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FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 2021 

Committee 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. The Deputy Chair of Committees (Hon Steve Martin) in the chair; 
Hon Stephen Dawson (Minister for Emergency Services) in charge of the bill. 

Clause 6: Section 4 amended — 

Committee was interrupted after the clause had been partly considered. 

Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: When we were interrupted by question time, we were dealing with the word “thing”. 
I am going to ask my question here, but not another 87 times where the word “thing” occurs within the bill. It was 
great to hear during the debate on clause 1 that the Labor government has seen the light and I will make sure that 
I inform Hon Michael Mischin that his tireless efforts in 2015 did not go to waste, and that he did, in the end, convince 
all members. 

The definition states — 

thing relevant to an offence has the meaning given in the Criminal Investigation Act 2006 section 5; 

Section 5 of the CIA reads — 

(1) For the purposes of this Act, a thing is a thing relevant to an offence if it is reasonably suspected that — 

(a) the thing has been, is being, or is intended to be used for the purpose of committing an offence; 

(b) the thing has been obtained by the commission of an offence; 

(c) an offence has been, is being, or may be committed in respect of the thing; 

(d) the thing is or may afford — 

(i) evidence relevant to proving the commission of an offence or who committed an offence; or 

(ii) evidence that tends to rebut an alibi. 

(2) For the purposes of this Act, a thing relevant to an offence may be material or non-material, animate 
(other than human) or inanimate.  

So that members are aware, that is the definition that will be used for every one of the 88 references to “thing” in 
the bill. Earlier during the second reading debate, I read some direct quotes from members in 2015 and one of those 
was whether a thing could be an umbrella. I am obviously not going to put such a nonsensical suggestion to the 
minister, unless of course somebody has modified an umbrella to be a firearm, and then perhaps it could be a thing. 
I want to understand the operation of this definition, which refers to the Criminal Investigation Act. As I understand 
it, it would be confined by the long title of the Firearms Act, which states — 

An Act to make provision for the control and regulation of firearms and ammunition, the licensing 
of persons possessing, using, dealing with, or manufacturing firearms and ammunition, the repeal 
of the Firearms and Guns Act 1931, and for incidental and other purposes. 

Of course, this is not the umbrella act of 1973. Am I correct in my assumption that although the definition of 
“thing relevant to an offence” as contained in the CIA is rather broad, it would be confined quite considerably by 
the long title of the act? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: I am advised that the answer is no, because anything relevant to the offence can still be 
seized. I also draw to the member’s attention clause 43 of the Firearms Amendment Bill 2021 and subsection (2) of 
proposed section 23AG, “Firearms technology”, which states — 

The reference in subsection (1)(a) to a thing is a reference to any machinery, equipment, object or device, 
including the following — 

(a) a 3D printer or other similar additive manufacturing technology; 
(b) a moulding device; 
(c) a milling device; 
(d) a remote controlled device (for example, a drone); 
(e) an electronic firing mechanism; 
(f) railgun technology; 
(g) any other prescribed thing. 
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Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: That is obviously only one of the 88 references to “thing” in the bill. There is a whole 
range of other things, including in relation to a firearms prohibition order offence, that perhaps do not provide the 
detail in terms of seizure that is provided for the firearms technology offence. Perhaps that is something we can 
contemplate when we get to those provisions. 
On my assumption about the long title, the minister’s answer to my proposition was that no, that is inaccurate. I would 
have thought that the scope of the bill would be constrained by the long title of the act. The act does not have 
objects. I think it was a recommendation of the Law Reform Commission that it should have. Can I just confirm 
that the long title will play no role in confining the application of the definition of “thing”? Effectively, would it be 
up to the person who is involved in the seizure of said “thing” to make a determination of whether that thing is relevant 
to the offence? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: Under this legislation we can seize things only if we use the powers under this act, 
but we can seize things under the Criminal Investigation Act, too. 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: I understand that, but this bill refers to a definition in another act. I understand that 
it is not utilising the CIA powers but using a definition in the CIA to enforce, with reference to the powers in this 
bill, which will become an act. For example, if it relates to a seizure under part 8 of this bill, with is the firearms 
prohibition order part, how can we necessarily define or confine what can or cannot be seized during the utilisation 
of such powers? 
Hon STEPHEN DAWSON: There is a difference of opinion at the table about what the member is asking for. Can 
the member ask his question and be as specific as he can? 
Hon MARTIN ALDRIDGE: Let us consider this scenario: someone is served with a firearms prohibition order. 
Under proposed section 29I, “Failure to surrender firearms and other things when firearms prohibition order served”, 
proposed subsection (6) states — 

If the prohibited person cannot surrender a thing referred to in subsection (2), (3) or (4) (for example, 
because the thing is located or stored at a different place) — 

(a) those subsections do not apply; and 
(b) the member of the Police Force — 

A “thing” is obviously a defined term and that definition is contained in the CIA. How will the definition of “thing” 
apply in that circumstance? 
Progress reported and leave granted to sit again, pursuant to standing orders. 
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