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What is the role of private collectors of 
firearms in heritage conservation ?
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1. Over 90% of published reference works 
are authored by collectors, mainly with 
input from other collectors and museums;

2. Collectors acquire, research and 
conserve firearms using their own 
resources; 

3. The combined effort of collectors 
represents a major contribution to 
heritage conservation;
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How important is the range and quality of 
historical firearms curated by private 

collectors ?
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1. Collectively it outweighs that which is 
held in public museums;

2. Collectors tend to achieve a specialist 
academic level of knowledge that is 
imparted to museums, collectors and the 
general public;

3. Many private collections have in time 
become public museums or part of public 
museum collections.
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Who should we consider to be a bona fide 
collector of firearms ?
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A legal or natural person who is:

1.dedicated to the gathering and 
conservation of firearms or ammunition for 
historical, cultural, scientific, technical, 
educational, aesthetic or heritage purposes;

2.recognised by his Member State as a 
collector - this is already obligatory under 
the current Directive.
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Are Member States therefore already obliged 
to recognise bona fide collectors ?

Yes. Almost all Member States currently 
regulate collectors in one form or another. 
Some like my country Malta have a secure 

licensing procedure for collectors.

Such regulation works well in combination 
with checks and balances in the procedure 

of granting recognition.
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Why were collectors excluded from the 1991 
Directive and the revision of 2008 ?

The authors recognised the complimentary 
roles of collectors and museums.

 They exempted them from provisions that 
could impede their activity or harm the 
firearms that they acquire and curate.

This exemption is subject to recognition by 
the Member States, which establish the 
regulation of collectors in their territory.
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Meeting with Jyrki Katainen as Finnish Prime 
Minister, June 2014:

11

Recognition of collectors’ important role



18 November, 2015

The Commission publishes its Proposal to 
within a week of the Paris terrorist attacks.

 The Proposal is presented as an urgent 
response to deter future attacks and the EC 

calls for its urgent implementation.

The drastic measures are mainly aimed at law-
abiding EU citizens possessing legal firearms 
for hunting, sports and collection purposes. 
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Letter from Jyrki Katainen as Vice President of 
the European Commission, January 2016:
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Stating that the Commission Proposal is 
necessary but will not affect collectors.



Then why is the Commission trying to fix 
something that is not broken ?

The Commission does not appear to believe 
in the fundamental principle of subsidiarity. 

Rather than insuring that all Member States 
adhere to the current Directive, it is using the 

terrorist attacks as a pretext to bring 
collectors within the scope of the Directive 

to take over their regulation from the 
Member States.
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What argument is the Commission presenting 
to justify this unwarranted change ?

The EC accused collectors of being a possible 
source of arms trafficking. 

Yet the EC never produced any evidence that 
recognised collectors owning legal firearms 
are implicated in the trafficking of firearms. 

Both the LIBE and IMCO committees voted to 
strike off this unfounded allegation from the 

proposal recital.
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What are the consequences of the 
Commission proposal of 18 November 2015 ?

The Commission proposal does not respect 
the fundamental principle of proportionality. 

It proposed the destruction of a wealth of 
important and often irreplaceable Category A 

firearms held in private collections. 

It also proposes to deactivate and irreversibly 
damage such firearms held in public museums 

as well as ‘freezing’ of such collections.
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But surely the Commission must have 
weighed the impact that such drastic action 

would have on heritage and citizens?

No. A proper impact assessment is 
conspicuous by its absence.

The EC’s disproportionate measures would not 
survive an impact assessment. 

Thankfully the Commission failed to rush 
things through on grounds of an urgent 

response to the terrorist attacks.
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Conclusion ?

The proposal does not address the roots of 
the problem, which are trafficking of illegal 
firearms and inadequate application of the 
current Directive by some Member States.

Instead it is a pointless and barbaric act of 
institutionalised vandalism against our 

common European heritage and an affront to 
law-abiding collectors.  

Its only achievement is stoking citizens’ 
disenchantment with the EU project. 
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Thank you for your attention. 

For any further information please contact 
me or the FESAC national representative 

in your country.

chairman@fesac.eu

www.fesac.eu
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