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AFFIDAVIT 
 

FEDERAL COURT 

 (Court File # T-735-20) 

 

BETWEEN: 

 

Applicants: 

 

Christine Generoux, John Perocchio and Vincent Perocchio 

 

And 

 

Respondent: 

 

The Attorney General of Canada 

 

 

AN APPLICATION UNDER sections 18 and 18.1 of the Federal Courts Act, RSC 1985, c F-7. 

And a motion under FC Rule 373.  
 
 

AFFIDAVIT OF Christine Ann Generoux 
 

I, Christine Ann Generoux, Environmental Technologist, of Ottawa, Ontario, Canada 
SWEAR (or AFFIRM) THAT: 

 

1. I am a self-represented Applicant to the Application in Federal Court File No T-735-20 

(the “Application”). I am an individual resident in the city of Ottawa, Ontario Canada. I 

have personal knowledge of the facts sworn to in this Affidavit, except where I have 

stated facts that are based on information I have received or researched, and in those 

cases, I believe the information to be true to the best of my knowledge. Any of my stated 

beliefs contained in this affidavit are based upon facts, which I have verified to be true to 

the best of my ability or were formed based upon personal experiences. 

 

2.  The Application is a Judicial Review Application and Charter challenge of the Regulations 

Amending the Regulations Prescribing Certain Firearms and Other Weapons, 

Components and Parts of Weapons, Accessories, Cartridge Magazines, Ammunition and 
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Projectiles as Prohibited, Restricted or Non-Restricted, SOR/2020-96 (the “Regulation, 

order or OIC”), the resulting amendments to the Criminal Code (the “Amendments”) and 

the Order Declaring an Amnesty Period (2020), SOR/2020-97 (the “Amnesty Order”). The 

Application and Charter challenge is also a Judicial Review Application of certain actions 

done after the OIC was enacted, by the Royal Canadian Mounted Police (“RCMP”). These 

actions have included, through the Specialized Firearms Supports Services Unit (“RCMP 

SFSS”) reclassification (from a non-restricted or restricted class into the prohibited class) 

of certain firearms in the Firearms Reference Table (“FRT”) with no notice at all being 

given to owners, as described in our Application. My Affidavit here is in relation to the 

motion for interlocutory injunction I am seeking against the OIC and sections of my 

Affidavit may be relevant in the hearing of the Application as well. For clarity sake, my 

Exhibits are referenced in green bold font, and Exhibits or Affidavits of other people are 

referenced in bold black font. Important emphasis highlighted in this affidavit in blue 

and in my Exhibits in yellow. 

 
My Background As Is Relevant: 
 

3. I am a 32 year old woman; I have a diploma in Recreation & Leisure Studies from 

Algonquin College and a Bachelor of Arts in Environmental Studies from Carleton 

University (See Exhibit A, photocopies of my education certifications). I currently work 

in the environmental sector at a job that I love-- conservation and keeping Canada’s 

waters safe from pollution. I have been involved in community building and charity for a 

long time: from fundraising for 30 hour famine and jumprope for heart in grade school, 

volunteering at cystic fibrosis events, throughout college doing volunteer work with 

seniors in long term care (Carling View Manor, Ottawa) and paid work directing outdoor 

programs for disabled youth for the City of Ottawa. In University, I occasionally worked 

and volunteered at The Population Institute of Canada. In my professional life, I have 

been an ambassador for work related charity fundraising for two years in a row and I am 

active in the social committee at work.  
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4. I have a rich cultural heritage but I have always been a Canadian first. My maternal 

grandfather fled to Canada, away from the atrocities taking place in Rotterdam Holland 

during World War 2 and my maternal grandmother emigrated here from Flint Michigan, 

USA. My paternal grandmother was born in Montreal, her mother emigrated here from 

Ireland and her grandfather fled ethnic and religious cleansing in Lebanon to come to 

Canada for freedom and better life. In fact, my other Great Grandpa, Samuel Generoux 

was a hunter, trapper and guide at Algonquin Park in the late 1800’s and early 1900’s 

(See Exhibit B a photo of my Great Grandfather at his cabin), so Canadian outdoor living 

and “gun culture” are deeply intertwined with my ancestral heritage and “DNA”. I have a 

wonderful family and group of supportive friends and my life is tremendously rich with 

loving relationships. My primary passions are quality time with loved ones, hunting, 

firearms, camping, archery, history, woodworking and practicing wilderness survival 

skills. 

 

5. I know the seed, which grew into a “love of the natural world”, was planted in my 

childhood while taking backcountry camping trips with my family in Ontario’s Provincial 

Parks. It was a valuable opportunity for adventure and family bonding—and it shaped 

who I am today.  

 

6. I’ll note for the record, I haven’t always been an upstanding citizen, in my youth I was 

deeply troubled and had several run-ins with the law, I dropped out of high school by age 

14, ran away from home and was struggling to fit into society. I had low self-esteem, I did 

not respect or have faith in myself and so therefore was I was unable to respect or have 

much faith in others, especially the authorities.  

 

7. What started me back on the right direction in life was a return to nature and learning to 

handle firearms, which fostered a sense of inner peace, self-esteem, 

independence/personal responsibility and pride. The sense of community belonging and 

cultural identity I gained, provided a purpose and passion in my life. This empowered me 

to turn away from a life of self-destruction and delinquency and become a happy 
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contributing member of society. The positive benefits provided to me by this lifestyle is 

what encouraged me, with the help of my supportive family, to go write the General 

Education Diploma test and register for college. It made me who I am today; it took me 

from a grade 9 drop out to a University graduate in 7 years. One day I hope to start a 

Wilderness Survival Camp for troubled youth, as I have seen firsthand how it can foster 

self-esteem. Earning my degree was the proudest day of my life—receiving my PAL 

firearms license was the second proudest moment. I worked hard and sacrificed for both 

of those certifications and I do not take their responsibilities lightly. 

 

My Cultural Identity, Heritage and Chosen Way of Life: Canadian Gun Culture 

8. Without briefly explaining the complex nature of Canadian outdoor and “Gun Culture” 

and the deeply held belief system, which it encompasses for many, the irreparable harm 

I am suffering cannot be properly communicated. I hope that my writing about Canadian 

“Gun Culture” can be an exercise for the honorable judges to perform a sort of self-

examination on what they personally think “Canadian Gun Culture” consists of and why 

they would think that. The court should understand what is at stake for many Canadians 

if the effects of the OIC are not stayed until this matter is decided in court. The 

Applicants see that the detrimental effects of the OIC are being leveraged to eradicate 

our culture using unsavory (potentially illegal and unconstitutional) tactics. 

 

9. Canadian firearm licensees fit the accepted definition of a culture, as defined by Global 

Affairs Canada in 2014 (see Exhibit C various definitions of a “culture” including The 

Government of Canada definition). Not to be overdramatic and certainly not to 

minimize the suffering of traditionally marginalized groups, but the targeted campaign of 

harassment using: slander, intimidation, demonization and regulatory attack against 

Canadian firearm licensees (and destroying the ability to pass our cultural values, 

practices, rituals, beliefs and artifacts onto future generations) fits into the definition of a 

“cultural genocide”. A Governmental campaign of cultural genocide is indeed what 

Canadian firearm licensees have historically been subjected to and the job of “finishing 
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us off” is done by the effects of this OIC. The only difference between past tactics and 

now; this OIC is the most severe attack on our culture we have ever seen. Many other 

strict firearm regulations (such as the controversial Bill C-68) restricting my cultural 

activities only restricted our activities or made them harder to practice. This OIC totally 

bans and de-legitimizes integral parts of our cultural rituals, gatherings, activities and 

objects (See Exhibit D “McGill Law Journal, Cultural Genocide?” Page 5). McGill 

University’s Law Journal quotes Canada’s Truth and Reconciliation Committee (TRC) 

emphasizing and defining the difference between a physical, a biological or a cultural 

genocide. 

9 A) - “Physical genocide is the mass killing of the members of a targeted group, and biological 

genocide is the destruction of the group’s reproductive capacity. Cultural genocide is the 

destruction of those structures and practices that allow the group to continue as a group. States 

that engage in cultural genocide set out to destroy the political and social institutions of the 

targeted group. Land is seized, and populations are forcibly transferred and their movement is 

restricted. Languages are banned. Spiritual leaders are persecuted, spiritual practices are 

forbidden, and objects of spiritual value are confiscated and destroyed. And, most significantly 

to the issue at hand, families are disrupted to prevent the transmission of cultural values and 

identity from one generation to the next.[13]” 

 

10. Canadian Gun Culture may not be legally defined and (as all cultures are) deeply 

subjective but it definitely exists and is without doubt under a great threat in Canada. 

(See Exhibit E “What is Gun Culture? Cultural Variations and Trends Across the United 

States”. By: Claire Boine et Al) In this Exhibit on “Gun Culture’s” existence, the definition 

of culture is used in context: 

 
10 A)“Hays has defined culture as “a social, durable, layered pattern of cognitive and normative 
systems that are once material and ideal, objective and subjective, embodied in artifacts and 
embedded in behavior, passed about in interaction, internalized in personalities and externalized in 
institutions” (Hays, 1994, p.65). It follows that “gun culture” refers to the social, durable, and layered 
pattern of cognitive and normative systems embodied in firearms as both artifacts and vehicles of 
that culture. Gun culture encompasses how both individuals and institutions consciously and 
unconsciously interact with firearms, through beliefs, thoughts, behaviors, social and legal norms, as 
well as the social structures they project onto them. It includes the social interactions elicited or 

https://www.erudit.org/en/journals/mlj/2016-v62-n1-mlj02906/1038713ar/#no13
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transformed by the existence of firearms, as well as the reciprocal influences between individuals, 
groups, and institutions in regards to firearm ownership and use.” 
 

10 B) I bring attention to the fact that the researchers re-affirm that Gun Culture exists, is 
not monolithic, is made up of distinct sub cultures (which have nothing to do with mass 
murder or crime) but do encompass a deeply held belief system, which represents our 
identity, values and beliefs.   
 
10 C) “The journalist was then fired by the editorial board who issued an apology for the article. 
Collins’ study is helpful in indicating that some of the readers of Guns and Ammo tied the fact that 
they owned firearms to their sense of identity.” 

 
10 D) “Discussion 
We find that gun culture is not monolithic: we identified three distinct cultural elements that differed 
across and within states over time. This finding is consistent with Haag’s thesis that “the discussion 
today is typically categorical (we either were or were not a gun culture), rather than dimensional 
(there are degrees, and different kinds of gun attachment). It is valuable to parse the matter and to 
ask questions—which guns, how were they made, why were they made, how are they used, by 
whom, and why do these users love them—rather than to simply compress all gun milieus into one 
American gun culture. At the least, the gun “culture” might need to be pluralized into “cultures” 
(Haag, 2016, pp. 258–259). The three components that we identified can be considered to be 
“cultural” according to the definition used in our analysis. For example, Kohn found that recreational 
or sporting subcultures, such as hunting, target shooting, or competition shooting “signify certain 
kinds of values, traditions, and/or ways of life that those gun owners see as part of their cultural 
heritage” (Kohn, 2006, p.15). 
 
10 E) “Mencken and Froese established that American gun owners vary widely in the symbolic 
meaning they find in firearms; some associate gun ownership with moral and emotional 
empowerment and others do not (Mencken and Froese, 2019). Lacombe demonstrated that gun 
owners are very politically active because there is a collective social identity tied to gun ownership 
and therefore they feel personally invested (2019).” 

 
11. In my Exhibit E, the relevant aspects of research to my pleadings are that  

1. Although the research was conducted in the United States, the identification of 

distinct sub gun cultures is highly relevant to my Canadian “Gun Culture”.  

2. One major component of the global gun culture is recreational and social elements 

(hunting, sport shooting and collecting)-Canadian firearm experts believe this is the 

primary sub culture existing in Canada because we lack a Constitutional Second 

Amendment and hunting and sport shooting is our heritage.  

3.  Over time, the recreational element has declined in prominence- not just in America 

but we can prove this is the case in Canada as well by seeing the decrease in the 
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number of unique FAC licenses into PAL licenses. Also for one Canadian example, in 

the sworn Affidavit of Prof. Gary Mauser (affiant in the motion in FC # T-577-20) in 

his Exhibit C, on page 100 of his Affidavit - “Self Reported firearm usage continues to 

decline, even since the Fall of 2000 when a survey to estimate the number of firearms 

owners in Canada was undertaken. The percentage of those indicating they never use 

their firearms or that they use them less than once a year had increased from 43% in 

1999 to 56% in the Fall of 2000 and has increased again to 61% in the Fall of 2001” -, 

they add that 8% of users plan to divest or de-activate their firearms soon.  

4. Hunting is used as a rite of passage for boys into manhood (and I would argue in the 

modern age, for girls into powerful household providers, at least it was for me and 

other female members of the culture). Since receiving and using various firearms are 

identified as a “rite of passage” for children into adulthood, removing, even in part, 

that rite of passage is morally wrong.  

5. Hunting and “gun culture” embodies positive moral rules such as fairness, 

independence, individualism and membership in gun culture provides people with a 

social identity and belonging, which members of the culture rely on for their 

emotional wellbeing.  

 

12. Historically, I cannot find a similar OIC or legal precedent in Canada but the regulatory 

attacks do seem to worsen over the years. The measures in this OIC in question are by far 

the most severe type of prohibition ever forced on us, the seizure affects the largest 

number of firearm owners in history and there is a distinct lack of direction or procedure 

for dealing with this type of expropriation of our property without compensation by our 

Government. In the past when (previously lawful) firearms have been newly prohibited 

in Canada, it was commonplace for the prohibition to be debated in Parliament with 

scrutiny, sometimes for years on end and only a few varieties were prohibited, not 

thousands as in the current situation. It is also commonplace for affected owners to be 

“grandfathered” or issued special licenses, which allowed them to continue to use their 

(newly prohibited) firearms for the rest of their lives, the prohibitions usually applied 
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only to new purchasers. I note later, in my Exhibit Y2, anti-firearm lobby groups wanted 

the newly prohibited firearms (Bill C-71) taken away from owners in 2018. They were 

against “grandfathering” to allow owners to continue to use the firearms, but Public 

Safety said the owners were not a threat so would be allowed to continue to use them. 

 

13. Consider that my co-applicant John Perocchio (a historical arms collector) is 

grandfathered and vetted to be safe and law abiding by RCMP to possess his fully 

automatic machine gun. (see my co-applicant John Perocchio’s sworn Affidavit) How 

arbitrary, illogical and bizarre is it that he is allowed (and deemed not a public safety 

threat) to possess actual, fully automatic firing military firearms, yet his semi-automatic 

hunting rifles will be seized because they are now too dangerous in his possession. The 

description of the firearms to be seized in the OIC gives undefined characteristics 

including “of modern design, capable of semi-automatic fire and capable of holding large 

capacity magazines, wider than 20 mm at the bore or capable of firing over 10,000 J of 

energy”. We are already limited by strict law to maximum 5 round capacity in these 

rifles. By these characteristics what is to stop the authorities from seizing most of our 

firearms with this OIC or all of our firearms in general with one more OIC, the intent here 

is to kill our culture. They have banned M14 ‘s which were invented before in 1954, so 

this description (encompassing ``semi-automatic, of modern design” and single action 

firearms which meet “bore and muzzle energy prohibitions”) may include almost 

everything. This is a big fear common among people in our culture, the old warning 

``they`re coming for our guns``. It’s a common fear because there exists another group 

whose sole purpose it is to destroy us and take our property away. 

 

14. My cultural way of life is more than a personal choice, more than just a hobby or 

something done out of boredom for fun—it’s a passion, it is spiritual; it makes us who we 

are. Our way of life it is a deeply held belief (usually passed down from generation to 

generation) in self-sufficiency, firearm practice and discipline and (at least throughout 

Canada) of being highly safety oriented and law-abiding people. We are vetted safe by 
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The RCMP with background checks, perpetual checks are done on licensees to ensure 

continued law-abiding behavior. Maybe our shared values of safety and lawfulness are 

due to the fact that criminals cannot acquire and use guns easily and openly and so we 

value these traits out of necessity. Maybe we value and espouse these traits because we 

already have a tendency towards safe and law abiding behavior; maybe even because we 

respect the responsibilities granted to us as firearm licensees and take these 

responsibilities as a sacred duty to upkeep and pass down to our children. (See Exhibit F 

the values and mission statements of our leaders and institutions, example: CCFR, 

OFAH, CSSA). Exhibit F shows screen shots of the values and mission statements of 

leading firearms organizations and they: 

1. Recognize we are a culture with many members  

2. Proves the charity work, environmental conservation and community building we are 

involved in  

3. Prove that safety and law abidingness are our core values.  

 

15. Regardless of what some people who do not belong to gun culture think, my Canadian 

Gun Culture has nothing to do with violence; it is rooted in responsibility, the rule of law, 

freedom and independence. We are tired of being grouped with criminals and violence—

we’ve committed none of that, I say with resolve and evidentiary proof we are among 

the most law abiding people in Canada (See the sworn affidavit of Prof Gary Mauser 

(affiant in motion for FC# T-577-20) Page 4&5, Exhibit J “Do Triggers Pull fingers?” 2015 

Exhibit J). The moment a licensee is charged with a serious crime is the moment they 

cease to be a part of this culture forever. In fact with current “red flag laws” which may 

be beneficial in preventing domestic homicides in a crime of passion, even a complaint or 

allegation, could lead to the seizure of a members firearms (and their, at least 

temporary, suspension from cultural activities).  It is factually inaccurate, un-fair and 

frankly embarrassing for public officials and the media to group my culture and me with 

gangsters, criminals and thugs. It may amount to slander, bullying and defamation.  
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16. It is not only Indigenous Canadians who have a spiritual/cultural right or necessity to 

hunt, practice target shooting and participate in this cultural identity. I am claiming this 

cultural and spiritual right and we think our culture has the right to exist, evolve and use 

modern firearms. Canadians of all walks of life have been relying on and identifying with 

guns since well before the Bill of Rights was enacted. Frontiersmen taming the West, 

pioneers forging a homestead, mountain men/trappers, law enforcement, military and 

Olympian shooters (to name a few) have long held firearm possession, sport shooting 

practice, defense from animals as a crucial and normal way of life in this Country (see 

page 141 of the sworn affidavit of Gary Mauser (affiant in FC # T-577-20), Exhibit H 

firearms are part of Canada’s history, heritage and culture). All Around the world, a 

boy’s father giving him his first rifle is considered a sacred “rite of passage”, in the recent 

history this “rite of passage” has extended to little girls too and that makes me smile, 

because the girls and by extension their families and communities, are deeply enriched 

because of it. 

 

17. Members of our culture, to this day, even cite defense from violent crime, for a reason to 

own firearms, which was a sanctioned reason in this country until 1965. At that time, 

ownership of a firearm “for defense from crime” was quietly removed as a reason for 

handgun ownership on the application. The only instance a regular citizen can use a 

firearm for defense from crime in Canada now, aside from employment related 

necessity, (in legal observations) is either in legitimate cases where one fears for their life 

and they happen to have lawful access to a firearm or if one is wealthy or important 

enough to afford to hire armed security.  

 

18. The moment our Rt. Honorable Prime Minister (who does benefit from the privilege of 

armed protection) spoke the words on National TV that military assault style weapons 

are banned and implied they are designed for mass murder- and when he said “you don’t 

need an AR 15 to take down a deer” (See Exhibit G transcript of a news clip of Prime 

Minister) was the moment my world crumbled because my culture was under attack. He 

was calling regular firearms “military assault rifles”. He was making me out to be a 
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soldier or even a murderer. One of the (non) “military assault style rifles” he was 

referring to was my trusty small game Ruger hunting rifle. Never mind that it is an 

unreasonable, cruel and ignorant statement about hunting because many professionals 

find semi-automatic firearms more efficient and safe for hunting. Just like that, in one 

sentence he invalidated, de-legitimized and told the over 200,000 Canadian sport 

shooters that they don’t exist—nor do they matter.  

  

19. He told everyone that sport shooters (and hunters who chose to hunt with semi-

automatic firearms) are not necessary or reasonable anymore; that we are a blight on 

Canadian society. Words of our leaders can have a great and lasting impact on public 

perception and words do matter, sometimes no amount of fact and law can overcome 

them. Canadian law, policies and academic studies recognize that the forced erasure or 

destruction of one’s culture can cause serious health issues and exacerbate mental 

trauma, anguish and that it is illegal- it violates Canada’s Multiculturalism Act. (See – 

highlights below on Canadas Multiculturalism Act and Exhibit H1 “The Mental Health of 

Aboriginal Peoples: Transformations of Identity and Community” by: Dr. Kirmayer et Al 

and Exhibit H2 “Cross Cultural Mental Health and Substance Use Fact Sheet” by: 

Canadian Mental Health Association of B.C., Exhibit H3 “destruction of culture causes 

trauma” from here to help B.C’s website, Exhibit H4 relevant portions of “The Human 

Face of Mental Health and Mental Illness in Canada” By The Government of Canada)  

Multiculturalism policy Déclaration 
3 (1) It is hereby declared to be the policy of the Government 
of Canada to 
(a) recognize and promote the understanding that 
multiculturalism reflects the cultural and racial diversity 
of Canadian society and acknowledges the freedom 
of all members of Canadian society to preserve, 
enhance and share their cultural heritage; 
(b) recognize and promote the understanding that 
multiculturalism is a fundamental characteristic of the 
Canadian heritage and identity and that it provides an 
invaluable resource in the shaping of Canada’s future; 
(c) promote the full and equitable participation of individuals 
and communities of all origins in the continuing 
evolution and shaping of all aspects of Canadian 
society and assist them in the elimination of any barrier 
to that participation; 
(d) recognize the existence of communities whose 
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members share a common origin and their historic 
contribution to Canadian society, and enhance their 
development; 
(e) ensure that all individuals receive equal treatment 
and equal protection under the law, while respecting 
and valuing their diversity; 
(f) encourage and assist the social, cultural, economic 
and political institutions of Canada to be both respectful 
and inclusive of Canada’s multicultural character; 
(g) promote the understanding and creativity that 
arise from the interaction between individuals and 
communities of different origins; 

20. When Prime Minister Justin Trudeau denied the existence or identity of sport shooters 

and firearm collectors in Canada and attempted to divide and conquer hunters and sport 

shooters, this alienated me and made me feel marginalized, hurt and deeply saddened. 

This OIC is destroying my cultural identity, erasing my history and stopping me from 

“preserving, enhancing and sharing my cultural heritage”. That violates Canada’s 

Multiculturalism Act,  goes against the spirit of Criminal Code definition of prohibited 

firearm (section 84.1) and the reasonable hunting and sporting restriction (section 

117.15) and against a century of established practices, opinions and laws surrounding 

firearms for hunting and sport shooting in Canada. It violates my (and hundreds of 

thousands of other Canadians) section 7, 8 and 15 (1), 26 and 27 Charter Rights. By trying 

to kill my culture and taking the hope, purpose, belonging and meaning out of our lives, 

the Government could damage our mental health: 

“Mental wellness is a balance of the mental, physical, spiritual, and emotional. This 

balance is enriched as individuals have: PURPOSE in their daily lives whether it is 

through education, employment, care-giving activities, or cultural ways of being and 

doing; HOPE for their future and those of their families that is grounded in a sense of 

identity, unique Indigenous values, and having a belief in spirit; a sense of BELONGING 

and connectedness within their families, to community, and to culture; and finally a sense 

of MEANING and an understanding of how their lives and those of their families and 

communities are part of creation and a rich history.” 

– First Nations Mental Wellness Continuum Framework 

https://thunderbirdpf.org/first-nations-mental-wellness-continuum-framework/ 

21. Competitive practice with firearms and the self-reliance and self-worth that comes from 

feeding ones family can prove to teach positive values and have lasting impacts on shaping 

https://thunderbirdpf.org/first-nations-mental-wellness-continuum-framework/
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young minds, it sure did for me. The participation in Canadian sport shooting associations, 

hunting clubs (4H, Eagle Scouts and Girl Scouts, Rod and Gun clubs) is physically and 

mentally beneficial to youth and adults alike and often, entire communities are built around- 

and brought together by these organizations. For documentary evidence see the sworn 

Affidavit of Professor Gary Mauser (FC # T-577-20), page 121, Exhibit G “Target Sports 

teach young People to accept personal responsibility” and Exhibit H Percieved benefits of 

firearms ownership by: Library of Parliament page 130- 176. On Page 143 “ Dr Randal 

Eaton says hunting engenders respect, power and responsibility and can sucessfully 

transform delinquents into law abiding citizens”.Both exhibits are relevant as they confirm 

claims I am making about firearm ownership benefits to Canadian society, troubled youth 

especially. As per the CCFR’s macroeconomic expert witness, this OIC will cause the closure 

of many of our cultural venues: which are firearms shops, foundations and shooting ranges. 

22. Who decides what tool is reasonable and necessary for a sport and lifestyle? What is 

this criterion to base the decision upon? I would expect the criteria to be based upon how 

many people are using that tool, what they are using it for, what use the tool was designed 

for and how well the tool performs compared to other available tools. The question of what 

firearms are reasonable for hunting and sport shooting in my culture, has been left to the 

GiC. Surely, the writers of the “hunting and sport shooting restriction” in the Criminal Code 

were assuming that the GiC’s opinion would always remain logical, impartial and factual, as 

it was in the past. Something has gone really wrong here, the GIC is suppose to respect, 

value and honor our hunting and sport shooting culture. The GiC has changed a long held 

opinion (on what is considered reasonable for hunting and sport) without giving any 

legitimate or truthful reasons for their decision. The GiC has changed their opinion under 

duress; and they have now accused me of owning a tool designed for “mass murder” when 

that is not what it was designed for, nor why I possess it, nor will it ever be used for that 

while I have anything to say about it.  

23. Is (harmless) self-identity, cultural practices and personal choice a legal right in Canada 

or is it only a privilege granted to those deemed worthy by the ruling elites? Are the effects 

of this order, which could have no significant effect on reducing firearm violence in Canada 
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(See the sworn Affidavit of Dr. Caillin Langmann (affiant in motion for FC# T-577-20) 

Exhibit C  pages 36-52 “The Effects of Firearm Legislation on Homicide and Suicide in 

Canada from 1981 to 2016”), but will directly harm me, demoralize and destroy my 

community and culture- in the interests of justice? There is no national pressing emergency 

to dispossess us of these firearms or stop us from lawfully enjoying them (See Exhibit I 

Nova Scotia Shooter Gabriel Wortman was not a firearm licensee and smuggled his 

firearms illegally); people are not being shot down in the streets by licensees. In the 

interest of justice, the status quo should be maintained as it was before the order was 

enacted while this case moves through the courts.  

24. It is obvious that firearm licensees are unfairly demonized, targeted for destruction and 

discriminated against by The Government and society; they say they are subjecting us to 

this because firearms are “dangerous” but just because the misuse of an object can result in 

some deaths, does not mean it should be prohibited in a free society. Alcohol consumption 

contributes to more mortality in Canada than firearms, in 2002 alcohol caused over 4000 

deaths just so people could have “fun”. (See Exhibits J1 and Exhibit J2 Canadian Center on 

Substance Use and Addiction) Alcoholism destroys families (See Exhibit J3 American 

Addiction Centers: Drinking Culture in Canada); alcohol is the only known physical 

addiction by which the victim can die from withdrawal, alcoholism causes poisoning, heart 

disease and stroke, kidney damage, liver damage and cancer.  Drunk driving accidents cause 

the death of innocent people regularly. Alcohol consumption and alcohol abuse is directly 

linked to violence, suicide, spousal abuse of women and disproportionately affects 

Indigenous Canadians more than non- indigenous Canadians (See Exhibit K1 STATS CAN 

“Aboriginal Fact sheet: Ontario”, screen shots from here to help BC website and Exhibit 

K2, W.H.O. paper “Intimate Partner Violence and Alcohol” page 1). Alcohol is even more 

relevant to the capricious reasoning given for seizing our firearms contained in the order. 

Shall we ban alcohol to ``help`` the same marginalized groups who are purported to suffer 

disproportionately from effects of firearm violence, while the rest of drinkers have their 

right to drink taken away. Liquor is not necessary, if this order’s effects are not stayed and 

eventually repealed, what is preventing a future order proclaiming for example: “well we 
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like beer and wine, we think only beer and wine are reasonable amounts of alcohol, liquor is 

just not necessary. It doesn’t matter if you prefer to enjoy vodka in moderation, you can 

only have beer and wine because we approve of that—you don’t need liquor—it can be 

dangerous to Canadians, it’s too strong.” One might chuckle, but alcohol consumption is a 

lot more popular than firearms so people who enjoy it are not in any danger of losing their 

rights to have a drink responsibly –everyone over the age of 19 is first given the benefit of 

the doubt that they will act responsibly, however the same cannot be said for firearm 

licensees. Even though alcohol has proven to be more destructive and deadly in Canada 

than lawfully possessed firearms. This is discriminatory because of social stigma. 

25. In 2016, Access to Information requests prove that at least, 108 firearms were reported 

lost, missing or stolen from the RCMP (See Exhibit L Mausers and Youngs Critique of the 

RCMP 2014 FIESD Report, page 6, reference 6). I have never lost, misplaced or had stolen 

one single firearm, why are mine being taken from me in such a manner? I feel it is because 

licensees are experiencing discrimination, regulatory harassment and defamation of 

character. I happen to own the same model of firearm that a criminally insane shooter Marc 

Lepine used to murder women (women who look just like me) in 1989. Does this 

coincidence mean that I am now, by default, at risk to become a criminally insane shooter? 

My firearm is a risk to no one. If a white van were used to run down 10 people in Toronto, 

does that mean that all white vans are now prohibited—this is an absurd concept. While I 

feel nothing but compassion for the victims and survivors of these tragedies, and I honestly 

might even give up my Ruger mini firearm in an act of good will towards them, I can’t in 

good faith pretend that it would stop mass shootings. I certainly won’t give up all my 

firearms without fighting back in court as hard as I can. It is not right to force others to give 

up their property for no beneficial outcome, the evidence that this type of prohibition has 

no measurable effect on violent crime or firearm crime is overwhelming, some of it is 

contained in Dr. C Langmann’s new peer reviewed paper-in which his peers had no criticism 

of his scientific methods. (sworn Affidavit of Dr. Langmann, Exhibit C, in motion for FC# T-

577-20). 
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26. I have been a proud Canadian firearm owner for several years; I own a few firearms, 

which I use for hunting and target practice. I recently passed (written portion 98% and 

interactive 94%) the Restricted Possession and Acquisition firearms safety course (RPAL). 

After passing the course, I paid (my friend, mentor and co-applicant) John Perocchio to 

acquire a lower receiver of an AR 15 for me. I previously planned to register it and pick it up, 

upon arrival of my restricted license; he was holding it in trust (possessing it, registered to 

him) until my (RPAL) arrived in the mail—which should be any day. I took the restricted 

course specifically so that I could build, own and shoot (at a CFO approved range in Smiths 

Falls, Ontario) an AR 15 and also get involved in handgun shooting competitions. This new 

order in council and resulting prohibitions and seizures has robbed me of my chance to hunt 

small game any time soon, to build and shoot my AR 15 and has put me out of pocket over a 

thousand dollars and dozens of hours of study time already. That severe loss (hunting, sport 

shooting and building an AR 15) is not the only reason why I am giving all my attention to 

this court case, I am making this my top priority because of the OIC’s effects on Canada’s 

Gun Culture; they are trying to eradicate us piece by piece; death by a thousand cuts. This 

OIC cuts deeply. 

27.  The more I read about interlocutory injunctions the more it seemed to me, that an 

interlocutory injunction was not only absolutely critical to preventing further irreparable 

harm done to myself and my culture but that injunctions exist for exactly this type of 

situation—where monetary relief alone would not be enough to offset the harm done by 

this OIC. Situations where the consequences to Canadians resulting from a legislation are so 

grossly disproportionate to the public good provided by the legislation. Situations where the 

effects of a legislation are overall destructive to individuals, businesses and the rule of law 

and where it is likely that we would be successful in the hearing of our Application. 

Although it would be easier for self-represented litigants such as myself, to forego this 

motion and move directly to focusing on the hearing of the application itself, it would not 

be the right thing to do. It would be wrong not to seek this declaration from the courts, 

because the irreparable harm done to myself and my firearm community is intensifying with 

every passing day that the order is in effect; the Applicants are afraid and demoralized. This 
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irreparable harm directly affects me and I am suffering emotional trauma concerning the 

destruction of my culture and the implications it has on my ability to live my life how I chose 

now and for my children in the future.   

28. I believe Canadian Gun Culture is being forcibly destroyed and this OIC is a major actor 

in the endgame strategy (explained later) to kill Canadian Gun Culture once and for all, the 

anti-gun agents admit they are trying to discourage (lawful) use of firearms using several 

behavioral modification tactics amounting to harassment, discrimination, slander and 

abuse. Trying to reduce our number, for an endgame strategy of a total future firearm ban 

(explained later in affidavit and in my Exhibit V). It is not possible that this OIC 

announcement during the Covid pandemic is a coincidence; we see this as a full-fledged and 

carefully planned attack on our culture- I will explain. During the pandemic before and after 

the OIC, the issuance of PAL renewals and new PAL licenses ceased. Before the OIC was 

announced (and before Wortman committed his murders) imports of AR style parts were 

prohibited by CBSA at the RCMP`s request and the RCMP`s FRT was suspended from view 

several times (stated by some of the businesses who have access to it). During the 

pandemic before and after the OIC, the transfer times (registration) on restricted firearms 

has been severely delayed. The PAL firearm safety training has been shut down even while 

other classes were allowed to open (no new members of the `gun culture` are permitted to 

join); it`s as if there is an attack on firearm owners on all fronts of our lawful activities. The 

delay in PAL renewals is an extremely dangerous and devastating situation because once a 

firearm owners PAL expires, after a 6 month grace period, they would technically be in 

unlawful possession of firearms and their firearms can be seized. A total of 2,200,000 

firearm licenses have to be renewed every 5 years, it amounts to 37,000 monthly. With the 

Covid shut down between March and July the backlog results in over 100,000 licensed gun 

owners having to cease shooting and buying activity due to lack of valid license, this is not 

just with the newly prohibited firearms but all activities and all firearms. This cannot be 

Covid related because people still had vehicle licenses renewed, passports issued and car 

ownerships transferred by Provincial authorities.  
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29. I hunt small game with one of the newly prohibited firearms, I cannot afford to buy a 

new one before hunting season starts. Annually, I count the days before going to the 

hunting cabin as my only reprieve from a busy schedule and the modern world. The time 

spent at the cabin and in the woods hunting and shooting, has a positive impact on my 

emotional health the entire year. The meat harvested during the hunt, provides my family 

with spiritual and material nourishment the whole year through, I did not chose this firearm 

because just any will do, I chose it because it was the perfect one for me—the best one for 

me to use safely and efficiently. Killing the animal is the least favorite part of my hunt and I 

just can’t risk the animal suffering at all, I need the efficiency of the semi-automatic action 

and lightweight compact frame. I enjoy and benefit from improving my aim, by shooting at 

targets all year round. When I take down an animal, many times it has been a head shot, 

where the animal is killed instantly and I use almost every piece of the animal, meat, fur and 

bones. Even if I could afford to purchase a new firearm, I am very afraid to, given the clause 

in the OIC stating that if I buy more firearms, they too will be prohibited in the future (the 

change clause). I can`t afford to keep having my property seized and it won`t be long before 

some less wealthy members of our culture give up altogether. 

30.  I am not protected by the clause in the order, giving permission to “sustenance 

hunters” to continue using the newly prohibited firearms (previously non-restricted class) 

for hunting during the amnesty period; sustenance hunting is a separate hunting license. 

Although one day I hope to move to the woods and become a sustenance hunter, I live in 

the city, have gainful employment and can shop at grocery stores, although I prefer wild 

food. This OIC has even made my eventual plans to move out to the woods and live off the 

land, more complicated. Contrary to what some non-hunters believe, legal hunting activities 

are probably the single most important contributor to conservation, ecological diversity, 

habitat preservation; hunting garners major funds towards and instills respect for nature 

and our environment. I learned this in University along with many other “counter intuitive” 

facts about our ecosystem. I am not “bloodthirsty” (as anti-firearm folks have said some 

hunters are) and in fact, I was a vegetarian for nearly two years. As I have stated in my 

related Application for Judicial Review (T -735-20) and Notice of Constitutional Question, 
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this requested injunction or declaration can repair or halt much of the harm done to 

Canadian licensees and myself. I am witnessing the slow but obviously deliberate 

destruction of my culture; new prospective members are often hesitant to join due to 

stigma and intimidation. Existing members of the culture feel increasingly bullied, 

intimidated, singled out, isolated, discriminated against and judged. These feelings are a 

direct result of a combination of years of regulatory attack, using discriminatory and 

arbitrary legislation invented for the purpose of reducing licensees (members of my culture) 

and slander and defamation about licensees in the media; instilling fear of gun culture in 

the general public. The irreparable harm of which I speak is not speculative or vague 

possible future harm it is real and it is happening to me right now. I am too afraid to go out 

and practice my culture and I personally know dozens who feel the same way (See Exhibit 

M Canadian Firearm Journal Letters to the Editor on the “bullying” we face). 

31. It is not my job to fight to win this case, I am not paid for it, and I do not have a business 

to loose. I am doing it because of the harm my community, my culture and myself are 

suffering because the OIC. The harm done to our reputation, morale, ability to practice our 

culture (or predict what firearms would be ok to purchase) and the OIC’s effects of 

lessening the number of Canadian firearm owners, restricts my ability to participate and it 

strips me of my identity, my joy and my culture. This OIC is a concerted effort towards the 

eventual destruction of my culture and my heritage, paid for in part by my expense; I am a 

taxpayer.  

32. Being self-represented, I am suffering a unique type of harm; I have been forced to fight 

in court since I am a law-abiding citizen and don’t have much money saved, I have no other 

option left. Drafting the paper work in my spare time, fundraising to try to obtain legal 

counsel and researching these issues after my regular workday, is consuming every ounce of 

available energy I have and is taking away time I could spend with my family. Literally every 

ounce of energy I have has been taken, I am working 18 hours a day, some weeks 7 days a 

week, and can hardly keep up. It is coming at a great and severe cost to me and it has taken 

its toll on my wellbeing. I am exhausted, have not slept well since May 1 2020 and 

constantly have to study the law for every action I take in court, I am over worked and often 
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feel fatigued. Yet, I gladly devote my energy to this injunction and the hearing of this 

Application because it means so much to me; it is essential that we fight for our cultural 

rights before it is too late.  

The Situation We Face: 

33. I believe we have a serious legal issue to be tried here and factual questions which need 

to be answered. I certainly do not feel it is frivolous or purposefully bothersome in the 

sense that many innocent people who own firearms or firearms related businesses are 

suffering direct harm and persecution because of this order. The demonstrable results of 

such attacks historically have been a sharp decrease in the number of legal firearm owners, 

a decrease in general popularity of firearms and shooting sports, bankruptcy of gun shops 

and an unwarranted negative bias by non-firearm owners, towards firearm owners. As per 

Prof Mauser’s affidavit, the result of the last wide sweeping and severe regulatory attack on 

firearm owners (Long Gun Registry) was never any measurable reduction in firearm violence 

but did result in an estimated 1 million+ Canadians who lost faith in their own government’s 

ability to govern. These citizens in an act of civil disobedience became un-governable 

criminal outlaws. They chose not to register or turn in their firearms and preferred the risk 

of jail. As Prof. Mauser has said the majority of these people were “scofflaws at worst, not 

violent criminals”. The courts have to weigh the cost of the un-governability of a large 

amount of people who will be totally disenfranchised and not want to have their property 

expropriated (possibly without compensation) for no other reason than bias and myths (it is 

a myth that Canadian gun culture represents a risk.) 

34.  It has also not escaped us that the Crown should know or ought to know (by way of 

their own research) that Canadian firearm licensees do not significantly contribute to 

violence in this country and so the reasoning given for the order is false. We know it is false 

because of several statements made by Public Safety regarding the fact that these firearms 

in the possession of the licensee’s is not a public safety threat. We also feel that the 

authorities disinterest in collecting data, which could clarify exactly how Canadian licensees 

contribute to violence in this country and then help lead to a change in that violence--- is 
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purposeful and deliberate- a willful blindness of sorts. Contained in Professor Mausers 

affidavit, as well as in my Exhibit P and Exhibit Y2 is a repeatedly noted lack of sufficient 

data related to licit vs illicit firearm sources. In the 2019 “Engagement Summary Report”, in 

part by Public Safety Canada-in my Exhibit P “Reducing Violent Crime a Dialogue on Hand 

Guns and Assault Style Firearms” community stakeholders complain about lack of data and 

Exhibit Y2 Access to Information Package Governmental officials try to find the data and 

are unable because it doesn’t exist. The lack of data surrounding how Canadian licensees 

and my culture, contribute to violence, including sources of firearms used in crime is 

lamented by experts, law enforcement and stakeholders for years, with no subsequent data 

ever collected. 

35.  At this stage, we might cautiously and respectfully add that the actions of the 

government are causing an atmosphere of distrust in selected Canadian populations (by 

seizing property, speaking dishonest statements and trying to hide and deny data that 

would prove that seizure is not accomplishing a public safety agenda). Concerned citizens 

are vocalizing that every atrocity committed by an out of control tyrannical government in 

history has been preceded by a similar civilian disarmament, in which a false reasoning of 

public safety was used as the reason for the seizure. (See Exhibit N1 David Kopel’s paper 

Resisting Genocide and Exhibit N2 Mises Wire: “a brief history of repressive regimes and 

gun laws”). The potential harm and atrocities done by governments to citizens historically 

greatly outweighs any benefit to seizing guns from non-violent law-abiding citizens, in a 

benefit vs cost analysis, the cost has repeatedly proven far too high. This is not craziness nor 

conspiracy many scholars know this, The Hon. Ontario Provincial Court Judge Demetrick in 

1994, shared similar sentiments in R v. Rogan, (See Exhibit O, R. v Rogan at para 132-137). 

He recognized MANY of the concepts of which I speak; the purpose of regulatory 

harassment done to Canadian licensees with an intent of destroying our ability to continue 

as a group or as he put it “red taping us out of existence”. He recognized the link between 

section 7 of The Charter and lawful firearm ownership and the link between civilian 

disarmament and crimes against humanity. No one is saying that Canadians will be loaded 

onto boxcars and sent to prison camps any time soon but we are saying the government is 
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acting out of control, criminal and dishonest with this OIC and some stand on guard about 

this.  

36.  Beyond a doubt, the Government is aware that there are legislations, policies and 

methods that exist which have proven to significantly decrease firearms violence-- and 

prohibitions are not one of them. Both sides of “the argument” pro and anti-gun groups, 

(although holding vastly different views and unable to come to agreement on a ban during 

the limited “round table discussions” and consultations held in 2018/2019), agreed that 

tougher sentences for gun crime offenders and funding to empower and educate youth 

(redirection away from gangs) are effective for reducing gun violence. (See Exhibit P 

Engagement Summary Report -“Reducing Violent Crime a Dialogue on Hand Guns and 

Assault Style Firearms”). The Government then went against best practices, against their 

findings, polls and data and proceeded to enact an unconstitutional OIC, which has harmed 

an identifiable group of Canadians including myself (firearm licensees). While being aware it 

has no measurable benefit to other Canadians and that a ban was unwanted by majority of 

Canadians. –on Page 20 & 21 of Exhibit P “Key findings: Views on limiting access to 

handguns and assault-style firearms. Most respondents (81%) did not want more to be done 

to limit access to handguns. Similarly, most respondents (77%) did not want more to be done 

to limit access to assault-style firearms…” 

37. Most researchers find that firearm violence is directly related to socio-economic factors, 

which continue to be ignored by legislators in favor of easier to accomplish—but wholly 

ineffective policies. Employment opportunity and funding to divert youth away from gang 

activity and tougher sentences for firearm violence are proven to reduce firearm violence 

but yet they have chosen to opt for the easy target and seize our property. (See Exhibit P 

again). 

38. I conclude that any researcher who looks at the existing data honestly, objectively and 

without bias; considering confounding variables along a complete timeline will see that 

socio economic and cultural factors (such as gang violence, poverty, untreated mental 

illness) are the major influences driving firearms (and most every other kind) of violence. 
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(See Exhibit Q, National Crime Prevention Center Public Safety “Strategies for Reducing 

Firearms Violence: The Roles of Gangs, Drugs and Firearm Accessibility” 2007, By George 

Tita. PhD et Al) I would know because I was one such researcher. I was taught to shoot by a 

friend only 10 years ago and my life was enriched immeasurably because of it, I have only 

had my own firearms license for about 4 years (not because of disinterest but because of a 

student budget). Years ago, when I first considered the issue of firearm possession and it’s 

effect on homicide, suicide and violence I have to admit, I thought the proposition that 

more firearms available resulted in more shootings made sense on the face of it. When I 

first heard the theory that the two factors were not related, were not correlated and 

availability of lawfully acquired firearms did not cause nor exasperate shooting situations, I 

was skeptical. However being of a curious mind and having a great interest in not only self-

reliance but not wanting to be involved in a “destructive” culture, I began to delve deep into 

the data, various rhetoric, ideas and facts.  

39. What I found, echoed what many researchers have found, that there are many locations 

around the world where legal gun ownership numbers are high and gun crimes are low; the 

inverse is also true in that there are places where lawful gun ownership is low and gun 

crimes are high. (See Exhibit R quick Review of Dr. John Lott’s book “More Guns: Less 

Crime” (By William F Shugart for The Southern Economic Journal) Canadian cities and 

towns are one such example, where local variables are at play. For one random example the 

Yukon has one of the highest lawful firearm ownership rates per capita in Canada (67% of 

households in my Exhibit S2) but in 2018 had zero firearm homicides (See Exhibit S, Stats 

Can Juristat Publications “Homicide in Canada 2018” by Joel Roy and Sharon Marcellus 

and Exhibit S2 Stats Can Firearm ownership Prevalence). Inversely, inner cities in Toronto 

have a relatively lower amount of lawful firearm possession and plenty of firearm 

homicides.  I found what Government of Canada research has consistently found, that gun 

crimes are influenced by complex socio-economic and cultural factors and not the 

availability of licensed firearms. Just like the availability of kitchen knives and box cutters 

don’t cause stabbings to occur in homes and workplaces. 
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40. I truly believe and have personally experienced that the underlying purpose of the order 

(or a clear unavoidable consequence of it) is not (as stated in the order) to ban certain 

firearms because they are more dangerous than other firearms; guarding public safety. It 

seems to be (unstated in the order) to take away our firearms to please others, to do 

irreparable harm to firearm owners, Canadian Gun Culture-- the lawful licensee community 

of which I am a proud member. To reduce our numbers through attrition, fear, slander and 

harassment to accomplish what researchers and Crown agents refer to as an “endgame 

strategy” and our military refers to this type of persuasion campaign as “psychological 

operations”(See Exhibit T Ottawa Citizen “Information Operations Pandemic Quashed 

After Details Revealed To Top General”, July 20,2020 By David Pugliese, I’ve  added in 

Global news Story headline “General Vance Steps Down”) 

41.  I believe the purpose of doing the irreparable harm to the firearms community is to 

reduce the number of firearm owners to a small enough group, so that when all firearms 

are banned in the future, any resistance to the ban will be futile. In order that current and 

future seizures of property will be common place and there will be legal precedents set, to 

back up the overreach. Firearms advocates believe this because the RCMP, the Liberal 

Government, The UN office of Disarmament Affairs and the Coalition for Gun Control are 

working together to kill my culture (over decades) and the “endgame strategy” is to restrict, 

reduce and then ban most any civilian possession of firearms worldwide. (See Exhibit U1 

“Small Arms No single solution”, Exhibit U2 Canadian Center For Foreign Policy 

Development “UN 2001 Conference on Illicit Trade of Small Arms in All its Aspects”, 

Exhibit U3 UN Security Council “Small Arms and Light Weapons Report”, Exhibit U4 

“Effective Canadian Regulation of Small Arms and Light Weapons”, Exhibit U5 Address by 

Minister Freeland to the high level segment of the Conference on Disarmament”, Exhibit 

U6 “Civil Society and Disarmament”, various documents providing some proof they are 

killing gun culture with a concerted plan including persuasion, information operations, 

OIC’s, punishment, social engineering, academic dishonesty and peer pressure.) 

42. In the near future, in Canada we have good reason to believe it will first be all semi-

automatic rifles/shotguns (as was done recently in New Zealand and South Africa), all 
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handguns (Minister Blair is exploring a ban on handguns) and some single action rifles and 

shotguns. There is strong evidence of a plan to bully us into quitting our culture here. There 

was a similar war waged against firearm owners in New Zealand in 2019, where the Christ 

Church Mosque shooting was exploited (as per the UN’s direction) to ``justify`` a long 

planned seizure and `military assault style rifles`` were seized from citizens. New Zealand`s 

ban happened to be done through Parliament, with a compensation package prepared 

within 6 months but their ban encompassed most all semi-automatic and some single action 

types of firearms. Now in 2020, with violent crimes and shootings on the rise, the facts 

show that firearm violence continues to rise in N.Z, despite the ban. Further, in 2010 before 

the ban, violent firearm crimes were quite low that year. Academic dishonesty, exploitation 

of victims and cherry picking only favorable (but incomplete) data is a familiar hallmark of 

these bans. There is evidence that the Government is enacting the specific agenda of a 

lobby group, who shares the agenda of the UN mandate on civilian disarmament of small 

arms while that agenda is detrimental to Canadians Constitutional, property, legal rights, 

heritage and culture. That agenda is not in line with the Shawcross Doctrine and is based 

upon personal enrichment or enacting a personal or moral agenda, to the detriment of the 

Canadian public. The Government has failed to give evidence that connects mass shootings 

and war to Canadian licensees. The cultural destruction of a specific group who contribute 

economically and socially to the country and do not generally pose any threat is wrong. 

Actions and words meant to bring about our destruction and decrease our numbers is 

defined as cultural genocide. As per the popular definitions of culture I have provided– we 

are counted as a culture. We want to matter. I want to matter. 

43. We cannot speak as to why others have an agenda to destroy Canadian Gun Culture and 

reduce our numbers through tactics ranging from attrition, micromanagement, bullying, 

bankruptcy and social pressure/persuasion techniques. Those (leaders) enacting the agenda 

cannot reasonably believe that it is necessary for public safety—when they repeatedly have 

stated it is not. It seems like an illogical desire for a Government to make life difficult for an 

identifiable group who are proven to contribute greatly to the security and wealth of 

Canada and who do not generally cause harm to others. It is illogical because the 
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Government holds information that civilian firearm ownership is an important part of the 

Canadian economy and Canadian history, culture and daily life. It provides benefit to 

Canadians and does no significant harm.  As per Prof Mausers special presentation to 

Senate on licensees and violence, Canadian firearm licensees are 33 % less likely to commit 

firearms homicide than the average Canadian. Parliament was clearly informed of this fact, 

so why do those policy makers persist in ignoring these facts? 

44.  We do know that some powerful international lobby groups (Coalition for Gun Control, 

CGC) whose profitable agenda it is to “achieve a world without firearms violence” 

(translated into an action-- as banning firearms everywhere) successfully use the emotional 

pleas of survivors of mass shootings and wars to gain sympathetic monetary donations. 

These groups are pressuring (and enticing by way of donation or promises of votes) some 

politicians to help them achieve their goal through legislation. This presents a problem for 

me because their goal is the destruction of my culture. This OIC is abusing the power of the 

law and lawmakers are using it to play political favoritism, to the detriment of myself and 

many Canadian members of gun culture. In my Exhibit W2, I included the entire thesis 

paper for the context of the CGC’s activities in influencing the laws, which govern my 

cultural activities. The writer, at the time did not conclude that influence groups were too 

dangerous to our sovereignty. I vehemently disagree and I wonder what she would think 

now. 

45. The outcry of citizens who demand the Government take “action on gun violence” 

(citizens mentioned in the OIC) was essentially fabricated or manipulated. The Government 

created the fear felt by these citizens by spreading disinformation in the media to create a 

hot button voting topic which would be easy to achieve or brag about in style but would 

produce very little substance (in terms of reducing gun violence) . The strangest part of the 

Governments choice to enact this OIC and seize our firearms, was the fact that the GiC 

largely went against their own findings in regulatory impact analysis statements and reports 

and ignored the lack of public support for this type of prohibition. Their own data shows 

77% of citizens polled did not support further “assault style weapon” restrictions. They 

went against the Association of Canadian Police Chiefs advice and ignored Alberta, Ontario, 
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Manitoba and Saskatchewan officials’ displeasure with the legitimacy of the order and its 

detrimental effect upon Canadians rights. This OIC has divided the country. 

46. The Crown attorney will probably try to suggest that if the injunction is granted it may 

result in death and destruction but there is no statically significant reason to think this is 

true and many facts to prove it is not true. There have been no notable instances of gun 

violence where licensees use their (previously allowed) firearms; that is at CFO approved 

shooting ranges for “restricted” firearms and private and Crown hunting lands for “non-

restricted” firearms. The people who commit gun violence in Canada are largely known 

criminals (or mentally disturbed) who do not legally possess their firearms and chose not to 

follow existing laws, which prohibit homicide and violence. Every homicide and suicide is a 

tragedy and every life is sacred, but punishing us will accomplish nothing for Canada’s 

safety. When we start to break down the numbers in which firearms possessed by licensees 

are diverted illegally or used illegally the numbers become very low, it’s a rare occurrence. 

These unfortunate events of violence are no reason to strip me of my property or to kill off 

my culture; I have hurt no one. 

47. The effects of the order on the psyche - The effect of the order upon the lawful and 

economically important activities of hunting and sport shooting and the order’s effects on 

the morale of myself as well as up to 2 million other Canadian firearm licensees (and related 

shooting ranges and businesses) have proven to be dismal. The OIC had the effect of 

discouraging many existing licensees from purchasing any new firearms at all because there 

has been no further word of a buy back program for affected owners; we suspect there may 

not be a sufficient buy back. We may be facing expropriation of property without 

compensation here- that is improper. Past expropriation of property without compensation 

states that it could be legal in some very rare cases (National Emergencies Act), however 

the legislation used to expropriate the property must be unambiguous and reasonable, of 

which the OIC is neither.  

48.  If licensees could take the OIC and the list of firearms it prohibits at face value (as a 

complete list for the near future--as final and truthful), it may be financially and legally safe 
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to invest in other firearms, which are not prohibited by the OIC. Sadly, this is not the case at 

all, because the order states that more firearms will be prohibited in the future after 

citizens (and companies) buy them and with no word of a buy back amount, we are being 

threatened into inaction and submission. The CCFR’s counsel refers to this clause in the OIC 

as “the change clause”. 

49. In addition, because of the vague and uncertain terms in the order “ variants” and the 

result of the RCMP SFSS  to immediately begin prohibiting firearms that they feel are 

“variants” (of the newly prohibited firearms) without notice to the licensees, people do not 

trust that their firearms remain legal. There is no way of knowing which firearms will still be 

lawful to possess tomorrow, next week or next year. This new “power” of the RCMP to 

prohibit (previously legal) firearms at will, combined with the fact that regular citizens do 

not have access to an up to date version of the RCMP’s Firearm Reference Table (FRT, used 

to determine what class a firearm is) has caused many sport shooters and hunters to delay 

their plans to attend shooting ranges, delay buying replacement firearms and delay going 

hunting until its clear to them what the ban encompasses. Until a complete list is 

available—this caution is due diligence on our part in an unprecedented legal situation. It is 

reasonable to want to, and legally necessary, to do our due diligence to know for sure what 

class of firearms one possess, to obtain the proper registration certificate for that firearm 

and use or possess it only in a very narrowly defined location.  

50. The cloud of regulatory uncertainty surrounding this OIC has detrimentally affected not 

only firearm licensees such as myself, but many firearm shops and related businesses (See 

sworn affidavit of Mathew Hipwell, in the motion for FC# T-577-20 or the sworn affidavit 

of a witness in my case, T-735-20, Ret Maj. Cary Baker). These documents explain some of 

the irreparable harm done to firearm supply businesses, by way of large financial losses, 

uncertainty if they can ever be recuperated and destroying working relationships with 

firearm manufacturers (who are themselves trying to escape issuing the refunds mentioned 

in the order). The OIC discourages new and existing customers from purchasing firearms 

and accessories and destroys their ability to plan for employees future and future business 

deals. Their employees’ knowledge of the firearms now makes their job skills useless in 



29 
 

Canada. This is akin to criminalizing or banning our cultural “terminology”, skills and 

persecuting our cultural “leaders”. 

51. The public reputation of licensees such as myself have been irreparably harmed when 

the Hon. Minister of Public Safety and The Right Honorable Prime Minister claimed that we 

had links to mass shootings and gun violence and that we are a scourge on the Canadian 

public. They accused us of evil and said that the purpose of our property was to commit 

mass murder and that we are now unreasonable for having the property that we have 

owned for so long. The authorities mentioned but did not even care that 99.9% of time the 

firearms are purchased, designed for and used for lawful purposes of hunting and sport 

shooting. Why does the bad 0.1% outweigh the good 99.9%? (in fact, the actual number is 

more likely around 0.001%) 

52. The reputation, existing credit/purchasing power and business relationships of firearms 

stores and businesses, my cultural “venues”, was severely harmed when manufacturers in 

other countries learned of this order. The result of the order was (in an effort to protect 

their own financial interests) these creditors and manufacturers made policies to eliminate 

(a long held and hard earned) pre-approved credit system forcing Mr. Hipwell and others to 

now pre pay for every item ordered. Manufacturers ceased production of semi-automatic 

firearms and sales in Canada. Firearm advocate groups (members of a global “Gun 

Culture”), manufacturers and businesses outside of Canada have partially abandoned doing 

business with us and have become shy to support Canadian Gun Culture as we are now a 

financial liability and our Canadian policies an “enemy” to the survival of the culture. The 

logic they are relying on is quite reliable -if the Canadian Government can prohibit these 

firearms arbitrarily, without discussion in Parliament, immediately render them all valueless 

and useless, seize them by force with such impunity and threaten that they will keep doing 

that to our other firearms—what will happen next? Nothing (no firearm related product or 

business) is safe to participate or invest in. I feel as if I am being pushed out of my country; 

or made to choose between my culture and my country. 
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53.   Thousands of firearms which were not listed in the original order as prohibited, which 

have been subsequently prohibited in the days and months after the order was announced 

are obviously not “military assault style firearms” so licensees, recreational tourists (and 

businesses) have no way of predicting, or being aware of, what may become prohibited 

tomorrow or next month. The situation is too uncertain because of the words in the order 

“unknown variant” and because of the sinister statements (change clause) in the OIC that if 

owners (and businesses) opt to replace their newly prohibited firearms with other firearms 

which are not prohibited—more firearms will be added to the prohibited list later—this is 

intimidation and harassment! 

54.  In this situation, which is almost un-navigable, some harm comes from un-certainty as 

to the lengths they will go. It is distinctly possible for a licensee to check an Adobe 

downloadable version (not up to date) of the FRT and see that their specific firearm has not 

been prohibited in the morning before going out to do their lawful and chosen activity. 

Since the RCMP have been prohibiting all kinds of firearms recently without notifying 

owners, it’s possible that by the time that person returned home from the activity—they 

could find their firearm class had changed to prohibited in a matter of minutes or hours and 

they are now a criminal. Therefore, many current firearm licensees are nervous to take any 

firearms out to use anywhere, as the order states the “unknown variants” are immediately 

prohibited for use and could result in a serious criminal offense. Criminal charges and 

convictions carry the possibility of jeopardizing everything in the licensee’s life from: 

 Jeopardizing the family unit (being  away from children and put into jail or in single parent 

homes having Children’s Aid Society step in if the parent is jailed)  

 Their liberty and physical safety (jail can be a violent and police confrontations can be violent) 

 Employment opportunities (jail time may result in the loss of their job, home, possessions ect)  

 Charged with a prohibited firearms possession offense and having one’s ability to participate in 

Gun Culture and a passionate pastime destroyed forever 

 Having their license to possess their other, currently not prohibited firearms revoked and all 

their firearms seized without any compensation 

 Having their retirement or other savings decimated in legal fees 
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 Jeopardizing someone’s ability to travel outside of Canada  

55. These fears and dangers have made the enjoyment that many owners (including 

myself) get out of shooting activities “not worth the risk” or “too dangerous” for the time 

being.  Therefore, many owners have chosen to err on the side of caution and not engage 

in any shooting activities currently and look forward to the time that they can go out again. 

The OIC has essentially stalled our cultural activities and events, and we are all trying hard 

to obey the OIC for now - if we don’t we can go to jail and then there is no hope for the 

future of the culture. 

56. Canadians who were considering training for their firearms license are now more 

confused and discouraged than ever. This aspect of the irreparable emotional harm I have 

suffered is the worst part for me—I have worked hard specifically explaining Canadian Gun 

Culture to prospective new recruits and I have been responsible for several law-abiding 

citizens becoming interested in shooting sports and hunting, especially women. I feel that 

the more Canadians who participate in our community and culture –the better of a chance 

we have at flourishing and thriving. The more members and licensees we have and the 

more shops and shooting ranges/gun clubs operating—the more legitimate and visible our 

culture is and the more we show the public that we are invaluable contributors to this 

country; the stronger our culture and heritage become.  

57. I have personally had several friends and acquaintances ask me “what’s the point of 

trying to get involved in gun culture when the Government has made it so difficult?” “Why 

bother going through all the trouble and costs of taking the courses, obtaining a license and 

buying a firearm, safe and accessories, if the Government just says they will take it away 

later and possibly without satisfactory compensation?” My response is always the same: 

that belonging to gun culture, hunting and sport shooting are activities which were so 

beneficial to me, they changed my life. I also respond that their defeatist attitude of “oh 

why bother” are exactly what the consequences of the order were intended to be. The 

order seems to be intended to bankrupt, intimidate, harass and discourage firearm owners 

from going about their business, as well as anyone considering becoming a firearm owner 
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from doing so. The older advocates and activists in Canadian Gun Culture (such as my co-

applicant John Perocchio) are very well aware of this phenomenon, as our numbers have 

been dwindling with every slanderous and defamatory remark in the media and with every 

new unreasonable regulation enacted.  

58.  It’s hard to believe but the Canadian Government openly admits to engaging in this 

type of social engineering strategy (a polite word for psychological warfare), as means to 

try to reduce the number of people participating in activities that are taboo or activities 

which the Government disapproves of and has deemed “socially undesirable”. The purpose 

of the social engineering campaign is so that in the next stage of the plan they can move in 

and ban the activity in entirety, without facing too much vocal opposition from affected 

civilians. (See Exhibit V1 “Smokers Support for Tobacco End Game Measures: Findings 

From the 2016 International Tobacco and Vaping Survey” by Janet Chung-Hall PhD et Al. 

and Exhibit V2 “Un-smoke Canada Campaign”) I found out it is a joint project between 

Government of Canada and Benson & Hedges Rothman Tobacco designed to make life 

difficult for smokers and discourage them so they will quit. Exhibit V2 shows they elaborate 

on their campaign to “bully” smokers into quitting, admitting to using tactics such as 

increasing tobacco taxes, media campaigns/social persuasion and enacting bothersome by-

laws with the purpose to discourage smoking in outdoor areas (first indoor areas which is 

logical as it is proven to harm others, but then ban it outdoors to make it difficult to smoke 

anywhere). Not by-laws to protect people outside from “second hand smoke” as they 

publically stated but in order to achieve a reduction in the number of smokers from 5 

million to 1.5 million by 2035 so they can ban cigarette sales entirely. --“Background: The 

Canadian government has committed to an endgame target of less than 5% tobacco use by 2035. 

The aims of this study were to assess baseline levels of support for potential endgame policies 

among Canadian smokers, by province/region, demographic characteristics and smoking-related 

correlates, and to identify predictors of support.” From Page 3 of that research paper: 

“Overall policy support 

Over half of the respondents supported 8 of the 14 endgame 

“measures. Among cigarette endgame policies, support was 

highest for measures to reduce nicotine content (70.2%), raise 
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the legal age for purchase (69.8%) and require retailers to sell 

alternative nicotine products (65.8%). There was moderate 

support for a marketing ban (58.5%), restrictions on places 

for purchase (45.2%), total ban within 10 years (43.6%) and 

ban on additives/flavourings (42.5%). Support was lowest for 

a menthol ban (29.6%) and plain packaging (28.9%) 

(Appendix 3, available at “ 

www.cmajopen.ca/content/6/3/E412/suppl/DC1 

 

59. In Exhibit V.1 the Government and researchers call the eventual ban an “endgame” 

and unsavory tactics used to accomplish it an “endgame strategy” and they proceed to 

strategically enact policies making life difficult for cigarette smokers as measures in the 

end game strategy of a future total ban. The researchers have pegged the optimal 

“number of least resistance” to a total ban at between 1.5 to 2 million cigarette 

smokers. The government uses the term “social engineering” and the military uses the 

term “psychological operations”. This is a type of warfare being done to my culture and 

we are innocent; we have done nothing but politely comply with requirements, but the 

requirements keep tightening like a noose around our necks. Unfortunately for myself 

and my fellow members of Canadian Gun Culture: farmers, ranchers, sport shooters, 

historians, hunters, collectors and outdoor enthusiasts— normal Canadians-- the agenda 

of bullying into submission is almost complete as Prof Mausers Exhibits shows we have 

been whittled down from nearly 6 million owners at one time to now 2 million owners. 

Using the common sense argument available to me, the exhibit on Un-smoke Canada 

does not prove that the Government is doing this tactic to firearm owners---it only 

proves that they do indeed engage in this type of outrageous behavior. The proof that 

they are doing this tactic to firearm owners comes in the order itself when they state 

that owners who opt to replace their newly prohibited firearms with those unaffected 

by the ban, will have their new firearms taken away soon, when other firearms are 

arbitrarily added to the growing list (the change clause). The evidence that they are 

engaging in this type of behavior against firearm owners is also contained in the fact 

http://www.cmajopen.ca/content/6/3/E412/suppl/DC1
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that they are working closely with the Coalition for Gun Control and The UN office of 

Disarmament Affairs, whose mandate it is to ban most civilians from owning most 

firearms.  

 

60. While the legal and factual aspects surrounding public safety concerning tobacco 

(and other potentially harmful products such as fast food and alcohol) differ significantly 

from firearms legislation and possession (which is also regulated by the Government), 

there are similarities here which are important to note if equal benefit and protection of 

the law are to be observed. The difference is, mainly in that alcohol/outdoor 

tobacco/junk food consumption is said to be of a personal choice nature with the 

detrimental health effects primarily affecting the consumer only. Some claim that the 

misuse of firearms affects innocent civilians who are killed by firearm homicide, in a 

different way than just the individual effects of alcohol, obesity or tobacco are felt. This 

clearly is not true as drunk drivers often kill more innocent people annually than 

firearms (Contained in Exhibit J2’s data) and families left behind from cancer deaths 

suffer greatly from that loss.  

61. Noteworthy, the detrimental health effects of the availability and continued 

lawfulness of alcohol, junk food and tobacco sales are proven to contribute significantly 

to mortality rates in Canada—yet the Government continues to allow it, ignoring the 

public`s safety—primarily because of the popularity of these items. Even though the 

contribution of lawfully owned and used firearms to mortality rates in Canada is far 

from proven, they persisted in prohibiting firearms because they are not as popular as 

tobacco products—the solution used is to make it difficult, expensive or more un-

popular until it can be banned. Indeed a logical person would believe their plan is to ban 

many of these things when the time is right and they are using “bullying” practices as a 

means to accomplish their ends. To clarify my point, in the case where a legal but 

Government regulated “thing or object” (be it alcohol, un healthy foods, tobacco, 

prescription drugs or a firearm) is deemed socially un-desirable by the Government, it is 

immoral and possibly illegal for the Government to use psychological persuasion 
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techniques to stop citizens from going about their business. The proper way to rid the 

country of undesirable things is scientific fact, it is wrong for the Government to claim to 

have facts and use psychological persuasion techniques instead. 

In The Endgame, Who Wins?: 

62. Since Canadian licensees do not contribute to violence and in fact, contribute less to 

homicide than the average Canadian and there has been no statistically significant effect 

of firearms restrictions and prohibitions on homicide and suicide rates in Canada then 

why are my rights being violated and my property seized? Strict moral prohibition has 

been proven false in a Canadian context as it related to abortions, alcohol consumption 

and homosexuality. If there is no demonstrable danger to public safety by our continued 

lawful use of and possession of the firearms then the Status Quo should continue as it 

did before the order was enacted and let us go about our lawful business, which was 

never a problem and will harm no one.  

63. We purport that there is no irreparable harm to the Crown or Canadians by freezing 

the legal effects of this order but that there is irreparable harm done to our community, 

our way of life and our very existence as firearm owners by allowing this order to 

continue unabated. I am alleging that the unpopularity of firearms, which the 

Government strategically created and perpetuated by stoking fears in the media with 

disinformation such as continually focusing on the arsonist and shooter Gabriel 

Wortman, insinuating that this legislation could have stopped him, (insinuating that he 

was a licensee or did illegally acquire his firearms through a licensee) amounts to a 

shameful campaign of fear and lies against us. This campaign of fear is used reduce the 

number of firearms owners in Canada in order to set Canada up for a more complete 

ban on firearms eventually, which the Coalition for Gun Control, members of the Liberal 

Party and the UN have revealed is their plan for us. Exactly like the tactics used in the 

Un-smoke Canada campaign.  

64. I use to think the UN Disarmament plan only extended to nuclear weapons and I 

supported it but it turns out it extends to harmless law-abiding citizens’ small game 
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rifles too. From what I have read on the United Nation’s plan for civilian disarmament 

and the Coalition for Gun Control’s website (See Exhibit W1 Coalition for Gun Controls 

old website which shows they only wanted to restrict assault rifles and handguns and 

their new website which shows now they want a complete ban, Exhibit W2 “Under 

The Gun: Pressure Group Politics Surround Bill C-68 By: JoAnne Bernard, Exhibit W3 

Ploughshares “The feasibility of Increased Restrictions on the Civilian Possession of 

Military Assault at The Global Level” By: Prof Cuckier, Exhibit W4 “Gender 

Perspectives on Small Arms” By Prof Cuckier); the Canadian Governments recent OIC is 

just an extension of the sinister and perverse plans to destroy my culture, my identity, 

my country, my heritage—my birthright and my future children’s birthright: 

 The UN says that governments must declare that lawfully possessed firearms are dangerous 

weapons designed for mass murder, even in non-conflict zones, and so must be tightly 

restricted or banned. Totally discounting different scenarios and disrespecting people’s right 

to practice their customs and cultural norms. 

 The UN says that globally (especially Western and European) governments must, not only 

stop manufacturing arms and ammo, but should destroy existing stockpiles, as our 

governments have “overestimated” their security needs. The only authority we want 

assessing Canadian military and security needs is our own. 

 The UN threatens that countries who fail to enact strict civilian gun control (gun control in 

this context means seizure, constitutional violations and prohibitions) may be violating 

International law commitments and may be sanctioned. 

 The UN recommends that countries provide a small list of firearms, which are NOT 

prohibited to their citizens, rather than a list of firearms which are prohibited. 

 The UN claims that it is illogical to own a firearm for self-defense or to retain lawful control 

of a situation, even though the UN soldiers carry firearms for this exact purpose, as do all 

soldiers, security and police. The UN claims that protecting your rights and family, using 

force and arms if necessary, is an expression of “toxic masculinity”. They state time and 

again, for anyone to possess firearms for self-defense is not a legitimate reason to own one 

and that governments must require proof from civilians, of a “legitimate reason or need” to 

own a certain firearm. They do not recognize sport shooting and collecting. 
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 The UN has spread vicious lies against members of Gun Culture—my culture-- in an effort to 

eradicate us from the face of the earth— insinuating that the civilian possession of small 

arms is more dangerous than Government possession of small arms. This is blatant 

propaganda and lies. Just ask Prov. Court Judge Demetrick or surviving Armenians, Jews, 

Indigenous North Americans, Russians, Chinese, Cambodians, Rwandans, Japanese, Spanish 

and Venezuelan people who witnessed tremendous crimes against humanity and were left 

totally defenseless. We can ask many folks such as Swiss, Israeli’s and Americans why they 

will never be caught defenseless. 

 The UN has mandated that countries must track and register every single firearm in the 

country and share that data base with foreign entities. Ex Deputy PM Anne McLellan said at 

a UN meeting that the Canadian Government was only going to enact prohibitions after the 

registration process was complete, indeed registration for the purpose of eventual 

confiscation has long been a “gun culture” conspiracy theory—but has shown to be a cold 

hard fact. 

 The UN has de-legitimized firearm collectors and sport shooters and only narrowly 

recognizes occasional civilian possession of smooth bore firearms (sub standard for any sort 

of distance shooting) for sustenance hunting.  

 The UN lays out ways in which countries can engage in these “end game strategies” to 

firearm ownership by discouraging the lawful use of firearms in its populations: 

acknowledging traditional (media role) and non-traditional (governmental and information 

operation campaigns) “persuasion methods”. The UN suggests governments enact wide 

sweeping and comprehensive bans on firearms and use persuasive tactics such as OIC’s, 

buy-backs and threats of prison time for non-compliance. 

 The UN and its affiliates openly admit to using mass shooting tragedies unscrupulously to 

further their disarmament agenda, exactly as was done with this OIC. This is inexcusable 

behavior to exploit the senseless deaths of our countrymen in this manner. 

65. A similar type of bullying is done to affected businesses in that the order cheerfully 

recognizes the significant economic contribution of the hunting and sport shooting 

industry, mentions that small businesses will suffer from this order, but minimizes their 

suffering by stating that they simply can opt to sell items which are not affected by the 

ban. This capricious answer is unsatisfactory and profoundly dangerous business advice; 
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given the fact that the order states more firearms will be prohibited and seized later 

(without notice, debate or compensation). Essentially the Government is allowing The 

Coalition for Gun Control and foreign, potentially hostile entities to re-write our laws, 

and take the place of the GiC in forming an opinion on hunting and sport shooting tools. 

The restriction written in the Criminal Code as section 117.15, the “hunting and sporting 

restriction” says that the GiC may NOT prohibit any firearm which in their opinion is 

reasonable for hunting and sport shooting in Canada. It is deeply disturbing to me that 

the Coalition is admittedly heavily influencing this decision (helped “write” Bill C-68 and 

were consulted during the “round table discussions” for this OIC) given that their 

opinion seems to be that almost no firearms are reasonable for any purposes.  

66. The only entity in Canada who gets to legally decide which guns are reasonable for 

hunting and sport shooting is the Governor in Council. This opinion must be fact based 

and logical, in our opinion the way the information has been presented and used (falsely 

and incorrectly) brings the administration of justice and the Crown itself into utter 

disrepute. The Coalition for Gun Control and PolySeSouvent had a hand in drafting this 

legislation, access to information requests prove that their presentation was given to 

the GIC when the GIC was forming an opinion on reasonable firearms. The OIC relies on 

the same myths and untrue accusations and assumptions as these anti-firearm lobby 

groups use. Why on earth should a mysterious lobby organization (covertly funded by 

unknown entities) who has no interest or experience in hunting and sport shooting have 

any say in deciding what is reasonable for hunting and sport shooting for MY culture? 

67. We know that branches of The Canadian Government seem to sometimes 

collaborate to forbid collection of or hide (from the public) statistics, data and evidence 

which do not support their objectives, narrative or agenda (See Exhibit X1 RCMP race 

based crime stats story, Exhibit X2 Stats Can Lynne Barr Telfords statement on straw 

purchasers “Canada cant say where its crime guns are coming from” and Exhibit P 

“lack of data lamented”). If the Crown was or is on a campaign to reduce gun violence, 

why do they not collect data on where the guns are coming from? How can they state 

with such certainty that Canadian licensee’s illegally sell their guns when they do not 
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collect data on this? (see Exhibit Y2, access to information requests looking for info on 

crime guns) Agents of the Crown who tried to enact this order to seize our property 

have essentially created and exaggerated any public safety risk by changing the 

definition of a “crime gun” to suit their narrative---essentially taking the 5-10% of 

domestically sourced firearms used in crime, and expanding the definition to include 

administrative (totally nonviolent) offences. This “error” has made it appear to be 50% 

domestically sourced guns involved in “gun crime” --when in reality most of the 

Canadian “crime guns” now have zero correlation to any sort of violence in Canada. As 

Prof Mauser put it (last page of my Exhibit L)--“The FIESD definitions are being used to 

justify policies that are destructive of the law-abiding Canadian firearms community. It is 

doubtful that the misleading definitions used in this report were inadvertently invented 

by low-ranking statisticians in the FIESD (Firearms Investigative and Enforcement 

Services Directorate) or NWEST. These definitions must have been created by higher 

ranking officers who crafted them to achieve their strategic goals. As yet, we have no 

documented sources that indicate who determined this definition nor why they did so. 

This report reeks of efforts to concoct findings that will support policy that has previously 

been agreed upon….” 

 
68.  The Hon. Minister Blair’s opinion seems to change like the weather, in October 

2018 when Mr. Blair was Minister of Border Security and Organized Crime, he 

participated in a Public Safety Canada Engagement Paper and Engagement Summary 

Report called “Reducing Violent Crime a Dialogue on Handguns and Assault Style 

Firearms” (See Exhibit Y1 “Reducing Violent Crime a Dialogue on Handguns and 

Assault Style Firearms” Engagement Paper and Y2 Access to information requests). 

Back when funding for Border Security was the goal, he recognized MOST everything I 

have stated in this affidavit—including that 90% of illegal guns are smuggled from the 

U.S.A. He affirmed that lawful use of our firearms by Canadians should not be impeded, 

that we lawfully abide by requirements, most gun crimes are not committed by us, we 

own them for sport shooting, hunting or collecting (NOT mass murder) and that in ALL 
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CASES the available data does NOT demonstrate that bans lead to a reduction in gun 

violence. Now all of a sudden, the agenda is funding for Public Safety that opinion has 

changed. This person is deciding what firearms are reasonable; in 2018 we are not a 

problem, in 2019 we are so dangerous that they must seize our property by force. On 

page 1 of the corresponding Engagement Paper it states” 

 Context  
“The Government of Canada has committed to get handguns and assault rifles off our streets. In support of this, the 

Minister of Border Security and Organized Crime Reduction was charged with developing additional policy, 

regulations or legislation that could reduce crime involving the use of firearms and keep Canadians safe. In particular, 

Minister Blair was tasked with leading the examination of a ban on handguns and assault weapons, while not 

impeding the lawful use of firearms by Canadians….” 

On page 2 of the paper it states  

“The vast majority of owners of handguns and of other firearms in Canada lawfully abide by requirements, and most 

gun crimes are not committed with legally-owned firearms…” 

“Recent estimates indicate that there are about 900,000 handguns registered to individuals in Canada. In most cases, 
individuals own handguns either in the context of sport shooting activities or because those handguns form a part of 
a collection…..” 

 
“Assault weapon” is not a legally defined term in Canada’s firearms legislation. Various international jurisdictions use 
different terms and definitions, often based on physical characteristics. For illustrative purposes, the US Department 
of Justice has used the following description: “in general, assault weapons are semiautomatic firearms with a large 
magazine1 of ammunition that were designed and configured for rapid fire.”2  

 

And on page 3 it states” 
 

“Because assault weapon is not a legally-defined term, providing a count of how many are held in Canada is not 
possible. However, there are about 100,000 legally-owned restricted and prohibited non-handgun firearms – usually 
rifles and shotguns – registered to individuals. Some of these could have features consistent with what is described as 
an assault weapon. The number of non-restricted firearms with such features is not known. Individuals own these in 
the context of sport shooting activities, because they form a part of a collection, or for hunting…”   
“In Canada, there are also limits on the number of cartridges3 a firearm magazine can hold – ten for semi-automatic 

handguns and five for other centre-fire4 semi-automatic firearms. Magazines of a larger capacity are prohibited…” 

On page 6 it states 

“International experience  
Jurisdictions differ in their approaches to controlling handguns and assault weapons. For example, Australia and the 

UK have both enacted bans that limit or prohibit handguns. Federally, the US enacted a federal ban on assault 

weapons, but this ban expired in 2004 and no federal legislation to renew or replace the ban has since been enacted. 

In all cases the data does not conclusively demonstrate that these handgun or assault weapon bans have led to 

reductions in gun violence, though some studies drew other conclusions….” 






