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The NFA is the largest advocacy organization representing the rights of firearms owners and users in Canada. I wish to commend 
President Federico-Villegas for his leadership in making this conference work in this alternative format. As well, I appreciate the 
opportunity for thorough presentations to be submitted, rather than short verbal statements. The NFA looks forward to the return 
to circumstances in which delegates will be able to meet to discuss and share ideas face to face. I would like to make six points 
regarding the ATT and civil ownership of firearms. 

First, the President’s working paper emphasizes communication and reporting. It is not surprising that states are reluctant  
to share information about their arms trade activities as such information may have strategic value. Our direct concern is  
with the apparent interest in domestic control and sharing of information about ordinary citizens who own or use firearms.  
Recommendation number five from that paper would in effect provide for the creation of a global registry of firearms owners.  
The NFA strongly opposes such communication as it would merely be a venue to create additional ineffective and offensive  
gun control regimes while sharing private information internationally for a highly dubious purpose. 

Second, the uncontested Canadian research is clear that Canadian firearms control efforts have had no effect on crime rates.  
Gun control legislation has also not affected homicide or suicide rates. To that end I have referenced Dr. Caillin Langmann, PhD, 
MD’s 2012 paper and linked below his June 2020 statistical analysis paper, both of which support that assertion. The Canadian 
research has proven that efforts to control civilians and their firearms is highly bureaucratic, inefficient, and has no effect upon 
reducing criminal misuse of firearms. Dr. Langmann’s analysis of government data is clear that none of Canada’s firearms control 
efforts have had any effect upon reducing violent crime, homicide, or suicide rates1. Gun control efforts in Canada are thus 
entirely aimed at the wrong targets - civil society rather than criminal activity, and legitimate businesses rather than illicit trade. 
Ownership and use of firearms for defence, sport shooting activity, hunting, and for historical and personal reasons all have value. 
We continue to assert that civilians must have improved, not reduced, access to arms, especially for defence2. An international 
agreement protecting the right of self defence would be a much better effort than more gun control. 

Third, the activities of hunting, target shooting, collecting, self-defence, and the manufacture and sale of firearms, ammunition, 
and accessories are essential to support economies around the world. Canada and the United States continue to serve as 
important examples of this major benefit, with sport shooting, hunting, and civil society’s firearms related activities generating 
billions of dollars of economic gain3. Hunting is not just important in North America. That activity, including safari hunts, is also  
of important economic significance in Africa where it brings great value to people and their communities. Hunters contribute 
some $200 million to African economies each year, and this money directly supports animal conservation4. 

Fourth, Canadians, including aboriginal people, use firearms and ammunition responsibly in support of hunting, target  
shooting, history, and defence5. These important activities provide healthy economic, recreational and defensive opportunities. 
Unfortunately, Canada’s Liberal government has taken a flawed ideological position that attacks this important aspect  
of Canadian culture and society, with no benefit to the public. The Canadian firearms control efforts are simply not supported  
by evidence. 
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Fifth, ammunition from military surplus sources is an inexpensive way for former military stocks to be consumed in a safe and 
responsible manner by civilian enthusiasts far from conflict zones. Efforts to add additional marking to ammunition will merely 
impede responsible use, and do nothing to stem illegal activities. UN efforts need to remain focused on state actors, terror 
groups, and areas of conflict, not over regulating civilian firearm communities within stable states.  

Sixth, Canadian firearm owner and user groups continue to have serious significant concerns about the frequent misdirected 
attempts to attach civilian firearms ownership to problems of international mass violence. There is a tremendous difference 
between the violent activities of state actors and terrorists, and the peaceful nature of people who use firearms and ammunition 
as tools in their everyday lives. In our estimation, continued attacks on the rights and freedoms of civil society firearms owners 
will have significant unintended consequences of resistance to gun control efforts and a loss of respect for law and order. The NFA 
maintains that the ATT should clearly and specifically exclude civilian firearms. Internationally regulatory efforts need to focus on 
conflict zones, warlords, and bad actors rather than civilian disarmament – when governments do not provide security, or even 
participate in attacking their own people, it is incumbent on people to protect themselves. Taking away firearms from people 
makes them and the world less safe. 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

Sheldon Clare, M.A. 
President, Canada’s National Firearms Association 
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