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would be better to cover the central border regions
from a post further back from which representation
over a wider area wou%i be easier. I personally had
in mind Cleveland....

Such sentiments were reiterated in a 1950 feiiew'of the consular

- system which remafkad that all choices of location éxcept Detroit were

justified.72 The feeling grew to the point that in 1951 the administra-

tion of the post was turned over to the Department of Trade and Commerce. >

With the appointment of B.C. Butler as Consul and Trade Commis-
sioner, the character of the post changed. Butlef told the Consular
Conference in 1952 that the majof objective of his office was trade promo-
tion, and a report delivered ih 1954 confirmed that Detroit spent a much
larger probortion of its time on basic selling work and tried to aid Cana-
dian manufacturers ﬁore actively in a much more aggreésiﬁely comﬁercial
fashion than previélisly.74 o

In his 1947 report, Chance recognized that the amount of work
performed for Canada'by Britain in California had been greatly exaggera-
ted, but nonetheleéé, recommended a Consulate General in San FranciSco:for
the following reasohs:

(1) Canadian rebresentation was needed on the West

Coast, and the leading city of San Francisco was the

best choice.

(2) Great Britain and Australia both maintained

ConsulatesiGeneral in that city.

(3) The'ébviousiy large amount of representational

work for an officer to perform.

(4) Moré vigorous trade promotion in that area could

be undertékan-by a junior trade officer and vice consul

under the direction of the senior officer in Los Angeles.75
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