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sh
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d
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b
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o
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p
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a
R
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C
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reservations

about
the

M
eech

L
ake

A
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W
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im
p
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you

th
in

k
th
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o
p
in

io
n

poll
w

ould
have
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Q

uebec?
O

n
o
th

er
C

anadians?
E

xplain.

O
ne

m
em

ber
of

the
M

anitoba
le

g
is

la
E

lijah
H

arp
er,

a
C

ree,
o
p
p
o
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th
e
a
g
r
e
e

1
because
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not
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A
boriginaj

peoples
as

an
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p
artn

er.
U

sing
procedural

grounds,
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p
p
ed
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M

anitoba
L

eg
islaj
5

A
ssem

bly
from

approving
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eech

agree.
m

ent.
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ithout
the

approval
of

all
provinces
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ent
w
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th
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b
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p
p
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p
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p
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p
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n
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r
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u
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o
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n
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e
n

t
o
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Q
u
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eck
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D
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w
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c
o
n
d
u
c
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d
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o
n
g

isoo
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s

N
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1
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6
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T
his

tim
e,

the
prim

e
m

inister
and

prem
iers

p
u
t

the

question
to

the
people

of
C

anada
in

a
referen

d
u

m
on

O
ctober

26,
1992.

T
he

referen
d
u
m

had
to

be
approved

by

a
m

ajoriW
of

C
anadians

nationally,
as

w
ell

as
by

a
m

ajo
r

in
each

province.
T

he
m

ost
p
ro

m
in

en
t

o
p
p
o
n
en

t
of

the

accord
w

as
form

er
P

rim
e

M
inister

T
rudeau,

w
ho

spoke

out
against

it.
H

e
did

not
w

ant
Q

uebec—
or

any
other

province—
to

have
special

status.
R

easons
for

o
p
p
o
sitio

n

included
concern

over
the

guarantee
th

at
Q

uebec
w

ould

hold
25

percent
of

seats
in

the
H

ouse
of

C
om

m
ons

regardless
of

the
province’s

population.
O

ther
critics

w
ere

nervous
about

A
boriginal

self-governm
ent,

and
som

e

W
om

en’s
groups

believed
gender

eq
u
ally

issu
es

h
ad

not
been

addressed.

i
E

v
j
d

e
n
’
c
e
8

.
1.7In

Q
uebec,

strong
sovereignists

m
ade

up
about

30
percent

of
those

w
ho

opposed
the

C
harlottetow

n
A

ccord.
L

eaked

telephone
conversations

prior
to

the
referendum

seem
ed

to
suggest

that
P

rem
ier

B
ourassa

had
settled

for
too

little,

so
m

any
other

Q
uebeckers

voted
a9ainst

the
agreem

ent.

E
xam

ine
th

e
ev

id
en

ce
in

th
is

tab
le

an
d

draw
co

n
clu

sions
ab

o
u
t

w
h
at

h
ap

p
en

ed
an

d
w

hy.
P

red
ict

th
e

resp
o
n
se

of
Q

uebec
to

th
e

resu
lts

o
u

tsid
e

th
e

province.

—

QUESTION
ASKED:

I
‘(D

o
you

agree
thatthe

Constitution
of Canada

should
be

renew
ed

on
the

basis
ofthe

agreem
ent

reached
on

A
ugust28,1992?

j

THE
RESULTS:

VOTES
VOTER

TU
RN

O
U

T

PROVINCE
YES

NO
(%)

N
ew

foundland
63.2

36.8
53.3

N
ova

Scotia
48.8

51.2
67.8

Prince
E

dw
ard

Island
73.9

26.1
70.5

N
ew

B
runsw

ick
61.8

38.2
72.2

Q
uebec

43.3
56.7

82.8

O
ntario

50.1
49.9

71.9

M
anitoba

38.4
61.6

70.6

S
askatchew

an
44.7

55.3
68.7

A
lberta

39.8
60.2

72.6

B
ritish

C
olum

bia
31.7

68.3
76.7

N
orthw

estT
erritories

61.3
38.7

70.4

Y
ukon

43.7
56.3

70.0

FEDERAL
TOTALS

45.7
54.3

71.8

Sources: C
hief

Electoral
O

fficer
for

C
anada

and
D

irecteur
général

des
elections

du
Q

uébec.
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(1
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Q
uebec

R
eferendum

,1995
W

ith
the

failure
of

an
agreem

ent
betw

een
Q

uebec
and

the
rest

of
C

anada,
the

new
PQ

governm
ent

of
Jacques

P
arizeau

decided
to

hold
an

o
th

er
referen

d
u

m
on

Q
uebec

independence
on

O
ctober

30,
1995.

R
eferendum

Q
uestion,

1995

D
o

you
agree

that
Q

uebec
should

becom
e

sovereign,after
having

m
ade

a
form

al
offer

to
C

anada
for

a
new

econom
ic

and
political

partnership,
w

ithin
the

scope
of the

bill
respecting

the
future

of

Q
uebec

and
of

the
agreem

ent
signed

on
June

12,
1995

[betw
een

the
B

loc
Q

uébécois,
Parti

Q
uébécois,

and
A

ction
dém

ocratique
du

Q
uébec

to
proclaim

Q
uebec

a
sovereign

country]?

-
—

T
he

question
m

ade
no

reference
to

Q
uebec

as
an

in
d
ep

en
d
en

t
country.

W
hat

d
o
es

th
is

fact
su

g
g
est

ab
o
u

t
th

e
PQ

’s

frr.
co

n
cern

s
reg

ard
in

g
th

e
resu

lts
of

th
e

referen
d
u

m
?

I

E
v

i
d

e
n

c
e

8
.1

4
4
k

I 2Y
Increases

Pow
erof

Provincial G
overnm

ent

I
‘E

v
id

e
n
c
e

8
.1

6

3
%

.
unteered)

E
v

id
e
n

c
e

8
.1

5r
Polling

C
anadian

A
ttitudes,N

ovem
ber-_D

ecem
ber

1990
anadians

willing
to

letQuebecgo:Poll

The
C

harlottetow
n

Accord

W
hat

w
ere

som
e

of
the

unintended
consequences
of

the
referendum
for

Q
uebec

and
C

anada?

rn

you
ag

ree
w

ith
th

e
resu

lts

E
v
id

e
n
c
e

8.1

In
resp

o
n

se
to

the
failure

of
the

M
eech

L
ake

A
ccord,

M
uironey

ap
p
o
in

ted
a

C
itizen’s

F
orum

on
C

anada’s
F

uture.
T

his
co

m
m

issio
n

found
th

at
C

anadians
w

ere
furious

w
ith

their
prim

e
m

in
ister

arid
p
rem

iers
over

their
secret

backroom
deals.

T
he

next
attem

p
t

to
get

Q
uebec’s

p
articip

atio
n

in
the

co
n
stitu

tio
n

w
as

the
C

harlottetow
n

A
ccord.

N
ine

p
rem

iers
(less

Q
uebec’s

L
iberal

P
rem

ier
R

obert
B

ourassa,
w

ho
b
o
y
co

tted
the

m
eetings)

and
P

rim
e

M
inister

M
uironey

m
et

in
C

h
arlo

tte
tow

n,
PEI

in
A

ugust
1992.

In
ad

d
itio

n
to

recognizing
A

boriginal
self-governm

ent
in

principle,
the

C
harlottetow

n
A

ccord
in

clu
d
ed

the
com

ponents
outlined

in
E

vidence
8.16.
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