Subject: Re: Sentencing, Parole and Offences Involving Firearms in Tasmania
Good morning Felix

| support stronger measures targeting firearm-related crime through reforms to
sentencing, bail, and parole under the Criminal Code Act 1924, the Bail Act 1994, and
the Sentencing Act 1997.

Where a firearm is stolen, possessed knowing it to be stolen, or present or used in the
commission of any crime or offence, courts should be directed to give strong
consideration to imposing the maximum penalty available under the Criminal Code. In
addition, there should be a presumption of refusal of bail (or automatic show cause
requirement) for all such matters, ensuring offenders remain in custody pending
determination of the charges.

Parole eligibility for these offences should be strictly limited, with courts empowered
under the Sentencing Act 1997 (s17) to bar or extend non-parole periods.

Strongly encouraging the application of maximum penalties is more effective than
mandatory minimum sentences. This approach allows the judiciary to apply the full
force of the law while retaining appropriate discretion to account for genuine
differences in the circumstances of the offence and the offender. It drives sentencing
outcomes toward the upper end of the available range in nearly all firearms cases
without the rigidity of mandatory minimums, which can produce disproportionate
results, provoke unnecessary appeals, or lead to jury reluctance in borderline cases. In
practice, mandatory minimums are frequently negotiated around; a clear legislative
expectation that maximum penalties should be imposed where firearms are involved is
more effective at changing sentencing culture while preserving judicial independence
and public confidence.

These reforms would create a powerful deterrent. Offenders currently treat firearm theft
and armed crime as low-risk activities due to lenient outcomes, ready access to bail,
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and early release on parole. Refusal of bail removes immediate liberty, while the
consistent application of maximum penalties ensures substantial custodial time. This
significantly increases both the certainty and severity of consequences.

| urge the Government to implement these targeted reforms to sentencing, bail, and
parole to more effectively deter firearm-related offending in Tasmania.

The legislation is in place already. It simply requires effective enforcement and
application.

| am available to discuss this submission at your convenience.

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE AND DISCLAIMER

The information in this transmission may be confidential and/or protected by legal professional privilege, and is intended only for the person or persons to
whom it is addressed. If you are not such a person, you are warned that any disclosure, copying or dissemination of the information is unauthorised. If you
have received the transmission in error, please immediately contact this office by telephone, fax or email, to inform us of the error and to enable
arrangements to be made for the destruction of the transmission, or its return at our cost. No liability is accepted for any unauthorised use of the information
contained in this transmission.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Friday, August 7, 2026 6:39 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Amendment Bill (Miscellaneous)

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important
To Whom it may concern (All TASMANIANS)

| wholeheartedly believe in the below response from Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party Tasmania.

"Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party NSW, Victoria, Tasmania and WA
Licensed Status Exposes System Failure, Not a Need for Knee-Jerk Gun Laws

The Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party (SFF) says the response to the recent violent extremist
attack must focus on system failure, not scapegoating lawful firearm owners to cover government
inaction.

Yes, the offender was licensed - and that makes the failure more serious, not less.

Authorities had visibility. They had powers to monitor, suspend or revoke licences. Those powers
were not acted on as extremist behaviour escalated.

Licensing did not cause this attack. Extremism did.

This was not a gap in the law - it was a gap in intervention.

"This attack was driven by extremist ideology, not by firearms licensing," said Victorian SFF MLC Jeff
Bourman. "When radicalisation emerges, authorities must intervene early. Ignoring warning signs and
blaming the law after the fact is not public safety."

Existing firearms laws already allow authorities to act when warning signs emerge. If those
mechanisms had been used, this incident may have been prevented. The problem was not
permission - it was inaction.

"This was not a gap in Australia's firearms laws," said NSW SFF MLC Robert Borsak. "The powers
already exist. The failure was that they were not used."

Attempts to pivot toward firearm caps, category restrictions or Western Australia-style administrative
crackdowns distract from the realissue. This was a radicalisation and security failure, not a numbers
problem.

"Western Australia-style laws punish compliance without addressing violent extremism," said NSW
SFF MLC Mark Banasiak. "They may look tough, but they won't prevent attacks."

Australia already has some of the strictest firearms laws in the world. Further punishing compliant,
licensed firearm owners will not fix failures in intelligence, early intervention or enforcement.

"Lawful firearm owners should not be scapegoated to cover government failure," said Tasmanian SFF
MLA

Carlo Di Falco. "Punishing people who followed the law does nothing to improve public safety."

The Shooters, Fishers and Farmers Party supports strong action against violent extremism, proper
use of existing powers, and accountability where authorities failed to act. We do not support
symbolic lawmaking desighed to look tough while avoiding hard questions".
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Please carefully consider the ramifications law abiding citizens do not deserve with Firearms Caps or
reclassification due to someone else's negligence. Focus on the real failures of the existing process
and the impact of extremist ideology being flooded into our Australia.

Kind regards




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2026 8:01 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Amendment Bill 2026 (Miscellaneous) personal submission _

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
My name is_ & |l am a licenced firearm owner & user for many years.

| am a member of the SSAA & Shooters Union Australia & hunt on public & private land recreationally
through my assosciation with deers stalkers & like minded friends & aquaintences.

| am also an avid target shooter at ranges from 50m out too 800m at different SSAA ranges that permit
those distances.

| oppose any changes in Tasmania that aren’t going after criminals who target firearms owners or are
in possession of illegal, stolen or unregistered firearms and ammunition.

| support

e Stronger penalties for stealing firearms

e Stronger penalties and mandatory minimums for possessing stolen firearms
e Laws that actually target criminals and terrorists

| 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

e Making Australian citizenship the default for a firearms licence

¢ Restrictive lending rules that require National Firearms Register verification

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

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

e Expanding inspection powers to anyone in possession of a firearm

* National Firearms Register real-time notification and verification rules

e Continued reliance on broad Commissioner exemptions instead of clear legislation

Key reasons

e 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.

e Many straight-pullrifles 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.

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

e Tasmania should recognise equivalent overseas licences to support regional tourism and hunting.
¢ Lending between two licensed people should not need NFR checks.

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

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

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



If you require any further information | would be happy to provide any further clarification if you
require.

Regards



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Friday, August 7, 2026 10:23 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms consultation - Policy re airguns and antique fire arms

You don't often get email from ||| || | | [N Lo why this is important

Thankyou for the opportunity to have an input into the future firearms policy.
| do not wish to have my comments on the public record as | do not want to broadcast to criminals that | have a
firearm.

If the final policy is to include a cap then | would contend that air guns, antique arms that cannot be fired, and
flintlocks are not included in the cap.
Air guns are not firearms i.e., they do not use gunpowder and therefore should be treated as a different class of gun.

If there is to be consideration of a cap then it should be around 12 firearms and more for those that own property
i.e. 5 or greater hectares.

Regards,
]



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Tuesday, July 28, 2026 1:18 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Consultation on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

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

After reading through the upcoming amendments | can really only see one positive for firearm
owners . This is the greater penalties for firearm theft. Since firearm prohibitions started to be
imposed post 1996 firearms have become more desirable to criminal elements. Firearm owners have
become a target and should have been provided with greater protection a long time ago. The current
proposal does not go far enough , a 3 year sentence would be more suitable.

Stopping 3 party lending is also sensible .

Sadly, the rest of the proposals are nothing more than an attack on a group of people that largely are
one of the most responsible and law abiding groups in Australia, by nature, and by necessity.
Having to notify if storing away from your home address for more than 24 hours will be an
administration headache while being a hardship for owners who split their weekly places of abode .
Trips away to shooting events will be problematic .

The reclassification of straight pull, button release, and lever release firearms is a ridiculous knee
jerk reaction to the use of this type by religious extremists. They could well have used other firearms
with similar effect . To brand legitimate owners as potential terrorists by reclassification is un
Australian.

The extension magazine used on one of the terrorists firearms is illegal , as were the bombs that
fortunately did not explode. Legalisation failed to stop the terrorists from possession though ! It
should also be noted that some models of these type of firearms cannot ever be fitted with larger
magazines by the very nature of their construction so should not be reclassified. Especially
considering that this type of firearm is quite slow to reload once fully discharged.

Allin all the amendments are just another reprehensible attack on a group of people that have done
nothing wrong in this case and represents just further encircling prohibitions on a law abiding group
of Australians , many of whom have responsibly owned firearms for decades.

Itis hard to see how any right and fairing thinking person can support these further constrictions.




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: .

Sent: Tuesday, August 4, 2026 2:03 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Amendment Bill 2026 Feedback

You don't often get email from_ Learn why this is important
Hi,

| am writing to provide feedback on the proposed firearms amendment bill 2026. | am a firearms
owner in Tasmania and a responsible shooter. | strongly support measures that will improve firearms
safety across the community. To this point, the proposal to establish Australian citizenship prior to
becoming eligible for firearms licencing makes sense. Increased penalties for people found in
possession of stolen firearms, especially when they are used in conjunction with other criminal
activities makes sense. Ensuring that licence holders and their firearms are recorded on a national
firearms register makes sense.

What doesn't make sense is the restrictions on Tasmanian firearms owners that do not stem from any
evidence based safety agenda. These include the proposed reclassification of straight pull and
button release rifles. Do these rifles fire any faster than other, perfectly legal actions? A pump action,
lever action and short bolt action are all capable of similar fire rates. What is the justification behind
the restriction of select actions? There is zero safety benefit, yet the buyback will cost a significant
amount of taxpayer dollars.

Additionally, firearm legislation amendments do not occur often. This is an opportunity to align
Tasmania better with other states, and to allow the purchase of Australian made rifles. Schedule 1,
item 6 of the Firearms Act 1996 prohibits firearms that substantially duplicate IN APPEARANCE a
firearm referred to in item 1 (automatic firearms). Is a rifle that looks like an AR-15 more dangerous
than arifle that has a timber stock? The answer is simply "no". These appearance laws are
unnecessarily prohibitive and do not improve public safety. They prevent Tasmanians from
purchasing Australian made firearms because they "look scary", as determined by a panel. The
manufacturers impacted include Franklin Armory, Warwick Firearms, Australian Automatic Arms,
Lithgow, Southern Cross Small Arms, Wedgetail Industries and Enfield Arms among others. The
prohibited firearms are not more dangerous to use. They are banned because they LOOK more
dangerous. Meanwhile, firearms that have been, and are currently used by police and military forces
around the world have been assessed and deemed to not fall within the provision. It doesn't make
sense and it doesn't improve safety. The provision only hurts Australian industry and limits user
choice.

If amendments are being made to the Firearms Act, | implore the people responsible to make
informed, evidence based decisions, and to review Schedule 1, item 6 with the intent to remove it as

an unnecessary restriction.

Regards,



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2026 11:57 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearm Legislation

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

Towhom it may concern,

1, I'think Blaser R93 and R8 should remain as category B Firearm. As they can not be discharged any
quicker than a bolt action Firearm.

2, Ithink the proposed Jail Sentence for stealing Firearms is too lenient. It should be at least 6
months.

Best Regards,



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Thursday, August 6, 2026 9:16 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: firearms policy submission

[You don't often get email from | N L <21 why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

To whom it may concern,

First off, | support a lot of the proposed changes but object to the reclassification of lever and button release long
arms and especially straight pulls and also the call by some for a cap limit (didn’t the petition against that mean
anything)? Straight pull bolt action technology has been around since the 1890’s and require one hand to be
removed from the grip/trigger to operate so it is hardly a rapid fire firearm. Even WA with its repressive laws allow
straight pull shotguns as long as they have a capacity of no more than five rounds. If they do have to be reclassified
why not just put them in category B?

A lot of time, money and R&D has been done by manufacturers in this regard to comply with Australian laws,
now they find the goal posts have been moved again. Customs have already restricted their importation so the only
ones remaining are what is already in the country.

| generally don’t agree with mandatory sentencing but do agree with it in the case of stealing firearms, maybe
even extra prison time if a firearm is used in the commissioning of a crime. The part | DON”T agree with is possessing
a stolen firearm. This is too broad an interpretation. It should be “KNOWINGLY” in the possession of said firearm.
There is myriad of reasons for this. Two examples | can give are: 1 - A couple of years ago | was given an old Lee
Enfield found in a family estate. Rather than a piece of history being destroyed or ending up in a policeman’s
collection it was given to me. After my permit to acquire was approved | took it to a firearms dealer for registration,
they called Firearms Services to make sure it was not stolen, it was not, but if it was would | then have been sent to
prison for three months? 2 - A friend doing some home renovations once found a shotgun hidden in a wall cavity. He
handed it in under the firearms amnesty Tasmania operates, same thing, if it was stolen would he too have been
gaoled?

| have spoken to several serving police officers who all think our laws are strong enough already. They all agree
that going after licensed shooters is a waste of time and money. What concerns them are the illegal ones the idiots
are doing the shootings with and the manufacture of 3D firearms.

When all this started both Liberal and Labour had no intention of making major changes. No doubt Federal
pressure, blackmail and restricting of Federal funding coming into play here.

Only NSW and the ACT have agreed to Albo’s changes and WA going its own (wrong) way. We should be doing
the same as NT, QLD, VIC and SA.

Instead of using emotion, ideology, lies and misinformation by some police, politicians and the media how about
facts, evidence and some common sense instead?

Licensed owners already go head over heels to comply with regulations eg, storage requirements, TAFE course,
waiting periods, alarm systems where required, permits to acquire any firearm (not automatically guaranteed), club
attendance or hunting requirements, magazine and calibre restrictions to name a few.

Minister Ellis was correct for calling out the journalist who tried politicising the case at Coles Bay, instead he
copped flack for it. The morons who committed that crime had inside information and originally went to steal
money, the guns where a bonus.

These proposed changes will do nothing for public safety. The cost of all this could be better used where it really
would benefit the public like police intel on illegal guns, health and education etc.

The argument that there are more guns now than in 1996 is garbage considering how much the population has
increased. All it's really about is reducing firearm numbers. If this goes ahead, as | cynically suppose it will anyway,
most surrendered firearms (taxpayer funded confiscation) will be replaced with compliant ones anyway.

| highly recommend watching Shooters & Fishers Party member Mark Banasiak’s excellent speech in the NSW
parliament on firearms legislation amendments posted on Youtube recently.

Thank you for your time. Please don’t publish my name.
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Sincerely, |}



Firearms Amendment Bill 2026 Feedback

To Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management,

Thank you for the
opportunity to take part in feedback for the above Bill.

lam 100% in support of a National Firearms Registry and think this should have been
started back in 1996. A NFR provides much needed and easy access for Police to
determine if someone who has recently moved between States or Territories may have
firearms and what they are. It would also make it easier for someone applying for a
licence from another State or Territory, as Firearms Tasmania would already have
access to their firearms information. Hopefully this will work better then the current
system as | have seen the information on blue registration forms being changed when
getting re issued to existing or new owners of existing firearms (this included action
style, model and even calibre of the firearm being altered).

As to lever and button release rapid fire centrefire firearms, personally like semi auto
centrefires | do not see a need for these in sport or recreational hunting. Although it
should be pointed out that these firearms have been made available in Australia, not
because licence holders have directly imported these types of firearms, but because
firearms wholesalers have imported these types of firearms and because the Federal
Government approved these types of firearms for sale in Australia.

Like most licence holders | had assumed you already needed to be an Australian citizen
to hold a firearms licence (in some certain circumstances the Commissioner may have
used discretion to approve a non citizen). Also like most licence holders | had assumed
that before approving a firearms licence, background checks of non citizens would have
included ASIO, etc. (apparently this was a pretty glaring hole in the checks system).

| think firearms dealers having access to a system that provides up to the minute
verification of someone’s licence status is a very good idea.

As to talk around firearm limits on recreational hunter (as apparently farmers and
sporting shooters were to be exempt from these limits?), | strongly disagree with a limit
of 4 as this does not take into account the legal, ethical and expenditure requirements
of current Tasmanian laws regarding requirements of firearm type, calibre, energy, etc
for different animals, as stated in Game Tracks.

Should there be a limit?, | don’t think someone should be able to have tens of firearms
without some very defined, genuine and proven reasons for these sort of amounts and

there should be increased storage requirements applied in these circumstances.



As to firearm offences, | like the majority of licence holders do the right thing, but have
been forced yet again to pay the price for those who do not. Anyone licenced or
unlicenced who is in possession of stolen, unregistered or illegal firearms and
ammunition or using firearms to threaten or harass should be dealt with very harshly.
Currently anyone with a firearms licence who in advertently breaks law is viewed by the

Police and Media as more of a criminal then those who are deliberately breaking the
law.

Regards




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Wednesday, July 8, 2026 11:34 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms feed back

You don't often get email from|||| || . Lc2n why this is important
Hi

In relation to push button firearms why can’t we have a different category for it. Allowing farmers only
to access this type of gun, so itdoesn’t come under a semi-automatic license. Farmers that grow
grain crop and Poppies have big problems with bird control. Push button guns with multiple shots
allow the farmer to have a better chance of saving their crops with big bird flocks over only having
access to a single or two shot option.

Thank you




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Monday, July 6, 2026 8:43 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: firearms amendment feedback

Good morning

| am concerned about proposed changes to the firearms act, specifically the reclassification of straight
pull and button/lever release centre-fire rifles to category C license holders only.

Although | am not a current licensed firearm holder, | do intend to get back into sport shooting and find
straight pull rifles to be the best suited for sport shooting on a range and for pest control, allowing
quick succession of shots if the first does not immediately dispatch the animal. In fact, | would go so
far as to bring in an option for select fire semi-automatic rifles for this exact purpose.

If these types of rifles were reclassified, | believe there needs to an option for short shooters and
hunters to be able to more easily obtain a Cat C license.

Legal firearm owners and operators should not be punished for the crimes of a few people and | agree
there should be stronger penalties for offenders who obtain or use firearms illegally.

| would also like to see change to the use of supressors as these can enhance shooting experiences
by decreasing noise to the shooter and surrounding persons and animals. Although most shooters will
hunt on large isolated properties during the night time, the sound of a gun shot can echo for miles and
can startle animals (horses, sheep, cows etc) or far away neighbours. The use of a supressor would
eliminate this safety hazard for all involved.

| also do not support a cap on firearms numbers providing the licensed owner meets all storage
requirements for their guns.

| understand the concerns of police and some community members around the illegal use of firearms
but believe a crimal or person wanting to cause harm will find a way around the laws no matter what
changes are put into effect. This has been seen across the country where a large proportion of firearm
related offences occur through the illegal arms trade and fully compliant gun owners bear the brunt
because of a few.

The focus should always be on those who do the wrong thing, not those who comply with current
ownership conditions and now face even harder times to enjoy their sport they are passionate about.

Regards



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: -

Sent: Wednesday, August 5, 2026 10:24 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Consultation on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

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

Good morning,
| would like to have my submission included for serious and valid consideration in this Amendment.

| have personally had a Firearms Licence and owned registered Firearms since 1987 without one single adverse
incident, and used them for no other purpose than providing fresh highly nutritious food for myself, my family
and friends, and my dogs.

| especially require it moreso these days with my income being so restricted as an age pensioner alongside the
outrageous ever-increasing prices of meat at the butcher and supermarket being ~$50Kg and upwards, and the
hugely expensive dogfoods which just don't provide the same nourishment as fresh meat, organs and bones.
Another very valid and important point is that many people with Firearms Licences are keeping feral species
numbers down to stop them destroying what remains of our precious environment and spreading their diseases
to endangered native animals.

Firearms should not be off-handedly regarded as "prohibited or dangerous weapons", or those who own and
legitimately use them as all being potential criminals.

As the real, verifiable and overwhelming statistical numbers over hundreds of years show, this is simply just not
the case.

However, | am all for a voluntary buy-back of Firearms as was the case many years ago with semi-automatic
Firearms of which | was happy to voluntarily take part in because | just didn't see the need in having such a
Firearm for the type of hunting | have always taken part in from my childhood days.

Common sense and actual historical statistics must prevail over knee-jerk reactions to one-off shootings every
decade or three, mostly caused by the religious beliefs of people (who probably needed mental health or
financial support for everyday basic necessity living and hadn't been able to get it for whatever reason).

If anything, religions should be banned as they are the proven cause of almost all such incidences.

Deal with the cause, not the symptom.

Regards,

Sent with Proton Mail secure email.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Monday, August 3, 2026 9:00 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Amendments to the Firearms Safety Act 1996.

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important
| do not consent to any amendments or any further restrictions to my rights to own and use firearms
as stated in the Firearms Act of 1996, and Clause 7, s8 of the Imperial Acts Application Act 1980
where it states:

7. That the subjects which are protestants, may have arms for their defence suitable to their
conditions, and as allowed by law.

| also do not consent to have my personal details shared, sold or registered, traded or given to a
National Database for registered firearms owners. Any attempt to do so is without my permission.

Notice to Agent is Notice to Principal
Sincerely
*Without Prejudice. All Rights Reserved*

Get Outlook for Android




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Saturday, August 1, 2026 3:15 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Consultation

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

For whom it may concern,

Aslam alicensed and registered firearms user for reasons mainly being recreational Hunting

| do not support arbitrary caps on firearm ownership, any further restrictions on licensed firearms
owners, or Anthony Albanese's national firearms buy-back schemes. | would if anything like to see
suppressors made legal for the use on centre fire rifles.

Law-abiding firearms owners should not be used as political scapegoats because governments have
failed to deal with criminals.

Regards

Get Outlook for iOS

Get Outlook for iOS




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: -

Sent: Thursday, July 9, 2026 5:18 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Amendment Bill

[You don't often get email from | L <21 why this is important at

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

Dear Sir/ Madam

| am extremely concerned that the advice presented by the Commissioner of Police to the Govt Minister Felix Ellis,
that the number of firearms permitted to a holder should be restricted due to public and police safety. The advice
was ignored and ridiculed by the said minister. | find this totally unacceptable that advice from an expert in policing
and firearm registration should be so ignored. Why do some registered owners need more than 10 firearms? What is
the reason for this decision? Why hasn’t the public been consulted more widely?

| would submit that firearm ownership should be restricted to no more than ten.

| support fully the advice as presented by the Commissioner Donna Adams to the Minister as being paramount to
any decision the Government of Tasmania make on behalf of the people.

Your sincerely

Sent from my iPhone



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: .

Sent: Saturday, 1 August 2026 11:42 AM
To: Strategy Support
Subject: RE firearms over control

You don't often get email from || GG - why this is important

To who it may concern

| am concerned for the people of Tasmania and ALL of Australia that our Government is over
controlling the wrong people about fire arms. The fire arms that are the problem are majority of those
that are not born here and or are actually criminals..

The people that are in the firearms registry and sporting shooters organisation as well as farmers that
do the right thing and not commit robberies, shoot people, hold people at gunpoint to not have to
actually work for a living and I’m sure other things that | don’t know of...

Its about time we stop making it harder for farmers to either put down stock because of illness or
extremely bad injuries... Sporting shooters don’t go out to murder people, rob people, rape people

etc... you get the drift...

Australians know our country and customs... Why do Government departments punish us and let
undesirables into the country to do the wrong thing and we pay for it...

Its about time this hypocrisy stops to let Australians get on with our lives.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Sunday, 2 August 2026 4:38 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: PROPOSED FIREARM LAW CHANGES.

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

Please accept this email as my submission regarding proposed new firearm laws in Tasmania.

| have read through the new proposed firearms amendment bill and agree with most of it. | think that
the sentences for stealing, dealing in stolen firearms and possessing stolen firearms is way to light
and needs to be made more of a deterrent, not just a three month holiday for offenders. | am pleased
to see no caps in it even though some politicians are adamant that they are required. The amount of
firearms owned by a law abiding firearms owner who already have very strict storage and usage
regulations to abide by has no impact on public safety as some seem to think. It is the criminal that is
intent on doing the wrong thing that needs addressing urgently. They are not invited into peoples
houses to steal, they do it with bad intent and this is not the legitimate firearms owners fault and as
such should not be penalised for it.

I have an issue with the reclassification of some firearms. There are a lot of shooters that use old
military straight pull rifles in the combined services disciplines that this will affect and they are a part
of history. | feel that this part of the proposed bill needs to be looked at more closely prior to being
implemented.

There are alot of other things that have potential to affect public safety other than firearms that
certainly need urgent attention and | feel that firearm owners are being targeted unfairly as blaming

them is the easiest way to be seen to be doing something.

Thank you.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: .

Sent: Saturday, 8 August 2026 7:24 AM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Re: Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 submission

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important
Hi,
Would you please replace my submission with this one. Itis a minor change in words. | sent my
previous draft.

| support the need to regulate the number of firearms a person or landowner can have. This should be
in line of the federal government proposed numbers.

| agree with Commissioner Donna Adams. “Public safety must take
precedence over the privilege of firearms ownership”. The Government
should follow the advice of such a professional experienced head of
Department.

There are significant community concerns about the break-ins at properties of
owners of significant number of firearms. Some of these have been violent.
Whilst the people with registered firearms are not criminals, the very nature of
them easily able to have more fire arms does facilitate these breaking as well
as having more firearms amongst criminals.

A policy outlining exceptional circumstances could be developed where a collector or landowner
makes a special case for additional firearms and the person/landover undergoes additional scrutiny
to contain risks.




Firearms Amendment Submission

Submitted to Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management
Submitted by

29 July 2026

Conclusions

Tasmania can maintain strong community-safety standards without punishing responsible
citizens. The proper approach is clear: stronger laws and penalties for criminals, fair treatment for
lawful firearm owners, and legislation that is evidence-based, proportionate, practical and
accountable.

| believe that strong and effective firearms laws targeting criminals, disrupt illegal trafficking and protect
the community. We support tougher action against those who steal firearms, possess stolen firearms,
supply criminal networks or deliberately breach Firearms Prohibition Orders.

I do not support imposing unnecessary costs, restrictions or criminal liability on licensed Tasmanians
who have complied with the law. Farmers, primary producers, hunters, pest controllers, sporting
shooters, collectors, dealers and clubs make important contributions to agriculture, conservation,
regional economies and community life. They should not be treated as the source of firearm crime.

The Government has not provided sufficient Tasmania-specific evidence to justify the proposed
Category C reclassification, compulsory buyback, magazine-capacity reduction, 24-hour storage-
reporting rule or broad inspection and lending provisions. Significant restrictions on lawful ownership
must be supported by transparent crime data, a comprehensive Regulatory Impact Assessment, a
cost-benefit analysis and clear evidence of a measurable public safety benefit.

| therefore opposes the Bill in its current form. At a minimum, the contested restrictions must be
amended in accordance with the recommendations in this submission, and the Bill should be divided so
that legitimate criminal enforcement measures can proceed separately from provisions affecting
compliant firearm owners.

Executive summary
66 years ago, | joined | I C'vb "I Doninion Industries (an ammunition

manufacturer) supported a n organocation for the purpose of training and supervision of young people
in firearm safety, conservation, and citizenship. | continued for years and became a competitive small-
bore marksman. | have held firearm license in Canada and New Zealand. | have not been involved
Australia due to the regulations.

| believe it is extremely rare that a person who is so trained injures something or someone, either
accidentally or purposely. A more positive approach to firearm management would be to include gun
safety in the school curriculum instead of the idiotic myths about woke nonsense such as “gender
studies” and “climate change”.

The State government already support Men’s Sheds. Another positive approach would be for the
government to encourage Men’s Shed to include firearm safety and management in their activities.

| support strong firearms laws that target criminals, disrupt organised crime and protect the community.

| support stronger penalties for firearm theft, illegal trafficking, possession of stolen firearms, breaches
of Firearms Prohibition Orders and improved police cooperation targeting criminal firearm networks.

However, | do not support unnecessary restrictions on the thousands of Tasmanians who lawfully own
firearms for farming, pest management, sporting shooting, hunting, collecting and primary production.
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The overwhelming majority of licensed firearm owners comply with some of Australia's strictest
licensing, storage and registration requirements. They are not responsible for firearm crime.

Good firearms legislation should be evidence-based, proportionate and directed towards genuine
public safety outcomes rather than increasing administrative burdens on compliant licence holders.

While the Bill contains several worthwhile reforms, it also proposes measures—including firearm
reclassification, magazine restrictions and additional administrative requirements—that have not been
adequately justified through Tasmania-specific evidence.

| therefore cannot support the Bill in its current form and recommends a number of amendments that
better balance public safety with the rights and responsibilities of lawful firearm owners.

| do not support the Bill in its current form.

Guiding Principles
| have assessed this Bill against five principles.

1. Firearms laws should target criminals; not compliant licence holders.
Legislative restrictions should be supported by clear evidence.
Regulation should be practical and proportionate.

Government should respect lawfully acquired property.

o & DN

Licensed firearm owners make an important contribution to Tasmania's economy, agriculture
and regional communities.
Recognition of licensed firearm owners
Licensed firearm owners perform an important role throughout Tasmania.
They include:

e farmers;

e primary producers;

e professional pest controllers;

e recreational hunters;

e sporting shooters;

e collectors;

e firearm dealers; and

e approved shooting clubs.
These individuals contribute to:

e pest animal management;

e agricultural productivity;

o wildlife conservation;

e regional tourism;

e |ocal businesses;

e sporting competition; and

e community organisations.

They already operate under comprehensive licensing, registration, secure storage and ongoing police
oversight.
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Legislation should recognise this positive contribution while focusing enforcement on criminal misuse.

Measures supported
| support::
e Encouragement to learn gun safety and marksmanship in schools and in the community.
e stronger penalties for stealing firearms;
e tougher penalties for possession of stolen firearms;
e stronger offences targeting firearm trafficking;
e extending Firearms Prohibition Orders to ammunition and firearm parts;
e improved firearm tracing;
e stronger action against organised criminal groups;
e improved interstate policing cooperation; and
e enhanced intelligence targeting illegal firearm markets.

Government resources should remain focused on preventing firearms reaching criminals rather than
imposing further regulation on people who already comply with the law.

Reclassification of firearms
| oppose straight-pull and button or lever-release firearms into Category C.

These firearms remain manually operated and require a deliberate action between shots. Straight-pull
and lever-release firearms are commonly used by farmers and pest controllers because they permit
efficient follow-up shots where necessary to ensure humane destruction of pest animals.

The Government has not demonstrated that they are disproportionately involved in crime or present a
public safety risk requiring reclassification.

The proposal may:

e remove lawfully owned firearms from compliant owners;
e reduce firearm options for farmers and pest controllers;
o affect sporting disciplines;
e cause losses to owners and dealers; and
e require a costly taxpayer-funded buyback.

The reclassification should be removed.

If it proceeds, existing owners must receive permanent grandfathering or full market-value
compensation.

Magazine capacity

| oppose reducing the relevant magazine limit from 15 rounds to 10 rounds without clear evidence that
the change will reduce crime.

Criminals do not comply with magazine restrictions. The immediate effect will fall on licensed owners
whose firearms and magazines are already regulated and securely stored.

The existing limit should remain unless the Government produces Tasmania-specific evidence
supporting the change.

Storage-location reporting

The proposed requirement to notify police when a firearm is stored away from a license holder's home
for more than 24 hours is impractical.

It could capture ordinary activities including:
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e farming and pest control;
¢ hunting;
e travelling;
¢ shooting competitions;
o firearm repairs;
e temporary accommodation; and
e emergency relocation.
Notification should apply only to a long-term change in the firearm’s principal storage location.

Temporary travel, competition, farming, pest control, repair and emergency storage should be exempt.

Government must also address the serious privacy and cybersecurity risks created by recording the
precise locations of firearms.

Police inspection powers

Police should be able to inspect firearms where there is reasonable suspicion of an offence, unsafe
storage, unlawful modification or a registration problem.

However, broad power to demand production of a firearm at any reasonable time requires stronger
safeguards.

Inspection should occur only:
¢ with consent;
e under a warrant;
e during a properly notified compliance inspection; or
¢ where police reasonably suspect an offence or immediate safety risk.
Citizenship and residency
| support strong identity, residency, character and background checks.
However, citizenship alone should not determine whether a person is fit to hold a firearms license.

Australian permanent residents who ordinarily live in Tasmania, satisfy all background checks and
have a genuine reason should remain eligible.

Tasmania should also maintain practical pathways for experienced overseas shooters visiting the State
for legitimate sporting or hunting purposes.

Consideration should be given to recognising equivalent overseas firearm licences from
comparable jurisdictions, subject to appropriate background checks and temporary permit
requirements.

Appropriate safeguards can maintain community safety while supporting regional tourism and ensuring
Tasmania remains competitive with comparable international destinations.

Existing compliant license holders should not lose their license solely because they are not Australian
citizens.

Interstate license transfers

The proposed reduction in the timeframe for interstate licence holders relocating to Tasmania may
create unnecessary compliance risks for individuals relocating for employment, farming or family
reasons.

The Law should retain a practical transition period that allows sufficient time for administrative
processing while ensuring licence holders remain subject to appropriate oversight.

Firearm lending

Lenders should be required to verify that borrowers hold the correct license.

However, a lender cannot guarantee another person’s future intention to comply with storage laws.
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Existing legislation should clearly distinguish between genuine criminal trafficking and temporary
lending or transportation between appropriately licensed persons acting lawfully.

Legislative drafting should remove unnecessary ambiguity to ensure ordinary cooperation between
licensed firearm owners cannot inadvertently give rise to trafficking concerns where no criminal intent
exists.

The bill should require lenders to take reasonable steps to confirm:
e the borrower’s license is valid;
o the borrower is authorized to possess the firearm; and
e compliant storage is available.
Imprisonment should apply only to deliberate or reckless conduct, not administrative errors.

Dealers and the National Firearms Register

Recent cyber incidents affecting both government agencies and major Australian organisations
demonstrate the importance of robust cybersecurity protections.

The National Firearms Register will contain sensitive personal information regarding firearm ownership
and storage.

Any national register should therefore operate only with:
e independent cybersecurity auditing;
e encryption standards;
e access logging;
e breach notification;
e regular penetration testing;
e strict access controls;
e rapid correction processes;

e legislative penalties for misuse.

Firearm theft and trafficking
| support tougher penalties for firearm theft, possession of stolen firearms and illegal trafficking.
Stronger aggravated penalties should apply where:

e multiple firearms are stolen;

¢ the offence is organized;

e the offender is a repeat offender;

e a dealer or club is targeted;

e violence is used; or

¢ the firearms are intended for criminal supply.
Licensed owners whose firearms are stolen should be treated as victims unless there is evidence of an
actual storage offence.

Recognition of Licensed Hunters and Pest Controllers

There are reportedly seventy thousand deer on this island. They should b e harvested rather than
culled.

Licensed hunters play an important role in Tasmania's environmental and agricultural landscape. They
assist in controlling feral species including deer, wallabies, rabbits, feral cats and other invasive
animals that cause significant damage to agricultural production, biodiversity and native habitats.

Responsible hunting also contributes to regional communities, food security and wildlife management
while reducing pressure on government-funded pest control programs.
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e Firearms legislation should expressly recognise hunting and pest animal management as
legitimate public interests and ensure licensed hunters are not unnecessarily disadvantaged by
regulatory changes that provide little demonstrable public safety benefit.

Government policy should continue to distinguish clearly between lawful recreational and pest-control
activities undertaken by licensed firearm owners and criminal misuse of firearms.

Economic Contribution

Tasmania's hunting and sporting shooting sectors generate significant economic activity across
regional Tasmania.

Licensed hunters and sporting shooters contribute through:

e accommodation

o fuel purchases

e food and hospitality

e firearm retailers

e ammunition and equipment suppliers

e vehicle servicing

e regional tourism

e shooting clubs

e competitions

e game processing
Regulatory changes that unnecessarily discourage lawful participation may reduce regional economic
activity while delivering little measurable improvement in community safety.
Evidence

| believe that significant changes to firearms legislation should be supported by transparent, evidence-
based analysis. Before introducing measures that impose additional restrictions on lawful firearm
owners, the Government should publish the evidence demonstrating that the proposed reforms are
necessary, proportionate and likely to improve public safety.

The Government should publish:
e the number of licensed firearm owners affected by each proposed amendment;
e the number and categories of firearms affected;
e estimated implementation and compensation (buyback) costs;
e acomprehensive Regulatory Impact Assessment;
e Tasmania-specific crime and enforcement data supporting each proposal;
e a cost-benefit analysis demonstrating the expected public safety outcomes; and

e the alternative policy options considered and the reasons they were not adopted.

Key recommendations
| respectably suggest that the Government:

1. commit to meaningful stakeholder consultation and an independent post-implementation review of
the reforms;

2. divide the Bill so criminal enforcement measures can be considered separately from contested
restrictions affecting lawful firearm owners; and

3. remove the proposed Category C reclassification of straight-pull and button or lever-release
firearms;
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4. abandon the associated compulsory buyback and, if any lawfully acquired property is prohibited,
provide permanent grandfathering or full independently assessed market-value compensation;

5. retain the existing 15-round magazine-capacity limit unless published Tasmania-specific evidence
demonstrates a clear and measurable public safety benefit;

6. remove the 24-hour temporary storage-location reporting requirement and limit notification to
permanent changes in principal storage location;

7. oppose broad firearm production and inspection powers and, at a minimum, require consent,
warrant, properly notified compliance inspection, or reasonable suspicion of an offence or
immediate safety risk;

8. retain license eligibility for suitable permanent residents and protect existing compliant license
holders from cancellation based solely on citizenship status;

. maintain a practical transition period for interstate licensee holders relocating to Tasmania;

10. replace vague firearm-lending obligations with a clear reasonable-steps test and reserve
imprisonment for deliberate, knowing or reckless conduct;

11. retain and strengthen measures targeting firearm theft, possession of stolen firearms and illegal
trafficking, including aggravated penalties for organized, violent and repeat offending;

12. ensure licensed owners whose firearms are stolen are treated as victims unless there is evidence
of an actual storage offence;

13. require enforceable privacy, cybersecurity, access-control, auditing, breach-notification and
correction safeguards for the National Firearms Register, together with protections for dealers
relying on official information;

14. formally recognize lawful hunting and pest animal management as legitimate public interests and
avoid restrictions that unnecessarily harm regional economic activity;

15. publish the number of affected licensee holders and firearms, estimated implementation and
compensation costs, Tasmania-specific crime data, a comprehensive Regulatory Impact
Assessment and a cost-benefit analysis for each restriction;

Recommendations at a glance

| support measures that target criminal misuse, while opposing restrictions that are not justified by clear
evidence or proportionate public safety benefits.

Remove the Category C reclassification of straight-pull and button or lever-
Reclassification Oppose release firearms. No change should proceed without compelling Tasmania-
specific evidence.

Abandon the compulsory buyback. If any lawfully acquired firearm is
prohibited, provide permanent grandfathering or full independently
assessed market-value compensation, including reasonable associated
costs.

Compulsory buyback Oppose

Retain the existing 15-round limit unless Tasmania-specific crime data and
Magazine capacity Oppose a published cost-benefit analysis demonstrate a clear and measurable
public-safety benefit.

Remove the 24-hour reporting rule. At a minimum, restrict notification to
permanent changes in principal storage location and expressly exempt
temporary travel, farming, pest control, competition, repair and emergency
storage.

Storage reporting Oppose (minimum amend)

Do not grant broad demand powers over compliant owners. At a minimum,
Inspection powers Oppose (minimum amend) require consent, a warrant, properly notified compliance inspection, or
reasonable grounds to suspect an offence or immediate safety risk.

Retain license eligibility for suitable permanent residents who satisfy all

Citizenship Oppose (minimum amend) identity, character, residency, licensing and genuine-reason requirements,
with protection for existing compliant license holders.
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Firearm lending

National register

Theft and trafficking

Bill structure

Oppose (minimum amend)

Support with safeguards

Support

Oppose (minimum amend)

Reject vague lending offences. At a minimum, apply a clear reasonable-
steps test and reserve imprisonment for deliberate, knowing or reckless
conduct—not administrative error.

Require enforceable cybersecurity, restricted access, independent
auditing, breach noatification, correction rights, penalties for misuse and
protections for dealers relying on official records.

Retain and strengthen measures targeting firearm theft, possession of
stolen firearms and illegal trafficking, with aggravated penalties for
organized, violent and repeat offending.

Divide the Bill so criminal enforcement measures can be supported
separately from contested restrictions on lawful firearm owners.
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Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: .

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 3:39 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Messaging July

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

As being a stake holder and a firearms owner in excess 60 years, my main concerns are:-

1. Do notintroduce caps on amount of firearms owned.
2. Increase penalties for firearm related crime. Perhaps new legislation is required to increase
penalties for crimes committed involving firearms.

| am satisfied with the present legislation regarding firearm ownership. | believe that further
amendments will only penalise law abiding, legal firearm owners.

| have spent over $3000 on security and firearm storage over the years to comply with
Firearms Act of '95.

Kind regards



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: _____

Sent: Saturday, 11 July 2026 7:25 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill

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

Having read the proposed amendment and information sheets | was prompted to read summary
articles provided by the Australia Institute (Gun controlin Australia, January 2025) and
allaboutlawyer.com (https://allaboutlawyer.com/what-guns-are-legal-in-australia-complete-guide-
to-firearms-regulations-and-licensing-requirements/, December 2025) and to visit the Tasmania
Police Firearms Services website (https://fas.police.tas.gov.au).

Bsaed on this research, and writing as a non-firearm licence holder, | welcome the proposed
amendments, especially the reduced registration period requirements and the increased sentences
for criminal actions. However they do not go far enough in limiting the number of firearms in
circulation, noting that Tasmania has one of the highest gun ownership per capita of any State or
Territory.

Additional amendments | propose are:

- limit the number of firearms in each category, similar to the WA legislation (although even these
numbers seem unnecessarily high for an individual)

- increase the strength of the 'genuine reason' for applying for a licence/permit

- remove the 5 year licence period option

- increase the fees for all individual licences and permits, some of these are less than the price of a
beer

- limit the amount of ammunition a licence holder can store, proportional to the number of PTAs held
- have mandatory public annual disclosure of the firearm holdings in Tasmania.




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: .
Sent: Sunday, 2 August 2026 12:45 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: NFR consultation

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

To who it may concern

| am writing to express my concerns regarding the proposed firearm reclassification
reforms. While | fully support measures that enhance community safety, | do not
believe these specific reclassifications achieve that goal effectively.

Australia already operates under a robust regulatory framework. The proposed
changes risk penalizing compliant, law-abiding firearm owners—including farmers
and regional sports shooters—without addressing the root causes of illicit criminal
activity.

Further more. As these actions directly come after a tragic event. In typical fashion,
non studied levelled reactions are occuring. It's the truthful law abiding firearm
owners of Australia that are going to be the individuals that will bare the effects of
these changes. As previously stated

Surely the Australian goverment recognises that the criminals themselves or unfit
individuals who have either played the system and recognised flaws and exploited
them or obtained firearms illegally that will not have any effect on them
whatsoever.

| urge the government to pause these rushed changes, consult genuinely with the
primary industries and communities most affected, and focus instead on targeting
illegal trafficking and intelligence failures.

Sincerely,




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: _____________________________

Sent: Saturday, 1 August 2026 12:06 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Reckless excess firearms regulations caused by Islamic terrorism

You don't often get email from _ Learn why this is important
Hello my name is _ a lawful firearms owner in Tasmania.

Due to government failures in preventing the tragedy that occurred in Bondi beach because of Islamic
terrorist being allowed to own firearms even when they where on the asio watchlist allowing them to
live in our country.

us lawfull and responsible Australian born firearms owners are having our rights to use certain
firearms are being restricted and heavily regulated to the point where we cannot hunt effectively or
enjoy certain sports that we have enjoyed for generations.

We all know your trying to make us the scape goats and defend terrorist to the point where our own
prime minister would not bring up the real issue Islamic terrorism this is utterly tyrany and disregard
for the realissues plaguing Australia.

and criminals will still be able to get illegal firearms and machetes and knives to wreak havoc as
shown in Sydney and Melbourne and even Hobart area instead of punishing us honest and
responsible firearms owners who have done everything to keep our firearms safe. you start punishing
the real criminals and terrorist.

The laws you are pushing are borderline communist for a supposed free country

Kind regards _



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: -

Sent: Monday, 3 August 2026 7:54 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: My say on fire arms bill

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

Good morning,

| believe you can see as clearlyas |l can ..

| believe you understand the facts as clearly as | can...

From my research into licensed gun ownership crime statistics from the last 30 years, the only
statistic | can find is that there are around 3 to 7 incidents a year with the majority of these being
suicide.

To me as sad as this is it clearly shows that legal law abiding firearm owners are not and should be
held responsible for the actions of criminals and terrorists full stop... and that our current laws which
are amongst the strictest in the world should be increased further ...

The country is in enough financial trouble as it is and cannot afford further wasteful spending of tax
payers funds to buy back legally owned firearms regardless or the action / classification

Regards NN



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: -

Sent: Wednesday, 22 July 2026 3:42 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Consultation on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

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

| am providing my view on the proposed bill. | previously had 2 guns before licence were required and did
a small amount of hunting.

Firearm use is no longer a part of Tasmanian culture and should only be for use for work and a small
amount of specific recreation.

It is very clear to many people that access the guns provides opportunity for illegal activities and
endangering lives of Tasmanians and police officers.

Handguns and pistols should be restricted to police officers (Tas and Federal) and to those involved in
sport of pistol shooting. For sports people the licence should be restrictive and only available for active
sport shooters.

Any antique pistols or guns are to be stored in registered museums and be modified so as to be unable to
be used as a firemarm.

Unfortunately higher penalties for firearm misuse and theft will not deter criminal or emotional
behaviour. What is needed is restrictions on the number of firearms that can be owned (maximum of 3 for
non professional shooters), and restrictions on obtaining firearms (clearly identified use with some proof
of use) and holding firearms for extended years (lower usage to reduced firearm licences).
Professional/occupational shooters do need a range of firearms and this should be allowed for a set
number of professional shooters statewide. | would think that 5-10 firearms may be needed however
licence restrictions would be very high and any breach of firearm usage would require a licence suspension
and reapplication.

Firearm use, should also be matched to ammunition use. The licence should stipulate how much
ammunition is allowed per year. Records could easily be kept and when use goes down steps could be
taken to reduce/remove a licence.

People who are convicted of a jail sentence should not be permitted to have a gun license.

All firearm dealers need to have a firearm licence, and to assist with employment a temporary licence
could be provided while the employee obtains a licence.

A firearm licence should also be needed to store and possess ammunition.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Monday, 13 July 2026 4:28 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Strategy

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

Dear Sir.

| have been a firearms owner since | bought my first 22 in 1973. | have since then inherited 2 slug
guns, a single shot 22, and a single shot 12 gauge.

These are not what you would call a lethal arsenal, and they are all legally secured in a locked gun
safe.

To compare these with the weapons used in recent killings defies logic. They are barely in the same
category and are not capable of being used to the same effect.

Guns of themselves do not kill people. People kill people.

Owning a firearm should be a privilege not a right. In addition to being compliant with the current
rules, | would prefer to see a system that has more emphasis on gun owners proving that they are fit
and proper people to possess a firearm. If in doubt, go without.

Thanks for the opportunity to have a say.

Regards.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Wednesday, 5 August 2026 9:40 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Not in support of these bill amendments.

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

The act of reclassifying firearms based on action type will not increase community safety. It will not
even create the illusion of safety as most general public don’t split the difference. A gunis a gun and
in the wrong hands it is dangerous regardless of its action type. This bill should be focused on
weeding out the criminals, who also don’t care about the new classification of firearms.

If the Bondi terrorist murders were carried out with illegal firearms, | would not be writing this email.

Stop downplaying this. It was a terrorist attack. Not just some incident involving legal firearms.
The language matters don’t think we don’t see through it.

This is a clear encroachment on the privileges of responsible firearms owners who do the right thing.
We are not your scape goats. Fund increase efforts into national security or illegal firearms networks.
Scrap the bill amendments, stop the knee jerk reactions. | am a firearm owner and a part of general
community too. | pay the same taxes and follow the same if not more laws. This bill doesn’t make me
feel any safer from terrorists.

Sincerely,

Sent from my iPhone
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INDIVIDUAL CONSULTATION SUBMISSION

Firearms Amendment
(Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

Prepared in response to the Tasmanian Government consultation

BACKGROUND OR INTEREST
Friend of many firearm users and

farmers

Prepared 5 August 2026 Tas Firearms Submission Builder
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Submission summary

Overall, this submission supports 12 amendments, opposes 9, is unsure about 0, and records no
comment on 0.
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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

o 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.

Suggested alternatives
o More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

AMENDMENT 2

SUPPORT

Australian citizenship as the default firearms-licensing

requirement

Reasons given in support

o Defined exemptions may preserve access for specific employment or primary-production needs.

AMENDMENT 3 SUPPORT
Restriction on on-lending firearms

Reasons given in support

¢ It may reduce the chance of loss, misplacement or unauthorised possession.

AMENDMENT 4 SUPPORT
Verification of borrower licence and storage

Reasons given in support

o |t promotes responsible lending and lawful storage.

AMENDMENT 5 SUPPORT
Nationally consistent firearm terminology

Reasons given in support

¢ Modern definitions can reduce confusion.

AMENDMENT 6 SUPPORT

Clarification of firearm and firearm-part definitions

Reasons given in support
o Clarity may improve enforcement and reduce inconsistent interpretation.

about:blank 3/6
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AMENDMENT 7
Notification of storage away from the owner’s residence

Concerns that have been raised
e A 24-hour threshold may be impractical for hunting trips, competitions, work, repairs or emergencies.

Suggested alternatives
¢ More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

AMENDMENT 8
Notification before changing residential address

Concerns that have been raised
¢ The obligation should use a reasonable period and avoid penalising harmless delay.

AMENDMENT 9
Expanded authority for firearms dealer employees

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

AMENDMENT 10
Seven-day Tasmanian licence application for new interstate
residents

Concerns that have been raised
¢ Interstate licences should remain recognised while a timely Tasmanian application is processed.

AMENDMENT 11
Advance notice of changes in personal particulars

Concerns that have been raised
o Many personal changes are not known seven days in advance.

AMENDMENT 12
Production of firearms for police inspection

Reasons given in support
o The rule reflects that a borrower has physical control of the firearm.

AMENDMENT 13
Possession of stolen firearms offence and penalty

Reasons given in support
o The change targets unlawful possession rather than licensed ownership.

about:blank
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OPPOSE

SUPPORT

OPPOSE

OPPOSE

SUPPORT

SUPPORT
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AMENDMENT 14

SUPPORT

Alternative conviction for possession of stolen firearms

Reasons given in support

¢ It may avoid a complete acquittal where serious proven conduct falls short of trafficking.

AMENDMENT 15 SUPPORT
Summary trial option for unlawful firearms trafficking

Reasons given in support

o Suitable cases may be resolved more quickly and efficiently.

AMENDMENT 16 SUPPORT
New summary offence of stealing a firearm or firearm part

Reasons given in support

¢ |t recognises the particular danger associated with stolen firearms.

AMENDMENT 17 OPPOSE
Expansion of firearm prohibition orders

Concerns that have been raised

o The definition of firearm part must be precise and proportionate.

Suggested alternatives

o More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

AMENDMENT 18 OPPOSE

Magazine ammunition-capacity limits for Category A and B
firearms

Concerns that have been raised
e The government should publish evidence linking affected magazine capacities to Tasmanian crime risk.

AMENDMENT 19

OPPOSE
Updated identification requirements for licence applications
Concerns that have been raised
¢ The change should not introduce unnecessary collection or retention of personal data.
AMENDMENT 20 SUPPORT

Three-month mandatory minimum imprisonment for stolen-
firearm offences

Reasons given in support
« A minimum sentence may express strong denunciation and provide consistency.

about:blank 5/6
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AMENDMENT 21

OPPOSE
Electronic firearms dealer record keeping

Concerns that have been raised
o Cybersecurity, outages, backups and access controls must be addressed.

Further suggestions

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

o Provide clear grandfathering, compensation and transition arrangements for owners of firearms or magazines that
are currently lawful.

¢ Increase penalties for stealing firearms or assisting firearm theft.

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.

about:blank 6/6



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |
Sent: Wednesday, 5 August 2026 2:11 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms bills.

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

| support bigger penalties to criminals that have illegal firearms or are cought steeling firearms. | do
not support any changes to clasifications or magazine sizes or any other changes proposed, none of
these changes will stop criminals it will only punish law abiding firearms owners.

Regards
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From: |
Sent: Wednesday, 5 August 2026 2:11 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support

Subject: Firearms bills.

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

| support bigger penalties to criminals that have illegal firearms or are cought steeling firearms. | do
not support any changes to clasifications or magazine sizes or any other changes proposed, none of
these changes will stop criminals it will only punish law abiding firearms owners.

Regards



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Saturday, 1 August 2026 4:02 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Law Amendments

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

Hi.

I’m finding it increasingly troubling the consequences of illegal activity being metered out to normal,
law abiding citizens.

Under no circumstances are any of these people arisk to society, rather the perpetrators are
extremists or mentally ill.

Farmers and sport shooters should in no way be penalised for the actions of criminals, criminals that
were on terrorist watch and still allowed to have guns.

A government out of control, ignoring reports they had been given.

| am not a gun owner but stand with licensed citizens with cause to own firearms not further being
penalised and restricted.

| was a Labor voter. Another one turned against this corrupt party destroying our country.

Thankyou



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |
Sent: Tuesday, 4 August 2026 1:06 PM

To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms act.

You don't often get email fro_ Learn why this is important
More in-depth background checks including mental health
need to be done when assessing firearms applications.




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: |

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2026 6:13 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Proposed firearms amendments

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

Towhom it may concern,

| am writing to oppose the proposed reclassification and citizenship provisions contained in the
Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026.

While | support measures that genuinely improve public safety and assist law enforcementin
addressing criminal misuse of firearms, | do not believe that the proposed provisions requiring the
compulsory surrender and buyback of lawfully owned firearms are justified. Licensed firearm owners
who have complied with all legal requirements should not be unfairly penalised through
reclassification changes that render previously lawful firearms prohibited.

The stated objectives of the National Firearms Register can be achieved through improved record-
keeping, information sharing, and enforcement without imposing additional burdens on responsible
firearms owners. There is limited evidence that further restrictions on individuals who already comply
with strict licensing, storage, and registration requirements will have a meaningful impact on criminal
activity or the illicit firearms market.

| am also concerned about the financial and practical implications of a mandatory buyback scheme.
Such measures can impose significant costs on governments and taxpayers while adversely affecting
sporting shooters, recreational hunters, primary producers, collectors, and other legitimate firearm
users who have acted in good faith under existing laws.

| respectfully request that the Government reconsider these provisions and focus on measures that
target criminal misuse of firearms rather than imposing further restrictions on responsible, law-
abiding licence holders.

Thank you for considering my submission.

Get Outlook for Android
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From: -

Sent: Monday, 6 July 2026 1:57 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Gun law change

[You don't often get email from | . <2 why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderldentification ]

Stop putting the blame on law abiding gun owners and fix the shit where it all broke down nobody wants caps and
reclassifications on guns as we all know it will do jack



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: I

Sent: Thursday, 16 July 2026 5:25 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Re: Feedback RE: Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026 (the Bill)

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

17:22 (0 minutes ago)

to submissions.strategy.support

=]

ATT: Submissions at Strategy and Support, Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your email and for the invitation to comment on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill
2026 (the Bill). Here are my main points:

e The Firearm Prohibition Order Scheme is working well.

e The scope of enabling the Chief Commissioner of Police to re-categorise firearms needs to be specific to
the stated intent of addressing new technology.

e In targeting criminals, firearm trafficking offences should be dealt with on a system of graduating
penalties that reflect the scale and seriousness of the offences. This supports law-abiding firearm
owners.

e Following the incident at Bondi, | appreciate the intent behind introducing citizenship requirements to
own a firearm. However, there are practical problems with this idea. For example, it will penalise
lawful permanent residents who already hold a firearms licence. We have members of the Police
Force who fall into this category.

e Backgrounds checks on citizens, including overseas checks, are an excellent idea to prevent terrorism
and terrorism. There needs to be included in this process, the opportunity for a Merits Review in the
case of human error in decision making.

e To quote a meme | recently saw: If Guns Kill people, | guess Pencils MissSpell words, Cars

Drive Drunk and Spoons Make People Fat.

Thank iou|

On Thu, 16 Jul 2026 at 17:22, N . ote:

ATT: Submissions at Strategy and Support, Department of Police, Fire and Emergency Management
Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your email and for the invitation to comment on the Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026
(the Bill). Here are my main points:

e The Firearm Prohibition Order Scheme is working well.

e The scope of enabling the Chief Commissioner of Police to re-categorise firearms needs to be specific to
the stated intent of addressing new technology.

¢ Intargeting criminals, firearm trafficking offences should be dealt with on a system of graduating penalties
that reflect the scale and seriousness of the offences. This supports law-abiding firearm owners.

1



¢ Following the incident at Bondi, | appreciate the intent behind introducing citizenship requirements to own a
firearm. However, there are practical problems with this idea. For example, it will penalise lawful
permanent residents who already hold a firearms licence. We have members of the Police Force who fall
into this category.

e Backgrounds checks on citizens, including overseas checks, are an excellent idea to prevent terrorism and
terrorism. There needs to be included in this process, the opportunity for a Merits Review in the case of
human error in decision making. To quote a meme | recently saw:

o If Gunskill people

Thank you
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Submission summary

Overall, this submission supports 9 amendments, opposes 7, is unsure about 0, and records no comment
on 5.

9 7 0 5

SUPPORT OPPOSE UNSURE NO COMMENT
1 OPPOSE 2 SUPPORT 3 SUPPORT
4 SUPPORT 5 OPPOSE 6 SUPPORT
7 OPPOSE 8 NO COMMENT 9 NO COMMENT
10 OPPOSE 11 OPPOSE 12 OPPOSE
13 SUPPORT 14 SUPPORT 15 SUPPORT
16 SUPPORT 17 NO COMMENT 18 OPPOSE

19 NO COMMENT 20 SUPPORT 21 NO COMMENT



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

AMENDMENT 2
Australian citizenship as the default firearms-licensing

Stronger storage requirements.

Better theft-prevention measures.

More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.

A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

SUPPORT

requirement

Reasons given in support

Citizenship may provide a clearer long-term connection to Australia.
A single default rule may simplify eligibility assessments.
Defined exemptions may preserve access for specific employment or primary-production needs.

Additional comments
Exemptions need to be placed in obvious areas.

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

SUPPORT
Verification of borrower licence and storage

Reasons given in support
« It promotes responsible lending and lawful storage.
« It may prevent accidental lending to a suspended, expired or unsuitable licence holder.
« Clear definitions may improve consistency and support the National Firearms Register.

Additional comments
You wouldn't lend your firearm to someone that wasn't close to you anyway.

AMENDMENT 5

OPPOSE
Nationally consistent firearm terminology

Concerns that have been raised

« Terminology changes should not silently broaden offences or regulated items.

o Every amended definition should be published with a clear explanation of legal effect.

« Existing licences, records and guidance should remain understandable during transition.

Suggested alternatives

o Stronger storage requirements.

o Better theft-prevention measures.

o More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
« Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.

« A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

Additional comments

Changing from pistol to hand gun does nothing for community safety. What about the pistol clubs? Change of nhame
and business plan? Not needed

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.
o 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
o 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.

Suggested alternatives
o Stronger storage requirements.
 Better theft-prevention measures.
¢ More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
o Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.
¢ A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

Additional comments

Not practical for weekend huntersbwith no reception who might stay bush and extra night or 2. Does nothing for
community safety. Over reach at best

AMENDMENT 8

. . N . . NO COMMENT
Notification before changing residential address
AMENDMENT 9 NO COMMENT
Expanded authority for firearms dealer employees
AMENDMENT 10 OPPOSE

Seven-day Tasmanian licence application for new interstate
residents

Concerns that have been raised

« Seven days is very short during a household move and may be difficult where documents or appointments are
unavailable.

e A 28-or 30-day period may achieve compliance without unnecessary technical offences.
« Interstate licences should remain recognised while a timely Tasmanian application is processed.

Suggested alternatives
o Stronger storage requirements.
« Better theft-prevention measures.
« More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
o Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.
« A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

Additional comments
Cant believe this is even considered



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.

« The Bill should specify which particulars can reasonably be pre-notified.
« An'as soon as practicable’ option should apply to unplanned changes.
« Technical noncompliance should not attract disproportionate penalties.

Suggested alternatives
o Stronger storage requirements.
 Better theft-prevention measures.
¢ More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
« Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.
¢ A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

AMENDMENT 12 OPPOSE
Production of firearms for police inspection

Concerns that have been raised
¢ Requests should require a clear lawful basis and reasonable time for compliance.
o The law should account for firearms stored elsewhere or temporarily inaccessible.
o Safeguards are needed against arbitrary or unnecessarily intrusive demands.

Suggested alternatives

o Stronger storage requirements.

o Better theft-prevention measures.

« More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
o Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.

« A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

AMENDMENT 13 SUPPORT
Possession of stolen firearms offence and penalty

Reasons given in support
« Stolen firearms present a serious public-safety risk and stronger penalties may be justified.
« Clear offence elements can improve consistent prosecution.
« The change targets unlawful possession rather than licensed ownership.

Additional comments
Minimum 12 months not 3

AMENDMENT 14
Alternative conviction for possession of stolen firearms

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
« |t may avoid a complete acquittal where serious proven conduct falls short of trafficking.
« Alternative verdicts can improve court efficiency.
o The lesser offence would still need to be proven.



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

SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
¢ A specific summary offence may permit timely prosecution of suitable cases.
« It recognises the particular danger associated with stolen firearms.
« It may reduce unnecessary higher-court proceedings.

AMENDMENT 17
Expansion of firearm prohibition orders

NO COMMENT

AMENDMENT 18 OPPOSE
Magazine ammunition-capacity limits for Category A and B firearms

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.
« Capacity rules must address fixed magazines, tubular magazines and lawful competition use clearly.

Suggested alternatives

o Stronger storage requirements.

o Better theft-prevention measures.

¢ More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
o Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.

¢ A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

Additional comments
No evidence to support these have been a problem in the hands of law abiding firearm owners

AMENDMENT 19
Updated identification requirements for licence applications

NO COMMENT



AMENDMENT 20

SUPPORT
Three-month mandatory minimum imprisonment for stolen-
firearm offences
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.
e The measure is directed at criminal firearm diversion.
Additional comments
| support the idea, ut 3 months is not long enough. Make it 12 months with no bail or early pleas
AMENDMENT 21 NO COMMENT

Electronic firearms dealer record keeping

Additional comments
Not sure about this as its just a larger list of peoples information in the one area for hackers to reach

Further suggestions

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

¢ Require a monitored alarm or camera system for all firearm safes.

« Require a monitored alarm or camera system where five or more firearms are stored.

¢ Require break-away, movement or tamper alarms to be fitted to firearm safes.

e Require concealed GPS tracking devices to be fitted to firearm safes.

¢ Require hard-wired security cameras with battery backup and off-site or cloud recording for firearm storage areas.

o Require firearm-safe keys to be kept in a separate room, secured in a separate locked location, or carried on the
licence holder's person.

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

« Prioritise theft prevention, secure storage and enforcement against unlawful possession before imposing broad
reclassifications on lawful owners.

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

o Separate broadly supported administrative and criminal-law reforms from contentious firearm reclassification
proposals.

« Provide clear grandfathering, compensation and transition arrangements for owners of firearms or magazines
that are currently lawful.

¢ Review each affected firearm type individually rather than grouping manually operated actions together without
demonstrated evidence of equivalent risk.

« Increase penalties for stealing firearms or assisting firearm theft.

« Increase resources for investigating illegal firearm trafficking and unlawful possession.

o Provide grants or rebates to help lawful owners upgrade firearm storage.

« Introduce recognised security ratings for safes based on the number and type of firearms stored.
« Introduce enhanced storage requirements for larger firearm collections.

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



Closing comments
« | support amendments that have a demonstrated and proportionate public-safety benefit, but | do not support
changes based primarily on optics, political pressure or unsupported assumptions.

« This legislation should not proceed unchanged until storage-law weaknesses, transition arrangements and the
evidence supporting reclassification have been properly addressed.

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

« Lawful firearm ownership and criminal misuse should be treated as separate policy questions, with restrictions
directed at the actual source of harm.

« The final legislation should strike a fair balance between community safety and the rights and responsibilities of
people already complying with the law.

o And definitely no caps!



Proposed Firearms Act legislation changes submission

Towhom it may concern:

| have been a licensed firearm owner and shooter in Tasmania for over 20
years. I’m passionate about shooting. Here’s why it plays such an
important role in my life and how it benefits my family and I:

It is my chosen form of recreation; shooting gives me a great amount
of enjoyment.

It is a skill that needs regular practice and training.

| shoot at a range with a large group of people who are a network of
friends. Shooting at the range is an important social event for
shooters, it provides friendship, support, mentoring, mental health
support, advice and training. No different to a myriad of other
recreational past-times or team sports.

Shooting gets me and my family outdoors and into nature. Some of
the most important bonds and memories my children and | share
have been on camping and hunting trips in our beautiful state.
Shooting has taught my children to respect firearms. It has taught
them how to safely handle and operate firearms. This is a skill all
children should be taught simply from a safety perspective. Not
everyone has a pool but we teach all kids how to swim!

Hunting provides safe, hormone free, healthy meat for my family to
consume.

My children have an understanding of where meat comes from, how
itis processed and what ethical hunting and animal welfare actually
means.

Substantial amounts of money spent on my hunting and shooting
equipment support local businesses and contributes a huge amount
of money collected by the state in the form of fee’s and permits each
of which have a fee.

| contribute to the control/removal of feral and introduced pest
species that cause massive damage to native species and the
environment. Not to mention the damage to farmers crops and the
impact that has on farmers livelihoods.



| own a 1940 .303 Lee Enfield passed on from my father to me. Itis
86 years years old, a family heirloom that | intend to hand down to
my children. This holds so much more importance to me than most
people would realise. It’s a part of my family and its history. Its not
just a firearm, it has meaning and emotion attached to it.

This represents just some of the benefits | gain from being a licensed, law-
abiding gun owner.

| agree with some of the proposed changes however | also have a number
of objections with the way the proposed legislation reforms are being
represented by political parties, Tasmania Police and the Federal
Government.

The single biggest failure that has led to the proposed changes to
this legislation was due to the incompetence of the National
Counter Terrorist police, ASIO, ASIS and NSW Police. These
organizations failed to do their jobs and allowed 2 terrorists to obtain
a firearms license while on a terror watch list then issued permits to
acquire 4 firearms that were then used in the mass murder of 15
people at Bondi. The issue here is not the firearms. The issue is
Islamic extremism and Police incompetence.

QLD and the Northern Territory have both acknowledged that
firearms are not the issue. They have the courage to say no to
changing gun laws. They also have the common sense to
acknowledge the real problems are not with law-abiding
shooters but with government and Police information sharing
and back ground checking failures.

The next biggest issue | have is that some people in positions of
legislative power have little to no understanding or comprehension of
why people participate in recreational shooting and how important it
is in their lives. One awful, illegal isolated event has shaped the
entirety of their view on gun control.

| am frustrated and concerned with shooters being unfairly labelled
by politicians and the media as criminals, dangerous, even a threat



when | am not any of these things. Firearms owners are some of the
most legally scrutinized people in society.

The changes of straight pull and lever/button release firearms will
make NO difference to public safety. How can it? A terrorist will
murder with a pistol or rifle or a home made bomb, or a knife, or a
machete, or drive a car into a crowd, or start a fire etc etc....the
problem is the person and their intent. This has been
demonstrated dozens of times all over the world. These proposed
changes are ineffective, expensive, stressful, a drain on resources
and won’t make a lick of difference. All you are achieving is unfairly
targeting and impacting some of the most lawful citizens in the
country.

Changing rimfire magazine capacity from 15 rounds to 10 rounds
wont improve public safety. None of the firearms used at Bondi held
more than 10 rounds. | would love to hear the argument as why the
first 10 rounds don’t pose an issue but any more will???? Can we
accept 10 people shot rather than 157?7? Utter nonsense. If the
justification stated is the reloading times | can tell you a magazine
change takes less than 3 seconds for a competent shooter. Thisis a
totally absurd law and makes zero practical sense.

The proposed changes to timeframes for notifications are far to
short. 24 hour notification timeframes will turn law-abiding shooters
into criminals simply for forgetting or overlooking a notification
requirement for such a short time frame. How will this be enforced?
Who will monitor this? What if the department cannot be reached?
What if | don’t have internet because | live on a farm? What’s next do
we put a GPS tracker on every firearm?? Can you not see how
complicated and complex this is getting? This level of micro
management will be counter productive and lead to totally
unnecessary criminal charges with massive downstream
implications, not to mention the burden placed on already
overstretched Police organizations.

Will the NFDB actually work? Look at the problems WA is having with
the new system. Will it get hacked? Is it secure? How do you access
it if you have no internet? Will it be tracked and traced so those with
access do notillegally access/abuse the information held?



e These are significant proposed changes and have serious
consequences. Thisis no joke. The more complicated and
micromanaged firearms law becomes the higher the risk of good
honest people who make a simple mistake or oversight will suffer life
changing consequences before the legal system. Most shooters are
not lawyers and are unable to afford one if required. The current
laws are fit for purpose and complicated enough.

| believe that the knee jerk reaction after the Bondi attack was not
well considered. Now we see drastically different firearms laws from
state to state adding to the confusion. | completely agree with
harsher penalties for criminals stealing firearms and dealing in illegal
guns, throw the book at them. | also firmly believe that the Federal
security and intelligence agencies and all Police agencies must take
responsibility for the Bondi attack. The blood is on their hands too,
not just the terrorists.

Now the most law abiding and heavily scrutinized people in the
community will pay the price through no fault of their own.

None of these proposed changes would have prevented the Bondi
attack, we all acknowledge that fact.

If these changes become law they will do nothing to prevent a
similar attack in the future either. Terrorists & criminals don’t
abide by the law.

The Bondi attack would not have occurred if the
Police and Federal Security agencies had have
done their job.

How about we fix that problem rather than
persecuting sporting shooters.






Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: -

Sent: Monday, 6 July 2026 2:09 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: firearms amendment

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

| do not support the proposed amendment or the NFR.

If our government actually wanted to attempt to make our communities safer, perhaps more work
needs to be given to who can actually own a firearm in the first place.

The firearm in the hands of the bondi shooter was not responsible for the death of 16 innocent
people.

It was the man behind it and his radical ideology. Perhaps more care could be given in vetting license
applications and ensuring that people who are already on the Australian terrorism watch list never
have the opportunity to own a license or live in a property where firearms are stored.

| am a licensed firearm owner and have been for the last 13 years of my life.

Personally | feel vilified by our government's pursuit of law abiding firearms owners and itis my
personal opinion that the Labour party should be ashamed at the lack of protection they provided for
our community.

law- abiding firearms owners should not be the scapegoat for the incompetence of the highest level
of leadership in this country.

regards



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: I

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2026 5:59 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms amendment bill feedback

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

There is no need to adjust the limit of the magazine size for category A and B firearms. This does nothing
to improve people’s safety, there has been no instances in Tasmania where a smaller magazine limit would
have changed the outcome of a shooting, it will however directly impact he effectiveness of recreational
hunters, especially if follow up shots are required to dispatch game quickly and humanely.

Finally, | believe that all persons in possession of or dealing in stolen firearms need to be tried and if found
guilty should be penalised. However mandatory gaol time is extreme and should not be in place for any
crime, as it limits the court’s ability to apply appropriate penalty on a case by case basis.



Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: L

Sent: Sunday, 5 July 2026 10:58 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Act 1996 amendments

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

Hi, having read the Consultation Information Sheet, | have no problem with the states inclusion in the
NFR (abouttime) or any other proposed amendments included in the Firearms Act 1996. Cheers




Submissions.Strategy.Support

From: L

Sent: Saturday, 4 July 2026 8:48 PM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Proposed changes to firearm laws

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

While some changes to the states laws are positive like the mandatory sentencing for theft of
firearms, and greater communication via the NFA, The majority of changes are not. Firearm owner are
already scrutinised on every purchase as to a need and that has to be provided to obtain a permit.
Limiting numbers although not outlined in the liberal proposalis aridiculous overreach that will
punish good citizens and not aid public safety. Further more the changing of categories is not needed
all actions available have a place in recreational hunting, vermin control or competition. Changing
this once again achieves nothing. The root of the cause at Bondi was the egos of different security
departments and the failure to communicate. This needs to be noted and addresses well before the
easy scape goat of firearm owners are targeted, and the nfa is a good step. Please consider these
points before changing laws, and achieving little.

Thankyou,



Submission — Firearms Amendments

Reclassification of straight-pull and button/lever-release firearms

Clauses 8—10 (amending sections 14—-16) move centre-fire straight-pull action firearms and
“button or lever release” firearms from Category A/B into the more restrictive Category C.
These firearms are defined in the new section 3 as centre-fire firearms with self-ejecting
mechanisms that require only a button or lever to rechamber, using discharge energy for
part of the cycle. Category C already limits numbers and is primarily available for primary
production and animal-control purposes. The limit in section 16(2) is adjusted to allow one
additional such firearm.

Government materials (the consultation information sheet, Premier/Minister statements,
and Q&A) link this change to the Bondi incident and claim these actions enable more rapid
fire than traditional bolt or lever actions. Parallel ACT material notes that one Bondi shooter
allegedly used a straight-pull. That is the entirety of the public “evidence” offered.

No data is supplied on:

*» How many such firearms are registered in Tasmania or nationally.

» Any statistical contribution to crime, accidental shootings, or diversion to illicit
markets.

= Comparative rate-of-fire testing against other Category B actions under realistic
conditions, or any history of conversion to semi-automatic operation in Australian
criminal cases.

*»  Why existing genuine-reason, safe-storage, and permit-to-acquire controls are
inadequate.

Reclassification triggers a buyback (at 1.5x market value for affected guns) that remains
subject to Commonwealth funding negotiations. This imposes a significant property and
practical impact on primary producers, hunters, and target shooters who lawfully acquired
these firearms under the current categories. “In the wake of Bondi” is not a substitute for
evidence that the specific mechanical features create a unique, unmanageable risk that
Category C restriction will meaningfully reduce. Without that evidence the change is
arbitrary and should be withdrawn or deferred pending transparent data and a proper
impact assessment.

Firearm exemptions

A related and equally serious problem is the administration of exemptions under section
155 of the Firearms Act 1996. The current system is opaque, largely unaccountable, and
unfair to law-abiding firearm owners. Section 155 gives the Commissioner (or delegate) a
broad discretionary power to exempt a person or class of persons from provisions relating
to the possession or use of firearms, ammunition, magazines, or suppressors, subject to any
conditions the Commissioner considers appropriate. Critically, the Commissioner may cancel
an exemption “at any time for any reason” (s 155(6)). The power is framed around persons
or classes of persons, not categories of firearms.

In practice this discretion has been exercised in ways that leave lawful owners with little
protection:



Submission — Firearms Amendments

= There are almost no published court decisions that review the grant, refusal,
variation, or cancellation of exemptions themselves. The bulk of administrative case
law concerns “fit and proper person” decisions on licences (e.g. McCauley v
Shepherd [2020] TASMC 2, Free v Bennett [2019] TASMC 3, Quarell v Lieutier [2013]
TASMC 37). Those cases confirm that licence reviews are full merits (de novo)
hearings. Exemption decisions do not receive the same scrutiny.

= Section 141 provides for review in the Magistrates Court (Administrative Appeals
Division) of certain decisions, including conditions imposed under s 155(1)(b). It does
not list the core decisions to grant, refuse, or cancel an exemption. Judicial review
under the Judicial Review Act 2000 remains theoretically available for jurisdictional
error or unreasonableness, but that is a narrow and expensive remedy, not a
practical right of appeal for ordinary licence holders.

= The 2024 cancellation of long-standing Exemption No. 4 (pre-1900 antique firearms)
is a concrete illustration of the problem. The Commissioner cancelled the exemption
with immediate effect, citing (among other reasons) that it had operated on a
category of firearm rather than a person or class of persons and was therefore
beyond power. Owners were offered transitional individual exemptions, but the
decision was made without prior consultation, without published risk data, and with
limited practical recourse for those affected. Industry bodies criticised the lack of
evidence and notice; no successful court challenge has been reported.

The result is a process that is not working. Lawful owners who have relied on exemptions in
good faith can have them cancelled unilaterally, with no guaranteed merits review and no
clear published criteria or guidelines to ensure consistency. Decisions turn on internal
assessments that are rarely tested in open court. This is the opposite of transparent,
accountable administration.

Because exemptions can determine whether a person may lawfully possess or use a firearm,
the power should not remain solely in the hands of an unelected official. The Bill should be
amended to:
» transfer the power to grant, vary, or refuse exemptions to the elected Minister,
subject to clear statutory criteria and the requirements of natural justice; or
= embed the principal exemption categories and decision-making criteria directly in
the Act, with only residual administrative decisions left to the Commissioner under
published guidelines, and with full merits-review rights equivalent to those that
already exist for licence decisions.

Either approach would improve transparency, consistency, and democratic accountability
while still allowing genuine cases of hardship or public interest to be addressed.

Toys treated as firearms

The Bill does not reclassify children’s toys, airsoft, paintball (already separately regulated
under Part 6A), or non-firearm replicas as firearms. Air rifles remain regulated only when
they meet the existing definitions and magazine/capacity criteria (Category A under the
amended section 14). If enforcement practice has treated clearly non-lethal toys as
firearms, that is an administrative overreach, not a defect in the draft Bill itself. The
legislation should retain clear bright-line distinctions so that ordinary toys are not captured.
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International visitors

The Bill contains no new pathway for temporary visitors holding overseas licences (or
corresponding Australian licences from other jurisdictions for short stays) to bring or use
firearms for organised hunting competitions, recreational hunting, or guided hunting.
Section 56 (corresponding licence) is rewritten only for people who are current residents of
another State or Territory and intend to reside in Tasmania; it provides a short bridging
period (7 days, extendable while an application is pending). There is no visitor-permit
equivalent.

This continues to shut out legitimate international competitors and hunting tourists.
Tasmania’s game and ranges could attract economic activity; the absence of a workable
temporary-authority mechanism simply denies that tourism revenue while providing no
demonstrated safety gain. Other jurisdictions manage short-term authorisations with
verification, insurance, and range or club oversight. The Bill should be amended to include a
practical visitor pathway rather than defaulting to prohibition.

Interstate firearm owners

Corresponding licence arrangements (amended section 56) are limited to people intending
to become residents. Existing holders of equivalent interstate licences who visit for
competition, hunting, or short stays remain outside any clear, stable statutory framework.
Reciprocal recognition or a simple notification/verification process for temporary presence
would be consistent with the National Firearms Register’s information-sharing goals and
would avoid unnecessary barriers between jurisdictions.

The recent interstate hunting fiasco demonstrates exactly why reliance on discretionary
Commissioner approvals is unsatisfactory. In late 2024 Tasmania Police reinterpreted
section 55 so that recreational hunting (and vermin control) was no longer treated as an
“other approved purpose.” Long-standing practice that had allowed interstate Category A/B
licence holders to visit and hunt lawfully was abruptly put at risk. Lawful interstate visitors
faced potential criminal liability, tourism operators and regional businesses faced lost
income, and the change was made without clear prior communication or consultation.
Industry bodies (including the Shooting Industry Foundation of Australia, the Australian
Deer Association, Field & Game Australia and others) had to scramble over the
Christmas/New Year period to have the decision reversed. On 9 January 2025 the
Commissioner signed a fresh approval restoring recreational hunting as an approved
purpose (effective 13 January 2025). The problem was fixed only after public and industry
pressure.

This episode is not an isolated administrative hiccup. It is further evidence that key aspects
of the firearms regime rest on the unfettered discretion of an unelected official, can be
changed overnight without transparent criteria or appeal rights, and create real uncertainty
and cost for law-abiding people. The current Bill does nothing to prevent a repeat. A proper
statutory pathway for temporary interstate visitors (competition, recreational hunting,
guided hunting) is required, not continued dependence on discretionary “approved
purpose” decisions that can be withdrawn or reinterpreted at will.
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Firearm ownership caps

Although individual ownership caps are not expressly contained in these amendments, the
issue has been actively canvassed in the public debate surrounding the Bill and in related
policy discussions. There is no evidence that justifies imposing arbitrary numerical limits on
the number of firearms a fit and proper person may lawfully own.

Every application for a permit to acquire an additional firearm is already individually
assessed. The Commissioner must be satisfied of genuine reason, safe storage, and that the
applicant remains a fit and proper person. That case-by-case process is more than sufficient
to manage any genuine risk. Four lawfully acquired, securely stored firearms in the hands of
a fit and proper person present no greater public-safety risk than six. Caps would simply
penalise collectors, primary producers, competition shooters and hunters who have already
demonstrated compliance, without any demonstrated safety dividend.

If the Government considers that the existing permit-to-acquire process is inadequate, it
should produce the data that shows why. Until that evidence is supplied, any move toward
individual ownership caps should be rejected.

24-hour notification of address or storage-location changes
Amended section 46(ba)—(bb) requires notification (in an approved form) of a change of
residential address or of storage at a non-residential address for more than 24 hours:

» preferably at least 24 hours beforehand, or
= assoon as practicable and no later than 24 hours after if prior notice is impossible.

This is tighter than the previous 14-day window for certain particulars (section 57 is also
tightened to 7 days before). For the National Firearms Register and real-time police
knowledge of where firearms are stored, timely location data has a legitimate purpose.
However, a rigid 24-hour absolute deadline for every temporary shift (for example, a
weekend hunt, a short farm stay, or an unexpected family situation) is bureaucratic overkill
and will generate non-compliance among otherwise careful licence holders. A practical “as
soon as practicable / within 72 hours or next business day” rule, supported by a simple
online portal (as foreshadowed for National Firearms Register readiness), would achieve the
same intelligence benefit without punishing ordinary life events.

Additional observations

o Citizenship requirements (sections 28, 29, 36A) contain Commissioner discretion and
limited New Zealand carve-outs for primary production and similar purposes. Clear,
published guidelines are needed so that long-term permanent residents who are not
citizens are not left in limbo. Firearm ownership should not be limited to Australian
citizens; if a person is a permanent resident and satisfies the “fit and proper person”
requirements, there should be no barrier.

e Magazine-capacity reductions (for example, section 118 to 10 rounds) and the new
inspection power (section 82A) add further compliance layers whose necessity
should also be evidenced.
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¢ Mandatory-imprisonment presumption for certain offences (new Sentencing Act
section 16C) is a serious escalation. Judicial residual discretion is retained, but the
threshold for “relevant firearms offences” should be tightly defined.

| suggest that the reclassification provisions be withdrawn or substantially amended until
transparent evidence of necessity and a funded, fair buyback are available.

The exemption power under section 155 should be removed from the sole discretion of the
Commissioner. It should either be placed with the elected Minister (subject to clear
statutory criteria and natural justice) or written into the Act with published guidelines and
full merits-review rights equivalent to those that already exist for licence decisions. The
current process is not working: it is opaque, can be cancelled unilaterally “for any reason,”
and leaves lawful owners without practical rights of appeal. The recent interstate hunting
reinterpretation under section 55 is further proof that discretionary “approved purpose”
decisions create real-world disruption and uncertainty for law-abiding people and for the
regional economy.

Workable temporary/visitor and clearer interstate recognition pathways should be
introduced so that lawful interstate and international visitors are not left dependent on ad-
hoc Commissioner approvals that can be withdrawn overnight. The 24-hour notification rule
should be softened to a practicable timeframe. The regulated-lending framework in section
121A should be retained as a sensible accountability measure rather than a ban.

Any proposal for individual firearm ownership caps should be rejected. There is no evidence
that numerical limits improve public safety beyond the existing, rigorous permit-to-acquire
process that already assesses every additional firearm. If a person is fit and proper, four
firearms are no different in risk profile from six.

Law-abiding licence holders should not bear the cost of measures whose public-safety
dividend has not been demonstrated, nor should they be left subject to an exemption and
approval system that offers them no real protection or recourse.
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Firearms Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026

Submission by a Long-term Tasmanian Permanent Resident and Licensed Firearms Owner

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback on the proposed Firearms
Amendment (Miscellaneous) Bill 2026.

Although this submission reflects my personal circumstances, | believe the issues
raised are likely to affect many long-term permanent residents who have lawfully held
firearms licences in Tasmania for many years.

| am a long-term resident of Tasmania and an Australian Permanent Resident. | have
lived and worked in Tasmania for 10 years, contribute to the local community through
my employment, and have lawfully held a Tasmanian firearms licence foraround 5
years.

Throughout this time, | have maintained a clean record, complied with all firearms
legislation, storage requirements and licensing obligations, and have always regarded
firearm ownership as a significant responsibility rather than a privilege to be taken
lightly.

| appreciate the opportunity to provide my perspective as someone who will be directly
affected by the proposed amendments.

Support for the Objectives of the Bill

| support the Government’s commitment to improving public safety and strengthening
the integrity of Tasmania’s firearms licensing system.

In particular, | support initiatives such as:

¢ theimplementation of the National Firearms Register;

¢ improved information sharing between jurisdictions;

e stronger penalties for firearms theft and illegal possession; and

e measures designed to prevent firearms from falling into the hands of criminals.
| believe these initiatives contribute to community safety and public confidence in
Tasmania’s firearms regulatory system.

Concern Regarding the Proposed Australian
Citizenship Requirement

My primary concern relates to the proposed requirement that Australian citizenship
become a prerequisite for obtaining or renewing a Tasmanian firearms licence.



While | understand the Government’s intention, | respectfully believe that this
requirement may create unintended consequences for long-term permanent residents
who have already demonstrated that they are responsible, law-abiding firearms licence
holders.

As a permanent resident, | have established my life, employment and community in
Tasmania.

| pay taxes, comply with Australian laws, and have maintained my firearms licence
responsibly for many years.

From a public safety perspective, my legal status as a permanent resident does not
reduce my suitability to safely own or use firearms.

For this reason, | respectfully question whether citizenship itself is an appropriate
indicator of firearms safety or risk.

Administrative Timing Issues

| also wish to raise a practical concern regarding the interaction between the proposed
legislation and the Australian citizenship process.

Although | already meet the eligibility requirements to apply for Australian citizenship,
the citizenship process is beyond an applicant’s control and can take many months
from application through approval and citizenship ceremony.

My current firearms licence expires on 28 February 2027.

Even if | submit my citizenship application as soon as possible, there remains a genuine
possibility that my citizenship process may not be completed before my firearms
licence expires.

In that situation, | could lose my eligibility to renew my firearms licence solely because
of government processing time, rather than because of any issue relating to my
conduct, suitability or compliance.

| respectfully submit that this outcome would be unfair to existing licence holders who
have complied with every legal requirement throughout their years of lawful firearm
ownership.

Impact on Permanent Residents

For me personally, obtaining Australian citizenship is not simply an administrative
process.

My country of origin does not recognise dual citizenship.

As a result, becoming an Australian citizen may require me to relinquish my original
nationality.



This decision carries significant personal, legal and financial consequences.

It may affect long-established family interests, inheritance rights, existing property
ownership and other legal rights in my country of origin.

These are profound life decisions that extend far beyond the purpose of firearms
legislation.

| respectfully submit that legislation intended to improve firearms safety should not
unintentionally require long-term permanent residents to make an irreversible decision
regarding their nationality simply to continue holding a firearms licence that they have
lawfully possessed for many years.

Suggested Alternative

| respectfully ask the Government to consider an alternative approach that continues to
achieve the objectives of the Bill while avoiding unnecessary hardship for existing
permanent resident licence holders.

Possible options may include:

¢ providing a clear exemption for existing permanent resident firearms licence
holders;
¢ introducing a grandfathering provision allowing existing licence holders to
continue renewing their licences while they remain permanent residents;
e« providing a transitional period for permanent residents who have commenced
the Australian citizenship process; or
¢ establishing objective exemption criteria for long-term permanent residents with
an established record of lawful firearms ownership and compliance.
Such measures would continue to protect public safety while recognising the
contribution and demonstrated responsibility of long-term permanent residents who
have already proven themselves to be fit and proper firearms licence holders.

Conclusion

| respectfully request that the Government reconsider the proposed citizenship
requirement as it applies to existing long-term permanent residents.

| fully support stronger firearms regulation where it improves community safety.

However, | believe that long-term permanent residents who have demonstrated many
years of lawful, responsible and compliant firearms ownership should not be placed in
the position of having to choose between retaining their original nationality and
retaining their firearms licence.

| respectfully ask that the final legislation include an appropriate exemption or
transitional arrangement for existing permanent resident licence holders.



Thank you for considering my submission and for providing the opportunity to
contribute to this important consultation.

Yours faithfully,
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From: I

Sent: Thursday, 6 August 2026 11:42 AM
To: Submissions.Strategy.Support
Subject: Firearms Submission - Proposed caps on Firearms

| am writing as a concerned firearms owner to the recommendation to impose firearm caps on legitimate
firearm owners and reclassification of certain firearms to Category C.

In Tasmania we are already subject to some of the toughest and strict firearm ownership in the world.

I have been a responsible firearm owner and land owner for 57 years and | am deeply concerned that law
abiding firearm owners, farmers, recreational hunters, members of shooting clubs etc could be subject to
firearm caps.

There is no evidence based data that has been produced to support the recommendation that by having
firearm caps will provide for a safer community, reduce crime and support stricter policing other than to be
politically motivated by anti gun lobbyist who are only interested in removing firearms from legitimate firearm
owners. To make a political statement that to impose firearm caps will provide for a safer community without
the evidence to support their opinion when the real issue is the unlawful use of firearms by unlicensed
individuals and criminals where stricter penalties should be applied by the courts.

We need to focus on the criminal element, tougher penalties, screening of individuals with appropriate
background checks before granting firearm ownership. The applicant must have an Australian citizenship
before applying. Clearly, the latter two processes failed within the NSW licensing system with the Bondi
incident. | believe our current Tasmanian firearms process is appropriate other to ensure our screening
process is thorough with background checks and mandatory Australian Citizenship.

In regard to reclassification of straight pull and button release firearms to category C, | do have concerns as
they have been used as a sporting firearm for many years by legitimate firearm owners and | believe is a knee
jerk reaction following Bondi. We have lever action firearms which are not currently subject to the same
scrutiny and are not category C however, can be used with similar firepower as straight pull or button release
firearms and in some firearms increased magazine capacity. | fail to see by reclassification is going to make
our communities safer and is only politically motivated.

Stricter storage of firearms has also been raised and again | question what further measures can be impose?
We already have regular storage checks by police and by example | can advise the last check | had undertaken
was very thorough with the Police officer not only checking the storage facilities met the requirements and my
paperwork reconciled with the firearms stored but also the Police officer took photo's of all firearms including
accessories for data reference.

| believe by imposing caps is just another example of legitimate firearms owners being penalised for an act of
terrorism and by reducing firearms in the community is not going to prevent this type of act in the future! Our
focus should be on policing our current system which is working, improved data intelligence identifying
suspects that are on the radar and act to counter the potential threats to our community. Increased penalties
for firearm related offences when in the hands of criminals.

Regards
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Submission summary

Overall, this submission supports 17 amendments, opposes 3, is unsure about 1,
and records no comment on 0.

10

13

16

19

17

SUPPORT

OPPOSE

SUPPORT

OPPOSE

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

3

OPPOSE

1"

14

17

20

1

UNSURE

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

UNSURE

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

12

15

18

21

0

NO COMMENT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

SUPPORT

OPPOSE

SUPPORT

5/8/2026, 21:12
Page 3 of 12



_ 5/8’2026’ i
Page 4 of 12



AMENDMENT 1

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

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.

e 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.

e 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.

e Strengthened storage requirements, theft-prevention measures and enforcement
against unlawful possession may have a greater impact on public safety than
reclassification alone.

e The proposal may impose substantial cost on lawful owners without a demonstrated
public-safety benefit proportionate to that impact.

¢ Reclassification will cost the law abiding owner stress, frustrations and anxiety,
especially in the case of sentimental value or a collection. The consequential buy back
will cost the tax payer a ridiculous amount of money. Humane dispatch of animals,
especially when culling will take a significant toll. All of this with absolutely no logical or
measurable benefit to public safety.

Suggested alternatives

e Stronger storage requirements.

e Better theft-prevention measures.

e More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.
e Clearer exemptions or transition arrangements.

¢ A narrower amendment focused on the identified risk.

e Grandfathering of existing laws for law abiding owners who currently own an affected
firearm. Targeted reclassification of specific firearms that pose an actual increased risk
to public safety (if any).

Additional comments

Applying logic and reclassifying certain firearms that pose a significantly higher risk. For
example, a button or lever release shotgun with internal 5 round tube, takes a significant
amount of time and awkwardness to reload and firing 5 rounds would be comparable to a
double barrel shotgun. A button or lever release shotgun with external magazine poses a
significantly higher risk to the community if it was in the wrong hands. Targeting that type of
firearm would cost less to the tax payer and present a logical benefit to public safety, while
maintaining care to animal welfare.
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AMENDMENT 2

Australian citizenship as the default firearms- SUPPORT
licensing requirement

Reasons given in support

e Citizenship may provide a clearer long-term connection to Australia.

e Asingle default rule may simplify eligibility assessments.

e Defined exemptions may preserve access for specific employment or primary-
production needs.

Additional comments

This change single-handedly would have prevented Bondi from happening. | fully support
this logical and reasonable amendment.

AMENDMENT 3
Restriction on on-lending firearms SUPPORT

Reasons given in support

o |t keeps the registered owner closer to the person actually possessing the firearm.
e It may reduce confusion about where a firearm is located.

¢ It may reduce the chance of loss, misplacement or unauthorised possession.

Additional comments
A reasonable and commonsense amendment.

AMENDMENT 4
Verification of borrower licence and storage SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
¢ |t promotes responsible lending and lawful storage.
e It may prevent accidental lending to a suspended, expired or unsuitable licence holder.
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AMENDMENT 5
Nationally consistent firearm terminology SUPPORT

Reasons given in support

e Consistent terminology may improve interstate data sharing and administration.
e Modern definitions can reduce confusion.

¢ Alignment may assist implementation of the National Firearms Register.

AMENDMENT 6

Clarification of firearm and firearm-part SUPPORT
definitions

Concerns that have been raised

e A 24-hour threshold may be impractical for hunting trips, competitions, work, repairs or
emergencies.

e Repeated notifications may create administrative burden without improving physical
security.

Suggested alternatives

e Stronger storage requirements.

o Better theft-prevention measures.

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

AMENDMENT 8
Notification before changing residential address SUPPORT

Reasons given in support
e Advance notice may help keep licence and storage-location records accurate.

e It may support timely storage-compliance checks.
e a more reasonable timeline of 7 days either side of change over date.

AMENDMENT 7

Notification of storage away from the owner’s OPPOSE
residence

e The rule should focus on the primary storage location rather than brief lawful travel.
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AMENDMENT 9

Expanded authority for firearms dealer SUPPORT
employees

AMENDMENT 10

Seven-day Tasmanian licence application for new | SUPPORT
interstate residents

AMENDMENT 11
Advance notice of changes in personal particulars | UNSURE

Reasons for remaining unsure

e Current law is fine, changing would over burden the already over pressured firearms
services.

AMENDMENT 12
Production of firearms for police inspection SUPPORT

AMENDMENT 13
Possession of stolen firearms offence and penalty | SUPPORT

AMENDMENT 14

Alternative conviction for possession of stolen SUPPORT
firearms

AMENDMENT 15

Summary trial option for unlawful firearms SUPPORT
trafficking
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AMENDMENT 16

New summary offence of stealing a firearm or SUPPORT
firearm part

AMENDMENT 17
Expansion of firearm prohibition orders SUPPORT

AMENDMENT 18

Magazine ammunition-capacity limits for OPPOSE
Category A and B firearms

Concerns that have been raised

e The government should publish evidence linking affected magazine capacities to
Tasmanian crime risk.

e Limits may have little effect on criminals using stolen or prohibited firearms.
e The proposal may impose costs on sporting shooters, hunters and primary producers.
e Secure storage and theft prevention may better address diversion risk.

e Capacity rules must address fixed magazines, tubular magazines and lawful competition
use clearly.

Suggested alternatives

e Stronger storage requirements.

e Better theft-prevention measures.

e More targeted enforcement against unlawful possession.

e Grandfathering for owners who already abide by the law. Exemptions for sporting use.

Additional comments

There are sports shooters and hunters who has 10-15 round magazines. Grandfathering
and/or sporting exemptions should be discussed.

AMENDMENT 19

Updated identification requirements for licence IRl
applications
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AMENDMENT 20

Three-month mandatory minimum SUPPORT
imprisonment for stolen-firearm offences

Reasons given in support

e [f a case is not put before the courts straight away, a deferred hearing and 3 months
mandatory time does not feel like a proportionate penalty to the seriousness of the
crime. | would like to see cases heard quickly and harsher punishments applied.

AMENDMENT 21
Electronic firearms dealer record keeping SUPPORT
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Further suggestions

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

e Require a monitored alarm or camera system where five or more firearms are stored.
e Require break-away, movement or tamper alarms to be fitted to firearm safes.

¢ Require concealed GPS tracking devices to be fitted to firearm safes.

e Require firearm-safe keys to be kept in a separate room, secured in a separate locked
location, or carried on the licence holder's person.

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

e Prioritise theft prevention, secure storage and enforcement against unlawful possession
before imposing broad reclassifications on lawful owners.

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

e Provide clear grandfathering, compensation and transition arrangements for owners of
firearms or magazines that are currently lawful.

e Review each affected firearm type individually rather than grouping manually operated
actions together without demonstrated evidence of equivalent risk.

e Increase penalties for stealing firearms or assisting firearm theft.
¢ Increase resources for investigating illegal firearm trafficking and unlawful possession.
e Provide grants or rebates to help lawful owners upgrade firearm storage.

e Introduce recognised security ratings for safes based on the number and type of
firearms stored.

e Introduce enhanced storage requirements for larger firearm collections.

e 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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