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Ag. C.S.
Short draft memo to cover Dr. Cox’ paper for Exco on
proposed. Epidemiological survey to detect Hydatidosis
•^or consideration pse?

Ag. A. S.
18.5.76
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Mr. Kerr now has a cogy of Mr. Whitley’s booklet on the hydatid
worm for proofing. "

C.S.

Re Mr. Kerr’s letter at 174* There seems to be some difference
about the number of copies required - I am inclined to think that
500 would be adequate, certainly not more than 750?

There is also the question of the Spanish translation. It seems to
be a question of balancing the cost of translation and production
(printing and proofing etc.) against probable usefulness. I think
the Spanish version could be very useful, particularly in the Camp
where there is an increasing number of Chilean workers.

as suggested in your letter to
We need to consider effective distribution of the booklet and some
kind of pre-release PR exercise
Mr. Kerr (169)?

S9.76
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'^AS^(Mr Browning)

Will you please see Mr Whitley and. gently educate him about the
correct procedure for obtaining funds, and also about the presenta
tion of papers to ExCo.

2. In this latter respect it is always best for the officer concerned
to submit a draft ExCo paper, particularly on highly technical matters.

3- I have already seen Whitley once before about this general matter
before I saw his letter. I have asked him to submit a brief “link”
note which we can use to relate the highly technical requirements of
his letter.to Mr Miller to the draft Order which he and the Hydatids
Committee have prepared. He was unaware of the Administrati^Instruc
tions already promulgated, and I gave him copies of these.

4. In brief, although Mr Whitley intends to be helpful, I am sure,
it is essential we have a rather more developed paper to submit to
ExCo if anything material is to emerge from it. We don’t wish to
find ourselves in the situation that has occurred so often in the past,
where we amend legislation repeatedly only to-, finish up with something
that is ignored.

5. One of the most important aspects, of course, is the amount Govern
ment may have to vote for the use of Droneit in place of Scolaban, and
it would be helpful if he could clarify this for us.

6. I should also like to show this to Mrs Rosser as an indication of
the burden Technical experts can impose on the Administration.

7. The draft Order is I believe, on the Dogs Policy file.



CjS.,

Bayers have now replied by telegram (at p. 212)
to our letter of 22.12.76 (at p. 205).

^he rate of exchange is DMU.01 = £1. The cost of
trie drug therefore works out at about £8*75 per 50 tabs.
3. I have discussed, the question of control campaign
quantities with the V.O. and we recommend -

1st year 20,000 tablets
2nd year 13,500 tablets Z -
3rd year 13,500 tablets
hth year 13,500 tablets

U- There are about 850 dogs in the Colony (in actual
fact 15 - 20 fewer than that, but we used that figure in
our calculations), and at 2 tablets per dog, v/e would need
1,700 tablets at each dosing. At 6 weekly intervals,
i.e.  8 dosings a year, we would require 13,600 tablets
annually. The amounts set out in para 3« would give us
some six months supply of the drug on hand at any given
time.
5. The manufacturers await our final confirmation
before supplying the drug.
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Pages 220/A/B/C, 229, arid 234.
The Chairman of the Hydatids Committee and
v eterinary Offic er rec ommend tha t we ac cjuire
of the sets of slides. From the information

it appears that the total
0.

2o
the
two
available on this file
cost would be about £2'

• -- "the advice of Messrs Miller and ’.yhitley is
accepted (and I would suggest that it is), then I
will ask the O/i.C Agric to submit an AISE if he does
not have sufficient funds on the appropriate vote.

,!b-
lh.h.77
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c^s.,
(235) The ExCo decision to switch to

Droncit is at p. 200A. An Inf ZxCo Hemo is
filed at (217)*, it concludes "the use of Droncit
will therefore be implenfented on an appropriate
date on advice from the Veterinary Officer in
consultation with the Officer in Charge, Agricul
tural Department". ExCo noted the Memorandum on
15th March 1977-
2. I understand that 3 FC has now written-off the
cost of • the Scolabah which have.on:hand.
3. Inform the V<Co in renl;- to (235) that the
use of Drone it may be implemented or: a date chosen
•by him- in agreement with .CiC .Agric pl?

; * 77
Yes , SFC has written it off and the V'/O'f should implement
as soon as possible.

•tac.~s.
J 2-5-T1

36

May we have a new volume please.

2-5-77

Registry
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From: ...Qffiper_.jjji Charge of Police*
 STANLEY. 

Stanley, Falkland Islands.

Subject
Tapeworm Eradication (Dogs) Qreder 1970

The .Colonial.. Secret ary.
isO^

^160/43/1,

ance to this memo-'
X|Um the above

number and date
i°uld be quoted.

MEiVLOJgANDUM
\vAht^CF.iE/^i
K'v 23 rd, April,

^z3AP liy/j \o

During a recent visit to Darwin School on Saturday 17th April 197^ >
I had occasion to pass through Darwin Harbour paddocks, situated about 700
yards north west of the School. Stacked in heaps along the hillside I saw
the carcaes of hundreds of sheep, all had been skinned, and appeared to
hate been killed no longer than one week previous to my visit. I counted
the heaps which totalled eight.

On the Friday afternoon and again on Saturday morning, I visited
Goose Green, and saw that a large number of dogs were running loose around
the Settlement.

Today I was having a conversation with Hrs Davis, from New Island,
who told me that when sheep are killed on the Island the carcases are
dumped over the jetty or the high cliffs. 'Then I pointed out to her that
they should comply with the law, she inferred that a number of other Farms
were not obeying the instructions either, and if I wanted proof I should
take a. trip on the aircraft and see for myself.

I feel very concerned about the attitude of people who
to ignore the law in this manner, with little or no thought for
sequences which could result^-

Officer in Charge
Falkland Islands Police Force.

are prepared
the con-



Draft

Citation and
commencement •

Amendment of
rule 3.
(Vol. II p.181)

HB.

DOG-S ORDINANCE.
(Chapter 21)

DOG-S (AMENDMENT RULES 1972.

G- Q C*

No. of 1972.

Governor.

In exercise of the powers conferred by section 13 of the Dogs
Ordinance, the Governor in Council has made the following rules-

1. These rules may be cited as the Dogs (Amendment) Rules 1972,
and shall come into operation of the day of 197 •

2. Rule^ 3 of the Dogs Rules is amended by the (deletion of the
words “one pound" and the substitution therefor of the following-

"one pound fifty pence".

Made by the governor in Council this day of 1972.

Clerk of Councils.



CONFIDENTIAL
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL

No. 5^/72

Raising _of JLiconce Feos

Dogs (■/xiond.-aont) Rules

“Zild Znirjuls and Birds (Export) (Amendment) Regulations

iJi r o 1 e s s Telo graphy (/xiendinent) Regul at ions

Memorandum the Colonial Secretary

Among th© revenue raising mutters discussed in the Select
Committee of the Estimates were proposals to:-

(a) increase the licence foe for a dog from £1.00
to £1.50 per annum;

(b) increase the export tax on elephant seals
from £150 to £200 and on ’’all other penguins”
from £15 to £25, and

(c) increase the licence fee for an amateur to
operate a wireless telegraphy station from
£1.50 to £5-00 per annum.

2. Honourable Members are asked to advise that
draft amending legislation be made.

the at t achcd

(T. H. Layng)
COLONIAL SECRBTART

Ref: 1125
2kth August 1972
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DOGS ORDINlTCD
(Chapter 21)

DOGS ( AJuBITDICENT ) RULES 1972

No. of 1972.

Governor

In exercise of the powers conferred by section
13 of the Dog's Ordinance, the Governor in Council
has made the following rules

Citation and
c ossionc eisent.

/Amendment of
rule 3.
(Vol. II p.181)

1. These rules may be cited as the Dogs
(Arendnient) Rules 1972, and shall cose into opera
tion of the day of 197 .

2. Rule 3 of the Dogs Rules is amended by the
deletion of the words ’’one pound” and the substi
tution therefor of the following

’’one pound fifty pence”.

Made by the Governor in Council this day of

1972.

CLER.1 OF' OCuHC~LS
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16O/Z13/1H

2nd September 72

Dear Sir,

Please refer to our conversation of some few days ago
when you were kind enough to draw my attention to the
provisions of the Dogs Ordinance.

2. Ths relevant provision reads (Section 9 of Cap. 21)

’’Any person who shall take any dog upon or across
any sheep station between the first day of August
and the last day of November of each year without
the permission of the owner or manager of such
station previously obtained shall commit an
offence”.

With regard to the sheep station situated in the area of
Moody Brook, , being Crown Land, I am advised that per
mission can be given either by Her Majesty’s representative
in the Colony or by the Manager of the station. With regard,
however, specifically to the Two Sisters (North Camp) road,
I am advised that this is a road within the meaning of the
Road Traffic Ordinance (Cap 60) and that therefore the Public,
their vehicles and their domestic animals have the right to
pass along it.

Yours faithfully,

(T. K. Layng)
COLONIAL SECRETARY

R. W. Hills, Esq.,
STANLEY.

IIRT.



AGR/10/4

EXTRACT FROM MINUTES OF EXECUTIVE COUNCIL MEETING NO, 5/72 HELD ON
6TH, 7TH AND 1 3TH SEPTEMBER, 1972

11. Raising of licence fees (Memo 54/72)

It was agreed that the following subsidiary legislation
be made:

Dogs (Amendment) Rules 1972
Wild Animals and Birds (EXport) (Amendment)
Regulations 1972
Wireless Telegraphy (Amendment) Regulations 1972

BA



6, Brisbane Road,
Stanley.

8th September, 1972*

Dear Sir,
Thank you Tnr vonr letter 160/43/HI of the

2nd September. I had considered the matter of our
conversation closed but your letter prompts me to
offer some explanation of my position.

I have managed Moody Valley Farm for some 20
years and on many occasions I have received requests
to permit working dogs to travel across the farm in
charge of the farm worker concerned. Such requests
have always received my consent but I am sure you
will appreciate that as a farmer I cannot allow the
unrestricted run of dogs on my farm particularly
during the lambing period.

Your letter indicates that I am not free to
control my farm as I would wish and that Her Majesty’s
representative within the Colony has right of sanction
of movement over the area which I lease. I am unaware
of this point and would be grateful for your explanation
accordingly.

I have no desire other than to be fair and reason
able but both my wife and I have a considerable invest
ment in Moody Valley Farm and I must know exactly where
we stand.

Yours faithfully,

R.W. Hills.

i - J I
i u
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AGR/10/4

16th September 72

Dear Sir,

Thank you for your letter of September 8th.

2. I an: afraid that the legislation in force in the Colony
makes it quite clear that for the purposes of the Dogs
Ordinance permission for transit across land can be given
either by the owner of the land or by the farm manager. In
the case of Crown Land, such as the.t leased by you at Moody
brook, this means that legally either the ueen’s Representative
in the Colony as owner of the land or you as manager of the
Sheep station can give permission.

3. You may care to discuss this with the Registrar of the
Supreme Court if you are unclear as to your position.

Yours faithfully

(T. H. Layng)
Ser COLONIAL SECRETARY

R. W. Hill9, Esq
6 Brisbane Road,
STANLEY.

HRT.



From: Chief Police Officer.

4th July 1 97;’

To: Ag. Cheef Secretary
Secretariat.
Stanley.

Sir,

Sub j e ct: Cont ravent? nn of S. 10, Dogs Order ,1970

T respectfully submit the following report for
your information. The report concerns the investing
ations on farms which were not complying with the law
relating to hydatid disease.

2. On Thursday 30th May 1974 Inspector Felton return
ed from North Arm after completing investigations into
firearm offences. It was stated by Inspector Felton,
that he had seen a number of dogs not under control^run
ning free. Mass slaughter of sheep was in progress and

dogs had easy access to the sites where the killing and
disposal of carcasses were being stacked. Tone of the
viscera had been removed.

3. On Friday 31st May 1974, on instruction from the
Chief Secretary, I visited North Arm, accompanied, by
Mr L. J. Halliday, Agricultural Officer. The Manager. Mr
Blake, was questioned, and the sites visited and inspect
ed. where the disposal and. killings had taken place.

4. The result of this investigation revealed that
requirements under the Tapeworm Eradication (Dogs) Order
1970, was not being complied with. The sheep were being
slaughtered and disposed of in large piles on a field
some i of a mile distance from the Settlement. The vis
cera was not being removed. Although I saw no dogs in
the vicinity, there was no doubt dogs could gain easy
access to the carcasses. The Manager admitted that he 
had often to reprimand employees who were neglectful in
control of their dogs which they allowed to roam on the
settlement greens. Viscera was in evidence on the fore
shore of the Settlement where the killing of beef had
been taking place the same day. The offal was.beinp’
removed seperatekjand put into drums, the rest of the
guts was thrown on the beach. The Manager explained
that he allowed the drums of offal to remain uncovered
After one or two weeks he would have the druma “mptiod
into the creek.



Page Two

5. A second farm, Goose Green, was visited and
inspection made, by Constable Card, on the 12th June
1974. He reported his findings and from these, it
was obvious that this farm was using the same practice
as North Arm.

6. A third farm, 'Qort San Carlos, was visited
by Constable Betts, on the 11 th June 1974* He saw
beef being slaughtered and the viscera thrown onto
the beach. There was however, no sign of dogs. They
were he was told, kept in wire enclosures, except
when required for work. I also visited this farm two
days later and saw no siqg of dogs. On the beach I
saw the carcass of a cow and dog. The viscera had
not been removed. Both had been dead for onljr a short
time.

7o There was evidence that certain requirements
were not being fully complied with. Carelessness by
the management was evident. They are very willing to
exercise the care necessary in preventing the spread
of this disease. Efforts at Goose Green are being
made to erect wire enclosures for the dogs. At North
Arm, plans are already made for pens to he built to
hold dogs.

8. Finally, I believe the visit by the Police
has had the desired effect of drawing attention to
the negligent©- on farms. Tn these particular cases
I would propose issuing an official caution, instead
of prosecuting. My opinion is that more can be achiev
ed by warning than in a prosecution this time. Tt is
my intention that the Police must nay frequent visits
to every farm and those who are not complying with
the law must be prosecuted. These visits should be
commenced as soon after the S. 0. A. meetings as possible

.-r-yj..
Superi ntendent.

cc. The Chairman,
Hydatids Committee,
Stanley.



AGR/10/4 10th I"?--

Chief Secretary Chier? i-'olico C<f 4 cer

Dors Order 1370

The Governor has ror?4 yon?? report tete-1 4 th July
1974 with interest nrd apronr that ro le.yo.1 action
should bo taken or f is occasion. I ■ uiderfrtend
that both he ana you will bo irsforrinr; to the
matter at the o0.'. mocti?-^ Inter te:’r. week.

• nr r<ce <lon.c,*i-r r.j.no r.sks fc?? yov.r ■'roernrr-.o
for visits to the Corp by your police of:3ioers to
be r?Emitted to him not later than the 19te July.

(a. Brouninr)
AG* CHI CRSTAgI

OB



MEMORANDUM
...... Date .....15^.11...1974

1 Cfeief Police Officer. To Ag. Chief Secretary,
Secretariat,
Stanley.

Dogs Order 197Q

Your memorandum of the 10th July refers.

2. I would propose that during the month of August,
Police officers should visit all main Island settlements,
and several of the smaller farms on the outer Islands. The
latter could be fitted in with aircraft schedules. These
first visits would establish a foundation to work on in the
future

3. Transport between farms poses a problem. I do not
know if the Managers would consent tomaking available a form
of transport to the next farm. If they were agreeable, it
would save considerable time and expense, and prevent any
inconvenience to the Air Service whose assistance we would
require otherwise. The Forrest is an alternative,but I feel
a great deal of time would be lost. It must be taken into
consideration, that one officer taken off normal duty means
alteration to the general routine, and additional duty for
other officers. This can be avoided if transport is on hand
and visits planned in accordance with day duty officers.

U* A further means of transport is by horse. There
are officers who enjoy riding. This would be a good way of
visiting the nearer farms in the North Camp and as far as
Fitzroy to the south. The Agricultural Department have

horses which are sufficiently capable of these close visits.

5. It would be advantages if the means by which officers
will visit farms, can be satisfactorily arranged, whereby I
could proceed with a programme of visits during August.

6. The Bolice do not have funds available to carry
out these Camp Visits, normally the flight is charged to
the Secretariat, will this practice continue or will the
Police be provided with funds for such business.

Superintendent



AC-a/10/4

21st November 74.

Dear Mr. Miller,
I am to th&nk you for the sugf^ested amendments

to Orders 1/70 and 9/73, which you have"kindly submitted.
The effort put in by you and your committee in this
matter is much appreciated.
2. The subject has been noted for consideration
in Executive Council.

The Hon. S. Miller, JP,
Stanley.

Tours (Sincerely,

(K. Browning)for CHII-jP TjCRETArY



SJLPATIT) cyst . /"“-Sfir

. ^aSed by tapeworm Echinococcus granulosa.
• ■ **• "*.».•! A. r * i

»£^£g_ cycles: Two cycles are involved; the first, the larval cycle in
"the intermediate host and the second the adult stage in carnivores.
-l-he tapeworm eggs are swallowed by the intermediate host ( sheep, pigs,-
cattle, horses, man) and the embryo hatched in the small intestine and
^aen migrates through the wall into the blood stream. It is filtered
out by the tissues and then the embryo develop s into a hydatid cyst-
tho larval bladdorworm.
-^11 the venous blood leaving the intestines passes through the liver
before returning to the heart. It is all then pumped into the lungs and
then out to the rest of the body via the heart again. There is nothing
magic about the liver and lungs that cause the cyst to develop there
but it is purely that thdse two organs arc the first filters that the
tapeworm embryo passes through. It is important to realise this as
hydatid cysts can develop in any tissue in the body’and will form in
kidneys, spleen, bones, and muscle’ etc.
The hydatid cyst grows fairly slowly in all animals including iian. In
sheep the cyst is just visable as a tiny white nodule a month after the
egg is swallowed. A month later it is about 2.5 mm in diameter and about
five months after the egg is swallowed it may have reached 2 cm in
size. The cyst is usually buried in the tissue but the wall may rupture
so that daughter cysts develop . These are usually scattered over the
pleura and peritoneum (the inside lining of the chest and abdomen) and
on the surface of the intestines.
These daughter cysts should not be confused with the false hydatid cyst
which is the larval bladderworm of Taenia hydatigena. This tapeworm is
also present in the colony but is quite harmless to humans. The false
hydatid cyst has a long neck so that the bladderworm hangs from the
organs (usually the liver) like a balloon.
Inside the true'hydatid cyst, scolices develop which will later form
adult tapeworms. These scolices make up what is commonly called ’’the
hydatid sand”. Not all hydatid cysts are fertile. In cattle up to 90%
of the cysts can be sterile so will not produce any scolicos but in
sheep only 8% are sterile. Recently there has been a suggestion that
the cyst that forms in horses is a separate subspecies of Echinococcus
granulosa feut the adult can still affect dogs and probably come back
to humans so it is important that the liver and lungs of horses are also
suitably disposed of.
I have received reports that geese are affected by hydatid cysts but I
think this is most unlikely. It is more likely that another different
tapeworm is involved.
The tapeworm-can only complete the cycle if the hydatid cyst, and in ■
particular the scolex, is..eaten by a dog, cat or fox. The scolex is the
beginning of a tape worm which grows in the small intestine of these
Rimals. Although the adult tapeworm can grow in the cats, it will not
reach sexual maturity and no eggs will be produced. Therefore the pres
ence op a cat is quite .harmless from the point of view of hydatidosis.




