
SUBMISSION FROM ACPOS 
 
1. I refer to your correspondence dated 16 December 2010 in connection with the above 

subject.  In relation to Key Question 10 within your call for views on the proposals 
contained within the Scotland Bill in which seeks comment to proposed changes to Air 
Gun legislation and drink driving limits, these matters have been considered by 
Operational Policing Business Area and Road Policing Business Area respectively.  I am 
now in a position to offer the following by way of comment. 

 
2. It has long been the view of ACPOS that Firearms Legislations is unnecessarily complex 

and difficult for the general public, Police and Licensing Authorities to understand and 
apply in a fair and proportionate manner.  Therefore any decision to introduce legislation, 
which would apply only to Air Weapons, would need to be considered extremely carefully 
to ensure that the aims of the legislation were constructed to achieve specific, reasonable 
objectives. 

 
3. The following are only an example of the issues that would seem reasonable to consider: 
 

 It is estimated there may well be as many as 500,000 air weapons held within 
Scotland.  Therefore any proposal to license all holders of air weapons would be very 
difficult and costly to introduce and place considerable additional pressure on existing 
resources.  Without full cost recovery such a proposal seems neither reasonable, nor 
proportionate within the current climate.  Should a licensing system be deemed worthy 
of introduction, it would seem reasonable to consider a Scotland wide amnesty in an 
effort to reduce the number of air weapons held.  This would however impact on 
existing resources that would be responsible for the collation and destruction of any 
surrendered air weapons. 

 What application and vetting process would be applied to applicants for an Air 
Weapon certificate?  Logic would suggest any applicant for a certificate would need to 
satisfy the same, or very similar criteria to that for existing firearms and shot gun 
certificate holders. 

 How would an applicant demonstrate “Good Reason”? – If it is decided that a 
certification process is to be introduced, then it would seem reasonable to expect the 
applicant will require such level of reason and the absence of this would prevent the 
grant or renewal of a certificate.  Similarly there should be a revocation process for 
certificate holders whose conduct suggests there is, or may be, a threat to public 
safety or the peace. 

 Whilst Air Weapons are not as dangerous as Section 1 and 2 Firearms, it would 
remain necessary for acceptable security to be in place.  To this end, it would not 
seem unreasonable to require any and all air weapons to be secured within a BS gun 
cabinet or similar. 

 As with all other areas of law there will require to be exemptions to any new 
legislation, which may include issues such as possession and use by persons under 
18 years of age and the use of a landowner‟s weapons on their land. 

 Given the ongoing discussions relative to the increase in fees for the grant or renewal 
of a firearms/shot gun certificate, it seems entirely reasonable that the fee for an air 
weapon certificate would provide full cost recovery.  As with existing certificate holders 



it would also seem reasonable to have coterminous applications, with all certificates 
having the same duration and expiry dates. 

 
4. The above list is merely illustrative of the many issues which would require careful and 

detailed consideration prior to the introduction of any new Air Weapon legislation. 
 
5. With reference to the proposed amendments to road traffic legislation, ACPOS has a 

clear position of „Don‟t Drink and Drive‟ and would therefore welcome the proposals 
contained within the Scotland Bill in relation to reduced drink drive limits which we would 
consider a step towards helping to save lives and prevent serious injury on Scotland‟s 
roads. 

 
6. Furthermore, speeding is a major factor in many collisions and the Scottish Road Policing 

Framework details our commitment to reduce road casualties and reinforces our 
commitment to the Scottish Government‟s Road Safety Framework to 2020, which sets 
stringent targets in relation to casualty reduction.  Whilst the obvious preference in these 
terms may therefore be to lower speed limits as opposed to increasing them, ACPOS 
recognises that different roads offer different levels of hazard and may therefore find 
offering blanket support or otherwise to an alteration of speed limits difficult. 

 
7. On each of the above issues, ACPOS would welcome the opportunity to participate in 

future consultations in regard to any proposed changes to legislation. 
 
8. I trust that the foregoing is of assistance to you at this stage. 
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