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The data substantiate aproposition gerterated from the ,first .urave of this sE^dy. The

Canadian public continue to helieve that the ..goverr^rr^en>r's ideal type for bilateral

r^lations is out of step v^^ith publie desites. '0 veral l,. 4°9% c) f'^anadians w^nC ta be close

trading. partners, but 6^^% pereeive this co be the goal of the feder^l go^^e rnrnent. Th^

actual state of.curren^t relations, l^uweverx is descrïbed, in this manner by 32^.

Again, the-probable rationale for this cor^ceptiors of the 1ppropriate bilateral srtrategy

appear.s to sprir^. frorn ehe conviction that "Americans, while they nYay, like us, don't do

us any special favours when it cornes to trade and ecanornïcs"' among 75% of the sample

(+2% over April).

C. .^4ssessménts of Fre^^- Trade

Respondenrs. were asked a series of questions to déterrr^ine overall perceptiorrts of the

principal beneficiaries of a free trade agreement.. The first inqnir6d "if trade

barriers:..(for) goods and services °.were rerna:^ed açross ;the. Canada-U.S., bi^r.der" w^iulç^

Canada benef,it or lose a greât deal?

The over.ail beli^'f that the country will benefit persists among 5596 of ail Carradians, a

propar^ïvn which has i^^ld stead}^ since April. The following tables prvfilè the r.egional

variations, bo^h to this perception, 'as well as the perception of'bertef^it co the province.
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