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I’ve heard a lot of rumblings about the RCMP taking their sweet time handling 
Possession and Acquisition License renewals, including inventing a requirement 
for proof of range membership before they will renew your  Restricted firearm 
license.  A number of people talked of their license expiring even though they sent 
in their renewal forms long before the expiry date.  They waited months for their 
renewed license to show up while simultaneously fearing a SWAT team invasion a 
la Red Deer gun owner John Rew simply because their firearm license expired.
Law-abiding gun owners have found it takes longer than expected to get a licence 

renewed - often three months or more - and end up in possession of guns without the proper paperwork, Dan 
Nagy, owner of Eli’s Guns & Archery in Simcoe, explained. They then risk getting charged and having a crimi-
nal record simply due to delays in the bureaucracy.

I am one of the fortunate people, it would seem, as I have never waited longer than 30 days for my license to be 
renewed.  I cannot explain why, given all the anecdotal evidence of others regarding firearm license renewals, that 
mine is always dealt with promptly.  For example, I sent my PAL renewal form to the RCMP on November 2, 

2014 and they processed and returned my 
license to me on November 18, 2014. 

That’s just over 2 weeks including weekends 
and travel time, and I did NOT include proof 
of range membership nor was it asked of me.
Do they process my application promptly 
because I’m so loud on the firearms issue?  
Perhaps, but I have no way of knowing.  
Maybe it’s because every time they process it 
inside 30 days like they promise I write about 
it.  Only they can say why I am treated differ-
ently than so many others, and they’re not 
talking...
Yours in Liberty,

Firearm License Renewal Times
Many people report huge delays renewing their PALs

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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Freedom of Speech
Censorship Essential to Combat Terrorism says British Prime Minister David Cameron

Governments of all kinds despise Freedom of Speech.  Dictatorships despise it because, if allowed, their detractors 
relentlessly denigrate them and their lack of integrity.  Democracies despise Freedom of Speech for precisely the 
same reason.  Freedom of Speech allows mere citizens to comment upon the actions of their so-called leaders, both 
good and bad. 
The United Nations despises Freedom of Speech 
because when a free people discusses the worthiness 
or lack thereof of that wannabe world government 
it is obvious that organization is found…. wanting.
Governments of all kinds despise the Internet and 
the Freedom of Speech it affords mere citizens the 
world over.  They despise how easily an individual 
on one side of the planet can share ideas with 
another individual on the other about the issues 
they face.
Governments, both tyrannical dictatorships and 
alleged democracies alike, desperately need to 
silence their citizens on the internet.  So far, the 
goal of stripping the citizens of the world of their 
Right to Freedom of Speech has failed, but never 
fear:  Government will always find a bogeyman to 
blame for the “need” to strip us of our rights.
A trial balloon went up in Britain this past week as British Prime Minister David Cameron declared the “new and 
pressing challenge” facing that nation and the world is to strip the Internet of Free Speech.  
Of course, David Cameron didn’t use that language.  He used language far more likely to garner support from the 
masses who have lost their ability to think critically about the task at hand.
Prime Minister David Cameron used the newest and brightest bogeyman of them all, terrorism, as his rationale 
for stripping the world of free speech on the internet.

The “new and pressing challenge is getting extremist material taken down from the internet. We must not allow 
the internet to be an ungoverned space,” Cameron decried.

Cameron demanded British Internet Service Providers (ISPs) create filters for “harmful material” and the “extrem-
ist narrative” he deemed to be the instigator of terrorist activity the world over.  
This is the “root cause” of terrorism so far as David Cameron is concerned and, in his view, radical Muslims will 
no longer chop off people’s heads on the streets of Britain or anywhere else once the Internet is appropriately 
sanitized. 
He’s completely out to lunch, of course, but that did not stop him from ordering Britain’s ISPs to comply with his 
demands.  Unfortunately for British citizens, those companies caved fully, completely and immediately.
The UK’s major Internet service providers – BT, Virgin, Sky and Talk Talk – have this week committed to host a 
public reporting button for terrorist material online, similar to the reporting button which allows the public to 
report child sexual exploitation.
They have also agreed to ensure that terrorist and extremist material is captured by their filters to prevent children 
and young people coming across radicalising material.
David Cameron wholeheartedly supports censorship… so long as he is the one who determines what gets 
censored, and therein lies the problem with censorship.  

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://theconversation.com/remove-extremist-material-from-internet-cameron-34241
http://www.theguardian.com/technology/2014/nov/14/uk-isps-to-introduce-jihadi-and-terror-content-reporting-button
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“We are making progress but there is further to go. This is their [ISPs]social responsibility. And we expect them 
to live up to it,” the prime minister added.

Beauty is in the eye of the beholder, it is said, and so is censorship.  “Permitted speech” is in the eye of the censor, 
and God help anyone who gets on the wrong side of The Censor.
Cameron neatly sidesteps the actual root causes of terrorism, such as poverty and the foreign policy of Britain 
and other western nations, and places the blame on freedom of speech on the internet instead.

“And let us be frank. It’s not poverty, though of course our nations are united 
in tackling deprivation wherever it exists. It’s not exclusion from the main-
stream. Of course we have more to do but we are both successful multicultural 
democracies where opportunities abound. 
“And it’s not foreign policy. I can show you examples all over the world where 
British aid and British action have saved millions of Muslim lives, from 
Kosovo to Syria – but that is not exactly the real point. In our democracies, 
we must never give in to the idea that disagreeing with a foreign policy in any 
way justifies terrorist outrages.”

The root cause was in fact the “extremist narrative”, Cameron said. 
Freedom of Speech is the cause of all the world’s ills.  It’s that darned Free 
Speech on the internet that’s the culprit, don’t you know.  
Well, I didn’t know but I’m so very grateful David Cameron set me straight.
You just can’t let people say anything they want!  God knows what crazy 
things they’ll say!  
How long until Australian, American and Canadian governments order their 
Internet Service Providers to censor internet content to their liking?  
It is the wet dream of every president and prime minister on the planet; the ability to control what their people 
say, read and hear, and therefore what they think. 
There remains only one question to be asked, really.
How long will it be until my protesting censorship is considered “extremist material” unsuited for the eyes of my 
fellow mere citizens?

200th Issue Milestone
200th Issue of Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin!

It’s a huge milestone for any publication, let alone one that is published entirely free.  Two hundred issues.  I 
never imagined it would go on this long or be as successful as it has.  That is, of course, entirely due to you, the 
faithful readers of The Bulletin.  If I wasn’t bringing you news of importance and commentary on that news that 
resonated with you, this little project would have died long ago.
In this issue I talk of the timeline for firearm license renewals.  If you are one of the people affected by a long 
delay I would love it if you would follow this link for a short anonymous survey.  The poll is on the right side 
of the page.  I want to get a better handle on the length of delays coming out of the Canadian Firearms Program 
since my personal results are so vastly different than those I read about elsewhere.
Lastly, if you enjoy Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin, please consider a small donation to help keep this 
project going.  You can donate as little or as much as you like via PayPal, or mail your donation, payable to: 

Christopher di Armani, c/o Canadian Rights and Freedoms Bulletin, PO Box 21004, Chilliwack, BC  V2P 8A9
Thank you!  I look forward to the next big milestone with you!  Yours in Liberty, Christopher di Armani

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.theguardian.com/politics/2014/nov/14/tech-firms-need-to-fight-jihadist-material-online-says-david-cameron
http://blog.rightsandfreedoms.org/
https://www.paypal.com/cgi-bin/webscr?cmd=_s-xclick&hosted_button_id=87F5FAYDAKTY4
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Self Defense
BC Legislature to Arm Guards - When Seconds Count Help is Minutes Away

In the wake of the Ottawa shooting that left Corporal Nathan Cirillo dead and Canada’s Parliamentarians 
hiding behind locked doors, terrified of a deranged Muslim killer, the British Columbia Legislature announced it 
will arm its guards according to a Globe and Mail article.

Guards at British Columbia’s legislature will soon be packing pistols and wearing bullet-proof vests while 
members of the public will have to pass through an airport-like security screening area.

Gary Lenz, the BC Legislature’s Sergeant-At-Arms, recommended a 7-point security package to ensure the safety 
of BC’s legislators.

“Part of the role of the sergeant-at-arms is to ensure that the members and staff can conduct their business 
at the legislature untethered and uninterrupted and to ensure that all those who work here are in a safe and 
secure environment. We’re not like the House of Commons in Ottawa where we have police cars and police. We 
are what we have. If we have to wait five minutes or eight minutes or 10 minutes for a response, that’s a life-
time. What’s required is to have an adequate presence here to deal with a threat immediately, as was done in 
Ottawa.”

In other words...

What this puts into play, of course, is a double-standard where the lives of B.C. legislators are deemed more valu-
able than the lives of the mere citizens they are supposedly represent.
We are forced to pay for armed guards for our politicians while those same politicians insist we be disarmed at all 
times.  It’s a horrible double-standard but it does make one thing very clear. 
We mere citizens have no right to self-defense but “our betters” most certainly do. 
I’m not sure what makes the life of a politician worth so much more than a father providing for his family, or a 
mother staying at home to raise their children.
In my mind they aren’t.  The father who goes to work every day to feed, clothe and house his family and the mom 
who stays at home to teach their children proper values are infinitely more important.  
They deserve the right to defend themselves, just like our politicians and their armed guards.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://christopherdiarmani.com/11553/common-sense/in-memoriam-remembering-our-heros/denigrating-veterans-remembrance-day/
http://www.theglobeandmail.com/news/british-columbia/bc-legislature-to-arm-guards-in-wake-of-ottawa-shooting/article21487855/
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/free-concealed-carry-report/tid-rfb
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Privacy Violations
Julie Bosman – The Epitome of “Hypocritical Stupid Little Bitch”

For those who don’t know, Julie Bosman is an [alleged] jour-
nalist who works for the New York Times.  That’s the title the 
New York Times gives her, anyway.  I call Julie Bosman an 
irresponsible and hypocritical little bitch who felt it was 
her absolute right to violate the privacy of Ferguson Police 
Officer Darren Wilson.  
Officer Darren Wilson hit the national stage when he 
shot and killed 18-year-old Michael Brown, the event that 
sparked riots at the time and again this past week when the 
Grand Jury refused to indict Wilson.
[Alleged] journalist Julie Bosman clearly believes Wilson 
should be on trial for the shooting death of the young black 
man, despite not knowing all the facts.  Monday morning quarterbacks can argue all day long but they, like 
alleged journalist Julie Bosman, argue from a position of ignorance.  
The Grand Jury did hear all the facts and came to the conclusion Darren Wilson defended himself against crimi-
nal aggression.  
Julie Bosman, perched high atop her moral tower, found Darren Wilson’s current home address and knew imme-
diately what she would do with the information.  She published Wilson’s address and the name of his fiancé 
in the New York Times newspaper.  It has since been removed from the story, of course, thereby revising history in 
Bosman’s favour, but the comments on the story tell the tale vividly and are not so favourable:

Given the death threats against Darren Wilson, printing the street where he lives (not a long one) and his home-
town is irresponsible. It’s also irrelevant to the story of his wedding.
Dangerous and utterly irresponsible to include the street where this couple resides. It is deeply disturbing that 
the reporter and/or editor at the NY Times did not exercise better judgment and realize that this was a serious 
problem.
Unbelievable.... That the Times would print the name of Officer Wilson’s bride and then print the name of the 
street and town they own a house on... totally irresponsible.

Julie Bosman felt she was doing a good and moral thing, while in truth she violated Darren Wilson’s rights by 
invading his privacy.  
Her motive for publishing Wilson’s home address will never be known for certainty, but it is no stretch to believe 
she did it hoping someone would “get him” for killing Michael Brown, despite the fact that shooting was in self-
defense.
In what Mad World News calls “the most reckless and careless move in journalism this year” Julie Bosman published 
Wilson’s home address and the name of his fiancé (now wife), practically guaranteeing their lives would be in 
jeopardy.
John Hawkins of Right Wing News issued a challenge to his Twitter followers: 

“I will link to anybody who can publish the verified home address of @juliebosman & @campbellnyt”
It wasn’t long before the website GotNews did precisely that.  

New York Times reporters Julie Bosman and Campbell Robertson published the address of Darren Wilson in the 
New York Times so here are their addresses. 
It would be wrong, for example, to publish Bosman’s address at

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://postcardsfromtheright.com/9353/human-rights/right-to-privacy-2/nyt-journalist-julie-bosman-hypocrite-stupid-bitch/
http://www.nytimes.com/news/ferguson/2014/11/24/quiet-wedding-for-darren-wilson-police-officer-in-ferguson-shooting/
http://www.nytimes.com/news/ferguson/2014/11/24/quiet-wedding-for-darren-wilson-police-officer-in-ferguson-shooting/
http://madworldnews.com/reporters-publish-wilson-address/
https://twitter.com/johnhawkinsrwn
http://rightwingnews.com/
http://gotnews.com/cant-publish-addresses-new-york-times-reporters/
http://postcardsfromtheright.com/9353/human-rights/right-to-privacy-2/nyt-journalist-julie-bosman-hypocrite-stupid-bitch/
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5620 N WAYNE AVE APT 2 
CHICAGO, IL 60660-4204 
COOK COUNTY 
It would be similarly wrong to publish the address of Robertson, too.
1113 N DUPRE ST 
NEW ORLEANS, LA 70119-3203 
ORLEANS COUNTY
So why do journalists think they are beyond examination?

This is absolutely a case of “You reap what you sow.”
Julie Bosman is reportedly calling the Chicago police non-stop because she feels “threatened”.  
Huh.  You’ll have to excuse me for not feeling sorry for her.  And as for her “feeling threatened”… perhaps this 
stupid bitch ought to have considered how Officer Darren Wilson and his new wife would feel before publishing 
their home address for the world to see.
Maybe then she wouldn’t be terrified in her own home.
If we expect others to respect our Right to Privacy we must first respect theirs. It’s a shame it took her Right to 
Privacy being violated before Julie Bosman could comprehend that lesson.
While it is a brutal lesson to learn, I’m sure both Julie Bosman and Campbell Robertson learned it well this week, 
their terror and fear imprinting the lesson indelibly on their souls.
Mad World News said it best when they wrote:

As Hawkins points out, if they’re willing to endanger the lives of Wilson and his recent bride, then why wouldn’t 
they be okay with their own addresses being posted for the public to see? Nobody is beyond reproach, and 
these two scumbags just got a little taste of how it feels to have your personal life invaded over something that 
happened in their professional life.

Precisely.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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Civil Asset Forfeiture
Supreme Court of Canada Condones Abuse of Power Through Civil Asset Forfeiture

By Derek From, Canadian Constitution Foundation

On November 20th, the Supreme Court of Canada 
permitted the federal government to take Bruce and 
Donna Montague’s life’s savings. The Montagues’ 
story is a cautionary tale for those who engage 
in civil disobedience – it’s dangerous to stand up 
against the government.
Like most small business owners, Bruce and Donna 
Montague had their life’s savings invested in their 
business. Bruce worked as a gunsmith near Kenora, 
Ontario. Bruce and Donna moved there to get 
out of the hustle and bustle of southern Ontario. 
Together, they built a home, raised a family, and 
started a business.
But it all started to unravel in 1995 when the Firearms Act came into ramping up Canada’s gun licencing laws.
An act of civil disobedience
Having an intimate knowledge of firearms and firearms culture, Bruce was outraged by the gun registry of then-
Liberal Justice Minister Alan Rock. Bruce viewed it as an unconstitutional attack on the property rights of law-
abiding firearms owners. He was determined to see the law repealed so he organized protests throughout Canada.
Putting his convictions to the test, in 2002, Bruce allowed his firearms business licence to expire. And in the 
following year, he allowed his firearms acquisition licence to expire. There is no question that he would have been 
permitted to renew these licences, yet Bruce deliberately chose not to do so as an act of civil disobedience. His 
plan was to goad the Canadian government into arresting him so that he could challenge of the Firearms Act in 
court.
For a time, Bruce carried on business as normal, knowing all the while he could be arrested at any moment. He 
remained a respected individual in his community with even local RCMP officers relying on him to service their 
firearms. And all the while, he continued to organize protests throughout Canada – including one on Parliament 
Hill.
When the government finally cracked down on Bruce, it was harsh and excessive. He was attending a gun show 
in September 2004 when half a dozen police officers showed up to drag him off to prison, leaving his 12-year-old 
daughter stranded and alone.
In the ensuing trial, Bruce did not dispute the fact that he had broken the law. After all, he permitted his licences 
to lapse so that he could challenge the Firearms Act in court. In the end, Bruce was convicted of 26 possession 
offences – none for being a threat to the public peace. He was sentenced to 18 months in prison with a lifetime 
ban on possessing firearms. Donna was convicted of a single possession offence and sentenced to six months’ 
probation.
Not satisfied with stripping Bruce of his freedom and career, the Canadian and Ontario governments began 
scrambling to seize the Montague’s property, including over $116,000 worth of family heirlooms, books, ammu-
nition, and firearms.
The effect was devastating for Bruce and Donna. Like other small business owners, they had the bulk of their life’s 
savings invested in their business. By confiscating the ammunition and firearms, the government left them on the 
brink of a financial disaster.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://theccf.ca/articles/canadian-supreme-court-condones-abuse-power-2/
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And this brings us to November 20th’s Supreme Court decision. The court has upheld the forfeiture of the 
Montagues’ property. Their life’s savings are gone. Apparently, there is no leniency for those engaged in peaceful 
acts of civil disobedience.
Abuse of power isn’t over yet
But sadly, this decision is not the end of the story. Ontario also wants to confiscate the Montagues’ family home. 
Bruce and Donna built this home themselves. It was completed before Bruce allowed his licences to lapse. They 
have never had a mortgage on their home and did not borrow money to build it. Despite this, Ontario wants to 
steal their house under the provincial Civil Remedies Act calling it an “instrument of unlawful activity”.
Adding insult to injury, with the Montagues’ reputations destroyed, their life’s savings taken, Bruce’s career ended, 
and their home in jeopardy, the Ontario government offered to settle out-of-court. Ontario will let the matter 
drop if the Montagues cough up $50,000 and agree never to talk about it. 
Bruce and Donna have rejected the offer outright. 
In their view, it is extortion and accepting it would strip them of one of the few things they have remaining – 
their dignity.

Originally published with Troy Media

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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Firearm Politics
Bill C-42 Takes Another Step Forward

via CSSA ENews
As expected, Bill C-42, the Common Sense Firearms Licensing Act has moved forward in the House of 
Commons as debate began on Second Reading of the bill.  Public Safety Minister Steven Blaney rose in the 
House to explain the nuts and bolts of C-42: 

“For too long, gun control in Canada has been about disarming all Canadians. It was about making hunting 
and sport shooting so onerous, so filled with time-consuming paperwork, that no one would be interested in 
pursuing these Canadian heritage activities. 
Many members around here have grown up on a farm or have parents or grandparents who have grown up on a 
farm. This was part of their life. This was part of their way of living. 
Many of our friends and colleagues like hunting and sport shooting. They are law-abiding citizens. Why should 
they be ostracized because they are doing those Canadian heritage activities? 
We have a common-sense firearm licensing regime to ensure that they are abiding by the law, but in the mean-
time we are cutting red tape. That is what this bill is all about. That is what we are seeking to achieve with this 
bill. Earlier in my comments today, I alluded to decisions that created criminals out of law-abiding citizens 
overnight. Many Canadians were shocked to realize that some owners of legal firearms for years or decades were 
turned into criminals overnight. This is not acceptable. That is why we are addressing this issue in the bill. 
The common sense firearms licensing act would end the ability of the Canadian firearms program to make a 
final decision on the reclassification of firearms without the oversight of an elected member of Parliament. We 
are doing this because the owners of the Swiss Arms and the CZ firearms are law-abiding citizens and should 
not be treated as criminals. This is why we are bringing this legislation forward for that specific part. Therefore, 
the government would have an oversight mechanism for decisions on the classification of firearms. 
Let me once again be clear, these decisions would be made on the advice of technical experts who are knowledge-
able about the workings of firearms. To that end, this is exactly what would happen to the CZ and the Swiss 
Arms family of rifles in order to have the original reclassification restored when the bill is proclaimed into law.” 

Minister Blaney took the time to praise the CSSA’s Tony Bernardo for his assistance on the file but predictably, 
the NDP slammed the bill and worse, went out of their way to take a shot at the CSSA’s President, Steve Torino:

“Why else would the Conservatives have appointed a representative of the Canadian Shooting Sports Associa-
tion as a member of the Canadian delegation at international arms treaty negotiations? A representative of the 
sports shooting association and a member of the Firearms Advisory Committee became part of the international 
delegation to debate the small arms trade treaty internationally. Now, at a time when 50 other nations have 
signed the arms trade treaty, why has Canada failed to do so?” asked Randall Garrison (Esquimalt—Juan de 
Fuca, NDP.)

 Duh, maybe because it’s a lousy treaty and the Harper government is smart enough not to saddle us with another 
UN turkey. And, of course, Mr. Torino is present as a resource because he is a world-acknowledged expert on 
firearms – something the NDP don’t recognize, having never seen one before. 
The forward movement of C-42 is welcome news to our members.  

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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Firearm Training
How to Out-Think, Out-Shoot and Prevail on the Street, in Combat or Self-Defense

If your “pucker factor” doubled over this email’s subject line, don’t 
worry... you’re not alone.
The debate over “how big should your bullet be” has been raging since 
Cain was deciding on whether to use a small rock or a big rock to kill 
Able. :-)
So, what’s the answer?
Former Force Recon Marine and creator of the “30-10” at-home pistol 
course, Chris Graham, shares a story in 30-10 from a US Navy SEAL 
friend of his, named “Monkey”.
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/marine-pistol-training

Monkey was teaching a class of Federal Law Enforcement Agents and 
said that statistics prove out that the majority of people who are shot 
with a handgun (of ANY caliber) survive...
... but 100% of the ones “HE” shot with a 9mm are dead!
Now if you just read that the “9mm is the best caliber”, that’s NOT 
what he’s saying, so let me translate...
Stats show that the majoirty of people shot with a 9mm lived... but 
those that faced Monkey with a “9”, are dead.
This just illustrates the fact that the question of which caliber is best is usually the wrong question.
Your ability to put thug-stopping rounds into your attacker has a MUCH bigger impact than the caliber of 
ammo you’re using.
Unfortunately, most gun owners aren’t able to shoot as accurately “in combat” as they are down at the range.
Chris’ 30-10 at-home pistol training course was developed for Marine anti-terrorists... but it’s also ideal for 
anyone if you’re protecting yourself and loved ones with a gun.
Check it out here => http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/marine-pistol-training

Chris isn’t your average instructor.  He provides advanced weapons and tactics training to personnel from USG 
(US Government) agencies prior to deployment to high-threat zones.
More than that, he’s one of a relatively small group of guys who actually goes downrange and provides sustain-
ment training to them while they’re in high threat zones.
*    If you’re an instructor - Chris is one of the guys who you want to be picking stuff up from to use in your own 
classes.
*    If you’re a shooter - Chris is an instructor who is teaching based on first hand experience downrange against 
determined attackers.  His teaching isn’t stuff that worked 5, 10, or 15 years ago...it’s stuff that he or his students 
have more than likely used in the last few months, weeks, or even days in real life encounters.
I want to encourage you to check out this course now by going here...
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/marine-pistol-training

I don’t know about you, but I’m ALWAYS looking for more and more advanced pistol training programs and 
Chris’ is a great find!
I promise it will help you stop a threat whether it’s a 9, .38, .357, .40, .45, .22, etc. coming out the end of your 
barrel.
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Firearm Legal Defense
Police Can and Will Charge You Even When You Haven’t Broken Any Firearm Law

Police are now laying charges in situations that most hunters believe is safe storage.
Mr. Hunter took several guns with him hunting. He kept them in his pickup bed. The guns were cased, covered, 
but not trigger-locked and not in locked hard cases. Ammunition was carried in the bed and in an unlocked box. 
The pickup bed was covered with a locked cap, bolted down and an additional wire and lock held the cap door 
closed in addition to a lock. Mr. Hunter slept in a hotel. During the night thieves broke the cap door off at the 
hinges. The lock held fast and two guns were stolen.
The police arrested the thieves, impounded Mr. Hunter’s truck without a warrant and seized his remaining guns 
and ammunition. Mr. Hunter faces criminal charges of unsafe storage of guns and ammunition and unsafe trans-
portation for leaving his guns unattended. The police say he should have had trigger locks or locked hard cases 
and the ammunition should have been in a locked box. 
This may sound ridiculous to you. Mr. Hunter has a good defense and should be found not guilty. The police say 
“let the judge decide”. 
Mr. Hunter’s guns are seized until trial. He must hire a lawyer and travel from home to the court where the 
theft took place. The trial will be nine months after his truck was broken into. This is not fair but it is true. This 
happened in September 1998. Names are changed, the essential facts are true.
Protect yourself from this type of police harassment. If you leave your gun in your vehicle, trigger lock it, action 
lock it or take the bolt out and lock the bolt up. Keep your ammunition in a locked box. This is beyond what the 
law requires but do this to avoid becoming a test case for the police to see how far they can push the law.
Every year over 3,500 Ontario residents are convicted of unsafe storage. Many are innocent but they do not fight 
a wrongfully laid charge. Most charges can be fought. 
Do not plead guilty. Do not surrender your rights without a fight. Do not make statements to the police after 
arrest. Call a lawyer, get advice. Better yet, put an extra trigger lock on your gun and a lock on your ammo box. 
That is a lot cheaper than a lawyer.
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