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In sum, the dominant issues in che free trade debate for çhe period since April 1986

remain similar In ordér of priority for most Canadians. But a sfrghC drop ïri c6 rrelatiorr

coefficient vakuès indicates that ^_iiy one issue has less irifEuerice.on, individual positions

bn Iree 'trade. This phenvrnerrvn may be a reflection -of a brvaderiing awareness of the.

cvrnplezïty ,of issues a.t stake.

G. ConCluSicns

oUvels of' overall soppo`rt for free _tra.de, while remaining stable since Aprii 1986,
indicate a slight soften-ing of re^3olve amon.g supporter5 and opponents.

0. Canadians feel- that biiateral relations: have cooled. W hi le the rria jori#y continue to be

confident thàt Canadians can bargain effectively with the A mericans, the ievel of

'confidente is eroding. The federal governmen C is not perceived Co be rnanagiug

negatiatiorzs. well. The consensu!> among 441vo df all Canadians was that the fec[eral

response to the Unïte d 5 tates tariff•on - Capadian ciz,dar "shakes and sh ingles" was not

strong enough. The controv.ersy, however, has little impact on overall views of free

trade.

o The strorrgest provincial supporters for free trade cvntinue. to be British Columbia,

Alberta; and [^ewfoundland. The weakese supporters are found in .Manitoba and

Ontario -- part icularly Metropoi it_an. Toronto. The case fvr fre e .trade app(Nàrs to be

gaining ground in 5askatcheuràn)* New Brunswick and the 'Ontario region vut^ide o.f

Toronto: While the, provincial consensus c& ^inues `to be that Ontario industries vvill

gain more from free trade:tnan. industry in other provirice5, the, perception of Ontario

as an autorhatic winCler i5 !05ing`grollnd.
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