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Andrea Hernandez is a brave young woman.  When John Jay High School’s 
Science and Engineering Academy, as part of the “Student Locator Project” of 
the Northside Independent School District in San Antonio, Texas, demanded 
every student accept an RFID chip or be expelled from school 15-year-old Andrea 
Hernandez simply said “No.”  
True to their word, the school expelled her. When news of their atrocious treat-
ment of this young woman went viral on the Internet the school offered her an 
“exemption” if she would just stop making public statements about the student 

tracking program.  She politely told them what they could do with their exception, then took them to court to 
challenge the constitutionality of their student tracking scheme.
She won.  It took a long time but Andrew Hernandez, aided by the Rutherford Institute and founder John W. 
Whitehead, beat back the Surveillance State.  
“There are very few happy endings for those who stand up to the government and say ‘no more.’ Hopefully, Andrea 
Hernandez will prove to be the exception and will use this opportunity to continue to stand strong for freedom,” Ruther-

ford explained.  “As part of the pilot program, 
roughly 4,200 students at Jay High School 

and Jones Middle School were required to wear 
‘SmartID’ card badges embedded with an RFID 
tracking chip which made it possible for school 
officials to track students’ whereabouts on campus 
at all times.”
The lesson is simple. Fight Tyranny. Wherever 
you find it and no matter what the cost.
Andrea Hernandez is a hero and an example 
for us all.  If a 15-year-old girl can defy petty 
tyrants and win, what’s our excuse for not 
fighting back?
Yours in Liberty,

It Is Our Solemn Duty
to stand up to the tyranny of the surveillance state

Christopher

Text like this is a link to 
online content.  
These links are provided 
to give you easy access to 
the original news story or 
other relevant information. 
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SLAPP of the Week (Strategic Lawsuit Against Public Participation)
Laurent Azoulay Sued by Hotel Quebec for telling the truth about Bedbugs 

Laurent Azoulay faces what I consider a classic SLAPP lawsuit.  He wrote unkind but true words about Hotel 
Quebec, one of many properties owned by the chain Jaro Hotels.  They have now sued him for $95,000 in 
“lost profits” due to a dip in revenue they associate with his negative review on TripAdvisor.com.

Speaking the truth, however unkind, is not a crime.  Speaking the truth should never result in a lawsuit, no 
matter how large the pockets of the company.  

From the SweetIQ Blog:
The night of April 26th, Laurent Azoulay stayed with his son and entire sports team at the Hotel Quebec, 
one in a popular chain on the avenues des Hôtels. In the middle of the night, Laurent woke with a startle 
as he felt bed bugs biting his leg. He had the presence of mind to trap a few of the perpetrators in a glass 
for proof before migrating down to the front desk.
As the particular hotel was full for the night, the managers offered him $40 for the inconvenience and to 
move him to an available room in a nearby hotel, also in the Jaro chain, promising that tomorrow a clean 
room would be available at the Hotel Quebec. 
Mr. Azoulay refused to relocate, and the next afternoon settled up and quit the chain entirely – though 
not before telling guests he passed about the bugs, convincing them they should pack up as well. 
Notably, he told the director of the hotel that she should “get on her knees and beg him not to tell this 
story to anyone.”
But he did tell the story: the next day, he wrote a scathing review on the hugely popular website, Trip 
Advisor, which features prominently the presence of bed bugs.  And he was right that Jaro Hotels should 
have begged: travelers hearing about the potential infestation don’t want to risk their personal belongings 
and health; the review is an objective deterrent. 
Since Mr. Azoulay’s stay and subsequent critique, Jaro Hotels has been inundated with calls assessing the 
issue and reports a real dip in business. The hotel does not dispute the presence of bed bugs that night but 
vehemently asserts Mr. Azoulay’s room was the only one affected in the hotel and chain at large. No other 
incidents of the kind have been reported at least in recent history, and the hotel has vowed to do every-
thing it can to avoid a recurrence of the issue.
Despite entreaties, the review remains; Mr. Azoulay refuses to take it down, and now, for the reputation 
damage and lost profits it has caused, the hotel’s GM Jacques Robitaille has filed a lawsuit against Mr. 
Azoulay for $95,000. Sigh.

Since the review went live on April 27th, Jaro Hotels, the chain that owns Hotel Quebec has been flooded with 
calls about bed bugs.  Their business also suffered a noticeable decline. Hotel Quebec doesn’t dispute finding bed 
bugs in Azoulay’s room but insists the incident was a one-time event and not systemic to the hotel.  Uh huh.
Has Mr. Azoulay’s negative review cost Jaro Hotels money?  Undoubtedly.  But that review’s cost is nothing 
compared to the cost of the loss in business they will suffer as a result of suing a customer for telling the truth.  
Those commenting online make it very clear: they will NEVER stay at any hotel owned by the Jaro Hotels 
chain ever again.
Actions have consequences.  Unfortunately for Hotel Quebec and the Jaro Hotel chain suing Laurent Azoulay 
will have a negative effect upon their business for a very long time.  Had they taken care of cleanliness at their 
hotel in the first place this would never have happened.  Had they just let sleeping bed bugs lay their loss of busi-
ness would be minimized but instead they chose to turn a molehill into a mountain. 
That is just plain stupid and guarantees Jaro Hotels negative publicity for a very long time.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.hotelsjaro.com/hotelquebec/geographic-location.aspx
http://www.tripadvisor.com/ShowTopic-g155033-i134-k6703172-Bed_bugs_lawsuit_by_hotel_as_a_result_of_bad_review-Quebec_City_Quebec.html
http://blog.sweetiq.com/2013/08/hotel-sues-guest-for-95k-over-bad-review/
http://www.hotelsjaro.com/hotelquebec/geographic-location.aspx
http://www.hotelsjaro.com/hotelquebec/geographic-location.aspx
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Privacy Rights
Student Defeats School District RFID Micro-Chip Tracking Program

A student who was expelled from her magnet school program when she refused the district’s plan to microchip 
students is being reinstated after the district 
dropped the student-tracking strategy.
Andrea Hernandez was defended by the Ruther-
ford Institute against the Northside Independent 
School District in San Antonio, Texas.
Constitutional attorney and institute president 
John W. Whitehead said Hernandez is returning 
this fall to the John Jay High School’s Science and 
Engineering Academy. Her first day back will be 
Aug. 26.
Hernandez was expelled from the program after 
raising religious freedom and privacy objections 
to the Northside Independent School District’s 
“Student Locator Project,” which used RFID 
badges to enable officials to track students’ every 
move on campus.
After a long court fight, district officials 
announced they would stop using the RFID 
tracking badges. They cited low participation rates 
and negative publicity.
“Whether you’re talking about NSA surveillance, SWAT team raids on organic farmers, or young people being chipped, 
tracked and treated like criminals, it’s all too easy to get discouraged when faced with a government that not only refuses 
to listen but steadfastly continues to undermine the Constitution,” said Whitehead.
“There are very few happy endings for those who stand up to the government and say ‘no more.’ Hopefully, Andrea 
Hernandez will prove to be the exception and will use this opportunity to continue to stand strong for freedom.”
The district launched its tracking program one year ago with the stated goal of boosting public funding by raising 
student attendance rates.
“As part of the pilot program, roughly 4,200 students at Jay High School and Jones Middle School were required to 
wear ‘SmartID’ card badges embedded with an RFID tracking chip which made it possible for school officials to track 
students’ whereabouts on campus at all times,” Rutherford explained.
School officials hoped to expand the program to the district’s 112 schools.
But Hernandez, 15, a Christian, said the badge posed a significant religious freedom concern in addition to the 
obvious privacy issues.
When she objected and asked to opt out, she was threatened with, “There will be consequences for refusal to wear 
an ID card.”
Rutherford joined her fight and eventually filed a legal action against the district.
“It has been a long road and rocky at times, but with our faith in the Lord we were able to prevail,” said Andrea’s 
father, Steve Hernandez. 
“The Rutherford Institute and Jerri Ward did an outstanding job in our case and deserve wonderful recognition for all 
they have helped us accomplish in this matter, they are true American patriots.”

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.wnd.com/2013/08/student-defeats-school-district-over-microchipping/
https://www.rutherford.org/
https://www.rutherford.org/
https://www.rutherford.org/
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Property Rights
Join us at the 2nd Annual Canadian Property Rights Conference

We hope to see you at the Lord Elgin Hotel in Ottawa from September 13th to the 15th for the Second Annual 
Canadian Property Rights Conference.
Following on the tremendous success of last year’s conference, we’ve lined up a list of who’s who when it comes 
to property rights from Canada and the United States. Attendees this year will have the opportunity to hear 
prospective on property rights from city planners, academics, former politicians and business people. This year’s 
keynote speaker will be Stockwell Day, the former leader of Canada’s Official Opposition.
The conference will start on the Friday night with a social, run through Saturday and Sunday morning. For a 
great early bird rate of $99 and $50 for students, attendees will also receive meals for the conference and hear 
from speakers including:

 � Stockwell Day, Former Leader of the Canadian Alliance
 � Randal O’Toole, Senior Fellow, Cato Institute
 � Dwight Newman, Professor of Law, University of Saskatchewan
 � David Seymour, Senior Fellow, Manning Foundation for Democratic Education
 � Glenn Fox, Professor of Economics, University of Guelph
 � Howard Knopf, IP Lawyer
 � And more!

For more information on our speakers and the conference, make sure to visit the official conference page by 
clicking here. Don’t forget to register for the conference and to follow us on Facebook and Twitter for the latest 
updates.  Register at http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/property-rights-conference-2013 
 
ILS Essay Contest  

Can individual liberty and social justice be reconciled? We want to hear what you think. We’ll be accepting 
essays of up to 2,000 words that answer this question and awarding $3,000 in prizes! Essays must be received by 
September 1, 2013. Entrants must be studying at a recognized Canadian educational institution, or be Canadian 
citizens studying abroad. We’ll be awarding the following prizes:

 ¹ 1st Place - $1,000 plus a trip to Atlas Liberty Forum in New York City (Nov 13-14).
 ¹ 2nd Place - $500
 ¹ 3rd Place - $250
 ¹ 4th Place - $250

Entries will be accepted at http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/ils-essay-contest.   

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/property-rights-conference-2013/tid-RFB146
%20http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/ils-essay-contest/tid-RFB146
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/property-rights-conference-2013/tid-ils-logo
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Civil Asset Forfeiture
Canadian Constitution Foundation and Bruce and Donna Montague Need Your Help

The Canadian Constitution Foundation announced on April 17, 2013 that it would provide legal counsel to 
Bruce and Donna Montague of Dryden, Ontario in their ongoing legal battle against government efforts to seize 
virtually all of their assets.  Their court hearing is now scheduled for November 15, 2013, at Queens’s Park in 
Toronto. 
Bruce Montague was a licensed gunsmith and firearms dealer who believed that Canada’s gun licensure laws were 
unconstitutional. He deliberately allowed his firearms licences to expire in 2003 so that he would be charged with 
an offence and could challenge the constitutionality of the law in court. 
However, the Ontario courts rejected his constitutional arguments, and the Supreme Court of Canada declined 
to hear his appeal. 
As a result, Bruce was convicted of 25 paperwork crimes involving his firearms. He was sentenced to 18 months 
in jail plus probation, and is now permanently prohibited from possessing firearms. He therefore cannot resume 
his career as a gunsmith.
Donna Montague, Bruce’s wife, likewise let her firearms licence expire and was convicted of a single offence.
The federal government has applied under the Criminal Code to force the Montagues to forfeit ownership of all 
the firearms they own, including Bruce’s business inventory. The value of these assets exceeds $100,000.
The Ontario government has also brought a civil action claiming forfeiture of the same firearms plus the 
Montagues’ home, which contained Bruce’s shop. Ontario alleges the properties are either “proceeds of unlawful 
activity” or “instruments of unlawful activity” as defined by the Civil Remedies Act of 2001.
The Montagues were previously represented by lawyer Doug Christie, who died in March, 2013 of cancer. 
Karen Selick, litigation director for the CCF, said: “I have been concerned about the Civil Remedies Act here 
in Ontario ever since it was introduced as a bill in December, 2000. I welcome the opportunity to defend this 
couple against financial ruin by a rapacious, opportunistic government.”
Karen wrote about the Montague case in the Calgary Herald last summer in her article: “Just like Russia, 
Canada Persecutes Its Protesters.”
Karen has also written several newspaper articles opposing the Civil Remedies Act, including these :

 � “Ontario Wants to Put a Grab on Property Rights”
 � “Go Ahead—Make Our Day”
 � “Civil Asset Forfeiture Laws Punish the Innocent and Corrupt the State”

Karen also appeared as a witness before the Ontario legislature’s Standing Committee on Justice and Social Policy 
in 2001, opposing the passage of the Civil Remedies Act. Here is a transcript of her remarks. 
In September, 2012, Karen spoke about civil asset forfeiture at an Ottawa conference on property rights. Her 
talk, “Property Forfeiture - the Trojan Horse of Law Enforcement” can be seen on YouTube.
If you would like to help Bruce and Donna, please make a donation to the CCF today.  The CCF is a registered 
charity in Canada and the United States and we issue tax receipts for donations of $25 or more. 
If you prefer to donate by check, please download the CCF Donation Form and send it in with your donation 
in support of the Bruce and Donna Montague civil asset forfeiture case.
Donations to the Canadian Constitution Foundation of $25 or more are fully tax deductible, meaning it will 
cost you a fraction of your actual donation in support of this critical case, where our very Rights and Freedoms 
are under attack.  
The Canadian Constitution Foundation is fighting for our Rights and Freedoms. Please donate generously!

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.canadianconstitutionfoundation.ca/article.php/336%23.UXAvbcrgxGQ
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http://www.youtube.com/watch%3Fv%3DByhWQX9HUJw
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http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/donate-to-ccf-mail/tid-RFB147
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Firearm Politics
The sacrifice of civil liberties for public safety

by Alistair Muir
Since the inception of the Liberals Firearms Act Canadian gun 
owners have raised objections to its attacks on civil liberties gained 
over centuries of individual sacrifice.
To the layman the fact that we license ourselves to drive on public 
roads and register our vehicles lead to the expectation that doing 
the same with firearms should not be unacceptable. 
If the requirements and regulations applying to firearms were 
similar to those applied to vehicles that acceptance would be wide-
spread, but they are not the same. 
The view in some segments of the population that these particular 
pieces of property should be subjected to more rigorous control has 
led to the suspension of a broad range of civil rights in the Firearms 
Act. Gun owners had hoped that the election of a Conservative 
government would correct the situation but that has not occurred. 
Outside of a minor change around the registration of hunting rifles 
nothing about the Firearms Act has changed, nor has widespread 
non-compliance with the remaining licensing requirement.
Gun owner warnings that these rights suspensions were a slippery 
slope for the most part fell on deaf ears. Their concerns became 
prophetic with the Conservative’s attempt to implement Bill C-30, 
the Protecting Children from Internet Predators Act. Sections of 
that Act that provided for warrantless searches and other civil rights 
suspensions were lifted verbatim from the Firearms Act. 
While the opposition parties aversion to guns lead to turning a 
blind eye to the same rights suspensions in the Firearms Act their 
attack on C-30 was notable for its vigour. Segments of the media 
along with a segment of the public reacted in a similar manner. 
Not surprisingly, the official response of our increasingly political-
ized police has been support of both Acts as they see them as making their jobs easier.
It is becoming increasingly common (particularly after 9/11) to sacrifice civil liberties on the altar of “public 
safety”. 
Residents of High River Alberta have been learning that lesson the hard way in the last few weeks. Flooding in 
the area resulted in the forced evacuation of the town, followed by the RCMP breaking into homes, ostensibly in 
the name of public safety. Their removal of 529 firearms from those homes has resulted in public outrage culmi-
nating in a call from RCMP Commissioner Bob Paulson for the Commission for Public Complaints against the 
RCMP to investigate officer’s behaviour in High River.
As far back as the Magna Carta citizens homes have been recognized as sacrosanct. 
British Prime Minister William Pitt’s comments on the subject in 1760 are particularly suited to the situation in 
High River. 
“The poorest man may in his cottage bid defiance to all the force of the crown. It may be frail, its roof may shake, the 
wind may blow through it. The rain may enter. The storms may enter. All his forces dare not cross the threshold of the 
ruined tenement.” 

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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Section 8 of Canada’s 1982 Charter of Rights and Freedoms provides for the right to be secure against unreason-
able search and seizure. Given these protections what happened?
The political lobbying of the police in support of the Firearms Act ensured that gun owners were already mistrust-
ful of RCMP intentions. RCMP claims that they removed firearms for public safety reasons are shaky at best. 
They were removed from homes that were flooded, mandatorily evacuated and totally surrounded by the police 
and military. To suggest rifles were not secure in the homes they were in begs questions of their competence in 
securing the area in the first place. 
At a press conference on June 28 Inspector Garrett Woolsey, the spokesperson for the RCMP on emergency oper-
ations in the High River area was asked would they seize marijuana if they found it. He replied in the affirmative 
without specifying what bearing that would have on public safety.
But the RCMP were less constrained in the activities they could conduct thanks to Alberta’s Emergency Manage-
ment Act. Setting aside concerns that their actions may have preceded the actual declaration of an emergency the 
Act does give the RCMP wide latitude to undertake the actions they took. They have the authority to enter prem-
ises without a warrant and take property to prevent, combat or alleviate the effects of an emergency or disaster.
An unintended consequence of the RCMP’s actions and the government license to conduct them may well be 
that citizens are more reluctant to obey evacuation orders in the future, endangering more lives. 
Rather than the RCMP bearing the full brunt of public criticism the government of Alberta should shoulder their 
share of the responsibility. 
It is the nature of government to attempt to increase their power even at the expense of well-established rights. It 
is the duty of citizens to resist that tendency. Albertans should be pressuring their government to narrowly define 
police powers in their Emergency Management Act.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://christopherdiarmani.com/10553/police/abuse-of-police-authority/high-river-tshirt-rcmp-gun-thievery/


Rights and Freedom Bulletin  Issue No. 147 Aug 24, 2013               http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org

8 Rights and Freedom Bulletin  Issue No. 147 Aug 24, 2013               http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org

The Firearms Act
Regarding “Emergency Authorization To Transport (From the Inbox -- RFB 146)

by Michael Martinoff
Regarding “emergency authorization to transport”, in Bulletin #146, please see the judgment of the SCC in the 
Firearms Act Reference case, at http://csc.lexum.org/decisia-scc-csc/scc-csc/scc-csc/en/item/1794/index.do 
Ottawa’s ability to interfere in our property rights in firearms under its criminal law power is very limited.  The 
criminal law power is not a loophole in the British North America Act through which Ottawa may usurp provin-
cial jurisdiction to any extent that it pleases.  Ottawa has no enumerated jurisdiction over firearms, in contrast to 
fisheries or lighthouses. 
The SCC upheld licensing of people and registration of firearms within narrow limits and laid down rules for 
the interpretation and application of the Firearms Act in future cases.  To fully understand the SCC decision, it 
pays to read the entire decision of the SCC slowly and carefully, line by line. Particularly please see the paragraphs 
numbered: 

 R 24  “The criteria for acquiring a licence are concerned with safety rather than the regulation of property. 
... the Act does not regulate the legitimate commercial market for guns. ... Unlike provincial property regis-
tries, the registry established under the Act  ... 

 R 30  “Although the criminal law power is broad, it is not unlimited. ... A properly restrained understanding 
...”

 R  43   “Parliament did not enact the Firearms Act to regulate guns as items of property.  The Act does 
not address insurance or permissible locations of use.”  [emphasis added -- M. Martinoff]    

 R 33  “Section 2 of the Criminal Code (as amended by s. 138(2) of the Firearms Act) defines a “firearm” as 
“a barrelled weapon from which any shot, bullet or other projectile can be discharged and that is capable of 
causing serious bodily injury or death to a person” (emphasis added).” 

But the SCC did not quote the entire definition, which continues “... and includes any frame or receiver of such a 
barrelled weapon ...” 
See R. v. Rogan, [1994] A.J. No. 341, 19 Alta. L.R. (3d) 

[90]: An individual possessed a receiver of a semi-automatic Sten gun ... The receiver is thus neither a 
“firearm” nor a “prohibited weapon” as defined in the Criminal Code ...  [2010 Annotated Firearms Act 
& Related Legislation, p. 430] 

The federal government has considerable work to do in rewriting the Firearms Act to bring it into accordance 
with the decision of the SCC in the Firearms Act Reference regarding Ottawa’s powers and the decision of the 
SCC in Morgentaler regarding our Charter rights.  
Until the federal government acts to clean up the mess, it will be the duty of the lower courts to invalidate uncon-
stitutional provisions of the Firearms Act and the Criminal Code.  
De-criminalizing possession of a frame or receiver was obvious.  De-criminalizing possession of a registered fire-
arm by a licensed person should be equally obvious, as the SCC clearly said that Ottawa does not have jurisdic-
tion over “permissible locations of use” of a firearm.  
If you want to enjoy your property rights in your registered handgun (or much more powerful and deadly rifle) 
by bringing it to the farm where I live, in “unorganized territory”, far from any city, for an afternoon of target 
shooting, as Ottawa has no jurisdiction under its criminal law power to require you to beg for an authorization 
from a federal bureaucrat. 
Michael Martinoff 
British Columbia 

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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Liberty
With Liberty Comes Responsibility, including how we help others

One of the responsibilty of a Liberty-loving individual is to ensure our actions match our beliefs.  Often that 
means spending some time investigating those we would like to help to ensure they are worthy of our support.  
A recent report published on TampaBay.com is a collaboration between the Tampa Bay Times and the Center 
for Investigative Reporting shocked me.  The report, titled America’s 50 Worst Charities, ranks charities by 
how much money they raise, how much is paid to fund-raisers, and how much actually goes to helping the 
people they claim they are helping.
For example, Cancer Fund of America raised $98 million, yet only 0.9% went to supporting cancer patients as 
they claim in fundraising letters.  Over the past 10 years they’ve raised over $98 million, yet less than $1 million 
was actually spent helping cancer patients.  Not only is that pathetic, it should also be criminal.
Kids Wish Network is even worse.  Just 3 pennies of every dollar raised goes to help sick children.  
Please, before you donate your hard-earned cash to a charity of any kind, spend a little time researching them to 
see if they are worthy of your support.  
The charities on this list are most definitely NOT worthy.
These 3 websites will help you determine whether the charity you are considering supporting  is worthy of that 
support:  CharityNavigator.org, CharityWatch.org and GiveWell.org.

50 Worst Charities
1.  Kids Wish Network 
2.  Cancer Fund of America 
3.  Children’s Wish Foundation International 
4.  American Breast Cancer Foundation 
5.  Firefighters Charitable Foundation 
6.  Breast Cancer Relief Foundation 
7.  International Union of Police Associations, AFL-
CIO 
8.  National Veterans Service Fund 
9.  American Association of State Troopers 
10.Children’s Cancer Fund of America 
11. Children’s Cancer Recovery Foundation 
12. Youth Development Fund 
13. Committee For Missing Children 
14. Association for Firefighters and Paramedics 
15. Project Cure (Bradenton, FL) 
16. National Caregiving Foundation 
17. Operation Lookout National Center for Missing 
Youth 
18. United States Deputy Sheriffs’ Association 
19. Vietnow National Headquarters 
20. Police Protective Fund 
21. National Cancer Coalition 
22. Woman To Woman Breast Cancer Foundation 
23. American Foundation For Disabled Children 
24. The Veterans Fund 

25. Heart Support of America 
26. Veterans Assistance Foundation 
27. Children’s Charity Fund 
28. Wishing Well Foundation USA 
29. Defeat Diabetes Found 
30. Disabled Police Officers of America Inc 
31. National Police Defense Foundation 
32. American Association of the Deaf & Blin 
33. Reserve Police Officers Association 
34. Optimal Medical Foundation 
35. Disabled Police and Sheriffs Foundation 
36. Disabled Police Officers Counseling Center 
37. Children’s Leukemia Research Association 
38. United Breast Cancer Foundation 
39. Shiloh International Ministries 
40. Circle of Friends For American Veterans 
41. Find the Children 
42. Survivors and Victims Empowered 
43. Firefighters Assistance Fund 
44. Caring for Our Children Foundation 
45. National Narcotic Officers Associations Coalition 
46. American Foundation for Children With AIDS 
47. Our American Veterans 
48. Roger Wyburn-Mason & Jack M Blount Found-
tion For Eradication of Rheumatoid Disease 
49. Firefighters Burn Fund 
50. Hope Cancer Fund
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Police Misconduct
What to ask for after police shootings? by Abby Deshman, CCLA

It is time to revisit the use of force model that is part of police training. It just does not work. The death of 
Sammy Yatim, who was holding a knife, alone on a streetcar, and was shot nine times by a police officer, should 
lead us to that conclusion. Tragedies often bring to light systemic flaws. 
The Lac Megantic train derailment may bring about improvements in railway safety and the death of Dudley 
George at the hands of the Ontario Provincial Police at Ipperwash has led to changes in policing practices. 
We should not need accidents and violent deaths to trigger critical changes, but we often do. As the community 
and family of Sammy Yatim mourns, we need to vigorously pursue unanswered questions, and think about how 
to prevent other deaths.
Emotions run high in the context of police shootings and there is nothing to be accomplished by ignoring the 
rigours of the processes put in place to investigate, but we should demand that they be followed expeditiously.
We should demand absolute co-operation from the Toronto Police Service with the Special Investigations Unit 
(SIU). In the past, there has been friction and disagreements between the SIU and the TPS; it is time that they be 
put aside. We should demand that the TPS disclose all information promptly and co-operate fully with the inves-
tigation. Chief Blair has committed to that course of action and we should hold him to that commitment.
We should demand transparency. The public has the right to know what has happened here. A shooting death 
at the hands of the police epitomizes the ultimate power of the State. It is frightening to imagine ourselves at the 
hands of mistreatment by the police whom we are encouraged to trust. That is why there is a duty to inform the 
public, and speak substantively to the incident.
We should ask for a timely investigation from the SIU. The process must be thorough and fair, but it must be 
done efficiently.  Too often, delays prevent meaningful accountability.
If there are reasons to believe that criminal charges should be brought against the police officer who shot Yatim, 
they should be laid and due process should be afforded to the charged officer, just as it should be against any 
other accused. The rule of law requires equality before the law and no preferential treatment is to be afforded 
to anyone. That does not mean, however, that people should be treated more harshly or that the circumstances, 
mitigating and aggravating, ought not to be put to a judge. Everyone is entitled to a day in court – police officers 
as well.
Finally, we should demand that there be a review of the training standards and the use of force model.  It could 
very well be that this untimely death was the result of an individual’s mistake and bad judgement. But  this is one 
death too many. Incidents like this should not happen, and we owe it to ourselves to look deeply, honestly, and 
thoroughly at how they can be prevented. The use of force model goes only in one direction. It trains the police 
officer to escalate the confrontation with each level of defiance from the suspect. It ends with “shoot to kill.”  
Errors are too costly. The use of force model must be re-evaluated.
We do not know what could have been done to prevent the tragic death of Sammy Yatim, but we should demand 
a rigorous and efficient process to discover the truth. 
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Officer Down
In Memoriam: Charlotte County Sergeant Mike Wilson

More than two thousand people packed the Charlotte Event and Harbor Center to remember slain Charlotte 
County Sgt. Michael Wilson.  He was shot and killed Monday responding to a domestic call.
Below is the remembrance delivered by Charlotte County Sheriff Bill Prummell in its entirety.
The citizens of our community, the Charlotte County Sheriff’s Office and the profession of law enforcement lost 
a member of their family that day.  Sergeant Michael Wilson, or Mike as we called him, gave his life in the line of 
duty to protect another.
Mike was one of several deputies who were responding to a call for help from a citizen who was in trouble, feared 
for their safety and had no-where else to turn.  A disagreement between a husband and his family had turned 
horribly wrong.  The husband had become physically violent and was attacking his wife and son.  
Mike, who was on a traffic stop, heard the call, knew he was the closest unit, quickly cleared it and responded 
without hesitation knowing he could make things better.  Arriving prior to other responders, Mike moved toward 
the apartment of the troubled caller.  The 911 Call Center kept him updated by radio of the events unfolding 
inside the home. 
He provided instruction to other responding units, but hearing that the husband was continuing his attack on 
family members, he could hesitate no longer and entered the home.  He was met with gunfire.  A single bullet 
struck Mike in the upper chest narrowly missing the bullet resistant vest he always wore to protect him from such 
an attack.   
Mike used his last breath to announce “SHOTS FIRED” over the radio to warn other deputies of the presence 
of the attacker.  He then fell to the ground silent.  Despite the extraordinary efforts of deputies, paramedics and 
firefighters, Mike was gone.  
Mike gave his life doing what he loved.  He loved being a deputy sheriff, serving the community in which he was 
raised.  He began his law enforcement career at the Charlotte County Sheriff’s Office as a correctional deputy in 
the jail. 
He then moved to a patrol deputy assigned to the Port Charlotte Area.  When a School Resource Officer was 
needed at Port Charlotte High School, Mike jumped at the opportunity as he knew he could make a difference 
having attended the school himself.  The students remember him as a caring, no-nonsense cop.  They claimed 
they could tell if they were in trouble by whether he was smiling or not.
We know that to be true, as Mike was known for his smile and the mischievous twinkle in his eyes.  He was 
someone who loved to laugh and play jokes and you knew he was up to something when you saw that certain 
smirk on his face. 
It has been said that Mike Wilson was unique, one of a kind. While this is certainly true, his commitment to 
law enforcement and the community was unwavering.  It is a commitment shared by many first responders.  A 
commitment to a life of service, a commitment to answer the call for help regardless of the danger and a commit-
ment to sacrifice to protect others.  Mike made the ultimate sacrifice to keep this commitment.
Many ask why we do what we do.  We do it because we care, because we want to make a difference.  Doing our 
part to keep our communities safe, facing the horrors of life so citizens can sleep soundly at night.  Mike was no 
different.
Mike made a difference in the lives of the citizens of Charlotte County and the men and women of the Char-
lotte County Sheriff’s Office.  His commitment to and passion for law enforcement and his smile will always be 
remembered. 
“Blessed are the peacemakers: for they shall be called the children of God.” - Matthew  5:9. 
Mike, you now sit beside Him.  We will never forget. We love you brother. 
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Citizen Abuse of the Week
Mentally-Ill Man Shot Dead by Toronto Police Services Constable James Forcillo

It is a very disturbing case, to say the least.  Sammy Yatim was just 18 years old when Toronto Police Services 
Constable James Forcillo gunned him down on a Toronto transit bus.  
Was Sammy Yatim a deeply disturbed young man?  I think it’s safe to say he was.  A “normal” person doesn’t run 
around a city bus with his penis in one hand and a knife in the other unless there are serious mental health issues 
going on.
Does his deranged act merit the death sentence meted out by Constable Forcillo?  Absolutely not.  At the time 
of his death Sammy Yatim was no threat to anyone.  The bus was completely empty except for him.  He wasn’t a 
threat to anyone at that point.
What is appalling is the lack of action by the 20 uniformed police who stood idly by and watched this young man 
die.  Nobody attempted to stop the shooting and none of these constables, as far as I can find, bothered to talk to 
Sammy Yatim before they watched him die in a hail of bullets.
Bizarrely, after he was shot dead Sammy was tasered, just for good measure.  
Shoot first, ask questions later?  That’s not the way a Canadian police force ought to operate. I would suggest the 
cowards infesting the Toronto Police Service should have reversed their order of action, at the very least.  
Naturally the killer cop is sent on a paid vacation, which is standard operating procedure across Canada.  
Am I defending Sammy Yatim’s actions?  Of course not.  He behaved very bizarrely and needed help, not 9 
bullets in his body and a taser blast in case he somehow survived his gunshot wounds.
Ontario’s Special Investigations Unit (SIU) dug into the case and recommended charges of second degree murder 
be filed against Constable James Forcillo. While I applaud that act, I hold out little hope that Constable Forcillo 
will receive the justice he deserves.
In the history of Ontario’s Special Investigations Unit, not a single cop charged with murder has ever been 
convicted.  My bet is that Constable Forcillo will not be the first.
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Political Action
The Political Action Wizard Free Senate Edition - Download and Use it Today

On June 23, 2013 I announced that the political action software program I had created for contacting every 
Senator in Canada was ready for you to download and use.  While the reason I created the software is no longer 
relevant (The Senate repeal Section 13 of the Canadian Human Rights Act on June 28) the Canadian Senate still 
has a lot of power over the lives of ordinary Canadians.  
While they did a great thing by finally passing Bill C-304 to repeal Section 13, the very same day they absolutely 
gutted Bill C-377, a bill that would have forced Canadian labour unions to become more transparent.  They did 
this and got away with it because nobody was watching them and they knew it.  
The Political Action Wizard Free Senate Edition is a tool for every Canadian to use to write to our Senators and 
express our views on the legislation before them.  As their actions on Bill C-377 proved, we must let our Senators  
know we’re watching otherwise all kinds of silliness takes place.   

http://download.politicalactionsoftware.org/senate-free-edition/
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From The Inbox

I love hearing from you, the reader of Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin. 
If you would like to submit a comment about a story that’s appeared in Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin 
or if you would like to submit an article for publication, you can do that by sending an email to bulletin@right-
sandfreedoms.org. Alternatively, you can submit your thoughts through the web form located at http://support.
rightsandfreedoms.org/contact-us/.
Yours in Liberty,
Christopher di Armani

Dissatisfied Reader

I think you need to change the method by which you send out these emails. Download to this, save to this, open 
with this, after a while it’s too confusing. So, from me you get one more chance to send this out just as a email, 
that I can open and read without having to go through all that crap, and have this whole file in my PC that after 
initial reading just takes up space.
With respect for the work you do,
Brian Nyberg (ban.44@shaw.ca)

Dear Brian; 

Then I’m sorry you won’t be reading Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin any longer, as I will not be changing 
the format. 
I’m not sure why reading the Bulletin is confusing... You are sent an email with a link to the Bulletin download 
page where you just click on the link for the Bulletin you want to read.  Your web browser opens it for you.  Even 
my technologically-challenged wife manages that each week. 
Saving the Bulletin to your hard drive is only required if you don’t have an Adobe PDF reader plugin installed in 
your web browser.
The reason for a PDF is it’s a self-contained unit that is easily forwarded by readers to others with the entire 
message intact.  It also allows me to control formatting, which cannot be done with the myriad of web browsers 
and interpretations of html standards out there.
As for unwanted items on my hard drive I’ve found the delete key to be very effective for removing files I no 
longer want. 
Part of personal liberty is making choices.  
If the format of Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin does not work for you, I certainly will not force you to 
read it, just as I do not ask you to pay for it.
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