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The RCMP unilaterally reclassified a series of non-restricted firearms, making 
them prohibited, this past week. This is exactly what it looks like: unelected and 
unaccountable bureaucrats. who happen to wear RCMP uniforms, creating crimi-
nals out of ordinary Canadians.
Public Safety Minister Steven Blaney is not impressed. Stating publicly on the 
Conservative Party website that this would not be tolerated.
“I was troubled to learn of a decision made by unelected bureaucrats to prohibit a 
number of rifles imported from Switzerland. I want to assure you that I will not let 

law-abiding gun owners suffer as a result of this situation. These now “prohibited” firearms had been classified as non-
restricted for more than a decade. The RCMP has no idea how many of these rifles exist, and they have not announced 
any plan on how to deal with those who purchased these firearms lawfully.”
While Minister Blaney’s anger is much appreciated, he still needs to hear from each and every one of us that this 
sort of unilateral criminal creation scheme by the RCMP will not and cannot be tolerated.

He must act immediately and decisively 
and put an end to the RCMP’s bureaucratic 
undermining of Parliament.
Contact to Public Safety Minister Steven 
Blaney using the following information:
The Honourable Steven Blaney 
Minister of Public Safety  
House of Commons  
Ottawa, ON  K1A 0A6

Phone: (613) 992-7434, Fax: (613) 995-6856
His email addresses are: blanes1b@parl.gc.ca,  
blanes@parl.gc.ca and ministerpublicsafe-
ty@ps-sp.gc.ca

Yours in Liberty,

Unaccountable RCMP Bureaucrats
overstep their bounds again... but who will hold them accountable?

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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Self Defense
Elected Idaho State Officials will now require Concealed Carry Permit

Current legislation in Idaho allows elected representatives to carry concealed firearms without a permit.  
That wasn’t a political problem until state officials revoked former Republican representative Mark Patterson’s 
concealed carry permit.  
Mark Patterson lied on his license application about a 1974 guilty plea to assault with intent to commit rape, 
hence the permit revocation.
Not exactly the sort of person we want holding elected office, is it?
The House State Affairs Committee just cleared a bill that will remove the exemption for elected officials and hold 
them to the same standard as the mere citizens of the great state of Idaho.
Rep. Rick Youngblood, R-Nampa, who also has a concealed carry permit and is the sponsor of the bill, said 
removing the exemption for elected officials was necessary.

“Why should (officials) be exempt when our citizens are not?”
Rep. Patrick McDonald, the man who took over Mark Patterson’s place when he resigned, believes Rick Young-
blood’s bill is a good idea.

“I think elected officials should adhere to the law that applies to every citizen in the state. It might have been a 
good law when they passed it, but it seems to me it discriminates if they say elected officials don’t need a permit, 
but citizens do.”

Naturally, some of those pigs who are more equal than others are against removing the elected-official exemption.
Rep. Vito Barbieri, R-Dalton Springs, expressed reservations during Thursday’s hearing, arguing newly-
elected officials looking for immediate protection would be forced to wait for a concealed carry applica-
tion to be processed before they could legally tote a gun.
And Rep. Lenore Barrett, a Republican from Challis and staunch gun rights supporter, also plans to 
oppose the bill. Barrett was famously ticketed in the Boise Airport in 2001 when she attempted to bring a 
handgun through security in her purse.

Now I personally think Idaho’s poli-
ticians are moving entirely in the 
wrong direction.  
Instead of requiring concealed carry 
licenses for politicians they should 
be doing as Vermont and Alaska 
have and remove the requirement 
for a permit in the first place.
The Second Amendment of the 
United States Constitution is clear, 
except to those who refuse to read 
and understand.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.kboi2.com/news/local/Reps-seek-to-ditch-concealed-carry-law-exemption-244086631.html
http://readthis.rightsandfreedoms.org/free-concealed-carry-report/tid-rfb
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Privacy Violations
Government Workers Take Charge of Your Child and Parents have NO say in the matter

The idea of an appointed government overseer for every person born sounds ludicrous, doesn’t it?  Surely such a 
bloated bureaucracy exists only in the imagination of Nanny State promoters, right?
Who could believe such a plan was hatched in Scotland.
Not only was it hatched in Scotland, this Big Brother’s Wet Dream, also known as the Children and Young 
People (Scotland) Bill, passed into law unanimously, 105 – 0, on February 19, 2014.
No, I’m not making this up.
Not a single Scottish politician had the backbone to vote against the massive expansion of the Nanny State’s 
intrusion into the family lives of ordinary Scots.

“This is a dreadful extension of the state’s tentacles into family life,” said Colin Hart, director of the 
Christian Institute.
“It is clear this bill breaches European rules through its attack on the family. … Ordinary Scots should be 
very afraid.”

The vote shocked everyone who believes in family so it’s no surprise those opposed to Nanny State snoops taking 
the place of actual parents are threatening legal action.  They want the bill rescinded.
Here’s why.

Under this bill the National Health Service would appoint a government worker for every 
child up to the age of five.  That Nanny State bureaucrat would have the power to share 
information with a wide range of public authorities and to intervene in the child’s life 
without parental consent.
This would affect every child 5 years old or younger effective immediately, and every single 
child born in Scotland from this point forward.
The very last thing we need is government bureaucrats taking over the role of parent.

Here in Canada we’ve seen the result of this asinine behaviour in the case of Jesse Sansone, a young father who 
was arrested, strip-searched and threatened with charges of illegal possession of a firearm all because his 4-year-
old daughter drew a crude picture of her daddy holding a gun, saying he used it to kill “monsters”.
Jesse Sansone does not own firearms, legally or otherwise.  Police refused to take his word for it of course, but the 
unethical search of his home proved him to be a man of his word.
Gregg Bereznick, Superintendent of Education at Waterloo Region District School Board, went on national 
television and called himself and his fellow school employees “co-parents”, explaining “we do work hand in hand 
with these families because we co-parent …”.
On being asked to explain the term 
“co-parent,” Bereznick actually said this:

“by co-parent I’m talking about teachers and 
parents working together to support children 
as they grow up. And so those relationships 
are important to us, and we value them. But 
we also understand that within that context, 
it may be required for us to bring forward a 
disclosure because it is our legal requirement 
to do so.”

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://christopherdiarmani.com/10935/big-brother/government-health-workers-charge-child-parents-matter/
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/Bills/62233.aspx
http://www.scottish.parliament.uk/parliamentarybusiness/Bills/62233.aspx
http://www.christian.org.uk/news/snp%25E2%2580%2599s-sinister-state-guardian-law-faces-legal-action/
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This asinine attitude is happening today in 
a nation that does NOT mandate govern-
ment overseers for every child born.
I truly fear for my Scottish friends if this 
atrocious law is not repealed.
I can easily imagine a dozen scenarios where 
this new bureaucratic power can be abused.  
So can you.
Perhaps you have a hobby that your govern-
ment monitor disapproves of. 
Perhaps you are religious, but are the wrong 
religion.
Perhaps your government overseer is Chris-
tian and you are Muslim.  Or the reverse.  
Or you have no religion and your govern-
ment overseer does.  
Their personal disapproval of your life 
choices gives them more power over your 
child than you as the parent have.
That makes absolutely no sense at all.
But then the Nanny State never makes 
sense.  It simply demands blind obedience 
for obedience’s sake.
Good luck, Scotland!
You are, if nothing else, a warning bell for 
the rest of us to remain vigilant against the 
encroachment of the Nanny State into our 
lives.

I Want Your Feedback

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@rightsandfreedoms.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
Editor

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
mailto:bulletin%40rightsandfreedoms.org?subject=Article%20Submission%20or%20Story%20Idea
http://support.rightsandfreedoms.org/contact-us/
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Firearm Safety
Gross Stupidity Has Consequences... Imagine That!

Human beings are amazing creatures.  We’re creative, astounding beings most of the time.  
However, there are times when the Gene Pool needs cleaning and in those moments our genetic code’s self-
correcting mechanism is extremely powerful.
Take, for example, the case of an unnamed Michigan man who decided to teach his girlfriend all about firearm 
safety.  He told her all three handguns were clear and safe and then proceeded to prove this to her by pointing the 
gun at his head and pulling the trigger.
Unfortunately the now deceased man hadn’t bothered to actually check for himself that all three firearms were in 
fact cleared.
After successfully pulling the trigger on two firearms and hearing the expected “click” of a hammer falling on an 
empty chamber, the third trigger pull resulted in his brains splattering all over the wall behind him.
The third handgun was loaded.

From the article on wxyz.com:
The woman tells police her boyfriend had been drinking most of the day before showing her how to use his three 
handguns and demonstrating they were safe when empty.
Police say he placed the first two guns to his head and pulled the triggers once each, but the third gun fired. He 
was pronounced dead at the scene.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://christopherdiarmani.com/10955/politics-2/stupid-human-tricks/profound-stupidity-consequences-imagine/
http://www.wxyz.com/news/region/oakland-county/local-man-fatally-shoots-self-during-gun-safety-lesson-sheriff-says-alcohol-may-have-been-a-factor
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Firearm Politics
The RCMP Hates Only One Thing More Than Firearms: Firearm Owners

The priorities of the Royal Canadian Mounted Police 
(RCMP) are screwed up.
You may think tracking down child pornographers might 
be a bigger priority for RCMP investigators but I suspect 
you would be wrong. The RCMP seems far more intent on 
tracking down law-abiding gun owners and building files on 
them instead.
In 2013 and 2013, for example, the RCMP spent $1 million 
on their “Firearms Internet Investigative Support Unit”.
What’s that, you ask?  It’s an RCMP unit comprised of one 
RCMP sergeant and 6 civilian employees whose sole job is 
to troll the internet and track what certain Canadians are saying, doing and thinking.
Ordinary people like you and me.
We’ve committed no crimes, nor will we.
We mere citizens have the audacity, however, to own private property the RCMP deems unacceptable.
We own firearms.

Canadian firearm owners, the legal ones who take the safety courses, pass RCMP background checks and receive 
spousal support for their firearm license application, are the most law-abiding segment of society.   Collectively 
we own millions of firearms yet we harm nobody.
We are a threat to nobody.  I can say that with certainty because the RCMP themselves “permit” us to own fire-
arms.  They stamped “Approved” on our firearm license applications and sent us on our way to be checked up on 
continuously by Chief Firearms Officers and other RCMP entities like the “Firearms Internet Investigative Support 
Unit”, supposedly to enhance public safety.
If we attend a gun show we’re tracked.  If we buy a gun we’re 
tracked.  If we sell a gun we’re tracked, and at each and every step 
the RCMP decides if we are “eligible” to retain our firearm license.  
Should they deem us “ineligible” our license is revoked, we are 
arrested and our firearms are seized.
All because we dare own firearms.

If we’re so dangerous why were we issued firearms licenses in the 
first place?
Clearly we are not dangerous.
We are no threat to anyone.  Anyone, that is, except the RCMP 
bureaucrats who believe firearms in the hands of good people is a 
bad thing.
To those folks we’re far worse than any child molester, serial rapist 
or murderer.
We’re gun owners.

(I can’t wait to send in my firearms license renewal application!  
Their file on me must be pretty thick by now and I’m sure this arti-
cle won’t help my case.)

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
https://nfa.ca/sites/default/files/RCMP%2520Firearms%2520Internet%2520Investigative%2520Support%2520Unit%2520-%2520Feb%252028%25202014.pdf
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Manufacturing Criminals

Just this week the RCMP turned thousands of Canadian gun owners into criminals when they arbitrarily reclassi-
fied 2 firearms from Non-Restricted (anyone can own one and take it to the shooting range or out to the woods) 
to Prohibited (you can ONLY take it to a shooting range IF you can get an Authorization to Transport it).

Anyone who owns the CZ-858 manufactured after 2006 or the Swiss Arms Classic 
Green rifles is now a criminal in possession of a prohibited firearm despite the fact each 
and every person purchased these firearms legally for the past decade.
Each and every one of those licensed firearm owners are all now liable for up to 10 years 
in prison (Criminal Code Section 92-2) for possessing a rifle the RCMP “allowed” 
them to purchase legally.
RCMP bureaucrats made this decision to manufacture criminals out of ordinary law-
abiding Canadians.  
There was no order from the Minister of Public Safety.  There was no threat to Canadi-
ans.  There was simply a bureaucratic decision by the RCMP to manufacture thousands 
of “gun criminals”.

Unacceptable

For what it’s worth, and that value has yet to be determined, 
Public Safety Minister Steven Blaney is “troubled” that unelected 
and unaccountable RCMP bureaucrats keep pulling this crap.  
In a statement issued on February 29, 2014 he wrote:

Conservatives have always stood up for law-abiding gun owners. 
That’s why I was troubled to learn of a decision made by unelect-
ed bureaucrats to prohibit a number of rifles imported from 
Switzerland.
I want to assure you that I will not let law-abiding gun owners 
suffer as a result of this situation.
These now “prohibited” firearms had been classified as non-restricted for more than a decade. The RCMP has 
no idea how many of these rifles exist, and they have not announced any plan on how to deal with those who 
purchased these firearms lawfully.
I want to assure you all options are on the table to fix this situation. I will also be taking steps to make sure this 
never happens again. The actions of these bureaucrats are absolutely unacceptable and I will be announcing 
concrete measures in the coming days.
Our Conservative Government is on your side — and we will always stand up for the rights of law-abiding 
firearms owners.
Thank you once again for your years of loyal support.
Sincerely,
Steven Blaney
MP, Levis-Bellechasse

While it is refreshing to see Steven Blaney come out so strongly against this arbitrary criminal creation the real 
definition of the Conservatives having “always stood up for law-abiding gun owners” will be defined by what Blaney 
actually does on this issue.
Unless he orders the RCMP to reverse these firearm re-classifications immediately his words will be meaningless.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://laws-lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/C-46/page-45.html%23docCont
http://www.conservative.ca/%3Fp%3D4369
http://www.conservative.ca/%3Fp%3D4369
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If he merely offers compensation for these firearms 
and allows the RCMP bureaucrats to order their 
destruction then we will know exactly where the 
Conservative government stands in relation to law-
abiding Canadian gun owners: with the RCMP and 
their unelected and unaccountable anti-gun bureau-
crats.
Standing up for law-abiding gun owners means 
stopping the RCMP’s attacks on us.  Period.
The Harper government, and Minister of Public 
Safety Steven Blaney specifically, must take control 
of these RCMP bureaucrats immediately.
So far that hasn’t happened.
The High River gun confiscation fiasco was never 
resolved to anyone’s satisfaction, except maybe the 
RCMP’s.  No heads rolled, nobody lost their jobs for 
violating the Rights and Freedoms of Canadians.  
It is business as usual as far as the RCMP is 
concerned and law-abiding Canadian gun owners 
are understandably fearful.
At any given moment we can be turned into a crimi-
nal with the potential to spend years in prison even 
though we’ve followed every rule, obeyed every law 
and jumped through every hoop asked of us, all at the whim of some nameless and faceless RCMP bureaucrat.
That is what’s unacceptable.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.firearmlegaldefense.com
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Firearms Politics
CT State Police Spokesman Lt. J. Paul Vance: “We will go door to door confiscating guns.”

In the wake of the Sandy Hook school shooting the 
state of Connecticut decided registering gun owners and 
guns was the way to go.  Despite massive push back to 
this stupid law by Connecticut’s gun owners the state is 
moving ahead with the scheme to register all rifles and 
so-called “high capacity” magazines.
Failure to comply with the law is a felony.  Despite that, 
as many as 350,000 mere citizens of Connecticut aren’t 
buying.  
The state police are fully behind the measure.  
Their spokesman, CT State Police Spokesman Lt. J. 
Paul Vance, just stated publicly for the record that those 
refusing to comply with a law that violates the US 
Constitution could face heavily armed police smashing 
down their doors.
As we did here in Canada, Connecticut’s legislature 
created hundreds of thousands of criminals with the 
stroke of a pen.
Like Canada’s RCMP in High River, Alberta, the Connecticut State Police believe there is no issue with kicking 
in the doors of we mere citizens.
If we don’t “mind our place” and do what our “betters” decide then whatever we get is our own fault, including 
kicked in doors, private property seized and prison terms.

The legislature of Connecticut says that a registration is needed so they can know where the guns are. 
Yet at the same time, they are sending threatening letters to gun owners. So they already have records of 
who has purchased certain guns. The fact is, that the Connecticut legislature fully intends to confiscate 
hundreds of thousands of firearms anyway. The registration process will simply make it easier to confis-
cate, because you acknowledge that you still own a firearm that the state already suspects that you own.
In a recorded phone call Connecticut State Police Spokesman Lt. Vance was reached at (860) 685-8290 
and says that state police would comply with an order from the state to conduct door to door gun confis-
cations.
Experts claim that as many as 350,000 people are in violation of the law, and over 100,000 of those 
people could face felony charges. That means over 3.6% of the entire adult population of Connecticut 
has been transformed into a felon by the new registration law. Roughly one in twenty Connecticut homes 
could have their doors smashed in by heavily armed law enforcement seeking to confiscate firearms.

Should state officials try and enforce the registration law by going door to door kicking down doors and seizing 
guns they could be in for much more trouble than they want.
Americans aren’t interested in government kicking in their doors.
Americans are even less interested in government stealing their guns.
It will be very interesting to watch events unfold there, as this is a bellweather for “gun control” advocates across 
America.
If the State Police begin kicking in doors and seizing guns from American citizens and the citizens of Connecticut 
stand for it, how long will it be until other anti-gun states begin kicking in doors too?

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://www.ammoland.com/2014/02/ct-state-police-would-participate-in-gun-confiscations/
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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.

http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
http://Bulletin.RightsAndFreedoms.org
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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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