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Gun Control or Not 

Policies from around the globe 

Dr. A. Kalayjian and C. Di Liberto  

 

In Oxnard, California, Lawrence King was shot in the head and killed by a fellow 

student on the morning of February 12, 2008. Reporters labeled this a hate crime, 

concluding that he was shot for his open homosexuality. What is an even more chilling 

element to this already horrific story is that Lawrence was just fifteen years old, and his 

assassin was only fourteen (Cathcart,2008). Stories, like Lawrence’s, glare out at us from 

news headlines at an alarmingly exponential rate. In fact, every day 1000 people are 

killed due to gun violence worldwide, and another 3000 are injured (IANSA, 2007). This 

is not just a signal, but an alarm, that gun violence is a growing epidemic and an 

indication that pre-existing firearm regulations need strengthening.   In this paper the 

authors present a review of gun control policies, and firearm regulations from around the 

globe. 

United States Federal Policies Regarding Firearm Regulation 

The Second Amendment to the U. S. Constitution, which states that there will be 

no infringement upon the right to bear arms, serves to protect civilian gun ownership. 

However, who is eligible to bear, and what arms are permissible is subject to intense 

political debates. Although gun regulations primarily differ by state, there are a select 

number of Federal Acts placing further restrictions on civilian gun ownership.  

 In 1934, congress passed the first federal gun control law in the United States, the 

National Firearms Act (Public Law 73-474). The term ‘firearm’ was defined as “…a 
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shotgun or riffle having a barrel less than 18 inches in length, or any other weapon, 

except a pistol or revolver, from which a shot is discharged by an explosive if such 

weapon is capable of being concealed on the person…” The act then defines a ‘machine 

gun’ as “…a gun that shoots, or is designed to shoot, automatically or semiautomatically, 

more than one shot, without manual reloading, by a single function of the trigger.”  The 

primary element of the NFA was that it placed an excise tax on the manufacturing and 

transfer of firearms. Importers and manufacturers were required to pay an annual tax of 

$500, dealers $200, and pawnbrokers $300. Another important element of the NFA was 

that it required manufacturers to identify each firearm with an identification number, and 

that each firearm must be registered by its owner (NFAOA, 2008).  

 Four years later, the Federal Firearms Act (Public Law 75-651) was passed. The 

act mandated that any individual or company wishing to engage in firearms transfer 

obtain a Federal Firearms License. Consequently, the transfer of firearms could only 

legally be executed by a federally licensed firearm dealer. The transfer of a firearm to a 

convicted felon was also made illegal (NFAOA, 2008).   

 In 1968, congress passed the Gun Control Act (Public law 90-351) to strengthen 

the NFA. The act stated that to continue the NFA’s initial effect, the aforementioned tax 

rates needed to be double that of their previous amount. This was most likely done to 

compensate any inflation that had occurred during the interim. The GCA also instilled a 

30-day grace period from the effective date, during which persons in possession of a 

firearm were required to have it registered. The GCA also mandated that certain persons 

would be prohibited from firearm ownership based upon their legal and psychological 

history. Such persons included but are not limited to any individual under the age of 18 
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that does not poses guardian consent, any individual who has been convicted of a federal 

crime punishable by imprisonment, any individual who has a history of illegal drug use 

or dependency, and any individual who has been diagnosed as mentally dysfunctional or 

has been institutionalized at a mental health facility (NFAOA, 2008). 

 On March 30, 1981, John Hinckley jr. attempted to assassinate President Ronald 

Regan. Although President Regan survived the attempt, Whitehouse Press Secretary 

James Brady was shot and permanently injured. In his honor, President Bill Clinton 

named the 1993 firearms bill ‘The Brady Bill’ (Public Law No: 103-159). The Brady Bill 

mandated that photo identification and fingerprints be required for all firearm licensure 

and registration. It also stipulated those importers, manufacturers, and dealer validate the 

identity of a customer, as well as receive authorization from the National Instant Check 

System (NICS) (Brady Bill, 1994).  

 The reinforcement of firearm regulation remains a contentious issue in congress. 

Currently Senator Edward M. Kennedy and Congressman Xavier Bacerra are lobbying to 

pass an act that may assist in the resolution of crimes. They propose that all 

semiautomatic pistols possess microstamped identifiers so that when the gun is fired, a 

serial number is imprinted upon the cartridge. The act has the potential to increase the 

efficiency of forensic investigations.  

Canadian Policies Regarding Firearm Regulation 

 Canada historically has always had comparably stricter firearm legislation than 

the United States. Americans view firearm ownership as a right, whereas Canadians 

perceive it to be more of a privilege. Within the Canadian legislation, there are two acts 

of particular interest.  
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 Former Justice Minister, Kim Campbell passed ‘Bill C-17’ (1991) through 

congress in response to the murder of 14 women at L’Ecole Polytechnique, Montreal. 

The law placed a ban on all semiautomatic firearms that could be later converted into 

fully automatic firearms. The screening procedure was also improved, setting the 

minimum age to 18, requiring two references, and the completion of a training course. 

Guns also were expected to be stored unloaded and protected by a trigger lock (Cukier, 

2000).  

In 1995, former Justice Minister Allan Rock’s passed ‘Bill C-68’ that equipped 

Canadian legislation with more stringent firearm control. A ban was placed on all 

semiautomatic military assault weapons as well as short barreled and small caliber 

(.25/.32) handguns. All gun owners needed to receive licensure for their firearms by 

2001, and their firearms had to be registered by 2003 (Cukier, 2000).  

Great Britain Policies Regarding Firearm Regulation 

Great Britain has been internationally known for its rigorous firearm legislation. 

The law requires that all civilians must provide a substantial reason for the ownership of 

a firearm. Accordingly, there exists an extensive list of reasons for licensure refusal. It is 

also mandated that all firearms be registered and that a permit be provided to purchase 

ammunition. In February of 1997, a ban was placed on 90% of handguns, and the 

remaining 10% were banned that following June (Cukier, 2000). 

Australian Policies Regarding Firearm Regulation  

Like the United States, firearm legislation in Australia is state-controlled rather 

than under federal jurisdiction. As of 1996, only five out of the eight Australian states 

required the registration of firearms. However, the murder of 35 people in Port Arthur, 
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Tasmania in April of 1996 placed the existing legislation under reconsideration. 

Australian Prime Minister John Howard spearheaded the renovation, managing to arrange 

all eight states in agreement. All Australian states approved the following legislation: 

registration was required for all firearms, reasons for possession necessitated appropriate 

validation, the completion of a security course was needed, and a ban was placed on all 

semiautomatic riffles (Cukier, 2000).    

European Firearms Directive  

 On November 9, 2007, an 18-yearold opened fire at Jokela High School in 

Tuusula, Finland. The gunman killed eight students, injured ten, and assassinated himself 

(IANSA,2007). This was recognized as a wake-up call by the European Union, which 

propelled the European Firearms Directive (2007) to be adopted by Parliament that 

November.  The EFD mandated that each assembled firearm be manufactured with 

tracking information such as: the name of the manufacture, country of origin, serial 

identification number, and year of production. The minimum age was also raised to 18 

years, the only exceptions being hunting and target shooting practice when guardian 

permission is given. Another important component of the EFD was the implementation of 

a computerized data filing. This would catalogue each firearm’s serial number, make, 

model, type, as well as the names and addresses of the manufacture, dealer, and person in 

possession of the weapon for no less than 20 years.  

Comparable Statistics Regarding Gun-Related Crimes  

 

Country      Households  Gun-Related  Gun-Related     

   with Firearms  Homicide  Suicide 

      (Per million)  (Per million) 

 

United States  41.0%   62.4   72.3    
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Canada  26.0%   6.0   33.5  

Great Britain  8.4%   1.3   3.3     

Australia  16.0%   5.5   23.8    

Data regarding households with firearms and firearm deaths are from the United Nations 

International Study on Firearm Regulation (as sited in Cukier, 2000).    

South African Policies Regarding Firearm Legislation  

 Historically, South Africa has been subject to a tumultuous environment of 

racially charged political conflict.  As such, their firearm legislation is stringent, as well 

as explicit. In 2000, the Firearms Control Act 60 was passed to strengthen and reinforce 

the existing legislation. The FCA 60 identifies a competency certificate as the primary 

requisite for obtaining a license to possess, trade, and manufacture firearms. In order to 

qualify for a competency certificate, the applicant must meet the following criteria be 21 

years of age before the Designated Firearms Officer receives the application, be either a 

citizen or permanent resident of South Africa, be of stable mental condition, not 

dependent on an substance, and has not been convicted of an offence involving domestic 

violence, sexual abuse, or the mishandling of a firearm. Applicants also have to complete 

a training program and subsequent tests regarding the proper usage of a firearm. 

According to the FCA 60, once a person obtains a competency certificate, they are then 

eligible to receive a license.  

What is interesting about the South African legislation is that it classifies the 

issuance of firearm licenses. Provided that they met all prior requirements, a person’s 

proposed intention and level of usage would determine which sort of license they would 

receive. For example, within the FCA 60 (2000), there is a distinction between a license 

issued for occasional hunting and that issued for dedicated hunting. The difference being 
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a person with a dedicated hunting license is permitted to use a semi-automatic shotgun 

manufactured to shoot up to five shots without having to manually reload, where as a 

person with an occasional hunting license is not. However, to receive a dedicated license, 

a person must submit an attestation from the chairperson of an accredited hunting 

association verifying that the applicant is a member of that association.  

Chinese Polices Regarding Firearm Legislation  

On July 5, 1996, the ‘Laws of the People’s Republic of China on the Control of 

Firearm’s’ was accepted by both the President and the Standing Committee of the Eighth 

National People’s Congress. The law was designed to set forth in motion a collection of 

stipulations intended to severely regulate firearms in China. An unusual aspect of the 

Chinese legislation is that unlike other countries, it does not identify any requirements of 

eligibility for the issuance of a firearms license. However, it mandates that the only 

firearms license civilians can apply for are those for sports guns used for competitive 

target shooting, standard hunting rifles, and hunting rifles used to protect those doing 

scientific research in a wildlife environment. What is also very interesting is that firearms 

are directly distributed to the target shooting or hunting facilities. The application is first 

submitted by the facility’s administration, and after receiving approval from the public 

security organs under the State Council, licenses for the allotted guns are issued. 

Correspondingly, the firearms licensed for a specific facility are not permitted off the 

premises.  

 

Nigerian Policies Regarding Firearm Legislation  
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 In the comparison to the legislation of other countries, Nigeria’s Firearms Act 

(1959) appears to be less extensive, but substantially restrictive. In terms of possessing a 

firearms license, those for a personal firearm are granted by the Inspector-General of 

Police, whereas those for a restricted firearm can only be granted by the President. Like 

that of other countries, the Firearms Act includes certain requirements of eligibility for 

the issuance of a firearms license such as: being of seventeen years of age, of stable mind, 

and never having been convicted of a violent offence within the last five years.  However, 

what is unusual about the requirements stated within the Firearms Act is that there is a 

clause addressing the defectiveness of a person’s eyesight. To be eligible for a firearm’s 

license, a person has properly functioning eyesight. This is an advisable stipulation other 

country should include as functioning eyesight is very pertinent to firearm safety.  

Indian Policies Regarding Firearm  

The Central Government of India imposed the Arms Rules in 1962 to regulate the 

production, distribution, and possession of firearms. Like the South African Firearms 

Control Act 60, the Arms Rules categorizes the certain types of firearm licenses issued 

based on their intended purpose. Although the Arms Rules does include the standard 

licenses for target shooting, it also contains a few that are rather unique. For example, 

there is a license available for agriculturists for the protection of their crops and cattle. 

The license is only valid during the harvest period, after which a person is required to 

deposit the firearm in a police station. There is also a license available for travelers to 

protect them for the duration of their journey. The license may be issued by a licensed 

authority to any ‘bona fide’ traveler upon his arrival in India, and after the expedition, be 

returned to the licensed authority at the initial place of arrival. Also interesting, within the 
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Arms Rule, there is a clause referencing the issuance of a firearm license for theatrical 

and cinematographic purposes.  

Middle East and the Issue of Firearm Regulations: Jordan  

Although gun violence is a global pandemic, there are select areas where it is 

more pervasive, namely, the Middle East. There is a myriad of reasons as to why the 

Middle East is a region with such small-arms proliferation. One is that historically, the 

individuals of the constituting sovereignties have needed firearms for their own security 

and protection. Accordingly, the possession of a firearm is also culturally regarded as a 

symbol of power, authority, and machismo. Another issue that exacerbates the issue of 

firearm control is the profitability of illicitly trafficking small arms. These regions face a 

tremendous amount of impoverishment, that in conjunction with the lucrativeness of 

trafficking arms, makes it more difficult to address. One of the sovereignties that has 

witnessed the most issues regarding firearm proliferation is Jordan. Because of its central 

location, and submersion in political turmoil, the issue of firearm control is of prime 

importance.  

After World War I, and the fall of the Ottoman Empire, the region presently 

known as the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan was subjected to the British Mandate of 

Palestine as ‘Transjordan.’  In 1946, the British Empire requested that the United Nations 

terminate the mandate and allow Transjordan to become a free and independent 

dominion. The United Nations granted their approval, thus leading to formation of 

Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan. After the establishment of an autonomous government, 

the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan was able to implement their own legislation.  
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In 1952 the Hashemite Kingdom of Jordan issued Law No.34 which nullified all 

previous legislation regarding gun control. Given the current tumultuous political 

conditions, the law permitted citizens to possess rifles and pistols for their protection if 

they obtain the appropriate licenses. The law also stipulated that the Minister of Interior 

was allowed to grant licenses for the acquisition and portage of machine guns within 15 

km of the temporary truce line. In 1971, Law No. 46 was issued emphasizing the 

penalties for the possession of illicit firearms, especially if they were possessed for illegal 

purposes (Fahad Al-Fawaz, 2002).  

In 1992, after an increase in the civilian misuse of automatic weapons, the 

Ministry of Interior implemented a regulation that cancelled all weapon-carrying licenses, 

transforming them into weapon-possession licenses, as well as initiated the issuance of 

permits instead of licenses issued to officials in security organizations.  In 2000, Law No. 

75 was instated, initializing fees for weapon licenses and limiting their period of validity 

to one year (Fahad Al-Fawaz, 2002).   

Policies of the United Nations Regarding SALW Regulation 

National and Transnational legislation regarding the licensure of small firearms 

does not focus on all factors involved in the lethality of gun violence. Another aspect that 

should be addressed in order to assure the impedibility of gun violence is the availability 

of firearms. The illicit trade and manufacture of small arms inevitably increases the 

accessibility of firearms, therefore insuring the aggrandizement and perpetuation of gun 

violence.  

Programme of Action 
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 In July 2001, the United Nations Conference on Illicit Traffic in Small Arms and 

Light Weapons in All Its Aspects was held to achieve a multilateral collaborative 

approach to curtailing gun violence. After much deliberation, the participating States at 

the conference came to an agreement with the adoption of Programme of Action to 

Prevent, Combat, and Eradicate the Illicit Trade in Small Arms and Light Weapons, in 

All Its Aspects. The Programme of Action of 2001 (PoA) was designed to encourage 

agencies on a global, regional, subregional, and national level to coordinate their 

measures of combating and precluding illicit small arm traffic.  

 On the national level, the PoA (2001) asserted the need for States to implement 

adequate legislation, if they hadn’t done so already, regarding the production and transit 

of small arms, as well as establish criminal offenses for their illegal manufacture, 

possession, and stockpiling within their areas of jurisdiction. It also stipulated that 

licensed manufacturer be required to imprint a serial mark of identification on each small 

arm signifying the country of manufacture for national and international tracking 

purposes. In conjunction with this stipulation, the participating States are also required to 

maintain, for as long as possible, extensive, and accurate records of all stockpiling, 

production, and possession of all small arms in their jurisdiction. All efforts should be 

made to maintain the records to ensure an accurate and expedient retrieval. The 

participating States were also to ensure that forces authorized to possess small arms 

implement stringent standards regarding the management of their stockpiles.  

On the regional level, the participating states were to institute communicative 

means regarding the implementation of PoA (2001) between regional and subregional 

organizations. The arrangement of a legally binding instrument intended to preclude the 



 12 

illicit trade and manufacture of small arms in all aspects was also encouraged. 

Participating States were to establish, if they hadn’t done so already, collaborative 

regional mechanisms to communicate information in order to aid in the hindrance and 

containment of illicit small arms trade across borders.  The PoA (2001) also stipulated 

that the participating states were to assist and support the disarmament and 

demobilization, particularly in post-conflict circumstances. 

On the global level, the PoA (2001) stipulated that the participating states 

effectively cooperate with the arms embargoes instituted by the United Nations Security 

Council. Other important components on the global level are that it exhorted the 

participating States to ratify international legal instruments against transnational 

organized crime and terrorism, as well as promote public awareness about the problems 

regarding illicit traffic of small arms in all its aspects. Also, States with the means to do 

so, should assist interested States in instruments such as the ratification of adequate 

legislation, law enforcement, stockpile management, and disarmament. The PoA (2001) 

also recommended that the participating States exchange relevant information regarding 

their national small arm identification system, as well as research technology that might 

improve the efficiency of transnational small arm tracking systems.  

International Instrument 

 The need for a transnational tracking system was perceived to be an integral 

component in the eradication of the illicit trade of small arms, and in fact, led to the 

subsequent development of the International Instrument in December 2005. The 

International Instrument carefully delineated a multilateral initiative that would 

effectively monitor small arms and light weapons.  It stipulated that, although marking 
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was a national prerogative, States were to ensure that the serial mark of identification was 

to be conspicuously placed on a component of structural fundamentality, such that if that 

component were to be destroyed, the entire firearm would then be inoperable.  Although 

States are encouraged to maintain extensive and accurate records indefinitely, the 

International Instrument (2005) stipulated that they are required to maintain records of 

manufacture for at least 30 years and records of import or exports for at least 20 years. 

Temperamental  

According to the International Instrument (2005) States are also to maintain, 

update, and communicate these records with the utmost confidentiality. Accordingly, if 

confidentiality cannot be guaranteed, the requested State will be so informed. Concerning 

the participation of the UN, each State was to relay information regarding the national 

points of contact, as well as national serial identification practices, to the Secretary-

General through the Department for Disarmament Affairs of the Secretariat. 

Third Biennial Meeting of States to Consider the Implementation of the PoA 

 The Programme of Action of 2001 (PoA) requested that Biennial meetings be 

held in order to monitor the progression of its implementation. They were held at the 

United Nations’ headquarters in New York in 2003, 2005, and most recently in July 

2008. The draft report of the Third Biennial Meeting of States to Consider the 

Implementation of the PoA discusses the progress of international cooperation, illicit 

brokering, stockpile management/ disposal, and the International Instrument. In terms of 

international cooperation, it was recommended that States enhance the exchange of 

knowledge, challenges, and experiences with regard to the implementation of the 

PoA(2001). States are also strongly advised to render adequate economic and 
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technological support, where appropriate, to assist in the implementation of the 

Programme. Accordingly, States in need of assistance should meticulously indicate what 

particular kind of assistance they are in need of, as well as the resources and mechanisms 

they have the capacity to mobilize nationally.  It was also advised that periodic meetings 

be held by national governmental experts for an opportunity to further discuss any 

implemental issues.  

About illicit brokering, it was stressed that international cooperation be 

ameliorated, in conjunction with the cooperation of international penal agencies such as 

the World Customs Organization and INTERPOL. The States acknowledged that to 

strengthen the management of stockpiles, systematic reviews should be conducted 

periodically regarding their safety, security, and physical condition.  

The Biennial Conference on the PoA (2001) also addressed the progression of the 

International Instrument. It was noted that many States have taken the necessary steps for 

its implementation. However, it was stressed that States, if they haven’t done so already, 

bring their national legislation, regulation, and procedures in accordance with the 

International Instrument.  

Concluding Remarks  

The review of firearm regulations and gun control policies from around the globe, 

ten countries and the UN revealed that the issue of gun violence is one that has been an 

international plague for many decades. However, it is only until recently that a 

multilateral combative approach is being cultivated.  The issuance of the Programme of 

Action (2001) and the implementation of the International Instrument (2005) are firm 

steps in the right direction. They are not only indicative of the growing awareness of the 
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issue of gun control, but function as the beginning of a multilateral conversation 

regarding the machination of a unified combative approach.  

An important aspect of these initiatives is that they strongly advise States with the 

necessary economic and authoritative means aid other fellow States who need assistance 

in order to perform a full implementation. States that are presently unable to fully 

implement these initiatives are likely to be regions of post-conflict or impoverishment. 

As such, they serve as breeding grounds for illicit trafficking, and promote the 

proliferation of firearms. Therefore, the assistance of able States is quite crucial for a 

combative approach towards gun control. With the technological advancement of the 

International Interment, the feasibility of creating a unified approach is increasing, and 

hopefully will prove to be corrosive to the issue of gun violence.  
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