearms a 

licensed individual can legally own. 



 

Recreational hunters require different calibres and configurations for different game species, terrains, and 

hunting conditions. 

Safety is achieved through strict compliance with secure storage laws, not by placing a generic limit on 

an individual's collection. 

 

Opposition to Reclassification of Modern Rifles 

We strongly oppose the proposed reclassification of straight-pull and lever-release centrefire rifles and 

shotguns into Category C. 

These firearms are essential tools for humane, ethical, and effective pest control and recreational hunting.   

Moving these firearms into a restricted category punishes law-abiding citizens without demonstrating any 

measurable benefit to public safety, as these tools are not the source of criminal firearm misuse. 

Support for Strong Penalties for Illegal Gun Use 

We fully support the implementation of severe, robust penalties for individuals who possess or use 

firearms illegally.   

 

Public safety is best served by strictly punishing criminals, illicit traffickers, and those who misuse firearms, 

rather than adding administrative burdens to heavily vetted, law-abiding licence holders.   

 

CONCLUSION 

As recreational hunters and target shooters, we urge the Government to amend the bill to protect the 

interests of legitimate firearm users. Public safety policy should focus on enforcing strict penalties for 

criminal activity rather than restricting the tools used by responsible citizens for sport, hunting, and land 

management. 

Thank you for considering our submission. We welcome further consultation on this matter. 

Yours sincerely, 
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To whom it may concern. 

My Name is , and I have been involved with firearm use in Tasmania for 
approximately 45 years, at all times being compliant with the laws of the day. 
During this significant period of firearm ownership and use, possibly the greatest impression 
that I am left with, is that of the almost limitless misinformation campaign run by those that 
oppose civilian firearm ownership and use.  This campaign has been supported by a whole raft 
of lies and half truths that even Josef Goebbels would be hard pressed to match.  There has 
been a relentless push to demonise firearm owners and to cause non shooting community 
members to fear us.  We even had a previous Federal Treasurer publicly state that is someone 
had a gun owner live near them, then they should be concerned. 

The ferocity of the anti-gun lobby varies according to current events, or to be more blunt, 
whether they can find a suitable grave to dance upon, and unfortunately, they found several 
after the tragedy that unfolded in Bondi, which has led us in part to where we are today, in 
contemplating further restrictions upon those already doing the right thing. 

In the immediate wake of the Bondi terrorist event, it was immediately apparent that this was a 
failure of both State and Federal agencies to correctly apply existing laws, and also illustrated a 
lack of vigilance within our intelligence services.  It is no secret that this caused deep 
embarrassment, and so the plan was hatched to once more make law abiding firearm owners 
the scapegoats in an attempt to fix an imaginary problem, that being some glaring gap in  our 
firearm laws. 

I am heartened to see that there has been widespread resistance from the broader community, 
and it seems from anecdotal evidence and social media, that the wider community is more 
supportive of gun owners that we have seen in the past. 

Those pushing for further restrictions, particularly ownership caps, are chanting the mantra of 
public safety, however this notion does not withstand even the most basic scrutiny.  The latest 
figures from the Australian Institute of Criminology indicate that you are between 3 to 5 times 
more likely to be a victim of a violent crime involving a knife or blunt object compared to your 
chances of being a victim of firearm crime.  Is it more noble or less traumatic to be stabbed than 
shot?  

In the opinion of the Police Officers that I have spoken to, and there have been many, they are 
not generally concerned about their safety as it relates to firearms.  Their overall opinion was 
that the criminal fraternity primarily use their illegal firearms against each other, and avoid the 
Police and general community.  Not an acceptable state of affairs, but also one that is as old as 
the hills. 

On the subject of caps on numbers.  Despite asking several proponents of this ill conceived 
idea, exactly how this would improve safety, I am yet to receive an answer, let alone a 
convincing one.  This is likely because it will change absolutely nothing inn a positive sense. 



If we want to actually achieve something positive, then we must focus on those breaking the 
law, not the people following the law.   

All the criminal actions we are speaking of, are already illegal on at least one level, and more 
often not, multiple levels.  What good will yet another level of illegality achieve, when we are not 
effectively prosecuting the laws we have? 

I thank you for considering my submission, and trust that reason shall prevail. 
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From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 1:03 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Proposed amendments to the Firearms Act 1996

Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management.  

 

Submission from  

 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide Feedback on the Bill. 

 

About myself: I hold a Firearms Licence for Category A and B  firearms, both for Purpose 1, Sport or 

target shooting and Purpose 2, Recreational hunting hunting or vermin control. I am 75 years old and 

have participated in these activities since I was a boy, and as an active club member since 1972. I am 

well aware of the changes and prevailing social attitudes over the years. 

 

From my perspective I don't have a problem with the proposed amendments. 

I am comfortable with the expertise and representation of SSAA (Tas.) across the broader spectrum. 

 

 As per the Consultation Information Sheet: "Stolen firearms in the hands of criminals pose a 

significant threat to the community." A mandatory minimum sentence of three months 

imprisonment for being caught in possession of a stolen firearm seems to me to be a slap on the wrist 

as a deterrent. 

 

Kind regards, 

 

 You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important   
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From:

Sent: Saturday, 1 August 2026 6:20 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Please oppose further restrictions on lawful firearm owners

 

 

I am writing as a concerned Tasmanian to ask that you do not support proposed changes 

to firearm laws that unfairly impact law-abiding firearm owners, hunters, farmers, 

clubs and outdoor recreation supporters. 

 

Licensed firearm owners in Tasmania are already subject to strict rules, checks and 

responsibilities. The focus should be on illegal firearms, criminal misuse and proper 

enforcement of existing laws, not further restrictions on people who are already doing 

the right thing. 

 

Shooting and hunting are important parts of life for many Tasmanians. Clubs provide 

safe and supervised environments, support volunteers and families, and contribute to 

regional communities. Firearms are also practical tools for farmers, landholders and 

hunters who rely on them for pest control, land management and food gathering. 

 

I believe any changes to firearm laws must be based on evidence, proper consultation 

and genuine public safety outcomes. The people most affected by these laws deserve to 

be heard before decisions are made. 

 

Please do not support changes that punish law-abiding Tasmanians. I would appreciate a 

written response outlining your position on this issue. 

 

Kind regards, 

 

  

  

 

Sent from my iPhone 

 You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important   



Submission:  Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 

 

1 | P a g e  
 

Dear Premier and Government Members of Parliament, 

 

Please oppose further restrictions on lawful firearm owners 

 

I am writing as a concerned Tasmanian to ask that you do not support proposed 
changes to firearm laws that unfairly impact law-abiding firearm owners, hunters, 
farmers, clubs and outdoor recreation supporters. 

I am sharing a personal experience to explain my significant concerns on restrictions 
that may impact on people who are already doing the right thing! 

My husband and I were farmers in North-East Tasmanian for over 50 years.  We both 
were licensed firearm owners, and our licenced firearms were practical tools for pest 
control, land management and food gathering. On retirement, we retained our gun 
licences to support land management of other landowners and for outdoor recreation. 
In other words, they were kept for ‘old times sake’, and the rare invitation to participate 
in an outdoor recreational activity.  Our firearms were legally secured on our residential 
property. 

One day, I found correspondence that my husband’s gun licence was expiring/ had 
expired. As he had, and still has, no interest or skill in managing modern technology, the 
requested means of responding via electronic portal did not happen. When I tried to 
address this short-fall via a phone call, I was told that he would have to hand-in his 
licenced firearms immediately. 

Unfortunately, my husband was in the Launceston General Hospital with significant 
cardiac issues that day and when I again phoned to explain the situation, I was told that 
police would be coming forthwith to collect the firearms.  I did not know where the key 
to the locked and compliant gun cabinet was held, as required by licensing regulation, 
nor could I communicate with my husband at that time.  I had a frantic phone 
conversation with our son to try to find ‘a’ key before the police arrived, which, when 
found meant we could have been deemed to have been breaking the law!   

Sadly, the saga continued when the police arrived, shortly afterwards.   

We have a very exposed front entrance to our home, so it is very intimidating to have two 
fully uniformed police officers enter our private residence. Then, I had to explain that I 
did not know any details of my husband’s firearms or ammunition and his circumstance 
did not allow him to be present.  When I took them to the gun safe, which was secured 
in a locked garage in a confined space, their handling of the firearms was frightening to 
the extreme.  While removing the rifle, neither of the police officers demonstrated gun 
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safety awareness or gun handling experience, at least twice allowing the rifle to be 
aimed directly at my body. 

The retrieval process for reclaiming the legally owned firearms was another saga that 
does not provide confidence in legislation that would impose even more restrictions on 
people who are already doing the right thing.   
 
The whole experience made me relinquish my firearms licence so that I would never be 
in the position again of possibly and inadvertently ‘breaking the law’ without defence of 
having a reasonable excuse. 

I believe any changes to firearm laws must be based on evidence, proper consultation, 
and genuine public safety outcomes. The people most affected by these laws deserve 
to be heard before decisions are made. 

Please do not support changes that punish law-abiding Tasmanians.  

  

Yours sincerely, 
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TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN 

I wish to object to the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026. 

Scenario 1968 – 2008 … 2026 (if this Bill 2026 is legislated in its proposed form) 

I am a licensed firearm owner, and my husband is a hunter.  I have had my license for years, 
I have a clean record, and I am a law-abiding citizen.  Between us we do what most 
shooting families in Tasmania do.  If he is away hunting and has forgotten a rifle, or needs a 
different firearm, or has run out of ammunition, I put it in the vehicle and drive it out to him.  
It is secured properly, it is registered, and it is going from one licensed person to another 
licensed person.  Nobody is at risk at any point. 

Under this Bill, that becomes a criminal matter, and I want to explain plainly how. 

Lending and on-lending (new section 121A).  If the firearm is my husband's and I take it 
out to him, I have borrowed it.  If he then asks me to drop it with another licensed family 
member on the way home, I have "on-lent" it, and I have committed an offence carrying up 
to two years' imprisonment.  If the firearm is mine and I lend it to him, I must first satisfy 
myself not only that his license is valid but that he "intends" to comply with the storage 
requirements.  I am expected to form a legally defensible view about what is going on inside 
my own husband's head, and to be imprisoned if I get it wrong.  I do not know how anyone is 
meant to do that, or how anyone is meant to defend themselves against the accusation 
later. 

Storage notification within 24 hours (section 46(bb)), and the assumption that everyone 
is comfortable with technology.  This is the part that worries me most - because it is the 
part I know I will fail. 

If a firearm ends up secured somewhere other than our home for more than 24 hours - at a 
shack, at a farm, at a friend's place while the hunt runs longer than planned - someone 
must notify police within a day.  Plans change constantly when you are hunting, and there 
is frequently no phone reception where my husband goes. 

While I am a competent user of technology, I do not do things online if I can avoid it.  I rarely 
use a government portal, and I do not have accounts, logins, or passwords for these 
systems.  The consultation material says the Register "will deliver options on how 
notifications can be made electronically," as though that solves the problem.  For me it 
creates it.  An electronic system I cannot navigate, on a 24-hour deadline, with a license 
and a criminal record at stake, is not a convenience.  It is a trap. 

There are a great many people in my position today — wives, older shooters, people in rural 
areas without reliable internet — who have kept the law faithfully for decades and who will 
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now be in breach of it regularly, not because we did anything unsafe, but because we could 
not work out how to lodge a form in time.  Verifying a borrower's license through an online 
portal before handing over a firearm raises the same problem for me. 

Ammunition.  The Bill treats ammunition and firearm parts far more seriously than before 
and increases the penalty for possessing firearm parts to two years' imprisonment.  
Carrying a box of ammunition to my husband or sons is an ordinary domestic errand.  It 
should not sit anywhere near being a criminal offence. 

Producing a firearm for inspection (new section 82A).  Any person in possession must 
produce a firearm on police request, with no defense of reasonable excuse.  If I am in the 
car with my husband's rifle and it is asked for, fine.  But if I have already delivered it, or it is 
locked in a safe an hour away, I cannot produce it — and on the face of this provision I am 
the one who has committed the offence. 

Not one of these provisions stops a criminal.  Criminals do not register firearms, do not 
hold licenses, and do not log into portals to fill out notification forms.  Every one of these 
provisions lands squarely on people like me, who have done everything asked of us and 
who are now being set up to fail on paperwork, on technology, and on unprovable 
questions of intention. 

I support genuinely tough penalties for stealing firearms, for possessing stolen 
firearms and for trafficking.  Those parts of the Bill are aimed at the right people, and I 
have no objection to them at all.  The rest of it is aimed at families like mine. 

I ask that the Bill not proceed in its current form.  At the very least: 

• Licensed family members should be able to transport and hand over registered 
firearms and ammunition between themselves without committing an offence. 

• Any notification requirement must have a realistic timeframe, a simple non-digital 
option such as a phone call to a person, and a defense of reasonable excuse for 
those of us who are not able to use online systems. 

• No licensed person should face imprisonment for an administrative slip. 

Thank you for the opportunity to make a submission. 

 

Yours faithfully, 



INDIVIDUAL CONSULTATION SUBMISSION

Firearms Amendment
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LOCATION
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shooter ,NW Pistol club shooter and
Hunter
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Submission summary
Overall, this submission supports 11 amendments, opposes 6, is unsure about 4, and records no comment
on 0.

11
SUPPORT

6
OPPOSE

4
UNSURE

0
NO COMMENT

1 OPPOSE 2 SUPPORT 3 SUPPORT

4 SUPPORT 5 SUPPORT 6 SUPPORT

7 OPPOSE 8 UNSURE 9 SUPPORT

10 UNSURE 11 OPPOSE 12 UNSURE

13 UNSURE 14 SUPPORT 15 SUPPORT

16 OPPOSE 17 OPPOSE 18 OPPOSE

19 SUPPORT 20 SUPPORT 21 SUPPORT
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AMENDMENT 1

Reclassification of straight-pull and button/lever-release centre-
fire rifles and shotguns, including lever-action shotguns

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Some firearm owners consider the practical rate of fire between conventional bolt-action and straight-pull manually
operated firearms to be broadly comparable, and may question whether any difference is sufficient to justify
reclassification.

Suggested alternatives
Stronger storage requirements.
More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

AMENDMENT 2

Australian citizenship as the default firearms-licensing
requirement

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Defined exemptions may preserve access for specific employment or primary-production needs.

AMENDMENT 3

Restriction on on-lending firearms
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It keeps the registered owner closer to the person actually possessing the firearm.
It may reduce confusion about where a firearm is located.
It may reduce the chance of loss, misplacement or unauthorised possession.

AMENDMENT 4

Verification of borrower licence and storage
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It promotes responsible lending and lawful storage.
Clear definitions may improve consistency and support the National Firearms Register.

AMENDMENT 5

Nationally consistent firearm terminology
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Consistent terminology may improve interstate data sharing and administration.
Modern definitions can reduce confusion.
Alignment may assist implementation of the National Firearms Register.

8/6/26, 1:43 PM Firearms Amendment Submission
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AMENDMENT 6

Clarification of firearm and firearm-part definitions
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Clear definitions can close genuine loopholes involving incomplete or disassembled firearms.
Clarity may improve enforcement and reduce inconsistent interpretation.
Modern definitions can better reflect contemporary manufacturing and technology.

AMENDMENT 7

Notification of storage away from the owner’s residence
OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
A 24-hour threshold may be impractical for hunting trips, competitions, work, repairs or emergencies.
The rule should focus on the primary storage location rather than brief lawful travel.

Suggested alternatives
More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

AMENDMENT 8

Notification before changing residential address
UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure
I need more evidence or detail before deciding.
The practical effect on lawful owners is not yet clear.

AMENDMENT 9

Expanded authority for firearms dealer employees
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Licensed and vetted employees could handle routine transactions.

AMENDMENT 10

Seven-day Tasmanian licence application for new interstate
residents

UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure
I need more evidence or detail before deciding.
The practical effect on lawful owners is not yet clear.

AMENDMENT 11

Advance notice of changes in personal particulars
OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Many personal changes are not known seven days in advance.
An 'as soon as practicable' option should apply to unplanned changes.
Technical noncompliance should not attract disproportionate penalties.

8/6/26, 1:43 PM Firearms Amendment Submission
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AMENDMENT 12

Production of firearms for police inspection
UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure
I need more evidence or detail before deciding.
The practical effect on lawful owners is not yet clear.

AMENDMENT 13

Possession of stolen firearms offence and penalty
UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure
I need more evidence or detail before deciding.
The transition, exemption or enforcement arrangements require clarification.

AMENDMENT 14

Alternative conviction for possession of stolen firearms
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It may avoid a complete acquittal where serious proven conduct falls short of trafficking.
Alternative verdicts can improve court efficiency.

AMENDMENT 15

Summary trial option for unlawful firearms trafficking
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Consent from both parties protects choice of forum.
Suitable cases may be resolved more quickly and efficiently.
It may reduce higher-court delay and cost.

AMENDMENT 16

New summary offence of stealing a firearm or firearm part
OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The relationship between the summary offence and indictable crime must be clear.
Serious thefts should not be inappropriately downgraded.

AMENDMENT 17

Expansion of firearm prohibition orders
OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The definition of firearm part must be precise and proportionate.
Orders should remain reviewable and based on evidence of risk.
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AMENDMENT 18

Magazine ammunition-capacity limits for Category A and B
firearms

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The government should publish evidence linking affected magazine capacities to Tasmanian crime risk.
The proposal may impose costs on sporting shooters, hunters and primary producers.
Capacity rules must address fixed magazines, tubular magazines and lawful competition use clearly.

AMENDMENT 19

Updated identification requirements for licence applications
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Removing repealed references is necessary for clear administration.
Modern identity standards may reduce fraud.
Applicants benefit from a clear list of acceptable documents.

AMENDMENT 20

Three-month mandatory minimum imprisonment for stolen-
firearm offences

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Stealing or knowingly possessing a stolen firearm is serious and creates community risk.
A minimum sentence may express strong denunciation and provide consistency.

AMENDMENT 21

Electronic firearms dealer record keeping
SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Electronic records may improve accuracy, searchability and reporting.
It can reduce duplication and administrative burden.
Digital records support timely National Firearms Register updates.

Further suggestions

Modernise firearm storage laws, including clearer requirements for anchoring safes and preventing whole-safe
theft.

Publish the evidence relied upon for each firearm reclassification and explain the expected public-safety benefit.

Increase penalties for stealing firearms or assisting firearm theft.

Increase resources for investigating illegal firearm trafficking and unlawful possession.

Introduce enhanced storage requirements for larger firearm collections.

Focus future reforms on reducing theft, unlawful possession and criminal misuse while minimising unnecessary
impacts on people already complying with the law.
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Closing comments

I support amendments that have a demonstrated and proportionate public-safety benefit, but I do not support
changes based primarily on optics, political pressure or unsupported assumptions.
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 5 August 2026 3:47 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Feedback on Firearms Amendment Bill 2026 

[You don't o
en get email from  Learn why this is important at 

h ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden'fica'on ] 

 

Sir, 

 

As a white australian born in this great country, I wish to put forward my disagreement to proposed changes in the 

Firearms Act 1996. 

I have always been the owner of firearms, many different types and calibers. 

As a youth I would shoot bunnies with my old man at a friends property, as a parent I taught my son to shoot and all 

safety procedures. 

When licenses became required, we followed the law and did the safety course, joined the gun club and became 

members of the Spor'ng Shooters Associa'on Australia (SSAA). 

My boy joined the military and shot all the guns he wanted to, I s'll have a couple that are used when I go to my 

mates farm and help cull some pigs. 

My point is, we law abiding ci'zens who follow the rules, are responsible owners and use our weapons purely for 

feral animals and do not need more governance. 

The current regula'ons seem to be working fine (sic) and the proposed changes feel a lot like more government 

control / regula'on. 

There will always be the bad people who take advantage (of anything) and push boundary”s but that does not mean 

ordinary ci'zens need more restric'ons. 

I am a senior ci'zen (re'red) and this is one of the few spor'ng outlets I s'll have, I sincerely hope you consider this 

with some clarity. 

 

Regards, 
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From:

Sent: Monday, 3 August 2026 8:32 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: National Firearms agreement changes

These are some changes I support 

 

Stronger penalties for stealing firearms 

 

Stronger penalties and mandatory minimums for possessing stolen firearms 

 

Laws that actually target criminals and terrorists 

 

These are changes I strongly oppose  

 

Reclassifying straight-pull and lever/button-release centre-fire rifles and shotguns to Category C 

 

New detachable magazine limits on Category A and B firearms 

 

Restrictive lending rules that require National Firearms Register verification 

 

24-hour notification if a firearm is stored away from the registered address 

 

Cutting the interstate Category A/B transfer window from three months to seven days 

 

Expanding inspection powers to anyone in possession of a firearm 

 

National Firearms Register real-time notification and verification rules 

 

Continued reliance on broad Commissioner exemptions instead of clear legislation 

 

These are my reasons for the opposition of the changes.  

 

Straight-pull and lever/button-release firearms are practical for hunting and pest control. No 

Tasmanian evidence shows they are a public safety risk when held by licensed people. 

 

 

Many straight-pull rifles are historical with limited capacity. 

Reclassifying them destroys irreplaceable firearms. 

 

 

New magazine limits on Category A and B have no proven safety benefit, Criminals ignore magazine 

rules. 
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Tasmania should recognise equivalent overseas licences to support regional tourism and hunting. 

 

Lending between two licensed people should not need NFR checks. 

 

The 24-hour storage rule is impractical for multi-day pest control and farm work. 

 

 

The National Firearms Register creates a high-value target for hackers after major Australian data 

breaches. 

 

Suppressors are occupational health and safety equipment, not silent weapons. 
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From:

Sent: Friday, 31 July 2026 2:29 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearm Consultation

 

Given that we have repeatedly seen both Police and Public Servants illegally access various official 

databases for non duty/personal or corrupt reasons, making the Tasmanian database connect to the national 

database exposes Tasmanian firearm owners not just to any iimproper actions of Tasmanian officials and 

Police, but to similar actions by any Australian firearms officials or Police – this is a significant increase in 

the risk of compromise. 

As such a new offence along the lines of "Illegal/Improper Access to a Firearms Database by an Official" 

that carries a mandatory minimum jail sentence of 3 months and would scale if the data is passed to others, 

should be created and the Tasmanian database should only be connected to states or territories that have a 

similar offence on the books, otherwise we are creating a valuable shopping list for criminals without any 

credible deterrent to the less ethical members of the Police and Public Service, that unfortunately we know 

exist. 

 

Also, in light of the fact that every state is now running their own set of firearm laws with no uniformity, it 

is time for Tasmania to drop the fiction that there is in fact a national firearms agreement, there is no 

agreement and nothing about firearms is national, so we should not be influenced by either the Federal Govt 

or any other state in what laws we implement here. 
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From:

Sent: Sunday, 2 August 2026 4:01 AM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearm Submission

Yep,   

 

I want this firearm Submission amended ASAP. 
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From:

Sent: Tuesday, 21 July 2026 10:12 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Amendments to the Firearms act 1996. 

[You don't o
en get email from  Learn why this is important at 

h�ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden%fica%on ] 

 

To who this may concern, 

 

I’m a registered firearms owner and I live in Tasmania, I’ve read through the amendment to the Firearms Act 1996 

and my main concern for a Na%onal Firearms Registry is security. 

 

What happens if there is a breach of the registry and my informa%on aswell as how many guns are registered at my 

address is sold on the black market. 

That informa%on in the wrong hands puts me and my family at risk. Even if we have correct storage and security on 

gun safes. That’s not going to stop criminals as seen lately in Cole’s Bay. 

 

Regards a very concerned gun owner 

 

 

 

 

Sent from my iPhone 
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From:

Sent: Friday, 7 August 2026 11:33 AM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support;

Subject: Firearms amendment Act 2026

[You don't o
en get email fro . Learn why this is important at 

h�ps://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIden#fica#on ] 

 

To Who it may concern 

 

S16 (3) 

 

as a permanent ci#zen (from the united kingdom)74 years and a licence holder approximately 40 years 

 

(a) (ii) 

 

why am i been discriminated as only New Zealand ci#zen who is a permanent resident of Australia  is covered 

 

should include Commonwealth countries 

 

I worked for a Federal Government iden#ty un#l it was priva#zed for approximately 20 years, 33-35 years total 

 

i served in the military as a conscript for the Vietnam war. 

subsequently i thought i was an Australian ci#zen as far as i remember you had to be an Australian ci#zen to be 

Conscripted 

 

i have voted in state and federal elec#ons since approximately 1970-1972 

 

(4) 

 

whilst this sec#on gives the Commissioner power to accept an applica#on for renewal Subsec#on (3)(a) 

 

the commissioner  could also reject it 

 

I Believe there are many Australian ci#zens who shouldn't have firearms and these proposed changes will not stop  

the criminals from obtaining firearms 

 

regards 

 

 

7/08/26 
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From:

Sent: Saturday, 1 August 2026 12:44 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearm amendment Bill ( opposed )

 

To whom this may concern 

 

I am writing this response to the proposed firearms amendment Bill to oppose the Bill, this Bill will 

not only affect LAW-ABIDING firearm owners across Tasmania but will also have a monumental 

negative impact environmentally as well, mainly with feral wildlife wreaking havoc to both natural and 

native habitats, farm land and even to local wildlife populations. With the pressures of costs sky-

rocketing at every turn it makes sense to have even more law abiding firearm owners protecting the 

Tasmanian native habitat and local wildlife instead of relying on a selected number of professional 

shooters that cannot keep up with feral animal pollution numbers to begin with, as the saying goes 

'many hands make light work'. Having the ability to be able to go out and legally hunt with my kids no 

only helps keep feral and invasive species at controlled numbers but it also gives them the chance to 

learn how to respect and safely handle a firearm so they know its not a toy but a tool and a big 

responsibility to have. Recreational hunting has been one of Australia's biggest pasttimes and as my 

dad tought me like his dad before him i would like the opportunity for generations to go hunting with 

my family and grand kids when i am older. This will also have an impact on professional shooters and 

the competitive sport shooting industry aswell, as being a competitive shooter myself I require 

multiple firearms for different divisions, backups in case of malfunctions during tournaments and so 

forth. 

 

Lastly, I do not think that punishing law abiding firearm owners is the way forward, since Port Arthur 

tasmania has the strongest firearm laws the world, we comply with all the laws retaining to the safe 

handling and use of a firearm all the way to the the correct storage and transport of a firearm. Laws 

need to be tougher for people who BREAK the law and steel, shoot or do worse with a firearm as they 

are the ones who are not following the law. It is also my opinion that anyone who wishes to hold a 

firearms licence in Australia, tasmania needs to be an Australian citizen for atleast 5 years  

 

I wish to remain confidential as I am a law abiding firearm owner and do not want strangers who i 

dont know to know I have firearms at the risk of being attacked in my home by criminals.  
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Submission to:  
 
Consultation on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 
 

To whom it may concern: 
 
We are landowners in . We have been living here for 5 years, and 
we are concerned about the use of firearms in our community. We do not own any firearms, 
but some landowners around us do. 
 
We have observed on several occasions people discharging weapons on a public road from 
their vehicles, spotlighting and shooting into private property. We have also observed illegal 
spotlighting on private property near the road, and within 250 metres of dwellings. We have 
reported these incidents to the Police and SMS Council.  
 
Our position is that there are too many guns in the Tasmanian community, and we are very 
disappointed to see that the Tasmanian government does not support any limit on the 
number of firearms a person can own. We understand that primary producers require a 
variety of weapons to deal with pests and livestock issues. However, we can see no 
justification for anyone to own 10 or more firearms unless they are licensed dealers or 
licensed collectors.  
 
It seems logical that the greater the number of firearms in a community, the greater the 
chance of misuse of the sort that we witness quite regularly on our road. Furthermore, the 
greater the chance that firearms will migrate from legal ownership into the hands of 
criminals. This was the case in the recent incident in Coles Bay where 15 firearms were 
stolen. The danger that this poses to the community would clearly be reduced if the victim 
of that crime had owned only one or two guns, rather than 15.  
 
Tasmanians deserve to feel safe in their own communities. We applaud the new restrictions 
in the proposed legislation which will tighten up laws around selling, purchasing and owning 
firearms. We can only hope that future amendments will include restrictions on the number 
of firearms any individual can possess.  
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From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 8:11 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Response to proposed Firearms Amendment Bill 2026 

To whom it may concern 

 

I am currently reapplying for my gun licence and looking forward to recommencing hun�ng and target-shoo�ng. 

 

As a member of the SSAA, I have been informed that there are proposed changes to Tasmanian gun laws. 

 

I am happy for any changes to Tasmanian gun laws that result in harsher penal�es for criminals who steal from 

firearms owners or who are in possession of illegal, stolen or unregistered firearms and ammuni�on. 

 

To summarise, I support 

•  Stronger penal�es for stealing firearms 

•  Stronger penal�es and mandatory minimum sentences for possessing stolen firearms 

•  Laws that actually target criminals and terrorists 

 

I oppose 

•  Reclassifying straight-pull and lever/bu%on-release centre-fire rifles and shotguns to Category C 

•  New detachable magazine limits on Category A and B firearms 

•  Making Australian ci�zenship the default for a firearms licence 

•  Restric�ve lending rules that require Na�onal Firearms Register verifica�on 

•  24-hour no�fica�on if a firearm is stored away from the registered address 

•  Cu0ng the interstate Category A/B transfer window from three months to seven days 

•  Expanding inspec�on powers to anyone in possession of a firearm 

•  Na�onal Firearms Register real-�me no�fica�on and verifica�on rules 

•  Con�nued reliance on broad Commissioner exemp�ons instead of clear legisla�on 

 

The key reasons for my opinions are as follows: 

•  Straight-pull and lever/bu%on-release firearms are prac�cal for hun�ng and pest control.  There is no evidence to 

indicate that they are a public safety risk when held by licensed people. 

•  Many straight-pull rifles are historical, with limited capacity.  Reclassifying them would destroy irreplaceable 

firearms. 

•  New magazine limits on Category A and B have no proven safety benefit – let’s face it, criminals “ignore” 

magazine rules. 

•  Ci�zenship as the default creates unnecessary barriers and human-rights issues. 

•  By recognising equivalent overseas licences, regional hun�ng tourism could be encouraged/supported. 

•  Lending between two licensed people should not need NFR checks. 

•  The 24-hour storage rule is imprac�cal for mul�-day pest control and farm work. 

•  Given recent, major Australian data breaches, and the certainty that it will happen again, the Na�onal Firearms 

Register poses a high-value target for hackers. 

•  Suppressors are occupa�onal health and safety equipment - not silent weapons. 

 

Thank you for your considera�on of my opinions. 

 

 

Yours sincerely, 
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From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 8:53 PM

To: firearms.amendment@police.tas.gov.au; Submissions.Strategy.Support

Cc:

Subject: Serious Concerns and Opposition to the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 

2026

To whom it may concern. 
 
 

My name is , and I am writing to formally lodge my opposition to several key 
provisions outlined in the draft Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026.  
 

I am a law-abiding licensed firearm owner now residing in  Tasmania. I have literally 
grown up around farming and firearms. For me, and many families like mine, firearms are not just 
equipment; some are historical, generational pieces handed down through family lines. I currently 
hold and preserve firearms that belonged to my now deceased grandfather who used to hunt with 
them as a boy and continued to with myself during our farming background before his passing. I 

continue to use these firearms from time to time as a reminder of their and our heritage, the old 
times, and the strong family memories they hold between him and I. With this in mind, I strongly 
oppose any measures that would force me to hand in, destroy, or decommission these safe, 
treasured family heirlooms. 

Furthermore, as an active recreational hunter, I regularly travel locally and interstate for hunting 
trips. Different states have entirely different legal requirements regarding game management, 
caliber restrictions, and target sizing. Because of this, I have developed a diverse, specialized 
collection over my life tailored to entirely different types of hunting environments and interstate 
regulations. A "one-size-fits-all" approach does not work. Implementing low, arbitrary numbers 
caps is completely unrealistic, fails to account for the realities of interstate hunting, and directly 
discriminates against legitimate sport participants. 

I urge the government to consider the following highly critical points regarding this draft 
legislation: 

1. Management and System Failures, Not Licensing Flaws 
Recent tragic events highlighted a clear lack of effort and oversight from a management point of 
view within the current system. The authorities already possessed the administrative power and 
information required to pull those firearms out of risky environments prior to those events 
occurring—even if needed during an investigation stage. It is a failure of system management, not 
a failure of the rules governing law-abiding licensees. 

2. No Structural Changes to Straight-Pull and Lever-Release Firearms 
The regulatory system addressed straight-pull and lever-release firearms when they first entered 
the market years ago and appropriately established their categories. Absolutely nothing has 
changed regarding how these mechanical systems function. It is the system’s job to monitor and 
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control those items from falling into the wrong hands. Licensed owners are assessed and should 
be controlled—not the arms. 

3. Unrealistic Moving Notifications and Reliable Storage 
Like many participants, I regularly take extended trips, weekend getaways, and interstate travel for 
my hunting activities. Forcing owners to send in notification paperwork to TASPOL every single 
time a firearm leaves its primary storage for a trip is completely unworkable for both myself and 
the administration system itself. We already have means of control already around storage and 
we will continue to abide by those measures. I am more than happy as always to have regular 
inspections of these controls both at home and even on the move for my activities. 

4. Flawed Targets and Media Narrative Posturing 
While I strongly agree with far more serious, punitive actions toward individuals caught with illegal 
or stolen firearms, I strongly reject the Police Commissioner's public recommendations for forced 
volume reductions. It signals that the department is struggling to keep up with its data tracking, 
which is an internal management problem they need to solve and grow through—not a 
justification to restrict and discriminate against us as owners. I would also oppose any drastic 
increase in licence pricing to try and price us out of being firearm owners. 

Furthermore, the sudden, excessive wave of public media postings highlighting firearm arrests 
and minor storage complaints feels like a coordinated attempt to build political traction for further 
controls, rather than a heartfelt effort to build genuine community awareness. In this day and age, 
the department could simply host a series of brief firearm safety educational videos on the 
Tasmania Police website for owners to use to brush up on safety, rather than relying on the near-
weekly negative posts that have magically started appearing around firearms since discussions 
began. 

5. Lack of Public Transparency and the Vehicle Analogy 
There is a massive failure in educating the public on the exhausting, high standards and vetting 
processes that licensed firearm owners already go through. We have a high standard to adhere to 
and also as someone who grew up around arms, the licensed ones aren't the people to be scared 
of nor the arms. A motor vehicle is just as deadly in the wrong hands, yet the government does not 
implement arbitrary ownership caps or transport notifications on cars to resolve criminal driving 
behavior. 

Conclusion and Requested Action 
Firearms policy must remain strictly evidence-based. The state should focus heavily on punishing 
criminals and fixing internal agency information-sharing gaps, rather than passing the buck to the 
most heavily scrutinized, law-abiding demographic in Tasmania. 

I request a formal written response acknowledging receipt of this submission and detailing how 
these personal impacts will be addressed before any legislation proceeds to Parliament. 

Yours sincerely, 
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Sent from my Galaxy 
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From:

Sent: Sunday, 12 July 2026 7:14 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

 

Dear Minister and Consultation Team, 

 

As a law-abiding firearm owner and a member of the Sporting Shooters’ Association of Australia 

(SSAA), I am writing to provide my feedback on the draft Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 

2026.I support practical, evidence-based measures that target criminals, deter illegal firearm theft, 

and improve community safety without penalizing legitimate, licensed licence holders. To this end, I 

support the introduction of tougher penalties and mandatory sentences for individuals who steal or 

unlawfully possess stolen firearms. However, I hold significant concerns regarding several other 

aspects of the proposed legislation. 

 

Firearm Reclassifications, I strongly oppose the unnecessary reclassification of certain rifles and 

shotguns. Any changes to category classifications must be thoroughly justified by evidence, rather 

than reacting to political pressures. 

 

Government Opposition to Firearm Ownership Caps, I support the current draft omitting arbitrary 

caps on the number of firearms a licensed individual can own. Implementing ownership caps serves 

no genuine community safety purpose and unfairly targets dedicated target shooters, hunters, and 

collectors. New legislation should focus resources on the illegal black market, intelligence sharing, 

and enforcing existing laws against offenders, rather than creating unnecessary bureaucratic 

burdens and financial distress for responsible licence holders. Thank you for the opportunity to have 

my say on these important reforms. I urge the government to listen to the concerns of everyday 

Tasmanian shooters and ensure our sport and heritage are protected. 

 

Yours sincerely, 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Submission summary
Overall, this submission supports 11 amendments, opposes 9, is unsure about 1,
and records no comment on 0.

11
SUPPORT

9
OPPOSE

1
UNSURE

0
NO COMMENT

1 OPPOSE 2 OPPOSE 3 OPPOSE

4 OPPOSE 5 SUPPORT 6 UNSURE

7 OPPOSE 8 SUPPORT 9 SUPPORT

10 OPPOSE 11 OPPOSE 12 SUPPORT

13 SUPPORT 14 SUPPORT 15 SUPPORT

16 OPPOSE 17 SUPPORT 18 OPPOSE

19 SUPPORT 20 SUPPORT 21 SUPPORT





AMENDMENT 1

Reclassification of straight-pull and button/lever-
release centre-fire rifles and shotguns, including
lever-action shotguns

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Classification should be based on evidence rather than appearance, public reaction to
specific events, or theoretical differences in cycling speed.
Some firearm owners consider the practical rate of fire between conventional bolt-action
and straight-pull manually operated firearms to be broadly comparable, and may question
whether any difference is sufficient to justify reclassification.
Category C access is significantly more restricted and the proposal could prevent ordinary
licence holders from continuing to own firearms that may have substantial financial or
sentimental value.
Strengthened storage requirements, theft-prevention measures and enforcement against
unlawful possession may have a greater impact on public safety than reclassification
alone.
The proposal may impose substantial cost on lawful owners without a demonstrated
public-safety benefit proportionate to that impact.

Suggested alternatives
More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

AMENDMENT 2

Australian citizenship as the default firearms-
licensing requirement

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Citizenship is not necessarily a measure of a person's character, safety or suitability.
Permanent residents can have longstanding community, employment and family ties.
Existing fit-and-proper-person, background-check and genuine-reason tests may already
address risk.



AMENDMENT 3

Restriction on on-lending firearms OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Legitimate club, farm or family arrangements may sometimes involve practical transfers
between licensed people.
A notification or written-record requirement could achieve traceability without a complete
ban.

AMENDMENT 4

Verification of borrower licence and storage OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The law should clearly state what steps count as reasonable verification.
Ordinary licence holders may not have reliable access to current licence-status
information.
A lender should not be exposed to liability for information they could not reasonably verify.
The government should provide a simple official verification system before imposing the
duty.

AMENDMENT 5

Nationally consistent firearm terminology SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Consistent terminology may improve interstate data sharing and administration.

AMENDMENT 6

Clarification of firearm and firearm-part
definitions

UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure
I need more evidence or detail before deciding.



AMENDMENT 7

Notification of storage away from the owner’s
residence

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
A 24-hour threshold may be impractical for hunting trips, competitions, work, repairs or
emergencies.
The rule should focus on the primary storage location rather than brief lawful travel.
An easy online notification process and emergency exceptions are essential.
Repeated notifications may create administrative burden without improving physical
security.

AMENDMENT 8

Notification before changing residential address SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Advance notice may help keep licence and storage-location records accurate.
The 'as soon as practicable' exception recognises unexpected moves.

AMENDMENT 9

Expanded authority for firearms dealer employees SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It may improve practical business operation and staffing flexibility.

AMENDMENT 10

Seven-day Tasmanian licence application for new
interstate residents

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Seven days is very short during a household move and may be difficult where documents
or appointments are unavailable.
Interstate licences should remain recognised while a timely Tasmanian application is
processed.



AMENDMENT 11

Advance notice of changes in personal particulars OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
Many personal changes are not known seven days in advance.
An 'as soon as practicable' option should apply to unplanned changes.

AMENDMENT 12

Production of firearms for police inspection SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It prevents the inspection power being defeated merely because the owner is absent.
The rule reflects that a borrower has physical control of the firearm.

AMENDMENT 13

Possession of stolen firearms offence and penalty SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Stolen firearms present a serious public-safety risk and stronger penalties may be
justified.
The change targets unlawful possession rather than licensed ownership.

AMENDMENT 14

Alternative conviction for possession of stolen
firearms

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
It may avoid a complete acquittal where serious proven conduct falls short of trafficking.

AMENDMENT 15

Summary trial option for unlawful firearms
trafficking

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Suitable cases may be resolved more quickly and efficiently.



AMENDMENT 16

New summary offence of stealing a firearm or
firearm part

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The relationship between the summary offence and indictable crime must be clear.
Serious thefts should not be inappropriately downgraded.
Penalty levels should reflect culpability and actual risk.

AMENDMENT 17

Expansion of firearm prohibition orders SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
A prohibition order may be ineffective if the person can lawfully possess ammunition or
critical parts.
The expansion may close practical gaps in risk management.
It aligns the restriction with the purpose of preventing firearm access.

AMENDMENT 18

Magazine ammunition-capacity limits for Category
A and B firearms

OPPOSE

Concerns that have been raised
The government should publish evidence linking affected magazine capacities to
Tasmanian crime risk.
Limits may have little effect on criminals using stolen or prohibited firearms.
The proposal may impose costs on sporting shooters, hunters and primary producers.
Secure storage and theft prevention may better address diversion risk.

AMENDMENT 19

Updated identification requirements for licence
applications

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Modern identity standards may reduce fraud.
Applicants benefit from a clear list of acceptable documents.



AMENDMENT 20

Three-month mandatory minimum imprisonment
for stolen-firearm offences

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Stealing or knowingly possessing a stolen firearm is serious and creates community risk.
A minimum sentence may express strong denunciation and provide consistency.
The measure is directed at criminal firearm diversion.

AMENDMENT 21

Electronic firearms dealer record keeping SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
Electronic records may improve accuracy, searchability and reporting.
It can reduce duplication and administrative burden.
Digital records support timely National Firearms Register updates.

Further suggestions
Require all firearm safes to be securely affixed to the floor and/or wall.

Modernise firearm storage laws, including clearer requirements for anchoring safes and
preventing whole-safe theft.

Publish the evidence relied upon for each firearm reclassification and explain the
expected public-safety benefit.

Closing comments
Some amendments may make a real difference to community safety, while others may
unfairly affect lawful owners without a demonstrated reduction in risk.
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From:

Sent: Sunday, 26 July 2026 7:26 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Bill 26

[You don't o
en get email from  Learn why this is important at 
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New laws when needing to no'fy police when away hun'ng for more than 24h is ridiculous 



Submission to the Consultation on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) 
Bill 2026 

Introduction 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed Firearms 
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026. 

We are committed to the safe, lawful and responsible ownership and use of firearms. We 
are recreational hunters and primary producers and have a strong record of compliance 
with Tasmania's firearms laws. We support legislative reform where it demonstrably 
improves public safety, reduces criminal misuse of firearms and provides practical 
improvements to the administration of the Firearms Act. 

While we support many of the proposed amendments, we believe several proposals 
either lack an evidence-based justification, impose unreasonable administrative 
burdens on compliant firearms owners, or require further clarification before they can be 
fairly implemented. 

Our comments on each proposed amendment are provided below. 

 

Proposed Amendment 1 

Reclassification of straight-pull and button/lever release centre-fire rifles and 
shotguns to Category C 

Position: Oppose 

We do not support this amendment. 

While we acknowledge the Government's objective of improving public safety, we do not 
believe the available evidence or scientific analysis demonstrates that this class of 
firearms presents a greater risk than those currently available under Category A or B 
licensing.  

Legislation should be based on demonstrable evidence of risk rather than perceptions 
surrounding particular firearm platforms. We are unaware of evidence demonstrating 
that the proposed reclassification would have a measurable impact on criminal offending 
or community safety. 

We therefore do not support this amendment unless supporting evidence can be 
provided demonstrating the necessity and effectiveness of the proposed change. 

 

  



Proposed Amendment 2 

Australian citizenship requirement 

Position: Strongly Support with Amendment 

We support establishing Australian citizenship as the default eligibility requirement 
where appropriate. 

However, we recommend that consideration also be given to other non-citizens who may 
be legally living and working in Tasmania, particularly within the agricultural sector. 

Tasmania relies upon skilled workers from many countries, not solely New Zealand. 
Individuals who are lawfully residing and working in primary production should have an 
appropriate pathway to obtain a firearms licence where they meet all existing fit and 
proper person requirements. 

 

Proposed Amendment 3 

Restrictions on on-lending firearms 

Position: Support 

We support the proposed restriction preventing firearms being successively on-lent to 
additional parties. This should improve accountability and reduce opportunities for 
firearms to become misplaced. 

 

Proposed Amendment 4 

Verification of licence and storage 

Position: Support in Principle 

We agree that a person lending a firearm should verify that the borrower holds an 
appropriate firearms licence. 

However, the practical operation of this proposal requires further clarification. 

Specifically: 

• How is a firearm owner expected to verify that a licence remains current and valid?  

• Will an online verification system be available?  

• What level of verification satisfies the legal obligation?  

We also request clearer definitions of: 



• lend  

• borrow  

• on-lend  

• verify  

to ensure firearm owners clearly understand their obligations. 

 

Proposed Amendment 5 

National consistency of definitions 

Position: Support 

We support amendments that improve consistency between jurisdictions and reduce 
ambiguity in terminology. 

 

Proposed Amendment 6 

Clarification of firearm and firearm part definitions 

Position: Support 

We support clarification of these definitions where it improves legislative certainty. 

 

Proposed Amendment 7 

Notification of storage at another location for more than 24 hours 

Position: Oppose 

We believe this proposal is impractical and places an unnecessary administrative burden 
on lawful firearm owners. 

Many hunters and sporting shooters regularly travel throughout Tasmania and interstate 
for extended hunting trips, competitions or training. 

Requiring notification every time a firearm is stored away from the registered residential 
address for more than 24 hours is unrealistic and unlikely to improve public safety. 

The proposal would significantly increase administrative workload for both firearms 
owners and Tasmania Police without clear evidence of corresponding benefit. 

  



Proposed Amendment 8 

Notification of residential address changes 

Position: Oppose 

We support the requirement to notify changes of address. 

However, requiring notification at least 24 hours before the change occurs is unrealistic. 

Many people do not know exactly when settlement, tenancy or relocation arrangements 
will occur. 

The phrase "as soon as practicable" also requires definition to provide certainty for 
licence holders and consistency of enforcement. 

 

Proposed Amendment 9 

Dealer employee powers 

Position: Support 

No concerns with this amendment. 

 

Proposed Amendment 10 

Interstate residents applying for Tasmanian licences 

Position: Support with Amendment 

We support reducing unnecessary delays in transferring licences. 

However, seven days is insufficient for many people relocating to Tasmania. 

We recommend extending this period to 21 days, providing adequate time for individuals 
to establish residence while still ensuring timely licensing. 

 

Proposed Amendment 11 

Notification of changes in personal particulars 

Position: Require Clarification 

We are uncertain what constitutes "personal particulars." 

Further clarification is required regarding: 

• which changes must be notified;  



• whether all changes are reasonably capable of being known seven days 
beforehand; and  

• what exceptions apply where changes occur unexpectedly.  

 

Proposed Amendment 12 

Production of firearms by persons in possession 

Position: Require Clarification 

We request clarification regarding the meaning of "in possession." 

For example: 

Where a licensed firearm owner stores firearms securely in accordance with legislative 
requirements and is absent from the home, could another unlicensed resident be 
regarded as being "in possession" simply because they reside at the property? 

This appears capable of creating unintended consequences where the unlicensed 
person has neither access to nor control over the firearms. 

The legislation should clearly distinguish between: 

• physical possession;  

• legal possession; and  

• merely residing at premises where firearms are securely stored.  

 

Proposed Amendments 13–17 

Position: Support 

We support these amendments relating to stolen firearms, trafficking offences, summary 
offences and firearm prohibition orders. 

These measures appropriately focus on criminal misuse of firearms and strengthen 
enforcement against unlawful conduct. 

 

Proposed Amendment 18 

Magazine capacity limits 

Position: Unable to Support Without Further Detail 

The consultation material does not specify the proposed magazine capacity limits.  



Without this information it is difficult to properly assess the proposal. 

If restrictions are introduced, they should recognise that ten-round magazines are 
standard equipment for many Category A and B firearms. 

Any prescribed limits should therefore be no lower than ten rounds, unless supported by 
compelling evidence demonstrating a genuine public safety benefit. 

 

Proposed Amendment 19 

Updated identification requirements 

Position: Support 

We support updating legislative references provided the practical requirements are not 
more onerous than those currently applying. 

 

Proposed Amendment 20 

Mandatory minimum penalties 

Position: Support 

We support mandatory minimum penalties for theft and possession of stolen firearms. 

Firearm theft contributes directly to illegal firearm trafficking and criminal misuse. 

Indeed, consideration could be given to even stronger penalties given the significant 
community risk associated with stolen firearms. 

 

Proposed Amendment 21 

Electronic dealer record keeping 

Position: Support 

We support modernising dealer record keeping through electronic systems, particularly 
where this facilitates implementation of the National Firearms Register while maintaining 
appropriate security and audit requirements. 

 

Conclusion 

We support reforms that improve public safety, strengthen action against criminal 
misuse of firearms and enhance national consistency. We particularly support 



amendments directed at stolen firearms, trafficking offences, improved definitions and 
modernisation of dealer record keeping. 

However, several proposed amendments impose significant obligations on compliant 
firearms owners without sufficient evidence that they will improve community safety. We 
encourage the Government to ensure all legislative changes are evidence-based, 
practical to administer and proportionate to the risks they seek to address. 

We also recommend that a number of provisions be clarified before implementation to 
ensure firearms owners fully understand their legal obligations and to minimise the risk 
of unintended consequences. 

We thank the Government for the opportunity to provide this submission and would 
welcome the opportunity to discuss these matters further. 
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From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 8:29 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Consultation on the firearms amendment

I support 

• Stronger penalties for stealing firearms 

• Stronger penalties and mandatory minimums for possessing stolen firearms 

• Laws that actually target criminals and terrorists 

I oppose 

• Reclassifying straight-pull and lever/button-release centre-fire rifles and shotguns to Category C 

• New detachable magazine limits on Category A and B firearms 

• Making Australian citizenship the default for a firearms licence 

• Restrictive lending rules that require National Firearms Register verification 

• 24-hour notification if a firearm is stored away from the registered address 

• Cutting the interstate Category A/B transfer window from three months to seven days 

• Expanding inspection powers to anyone in possession of a firearm 

• National Firearms Register real-time notification and verification rules 

• Continued reliance on broad Commissioner exemptions instead of clear legislation 

Key reasons 

• Straight-pull and lever/button-release firearms are practical for hunting and pest control. No Tasmanian 

evidence shows they are a public safety risk when held by licensed people. 

• Many straight-pull rifles are historical with limited capacity. Reclassifying them destroys irreplaceable 

firearms. 

• New magazine limits on Category A and B have no proven safety benefit. Criminals ignore magazine 

rules. 

• Citizenship as the default creates unnecessary barriers and human-rights issues. 

• Tasmania should recognise equivalent overseas licences to support regional tourism and hunting. 

• Lending between two licensed people should not need NFR checks. 

• The 24-hour storage rule is impractical for multi-day pest control and farm work. 

• The National Firearms Register creates a high-value target for hackers after major Australian data 

breaches. 

• Suppressors are occupational health and safety equipment, not silent weapons. 

 

Thank you 
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 7:11 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Changes to Firearms Act 1996 - Reclassification/caps

Evening all   

I write to you on behalf of myself and multiple concerned older gentlemen unable to do an email 

submission.  

 

I have grown up around firearms  

, over the years I have handled all sorts of firearms and tasks, vermin control, target 

shooting, clay shooting, sport hunting, euthanization of sick and injured animals. so i have really 

covered all bases.  

Over the years i have filed many Permits to Acquire and Presented for many safe inspections 

faultlessly may I add, I have also had many interactions with members of the police force while 

undertaking crop protection or vermin control and never had a negative interaction and always been 

left with a fresh positive opinion of the force. 

 

I personally will be affected by this recategorization due to owning a straight-pull shotgun I use for 

culling wallabies while protecting  crops. 

Now my questions around this sector are 3 main concerns.  

 

Firstly, at what expense or more so whose expense will I be compensated for the loss of my  

shotgun? In an already struggling economy I fear the costs of such a project will greatly damage it 

even more, furthermore who decides the value of such an item? if they are to be recategorised the 

value will drop from the going rate of  to near nothing as no one will be able to secure a 

permit for a Category C and anyone with a Category C already meets there strict clause, i would be 

expected to be Compensated of my original purchase price  

  

Secondly this particular Firearm has had an undoubtedly increased in efficiency on culling jobs, one 

that without this firearm i will need to revisit my strategy or potentially just give up crop protection, 

which in turn will halve the farms output as previously seen prior to a newer strategy allowing 

collection of more wallabies per night then seen with other tactics. which brings me to a side note 

that i believe the hype and hysteria behind sound moderators (suppressors) has to be changed. I have

been lucky enough to have seen some used by permit holding citizens on mainland Trips, it's a simple 

item that would make pest control far more efficient and save the hearing of many licensed shooters. 

as Below a quote from  a New zealand university of which has studied the efficiency and potential 

dangers of Suppressors and found no negatives. They have been readily and easily accessible just 

like most firearm attachments since 1983 with many studies conducted to confirm that they have not 

affected crime rates. 

"There was no documented increase or notable change in firearm crimes when New Zealand 

legalized or left firearm suppressors (sound moderators) unrestricted. Suppressors have long been 

treated as standard, unregulated accessories rather than prohibited items, and criminological data 

does not link their availability to a rise in criminal use" - Edith Cowen University  
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Thirdly this point relates heavily with my above two points, if the decision is made to reclassify, work 

needs to be done to ensure that a category C firearm is more obtainable, i myself am in eligible as i 

work a day job and the farm after hours and of a weekend, why does my source of income determine 

what firearms i can have and not my genuine need or reasoning? This will need to be overhauled and 

completely redesigned to ensure that our main food providers can still access the tools to protect 

their crops and livelihood. I see no real clear way to do this without other legislation changes to either 

Category C licenses and cull permits or legalization of Suppressors. 

 

In regards to the Proposed Firearms caps I also see many problems around how this will be financed, 

enforced and work within our other laws. 

 

Firstly once again Financially anyone owning more than 10 firearms will be looking for compensation 

for lost firearms some of which in cases can be valued at over 10,000 Each in target shooting cases, 

once again a fair and even determination of the value of said firearms will be a very large 

logistical operation and cause a lot of upset through the community, put yourself in a firearms 

owners shoes and imagine that your beloved car you paid 10,000 for is to be repossessed for a crime 

that you did not commit and you'll be given $500 in compensation, just the financial loss to some 

people will be devastating.  

 

Secondly if the caps go ahead the firearm laws around what rifles can be used to shoot what vermin 

will have to be reassessed  all with dedicated jobs that the other 

couldn't do or isn't considered a legal and efficient calibre. example - deer must be shot with a 

cartridge of .243 or higher to ensure a clean non suffering kill.  

so that law alone means i need to have a large calibre rifle solely for deer in tasmania. There are 

multiple other laws alike that soon put 10 firearms very easily filled.  

 

Thirdly I think more work needs to be done to punish criminals and offenders to ensure firearm 

owners aren't targeted for robberies. I have heard of multiple times that peoples guns have been 

stolen all far to coincidentally close to safe inspections or PTAs being issued. I believe this needs to 

be assessed also. 

 

All in all I do agree with some changes in regards to licensing and genuine reasons, but i believe now 

is a good time to kill the negative cloud over suppressors, and think there's a lot more background 

work required before we start taking firearms of licensed owners due to the bad doing of domestic 

terrorists. 

 

Thank you for your time and I would appreciate a reply with any questions, counter arguments or 

plans moving forward to validate or confirm my thoughts and just general acceptance that you have 

received and read this email.  

 

Kind Regards 
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 2:13 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 

Submission at Strategy and Support 

Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management. 

Tasmania 

6th August 2026 

 

Submission Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026,  

 

Please do not publish my physical address. As a firearm owner, I do not want to be 

targeted by thieves. 

 

Much of what is proposed is a waste of time and resources; Police need to be out on the beat, so to speak, 

not checking on law abiding firearm owners. 

Everybody knows that the premise for these changes was not the fault of law-abiding firearm owners but the 

failure of Federal and Australia’s Security authorities. 

 

Improve Public Safety keeps being quoted as the reason for these changes. This old saying was promoted 

back 3 years ago as well; and is bound to be used again. 

If authorities want to seriously improve public safety, work out how to stop cars from being stolen. Stolen 

cars are almost always used in crime, to get to and leave the scene of the crime. 

Less stolen cars WILL improve public safety. They cause or contribute to more deaths in Australia than any 

other cause. 

 

And none of these actual firearm restrictions are backed by Evidence Based Statistics ! Calls for bans and 

restrictions by our Police Commissioner are not backed by evidence; they must be her personal opinion. We 

should not have Police who make our laws, as well as Police them. 
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Proposed Amendments listed. 

 

#1        Reclassification is wrong. If implemented, must include exemptions for various classes of users. 

Collectors cannot be restricted by arbitrary numbers; any maximum is unacceptable. Police already ensure 

that larger collection are secured by quality preventative measures including strong rooms, big safes, and 

monitored alarms. 

#2        Citizenship changes are welcomed.  

#3        Agree. 

#4        Agree 

#5        Agree 

#6        Agree 

#7        Agree 

#8        No. Wrong. Too much is going on at the time of moving. What was wrong with 14 days. Too much 

dictatorship by Police. 

#9        Agree   

#10      7 days is too short! Why the massive increase? Unless evidence can be provided, toss it. 3 months 

does seem too long to me. 

#11      What personal particulars? More details needed. Why before? 

#12      Agree   

#13      The sheet lacks detail. 

#14      Unsure! More detail needed! 

#15      Acceptable       

#16      OK I think? 

#17      OK 

#18      Which in particular? 

#19      OK 

#20      Is an appeal process available? Errors do occur. 

#21      More detail please? 
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OTHER MAJOR CONCERNS 

 

#Genuine collectors need to abide by the 4 criteria for buying more firearms. Collectors firearms form a 

large part of their investment strategy now and into retirement. Not because they go BANG. The 

workmanship of manufacture pre WW2 in particular, was very special and examples of them are sought 

after world wide. Excellent to mint examples bring big money worldwide. 

#Initially I will say that much of what is written in this draft does not affect me as I do not own straight pull 

and/or button/lever release rifles and shotguns. However, this draft throws a wide net and wrongly includes 

rifles which date back to the 1880’s. Many did not have detachable magazines, which of course was a 

feature of the firearms which the Bondi terrorists used to murder those innocents. The antique, vintage but 

collectible rifles were fed by 5 or 6 shot clips, also used in bolt action rifles of the era. You cannot buy the 

clips in retail shops now as they are obsolete, as is much of the ammunition.  

#Today, throughout the world, makers of high quality firearms such as Mauser and Blaser and many others, 

are tooling up to provide the high quality straight pull firearms to discerning hunting clients. Silver and gold 

filled engraved firearms embellish these works of art. Cat C now is a restrictive category which must be 

made available to other than culling hunters, to cater for law abiding citizens and their hobbies such as 

Collection. 

#It is proposed to limit magazine capacities for some Cat A and B firearms. I do not agree but I can see why 

you would want to limit some large detachable magazines for centrefire rifles.  

#Effectively banning the continued ownership of many firearms means financial loss for many as Gun 

Shops are not buying them. Many shops will not survive and staff are already being put off. Australians are 

just NOT buying firearms because of the fear that now permeates throughout Australia because of Federal 

and NSW deplorable unjust actions. No evidence supports these actions. 

#”At any reasonable time”      This phrase appears on the back of our firearm licences, dictating when Police 

may inspect firearms and security. I know of an example up our  from less than a decade ago, 

where at 9pm one night, a Police car entered a farmers property with flashing lights and siren activated. One 

unhappy farmer and family. This inspection time must be given much more thought. Random unannounced 

visits are illegal in states of Australia.  

#Firearms Services Australia wide will now have to vet future applications to purchase much more closely. 

More funding for Police must follow. 

#The mooted buy-back option where our Government buys back unwanted firearms, many owners fear that 

unfair values may be paid. Julie Shadbolt the then Mngr Firearms Services, was very generous with the 

values paid. 

And what is so infuriating is that everyone knows that Federal agencies, ASIO and Fireams Services in 

NSW were to blame for allowing the father and the other terrorist to obtain his gun licence, then several 

permits to acquire 6 firearms being for similar purposes. How come? 

WHY SHOULD ANY OF THIS INACTION BE ACCEPTED AS A VALID REASON TO NOW PUNISH 

LAW ABIDING FIREARM OWNERS. 
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Australia is not a Police State and freedom to pursue ones chosen hobbies must not be hindered if he/she is 

law abiding and obeys our laws. 

Yours Faithfully, 
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 9:49 AM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearm Amendment Bill 2026

I do not support laws that unfairly target thousands of responsible Tasmanians who already comply 

with tough firearm laws and restrictions.  

I oppose a compulsory buyback of lawfully owned firearms and oppose the reclassification of 

straight-pull and lever action firearms. 

I oppose limits placed on the total number of firearms licensed individual has. 

The Government should produce the evidence before imposing more restrictions on responsible 

Tasmanian firearm owners. 

 

Yours sincerely  

( licensed firearm owners) 
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From:

Sent: Wednesday, 5 August 2026 10:03 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms amendment 

To all concerned with the firearms amendment, 

 

Firstly I thank you for the opportunity to comment and give my personal thoughts on this subject. I have read the 

intended changes and whilst I agree with the majority (not all) of the proposed changes I strongly object to the re-

classifica%on of lever release and straight pull firearms. I personally own a lever release 12g shotgun and I can 

honestly say it’s not one of my favourite firearms but it is very useful to my needs and if it comes to it I would be very 

sad to see it go, just because it may have the ability to shoot rapidly dose not mean it is superior to other ac%on 

types of other firearms, its clunky, slow to reload and really given more credit than they deserve. In saying that it also

has its benefits as well in hun%ng situa%ons where mul%ple shots are required. Moving this type of firearm to 

category C doesn’t make sense as cat C holders have the opportunity to own semi automa%cs which would be more 

prac%cal for their needs. 

 

 Straight pull and lever release firearms should stay in Cat B, the trust given to firearms license holders to own these 

types of guns is no different to us owning, lever ac%on or under and over / side by side shot guns, rifles etc. 

 

I also strongly oppose firearms caps 

 

Thank you for the %me to read. 














