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A CSSA COMMENTARY 

FIP:  A POLICE DATABASE CANADIANS CAN'T ACCESS OR CORRECT 

by Dennis R. Young - September 26, 2015 

F.I.P. stands for the Firearms Interest Police.  If you never heard of this before it 
shouldn't come as any surprise.  On November 3, 1999, Garry Breitkreuz, MP for 
Yorkton-Melville, released a Library of Parliament research paper showing the F.I.P. 
data bank allowed police to label someone as a risk to public safety without presenting 
any proof whatsoever and without notifying the individual.  

Breitkreuz's news release stated: "The RCMP have turned the justice system upside 
down. The Charter is supposed to guarantee every individual’s right to be assumed 
innocent until proven guilty but this data bank is loaded with people who have done 
absolutely nothing wrong. Even when someone finds out the police have a F.I.P file on 
them, they can’t get the RCMP to remove the damaging information. The RCMP are 
allowing police forces all across Canada to put unsubstantiated personal information 
into individual F.I.P files. The Research Branch of the Library of Parliament discovered 
that some police forces may even put witnesses or victims of crimes into the RCMP’s 
F.I.P files."  Breitkreuz wrote the Privacy Commissioner of Canada calling the F.I.P data 
bank "a travesty and an inexcusable invasion of privacy."   

What is really surprising, fifteen years later nothing has changed!   

I sent a Personal Information Request form to the RCMP in April of 2015 requesting 

"any record with my name recorded in the Firearms Interest Police (FIP) database."  On 

May 21, 2015, I received a reply from the RCMP ATIP branch stating: "Unfortunately, 

the RCMP does not have an [sic] FIP database, therefore we were unable to locate 

records which respond to your request."  

This was an odd response because the FIP database is listed in the RCMP - 
PERSONAL INFORMATION BANKS - Operational Case Records and states: All 
linkages for the purpose of administration or enforcement of the law and in the 
detection, prevention or suppression of crime are in compliance with the provisions of 
the Privacy Act. [emphasis added] 
 

On May 25, 2015, I e-mailed the RCMP ATIP Officer handling my file asking: "...if the 
FIP flags are incorrect...how does the person who has been the subject of an FIP flag 
ever know they've been flagged and given the opportunity to correct any 
mistakes loaded on CPIC."  The RCMP ATIP Officer responded: "I agree with you on 
this Dennis. Erroneous flags can be very harmful to law abiding people. To my 
knowledge there is no avenue to correct them which should be addressed at some 
level."  

In the Privacy Commissioner's 2001 Report on Review of the Personal 
Information Handling Practices of the Canadian Firearms Program - Department of 
Justice Canada and the Royal Canadian Mounted Police  the Commissioner made 
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several recommendations regarding the FIP database including this one: Mechanisms 
should be in place to ensure that individuals have easy access to FIP records and the 
ability to correct or at least place a notation to file relating to disputed FIP entries.   

How can the FIP database be "in compliance with the Privacy Act" when the 
Privacy Commissioner and the Auditor General have both issued reports saying it 
is not? 

The Auditor General's Report of December 2002 made a number of observations and 
recommendations regarding the RCMP's FIP data base including: 
11.30 In November 1998 and March 2000, the Senior Executive Committee of the 
RCMP was informed that officers responsible for the RCMP's contributions to the 
Firearms Interest Police database had serious concerns about the accuracy and 
completeness of the information. We reviewed RCMP files and made other inquiries to 
confirm the significance of these concerns.  
11.31 An April 2001 RCMP review of data quality stated that  

• persons are known to be in the database who should not be, and thus could be 
denied firearms licences or have their eligibility reviewed; and  

• some persons who should be in the database are not and these individuals could 
be issued licences and subsequently use firearms to commit a violent offence.  

The review concluded that a tragic incident could arise as a consequence of the poor 
data quality and that the RCMP therefore faces serious legal risks.  
11.32 In 2002, the RCMP further indicated that the quality of the data was still 
questionable.  
Conclusion and Recommendation 
11.33 The RCMP's concerns about the data are based on the limited reviews it has 
conducted. If what these RCMP reviews show is representative of the risks that the 
database presents, then remedial action must be taken immediately. However, to be 
effective, such action must be based on an urgent systematic identification of the 
problems in the database and potential solutions. 
 
In response, the RCMP even promised the Auditor General (and Parliament and all 

Canadians) that they would fix the problem: The RCMP has implemented a number of 

remedial measures to address data quality issues. These include a record disclosure 

and verification process, system-level error detection and reporting mechanisms, 

enhanced system user awareness regarding data quality issues, development of 

additional data quality reviewer expertise, progress and compliance monitoring, and an 

increased level of accountability on the part of contributors to RCMP systems for their 

data quality. 

As the RCMP's response to my Personal Information request above proves, they 
did not fix it then and still haven't! 
 
In a follow-up letter from the Privacy Commissioner to MP Garry Breitkreuz dated 
January 17, 2003, made these four main points:  
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(1) Many of the systemic problems noted by the Auditor General with FIP record 
inaccuracies were previously outlined in my "Firearms Report" of August 2001. At that 
time, I had noted problems of individuals being improperly flagged in FIP, while other 
individuals who should have been flagged were not.  
(2) Successive Ministers of Justice have declared that they were responsible for all 
aspects of the Firearms Program, but have failed to effectively resolve the serious 
problem of inaccurate FIP records.  
(3) To date, the department has not implemented my recommendations, nor has it 
provided any of the progress reports I have requested. 
(4) The Auditor General's report has underlined the vital importance of introducing 
controls immediately to ensure the accuracy of all FIP records. It serves to underscore 
the critical importance of implementing the recommendations I made some 18 months 
ago regarding the issue of data integrity. 

On March 7, 2015, I wrote the Privacy Commissioner : I respectfully request an update 
from your office on any progress that has been made over the last ten years with 
respect to implementing the recommendations made by your office; thereby, correcting 
the errors in and improving access to the FIP Data Bank, especially those who have 
done nothing wrong and have been entered in the database by mistake. 

On March 26, 2015, the Director General for the Office of the Privacy Commissioner 

responded: A search of this file was undertaken over the past week, as well, employees 

who had knowledge of this file were also consulted.  The records that we had on this 

issue were disposed of as per our record keeping practice and the employees consulted 

were not aware of any progress made with respect to this recommendation. 

On July 5, 2015, I filed a formal complaint with the Privacy Commissioner of Canada 
requesting:  
(1) Find out if my name, Dennis Young, has ever been flagged in the Firearms Interest 
Police (FIP) database by any police force in Canada and provide me with a copy of any 
such flags so that I may have an opportunity to determine if they relate to me and 
correct them if necessary; and  
(2) Follow-up on the recommendations made by the Privacy Commissioner of Canada 
in 2001 and 2003 and recommendations made my the Auditor General of Canada in 
2002 so that every person who is the subject of a FIP flag by any police force in Canada 
is sent a copy of the flag and thereby given the opportunity to correct or respond to the 
flag if necessary. 
 
To date the Privacy Commissioner's Office has spent all their time trying to get me to 

withdraw my formal complaint.  Yesterday, I sent them an e-mail explaining why I 

cannot do that without a written response from the Privacy Commissioner addressing 

both issues above that I raised in my complaint. 

Why is the privacy of law-abiding Canadians still at risk fifteen years after it was 

first identified as a problem by MP Garry Breitkreuz and the Library of Parliament 
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researchers and confirmed by both the Privacy Commissioner of Canada and the 

Auditor General of Canada? 

Dennis Young retired to Airdrie, Alberta in 2007 after working for 13 years on Parliament 
Hill for Garry Breitkreuz, MP for Yorkton-Melville. Dennis is a member of the Calgary 
RCMP Veterans Association and a Honourary Life Member of both the Canadian 
Shooting Sports Association and the National Firearms Association. For his 20-year 
crusade for the rights of firearms owners, Dennis received the NFA’s David A. 
Tomlinson Memorial Award for 2014 and the CSSA’s John Holdstock Memorial Award 
for 2014. Dennis' recent research is now available on his own website: 
http://dennisryoung.ca/    
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