~ Under-Secretary Poarson concurred with those opinions'when in
sending them ﬁo the Secretary, louis St. Laurent, he noﬁéo that ".;;the
prevailing Amerioan confusion and ignorance as to our world place and
independence are deepened and the whole Cormonwealth position'is obscﬁred
by repreoentation which is not»inraccordance with presént day faots.ﬁzl

Even after sevoral oonsulates had been sét uo'in 1952, suoh

thinking in the Deportment>was cause to urge the eﬁpéhsion of the consular
system. Hector Allard of the Consular Dirision reported to the'Unoer-
Secretary after a tour of the Uhited States that the Americans were very
1nterested in uanada, and W1111ng to be 1nformed but the degree of |
Amerloan ignorance about Canada was "astoundlng. 22

Both before and after the war, officials also beiieved, with

good reason, that an expansion of a Canadian consular system in the U.3.

consulates would éooh be encumbered with a large amount of work to perform.

The Trade Cormissioner in Hew York reported that prior to thé‘establishment
of the uonsuiaurGéneral he already wasbperforming\oonéular duties inrolving
stranded uanadlans, immigration, succession duty, 1nformatlon, and the
issuance of labour permits., 23 Likewise, the Comm1331oner of the Los
Angeles office reported in 1942 that he was called upon to perform many
tasks associated hore with a consulate than with a trade commission, and
that the volume of consular and trade business staggered the ability of
his staff to cope;zh The Consul General in New York, Hugh Day Scully,
reported in 1944 ﬁhat he believed the opening of Canadian conoulates in
the United States would multiply by many times the number of inquiries
formerly handled by British consulates on behalfof Canada.2” Scully

emphasized that tﬁé nature of the business would not be strictly consular
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