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June 14, 2006

Garry Breitkreuz, M.P., Chair, 





Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security

c/o  Louise Hayes, Clerk of the Committee

180 Wellington Street, Room 621

House of Commons

Ottawa, ON K1A 0A6

Canada

Tel: (613) 944-5635

Fax: (613) 992-9069

E-mail: SECU@parl.gc.ca 

Dear Mr. Breitkreuz:

I am disappointed to hear that I will not be allowed to present information to the Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security because the Committee has decided not to call witnesses. However, I would appreciate it if you would distribute this brief letter to the Committee in order to acquaint them with these important statistics pertaining to criminal violence, and, in particular, to violence against women. 

First, it is true, as M. Menard says, that gun deaths have declined since the firearms registry was imposed in 1998.
 Unfortunately, the homicide rate has increased during the same time period
. This is not a very compelling argument in support of the registry. If M. Menard is correct in crediting the gun registry for causing the decline in gun-related homicides, this “success” didn’t save any lives, as those inclined to murder were able to find effective alternatives to firearms. 

Second, the Committee may be exaggerating the importance of firearms in spousal or family homicides. Mrs. Susan Kadis was reported as stating that 71% of spousal homicides involve long guns during Monday’s Committee meeting. This is incorrect. The proportion of spousal or family homicides involving guns is only 23%. The percentage of firearms used in family homicides is somewhat less than the percentage (30%) of total homicide that involves guns
.

More pertinent to the question of the firearm registry, the percentage of gun homicides has remained relatively constant since the introduction of the firearm registry. In 1998, 20% of family homicides involved firearms, and in 2003, the latest year I have statistics, 23% of family homicides involved firearms
. Nor did the firearm registry have a demonstrable effect on the proportion of homicide victims who are female. Statistics Canada reports that same percentage (32%) of homicide victims were women in 1998 and again in 2004
. 

In summary, the firearm registry does not appear to have saved any lives. While gun homicide numbers are indeed down, the proportion of domestic homicides involving guns has not declined, nor has the homicide rate declined. Instead it has increased. This suggests that crime rates are driven by sociological factors (e.g., the percentage youth in the total population and social conditions) rather than availability of just one method of murdering one’s fellow man (or woman).

The legislative emphasis on firearms appears driven by television rather than reality. Knives are more frequently used than guns in domestic violence (and indeed in all violence). Since 1998, the proportion of homicides involving guns has remained constant at 27% and the proportion of knife homicides has also remained stable at 33%
. 

If our goal is to reduce domestic homicides (or homicides in general), then these statistics suggest that the firearm registry is not an effective strategy. This begs the question why are we wasting money on a gun registry? Why aren't we focusing on fixing family problems? Many important initiatives are under funded, e.g., women's shelters, drug and alcohol counseling. Why do we not invest more in these initiatives?

The third and final point I would like to make is that repeat offenders commit a disproportionate amount of crime, so if these people were the focus of the justice system, rather than normal firearm owners, there might well be fewer violent crimes committed.

A few statistics support this claim. In 2004, as in previous years, Statistics Canada found that more than two-thirds (68%) of adults accused of homicide were known to have a criminal record, and of these 70% had a prior conviction for a violent offence
.  This pattern did not differ for spousal victims as the police reported that 63% of spousal victims in 2004 came from a family known to have a history of violence
. 

In summary, the statistics I’ve related here demonstrate that registry has not been effective in reducing violence in general, nor spousal violence in particular. Despite the drop in “gun deaths” the registry has not saved any lives. The basic problem is criminal violence, not gun violence.

Thank you for allowing me to present these statistical points to the Committee. 

Respectfully yours, 

Gary Mauser, Chair

Firearms Committee

BC Wildlife Federation

Phone: 604-936-9141

Email: mauser@sfu.ca

� I’m not sure why M. Menard uses 1995 as his point of comparison for evaluating the firearms registry. That was indeed the year the legislation passed Parliament, but it took another three years before the Firearms Centre could set up the necessary procedures to launch the firearm registry. 


� See Mia Dauvergne, “Homicide in Canada, 2004.” Juristat, Vol. 25, No. 6, Table 2.


� Dauvergne, op cit, Table 5. 


� Special request, Statistics Canada, 2005. Homicide Survey, Policing Services Program, Canadian Centre for Justice Statistics, Statistics Canada.


� Dauvergne, op cit, Table 12. 


� Dauvergne, op cit, Table 5. 


� Dauvergne, op cit, p. 13.


� Dauvergne, op cit, p. 10





