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To,
The Legal and Social Issues Committee
We would like to thank the committee for the invitation to present a submission on the inquiry
into Firearms Prohibition Legislation.
Our organisation operates nationwide to advocate for the shooting community as a purely
volunteer driven Not-For-Profit with a diverse membership ranging across sporting shooters,
hunters, primary producers, professional pest controllers, armourers, security guards and
dealers.
With regards to the terms of reference our submission will cover Firearm Prohibition Orders,
as well as the relevance of emerging technologies in 3D printed firearms in comparison to
conventional manufacturing methods.

Firearm Prohibition Orders
We note that Firearm Prohibition Orders are now being used in several jurisdictions, not just
Victoria. However, we do not see the connection between the issuance of these orders and
the idea that these orders have anything to do with a person being deemed unable to
possess a firearm.
Instead we see that these orders are frequently issued against persons the police suspect
are involved in organised crime, or who otherwise are recidivist offenders. These orders are
then used by the police to conduct random searches of the subject of the FPO and those in
their company.
At a national and local Victorian level there are already a plethora of reasons in which a
person may find themselves prohibited from possessing a firearm. For example domestic
violence restraining orders, criminal convictions and so forth. The issuance of FPO’s occurs
totally separate to these typical situations. Indeed, from our understanding many of these
orders do not have any bearing on the target’s legal ability to hold a firearm as they are
already prohibited from possessing firearms. We note that in the August 2016 report by the
NSW Ombudsman, they found that of 2,500 searches under FPO’s, only 2% of those
discovered firearms, parts or ammunition. Given the significant parallels between the
Victorian laws and NSW laws we suspect these results would be similar in Victoria.
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As such we find the very concept of naming these orders a ‘Firearm Prohibition Order’ to be
fundamentally misguided, especially when considered with how the orders are being
practically utilised by police, and the powers that they provide police. We note that this
connection to the risks of illicit Firearms was a critical factor in setting aside the FPO issued
against a prominent member of the Rebel Outlaw Motorcycle Gang in Websdale V Chief
Commissioner of Police (Review and Regulation) [2019] VCAT 666. We would suggest that
if FPOs are to continue being used, that they be detached from the Firearms Act and
brought into a more appropriate act, with new legislation to be written around how the FPOs
are actually used. This would arguably be more logical and sensible than shoehorning what
are essentially significant search powers and movement restrictions into the Firearms Act, on
the notional basis that these powers are being used strictly in connection with Firearm
related crime.
We are presently unable to find any sophisticated analysis of the actual effectiveness of
these orders, and while police seem to make claims that these laws are proving effective, we
are skeptical of anecdotal evidence. Without a detailed statistical analysis on the
effectiveness of FPO’s it would be remiss of us, or indeed anyone, to come to any firm
conclusions regarding their effectiveness.

Emerging Technologies
Turning to the matter of emerging technologies such as 3D printing, we would suggest that
these technologies do not pose a significant likelihood of increasing the proliferation of
unlawful firearms in the community beyond what conventional manufacturing technology
already provides.
At present, the developments in 3D printed guns seems to have plateaued in effectiveness.
Three different classes of 3D printed firearms have emerged over the past few years. The
first of these being those that are 3D printed without any firearm components and are the
least effective of the available designs. Secondly, there are some designs where a
significant amount of the design is 3D printed and otherwise improvised, but utilises
conventional firearm components such as barrels and magazines. Finally, we see some that
utilise a 3D printed receiver/frame to replace a conventional receiver with factory made parts
that are not as tightly regulated being used to assemble a working firearm.
Conventionally manufactured improvised firearms in contrast seem to rarely utilise factory
made firearm components outside of some limited exceptions. These designs and
technologies present a significantly greater challenge to community safety as they can
provide significantly greater firepower without any requirement for sourcing regulated firearm
parts.
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Firstly, looking at those designs that do not use any firearm components; these sorts of
firearms are relatively primitive and unsophisticated. The realities of 3D printable polymer
materials means that the pepperboxes that emerged in 2013 are likely to remain the peak of
this technology. Due to the stagnation of significant breakthroughs to improve polymer
material strength, or massive reductions in the cost of metallic additive manufacturing
technology.
Firearms of this sort of design (single shot and pepperbox) fell by the wayside of the firearms
industry in the late 1800s. While they do offer a potentially lethal weapon, the fundamentally
unsuitable nature of plastic 3D printing means these firearms do not represent a significant
threat to the community. Indeed their unreliable operation often seems to mean they present
a significant risk to the user of the firearm as they are prone to catastrophic failure.
We are aware that a small number of firearms of this type have been detected within
Australia by law-enforcement. In the cases where these firearms have been detected the
existing legislation regarding unlawful manufacturing of firearms has proven more than
adequate to capture this conduct. We believe this holds true for Victoria as well as any other
state as legislation prohibiting the unlawful manufacture of firearms is nationally consistent.
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In contrast, by using conventional manufacturing technologies it is relatively easy to
construct a single shot firearm, and this can be done in a matter of minutes by someone with
only basic knowledge and skills. The most simple and lethal single shot firearm able to be
constructed in this manner is the slam-fire shotgun. This firearm can be readily assembled
from two suitable pieces of standard imperial diameter pipe, end cap and a screw or nail.
Whilst unconventional in appearance without being fitted with a shoulder stock or forend, the
reality is this simple assembly is capable of repeatedly discharging 12 gauge shotgun shells.
This is a significantly more lethal weapon than any of the basic 3D printed firearms and can
be manufactured with less expensive equipment and in less time using readily available
materials. We are not aware of firearms of this nature being seized particularly often within
Australia. Given the simple nature of these firearms this suggests unsurprisingly that criminal
circles are readily able to obtain firearms of superior capabilities.
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Internationally we have seen designs for 3D printed firearms that utilise a selection of
conventional firearm parts. These 3D printed firearms are undoubtedly more effective than
the simpler sorts of firearms discussed above, however they still suffer from structural
problems and are not particularly effective in comparison to what can be produced with
conventional methods. We are not aware of any firearms of this sort appearing within
Australia. Given the highly regulated nature of firearm parts in Australia and relatively poor
quality of firearms produced, we do not believe they are particularly likely to rise to any
prominence, nor pose any risk to the community.
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The final type of 3D printed firearm that has been produced are those that only manufacture
the receiver of a firearm. This is primarily driven by the fact that in many countries, Australia
included, firearms are controlled by the registration of their receivers. While firearm parts in
Australia are strictly regulated, this is not the case in many other jurisdictions.
By manufacturing the receiver of a firearm, and assembling it utilising spare parts, this allows
someone to acquire a functional firearm without having to undergo registration or
background check requirements. When it comes to 3D printing only some firearm designs
are suitable to having a 3D printed receiver, of these the AR15 is the most prominent.
However with the severe restrictions on the supply of AR15 parts in Australia it is unlikely for
these firearms to be unlawfully manufactured in this manner. Furthermore, as is common
with other 3D printed firearms they commonly suffer severe structural weakness and are
liable to fail rapidly.
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One of the most effective home-manufactured firearm designs in the public sphere is the
‘Luty’ submachine gun. These firearms and derivative designs have been seized on multiple
occasions within Australia and will continue to make an appearance for the foreseeable
future. They require only basic tools, all of which can be acquired at a similar or lesser cost
to a 3D printer. As these firearms are fully automatic submachine guns, they offer massively
more firepower than what is available with 3D printed technologies, and indeed beyond what
can be acquired from the civilian firearm market, where automatic firearms are generally
prohibited.
Manuals to make these firearms are readily available on the internet and the materials are
not regulated or difficult to acquire, nor would it be even remotely feasible to regulate the
manuals and materials. It is due to the relative ease of construction, low cost and unmatched
firepower we believe that these types of submachine guns are going to continue to be the
homemade firearm of choice for the foreseeable future.
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I hope that this submission has provided the committee with some more in depth knowledge
and is of value to the inquiry.

Regards,
Kirk Yatras
Vice-President
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