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SUMMARY

The process foilowed in the original thirteen states when ratifying the new
American Constitution during the period 1787-90 indicates some remarkable
similarities to the strategies and actions employed in the current Meech Lake
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PARALLEL ACCORDS: THE AMERICAN PRECEDENT

1. INTRODUCTION

The debate over the Meech Lake Accord has become increasingly polarized
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of the unanimity of the First Ministers.and because of the support given to it
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existing Articles of Confederation, which it was argued was more consistent
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omission of a bill of rights incessantly as proof that a conspiracy was afoot to
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strategic concerns appeared. The Antifederalist strategy was to call for a second
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ratification of the proposed amendments While several states rejected the first
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3. RATIFICATION BY THE STATES, 1787-90
3.1. The Issues

The Confederation Congress did not spell out in precise detail how the Consti-
tutional document should be ratified by the various states, specifying only that
it be submitted “t0 a convention of delegates chosen in each state by the people
thereof”.>! Beyond this rather vague condition, the exact manner by which the
states chose to ratify the Constitution was left in the hands of their legislatures.
With the sole exception of independent-minded Rhode Island, the general
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Among several overviews of the ratification precess two important works
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PENNSYLVANIA
| Botified 12.Nerember L7RT (415-23)
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CONNECTICUT
Ratified 9 January 1788 (128-40)
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lous state in the Union, it was widely assumed that a failure to ratify the
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seriously. One week after the letter appeared in the press, John Avery, Secretary
of the Commonwealth, was noting that:
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resolution along with the Constitution that would “carry forth the spirit of the
Boston resolves without disturbing friends of the Constitution”.”

South Carolina Antifederalists, while outnumbered, attempted to heighten
regional concerns among the delegates by portraying the Constitution as an
aitack hv_porthern gnii-slave interests upon the south. In ceneral. it was their
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From the beginning of the process; New Hampshire Federalists demonstrated
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In the end, the New Hampshire Federalists were successful for several
reasons. First, they had a program that included contingency plans in case their
quest for ratification went wrong. At the Exeter Convention, they were able to
stave off a negative vote and adjourn the Convention while giving them time
to regroup and plan another strategy Second they demonstrated a ﬂextbﬂlty in
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With the establlshment of the new Government of the United States in Apnl
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new U.S. Constitution. In the original American process of constitutional
adoption, only 9 of the 13 states was required for ratification of the document.
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Senate for further consideration; however, the Senate action taken in April of
the next year was to pass an amended version of Meech Lake, with Senators
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mier Wells’ position of insisting upon changes to the original text as a conditjon

Hij'ratiﬁcation in affert ranracants a ateailom oo -t -
Wb




S P AR »







62 Parallel Accords: The American Precedert

Straightforward ratification would involve the passage by the remaining prov-
inces of the Constitution Amendment, 1987 by the June 1990 deadline without
consideration of any revisions to the existing text or agreement on a possible
w1 i wegdarg ~agns gandne(etion. Thisams the ovaness adwnvated hidhe
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delicate compromises which resulted in agreement at Philadelphia would be
almost impossible to replicate at a second convention,
In the Canadian context, such fears have not gone unexpressed. The impli-

cations of renegotlatlon were addressed by Dr. Peter Meekison, a longtime
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setts, Virginia and New York, Antifederalists became sufficiently convinced
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Constitution was formally adopted. Consequent!y, they were w:ihng to proceed

— PR S—— L — ] I -

- ne 3 L DU N — T e Al v - A e b
—

- i,mf-uwm

—




Parallel Accords: The American Precedent 67

6. CONCLUSIONS

As noted in the introduction and at various points in this study, there were
significant differences in the conditions and context of the ratification processes
of the new Constitution in the United States 1787-90 and of the Meech Lake
Accord in Canada 1987-90, exactly 200 years later. Perhaps the two most
significant procedural differences were: first, the fact that the former related to
the adoption of a new constitution and the latter to the amendment of ap existine
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support. But just as the American Federalists came to support and advocate
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