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Future changes to a contro-
versial Liberal bill to ban 

assault-style firearms will need 
clearer language, according to 
gun control advocates who argue 
that ambiguous wording in pre-
viously withdrawn amendments 
resulted in the spread of misinfor-
mation and unfounded fear.

The House Public Safety 
Committee met on Feb. 14 and 
Feb. 17 to discuss the effects of 
withdrawn amendments to Bill 
C-21, an act to amend certain 
acts and to make certain conse-
quential amendments (firearms). 
Changes to the bill, known as G4 
and G46, introduced in November 
2022 by Liberal MP Paul Chi-
ang (Markham-Unionville, Ont.) 
were pulled back on Feb. 3 amid 
concerns from critics they would 
restrict access to many types of 
hunting rifles.

Heidi Rathjen, co-ordinator of 
gun control advocacy group Poly-
SeSouvient, appeared before the 
House Public Safety Committee 
on Feb. 14 and said she has not 
seen any evidence the proposed 
amendments would have banned 
“legitimate hunting rifles,” and 
that fears to the contrary have 

been fuelled by misinformation. 
She said the key challenge is 
a lack of clarity surrounding 
these changes, and said any new 
amendments should be based on 
“real and legitimate concerns.”

“The legislative proposals 
were particularly difficult to un-
derstand. Many believed … that 
if a model is listed in G46, that 
means that all versions would be 
prohibited, even though govern-
ment officials have testified to 
the contrary,” Rathjen told the 
committee. “We, therefore, fully 
support reviewing the language 
in both amendments to make it 
simpler and easier to understand.”

The bill, sponsored by Public 
Safety Minister Marco Mendicino 
(Eglinton-Lawrence, Ont.), was 
introduced on May 30, 2022, in 
an effort to address gun violence 
and to strengthen gun control in 

Canada by advancing a national 
“freeze” on handguns.

Amendment G4 aimed to 
prohibit rifles or shotguns “ca-
pable of discharging centre-fire 
ammunition in a semi-automatic 
manner [and] designed to accept 
a detachable cartridge magazine 
with a capacity greater than 
five cartridges of the type for 
which the firearm was originally 
designed.”

Amendment G46 included 
more than 300 pages listing 
specific gun models as part of a 
ban list.

One major source of disagree-
ment about amendment G46 con-
cerned the correct interpretation 
of paragraphs 95 and 96. Those 
paragraphs proposed to ban 
firearms with a bore diameter of 
20 mm or greater, or firearms ca-
pable of discharging a projectile 

with a muzzle energy 
greater than 10,000 
joules, and then listed 
specific gun models, 
including the Ruger 
No. 1 rifle and the 
Mauser 1908 Brazil-
ian Rifle.

After the amend-
ments were with-
drawn, Mendicino 
said the government 
would pursue a ban 
on firearms “designed 
for the battlefield that 
have no place in our 
communities,” as re-
ported by CBC News 
on Feb. 3.

Rathjen told 
The Hill Times that 
paragraphs 95 and 96 

would only ban specific models of 
guns if they reached or exceeded 
the bore diameter or muzzle ener-
gy limits mentioned, and there-
fore any of those same models 
under the limits would not have 
been affected by the ban.

“Just to be clear, only the 
version that’s over 10,000 joules 
is prohibited. The hunting caliber 
version, which everybody’s afraid 
… would be banned under G46, 
is non-restricted, and would 
remain non-restricted because the 
classification wouldn’t change,” 
she said.

In contrast, Rod Giltaca, CEO 
and executive director of the 
Canadian Coalition for Firearm 
Rights, told The Hill Times that if 
a model is mentioned in the list, 
all versions of that firearm could 
be prohibited, on the grounds 
that if the amendments were only 
intended to ban certain calibres, 
there would be no need to specify 
by model name.

“If [the amendments] just 
said, ‘10,000 joules,’ than any 
firearm that met or exceeded 
that limitation would have been 
prohibited. And if it’s under that 
… then you’re fine. But the thing 
is, it says ‘including’ these models 
of firearms,” he said. “The way the 
law is, if it’s named as prohibited, 
it’s prohibited.”

The question of the extent 
of a possible ban on Ruger No. 
1 rifles arose during a Public 
Safety Committee meeting on 
Dec. 7, 2022, when Liberal MP 
Taleeb Noormohamed (Vancou-
ver Granville, B.C.) said he had 
received correspondence about 
several guns on the list, including 

the Ruger No. 1. He asked Murray 
Smith, a technical specialist for 
the RCMP’s Canadian firearms 
program, whether, in his perspec-
tive, the government is proposing 
to ban all Ruger No. 1s, or only 
the Ruger No. 1s capable of firing 
certain calibres.

Smith responded that the lat-
ter was correct.

“The Ruger No. 1 rifles, which 
are prohibited now because 
they fall within paragraph 95 
of the existing regulations, are 
prohibited if –and only if– they 
are chambered for a calibre that 
produces muzzle energies in ex-
cess of 10,000 joules,” Murray told 
the committee on Dec. 7. “Other 
Ruger No. 1 rifles, which are 
chambered for different calibres 
that do not produce that level of 
energy, will remain in the existing 
category, which, broadly speak-
ing, is non-restricted.”

Giltaca does not accept Mur-
ray’s interpretation of the amend-
ment, and told The Hill Times that 
Murray is a civilian, and not able 
to “confirm anything legal.”

“This is a legal question. 
This is not a firearms laboratory 
question. You need a judge to tell 
you whether or not these firearms 
would be included. You need a 
lawyer to tell you that. You don’t 
need a technician from the fire-
arms lab who’s a civilian,” he said.

Giltaca argued that another 
model on the G46 ban list, the 
1908 Brazillian Mauser, is a 
bolt-action rifle that was manu-
factured in one calibre, the “7 x 
57 mm Mauser,” which doesn’t 
approach the 10,000-joule energy 
limit when fired.

“This cartridge generates 
roughly 3,200 joules at the muz-
zle. That’s not even a third of the 
way to 10,000 joules, [so] what’s 
it even doing on the list?” said 
Giltaca in an emailed statement 
to The Hill Times on Feb. 22. 
“Anti-gun groups say if it doesn’t 
meet the threshold, it’s exempt. 
Where is that written? There’s no 
exclusion. If so, where?”

Nathalie Provost, a spokes-
person for PolySeSouvient, also 
appeared before the House Public 
Safety Committee on Feb. 14, and 
said that a permanent banning 
of assault weapons has been a 
central demand for the families 
of victims of the Polytechnique 
massacre since January 1990. The 
Polytechnique massacre occurred 
on Dec. 6, 1989, at Quebec’s École 
Polytechnique de Montréal, in 
which 14 women were murdered 
by a lone gunman, and another 14 
men and women were injured.

She told the committee that, 
prior to the withdrawal of amend-
ments G4 and G46, Canada had 
never been so close to a perma-
nent ban on assault weapons.

“We are asking you to work 
on meeting the demands of 
Canadians to prohibit assault 
weapons, to break down the 
withdrawn amendments so that 
Canadians can understand their 
true nature and their impacts,” 
Provost told the committee in 
French. “On a solid, scientific and 
rational basis, fact based, that’s 
where we should have new clear 
and improved amendments. We 
want them to be adopted. It is 
important.”
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