
 

 

 
 

FIREARMS SUMMIT SAGA MEDIA STATEMENT 
 
The Parliamentary Portfolio Committee on Police in conjunction with the Civilian Secretariat for 
Police convened a Firearm Summit at parliament for 24 and 25 March to which representatives of 
most stakeholders within the firearms fraternity were invited. I hasten to say that representatives of 
the pro-firearms groups were invited only after the information about the summit came to light and 
they all requested invitations. 
 
Two statements are of particular importance. The first is a response by the Deputy Minister of 
Police, Ms. Sotyu, to a question from Stephan Palos of CHASA, in which she stated that there was 
“no political agenda to disarm law abiding citizens” and secondly, the Chairman of the Portfolio 
Committee, Mr. Beukman, who said that it could not be expected of parliament to merely make 
laws if the police are not resourced or geared to enforce them. 
 
Against this background one will have a better understanding of what happened at the summit. At 
first glance one got the impression that Gun Free SA (GFSA) and others opposed to the lawful 
possession of licensed firearms thought they were going to have a “walk in the park” in convincing 
the portfolio committee members to impose stricter legislation. And although the pro-firearms 
fraternity, with the exception of attorney Martin Hood, had not been invited to speak at the summit, 
it was soon clear that ample opportunity was given for all to make statements and ask questions. 
 
Despite many matters having been discussed, I wish to emphasize the following: 
 

1.   SAGA promotes the right of all free and law abiding people to exercise the right to keep and 
bear arms. The right to choose whether or not to acquire a firearm for lawful purposes is 
inherent to our Constitution. This right, however, has a correlative obligation – firearms 
owners must be responsible and safe. This is a heavy burden, but one that is necessary 
within the firearms control regime. 

   
2.   Amnesty – SAGA agreed that an amnesty might serve a useful purpose in the sense that 

unlicensed firearms and those that people no longer want, could be surrendered. SAGA 
clearly indicated that careful consideration will have to be given to an unconditional 
surrender of firearms since this may prompt criminals to surrender firearms that had been 
used in serious violent crimes resulting in their not being prosecuted. For this reason the 
National Director of Public Prosecutions will need to agree to such an amnesty. SAGA is 
not in favour of any amnesty where people will be given a financial incentive to surrender 
firearms. SAGA also demands that guarantees be given that firearms that are surrendered 
during an amnesty will not be diverted to the illicit market. 

 
  
3.   SAGA is in agreement with research projects, provided the research is objective and 

scientific and includes the illicit pool of firearms. 
 
 
 
 
 



 

 

 
 
4.   SAGA is opposed to the proposed application of microdots to firearms. It is too costly, no 

research has been done as to whether it will achieve the intended objectives, whether they 
will not adversely affect the functioning of firearms and whether the resources exist to apply 
them as envisaged in the draft bill. 

 
5.   SAGA is opposed to the proposed ballistic sampling. It is too costly, will lead to unintended 

consequences, has serious security and safety repercussions, while there is no proof that 
the anticipated consequences will be achieved. 

 
6.   SAGA will continue to apply pressure on government to lift the restriction on any limitations 

on numbers of firearms for any lawful purposes. SAGA is not in favour of a restriction to one 
handgun or shotgun for self-defence.  

 
7.   Since its inception in 1985 SAGA has held the view that the person should be licensed 

while firearms must be registered. This sentiment was echoed by many people during the 
summit. I do not know whether they all understand what it means but it surely is a step in 
the right direction. SAGA still holds the view that a person’s competence to possess 
firearms must regularly be reviewed. After all, the basis of sound firearm ownership in a 
controlled environment is that only fit and proper people should possess firearms. Once a 
firearm has been registered against such a person there ought to be no further relicensing, 
however, an audit of the firearms registered against a person every time s/he renews her or 
his competency certificate would be in order.  

 
8.   SAGA is of the view that the current validity of green licenses issued under the previous, 

but repealed, Arms and Ammunition Act, is not a good practice. However, we are of the 
opinion that the legislature cannot merely do away with it – the interim court order needs to 
be amended. In this regard the parties need to consult and reach agreement as to how the 
court order should read. Unless this process happens, the proposal in the amendment bill 
cannot be supported.  
 

 
SAGA is cautiously optimistic that all stakeholders will be heard and taken seriously. We are 
satisfied that we have been heard loud and clear at the summit. And we are sure that government 
will not omit us from their decisions regarding firearm control.  
 
This media statement reiterates SAGA’s commitment to contribute to government’s vision of a 
society where people are and feel safe, provided their freedoms and rights to possess and use 
firearms for legitimate purposes are not infringed.  
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