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HOLMESTED BLAKE & COMPANY, LIMITED

AND AT

HILL COVE, SOUTHERNHAY,
FALKLAND ISLANDS CAVENDISH ROAD,
WEYBRIDGE,
SURREY.
Sir, 23rd March, 1943,

In August, 1940 the Falkland Islands Company shipped on our
behalf, per s.s. WLAFONIA" from Liverpool to Port Stanley, 6 Romney
Marsh Rams which had been bred by ur. Clifford Nicholson of
Willoughton Manor, Near Linceln., Mr. WNichnolson is a well-known breeder
of pedigree sheep and has a considerable export business.

The rams arrived Liverpool 28th August, 1940, were examined and
passed by a Veterinary Officer and put on board without delay. Vessel
sailed on 31lst August, called -at St. Vincent and Montevideo arriving
Port Stanley Yta QOctober where the animals were placed in cuarantine

8th idem.

.~
v o
#:,J} One died on the voyage out and another shortly after landing

o
p'1

" “ 1nto ouarantlae - believed due to pneumonia.

/.-f—
V‘ v””gf ! Whilst in guarantine and within one month from landing one
il

pdevéloned a skin affection said by the Falkland Islands Agricultural

g Wv:/Department to be #ycotic Dermatitis.

*ﬁ/

Pﬂi;“// Agricultural Department issued a certificate stating that it has been

This ram was kept in guarantine and on 7th May, 1941 the

The Honourable /condemned
The Colonial BSecretary,
Port Stanley,
Falkland Islands.
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.condemned as suffering from Mycotic Dermatitis. On making further
enguiries we find that it was not then destroyed but kept at the
Quarantine Station and experimented on by the Agricultural Department;

.“it was ultimately destroyed early in 1942. Incidentally wie understand
that the Colonial Manager, Falkland Islands Company, expressed his
desire to see it on several occasions but this was not convenient and
he was never enabled to do so.

As we were not satisfied with the diagnosis we decided to pursue
the matter further and put two gueries before the Cooper Tecnnical
Bureau
1. TIs jiycotic Dermatitis prevalent in England?

2. Is it possible that the skin would not show any sign even if the
sheep had Mycotic Dermetitis?

to which they replied on 9th March, 1942 -

"Tn reply to the questions that you raise in your letter of the

"6th March:

1. So far as our experience goes, mycotic dermatitis is very rare
" in Great Britain. We have had one or two specimens of abnormal
Usheepskin and fleece submitted to us, showing bacterial staining

" and crusts, which we have considered to be cases of mycotic

n dermatitis.

W We cannot remember ever to have ssen a reference to the

" occurence of mycotic dermatitis in Great Britain in the

n veterinary literature.

n2. Had the sheep in guestion recently suffered fram mycoctic
" dermatitis, we would expect to find some evidence on the
1 skin in the form of thickening and corrugation.

" Had the sheep been suffering from mycotic dermatitis at

" the time of embarkation from Liverpocl, it is in the

" highest degree unlikely that the condition would have

1" escaped the notice of the veterinary officer.

n It would also seem improbable that mycotic dermatitis

" could develop in the course of a voyage of little more
n than 5 weeks unless the sheep were transported under
tsuch conditions that their fleeces and skins were constantly wet.
n There is the possibility that the conditions during the
n voyage were such that the sheep developed some abnormal
n skin condition which the Falkland Islands authority

n certified as being mycotic dermatitis.

1 Should you receive a specimen of the skin, we would be
1 interested to see it.m"

/e
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. Tle therefore decided to have the skin and fleeces sent Home for

expert examination and this was done. We understand that when the
Falkland Islands Agricultural Department were advised of our desire the¥
expressed the view that U"the skin will not show anytining but the fleece
will justify the condemnation of the animal!"., The skin and fleeces
arrived in September, 1942 and were submitted to the Cooper Technical
Bureau for examination and report.
They reported on 29th October last -

"Some days ago we received a case containing a dried sheepskin

"and two fleeces, which you inform us were shipped from the

tralkland Islands by Messrs. Houlder Bros.

e have made a careful examination of both skin and fleeces and

"have failed to 7ind the slightest evidence of mycotic dermatitis.

"The wool is rather dirty but, in our judgment, there is nothing

"wrong with its quality.

e would suggest that you might submit the two fleeces for

lexXpert opinion, either to the Bradferd Tecnaical College, or {9

"the Wogl Industries Research Asscciation, Torringdon, Headingley,
"Leeds O.

"There is something queer about the adverse report of the veterinary
"authorities in the Falkland Islands."

We then arranged for the Bradford Technical College to examine and
report and we attach copy of their report dated 11lth February, 1943
(together with copy of covering letter dated 15th idem from the Cooper
Technical Bureau}. We specially draw your attention to paragraph 8 -
"The wool does not show any signs of having come from a sheep suffering
"from a skin disease", which emphasises that no trace of skin disease
could be found, and to paragraph 11 -

"Repecting the better fleeces both the Wool Control Appraisers and
tourselves agree that it is an ideal type and egual to the best of thisg
"type of wool in all respects." This reference to the very high quality
of the fleece confirms and strengthens our view that the loss o%?gerviceg

of what was undoubtedly an exceptional ram is most serious.

/The
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. The iamportation of stud sheep into the Colony has been increasingly
diffienlt since war broke out and you will appreciate that not only have
we been deprived of the ram'!s services to our flocks but there is a time
lag which cannot possibly be overtaken even if the ram could be replaced

We hold that the opinion given by the Cooper Technical Bureau in
their letters of 9th sarch, 1942 and 15th February, 1947, and the
Bradford Technical College's report dated 1lth February, 1943 prove
conclusively that the Falkland Islands Agricultural Depertment's
diagnosis of Mycotic Dermatitis was wrong and that there can be no
reasonable doubt a grave error of judgment hags been made by this
Department of the falkland Islands Government, which has deprived us of
the use of a costly ram the value of whose stud services to ocur flocks

cannot be estimated and for which there can be no adecuate redress.

We do, however, submit that we are entitled to claim compensation

, for the actual expenses incurred by us in purchasing, shipping out and

whilst in quarantine which amount to £86. 18. 11. (details attached).
We are therefore reguesting the Colonial #anager, Falkland Islands
Company, to submit this letter to you on our behalf and beg that we may
be favoured with an early reply which kindly send to him.
VWie are, Sir,
Your obedient Servants,
Tor HOLMESTED, BLAKF & CONPANY, LTD.

Rl Blavks

Chairman.
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First cost

1/6th of Shipping FExpenses

1/4th of Port Stanley expenses
Telegram and eXpenses re sending

skin and fleeces Home

HOLMESTED, BLAXE & CO., LTD.
"SOUTHERNHAY",

CAVENDISH ROAD,

WEYBRIDGE, SURREY.

23rd March, 194%.
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In reply please quote MNo. 25?6,

TECHNICATL COLLEGE k;ijgy
B O RS 1

- CORY.
-
' BRAD

FOR A TATeSE R, SCTU RN SY P TN G e A BeOe I A, O T 8k
REPORT on TWO ROMMEY MARSH FLEECES FROM FALXLAND ISLANDS.

SUBMITTED by THE COOPER TECHNNICAL BUREAU,
BERKIIAMSTED, HERTS.

NATURE OF TEST TC WHICH FLEECES HAVE BEEN SUBMITTED:

We have examined the two fleeces sent to us and in doing so
have had the assistance of two of the appraisers from the ool
Control. One of them has had considerable experience in judging this
type of wool, having purchased very large gquantities for one of the
Bradford houses who specialise in Falkland Islands wools,

The two fleeces came to us packed in one bag without any
identification marks, but we are assuming that the better fleece
is the one which was shorn last..

Both the Wool Control experts and ourselves can hardly credit
that two fleeces of such different characteristiecs and 'get-up!
should have ccme from the same animal.

They both agree, and we support their contention, that the colour
of the first fleece is its worst Teature and that although it shows
some signs of tenderness, about lz to 2 inches from the tip, it
cannot be considered unduly tender. Slight tenderness is often
found in this eclass of wool.

In their opinion, the bad colour of the wool has reduced its
value by at least 25 per cent. They suggest that the type of dip
employed may, to a large extent, be responsible for this discolouratio;
They both agree that it is a defect which frequently occurs in both
English and Colonial wools and is often attributable to the dip
employed not having been used according to the instructions supplied
by the manufacturer.

The colour is permanent and cannot be removed by scouring as is
evidenced by the scoured sample which accompanies this report.

With respect to the processing properties, the slight tenderness
will result in a reduced tear of 'top' te 'neil'!, ‘but, apart from this
we cannot Toresee any difficulty likely to occur during proceéssing.

The wool does not show any signs of having come from a sheep
suffering from a skin disease.

One feature of the colour is that staples shade from a pale
orange at the tip to almost pure white at the root. This suggests
that the sheep has had several dippings whilst the wool was of a
good length. We should be interested to know if this is the case.

; The lack of information as to the history of the sheep, number
of shearings, ete., has somewhat increased our difficulties in
reporting on the fleeces.

Respecting the better fleece, both the Wool Control Appraisers
and ourselves agree that it is an ideal type and equal to the best
of this type of wool in a2ll respects.

We are holding the fleeces and await your instructions as to
their disposal.
SIGHED V/.BE. KING
Head of the Department.

11th Iebruary, 1943,
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"<" THE COOFER : TECINICAL ~BUREAU
BERITIALISTED , HERTS, 15th February, 1943

S e have this morning received the report of the Dradrord
iecianNical College on the -two Romney fleeces sent from the Falkland Islands.

Ve enclose a copy of this report, also samnles of the scoured
W00l from the two flecces.

You will see that the Bradford wool experts confirn the view
which we expressed in our letter to you dated the 294h October, 1942, viz.,
that the fleeces showed no evidence - of having come from a sheep suffering
from a skin disecase.

We nave no hesitation in affirmaing that the animal frem whicn
| (&
| these fleeces were derived was hot surfering from nycotic dermatitis.

The staining of one oif the fleeces is certainly due to the use
of a bloom sheep dip. Bloom dips contain dyes which impart a colour to the
wool, which is considered by many sheep-breeders Lo enhance the agpearance
of the sheep.

llesers. Cooper, lichougall & Robertson produce bloom dips, but
eXport no bloom dips to the Falkland Islands. We have no information as to
wether the ram in guestion was ever dipped in the Palkland Islands.

From the information Ifurnished in your letter to us, dated the
th llarch, 1942, we would infer that the. ram was siorn twice after its
arrival in the Fallkland Islands.

It is mossible that the bloom divp was used snortly before the
rail vas shipped fror Liverpool. The bloom staining affects the outer part
orf the staple only; the inner portion of the flecce is not stained., This
indicates that some months elapsed befween dipping and shearing.’ The
unstained portion of the stanle revresents the growth of wool after dipping
which, naturally, would .show no stain. '

‘"he unstained fleece is preswmably that of a later shearing and
atiows no dip stain.

The general result of the investigation indicates that the
veterinary officer of the Falkland Islands Department of agriculture was
gyrong in certifying that the ram in question was affected with mycotic
lermatitis.

Pp. THE COOPER TECIIIICAL BUREAU.



MINUTE.
No.
28th May 3.
Lyrom To The Honourable,
Director of Agriculture.
"Bkt 3o XN oA Jex RATO MER XK The Colonial Secretary,
Stanley, Falkland Tslands. Stanley.
Hereunder is the report you requested concerning M.P. C/L/L3
Red 1.

Mo claim against this Government can succeed, as we DOSSESS
a specimen of the crust in the wool taken from the stained fleece
which is mentioned in Holmested, Blake & Co's letter. Any wool
expert could identify our specimens as coming from the fleeces in
guestion. This sample proves the accuracy of the diagnosis of
Mycotic Dermatitis, a term which we explained in the letter covering
the certificate of death.

The above statement is to my mind & complete answer to
Holmested, Blake & Co's letter.

In view of the statement in Holmested,Rlake & Co's letter,
to wit, " we holdees....... that the Falkland Island Agricultural
Department's diagnosis of Mycotic Dermatitis was wrong and that there
can be no reascnable doubt that a grave error of Jjudgment has been
mades....." I consider an apology is due or that proceedings for
unwarranted and unjustifiable defamation should be taken.

The following points have a bearing on this case :-

(1) Efficient quarantine does not permit for inspection of
animals in cuarantine by members of the public or by the
igporter and there can be no obligation to permit anyone
to view animals in quarantine. The whole responsibility
for efficient guarantine lies with the Director of Agriculture.

(2) The skin and flececes were released to the kanager or the
Falkland Island Co. who requested them "for insurance purposes'.
It would be interesting to learn how these items snd part of our
letter to the manager of the Falkland Island Co. whom we believed -
to be acting for Insurance Co. came into the hands of Holmesteq
and Blake.
(j}igermatitis is a disease concerning which there can be no
4 reasonable doubt. =4,0n the sheep in question the scab extendegd
’ from one flank across the loin and down to the other flank ang
varied from 2 ins.to 9 ins. in width. There was no wool growing
on the major portion of the scab and consequently the only evidénc.
of infection that the wool would show would be the break in
the continuity of the wool. Small amounts of scab were
apparent in the wool about the margins of the lesion.ed
The amazing conckdt of a man who because he fails to Observe
evidence of Dermatitis in wool "has no hesitation in
affirming that the animals from which these fleeces were derived
was not suffering from mycotic dermatitis" is bevond comp-



comprehension, especially in view of the fact that the animal
was condemned in quarantine by responsible highly trained and
widely experienced Government Officers. In this connection

I would remind you and others that negative evidence never proves

anything.

(4) For your information, the Agricultural degree which I took in
New Zealand includes two years study of Veterinary Anatony and
Veterinary Medicine, and though I do not claim to Xbe a gualified
veterinarian, I have no doubt of my ability to diagnose such
diseases as we have so far intercepted in quarantine or encountered
in the Falkland Islands.
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5th June, L3,
ISEETR
I have the bonour to refer te your letter doted the 3rd
\/' ilereh, 10L3, which was heonged to me by the Janager, Falklend
@&’) I=lends Cemp®ny, on the 274h Moy, on the mubjesct ef a ram
.
i destroyed in guerantine,
2. Thia Government stasnde behiond whe actions and reports
of ite cwa efficers and eanpnot wdmit any 1lzbility.
I Iwive the honour to be,
a1z,
Your ovedicent servant,
K. G BRADLEY
Colonial Secrctary.
Chairman,

liessrs Holmested Blake and Co., Ltd.,
southermhay, c"’o’}u/ é_H Kﬂblﬁ—?"ﬂ't :
Cavendich Rozd, 77
Veybridge, Surrey, 235
IHGL.AID, e
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Hon.Col.3ec. Hor your information.

. 13th Senteniber 19)3.
I'rom To
The Falkland Island CO.Ltd. The Stock Inspector,
2tanley. Stanley.

Dear Sir,

We 8hall be obliged if you will supply us with the
history and treatment offi llr Blaks's ram from the date of arrival
to the date of condemnation; =also giving us the nunmber of times
the animal was dipped and naming the dips used.

An early eeply will oblige.

1L &g
B 4
Your obedient servant,

(sznd) D.W.Roberts,
Y L% ] /

ilanager.



Hon.Col.S8ec. For your information. (5;5

(L eepy]
&

20th September 1943.

The Llanager,

Palkland Island Col Ltd.

Near Sir,
‘e are in recelipt of your memorandum of' the
13th inst concerning lir. Blake's ram. e regret

that we are not prenared to pursue this imtter

ffurther.

Yours faithfully,

Director of Agriculture.
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DECODE. \/

G" TnCo

TELEGRAM.

From His. Hxeellenecy. the Governor. ..

To  Secretory of btate for the Colonics.
.P, Nos. 23/hlts
S/U/U3.

Despatched : 2954 Lprily 19 ; ‘Wi Timels D istass

Received: e ewa C N T R ] 19 l--Timg: Seosny

Hoe 11%e Your telegram lo. 104 of the 17th April.

2« Ho (&) no claim has yet heen made by the Falkland Islends
Company in respect of the five rams referrcecd to in paragraph 10 of the
nemoranduwn enclosu?s fos 2 to oy despateh liod 30. If & reasonable
cleim is suwnsitted I agree thot it should be paid.

5« The 286 = 41¢ - 141d was not claimed by the Falkland Islands
Compeny but by iiessrs Holmstead Dlake and Uompary in respect of one ran
imported in lizy 1941 which died in guurantine. Tnis case is referred
to in varagraphs 2 -~ 9 of the memorandw: enclosure lo. 1 to my despatch
Hoe. 30. we have refused to entertain this claim as the Agriculturel
Department holds specimens as definite (R) definite evidence that 1%
died of liycotic Dermatitis and not of dip poisoning.

GOVILRITOR.
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No. 75e TELEGRAM.

From Secretary of State for the Colonies.

To _His Excellency the Governor.

Despatched : 11th lay, 1945  Time: 1415,

Received : 12th liay, 1945, Timer - L lOEEe

No. 140. Your telegram-No. 113, I agree that a reasonable claim
~ by the Falkland Islands Company in respect of 5 rems should be paid.
.-////'They have bee?/§9’informed.

2. 1 am agdvised that evidence of mycotic dermatitis would not
be acceptable to a court in the case of 1 ram imported by liemBrs.
Holmstead Blake & Company and that severity of infection would be in
question in death of this disease. In these circumstances I consider
it unwise to risk being unable to substantiate a diagnosis and that
the sum of £86. 18s. 141d. should be paid to the Company.

SECRETARY OF BSTATE.




':.'-1, AN rﬁe !- G
By Mossra

rcapees

\/A / I BEve hha RiPN E
[}J e AT
=} 0 L wibbia Lddlaio Lo O
x &

ol e pens Sonc amed

T - 71 e . vy
2 d rESelReCls TRl "k

ng s definidte
‘f““;:_‘u}.*.l : Thisc

P2 ‘1‘.‘, l'.{}r Gl S -'.a.-.,;.lu'-

rizem?

ol L-Lk Wl th e AT @O TLCAE

et Tac- vowm Ga

3 surfering
> SO PRI & At .-_)'
:_-:.J LG - , ‘ . s,:t:.ts o i?“.'.
k2 AT i : i L AfL ; DI o abo i _':.'\ueb!' I“.‘Dl
ok R af 190, ) . L ' namal heviag
@A/’(Dl arbumlly dlsé oo Hhe Uisouse.
IXL( Ko
Bl -

%, -, 2 F o I T =t ds iy e -

J. The Dimsotor of Agriculiure alsg staies af
Pallame

T BT e

Acee in udes L;Lo_:". b seab O"t ended
Ufopmn oene Ilani: ccioss the Lloh and dowan te the
Tather Tienk and varicd from 2 ias. Lo 9 L8, in
5 Myidtin Thers wag uwo woold grouing on the maJaI-*
SHn RIWYE HOROCURLDLE ; nortion,
Dn .i.‘ﬁo Ga E" % -.-'Il-dd..’ i:( {;- ) :--0-]' 23
S EsmrEsErA Ter AT nama DAD PG AL ONTRS

“{)n Aly e

[F R Y







DECODE. ; gj
X 22U, TELEGRADM. (

From ... Secretary of State. . . .

To. . His dxcellency the Governor.
Despatched : August 5th 19 U5 Ttme : 1700
Receved : August 9th 19 L5 Time : 1030

294 Your despatch 39. Cleims by Holmsted Blake & Coy.
ATter further consideration by riy advisers of technical evidence

N\
Qﬁﬁ“/ subiiitted I remain of the opinion that the clai.. should be met in full.

Secretary of State.



¢/ . —
/ /U3 é 0 ,,r"

*
14th August, L5,
Gentlemen,
I shall be grateful if you will »nay to
Holmested Blake & Company, Limlted,
Southernhay,
Cavendish Road,
YWeybridge,
Surrey,
the sum of £86. 188, 11d. and debit our General Account.
2. This is px gratis naoyment in respect of one ram
condemed and zlesughtered in quarantine.
I have the honour to be,
Gentlemen,
Your obedient servant,
The Crown Agents for the Colonies, 16 G BRADLEY
L, Millbank, ¢ Ju

Viestminster, Colonial fSeccret 5
London, S.%. 1. 0
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Wish raferense b your lobtige of the I9nd Mareh, 19435, I

A7 wi divected by s Exeellancy te indomm you that the Crown
PELEL
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"-S,l"g
The Chairaun, :
Meanns. Molmested Flake & Coe s L, Your guediant seosvani,
GeuBheTndy . . K. GLBRa Dby
vuvendisl Saad,
sayurldge, selanind Heoretely.
SRy, i
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Your Excellency,

I have discussed the Holmsted & Blake claim
very thoroughly with the Director of Agriculture. I am afraid
we misled the Secretary of State in the last sentence of (]3)-@&)
The ram did not die of the disease - which is not normally
fatal. It was Eaﬁseluently condemned with the oral agreement
ol Mr. Harding, as being useless and undesirable because of
the disease. There really does not seem to be a shadew of a
claim and in fairness to Dr. Gibbs professionally, I think we
nmust return to the chuarge,

2, If we let a farmer get away with a claim like this
we not only lncrease the ammunition of the famiers in their
campaign against Dr. Gibbs and his department, but we let hulm
dovm and canncot expect him or his successor to take any of the
risks which are inherent in proper quarantining. quﬁrgégfaﬁ{hh

3. Incidentally, the other case ol 5 rams belonging to the
¥.1.C., would also probably Tfail in a court. Wle are accused
of killing them because of our method of dinping, Since then
Dr. Gibbs has tried hard to kill two other lots of sheep by the
same nrocess and they have survived even more drastic treatment.
That matter scems to be settled, hut for the reasons given in
paragrapn 2 above any payment we make should be "ex gratia!
and no ligbility admitted.

Gsspatch, Ne. 39 o 8. ouE Ba  ©RF iy S
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