
Aoone the demographic sub-grauP$- the sgeçia] relationsh4p

S
argument ia especially

persuasive ap[ang hette.r-read, educated.

wealthier Auericans. and those whuse occupawiaRS vould tyPica11Y

signify middle and uppe.r-middle social and economic utatuS.

Westerners. Lo0•, fiTid this fairness ariffument esPecfaYiy

convincing.
Using the free and, friendly argument. supparil for

the F.T.A. irises among Americans who live in the Vest to levels

comparable to those Pound among- Midwesterners and

N:ortheasteruers-

Truâe an^ ^•dk" st r `a'. unionist s find the special reiationship

argument less compelling. if still persuasive, than organized

pub lic sP--rvïce e.m:piuYee9- While public sector unionists agree

with the fair and, frfendly argument by a better than 4.:1 ratio
J73-% to I. the private sector unïoni^°t Is only a lite le hetter

than 2:1 favorable (56% to 24%1-

'ÇANADAVS_AS1AN_TIGE1RS

Most Americans say we have abetter trading relationshiP with

Canada than we do with Asian c:ountries, such as Japan, Taiwan,

and Kurea.

By -a 54.%-20% margin, Americans are more Iikdlp t4 say we have had

a better trading relationship with Canada than with Asian

c-aufltries. Even the anti-trade public thinks so, with 42%

describing, the
Canadian t.rade situation better and 34% saying. it

is not better than our relationshïp. with Jagan,_ Taiwan, South

Korea. and other Asian countries.

In general, better-educated and more affluent U.S. ciOxens are
more 1ikelY to believe we have had a better trading re_latfa^^h^e

with the. Cânadians. Other America-ns are, ^ tomore
thekidea that

undecided on the subject than actually opposed
have had a better trading relatxonsriip with Canada.


