
Written evidence submitted by Mr. Gian A. Ameri (OWB123) 

 

Pertaining to Clause 28(1)(2) and 29(1)(2) of the Offensive Weapons Bill 

 

Executive Summary 

• Evidence is provided to the Committee from Czech Small Arms, s.r.o., stating that the 

M.A.R.S. vz.58 rifle rate of fire is 3 times slower than a semi-automatic rifle.  

• The M.A.R.S. vz.58 rifle is comparable to and not faster than, other conventional 

rifles. 

• No reasonable evidence has been produced by the Home Office to support re-

classifying these rifles. 

 

1. I would like to thank the Committee for considering this evidence from Czech Small 

Arms (CSA), s.r.o., who are a major international manufacturer based in the Czech 

Republic. The M.A.R.S rifle is based on the Vz58 rifle produced by CSA.  

2. CSA have found the M.A.R.S. vz.58 rifle mechanically unable to fire more than 2 rounds 

per second [Annex A]. This is at least 3 times slower than a semi-automatic rifle (which 

have been banned in the UK since 1997). 

3. This cyclic rate of fire is comparable to, but not faster than, other conventional rifles 

widely available in the U.K. such as bolt action, lever release, straight pull or SMLE 

actions [Annex A]. 

4. At a minimum, this evidence calls into question the subjective use of the term "rapid 

fire" by the Home Office, who have not provided any firm evidence to support their 

proposal.  

5. The M.A.R.S vz.58 was designed to comply fully with current U.K. law and was not 

designed to exploit any perceived "loopholes". This rifle has already been approved by 

the Home Office for over 3 years. It is in use by many law abiding target shooters 

including the disabled, and has not been used in any criminal or terrorist activity. 

6. There is no justification for a ban and Clause 28(1)(2) and 29(1)(2) should be removed 

entirely from the Bill, or to the very least the M.A.R.S. vz.58 should be exempted from 

any such ban. 

7. I’d like to add a personal statement and my background also for your consideration. I 

have been a sport shooter for approximately 42 years and I have extensive training and 

experience in both Section 1 and Section 5 firearms, including the M.A.R.S. vz.58. I am a 

member of several U.K. Home Office approved Clubs. I have no connection to the supply 

side of the military or civilian arms industry, including in respect to the manufacturer of 

the M.A.R.S. vz.58, other than as a private individual and customer and end-user. I can 

confirm I also personally tested the cyclic rate of fire of the M.A.R.S. vz.58 and it is 

impossible for me from this rifle to produce a cyclic rate of fire greater than 2 rounds per 

second. This is well below what I can achieve on semi-automatic firearms (the M.A.R.S. 

vz.58 is at least 3 times slower) and not faster than what I can achieve on conventional 



bolt action rifle. In my experience, at its maximum cyclic rate of fire the M.A.R.S. vz.58 

due to its heavy bolt and particular type of action is highly inaccurate relative to other 

semi-automatic firearms and other actions, including bolt action rifles. Due to age I have 

increasing recurring health problems to my shooting hand requiring repeat medical 

treatment with cortisone injections and acupuncture and the M.A.R.S. vz.58 allows me 

to continue to practice the sport without incurring further health injuries and 

aggravating pain to my right hand. Please, I’d like to be able to continue to use the 

M.A.R.S. vz.58 in the U.K. as a civilian sports rifle. 

 

Yours sincerely, 

 

Gian A. Ameri 

 

July 2018 

 

Annex A 

1. Certificate from Czech Small Arms 

2. CSA test results 1 performed by Military Technical Institute of Armament and Ammunition 

( http://www.vtusp.cz/en/vtuvm ) 

3. CSA test results 2 performed by Military Technical Institute of Armament and Ammunition 

( http://www.vtusp.cz/en/vtuvm ) 

 

http://www.vtusp.cz/en/vtuvm








 



  













 


