
1966
1967

1972
1974
1977
1981

1985
1986

1961 Assassination
Bombing
Bombing
Occupation
Bombing
Bombing
Bombing
Bombing
Bombing
Occupation
Attempted
Armed Takeover
Hostage Taking

Indian First Secretary
Cuban Embassy
Yugoslav Embassy
Lebanese Embassy
Cuban Ambassador’s Residence
Cuban Embassy
Israeli Officials
Cuban Embassy
Indian High Commission
Iranian Embassy

Turkish Embassy 
Bahamian High Commission

For 1985-1986, the cost figure from April 1, 1985 to 
February 28, 1986, for administrative and operation expenses 
is $6,596,000. Total financial figures for the year 1985-1986 
are not yet available.

In answer to Part 3, the figure for the total cost administra
tive and operational for the fiscal year 1984-1985 is 
$7,037,000.

In answer to Part 2, we are unable to answer this question 
for security reasons.

* * *

• (1530)

GRASSY NARROWS AND ISLINGTON INDIAN BANDS 
MERCURY POLLUTION CLAIMS SETTLEMENT ACT

MEASURE TO ENACT

Hon. David Crombie (Minister of Indian Affairs and 
Northern Development) moved for leave to introduce Bill 
C-110, an Act to approve, give effect to and declare valid 
certain agreements between the Government of Canada, the 
Government of Ontario, Reed Inc., Great Lakes Forest 
Products Ltd., the Islington Indian Band and the Grassy 
Narrows Indian Band.

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Shall the Hon. Minister have leave to 
introduce the Bill?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.
Motion agreed to, Bill read the first time and ordered to be 

printed.

*

Mr. Ron Stewart (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of 
Public Works): On December 10, 1984, the Acting Chargé 
d’Affaires of the U.S. Embassy in Ottawa informed the 
General Manager of the NCC in writing that the U.S. 
Department of State had determined that the proposed site for 

Mr. Ron Stewart (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the new U.S. Embassy on Sussex Drive had very serious 
Public Works): Mr. Speaker, would you be so kind as to call shortcomings from a security standpoint. In subsequent

discussions with U.S. officials, it was learned that the State 
Department no longer considered the Sussex Drive site 
acceptable due to the fact that this site no longer met the State 
Department’s increased security requirements, in particular 
with respect to setbacks of the building from the nearest public 
road.

STARRED QUESTIONS

Starred Questions Nos. 546 and 547?
[Text]

INCIDENTS AT EMBASSIES IN NATIONAL CAPITAL REGION 

Question No. 546—Mr. Turner (Ottawa—Carleton):
1. Since 1960, have violent incidents taken place at embassy locations within 

the National Capital Region and, if so, which embassies were directly affected 
and on how many occasions?

2. Since 1960, how many threats of violent incidents were received within the 
National Capital Region and directed at which embassies?

3. What amount is spent annually by the RCMR to protect embassy locations 
within the National Capital Region?

Mr. Gordon Towers (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor 
General of Canada): Yes, the following incidents took place at

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the remaining questions be allowed 
to stand?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Shall the remaining questions stand?

Some Hon. Members: Agreed.

Some Hon. Members: Agreed. Did the United States State Department indicate that the proposed Ottawa 
site for the new U.S. Embassy on Sussex Drive was unacceptable and, if so, on 
what date and for what reasons?

Mr. Deputy Speaker: When shall the Bill be read a second 
time? At the next sitting of the House or later this day?

Mr. Crombie: Later this day.
Mr. Deputy Speaker: By consent? Agreed?

SITE OF NEW U.S. EMBASSY

Question No. 547—Mr. Turner (Ottawa—Carleton):

Victim/Target IncidentDate

lighthouses not be decommissioned and turned into automated embassy locations within the National Capital Region since 
lights and fog-horns. 1960:

Introduction of Bills
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