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Dear members, 
  
I write to you as one of the 22,000 people who signed the petition against the proposed 
airgun licencing in Scotland, and therefore suggest that these views are not only mine but 
those of the majority of the 22,000. 
 
As was reported in the news in May, it seems that the SNP and Kenny MacAskill in 
particular, has decided to continue with it’s badly thought out, unneeded and likely very 
costly proposal to licence airguns. As I am sure you are all aware, as well as the 22,000 
people who signed the petition, 87% of responses to the public consultation on Airgun 
Licencing opposed the measure outright. Many of the comments described this proposal as 
“disproportionate” “unjustified” and “attack on individual liberty”. 
Many senior members of the Scottish Police Service responded to the public consultation 
and they commented that the proposal was ill thought and was totally unmanageable. 
 
I would like to ask that your committee and the Scottish Government does not ignore the 
aforementioned people and reconsiders this proposal and cancels all plans to adopt a 
licence once and for all. 
 
Publicly available statistics show that all firearms crime including airgun crime has fallen 
massively since 2006. Last year there were only 171 offences. To put this into perspective 
this is less than 0.04 offences per airgun in Scotland and less than 0.004 for head of 
population. Around 12.4% of cars registered in Scotland are involved in an offence each 
year. It is also my understanding that there were more injuries caused by dog bites admitted 
to one hospital alone in Scotland than airgun offences (which do not always include injury) 
for the whole nation. 
 
There are already 30 laws directly relating to airguns and punishing misuse as well as 
countless others than can also be used to punish offensive behaviour. 
 
I am a Health & Safety professional and in my line of work, we look at finding the root cause 
of accidents/incidents to try and prevent them from reoccurring. It is too late when you are 
mopping up the blood from an injury. The Government needs to look at the root cause as to 
why someone would want to misuse an item to cause harm to others and spend the money 
in educating them. They would also probably find that a combination of bad parenting, lack 
of good family values and low self worth causes the issues in the first place. However, 
because these things are harder to solve, the soft option is once more heralded - attack the 
law abiding because they will comply and Governments can say ' look what we have 
achieved'. Well I'm sorry, but you won't have achieved anything at all. 
 
Using figures obtained from the Association of Chief Police Officers for the cost of 
processing shotgun certificate applications (£195) and estimates on the number of 
individual airgun owners in Scotland(up to and likely over 500,000), simple mathematics 
would say that this could potentially cost nearly £100,000,000 to implement. The 
Association of Scottish Police Superintendents has also voiced concerns over potential costs. 
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Airguns are a vital tool used in pest control and preventing damage to crops and other land, 
especially where shotguns and more powerful rifles are unsuitable for use due to lack of 
backstops, livestock, other farm workers having to share the working area, etc.. According 
to a report sponsored by the Scottish Government rabbits alone cost £56,000,000/year in 
damage to crops in Scotland. This type of pest control is often carried out with airguns free 
of charge. If a licence is introduced additional costs may put people off from providing this 
service or they may have to charge for their services. This again adds unnecessary costs to 
law abiding people. An often little known fact is that airguns are often used to carry out pest 
control on Scottish golf courses as they are low powered and safe for use. Many people are 
unaware of the hard work airgun owners put in to help ensure courses are kept in prime 
condition. Airguns are also commonly used as a form of pest control which helps protect 
native wild life such as controlling the Grey Squirrel population to conserve the native Red 
Squirrel. 
 
It is often thought that airguns are cheap at around £100 but many are actually between 
£500-1000 which some as high as £2-3,000. If people are unable to obtain a licence the 
Scottish Government should pay out compensation to people who have had to give up their 
sport. My two rifles alone cost £450 each. 
 
The proposal also intends to ban recreational shooting (plinking) in one’s own back garden. I 
and many other people find this a gross violation of people’s private property rights. 
Plinking is perhaps the most common form of air gun shooting and is carried out safely by 
thousands of people. There are already laws in place to punish any irresponsibility in this 
area. Many Scottish sporting champions will have started out shooting in this manner and 
stopping this may be hindering Scotland's future sporting success. 
  
UK law states that it is an offence to fire an air rifle within 50 feet of the centre of a highway 
if this results in someone being injured, interrupted or endangered. These offences could be 
committed, for example, when someone is shooting in their garden close to a road and the 
pellets ricochet onto the highway. The definition of a highway is a properly constructed 
(tarmacadam or similar surfaced) road. As long as people take necessary precautions to 
prevent their pellets from straying (backstop made of an energy absorbing material), what 
harm are they doing? 
 
The greatest effect of this proposal will be on law abiding airgun owners, especially those 
who are on lower incomes and do not have the money to spare for the additional costs of 
this scheme. It is more than just the cost of a licence, many people face having to travel 
several miles to find a club. This places additional costs in terms of fuel and travel time. It 
also has an environmental impact due to the extra traveling. 
 
The driving force behind this legislation seems to be the tragic death of Andrew Morton, 
and in fact Mr MacAskill and many others often quote this incident in the press when the 
subject arises. However I would like to point out that in addition to the perpetrator being 
caught and properly punished by the courts, a licence is unlikely to have changed his 
behaviour or prevented the incident. 
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There will be no effect whatsoever on the very small amount of crimes committed with air 
rifles. The law abiding citizens who shoot air rifles and can afford the costs of the licence will 
apply and pay for them, with the poorer law abiding citizens giving up their hobby. The real 
criminals (the very few) who use their air guns for malicious purposes will carry on as 
normal and will not register their ownership. 
  
Licencing does not and has not ever had the effect that you propose. A bank robber does 
not apply for a SGC (shotgun certificate) and register his shotgun on that certificate in his 
own name, nor does he buy a car and register it in his own name/address at the DVLA, to 
then use in his bank robbery. Both items would be illegally held and not registered.  The 
huge majority of firearms used in criminal activities are illegally held and not registered, so 
how would this new legislation change that? 
 
There was an incident where a young child was beaten to death with a golf club yet we do 
not see the same attitude towards golf clubs. 
 
Good legislation should be proportionate, effective and objective. The facts in this case are 
airgun crime is very low and has been falling for the past 7 years, this proposal is 
disproportionate, expensive and will affect many more law abiding people than it does 
criminals. 
 
I also find that the Scottish Government is very hypocritical – they are currently pushing the 
Yes vote for independence and freedom for the nation, but that freedom doesn’t extend it 
seems to the freedom of the individual to practice his chosen past-time without 
beaurocracy and unnecessary burden and cost. 
 
Yours Sincerely 
  
Richard Hill 
  
BASC Member 
BFTA Member 
Airgun Shooter 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  


