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PER LA DIFESA DEI LEGITTIMI INTERESSI DEI CITTADINI ONESTI CHE POSSIEDONO, 
UTILIZZANO, COLLEZIONANO, STUDIANO LE ARMI 

 

  

 Rome December 5
th

, 2016 

 

 

 Subject: revision of Directive 477/91 

 

 

Dear Sir, dear Madame, 

 

Comitato Direttiva 477 was present at the Firearms United conference held on 16
th

 at the EU Parliament. 

Legal firearm owners stated their objections and presented solid evidence against the Commission 

proposal to amend the Firearms Directive 477/91. 

 

By means of this letter we wish to reaffirm our official objection to the original Commission proposal, 

which is unacceptable both in content and in the irregular manner of its publication. We would also like to 

register our objection to the unacceptable position that the EU Council is attempting to force upon 

parliament during the Trialogue discussions. 

 

The entire focus on legally-held firearms is totally misplaced. The firearms used in the terrorist attacks 

that prompted the publication of the Commission proposal were illegal weapons, besides homemade 

bombs and even a truck that were used to kill innocent citizens. No legal firearms belonging to legitimate 

owners were used. The current Directive did not fail and there was no need to propose heavy changes.  

 

We find the lack of an impact assessment study and the presentation of false facts and figures by Task 

Force head Mr. Fabio Marini and Commissioner Elżbieta Bieńkowska totally unacceptable. As citizens, 

we have the right to be provided with the correct data and realistic proposals. 

 

On 16
th

 November Firearms United presented scientific studies proving that there is no link between legal 

civilian ownership of firearms and crime or terrorism. The influential lobby representing millions of legal 

firearm owners even tabled an impact assessment as the Commission had failed to produce one. We 

expect the Parliament and Council to take account of these studies and to base any negotiations on the 

facts emanating from them. 

 

One aspect which shocked us during the conference was the manner in which Mr. Alain Alexis continues 

to repeat the Commission’s position, which has already been discredited by Parliament and Council. This 

position is even more absurd considering that while the Commissions pursues action against legal firearm 

owners, one year on after the Paris attacks one may still browse the internet and find instructions on how 

to make homemade bombs and illegal weapons are still flowing into the EU from the Balkans! 

 

We are also very concerned about the damage that the Commission has done to the EU’s credibility and 

the way it has alienated law-abiding citizen in the EU and Schengen areas. We even heard Swiss 

parliamentary deputy Mr. Addor, state that the Swiss people will never accept the imposition of further 

restrictions. Signatures are being collected to call for a referendum on the country’s membership of 

Schengen. Is this what the EU wants at a time when its popularity is so low in member states? 

 

With regard to the technical aspects of the Commission proposal and the current texts being negotiated in 

Trialoge, we would like to state the following: 

 



1. Collectors – there is no basis to bring collectors into the directive. The Commission did not 

produce any evidence that recognised collectors may be a source of trafficking. It hs confused 

collectors that recognised by their member state in terms of the directive with persons who 

accumulate and/or trade firearms outside the scope of the directive. It is absurd that the 

Commission actually proposed the destruction of an inestimable heritage that is kept and 

preserved by collectors and museums. We maintain that these should remain exempt as at 

present and regulated by the member states. 
2. Marking - the mandatory marking of all essential parts is a bureaucratic nightmare as well as 

technical hurdle for manufacturers. Extra barrels will often have different numbers or parts will 

have to be replaced at the end of their service live. Hence databases will have various entries 

pertaining to the same firearm. Retro marking must be avoided in the case of firearms that are of 

interest to museums and collector, otherwise a rare or important firearm being imported from the 

USA for example would have to be marked, this ruining its original condition and value. We 

support marking only the receiver and that firearms and essential produced prior to the 

entry into force of the Directive are exempt from the marking retro marking requirement. 
 

3. Standard medical checks – such mandatory checks would totally disregard the differences among 

member states and cultures. A strict interpretation would result in the withdrawal of licences to 

persons who have a disability. We contend that such tests are a matter for member states to 

decide and regulate. 
 

4. Reclassification of semi-automatic firearms – whoever dreamt of such an illogical and un-

implementable proposal to move such firearms from category B to category A (if a magazine of a 

certain capacity is inserted) and then grant exemptions for recognised sport shooters to acquire 

and keep category A firearms? Will this measure have any effect of crime and terrorism? Of 

course not! We propose that all semi-automatics remain in category B and that only 

recognised sport shooters are permitted to acquire, keep and use of such firearms in 

combination with high-capacity magazines. 
 

5. Replica muzzle-loading firearms – it is ludicrous to regulate such firearms in the same manner as 

firearms of modern design. We propose that just as antiques are exempt, their replicas should 

also be exempt from the provisions of the Directive. 
 

6. Deactivated firearms – the Regulation published on 18
th

 November 2015 is faulty because the 

authors did not consult experts from the various members states. The attempt to fix the regulation 

through the directive is questionable. We support the revision of the Regulation in consultation 

with stakeholders.  

 

We appeal to your common sense and fair judgement in order to remove the unjust threat to law abiding 

firearm owners as well as to the industry and trade that supports the market. We also point out the risk of 

imposing undue restrictions, which as history has shown us several times will only encourage a lucrative 

black market dominated by criminals.      

 

In just two years we have become part of an EU-wide network that is growing steadily is size and stature 

as it stands up to defend the rights of legal firearms owners. We are confident that you will respect EU 

citizens’ civil liberties and that you will uphold them. The last thing we need is to allow ineffective and 

unpopular legislation to further erode faith in the EU. 

 

Yours faithfully,      

                                                                   


