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Dear Mr McClellan, 

Review of sentencing law for firearms, knives and other weapons offences 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide a preliminary submission on issues relevant to the 
Terms of Reference for the Sentencing Council's Review of the law of sentencing for firearms, 
knives and other weapons offences (Review). The Law Society's Criminal Law Committee 
contributed to this submission. 

The Law Society welcomes the Review and supports the comprehensive consideration of 
sentencing offences for firearms, knives and other weapons offences in NSW, including 
consideration of appropriate measures to improve sentencing in these matters. In our view, 
there is scope for addressing aspects of sentencing for these offences to achieve, among 
other things, greater consistency and proportionality in outcomes. We offer the following 
comments relevant to the Terms of Reference for the NSW Sentencing Council's consideration 
in conducting the Review. 

Standard non-parole periods 

The Law Society welcomes a review of standard non-parole periods for firearms, knives and 
other weapons offences in NSW and supports measures to ensure that standard non-parole 
periods are appropriate and consistent, with reference to both the maximum penalty for the 
offence and the objective seriousness of the conduct captured by the charge. This would be a 
welcome continuation of previous work undertaken by the NSW Sentencing Council and the 
NSW Law Reform Commission on standard non-parole periods. 1 

We note that, currently, there are discrepancies between the standard non-parole period and 
the maximum penalty for some firearms, knives and other weapons offences. For example, an 
offence against section 7 ( 1 ) of the Firearms Act 1996, which carries a maximum penalty of 14 
years imprisonment, has a four-year standard non-parole period, while an offence under 

1 NSW Sentencing Council, Standard Non-parole Periods: A background report by the NSW Sentencing 
Council (November 2011 ); NSW Law Reform Commission, Report 134: Sentencing: Interim report on 
standard minimum non-parole periods (May 2012); NSW Law Reform Commission, Report 139: Sentencing 
(July 2013). 
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section 51(1A) of the Firearms Act 1996, which also carries a maximum penalty of 14 years 
imprisonment, has a ten-year standard non-parole period.  
 
The Law Society suggests that the Review may wish to consider such disparities, including 
whether they may be affecting sentence outcomes for these offences, in assessing the 
appropriateness of standard non-parole periods for firearms, knives and other weapons 
offences. Any proposed reform would need to be informed by a nuanced investigation, 
including consideration of the appropriateness of maximum penalties for each offence, the 
range of conduct that can be captured under the offence provision, and whether sentencing 
patterns indicate that a standard non-parole period is necessary, and not simply by raising 
standard non-parole periods that currently sit proportionally lower by comparison to the 
maximum penalty.  
 
We would be grateful for the opportunity to provide feedback on any suggested reforms to 
improve and clarify standard non-parole periods in these matters.  
 
Maximum penalties 
 
The Law Society supports investigation into the operation and appropriateness of maximum 
penalties for firearms, knives and other weapons offences in NSW, including with reference to 
relevant standard non-parole periods and to maximum penalties in other jurisdictions.  
 
In conducting this investigation, the Review may wish to consider the appropriateness of 
maximum penalties with reference to their interaction with laws and offences for firearms, 
knives and other weapons offences in other Australian jurisdictions. We note that, for example, 
a person in possession of gel-blasters, which are classified as toys in Queensland, in NSW 
can face maximum penalties of 14 and 20 years imprisonment under sections 7 and 51D of 
the Firearms Prohibition Act 1996 respectively. We suggest that it would be of benefit for the 
Review to consider potential sentencing issues and injustice arising, particularly in border 
locations, from the disparity in laws around firearms, knives and other weapons offences 
across jurisdictions.  
 
We also note that, currently, some offence provisions for firearms, knives and other weapons 
offences in NSW capture a particularly broad range of offending behaviour, which can have 
the effect of leaving lower-level offenders open to facing disproportionately higher maximum 
penalties. For example, under section 11C of the Summary Offences Act 1988, a person who 
in public possesses a blade, which can include ordinary items such as household scissors, 
can face the same maximum penalty as a person who possesses a machete in a school, being 
two years imprisonment. As such we suggest that the Review may wish to consider the 
appropriateness of maximum penalties in view of the particularly broad range of conduct that 
can fall under a single firearms, knives or other weapons offence provision.  
 
Other relevant matters 
 
In conducting the Review, the Sentencing Council may also wish to consider how sentencing 
for firearms, knives and weapons offences interacts with, or may be impacted by, the operation 
of weapons and firearms prohibition orders (FPOs) in NSW, including the length of FPOs and 
the extensive police powers to search in connection with FPOs.  
 
The Law Society would also support investigation into the broader legislative structure of 
provisions that relate to firearms, knives and other weapons offences as a whole, and 
consideration of how a clearer and more accessible legislative scheme may be achieved. We 
note that the current complexity of the offence provisions for these matters can result in 
complex charging practices and in turn, create unduly complex sentence proceedings and 
would support investigation of appropriate measures to address these issues.  
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If you have any questions in relation to this letter, please contact  
 

 
Yours sincerely, 

 
Cassandra Banks 
President 

 




