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Hill Cove

Lear Sir Edwin,

June 26th 1961

I understand that there is a possibility of
an approach being made to the U.K. Government requesting
subsidy for land improvement in the Falklands.

I should like to express my personal viev/
that such a subsidy is neither practicable
I doubt there are any farms which lack the
land improvements, if they are an economic
and if they are not it would be foolish to

nor necessary.
capital to make
proposition;
subsidise theia.

Nor can I visualise a fair and effective way of paying
subsidies, if the money were granted.

There is one w&y in which land improvement
could be made a good deal cheaper, which would also benefit the
economics of the Colony generally. That is to erect a storage
tank for gas oil in Stanley large enough to contain at least
a year1 s supply for the Colony. At the mogient gas oil ex
Montevideo pumped by Darwin into our own storage tank is
costing us about 3/- a gallon, and is a m?jor item in the
cost of the land improvement we are doing..

I understand that there is a differential of
something like 1/- per gallon between gs oil ex Montevideo
and ex Admiralty tanker. If a tank were erected it should
be possible to reduce the cost of gas oil to the consumer,
and retain a margin sufficient to cover maintenance and
depreciation, and go some of the way towards pRying interest
on capital.

If the gas oil v/ere cheap enough, it v/ould
solve the problem of fuel for Stanley, peat supply becoming
increasingly difficult. In this connection I would remark
that the system of heating Government buildings electrically
is fantastically uneconomic. There would be great saving if the
M&s oil vzere burnt in central heating boilers, rahher than
converted into electricity and then into heat, v/ith all the
losses involved in every stage of the process. I cannot
quote exact figures but should be surprised if producing
lieat by this roundabout method is as much as half as efficient
as burning the gas oil in suitable apparatus, which is available
for cooking as vzell as central heating. I do know for grain
drying in the U.K. farmers find it much, more economic to
ins tai more expensive apparatus burning gas oil, than cheaper
electrically heated apparatus, with《ectricity at 1 1/8 d.'广 •
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29th Jnne 1^61

(Dear Bill)

j.Iaixz thanks for your interesting letter of
June 26. I think your suggestion al)out ^as oil is
an exxjellent one, and it is a thing I should have
thought & myself, for v.e are at present considei'in^
provision of increased oil storage in Staxiley to
meet the 2?e:mirciuents of Govei-artient, F. 1.5. S. and
Admiralty. The cost of increasing the capaoi ty
of the ta.nk to look after tr；e need of fanas should not
be ver>r and larould do nsich good. as soon as
1 received your letter, I i..elophoned A. ：.Bw and he
will 玖ve Hie particulars of the annual ii^orts of
gas oil for 七也 farms.

Goveimexxt. Ko such
Syd Hiller also ■wrote
hoping tha.t financial
for land ii^roveinent,
bank on any grant from overseas funds bov?ard3 his sort
of work, becausa tinder the tcr\s of the C.D. <$：苔.
funds cannot be used
you say, it would be
and effective isay of
n^cessar； f；jnc.s

liotHng definite is cn the jo regarding
subsidies for land ii^ix>vement. In his speech at
the conclusion of tnc j^udget inoeting of Le^-slativc
Council, C^wistoph^r Bomier did state, "in other areas
such iinproveznent^ to lax^a. are gladly subsidized by

development looks likely here:,.
to me ^hexi 17annop gs lie re,
aasistance 以忘ht be obtainable
but I rc；)lied he sliciilct not

for work on private land. As
no easty mtter to devise a fair
paying subsidies, even if tlie
I'orthcoriing.

5oae tiiac ago v;e did go into the possibility
of lieatin^ the larger Govemaent bj.ildin.z3 with fuel

Bloke Msq, , J»P-
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Yours sincerely,

signed Edwin Arrowsmith

•56

：11, but tiie ini tial coot of t installation ms
considerable, and the matter was not ptirsued. I
h*.LVC not the papep：； with rite now, arid cjince X ain in
rather a rush before leaving on Monday, I an sure
you will forgive rae ST I do 2101 i"o into it a£^xin
at the rov ent; but 1 shsjll certainly do so,
cularly if the pz'opoual to put up adCi vioml ctora.^e
for diesel oil in s.'.ccc3：：2ful<

E'



22nd Septenbez' 巧61

(Dear Bill)
Before I left for England, I vrrotc to you

about the storage of gas oil in Stanley. . 7;hen I
was there, I book the natter 卬 tsitli tlie Adnirul切,
who told g that since they had provided an eztra
fuel barge for Stanley, they considered tl^xt ao far
as they were avsare, Admralty requirccnents had been
z^et. I do know, howover, that a case es put
last year to the C. in C. for additional storage,
over azid above that provided in the twe barges,
I have written to him to enquire whetiicr ho is
pursuing this matter.

I lx)pe that all ^pcs vjell wit上 you, and tl^at
the vrijiter at Ilill Cove xsas ^ot as bad as evci/ods
says it vjas in Stanley.

Yours ever

signed. Edwin Arrowsmith

BLUCS ES翥,J.P.
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H.C. S.

工 was only thinking about this this morning, and the
file was here when I came in. The S.P.W. tells me tliat he
has few recruits for pea*t cutting this year, and it nay be
& great problem to get the peat in. The Secretariat, hospital
and. P.W. D. are no longer "the large cons*>mers of* peat ■that they
were, and that leaves the Town Hall and Government House. Have
you any idea of the comparative costs of heating the Secretariat
by electricity and by peat?

22nd Septeniber 巧61
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Ag. AssteCOe Secretary,

£1.57。 7

Secretariat (new)

3O・・6.6O
30..9.60
31.12.60
31.e3.6l

Printers (new)

3O.6.・6O
3O.9・・6O
30.12.60
31»3..61

the following
Printers.(old)Secretariat &

3rd October 196*1
electricity:-

With reference to your note
figures show the cost of

Ag. Supt.P.E.Dept.
3.10.61
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H.C.S.

Arriving at the comparative costs of heating the

Secretariat by peat and by electricity is not all that

easy.

The attached extract from SFC minutes shows that

the cost of heating and lighting the old building (including

Printing Office) was £1,220. The total cost for the two

buildings is now £2208. Approximately £1,000 more "but we

do have some more people in the building. The extra peop3

are in the Customs and Agricultural Offices - 4 in all.

This is not a large increase in the number of persons and-

it may well be misleading to base any comparative cost on

number of persons. The Agricultural Office has to be

heated, and it is *»«ied by only 1 person. It is also a large

office than his previous one.

Supt. P, & E gives the heating and lighting of the

old Secretariat and printing office as £982. For a year

on separate meters the heating and lighting for the printini

office is £658. If we take £658 from £982 being the、cost c

heating and lighting the old Secretariat and Printing Office

we have the figure of £324 which should represent the cost

of heating and lighting the old Secretariat building (exclQc

printing office) provided that we can assume that the Printers

would use approximately the same electricity in 1960/61

as in 1958. This assumption should be correct as no new

lighting or heating has been installed in the Printing Office

since 1958.

We thus have for heating and lighting old Secretariat

(excluding Printing Office) the following figures

Peat £9。

Stoker £13。

Electricity 32—

£5心

For heating and lighting the new Secretariat excluding

Printing Office the figure is £1,570. Difference £1,026.

per year
It cost an average of £25. 18. 7/to provide heating

and electricity for 21 persons in the old building.

It costs an average of £62. 16 per year to provide

heating and lighting for 25 persons in the new building.

Present day costs of heating by peat would be greater

as wages have increased.

yrc-.
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13. Reduce the cost of heating the Secretariat Building.

It was stated that the cost of heat, light and fuel

for the building had increased over the previous - year by a

large percentage and the cost appeared very high Prior

to the Secretariat Fire the annual cost of heat and light

for the building and printing office was £1,220. (Electricity

£1,000, Peat £90, Stoker £1JO) In addition there was the c ost

of heat and light for the Customs and Agricultural Offices.

The cost of heat and light for the new building and the

printing office during the last year was £2,208.

Quarter Secretariat Printers

June I960 £420 £206

Sept 520 219

Dec 36U 135

Mar 1961 _266 98

1570 658

10
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H.C.S・

I was somewhat concerned to hear, ,when talking to
Mr.Gutterxdge this ai*ternoon, that Mr. Barton did not seem
quite clear that it was Government* s inten'tion to simply
the farms with diesel oil* When this project was first
considered, I asked Idr. Barton specificailly about this and
he gave me the consunption figures for the farms. He
said the Conpany would have no objection to Government
si5>plying them. I think this was also mentioned in the
course of Executive Cotmcil and S.F.C. discussions. I
am sorry that I did not know of th±s before Mr. Barton left,
though I do not think there can be any doubt about the
position.

April 16, 1963.
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