
 

 

33rd Anniversary of Mass Shooting at Polytechnique: 
Outcome of more than three decades of advocacy by victims’ families  

in the hands of the Bloc Québécois and the NDP 
 
 
Montréal, December 5, 2022 — On the eve of the 33rd anniversary of the École Polytechnique mass shooting, 
the victims’ families, survivors and witnesses who have been fighting for over three decades for an assault 
weapon ban are calling on MPs from the Bloc Québécois and the NDP to ignore the disinformation pertaining 
to the impact of the proposed liberal amendment for Bill C-21 spread by the gun lobby and the Conservative 
Party and to vote in favour of its passage (in the context off a minority government, passing the amendment in 
committee required the support of at least one opposition party). The amendment fulfils the commitment 
made last May by Marco Mendicino, Minister of Public Safety, as the bill was being tabled, when he explained 
that the current criteria could not prevent new assault weapons from being introduced in the market.  
 
“During the last election campaign, both the Bloc Québécois and the NDP promised to support a total and 
permanent ban on military-style weapons such as the type used in mass shootings here and elsewhere such as 
in the United States. We are counting on them to see through the disinformation being spread by the gun 
lobby and the Conservative MPs, keeping in mind that this is the first opportunity we have had in the last 
33 years to effectively ban assault weapons in Canada, once and for all,” states Nathalie Provost, a survivor of 
the Polytechnique massacre of women. 
 
Party Commitments  
 

During the last election campaign, the New Democratic Party promised that an NDP government would 
[TRANSLATION] “present a permanent solution to eliminate prohibited assault weapons and expand the 
definition of prohibited weapons to include new assault weapon models.” For its part, the Bloc Québécois 
proposed, [TRANSLATION] “to amend the Criminal Code to add a category of assault weapons that would allow 
for a ban of all long military-style semi-automatic weapons.” Rhéal Fortin, the Bloc’s representative on the 
House of Commons’ Standing Committee on Public Safety and National Security, even stated [11 :31] 
[TRANSLATION] “it’s as if the Bloc Québécois had written this… It’s in line with our expectations… The Bloc 
Québécois intends to vote in favour of the amendment.” Kristina Michaud, the Bloc’s public security critic, also 
reiterated her support for the measure. 
 
Culmination of Three Decade Battle 
 

Ms. Provost adds: “Banning assault weapon is the subject of the petition launched by Polytechnique students 
following the 1989 massacre and constitutes the primary objective for which families and survivors have been 
fighting since that tragedy. We fought for two years to convince the Mulroney Conservatives to adopt in 1991 
a first wave of prohibited assault weapons. We fought another four years to convince the Chrétien Liberals to 
complete the bans in 1995. We thought we had won, but it turns out the measure was flawed, as successive 
governments failed to update the regulations. In short order, the Canadian market was flooded with new 
models of non-restricted assault weapons. In 2015 the Harper Conservatives actually made it easier to gain 
access to these weapons. For the next seven years, we fought to convince the Trudeau Liberals to adopt a 
comprehensive and permanent ban of this type of weapon, but both the 2018 and 2021 bills failed to include 
such a measure. Today, finally, after more than three decades of advocacy during which other victims of mass 
shootings joined our movement, the Liberals have finally come through with a proposal that enshrines a 
comprehensive ban on assault weapons into law.”  
 
“If the amendment is not adopted, it’s game over for us,” says Suzanne Laplante-Edward, whose daughter 
Anne-Marie died in the Polytechnique massacre. “For more than thirty years, we have struggled, worked and 
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sacrificed to ensure that no other family might experience the same horror. All these long years, we have given 
our time and our energy despite our loss and our suffering. And now, everything depends on a legislative 
committee vote by the two Bloc Québécois and NDP members. We are counting on both parties for the 
closure that will come from attaining the primary objective that we set for ourselves to honour, in a concrete 
way, those fourteen young women who were gunned down, including my daughter Anne-Marie.” 
 
Serge St-Arnault, whose sister Annie was among the victims, adds: “With only a few steps away from obtaining 
a ban on assault weapon, as the government is proposing to change the law to that effect, it is crucial for MPs 
to ignore opponents’ propaganda and to carefully and objectively study the details of the measure. Eighty 
percent (80%) of all Canadians, including a majority of gun owners favour an assault weapon ban. Now is the 
time to ensure the adoption of a strong and permanent measure to prohibit, once and for all, the private 
ownership of weapons designed to kill quickly and efficiently.”  
 
The group is encouraging Canadians in favour of stricter control to write to their MPs using a sample letter (in 
English and in French) which is available on its website. 
 
Disinformation 
 

The Conservatives’ disinformation perfectly mirrors that of the gun lobby, claiming that the government is 
essentially seeking to ban “all centrefire semi-automatic rifles and shotguns that can carry any kind of 
magazines”. “That is not true,” says Heidi Rathjen, PolySeSouvient’s coordinator and a graduate of 
Polytechnique who witnessed the 1989 killings. “The specific wording of the bill makes all the difference. A 
closer look at the details and the accusations from gun control opponents fall apart.”  
 

 For example, as government experts explained to Conservative MPs at  committee, the amendment 
only affects centre-fire semi-automatic weapons designed with magazines that can hold more than five 
rounds. Compatibility with third-party-manufactured magazines that hold more than five rounds would 
not result in the prohibition of a firearm, contrary to what’s being stated by opponents. 
 

 Opponents also argue that the categories of models listed in the appendix will lead to the banning of 
the entire range of sub-models. This too false. Only high-calibre models that surpass specific limits 
would be prohibited. We are talking about high-powered firearms “that exceed safe civilian use. These 
are characterized by the following physical attributes: a 20 mm bore or greater (e.g. grenade launcher) 
and the capacity to discharge a projectile with a muzzle energy greater than 10,000 joules (e.g. a .50 
calibre BMG). These weapons are primarily designed to produce mass human casualties or cause 
significant property damage at long ranges, and the potential power of these weapons exceeds safe or 
legitimate civilian use.” Every instance of a “prohibited hunting weapon” showcased by Conservative 
MPs in committee was refuted by government experts, including the “Ruger No. 1 “, the “Parker 
Brothers Shotguns”, the “Mossberg 702 Plinkster ”, the “Weatherby Mark V” and the “Westley 
Richards Model 1897 ”. 
 

 Finally, the gun lobby published an excerpt of the appendix listing several hunting firearms, stating that 
they were banned - despite the fact that they were specifically excluded from the ban. 

 

"In technical terms, this file is very complex. It's almost impossible to draw a clear line between assault 
weapons and hunting guns. Because of this, it would not be surprising to find that there are some models that 
have fallen on the wrong side of the line and, if that is the case, corrections should be made. But one thing is 
certain: the opponents' interpretation of the legal wording is fundamentally flawed and, in some cases, 
deliberate – nothing but fear mongering in order to generate opposition among hunters," concludes Rathjen. 
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