Arsenic and Old Bovine Lace History of the Cattle Tick Eradication Program in the South
By Robert G. Pasquill, Jr., Forest Archeologist
National Forests in Alabama
September 2012
Introduction
Texas fever, also known as splenetic fever, red-water fever, and the bloody murrain, has
been known in cattle for many years. One of the plagues visited upon the Egyptians in
Exodus was “murrain of the beasts” that afflicted their cattle (Exodus 9:1-7). As early as
1795 it was recognized in the United States that as cattle were moved from one area to
another, they could spread sickness. In that year, the North Carolina legislature restricted
the movement of cattle from the oak to the longleaf pine sections of the State. It would
be nearly another 100 years before it was understood that ticks on Southern cattle were
the cause of the sickness. By the 1890’s the movement of Southern cattle to the north
was restricted. One of the primary objectives of the USDA’s Bureau of Animal Industry
was to establish the line between the infected and non-infected areas of the country. By
1906, the Federal government had established a quarantine line between North and South.
Stockmen began treating their cattle with solutions to kill the ticks. Eventually, the most
effective method to kill ticks was to dip the cattle in an arsenical bath. Cattle dipping
vats were built across the Southern States. Initially, the vats were constructed by
individual stock owners. Later, counties held elections to vote on tick eradication.
Finally, states passed state-wide compulsory dipping laws. The tick eradication program,
officially begun in 1906, called for the coordination between county, State, and Federal
officials. Forty years later, most of the cattle ticks had been eradicated. The program
was not without opposition. Some of the opposition took the form of anti-dipping
associations. Some of the opposition was violent, with officials being shot and vats being
dynamited.
Many of the old cattle dipping vats can still be found today. Some vats have been
recorded as archeological sites. Recently, the question has been raised about the potential
health risk they pose. While records were diligently kept and published on the number of
square miles released from Federal quarantine, the records indicating the numbers and
locations of the vats are more obscure. The purpose of this research is to assist in
locating cattle dipping vats, to acquire a better understanding of the distribution and
number of cattle dipping vats, and to provide a historical context for the vats when they
are located, to facilitate any management activities required for the treatment of the cattle
dipping vat sites.

Early History
Southern cattle fever was first described in 1814 by Dr. James Mease when cattle from
South Carolina spread disease as they were driven north. The southern cattle remained
healthy while all others that mixed with the herd during their progress to the North were

infected. The southern cattle were prohibited from passing through the State of Virginia
(USDA 1909:462).
In 1868, Texas cattle were shipped to Illinois and Indiana in the early summer. This
resulted in the loss of many local cattle. The cattle shipped from these states to Eastern
markets died during transportation. This enormous loss in cattle prompted the study of
the disease, and established the danger of allowing southern cattle to be shipped north
during the hot weather. In 1885, discussion began of the “infected district” and
eventually, the establishment of the “Texas fever quarantine line” in 1891 by Dr. Daniel
Elmer Salmon, head of the Bureau of Animal Industry (Mohler 1905:7-8).
Dr, John Gamgee’s Report on Splenic or Periodic Fever in Cattle – 1871
In the summer of 1868, Professor John Gamgee, a British Veterinarian, was hired by the
United States Department of Agriculture to study contagious diseases in cattle,
specifically Spanish fever. He had come to the Chicago with the original intention of
studying meat preservation, but in June of 1868 there had been numerous reports of cattle
fever in Kansas, Missouri, Kentucky and Illinois, all pointing to Texas cattle as being the
source of the outbreaks. He was instructed to investigate the extent and nature of the
Texas cattle traffic (Gamgee 1871:83-84). His findings, including a definition of the
disease, symptoms, post-mortem appearances, causes and nature of the disease, curative
treatment and prevention, were published in the Report of the Commissioner of
Agriculture on the Diseases of Cattle in the United States in 1871.
Dr. Gamgee proposed to call the disease as “splenic fever of cattle” as the disease was
readily distinguished, as a rule, by the enlargement of the spleen. The disease was also
known as Texas fever or cattle fever. It had been recorded among cattle from Georgia,
Tennessee, Virginia, Kentucky, Missouri, Kansas, Illinois, and Indiana, whenever the
local cattle were put to graze on pastures previously or simultaneously occupied by herds
from Texas and Florida. Southern cattle tended to recover, but it was extremely fatal
among northern stock, with death occurring within ten or twelve days (Gamgee 1871:8486).
Dr. Gamgee made detailed observations on the symptoms of infected cattle and their
post-mortem appearances, which undoubtedly were “cutting edge” for the period.
However, when he theorized on the cause and nature of the disease, he attributed the
fever to similar causes of intermittent diseases in man. He observed that Texas and
Florida were unhealthy climates for man and animal. Texas also offered poorer grazing
for cattle. Texas cattle that wintered in Illinois, Indiana or Missouri could gain one to
three hundred pounds over the weight they would reach in their native state (Gamgee
1871:106-107).
Dr. Gamgee gave some consideration to the possibility that the disease was spread by
eating prairie grass that had been contaminated with the excretions of other cattle. This
also applied to eating hay in stockyards. He pointed out that British government
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prohibited the importation of hay from the United States. He also observed that the
disease was influenced by the seasons. A few “nipping frosts” checked the disease
“anywhere and everywhere.” Numerous reports of outbreaks of Spanish fever had been
halted with the coming of cold weather. It was also recorded that Texas cattle could be
freely placed with western stock during the winter months (Gamgee 1871:116-118).
It had been widely known that Texas cattle were often covered with ticks. Dr. Gamgee
received drawing of the ticks found on Texas cattle from C.V. Riley, the Missouri State
Entomologist. The young ticks could be found in abundance on the grasses, and it was
thought that this poisoned the grasses. Dr. Gamgee dismissed the idea that ticks were
involved in the transmission of the disease. “The ‘tick theory’ has acquired quite a
renown during the past summer; but a little thought should have satisfied any one of the
absurdity of the idea.” Dr. Gamgee’s reasoning was that the ticks could be easily
separated from the cattle by means of a wooden fence. He had observed Texas cattle,
both alive and dead, as well as dead western cattle that were completely free of ticks. He
also observed that although they were specifically looking for “irritating parasites” in the
stomach and intestines, they had never seen any ticks in the alimentary canal. It was also
observed that the tick was not confined to Gulf-coast cattle, and the disease was not
spread from western cattle to other cattle (Gamgee 1871:118-119).
While Dr. Gamgee was not in a position to recommend any system of quarantine, he did
conclude that anyone interested in the cattle trade should remember that during the
summer months, they should never mix southern cattle with western cattle. A line of
demarcation should be made distinct and the Texas cattle be kept from other stock
(Gamgee 1871:127).
Texas Fever Outbreak – July 1884
On July 30, 1884, The New York Times had four separate articles under the headline,
“Cattle Killed and Quarantined at All the Great Western Depots.” Articles from Chicago,
St. Louis, Topeka and Kansas City all reported on cattle dying from Texas fever. On July
28th, veterinarians examining a herd of cattle at the Union Stock Yards in Chicago had
deduced that the Texas fever was “superinduced by drinking water strongly impregnated
with alkali.” On July 29th, another train with 12 cars containing 240 head of cattle had
arrived in Chicago from the same herd from Southwestern Kansas. Fifteen cattle were
found dead in the cars, another 55 had been thrown from the train, and many more were
sick and trampled. The entire herd, from both days, was ordered destroyed, in all about
500 head. It was determined that the cattle had been in the Kansas City Stock Yards for
30 days.
An article from Kansas City reported that the presence of Texas fever at the stock yards
had been introduced by a herd received from the Indian Territory. Some of the cattle had
been sent to Chicago and the rest had gone to Manhattan, Kansas. An article from
Topeka, Kansas reported that Mr. N.A. Adams had purchased 200 head of Colorado
steers at Kansas City the previous week, and 30 head of them had died of the Spanish or
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Texas fever. One carload had been stopped in Topeka where six head had died, and the
rest had gone on to Manhattan where they were quarantined. By mid-afternoon the
following day, 25 head had died.
The article from St. Louis reported that a dispatch from Roadhouse, Illinois had been
received stating that 16 carloads of cattle from the Indian Territory had arrived at the
Chicago and Alton stock yards. Nineteen head of cattle had died on the road from
Kansas City, and all those that could stand, the 16 carloads, were sent on to Chicago.
Andy Jacobs, who was in charge of the cattle in Kansas City denied that the cattle had
Texas fever. He claimed they had been poisoned by eating loco weed. J.C. Tiffany, a
veterinary surgeon from Jacksonville, confirmed the disease as Texas fever.
Bureau of Animal Industry – 1884 to 1897
In 1883, Dr. Daniel E. Salmon was named chief of the new veterinary division of USDA,
which became the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) the following year in 1884. Dr.
Salmon established the boundary line of the permanently infected district for Texas Tick
Fever. His research placed the northern line along the 37th parallel, excepting along the
eastern slope of the country where it extended halfway between the 38th and 39th parallels
of latitude (USDA 1893:178). On May 7, 1886, The New York Times published an article
from Springfield, Illinois, stating that Governor Oglesby had issued a proclamation that
in “all that portion of the United States south of the thirty-fifth parallel of latitude, east of
the Mississippi River, and south of the thirty-sixth parallel of latitude west of the
Mississippi River” it was now prohibited to import cattle into Illinois from these
locations between April 1st and November 1st of account of the existence of Texas or
splenic fever, except under certain regulations adopted by the State Board of Live Stock
Commissioners and approved by the Governor. The proclamation was to go into effect
on May 15, 1886, and on April 1st each succeeding year.
On February 26, 1892, the Secretary of Agriculture placed the following states and
territories entirely within the permanently infected area: South Carolina, Georgia,
Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Arkansas, Louisiana, and Indian Territory. The following
states were crossed by the boundary line: Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee,
Oklahoma, and Texas. The line was defined as beginning at the 38th parallel on the east
coast and following the southern boundary of Maryland to the Potomac. It continued
westward across Virginia as far as the Blue Ridge Mountains, and then turned southward
to North Carolina and the southern portion of Tennessee, bypassing the cooler
mountainous regions of these two states. It followed the southern portion of Tennessee to
the Mississippi River, and then along the northern boundaries of Arkansas and that of the
Indian and Oklahoma Territories, and finally passed southward through Texas near the
100th meridian (USDA 1893:178-179). While Arizona and New Mexico were excluded
from the quarantine territory, southern California was included.
Dr. Theobald Smith of the Bureau of Animal Industry, United States Department of
Agriculture, was the first to recognize and describe the protozoan parasites that caused
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the disease in 1889. In 1889 and 1890, F.L. Kilbourne, following experiments suggested
by Dr. D.E. Salmon, proved that the cattle tick was essential in the transmission of the
disease. Further experiments conducted in 1892 and 1893 showed that northern cattle
could be immunized by injecting them with mild cases of the disease, or by exposing
them to tick-ridden pastures. From 1895 to 1897, additional experiments were conducted
by the Bureau of Animal Industry to further demonstrate the possibility of immunization
with blood obtained from southern cattle. Experiments were conducted in Missouri,
Texas, Mississippi and Louisiana, and also by the Australian government. The later
experiments, however, focused on developing a satisfactory chemical solution in which
to dip tick-infested cattle in order to destroy the parasite (Mohler 1905:8).
Investigations by Theobald Smith and F.L. Kilbourne – 1893
According to Smith and Kilbourne, it was widely accepted that an outbreak of Texas
fever in Chester County, Pennsylvania in 1868 was caused by ticks, however, Professor
Gamgee dismissed the idea in 1871 (Smith and Kilbourne 1893:236). Professor Charles
V. Riley had described the cattle tick in 1868 under the name of Ixodes bovis, but because
the parasite was thought to be harmless, little attention was paid to it until Dr. Cooper
Curtice began investigating the tick in 1889 in North Carolina. Curtice observed quite
accidentally that ticks kept in glass containers always laid their eggs. Curtice placed the
eggs in covered glass dishes with a little soil and kept them warm. He noted that after
hatching, the young or larval stage tick had only three pairs of legs. He placed the larval
ticks on calves, and after a week, the ticks molted, emerging as an adult with four pairs of
legs. After a second molt, the tick became sexually mature. Curtice created the new
genus, Boophilus, for the tick. Smith and Kilbourne confirmed and added to Curtice’s
observation on the life cycle of the cattle tick, and found that the time between molting
varied based on the temperature, with the development being more rapid in higher
temperatures (Smith and Kilbourne 1893:237-239).
In discussing the prevention of Texas or Southern cattle fever, Smith and Kilbourne
observed that wherever Southern cattle were kept within 25 to 35 days of their leaving
their native fields, they were liable to infect their new fields. This was the time needed
for the ticks they carried to mature and drop off to lay eggs. If the Southern cattle were
restricted to the same fields long enough for the next generation of ticks to climb back
onto their hosts, the Southern cattle could be dangerous for a longer time (Smith and
Kilbourne 1893:287).
The Department of Agriculture had established regulations concerning cattle
transportation. No cattle from the infected territory could be shipped out of the area
between March 1 and December 1 of each year. The litter and manure from the cattle
was to be disinfected during transportation, and furthermore, the cattle could only be
shipped during this time into uninfected areas for immediate slaughter. The best
prevention, however, was the destruction of the cattle ticks and their eggs. Two methods
of destroying cattle ticks were suggested, namely, running the cattle through disinfecting
baths and pasture rotation. Experiments on an inoculation had also been conducted. It
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had been shown that two mild cases of the fever would not prevent future infections, but
that the future infections would not be fatal. This required the stockowner to acquire the
ticks and scatter them in an enclosed pasture. Special care was needed when trying to
inoculate the “various higher grades of cattle” as they had a higher degree of
susceptibility (Smith and Kilbourne 1893:287-288).
Texas Fever Quarantine – 1898
On January 2, 1898, The New York Times reported that the Secretary of Agriculture had
issued an edict of quarantine against cattle from the southern states where Texas fever
was infectious. The quarantine applied to any cattle being shipped from those States
between January 15th and November 15th, 1898. The affected district included the States
of California, Texas, Arkansas, Louisiana, Tennessee, Mississippi, Alabama, Florida,
Georgia, South Carolina, North Carolina, and Virginia, and the Oklahoma Indian
Territories.
Cattle being shipped from the quarantine states had to be shipped in cars or boats that
bore placards announcing that they carried Southern cattle. No other cattle from other
areas were to be allowed on the trains with the cattle from the infected district without
also being labeled as being exposed to the infection. During transportation, the Southern
cattle were to be kept in isolated pens, and fed and watered in areas specifically set aside
for them. All temporary watering and feeding places were to be disinfected. Cattle
coming into the United States from Mexico were to be inspected by the federal
government if they were to remain in the infected Southern area. Mexican cattle would
not be allowed north of the quarantine line except for immediate slaughter, and then only
after a special permit had been issued by inspectors of the Bureau of Animal Industry
showing that the cattle were free of “splenetic fever”, or free of contact with it three
months prior to the issuance of the permit.
On October 6, 1898, The Indian Chieftan, a weekly newspaper published in Vinita,
Indian Territory (Oklahoma), reported the Missouri State Board of Agriculture and the
State Veterinarian were now satisfied that splenetic or Texas fever was conveyed by
means of a tick. It had been determined that the tick could be killed by dipping the cattle
in a vat filled with oil and sulpher. After being treated, the cattle could be shipped
outside the quarantined area. A vat had been constructed at Thayer with a capacity of
3,500 gallons.
When the Bureau of Animal Industry published their 1899 annual report for the work
done in 1898, they included an article by Dr. N.S. Mayo from the Kansas Experiment
Station on the transmission of Texas fever (originally Bulletin No. 60). Texas fever was
now generally accepted to be transmitted from one animal to another through the cattle
tick (Boophilus bovis). Cattle south of the Texas fever quarantine line could carry these
ticks to animals north of the line. Dr. Mayo had experimented with the cattle ticks to be
reassured that they were the carriers of the disease. He obtained cattle tick eggs from Dr.
Mark Francis of the Texas Experiment Station, and after hatching the eggs, placed 300 to
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400 young ticks on two calves on September 22nd. The following day, a pure-bred Jersey
heifer was put in with the calves. By September 28th, about 200 young ticks were placed
on the heifer. On October 10th, the heifer had a high fever, and by October 17, she was
dead showing the typical symptoms of Texas fever. Dr. Mayo’s experiment proved
conclusively that the Southern cattle tick was the carrier of Texas fever, and the “tick
theory” was now fact (USDA 1899a:481).
At this time, there was no satisfactory medical treatment for Texas fever. Many remedies
had been tried, but with no beneficial results. The best method for dealing with an
outbreak of Texas fever was to remove the animals to fresh, uninfested ground, and
remove all ticks from susceptible animals by greasing with lard or similar oil and scrape
the ticks off of the animal with a dull knife. Sick cattle should be removed to
comfortable, shady quarters and given access to fresh water. The ticks should be
removed, and the cattle fed green corn fodder. It was also suggested, that is practical,
cattle could be drenched in sweet milk. The most effective way of preventing Texas
fever was to quarantine northern cattle from Southern cattle during the summer months
(USDA 1899a:482).
The BAI’s 1899 annual also included an article by Dr. J.C. Robert of the Mississippi
Experiment Station on experimenting with blood serum as a preventive to Texas fever
(also Bulletin No. 42). Mississippi’s mild climate, fertile soil, and luxuriant grass crops
were ideal for stock raising, but they could not compete with Northern stockbreeders until
the herds were built up with better blood. This could be done by importing Northern
cattle if not for the fact that 50 to 75 percent of Northern cattle died of Texas fever. The
South was further hampered by not being able to sell their cattle in northern markets
except under certain quarantine restrictions. Dr. Robert, in trying to find a cure or
prevention to the disease, in late 1897, purchased 20 head of cattle in Missouri, well north
of the quarantine line. Using blood serum taken from Southern cattle well covered with
ticks, he experimented with inoculating the Northern cattle. As a control to the
experiment, Dr. Robert inoculated some of the cattle before shipping them South, and
others after reaching the South. The inoculation serum was taken from both cattle with
and without ticks. Some of the serum was taken from cattle already sick with Texas
fever. Some of the cattle were inoculated with tick juice. One lot of cattle was not
inoculated at all, and was kept tick-free being enclosed on an uninfected pasture, and
their legs and soft skin were kept covered with oil. Dr. Robert’s experiments concluded
that blood serum inoculation had no effect on preventing or curing Texas fever. The
experiments provided further evidence that Texas fever was transmitted by the cattle tick.
They also showed that valuable breeding stock could be brought to the South as long as
they were kept tick-free in uninfected enclosures. Such animals should be regularly and
carefully examined for ticks, and their legs and soft skin oiled occasionally (USDA
1899a:483)
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Texas Fever Work – 1899 USDA Yearbook
According to the USDA’s 1899 Yearbook, the losses in cattle from Texas fever was
greater than the losses from pleuro-pneumonia at the time of the establishment of the
Bureau of Animal Industry in 1884. Although the true nature of the disease was not
known, investigations had shown that when Southern cattle were taken to the North, they
carried the contagion. Further, when Northern cattle were taken to the South, they would
contract the disease. It was, therefore, one of the most important duties of the Bureau of
Animal Industry to establish the line between the infected and non-infected areas of the
country (USDA 1899b:448).
In 1889, Secretary of Agriculture Rusk had sent a letter to managers and agents of
railroads and transportation companies in the United States, and to the stockmen. The
letter first established the quarantined area, based on studies conducted over the past five
years. The quarantine line began at the northwestern corner of California and ran along
the state line to the southeastern corner of the state, then ran south along the western
boundary of Arizona. It ran along the southern boundary of Arizona and New Mexico,
and then ran along the eastern boundary of New Mexico up to the southern boundary of
Colorado and running eastward along the southern boundaries of Colorado and Kansas to
the southeastern corner of Kansas. From here, the line followed the western boundary of
Missouri, then easterly along the southern boundary of Missouri to the Mississippi River.
It followed the Mississippi River to the northwestern corner of Tennessee, then along the
northern boundary of Tennessee to the southwestern corner of Virginia, thence running
northeasterly along the western boundary of Virginia to the northeastern corner of
Virginia where it joins the southeastern corner of Maryland at the Atlantic Ocean. Any
State or Territory above or below the quarantine line could establish a different line and
obtain the necessary legislation to enforce the new line. The State or Territory was to
forward a “true map” to the Secretary of Agriculture, duly authenticated and certified
(USDA 1899b:449-450).
Beginning on January 1, 1899, no cattle were to be transported from south of the
established quarantine line unless strict conditions were followed. When the Southern
cattle were unloaded, fed or watered, they were to be kept apart, and no other cattle were
to be admitted to those areas. When the Southern cattle were unloaded at their point of
destination, they were to be kept isolated in separate pens and no other cattle admitted.
All railcars or boats used in the transportation of Southern cattle were to be cleansed and
disinfected as soon as possible after unloading and before being used to transport, store or
shelter animals or merchandise. The cars carrying the Southern cattle were to have
placards identifying the cattle as coming from the South. All waybills or bills of lading
were to be noted as carrying Southern cattle and be so stamped. Any boats carrying
Southern cattle were not to pick up cattle from outside of the quarantine area. The
Southern cattle were not to be taken on board unless proper facilities were to be provided
for their unloading, and that permission had been granted to cross public highways
between the docks and the stock yards or slaughterhouses (USDA 1899b:450).
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Southern cattle could be shipped without further restrictions if they were properly
dipped. An application for dipping had to be made to the Department of Agriculture and
the dipping supervised at an approved dipping station. The dipped cattle had to be
certified by an inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry. Once dipped and certified,
the cattle were to be shipped in clean cars and were not to be driven through infected
areas. From November 1st to December 31st, cattle found free of ticks or infection by
inspectors could be moved north of the quarantine line without any restrictions other than
local restrictions at the place of destination. It was noted that although the Bureau of
Animal Industry had been experimenting with solutions to dip cattle, no mixture had yet
been found that would kill the tick and not injure the cattle (USDA 1899b:451-452).

Texas Fever Cattle Tick: Pasture Methods of Eradication - 1905
In January 1905, the Agricultural Experiment Station of the University of Tennessee
published a bulletin explaining the life cycle of the Texas fever cattle tick (Boophilus
annulatus) and a method of eradication by rotating pastures. The author, H.A. Morgan,
had served as entomologist of the Experiment Station of Louisiana, where he began
studies on the cattle tick. Studies on the life cycle of the cattle tick showed that eggs
dropped in late November through February did not hatch until late March through early
May. It was also discovered that longest period of development of the tick, from seed
tick to mature adult, was 35 to 40 days. Therefore, it was possible to place infested
animals in tick-free pastures during late November through February and not run the risk
of reinfestation as the eggs would not hatch until March (Morgan 1905:3-7).

The Cattle Tick War
In December 1905, The Florida Agriculturalist included an article entitled “The Cattle
Tick War” which was reprinted from the Rural New Yorker. There was no greater
obstacle in the way of developing a successful cattle industry than the cattle tick. It was
preventing the Southern states from “occupying the position in beef and milk production
to which their climate and soil entitle them.” The Southern States Association of
Commissioners of Agriculture had held its annual meeting in Richmond, Virginia in
November 1905, and the discussion of the cattle tick ran a “close second” to the topic of
the cotton boll weevil and crop diversification. Whereas Congress was planning to
appropriate “considerable sums” of money in the ensuing years for the eradication of the
cattle tick, additional discussion of this pest was warranted.
The Agricultural Experiment Station in Louisiana had demonstrated that “top market”
cattle could be raised in that State, but the cattle tick had to be eradicated by “concerted
state and Federal action” before any marked permanent improvements could be made in
the cattle industry. Tick eradication over a large scale area, and eventually the entire
South, had been demonstrated in North Carolina where veterinarian Tait Butler, acting
under the Commissioners of Agriculture, had eliminated the tick from the pastures and
cattle in 12 counties.
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The Department of Agriculture, after discovering the connection between the cattle tick
and Texas fever in the early 1890’s, had established an effective quarantine line
restricting the movement of Southern cattle. Up until 1904, the Department of
Agriculture had been satisfied with the quarantine and its enforcement, and had left it to
the individual states through their commissioners of agriculture and experiment stations
to demonstrate the feasibility of tick eradication over large areas. In the last year, the
work on the life history of the cattle tick had been greatly expanded, and now, through
the entomological bureau in cooperation with Southern experiment stations, a very
comprehensive study on the tick was being conducted in preparation for the eradication
fieldwork to begin. The article concluded, “War was declared against the cattle tick, and
eradication was shown to be easy, practical, and profitable.”
1906 - Tick Quarantine Line at the 35th Parallel
On February 4, 1906, The New York Times announced that the Bureau of Animal Industry
of the Agricultural Department would soon be releasing a publication on the subject of
Texas fever, “a very serious obstacle to the development and prosperity of the cattle
industry of this country, especially in the South.” The infected area had been carefully
studied, and a quarantine line had been established, extending from the Atlantic to the
Pacific, taking in the States of Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, South
Carolina, and Florida, the Indian Territory, all of Georgia except a few northern counties,
the southern half of California, the southern half of Oklahoma, the eastern half of Texas,
the southern half of Tennessee, a few counties in Southeastern Kentucky, the eastern
three-fourths of North Carolina, and the southeastern part of Virginia.
It was estimated that there were 15.5 million cattle in the quarantine area, with 4.5
million east of the Mississippi River and 11 million west of the Mississippi River. Texas
fever was causing a reduction of price of $1.50 per head of cattle, which was a total value
of $23,250,000 lost directly to the cattle tick. This figure did not include the expenses to
the federal, state and local governments for enforcing the quarantine regulations. Each
year an estimated 387,500 animals died of Texas fever at a cost of $5,812,500 per year.
In July 1906, the quarantine line was adjusted to run along the 35th parallel, creating a
quarantined area of 728,565 square miles. The area included Alabama, Arkansas,
California (southern), Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee (southern), Texas and Virginia. Tick eradication
began with cooperation between state live-stock sanitary organizations and the federal
government. By the end of 1918, an area of 379,312 square miles, or 52% of the original
quarantine area, had been freed from ticks and released from the quarantine. It was
predicted that the program would be completed by 1924 (Program of Work, USDA,
Fiscal Year 1919).
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Eradication of the Texas-Fever Tick – 1906 to 1908
An act of Congress approved on June 30, 1906 appropriated $82,500 and enabled the
Secretary of Agriculture to work in cooperation with State authorities to begin
experiments in eradicating the tick that transmitted Southern cattle fever. Before the
Department of Agriculture could begin the work, however, it was first necessary to
ensure the States had adequate laws to address the problem. It was found that Alabama,
Florida, and Mississippi had no livestock quarantine or sanitary laws. South Carolina and
the Indian Territory had no laws to cover the matter. In Arkansas, peace officers could
enforce quarantine lines fixed by state and federal laws. In California, Georgia,
Kentucky, Oklahoma, Tennessee, and Virginia local officials were authorized and
empowered to inspect live stock, enforce quarantines, and control the movement of live
stock. Those officers were also empowered to disinfect animals and premises. State
officials were authorized to establish and enforce quarantine lines, and the State could
confer authority on Federal representatives to enforce State laws and regulations. In
Louisiana, local and State officials were empowered as above, however, the State did not
confer authority upon Federal representatives to enforce State laws. In North Carolina,
local and State authorities were empowered to inspect and quarantine, but they could not
disinfect animals or premises. North Carolina could confer authority on Federal
representatives to enforce State laws. Missouri had live stock laws, but the local and
state officials had no authority to enforce them. The Department of Agriculture worked
with the proper officials in the States and Territories as far as their respective laws would
permit (USDA 1906:26).
The quarantine area was divided into five sections:
1. California
2. Texas, Oklahoma, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana
3. Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, and Mississippi
4. Georgia and South Carolina
5. Virginia and North Carolina
It was late July before the work began. In some States meetings were held to educate
stock men, farmers, and other interested citizens on the importance of tick eradication.
The meetings also created opportunities to petition State authorities for relief and to assist
in the selection of local inspectors. It was thought having local inspectors would create
more enthusiasm among the local cattlemen. The local inspectors had to be able to “live
in the saddle and wield a lasso like a cowboy.” They worked in groups of about a dozen
with their own cook and full camping outfit. The inspectors covered their territory
systematically, roping and examining the cattle, and informing the owners of infected
cattle of the best methods of getting rid of the ticks. Infected cattle were treated with
crude petroleum. Since the crude oil was difficult to obtain in small quantities in the
Southeast, it was supplied in barrels by the railroad carload, and distributed by USDA
inspectors (USDA 1906:27).
Although they began their work late in the season, by October 31, 1906, a total of 29,315
herds and a total of 522,529 cattle had been inspected.
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State

Herds
Inspected

Cattle Found Cattle
Tick Free
Infected

Total

Number of
Counties

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Georgia
Kentucky
Missouri
N. Carolina
Oklahoma
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

780
1,527
1,015
4,474
4,077
126
0
10,589
6,317
410
0

4
6,671
67,517
10,053
13,653
3,000
0
97,860
23,204
86,682
0

5,550
2,332
58,889
6,365
7,332
1,430
0
16,972
15,840
99,175
0

5,554
9,003
126,406
16,418
20,985
4,430
0
114,832
39,044
185,857
0

2
2
11
7
4
3
0
5
17
17
0

Totals

29,315

308,644

213,885

522,529

68

An additional 1,396 herds and 6,904 cattle were reinspected in Kentucky, and an
additional 822 herds and 4,174 cattle were reinspected in Tennessee (USDA 1906:27).
The work would be discontinued about December 1st, but the work accomplished during
the first year was encouraging, and the work was expected to resume in the early spring.
It was predicted that an aggregate area of almost 50,000 square miles would be released
from Federal quarantine before the end of the year. The State officers, cattle owners and
other affected were greatly interested in the work. The educational work would also be
continued. It was hoped that Congress would appropriate $250,000 for tick eradication in
the following year, and with the States enacting favorable laws, the Southern cattle tick
would soon be eradicated (USDA 1906:28).
During 1907, through October 1st, a total of 2,307,934 inspections were conducted and
775,795 cattle were disinfected. Another 10,000 square miles in Virginia, North
Carolina, Georgia, Tennessee, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas and California was expected
to be released from Federal quarantine by the end of the year. The tick eradication work
included pasture rotation, dipping, spraying and hand dressing with oil and oil emulsion
(USDA 1907a:26-28).
For the fiscal year that ended on June 30, 1907, the Bureau of Animal Industry reported
that the work in cattle tick eradication had been done in cooperation with State and
Territorial authorities in 12 States and the Territory of Oklahoma. The work was
conducted primarily in areas contiguous to the Texas fever quarantine line, and included
the inspection of cattle, the locations of the infected animals and premises, their
reinspection, and their treatment, or supervision of the same. The objective was to free
these areas of the cattle tick and move the quarantine line. The BAI had spent $101,844
in salaries, $45,102 in traveling expenses, and $19,888 for supplies and miscellaneous
items, for a total of $166,765. Another $66,005 was spent in the inspection of Southern
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cattle. This work included the enforcement of the quarantine against the area infested
with cattle ticks, and the supervision of the movement of cattle from the quarantined area,
and their handling in stockyards and the cleaning of cars in accordance with the
regulations (USDA 1908a:147).
In 1908, the USDA reported that another 40,798 square miles were to be released from
Federal quarantine in California, North Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, Arkansas,
Oklahoma, and Texas. Work was also conducted in Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippi, and South Carolina. A total of 2,271,436 cattle were inspected during the
year (USDA 1908b:30).
On July 2, 1908, The Punta Gorda Herald, Punta Gorda, Florida, reported that the
Bureau of Animal Industry of the United States Department of Agriculture was resuming
its cattle tick eradication work in the southern part of the country. Since the beginning of
the tick eradication work had begun in 1906, an area of about 56,000 square miles had
been freed of ticks. Most of the work had been conducted in the counties contiguous
with the quarantine line, the object being to push the line farther south each year, but any
local areas within the quarantine district were encouraged to take up the eradication work.
The work was being done by cooperation between the Federal government, the State
government, and the local authorities. Congress had appropriated $250,000 for the year
beginning on July 1, 1908, and it was expected that the States and counties where the
work was being done would match this sum. The methods being used for tick eradication
included pasture rotation, and dipping, spraying or hand dressing the cattle with oil and
oil emulsion. In areas where there were large herds and ranches, dipping on a large scale
was done in connection with pasture rotation.
Although the 1906, 1907 and 1908 USDA Secretary’s reports reported an aggregate of
over 100,000 square miles released from Federal quarantine, in 1909 they reported that
another 13,544 square miles had been released in Virginia, North Carolina, Tennessee,
Arkansas, Oklahoma, and California, and this brought the total area released since 1906
up to 71,336 square miles. During 1909, inspectors of the Bureau of Animal Industry
made over three million inspections of cattle. It was the Department’s policy to only
work in the States and localities where official and public sentiment was favorable. The
amount of funding provided by the USDA was dependent upon the amount of funding the
State was prepared to spend. More than a million cattle from the quarantine Southern
states were being shipped to market. Based on a difference of $2.25 to $5 per head
between cattle from the tick infested areas and the tick free areas, it was estimated that
Southern cattlemen were losing over $3 million each year (USDA 1909:55-56).
W.P. Ellenberger, presented much higher losses for Southern cattlemen in the 1908
Proceedings of the American Veterinarian Medical Association. He took into account
the losses due to death of cattle, the lower prices paid in Northern markets, the lower beef
and dairy production, the loss of Southern breeders not able to show their cattle in
exhibitions, the costs associated with the establishing and enforcing of the quarantine
lines, and the additional freight costs on account of the cleaning and disinfecting cars and
stock pens, and maintaining separate yards for the Southern cattle. According to
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Ellenberger, the actually yearly costs due to the cattle tick were an appalling $60 to $100
million. This loss could be entirely prevented with the eradication of the cattle tick for a
fraction of the cost (Ellenberger 1908:297).

Methods of Exterminating the Texas-Fever Tick - 1909
In 1909, the United States Department of Agriculture published “Methods of
Exterminating the Texas-Fever Tick” by H.W. Graybill, scientific assistant of the
Zoological Division of the Bureau of Animal Industry. Graybill summarized the
previous work writing on the subject of the cattle tick, and added the results of his
previously unpublished research that had been done in cooperation with the Alabama
Polytechnic Institute.
Graybill explained the life cycle of the cattle tick, similar to the work of H.A. Morgan in
1905, however, Graybill identified the tick as Margaropus annulatus rather than
Boophilus annulatus as described as Morgan. By 1915, it was recognized that these two
names were for the same tick. Graybill listed several reasons for eradicating the cattle
tick. They were responsible for the deaths of native cattle and purebred cattle imported
from the North for breeding purposes. They were responsible for killing cattle when
introduced to local stock north of the quarantine line. Texas fever caused both temporary
and permanent arrest of growth and development, as well as lessening the putting on of
weight for beef cattle and a reduction in milk production in dairy cattle. Texas fever was
responsible for the prevention of southern breeders exhibiting their cattle in the North as
well as lowered prices at the market. The Federal government and the infested states
were spending “considerable expense” each year to establish the quarantine and enforce
the regulations to prevent the spread of Texas fever. The annual loss due to Texas fever
was estimated between $40 and $100 million by various writers (Graybill 1909:5-6).
Graybill stated that the cattle tick could be attacked in two locations, namely, in the
pasture and on the cattle. Pasture rotation, suggested in 1905, consisted of excluding all
cattle, horses, and mules from pastures until the ticks starved to death. Graybill refined
the original time requirements for pasture rotation as defined by experiments conducted
in Baton Rouge, Louisiana by Newell and Dougherty. Based on experiments conducted
by Hunter and Hooker at Dallas, Texas, and by Graybill at Alabama Polytechnic Institute,
it was found that the time periods necessary to starve ticks was longer in the northern
portion of the quarantine area (Graybill 1909:10-11).
The ticks could also be eradicated by treating the cattle at regular intervals with oils or
other agents. They could be applied by hand, with spray pumps, and by dipping the cattle
in vats. Hand application was practical when dealing with only a few cattle. The
substances most often used were a mixture of lard and kerosene, cotton-seed oil, or a
half-and-half mixture of cotton-seed oil and kerosene. The most effective substance up to
this point had been crude petroleum. The petroleum had drawbacks, chiefly, getting the
quantities of oil needed, the cost, and the bulk of the barrels of oil, which also added to
the transportation cost. Care had to be taken, as the petroleum substance could injure the
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cattle if applied in hot weather. Any of the substances could be applied with a mop or a
large paint brush, but in most cases some areas on the body infested with ticks was being
missed (Graybill 1909:19).
For small-sized herds, spraying was recommended. By 1909, the arsenical solution was
being used, but spraying was also done with the crude petroleum solution, the cotton-seed
oil solution, or the cotton-seed oil and kerosene mixture. A 20 percent mixture was
recommended to kill most of the ticks. Ordinary pail spraying pumps were used, and for
larger herds, there was a large spraying machine that had “met with considerable favor”
but the expense of the machine was likely to keep it from being used widely (Graybill
1909:19-20). According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of November 28, 1917, the
dipping vat with an arsenical dip was first used by a Federal inspector in Alabama in
1909.
The best and cheapest method of treating large heads of cattle was to regularly dip the
cattle in a vat. Several kinds of crude petroleum had been found to be more or less
successful in killing ticks. The heavier varieties of oil turned out to be very injurious to
cattle, and the lighter oils were so volatile that their effects only lasted a short time. The
best results came when using a type of petroleum known as Beaumont oil from Texas.
After dipping the cattle in crude oil in warm weather, it was important not to drive them
any distance, and provide shade and an abundance of water. The formula used to prepare
the crude oil was made from one pound of hard soap, one gallon of soft or freestone
water, and four gallons of Beaumont crude petroleum. This would make five gallons of
80 percent stock. The hard soap was shaved and placed into a kettle or cauldron
containing a gallon of water. The water was boiled until the soap fully dissolved, adding
more water to make up for any loss to evaporation. The soap solution was then mixed
with the oil in a barrel. This mixture was then mixed with three parts water to make a 20
percent emulsion, or 2 1/5 parts water to make a 25 percent emulsion. An 80 percent
stock was available on the market, and much time and labor could be saved by using it
rather than preparing the emulsion (Graybill 1909:21-22).
The arsenical dip, recently developed, was being widely used due to the low cost and
ease of preparation. It had also proven to be quite effective in killing ticks, while at the
same time, less likely to cause injury to the cattle when dipping in hot weather. Graybill
gave one of the more common formulas being used in the county for the arsenical dip. It
required 24 pounds of sodium carbonate (sal soda), eight pounds of arsenic trioxide
(white arsenic), a gallon of pine tar, and sufficient water to make 500 gallons. A stronger
dip could be made by using 10 pounds of arsenic rather than eight. The dip solution
could be left in the vat and used repeatedly by adding water and stock solution as needed.
When not in use, it was recommended that the vat be covered with a waterproof cover to
prevent evaporation or dilution by rain. A secure covering also reduced the possibilities
of accidental poisoning of stock and humans (Graybill 1909:22-24).
Graybill cautioned that great care was needed in making and using the arsenical dip as
arsenic was a dangerous poison. “From the time the arsenic is procured from the druggist
until the last particle of unused residue is properly disposed of, the most scrupulous care
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should be taken in handling this poison.” Inaccurate measurements in mixing the dip
could result in great damage to livestock as well as loss of life of not only cattle, but
humans. To protect the cattle, it was recommended that they be watered a short time
before being dipped. The cattle should be kept on the draining floor until the dip stopped
running from their bodies, and then they should be kept in a yard free of vegetation until
they were completely dry. The cattle were not to be kept in areas where the dip had
puddle or dripped on vegetation, and the cattle should not be kept in crowded pens after
dipping. It was also recommended not to drive the cattle any great distance after dipping
in hot weather, and to be sure not to dip any more often than two weeks. Graybill gave
recommendations for emptying the vats for cleaning. The bath should not be poured onto
ground or vegetation to which the cattle would have access. The best method was to run
the dip bath into a pit properly protected by fences, in a location where it would not seep
into wells or springs. The same precautions were to be followed when animals were
sprayed (Graybill 1909:24).
Graybill provided specifications and instructions for the construction of dipping vats that
could be constructed out of wood or concrete. When the vats were built to the
specifications, they would hold 2,088 gallons of the bath when filled to a depth of five
feet. The first step in construction was excavating a trench for the vat. The floor of the
trench was to be leveled, and after the vat was constructed, the excavation was to be filled
in around it and the surplus soil used to grade and slope the surface away from the vat
(Graybill 1909:27).
When building a dipping vat out of wood, four-by-four inch posts were driven at threefoot intervals and lined with two-by-eight inch bevel-edged plank, using 20-penny spikes
to fasten them to the posts and braces. Similar to boat construction, all joints were calked
with oakum, driven with a calking iron and pitched. The floor of the vat and inclines
were made of two-inch plank with calked joints. The exit incline had two-by-four cleats
spiked to the plank flooring. The slide, or entrance, had an angle of about 25 degrees and
was to be covered with No. 16 galvanized iron. Two-by-four inch posts could also be
used with braces spaced at 16 inches on centers, and then lined with 7/8-by-eight inch
tongue-and-grooved flooring, blind nailed at every bearing with 10-penny nails. The
joints were laid in white lead paste and the boards firmly driven up. When building the
vat out of lumber, it was important that the lumber be thoroughly dried and seasoned, free
from large and loose knots, straight grained and free from sap (Graybill 1909:27-28).
Graybill mentioned that the vats could also be constructed of concrete, but gave little
details on their construction. The concrete vat, according to Graybill, was made of
concrete composed of one part of good Portland cement, three parts of clean “sharp”
sand, and five parts of broken rock not any larger that two inches in size. The rock was
to be washed free of dust. The concrete was to be mixed wet and well tamped into place
(Graybill 1909:29).
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Specifications for the Construction of a Concrete Vat
According to the USDA Weekly News Letter of November 28, 1917, the first use of
arsenic solution in a cattle dipping vat for tick eradication was by a federal inspector in
Alabama in 1909. He followed the method used in stockyards for scabies, and the federal
methodology of dipping cattle in oil prior to interstate transportation. The vat method
proved not only effective, but inexpensive.
The USDA’s Farmers Bulletin 1057 “Cattle Fever Ticks and Methods of Eradication”
from 1920 provided the specifications to farmers for construction of a dipping vat. In
considering the site for vat construction, the farmer was to look for a location that would
be dry, and big enough to permit construction of the chute, the dipping pen, and at least
two additional pens – one for holding the cattle prior to dipping, and one for holding
them after dipping until sufficiently dried.
The excavation should be made one foot longer and one foot wider than the inside
dimensions of the vat. The vat was to be 26 feet long at the top, 12 feet long at the
bottom, three feet across at the top; and 1 ½ feet across at the bottom, with a depth of
seven feet. Longer dips might be desired in the case of larger numbers of cattle to be
treated.
The exit incline was to be not too steep as to require a cleated false bottom. However, the
surface should be rough enough to allow the animals to maintain a secure foothold. The
length of the slide, or entrance, varied for dry or free range cattle and dairy cattle. For
dry or free range cattle, the slide was to be two feet long and have a drop of two feet. For
dairy cattle, the slide was to be four feet long, or long enough for the cow to stand on, and
a drop of 2 ½ or three feet so the arsenical bath would cover the edge of the slide to at
least a foot in depth. The long slide for the dairy cows was to prevent bruising their
udders.
The chute leading to the vat was not to be more than 30 inches wide and 20 feet long. It
was advised to build a receiving pen large enough to hold the animals to be dipped. The
dripping chute, located at the exit of the vat, was more satisfactory than a dripping pen.
The dripping chute was to be made of concrete, with an incline in line with the vat. It
was to be about 30 inches wide, and the length would depend on the number of cattle to
be dipped at one time. The sloping floor would allow the dripping from the cattle would
flow back into the vat through openings provided. It was to have a two-inch curb to keep
the dip from running off (USDA Farmer’s Bulletin 1057, pages 14-17).
“When a vat is to be emptied the approved practice is to run the waste bath into a pit
properly guarded by a fence, where it will gradually seep away under the surface and do
no harm, provided only that seepage can not be carried to a well, stream, or spring from
which any person or animal may drink” (USDA Farmer’s Bulletin 1057, page 31).
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Eradication of the Texas-Fever Tick – 1909 to 1912
On January 20, 1910, The Tazwell Republican, published in Tazwell, Virginia, reported
on the progress made in tick eradication for the 1909 season. An order issued by the
Secretary of Agriculture released from federal quarantine 9,266 square miles effective on
December 6, 1909. Another 13,544 square miles had been released during the spring,
making a total of 22,810 square miles released during 1909. More than 80,000 square
miles of territory had been released from federal quarantine in the last three and one-half
years of tick eradication work:
Virginia
North Carolina
South Carolina
Tennessee
Kentucky
Arkansas
Oklahoma
Texas
California

9,778 square miles
10,199 square miles
2,673 square miles
9,849 square miles
541 square miles
6,078 square miles
4,762 square miles
1,421 square miles
35,706 square miles

Total

81,857 square miles

The large area in California in comparison with the other states was due to a relatively
small number of cattle ticks, resulting in larger areas being cleared. According to Dr.
A.D. Melvin, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, there was now absolutely no doubt
that the cattle tick could be completely eradicated throughout the entire infested region.
The following counties were released on December 6, 1909:
Virginia - Lunenburg and Mecklenburg Counties and the Bruton District of York County
South Carolina - Oconee, Pickens, Greenville and Anderson
Tennessee - Warren County and the remainder of Putnam and Dekalb counties
Arkansas - Mississippi and Poinsett counties
Oklahoma - Harmon County; the portion of Greer County west of the Kansas City,
Mexico and Orient Railway; the portion of Caddo County north of the Magnum branch of
the Chicago, Rock Island, and Pacific Railway; the remainder of Canadian County
Texas - Scurry County
On March 31, 1910, The Tazwell Republican reported that the Secretary of Agriculture
was releasing another 48,000 square miles effective April 1st.
Arkansas - Benton and Washington counties
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Mississippi - DeSoto, Tate and Tunica counties
Tennessee - Bradley and James counties
Georgia - White, Habersham, and Stevens counties
Virginia - Brunswick County
During Fiscal Year 1910, another 57,518 square miles of territory were released from
federal quarantine in Virginia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Kentucky,
Tennessee, Mississippi, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas, and California. This was the largest
area released in a single year since the beginning of the tick eradication program in 1906.
The total area released since 1906 was 129,611 square miles. Tick eradication work was
also conducted in Missouri, Alabama, and Louisiana.
Cattlemen were finding it far more practical to introduce and raise better breeds of cattle
in the areas released from Federal quarantine. Not only were the cattle commanding
higher prices due to their better condition, the cattle could be marketed without the
quarantine restrictions (USDA 1910:48).
The Bureau of Animal Industry reported that in Fiscal Year 1910, Bureau employees
made over 3.7 million inspections of cattle. Of this number, over 2.5 were reinspections.
The number of reinspections was up 14.5 percent over the previous year (USDA
1912b:66).
On March 13, 1911, The Times-Dispatch, published in Richmond, Virginia, reported that
by order of the Secretary of Agriculture, nearly 11,000 square miles of territory was to be
released from the federal quarantine on March 15th. The following counties were to be
released:
Virginia - Chesterfield and Fluvanna counties
North Carolina - Stanley, Montgomery, Randolph, Chatham, Wake and Franklin
counties
Tennessee - Overton County and portions of Fentress, Polk, Lincoln, Lawrence, Benton,
and Madison counties
Oklahoma - Kiowa County and portions of Greer, Jackson, Swanson, Caddo, Cleveland,
Pottawatomie, Lincoln and Pawnee counties
Texas - Cottle County and portions of Hardeman, Howard and Mitchell counties
The order also prescribed regulations for the territory remaining under quarantine, which
included the entire states of Alabama, Florida and Louisiana; and parts of Virginia, North
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Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Georgia, Mississippi, Arkansas, Oklahoma, Texas,
and California.
Dr. Cooper Curtice reported on the progress of tick eradication on the first five years of
work through April 1, 1911 in the Bureau of Animal Industry’s 1912 annual report. In
Virginia, 24 counties had been released from Federal quarantine, and there were six
counties and parts of two counties still infested. In North Carolina, 30 counties had been
cleaned up out of the 72 counties quarantined in 1906. Eight of the 42 remaining
quarantined counties were cooperating with the BAI in tick eradication work. The State
of North Carolina had previously cleaned up 12 counties between 1900 and 1906, making
a total of 42 counties in North Carolina tick-free. South Carolina had 42 counties
infested in 1906. To this point, four counties had been cleaned up. Another eight
counties were nearly cleaned.
Georgia had cleaned up three out of the 144 counties that were infested in 1906. Three
mountain counties had been previously disinfected. Kentucky was tick-free having
completed their tick-eradication work. Only two counties were infested in 1906 and two
small areas were infested in contiguous counties. In Tennessee, there had been 26
counties and parts of eight other counties released from the Federal quarantine. Another
seven counties and parts of five counties were still under quarantine, and six counties
were cooperating with the BAI. Alabama had cooperated in seven out of the 67 counties
that were infested (USDA 1912b:256).
In Mississippi, three counties and four-fifths of the area of two other counties had been
released from Federal quarantine, out of the 78 counties that were placed under
quarantine in 1908. There were 17 counties cooperating with the BAI in tick eradication
work. In Arkansas, 10 out of 75 counties had been released since 1907. Tick eradication
work was on-going in nine other counties. Louisiana was cooperating with the BAI in
two out of its 60 counties. These two counties were nearly clean. In Oklahoma, seven
counties and parts of several other counties had been released from Federal quarantine.
There had been 59 counties originally placed under quarantine. In Texas, seven counties
and parts of five other counties out of 190 infected counties had been released from
Federal quarantine. California had 3 ½ counties remaining infected out of the original 15
infected counties, these counties were very nearly completed with their tick eradication
work. In Missouri, there were four counties or parts of counties under quarantine. No
tick eradication work had been undertaking in the State of Florida (USDA 1912b:256257).
During Fiscal Year 1911, an aggregate of 10,965 square miles were released from
Federal quarantine. Since the beginning of the systematic extermination of the cattle
ticks in 1906, a total of 139,821 square miles had been released, about one-fifth of the
original infested area. Experiments had continued to find the most effective and
economical way of ridding the cattle and pastures of the ticks. It had been recently
shown that arsenic baths were yielding better results than the crude petroleum that had
formerly been used for dipping. Arsenic dips were now being used.
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During 1911, more than four million inspections of Southern cattle were made by the
employees of the Bureau of Animal Industry. A total of 103,338 cattle were permitted
unrestricted movement under certificate, and of this number, 45,613 were dipped or
otherwise treated. The movement of cattle from the quarantine area was carefully
regulated to ensure that the disease was not to animals outside of the area. During the
quarantine season of 1910, just over a million cattle were shipped to northern markets in
accordance with the regulations of the department (USDA 1911a:47-48).
For Fiscal Year 1910, the United States Department of Agriculture had appropriated
$250,000 for the Bureau of Animal Industry to eradicate the cattle tick. The work had
been conducted in cooperation with State authorities in Virginia, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Georgia, Alabama, Tennessee, Kentucky, Missouri, Arkansas, Oklahoma,
Louisiana, Texas, and California under special appropriations. The results to date
indicated that eradication of the cattle tick was “entirely practical.” The USDA
appropriated another $250,000 for tick eradication for Fiscal Year 1911. They estimated
expenditures of $267,880 for tick eradication for Fiscal Year 1912 (USDA 1911b).
On March 23, 1912, The Ogden Standard, published in Ogden, Utah, published an article
by Dr. Cooper Curtice on the accomplishments of the tick eradication work. In the past
five years 24 counties had been released from federal quarantine in Virginia. In North
Carolina, 42 counties had been cleaned. In South Carolina, four counties had been
released and eight more were nearly cleaned. In Tennessee, 26 counties had been
released. The tick eradication work in Kentucky was completed. Several counties in
Georgia, Alabama, Louisiana and Mississippi had been released, and work was
progressing in many more counties in these states. Oklahoma had released seven
counties; Arkansas 10 counties; Texas seven whole counties and parts of another five;
and California had almost completed eradicated the cattle tick in the 15 counties
originally infested.
The progress continued during 1912 with the cooperation with State and local authorities
in the eradication of the cattle tick. During Fiscal Year 1912, another 22,827 square
miles were released from Federal quarantine, and since the end of the Fiscal Year (ending
on June 30th) another 2,248 square miles had been released. A total of 164,896 square
miles had been released since 1906, nearly one-fourth of the area originally placed under
Federal quarantine. The USDA was confident that “the days of the tick are numbered
and that the South will soon enter upon an era of the development of stock raising and
will have a large part in meeting the needs of our people for a greater supply of meat
(USDA 1912a:45).
In 1912, the U.S. Department of Agriculture published a report entitled “Investigations
Relative to Arsenical Dips as Remedies for Cattle Ticks” by B.H. Ransom, Ph.D., and
H.W. Graybill, D.V.M. Several remedies that had proven useful in the treatment of
external parasites on cattle, such as mange, mites and lice, had proven useless in killing
cattle ticks. Solutions of lime-and-sulfur, tobacco, and coal-tar had been found
successful for external parasites, but had no practical value in destroying ticks. Oil dips
using crude petroleum was somewhat effective, but presented difficulties in getting the
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correct composition. It was also expensive, bulky, presented difficulties in shipping,
suffered loss through leakage, and left the cattle with greasy hair and skins (Ransom and
Graybill 1912:7-8).
Beginning in 1906, the Bureau of Animal Industry experimented with arsenical solutions
for dipping cattle following the publications of two articles by Dr. N.S. Mayo, the chief
veterinarian of Cuba, Texas. A variety of concentrations were used. The initial
composition consisted of dissolving 1 ½ pounds of white arsenic in five or more gallons
of water and boiling for one-half hour, then dissolved in 20 gallons of water. Four and
one-half pounds of sodium carbonate crystals was mixed with 4 ½ pounds of shaved
yellow soap and mixed in five gallons of water, and then one quart of pine tar added. The
arsenical solution was then mixed with the sodium carbonate, soap and pine tar solution,
and enough water was added to make 100 gallons of solution. A second solution was
essentially mixed the same, but called for eight pounds of white arsenic, 24 pounds of
soda carbonate crystals, 24 pounds of yellow soap, one gallon of pine tar, and 500 gallons
of water. After a year of trials, it was decided that the yellow soap added nothing to the
effectiveness of the dip and was dropped from the recipe. The function of the pine tar
was not definitely known, but it did add coloring and odor to the solution. The amount of
arsenic in solution in the various dips varied from 0.16 to 0.495 percent. During 1906,
about 12,000 head of cattle were treated in Texas under the supervision of inspectors or
agents of the Bureau of Animal Industry (Ransom and Graybill 1912:8-9).

December 9, 1912 Agriculture Budget Hearings
On December 9, 1912, a committee of selected veterinarians from the quarantine
southern states spoke during hearings before the Committee on Agriculture at the House
of Representatives. The purpose of the hearings was to establish the budget for the fiscal
year that would be ending on June 30, 1914.
Dr. W.H. Dalrymple, State Veterinarian of Louisiana, stated that since the tick
eradication program had begun, there had been 165,000 square miles cleared in the
South, notwithstanding the “crude methods adopted then and the gross ignorance that
prevailed among some of our people.” “We find people, even today, who will tell you
the Lord Almighty sent the ticks there and it is wrong to eradicate them.” Through
education, though, the people were beginning to demand that the work be conducted.
The quarantine was costing southern cattlemen $3 to $5 per head for every cow shipped
north. With an estimated one million cattle shipped from the South, it was costing
southern cattlemen $3 to $5 million each year (USDA 1913a:36-38).
Dr. George R. White, of National, Tennessee, stated there was a shortage of 10 million
cattle from ten years earlier, and something had to be done to stimulate the cattle-raising
industry. The best way to stimulate it in the South was to eradicate the Texas-Fever tick.
When the work had begun seven years earlier, Tennessee had 51 counties under
quarantine. After seven years of work, ticks had been eradicated in 44 counties. If the
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tick could be eradicated in Tennessee, it could also be eradicated in the other states
(USDA 1913a:39-40).
Dr. Peter F. Bahsen, Veterinarian of the State or Georgia, stated that up to the last year,
1911, the State of Georgia had appropriated only $500 for tick eradication. The federal
government had spent more money than the State had. As a result, the work in Georgia
had progressed very little. Dr. Bahsen pointed out that tick eradication was not popular
in Georgia when the program began. The local cattlemen did not think the cattle tick hurt
their cattle. The cattlemen were, however, beginning to accept it. Georgia had
appropriated $15,000 in 1912 and each county contributed liberally. In Walker County,
the county commissioners provided funds for the construction of 32 dipping vats, and
agreed to put them all into operation before June 1st. The other counties had done almost
as well, in addition to furnishing men to do the work. When asked about enforcement,
Dr. Bahsen stated that the State of Georgia had the authority to quarantine cattle for
compulsory dipping. The State could prosecute the cattlemen with a misdemeanor, and
then dip the cattle at the owner’s expense, after the courts had fined them between $10
and $25 (USDA 1913a:42-44).
The Honorable R.F. Kolb, Commissioner of Agriculture for the State of Alabama stated
that Alabama and the whole South needed more money and more men. Alabama was
losing over $5 million dollars annually due to infested cattle. The counties in Alabama
had given $25,000 the previous year in appropriations for tick eradication, and many of
the counties were building between 30 and 40 vats at a cost of $25 to $75 each. Alabama
received between $6,000 and $8,000 in federal funding. When asked if any individuals
were building and using their own vats, Mr. Kolb cited one farmer in particular, a Mr.
F.D. Derby, who offered $1,000 to any man that found a tick on one of his cattle. Mr.
Derby had completely eradicated the ticks on his farm, but thus far, Alabama had only
had one county taken off the quarantine restrictions (USDA 1913a:44-45).
Mr. Archibald Smith, of the State Agricultural College of Mississippi, stated that
Mississippi had received more federal money than the other states, and as a result, had
cleaned up more territory. Eight counties had already been declared tick-free. In the
previous two years the counties had expended over $150,000 for the building of vats
alone. Another $50,000 had been expended in the previous year in the employment of
inspectors. Tick eradication work was even more important in Mississippi as more than
half the state was infested with the boll weevil. With cotton growing less profitable, it
was of vital importance to improve the cattle industry. In the previous year, Mississippi
had employed men in 20 counties for tick eradication. They needed funding for another
30 counties (USDA 1913a:45-46).
Dr. C.F. Dawson, State Veterinarian for Florida stated, “I represent the State which has
done nothing whatever in tick eradication. We are the only State which is wholly south
of the quarantine limitation. That means we have no counties, no section, from which we
can ship cattle unrestricted to the northern markets.” Dr. Dawson also stated that there
were about 850,000 cattle in Florida – about the same number of animals as people, and
they were losing three per cent annually of their cattle. He was hoping that the State
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would appropriate $5,000 for the beginning of the work. Dr. Dawson further stated that
he believed the tick first entered the country through St. Augustine. The cattle tick was
present throughout the entire State of Florida (USDA 1913a:47-48).
Dr. W.G. Chrisman, State Veterinarian of North Carolina, showed a map of his state,
indicating that the tick eradication program had begun in the western portion of the state
and progressed to the east. North Carolina was going to appropriate about $10,000 for
the next year’s work, and Dr. Chrisman wanted another five men from the federal
government to supervise the work. North Carolina had received between $6,000 and
$7,000 the previous year from the federal government. In those counties that had been
cleared of ticks in the last eight years, the ticks had not reappeared. The State of North
Carolina maintained surveillance of along the line between the infested counties and the
tick-free counties (USDA 1913a:48-49).
Dr. J.F. Stamford, State Veterinarian of the State of Arkansas reported that Arkansas was
making rapid progress towards tick eradication. They had 11,003 square miles free of
tick infestation, and above the federal quarantine line. Arkansas had received $10,000
from the federal government the previous year, and raised another $5,000 through
appropriations and private contributions. Private contributions made up $3,000 of this
amount, mostly coming from land owners from sections of the state that had been
exclusively growing cotton (USDA 1913a:49).
Dr. Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian of Alabama closed the hearings by reminding the
committee that the work thus far completed had been in the northern line of counties of
the states under quarantine. Along that line, the work had progressed rapidly, but the
work that was needed to complete the tick eradication would require more effort, working
year round, instead of just in the summer months. In six years, the quarantine states had
cleaned up about 70,000 miles, or about one-third of the infested area. Dr. Cary
concluded by stating that the pioneer days were over. Tick eradication was no longer an
experiment; it was a positive, definite method (USDA 1913a:50).

January 4, 1913 Senate Hearings
On January 2, 1913, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) reported that
Captain Rueben F. Kolb, the commissioner of agriculture and industries, had left for
Washington, D.C. with Dr. Charles A. Cary, of Auburn, where they appeared before the
house committee on agriculture. Dr. Cary had been appointed the chairman of the
committee on tick eradication in the South. In addition to Commissioner Kolb and Dr.
Cary, representatives from all the southern states had gone to Washington for the
conference with the congressional committee. The bill for the eradication of cattle ticks
carried with it an appropriation of $400,000. According to the article, there was strong
support favoring the passage of the bill, and favorable action by the House and Senate
committees was expected.
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On January 4, 1913, delegates from ten tick-infested states testified in front of the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry at the United States Senate to ask for an increase
from $250,000 to $750,000 annually for tick eradication. Federal aid had begun in 1906.
Dr. Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian of Alabama testified,
“We have been working in twelve counties, but there is only one county from
which the tick has been eliminated. We lack educated help. However, we expect
other counties to eliminate the pest next year. The sentiment is much more in
favor of the work now. You have to educate the people in an appreciation of
these things, because the people did not know why the tick injured the cattle.”
(State Board of Health of Florida 1913:184)
Dr. W.H. Dalrymple, Professor of Veterinarian Science and a member of the Board of
Live Stock Commissioners in Louisiana, testified that cattle from the quarantined area
could only be shipped out of the area during a sixty-day period during the coldest months
of the year, and only after being inspected by federal inspectors and cleared of ticks.
Louisiana appropriated $5,000 for 1906 and 1907 for tick eradication, and had
appropriated $5,000 each year after that. They had begun dipping in two of the northern
parishes. In his own parish of East Baton Rouge, they had built 40 or 50 dipping vats
entirely at the expense of the local people. Parish authorities voted money for
construction of vats in each ward. In East Feliciana parish, they built one vat in each of
eight wards, and then stockmen decided to put in money to build a total of 16 dipping
vats. Private vat owners agreed that if the parish paid for the materials and kept up the
solution, they would make their vats available to the public (State Board of Health of
Florida 1913:185-186).
Dr. George R. White, State Live Stock Inspector, Nashville, Tennessee, testified that
Tennessee originally had 51 out of 96 counties under quarantine. Tennessee had been
conducting tick eradication work for the past six or seven years, and had eliminated ticks
from 43 counties (Dr. White stated 44 counties during the bill appropriation hearings a
month earlier.) Those 43 counties had been released from federal restrictions. Dr. White
pointed out that Tennessee had received more federal aid that the other states as the
federal government had been concentrating on the northern states in the quarantined area
(State Board of Health of Florida 1913:189).
Dr. Peter F. Bahsen, State Veterinarian of Georgia, testified that there were many areas
within the quarantine area that were free of ticks, and the federal government needed to
inspect those areas and release them from the federal restrictions. Dr. Bahsen stated that
once the tick had been eliminated in an area, the eradication work was completed and
would never be needed again. “Since the work was taken up by the Government in 1906
not a single county that has been released from quarantine has been placed back under
quarantine.” “Records for the past six years show absolutely that once the work is
complete there is no danger of reinfestation again. The line has moved progressively to
the South, and not a single county has been placed back in quarantine after being released
from quarantine.” Georgia appropriated $15,000 in 1912 for tick eradication. (State
Board of Health of Florida 1913:191).
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Professor Archibald Smith, Professor of Animal Industry of the Agricultural College and
Secretary of the State Live Stock sanitary Board of Mississippi testified that when the
quarantine line was first established, Mississippi was far below the line and no work was
done in the state until 1908. At that time, Mississippi appropriated $5,000 for two year’s
work, and another $40,000 to carry on the work. Since 1908, Mississippi had cleaned
eight counties and above the quarantine line, and another area almost equal in size ready
to be released from federal restrictions. In the previous year, 1912, the Live Stock
Sanitary Board, working in cooperation with the Federal Bureau, had men working in
about 22 counties. In the past two years, they had constructed over 3,000 dipping vats, at
an average cost of $35 each, and the State had appropriated about $50,000 for inspectors
(State Board of Health of Florida 1913:193-194).
Dr. C.F. Dawson, Veterinarian of the State of Florida testified that the State of Florida
had not taken any actions up to that time in the eradication of ticks, but were very much
interested in it and was expecting to begin soon. He suggested that “cattle improvement
clubs” should be formed in each county with delegates attending annual meetings. With
tick eradication being a focus, the clubs would facilitate state-wide education (State
Board of Health of Florida 1913:195).
Dr. W.G. Chrisman, State Veterinarian of North Carolina testified that when the
government first began tick eradication, the entire State was tick infested. They began
work in the western part of the state and pushed eastward, and by 1912, had reached the
Roanoke River in the northern part of the state and the Pee Dee River in the southern
portion. North Carolina was using a different method than other states. They were not
using dipping vats. Their inspectors were spraying the cattle with spray pumps, and
given their particular conditions, this had been successful. As they proceeded further
eastward, and the conditions changed, Chrisman stated that it was not certain if they
would continue with spraying or begin dipping the cattle in vats. North Carolina needed
more funding for additional inspectors (State Board of Health of Florida 1913:196).
Dr. J.F. Stamford, the Arkansas State Veterinarian testified that when the tick eradication
work began six years earlier, every county in Arkansas was quarantined by the federal
government. At the time of his testimony, 14 counties had been released from federal
quarantine, encompassing an area of 11,003 square miles. In the last year, during a
period of six months, 1,161 square miles was made tick-free through the aid of private
contributions. Arkansas was hoping the number of federal inspectors would be increased,
as they predicted eight more men would be needed from the Bureau of Animal Industry
in order to supervise the work that was planned over the coming years. Tick eradication
work was be start in the early spring (State Board of Health of Florida 1913:197-198).
Eradication of the Texas-Fever Tick – 1913 to 1914
On May 22, 1913, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) reported that the
United States Department of Agriculture had recently revised the quarantine regulations.
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According to President Finley, of the Southern Railway Company, an increase in the tick
eradication work could be expected. Under the revision, cattle could be shipped from the
quarantined area if they had a certificate from an inspector with the Bureau of Animal
Industry documenting that they had been dipped twice in an arsenical solution over a five
to ten day period. The revised regulations were an indication of the desire of the
Department of Agriculture to allow cattle to be shipped from the quarantined area if it
could be done safely. In addition to the revision of the regulations, the quarantine line
was revised, releasing a large portion of the area where systematic work against the tick
had been conducted. Since the beginning of the tick eradication work in 1905, more than
187,000 square miles of the original quarantined area had been released. Tick eradication
work in Mississippi had been “especially active.” By the close of 1912, there were 2,181
dipping vats in operation, and in one single county alone, there were 185 vats constructed
and in use. According to President Finley, if similar effort was made across the
quarantined area, the complete destruction of the cattle tick would be only a matter of a
very few years.
On August 18, 1913, The Washington Herald reported that the assistant Secretary of
Agriculture had declared that on September 1, 1913 a total of 9,191 square miles were to
be released from federal quarantine in the States of Texas, Oklahoma, Tennessee,
Georgia, and South Carolina. This territory released was in addition to the 20,000 square
miles released on March 1, 1913, bringing the total area released for 1913 to nearly
30,000 square miles. The counties released from federal quarantine were:
Georgia: Newton and Oconee Counties
Oklahoma: Nowata, portions of Washington, Osage, and McClain counties
South Carolina: remainder of Abbeville and Chester counties
Tennessee: Henderson, Chester, Hardin, and remainder of Decatur, Wayne, McNary and
Hardeman counties
Texas: Fisher and Jones counties, remainder of Terrell and Hardeman, portions of
Crockett, Sterling, Mitchell, Haskell, and Knox counties
By the end of 1913, the USDA reported that one-fourth of the original area placed under
quarantine had been freed from ticks and released from federal restrictions. The work
was being “pushed vigorously and with good progress in the remaining area.” The total
area released was 196,395 square miles. The most effective method of destroying the
ticks had been determined to be dipping the cattle in an arsenical solution. According to
the USDA, it was just a matter of time and money before the ticks were completely
eradicated (USDA 1913:49).
The USDA reported in 1914 that tick eradication was progressing. A total of 220,000
square miles had been cleared and freed from Federal restrictions. The 1914 Report to
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the Secretary of Agriculture stated that a “more vigorous effort with larger funds” for the
clearing of the remaining tick-infected area “would be wise economy” (USDA 1914:14).
Mississippi and Louisiana Tick Eradication – October 1914
The USDA’s October 14, 1914 edition of the Weekly News Letter to Crop
Correspondents reported that 7,000 square miles in Lauderdale County, Mississippi and
Tensas Parish, Louisiana were released from Federal quarantine in October 1914. The
two counties had made unusual progress eradicating the tick in a short time and getting
the restrictions lifted so they could ship their cattle to Northern markets.
Lauderdale County had begun tick eradication in April, and with the cooperation of local
and Federal authorities had completed the work in five months. In January 1914, the
Tensas Parish “police jury” had appropriated $6,200 for tick eradication work, and the
construction of cattle dipping vats began in February. Active dipping began in early
April, with cooperation between Federal, State and Parish authorities.
Counties Released from Quarantine – March 1, 1915
According to a March 3, 1915 article that appeared in Our Mountain Home, a weekly
newspaper of Talladega County, Alabama, the Secretary of Agriculture released 32
counties in nine states from the federal quarantine for Texas fever, an area of more than
28,000 square miles. The following counties were released:
Arkansas: Izard and Sharp counties.
California: San Diego County.
Georgia: Walker, Catoosa, Whitefield, Murray, Gilmer, Dawson, Forsyth, Milton, Cobb
and Madison counties.
North Carolina: Harnett, Cumberland, Wayne, Greene and Lenoir counties.
Oklahoma: Rogers, Washington, Mayes, Tulsa, Osage and Creek counties.
South Carolina: Chesterfield, Marion and Florence counties.
Texas: Sterling and Wilwarger [Wilbarger] counties.
Virginia: Surrey, York and Warwick counties.
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Smith County, Mississippi is Returned to Quarantine List – March 1, 1915
According to a March 3, 1915 article that appeared in Our Mountain Home, a weekly
newspaper of Talladega County, Alabama, the Secretary of Agriculture placed Smith
County, Mississippi back on the quarantine list. Smith County had been released from
federal quarantine in 1914, but the farmers in that county had not cooperated with the
authorities to keep the county tick-free. This was the first instance of a county being requarantined since the beginning of the program.
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1915
According to the USDA’s annual report for Fiscal Year 1915, a total of 37,255 square
miles were released from federal quarantine during FY 1915. This area was an aggregate
of areas from Alabama, Arkansas, California, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia. Since the tick eradication work
had begun in 1906, a total area of 253,163 square miles had been released. Across the
area of quarantine, over 11.2 million inspections were made, with a total of 6,678 cattle
dipping vats in operation. In addition to the inspections and dipping of cattle, a great deal
of educational and demonstrational work was conducted by bureau employees to teach
cattle owners the importance of the program and the best methods to accomplish the
desired goals. This work was done in cooperation with State authorities and was being
pushed forward as quickly as possible. Additional cooperation came from transportation
companies, commercial clubs, bankers, and other business men who realized the benefit
tick eradication would have to the cattle industry (USDA 1916:111).
On August 26, 1915, The Franklin County Times (Franklin County, Alabama) reported
that the tick-extermination map issued by the Government showed the “energetic work
being done throughout portions of the South.” In the State of Mississippi, the entire
eastern bank of the Mississippi River had been freed of ticks. Arkansas had a slogan to
free the State north of the Arkansas River, about half the total quarantined counties, by
the end of the summer. In Oklahoma, the western and northern sections were tick-free,
and in six more months, the greater portion of the State would be tick-free. Louisiana
was following Mississippi’s example, and by the end of the summer, a dozen counties
were to be tick-free. Georgia was among the leaders in tick extermination, as was North
Carolina and South Carolina. Tennessee was already tick-free, as was almost all of
Virginia. The State of Missouri was among the first States to be declared tick-free,
followed by Kentucky. Western Texas was making rapid progress, and many counties in
Florida and Alabama were tick free. Southern California was about to be freed from
ticks.
Counties Released from Quarantine – September 15, 1915
The Moulton Advertiser, a weekly newspaper of Lawrence County, Alabama, reported on
September 29, 1915 that 9,306 square miles of territory in Mississippi, Alabama,
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Georgia, and South Carolina were released from Federal quarantine on September 15,
1915 by the United States Department of Agriculture. In those areas released, the
counties, the State, and the Department of Agriculture had worked in cooperation to
eradicate the tick responsible for Texas fever by systematic dipping in an arsenic bath.
With this additional territory released, the total areas freed of ticks since 1906 was
262,469 square miles, making more than one-third of the original area placed under
quarantine free of ticks. The following counties were released:
Alabama: Limestone and Montgomery counties.
Georgia: Baldwin, Chattooga, Cherokee, Dekalb, Elbert, Fulton, Gordon, Greene, Jasper,
and Richmond counties.
Mississippi: Clarke County, and the remaining portions of Lafayette, Bolivar, and
Claiborne counties.
South Carolina: Aiken, Richland, Fairfield, Kershaw, and the remaining portion of
Lancaster counties.
Kentucky, Missouri and Tennessee had successfully wiped out the cattle tick. In
Tennessee, 42 counties had been infested. California and Virginia were nearly finished
with their tick eradication work, and were practically free of the pest. The reports from
the other States, however, were no so good. Only 59 percent of North Carolina free of
ticks. South Carolina was close behind with 53 percent cleared, and Mississippi was now
47 percent cleared. Only 42 percent of Oklahoma had been freed of ticks, Arkansas was
25 percent cleared, Texas was 22 percent cleared, and Georgia was 18 percent cleared.
Louisiana was next to last, with only four percent of their area free of ticks, and the State
of Florida had been successful in eradicating cattle ticks in any of 47 counties that had
been infested in 1906.
In the areas released from quarantine since 1906, there were approximately 4.5 million
cattle. The cost of freeing the area of ticks had cost about 72 cents per head. A little
more than half of this cost had been picked up by the Federal government. In return for
this investment, not a single head of cattle had been lost to Texas fever, the grade of
cattle markedly improved, and the value of the cattle increased. It was anticipated that
the cost of future tick eradication work could be done cheaper because of the great deal of
educational work already accomplished. The cost of cement and lumber required for
dipping was between $40 and $60. The labor was usually provided by the farmers using
the vat. An owner of 50 head of cattle could afford to build his own dipping vat, and
where the herds were smaller, community vats were constructed. Generally, between 60
and 125 vats were required in an ordinary farming county. It cost about 3 ½ cents per
head to charge the bath with arsenic and maintain it though the summer.
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Counties Released from Quarantine – December 1, 1915
On December 8, 1915, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that 12,313 more square
miles had been freed from ticks in Alabama, Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, and Virginia on December 1st. Of the original area placed under Federal
quarantine, 465,733 remained infested, or less than two-thirds of the original area. The
following counties were released:
Alabama: Wilcox, Marengo, Dallas, Hale, Lowndes, part of Perry and part of Henry.
Arkansas: the remainder of Marion, Woodruff, and the remainder of Cross.
Louisiana: East Carroll Parish
Mississippi: Warren, Oktibbeha, Copiah, the remainder of Leake, and part of Yalobusha.
North Carolina: Bladen, Johnson, and Sampson
Virginia: the remainder of York
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1916
On April 6, 1916, The DeSoto County News, published in Arcadia, Florida, reported that
9,739 square miles of territory had been released from federal quarantine on March 10,
1916. This territory was located in Florida, Texas, Mississippi, Georgia and South
Carolina, and included the whole or parts of 16 different counties.
During Fiscal Year 1916, a total of 31,358 square miles were released from federal
quarantine. This area was an aggregate of areas from Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia.
Since 1906, a total area of 284,521 square miles had been released. During FY 1916,
over 16.6 million inspections were made, and there were 12,662 cattle dipping vats in
operation where the cattle were dipped under Federal or State supervision. The
educational and demonstration work continued to be a vital element of the program
(USDA 1917:106-107).
Counties Released from Quarantine – March 10, 1916
According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of March 22, 1916, a total area of 9,739
square miles were released from Federal quarantine on March 10, 1916 in Florida, Texas,
Mississippi, Georgia, and South Carolina. Of the original 728,543 square miles placed
under quarantine in 1906, a total of 284,521 square miles had been released. The
following counties were released:
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Florida: Dade, Broward, and a portion of Palm Beach.
Georgia: Clayton, Hancock, Pickens, Wilkes, and a portion of Lumpkin.
Mississippi: Winston, the remainder of Yalobusha, and the remainder of Newton.
North Carolina: a portion of Northampton.
South Carolina: Calhoun, Saluda, Lexington, and the remainder of Florence.
Texas: Schleicher.
Benefits of Tick Elimination – Summer 1916
On July 13, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that cattle freed from ticks were not only bringing higher prices at market, but
putting on more weight. Ticks could be eliminated from a county in a single dipping
season. The elimination of the cattle tick was also allowing stockmen to improve their
herds with pure-bred cattle. On a farm in Tennessee, native cows that weighed from 500
to 700 pounds and ranged in value from $12 to $20 a head had been bred with pure-bred
Short-horn bulls. When the calves were 15 to 18 months old, they were sold on the
Chicago market, averaging 800 pounds and sold for an average of $64 per head. The
difference between systematic stock raising and selling “scrubs” was the elimination of
the cattle tick. There were no longer any cattle ticks in Tennessee and Kentucky, and
only one corner of Virginia and the coastal counties of North Carolina were still infected.
Most of South Carolina and about half of Alabama and Mississippi were tick free. There
were large tick-free areas in Georgia, northern Arkansas and Oklahoma and in Texas.
Louisiana and Florida had some success in eradicating the tick in some counties. There
was not a single State in the entire original quarantined area that had driven the tick out
of part of its territory. The farmers had done this work because it paid. When the cattle
tick was eliminated, the gate was “open for the pure-bred bull to walk in and bring an
income with him.”
Counties Released from Quarantine – September 15, 1916
On September 5, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that an
additional 9,493 square miles had been freed of the cattle tick and would be released from
the federal quarantine on September 15, 1916. According to an order signed by the
Secretary of Agriculture, the following counties were to be released:
Alabama: Autauga and Greene counties.
California: the remainder of San Diego County, making the entire State of California
now free from the quarantine.

32

Georgia: Barrow, Bartow, Campbell, Columbia, Fayette, Floyd, Henry, Jackson,
Paulding, and Walton counties.
Mississippi: the remainder of Yazoo County.
Oklahoma: the entire counties of Wagoner and Stephens and portions of Muskogee and
Tulsa counties.
South Carolina: the counties of Bamberg, Barnwell, and Edgefield.
On November 26, 1916, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette reported that the U.S.
Department of Agriculture was releasing another 27,172 square miles of territory in
Alabama, Georgia, Arkansas, Mississippi, and Texas on December 11, 1916.
Tick Eradication Progress – February 1917
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Alabama) reported that
the dipping of cattle in the tick infested territories would begin earlier than in previous
years. There were 14,247 cattle dipping vats in commission and it was expected that
these vats could handle the dipping of over one million cattle per month. It was planned
to begin the dipping as soon after March 1st as possible in order to catch the first
generation of ticks hatched in the spring before they could lay any eggs. It was
anticipated that 1917 would see more territory freed from the cattle tick than any year
since systematic tick eradication was begun.
Counties Released from Quarantine – September 1, 1917
According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of September 19, 1917, a total of 1,788
square miles had been released from Federal quarantine on September 1, 1917 in Alcorn,
Quitman, Wilkinson, and a portion of Pontotoc counties in Mississippi. A portion of
Surry County, Virginia was also released. The work was reported as progressing rapidly,
and it was expected that a large additional area would be released by the end of the year.

Tick Eradication Progress - October 1917
The October 10, 1917 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that half a
million Southern herds were being dipped regularly in 20,000 vats. Tick eradication
work was proceeding in 332,251 square miles in the southern United States. The
Department of Agriculture and State officials were hopeful that the eradication work
would be completed by 1921.
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As of August 1917, a total of 20,882 dipping vats were in commission, regularly dipped
522,541 different herds every two weeks. The total number of cattle dipped was
4,319,554. The work force employed on this project consisted of 1,901 federal, state and
county inspectors.
The State of Mississippi was in the lead, with 187,330 herds and 1,373,952 cattle being
dipped regularly in 6,583 vats across the State. Louisiana was second, and Alabama
third, each State dipping over 660,000 animals. Arkansas was running a close fourth in
production, dipping 648,000 animals. In Texas, where dipping had just recently begun,
295,592 cattle had been dipped over an area consisting of 65,000 square miles. Florida
was dipping cattle in an area consisting of 53,111 square miles. One of the most hopeful
signs in tick eradication, according to the article, was that the State legislatures of
Georgia, Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, and Arkansas had made dipping cattle to
eradicate tick compulsory.
According to an article that appeared in the April 26, 1919 edition of Scientific American
Supplement, 1917 was the “greatest year so far” in the tick eradication work. The 65,520
square miles of territory that was released from federal quarantine on December 1st was
the largest amount of territory ever freed at one time. In September 1917 there were
21,095 public or privately owned cattle dipping vats in ten Southern states. The work in
336,678 square miles of territory was supervised by 272 inspectors of the Bureau of
Animal Industry, 351 State Inspectors, and 1,209 county inspectors (Scientific American
1919:266).

Counties Released from Quarantine - December 1, 1917
According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of November 21, 1917, all records had
been broken in the tick eradication program in the South in 1917, and on December 1,
1917, a total of 65,520 square miles were to be freed from federal quarantine. The
following counties were to be released:
Alabama: Baldwin, Barbour, Chambers, Choctaw, Clarke, Coosa, Dekalb, Houston,
Russell, Talladega, and parts of Cherokee and Mobile. Total area released in State was
9,859 square miles.
Arkansas: Columbia, Crawford, Lonoke, Monroe, Nevada, Ouachita, Pope, Prairie,
Union, White, Yell, and the remainder of Baxter, Independence, Izard, Jackson, Lee,
Phillips, St. Francis, Sebastian, and parts of Conway, Desha, Faulkner, Jefferson, Pulaski,
and Van Buren. Total area released in State was 13,305 square miles.
Florida: Monroe. Total area released in State was 1,100 square miles.
Georgia: Bibb, Brooks, Burke, Butts, Coweta, Dougherty, Douglas, Gwinnett, Jefferson,
McDuffie, Muscogee, Spalding, Taliaferro, and Troup. Total area released in State was
5,559 square miles.
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Louisiana: Caddo, Concordia, East Feliciana, Franklin, Jefferson, Davis, Lincoln, Point
Coupee, Washington, West Feliciana, and parts of Orleans and Ouachita. Total area
released in State was 5,883 square miles.
Mississippi: Calhoun, Choctaw, Covington, Franklin, George, Greene, Hancock,
Harrison, Itawamba, Jackson, Jefferson Davis, Kemper, Lamar, Lawrence, Lincoln,
Marion, Montgomery, Pearl River, Perry, Pontotoc, Prentiss, Simpson, Smith, Stone,
Tishomingo, Wayne, Webster, and the remainder of Jones. Total area released in State
was 13,660 square miles.
North Carolina: The remainder of Northampton, and parts of Columbus and Pitt. Total
area released in the State was 1,079 square miles.
Oklahoma: Okfuskee, the remainder of Adair, Cherokee, McClain, Mayes, Okmulgee,
and Osage. Total area released in State was 3,240 square miles.
Texas: Coke, Concho, Cooke, Dallas, Irion, Montague, Runnels, Stephens, Sutton,
Taylor, Young, the remainder of Shackelford and Throckmorton, and parts of Crockett,
Jack and Tom Green. Total area released in State was 11,835 square miles.
After December 1, 1917, the area under quarantine was reduced from an original 728,565
square miles down to 349,253 square miles. The quarantine territory was divided as
follows: Alabama – 19,918 square miles; Arkansas – 20,952 square miles; Florida –
49,961 square miles; Georgia – 35,324 square miles; Louisiana – 37,824 square miles;
North Carolina – 9,674 square miles; Oklahoma – 22,377 square miles; South Carolina –
8,619 square miles; Texas – 142,918 square miles; Virginia – 1,686 square miles.
Tick-Free Day – December 1, 1917
The November 21, 1917 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter declared that the South
planned to celebrate December 1, 1917 as “Tick-Free Day.” On December 1st, a total of
379,312 square miles would have been released from Federal quarantine since the
beginning of the tick eradication program in 1906. This represented 51 percent of the
original quarantined area. On that day, 28 counties in Mississippi were released, thereby
releasing the entire State from the restrictions. The Governor of Mississippi was to
receive congratulations at the State House from the United States Department of
Agriculture for the State’s cooperation in “dipping out the tick and driving a wedge of
free territory through to the Gulf” of Mexico. Congratulatory messages were to be sent to
the governors of eight other Southern States and to be transmitted to 90 counties
“celebrating its entry into the free cattle territory of the Nation.” Mississippi was the fifth
State to be declared entirely free of the cattle tick. California, Kentucky, Missouri, and
Tennessee had previously been declared tick free. Mississippi was given special credit,
as the State was heavily infested with ticks.
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There remained another 349,250 square miles infested with cattle ticks in the South, and
still under Federal quarantine. The example of Mississippi would be used as an inventive
to the neighboring states and widen the “wedge to the Gulf.” It was expected that 1918
would be even more productive than 1917, and that it was a very good probability that
the tick would be “banished from the Nation by 1921.” The States of Arkansas and
Louisiana had followed Mississippi’s example and passed State-wide laws making cattle
dipping compulsory in every infested county. The legislature of the State of Texas had
recognized the importance of tick eradication, but their laws did not make dipping
compulsory. Throughout the South, according to the article, people had grown tired of
the tick and were “patriotically…building dipping vats and making preparations to free
their cattle during the coming year.”
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1918
In January 1918, two hundred employees of the Bureau of Animal Industry met at a
conference in New Orleans to plan their “mighty attack” on the cattle tick in the
upcoming dipping season. According to an article that appeared in the January 17, 1918
edition of The Franklin County Times (Alabama), the objective set for the BAI was to
free 100,000 square miles from the cattle tick in 1918. They hoped to eradicate all ticks
in Louisiana, Arkansas, and South Carolina in 1918, then to carry on the work to free
Alabama and North Carolina by the end of 1919, Georgia and Oklahoma in 1920, and
Florida and Texas by 1921.
According to the USDA’s annual report for Fiscal Year 1918, greater progress was made
during the year than during any previous year since the initiation of the tick eradication
program in 1906. The Tick Eradication Division was under the direction of R.A.
Ramsey, in cooperation with the authorities of the Southern States affected. During
FY1918, a total of 67,308 square miles were released from federal quarantine. This area
was an aggregate of areas from Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, Oklahoma, Texas, and Virginia. Since the tick eradication
work had begun in 1906, a total area of 379,312 square miles had been released. Over
34.9 million inspections were made during FY 1919. During FY 1918, over 24.3 million
inspections were made. Across the area of quarantine, a total of 26,470 cattle dipping
vats were in operation.
During the year, greater emphasis was placed on advance work regarding vat
construction and preparing counties and localities for taking up regular tick eradication
activities in the near future. It was expected that the tick eradication activities would be
markedly increased in the following year. The work accomplished during FY 1918
released 86 counties and portions of another 37 counties from quarantine. These areas
were now available for the introduction of better bred cattle from tick-free states with no
danger of loss to tick fever. An increase in meat and dairy products was expected, as
well as improving the grade of the cattle hides, which would fetch 20 to 50 percent higher
prices (USDA 1919:108-109).
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In the fall of 1918, the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) issued a special order providing
for the shipment of cattle from tick-free areas for exhibition at certain fairs that were
scheduled to be held within the quarantined area. According to an article in the October
9, 1918 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, the fairs listed in the order were the
South Louisiana Fair in Donaldson, Louisiana; the Texas Cotton Palace in Waco, Texas;
and the Florida State Fair in Jacksonville, Florida. The order specified that the cattle
were to be shipped by rail, and not to be unloaded in a quarantined area, except at theses
fairs. Separate clean and disinfected chutes were to be used for the exclusive unloading
and handling of the cattle. No other cattle were to be allowed into the fairgrounds, and
the entire fairgrounds were to be maintained as tick-free. All hay, straw and similar
materials were to originate from outside the quarantined area. The cattle were to be
returned after the exhibition in clean and disinfected cars, or accompanied by a certificate
issued by an inspector of the BAI documenting that the cattle had no opportunity to
become infected with cattle ticks.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on December 4, 1918 that new records had
been set in the cattle tick campaign during 1918. Another 79,217 square miles of area
had been released from Federal quarantine in nine southern states. On July 1, 1918, there
had been 354 inspectors from the Bureau of Animal Industry, 353 inspectors State
inspectors, and 1,490 county inspectors. The supervised the dipping of 6.9 million head
of cattle that month in 26,976 dipping vats that were available. During the first ten
months of 1918, more than 39.2 million head of cattle were dipped. The article included
the listing of the counties released from Federal quarantine on December 1, 1918:
Alabama: Coffee, Conecuh, Dale, and Monroe counties. Total area to be released in
State was 2,102 square miles.
Arkansas: Chicot and Stone counties, and parts of Desha and Faulkner counties. Total
area to be released in State was 2,184 square miles.
Florida: Lake and Orange counties, and part of Palm Beach County. Total area to be
released in State was 4,745 square miles.
Georgia: Chattahoochee, Grady, Harris, Haralson, Heard, Houston, Lee, Lowndes,
Meriwether, Mitchell, Pike, Polk, Quitman, Randolph, Stewart, Talbot, Terrell, Thomas,
Upson and Warren counties. Total area to be released in State was 7,618 square miles.
Louisiana: Allen, Avoyelles, Beauregard, Bienville, Calcasieu, Caldwell, Cameron,
Catahoula, Claiborne, De Soto, East Baton Rouge, Grant, Jackson, Jefferson, Lafourche,
La Salle, Morehouse, Red River, Richland, Sabine, St. Bernard, St. Charles, St. Helena,
Tangipahoa, Terrebonne, Union, Vernon, Webster, West Baton Rouge, parts of
Ascension, Iberville, St. James, and St. John, and the remainder of Orleans and Ouachita
parishes. Total area to be released in State was 23,492 square miles.
North Carolina: Brunswick and Craven, and the remainder of Columbus County. Total
area to be released in State was 1,983 square miles.

37

Oklahoma: Garvin, Hughes, Jefferson, McIntosh, Marshall, Murray, Pontotoc and
Seminole counties; parts of Cherokee, Haskell, Johnson, Love and Muskogee counties,
and the reminder of Adair, Creek, McLain, Mayes, Okmulgee, Osage, Pottawatomie, and
Tulsa counties. Total area to be released in State was 8,749 square miles.
South Carolina: Beaufort, Berkeley, Charleston, Colleton, Dorchester, Georgetown,
Hampton, Horry, Jasper, and Williamsburg counties. Total area to be released in State
was 8,739 square miles.
Southern Texas: Galveston, Harris, and Houston counties, and parts of Brooks, Duval,
Jim Wells, and Willacy counties. Total area to be released was 3,884 square miles.
Northern Texas: Bosque, Callahan, Coleman, Collin, Erath, Ellis, Grayson, Hunt,
Kaufman, Mason, McLennan, Palo Pinto, and Rockwall counties; and parts of Hood,
Johnson, McCullough, and Parker counties; and the remainder of Crockett and Tom
Green counties. Total area to be released was 15,841 square miles.
State

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Mississippi
Missouri
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

Counties
Counties Infected
Infected July 1, December 1, 1918
1906
Whole
67
23
75
25
15
0
51
45
149
59
2
0
65
17
81
0
4
0
75
19
61*
11
44
0
42
0
198
130
30
3

Counties Released

Part
3
4
0
0
0
0
4
0
0
1
5
0
0
9
1

Total
958
331
27
Only portions of five of the 61 counties were quarantined.

Whole
41
46
15
6
90
2
44
81
4
55
40
44
42
59
26

Part
3
4
0
0
0
0
4
0
0
1
10
0
0
9
3

595
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On May 1, 1919, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) published a letter
from R.A. Ramsay, Chief of the Tick Eradication Division in the Bureau of Animal
Industry, reporting on the progress of tick eradication work for calendar year 1918.
Based on the reports received from all of the tick eradication stations, a total of
42,568,471 dippings of cattle were conducted under the supervision of Federal, State and
County employees. Of this number handled for dipping, there was a death loss of only
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1,348 animals, or 31 animals for every one million dippings supervised. According to
Dr. Ramsay, this loss was minimal when considering that cattle of all ages were being
dipped. Many of the losses could have been avoided by more careful handling of the
animals before and after dipping.
USDA Program of Work – Fiscal Year 1919
As the United States Department of Agriculture was preparing their program of work for
FY 1919, they were cooperating with the State live-stock sanitary organizations in
Alabama, Arkansas, California, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia to eradicate the tick that
spread the infection of splenetic fever in cattle. Since the beginning of the eradication
work in July 1906, an area of 379,312 square miles had been released from federal
quarantine, or approximately 52 percent of the original quarantine area. With the
resulting benefits for farmers, liberal State and County appropriations were being made,
and the program was progressing far more rapidly than it had in the earlier years. During
calendar year 1917, there were 21,449 dipping vats in operation across the quarantine
area, and a total of 70,754 square miles released. It was expected that the tick eradication
program would be completed by 1924, and the USDA was requesting a budget of
$712,000.
In order to ensure that the arsenical dipping baths for eradicating cattle ticks were being
used at the proper strength, the federal and cooperating State officials were given portable
outfits and the necessary reagents to test the strength of the arsenical baths directly at the
vats. The use of the testing kits and the use of only baths that were at the correct strength
had greatly expedited tick eradication, minimized injury to cattle, and increased the
confidence of the cattle owners who were participating in the program (USDA 1919:41).
On January 1, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that dipping cattle was a
great investment and paid a handsome return. Based on reports from the previous year,
the cost of dipping varied from between 18 to 50 cents per animal. It was also reported
that on average, the estimated increase in value of tick-free cattle was $9.76 per animal.
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1919
On February 11, 1919, Jonathan R. Mohler, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry,
addressed the employees of the BAI at a conference in New Orleans. He urged the BAI
employees to be proud of their tick eradication work. They were doing constructive work
that had met with phenomenal success, especially in the recent years. In the early years,
prejudice and ignorance had to be combated at times. Had the World War stretched on
for a few more years, the war would have been decided by the reserves of Southern beef,
made possible by the eradication of the cattle tick. During 1917 and 1918, nearly
150,000 square miles had been released from the quarantine. Chief Mohler considered
this remarkable when all of the energy of the American people “was bent toward the one
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aim of whipping the Hun.” The 1919 campaign was intended to “Make 1919 the worst
year for the tick.” The area still under quarantine was 270,036 square miles, but it was
hoped to have “A tick-free South in 1923” (Mohler 1919:745-748).
The February BAI meeting in New Orleans was referred to as a “council of war” in the
February 19, 1919 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter. The end of the World War
marked the beginning of a new era in the battle for Southern cattle. “Dip that Tick in
March” was the campaign slogan that came out of the meeting, as dipping in March
would kill as many cattle ticks as possible as soon as they became active after winter, and
before they had a change to multiply. March was also the time of year that many cattle
disperse from their winter range, and then it was harder to herd them to the dipping vats.
“Two ticks in March means thousands in June and millions later.”
On March 5, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that at the BAI conference
in New Orleans, Dr. J.R. Mohler, chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, had predicted
that 1923 would be the last year for the cattle tick on American soil. He called on tick
inspectors to clean up another 90,000 square miles of territory during 1919, a third of the
area remaining under quarantine. He used 1923 because the new State-wide law in Texas
would not go into effect in the last of their three zones until 1922. Governor Brough of
Arkansas told the tick inspectors that tick eradication was the salvation of the Southern
stock raising industry. When Governor Brough had advocated tick eradication ten years
earlier, many people had expressed the opinion that “Brough himself ought to be dipped.”
Now those opponents of tick eradication were thought to be short-sighted, ignorant and
selfish.
The Weekly News Letter of March 5th also included updates on several states. In
Alabama, they were strictly enforcing the recently passed State-wide tick eradication law.
It was expected that they would “drive the parasite speedily from the 24 counties still
under quarantine. In Arkansas, 18 counties were expected to be cleaned during the year,
leaving less than 16 percent of the State under quarantine by the end of the year. The
State Legislature was expected to appropriate $100,000 to complete the work. In Florida,
systematic compulsory dipping was being conducted in six counties. The State
Legislature was to present a State-wide tick eradication law. Dipping vat construction
was to be on “a very large scale” in all of the quarantined counties prior to the dipping in
1920. In Georgia, 22 counties were to conduct systematic dipping during 1919, and were
expected to be released from Federal quarantine on December 1, 1919. A State-wide tick
eradication law was to become effective in Georgia on December 31, 1919. In Louisiana,
all of the remaining quarantined areas were expected to be freed during 1919 through the
operation of the State-wide. In Mississippi, only 872 herds out of a total 80,000 herds
were under local quarantine. The complete elimination of the cattle tick was expected in
the near future, and the cattle industry was beginning to develop as a result of the cattle
tick being eradication and the Federal quarantine being lifted. In North Carolina, three of
the 19 quarantine counties had agreed to cooperate in compulsory dipping, and more
were expected to follow. A State-wide tick eradication bill been reported favorably by a
joint committee from both State legislative houses. In Oklahoma, a strong effort was
needed to complete tick eradication in the quarantine counties as they were in
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mountainous areas where there was little interest in stock raising. Systematic dipping
was being conducted in four counties, and they were expected to be released from
Federal quarantine by the end of the year. In South Carolina, regular disinfection of
cattle was to continue through the year in the coastal plain counties as a precaution
against local infestations and to completely eliminate the cattle tick. In Texas, it was
expected that they would be tick-free by the end of 1922. The new State-wide law was to
go into effect in Zone 1 in 1919. In the areas of Texas where the cattle tick had been
banished, the quality of the cattle herds was improving.
The “Dip that Tick in March” campaign for 1919 was a success, setting records for
dippings in the month of March. According to the May 14, 1919 issued of the USDA’s
Weekly News Letter, BAI records documented that 1,203,497 cattle were passed through
the “canals to prosperity” during March 1919. The number of vats available was also at
an all time high. In March 1917, there were 15,765 vats available across the South. In
March 1918, there were 22,879 vats available for dipping cattle. During March of 1919,
there were 29,255 dipping vats available. The summary of dippings and vats available by
State was included. It was noted that in North Carolina, the preliminary work of
reorganizing the tick eradication program in the State had been conducted:
State

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
Oklahoma
South Carolina
North Texas
South Texas

Vats Available in
March 1919

Cattle Dipped in
March 1919

6,230
2,301
1,114
1,220
4,459
5,553
1,053
801
4,905
1,220

143,384
113,776
94,905
182,704
253,129
128,703
44,938
1,447
273,937
66,574

On June 4, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on the accomplishments of
the month of April, 1919. A total of 5,339,015 dippings were done in 30,100 vats.
State

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Georgia
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina

Vats Available in
April 1919

Cattle Dipped in
April 1919

7,750
3,392
1,249
1,016
4,516
4,653
382

668,835
350,774
240,600
397,231
1,528,346
435,613
929
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Oklahoma
South Carolina
North Texas
South Texas

1,115
805
4,114
1,108

313,996
96,504
1,061,724
224,463

Big increases from last year in Texas and Florida were regarded as notable, indicating
aggressive work in those two States with a large area still under quarantine. Alabama had
made a healthy gain due to the new State-wide law. Decreases in Mississippi and South
Carolina were due to the States recently being released from the Federal quarantine and
they were now into the “mopping up” phase of the work in locally infested areas.
Louisiana had considerably less infested area than in 1918, and the work in Oklahoma
was in counties with far fewer cattle than those counties being worked in 1918. In North
Carolina, the work was recently reorganized.
On July 4, 1919, the El Paso Herald reported that 7,621,269 head of cattle were dipped in
the southern United States during the month of May 1919. The U.S. Bureau of Animal
Industry reported that 1,628,607 head of cattle were dipped in north Texas, and 316,679
head dipped in south Texas. In the other states, there were 1,014,684 head of cattle
dipped in Alabama; 695,554 head of cattle dipped in Arkansas; 352,809 head of cattle
dipped in Florida; 529,260 head of cattle dipped in Georgia; 1,774,341 head of cattle
dipped in Louisiana; 532,558 head of cattle dipped in Mississippi; 8,291 head of cattle
dipped in North Carolina; 612,999 head of cattle dipped in Oklahoma; and 155,487 head
of cattle dipped in South Carolina.
The USDA’s annual report recorded that during Fiscal Year 1919, a total of 79,217
square miles were released from federal quarantine. This area was an aggregate of areas
from Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South
Carolina, and Texas. Since 1906, a total area of 458,529 square miles had been released,
which was nearly 63 percent of the total area originally placed under quarantine. During
FY 1919, over 47.8 million inspections or dippings were made, and there were 33,789
cattle dipping vats in operation where the cattle were dipped under Federal or State
supervision.
Through 1916, the “local option system” was followed by nearly all of the states
cooperating in tick eradication. Under this system, the decision to begin systematic
dipping of cattle every 14 days was made by each county after the county had called for
an election. A majority of the voters had to be in favor of tick eradication. This system
worked up to a point, but when remaining counties would not vote for tick eradication,
they became a threat to the tick-free counties which had begun to stock purebred cattle
with no immunity to tick fever. In Mississippi, for example, 31 counties had not voted
for tick eradication. The farmers and stockmen of the tick-free counties induced the
legislature to pass a state-wide law requiring county officers to provide dipping vats,
dipping materials, and men to supervise the dipping of all cattle every 14 days between
April and November of 1917. The entire State of Mississippi was released from federal
quarantine by December 1, 1917.
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The State of Louisiana enacted similar legislation which became effective on April 1,
1918. The law met with little opposition and a great deal was accomplished during the
year, with the result of 29 counties and portions of several others being released from
federal quarantine, a total of 23,492 square miles released. It was expected that the
remaining quarantined areas would be released soon.
Texas also enacted a state-wide law, but because of the size of the State and the large
tick-infested area, a different plan was adopted. Texas was divided into three zones, and
effective January 1, 1919, systematic tick eradication was begun in Zone 1, which
consisted of about 65 counties in the northeastern portion of the State.
There were 24 counties in Alabama that had refused to vote on the question of tick
eradication over the past two or three years. The Alabama legislature enacted a statewide law for compulsory dipping that went into effect on March 7, 1919. Regular
dipping began in all of the counties, and it was expected that the entire State would be
released from federal quarantine in the near future.
The Georgia legislature enacted a State-wide law that was to go in effect in December of
1919. At the time of the FY 1919 report, arrangements were being made to enforce the
compulsory dipping law (USDA 1920:113-115).
On December 1st through 3rd, 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association
met in Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the
1919 dipping season there had been a total of 34,534 dipping vats in constant operation
across the South in which a total of 48,530,229 head of cattle and 453,150 horses and
mules were dipped under official supervision every 14 days. In order to maintain the
standard strength of the arsenical solution in these vats, a total of 397,157 gallons of
prepared cattle dip solution was used and another 962,591 pounds of arsenic was mixed
at the vats. In total, there was 1,796,621 pounds of arsenic used during the 1919 dipping
season. Supervising the work were 319 Bureau of Animal Industry inspectors, 542 state
inspectors, and 1,850 county inspectors for a combined work force of 2,711 trained men.
The total amount of funded expended for tick eradication in 1919, federal, state and
county, amounted to $3,879,496. The total area of territory released from federal
quarantine during 1919 was 50,555 square miles (United States Live Stock Sanitary
Association 1920:18).
Dynamiting of Cattle Dipping Vats – 1919
Opposition to the tick eradication program came primarily from the yeoman farmers.
They tended to raise just enough cattle for subsistence, and had very little interest in the
cattle markets. They viewed the government programs as being costly and political and
of very little benefit to them (Strom 2009:43). This opposition ranged from political
opposition, such as the Anti-Dipping Association in Oklahoma, to violent expressions
such as blowing up the cattle dipping vats with dynamite.
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By 1919, the destruction of cattle dipping vats with dynamite had drawn the attention of
the United States Department of Interior’s Bureau of Mines, and was reported in their
1921 Bulletin 198, reporting of the regulations of explosives. In 1919, a large number of
cattle dipping vats were destroyed, particularly in Arkansas, Alabama and Georgia. The
vats were most often destroyed with dynamite. Between April 13th and May 30th a total
of 72 cattle dipping vats were dynamited in Arkansas. This number was compiled from
press dispatches, and there may have been more vats destroyed. This was the worst
period of destruction of vats, consisting of 47 days, since Arkansas had passed the law
requiring the dipping of cattle. Not only were the vats destroyed, the arsenic charge had
been scattered, poisoning the ground around the vat site. Farmers and law-abiding
citizens had been forced to use firearms to protect the dipping vats (Munroe 1921:24-25).
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1920
During Fiscal Year 1920, another 50,555 square miles of area was freed of ticks and
released from federal quarantine. This area was an aggregate of areas from Alabama,
Arkansas, Georgia, Louisiana, Oklahoma and Texas. Since the program began in 1906, a
total of 509,084 square miles had been released, which was 70 percent of the area
originally placed under quarantine. During FY 1920, over 44.8 million inspections or
dippings were conducted. There were 35,045 cattle dipping vats in operation where the
cattle were dipped under Federal or State supervision.
It was recognized that within some of the areas previously released from quarantine that
there were still a few pockets of tick infestation which would be held under control “until
the last tick can be put out of existence.” This was making it more difficult to
concentrate efforts in certain areas as had been done in previous years. The cost of tick
eradication had also increased as the cost of labor, field traveling expenses, vat-building
materials, and all other “accessories to tick eradication” had increased. As a result, with
the same amount of appropriations, fewer cattle were being dipped and less area was
released than in the previous two years (USDA 1921:131).
On November 19, 1920, The Durant Weekly News, published in Durant, Oklahoma,
reported that another 32,171 square miles would be released from federal quarantine on
December 1st according to a revised quarantine order issued by Secretary of Agriculture
Meredith. However, the failure of county officials to cooperate with the USDA to
completely eradicate cattle ticks had resulted in the requarantining of 7,917 square miles.
Under the revised quarantine, there were still 218,000 square miles infested with cattle
ticks. The following counties were to be released on December 1, 1920:
Oklahoma - Atoka and Bryan counties, the remainder of Latimer and Sequoyah counties,
and portions of Leflore and Choctaw counties.
Texas - Bell, Brown, Burnet, Camp, Coryell, Delta, Denton, Falls, Franklin, Gillespie,
Hill, Hopkins, Lampasas, Limestone, Mills, Navarro, San Saba, and Wise counties; and a
portion of Comanche and Lamar counties.
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The existing quarantine of areas in the States of Arkansas, Florida and Virginia and the
Territory of Puerto Rico would be continued. The revised quarantine order showed that
while the tick eradication work was progressing successfully, local governments were
failing to cooperate with state and federal officials in “mopping up” their sections. As a
result, many areas were being placed back under quarantine.
On December 23, 1920, the El Paso Herald announced that the “cattle tick was
disappearing” through the work of the U.S. Department of Agriculture in coordination
with the states. Of the 15 states originally placed under the federal quarantine, six states,
California, Kentucky, Mississippi, Missouri, South Carolina, and Tennessee were
completely freed of the pest.
On December 27, 1920, the New York Tribune reported on the progress made in tick
eradication in 1920. On December 1st, 50,000 square miles of territory had been released
from the federal quarantine. Since the tick eradication work began in 1906, a total of
510,091 square miles had been released, or 70 percent of the original 728,565 square
miles quarantined. Six out of the 15 states originally placed under federal quarantine
were completely tick-free.
State

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Mississippi
Missouri
North Carolina
Oklahoma
South Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

Area originally infested
(square miles)

Remaining area infested
(square miles)

Percent of area
released

51,279
52,525
79,924
54,861
57,438
841
45,409
46,362
1,386
37,365
47,890
30,495
16,987
191,885
13,918

3,252
19,362
0
47,980
15,694
0
15,490
0
0
10,087
4,047
0
0
100,606
1,686

94%
63%
100%
13%
73%
100%
66%
100%
100%
73%
92%
100%
100%
48%
88%

Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1921
In Fiscal Year 1921, a total of 32,171 square miles of the quarantined area was released
from Federal restrictions. Secretary of Agriculture Meredith signed a revised quarantine
order that went into effect on December 1, 1920. The failure of county officials to
continue with tick eradication after the lifting of the Federal quarantine had resulted in
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7,917 square miles of territory being placed once again under quarantine. Under the
revised quarantine order, approximately 218,000 square miles were considered tickinfested. With the revisions, the total net area released from Federal restrictions since the
tick eradication program began in 1906 was 510,000 square miles, or approximately 70
percent of the original area. The tick eradication work was progressing successfully,
although the failure to “mop up” certain sections of territory was resulting in those areas
remaining under quarantine (American Veterinarian Medical Association 1921:466).
When J.R. Mohler, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry made his report to Secretary
of Agriculture Henry C. Wallace for Fiscal Year 1921, he stated that the cattle tick had
lost ground in Alabama, Georgia, Louisiana, North Carolina, Oklahoma and Texas. The
requarantine of a number of areas was a slight setback. These areas had previously been
released from Federal quarantine “under satisfactory representation by local authorities
that they would complete the work.” To overcome this setback was not as great a task as
the original work, however, as the dipping vats were already constructed and the people
understood the procedure. The complete eradication of the cattle tick was being delayed
by local tendencies to force the tick eradication work into “unfortunate alliances with
political issues.” The regions that recognized the cattle tick as an economic drawback
moved quickly to remove the drawback. Chief Mohler thought it fortunate that the
benefits that the tick-free areas were enjoying were gradually coming closer to the still
infested and under quarantined areas. This influence would have an irresistible effect in
bringing about the complete extermination of the cattle tick (Mohler 1921:2-3).
The areas released from Federal quarantine were 4,049 square miles in Alabama, 7,016
square miles in Georgia, 647 square miles in Louisiana, 223 square miles in North
Carolina, 4,397 square miles in Oklahoma, and 15,839 square miles in Texas. During
Fiscal Year 1921, a total of 34,935,635 inspections or dippings had been made in a total
of 26,966 dipping vats under the supervision of Federal or State inspectors. An
indication of the safety in dipping cattle, there was only 16 fatalities for every million
cattle dipped, and seven injuries for every million cattle dipped (Mohler 1921:39).
Within the territories already released from the Federal quarantine were a few pockets of
infested premises or centers which still had to be held under control before the cattle tick
could be considered completely eradicated. This was forcing the Federal and State funds
to be spread thinly over a larger area, and made it more difficult to concentrate efforts in
certain areas. The cost of tick eradication was much greater than it had been, and less
was being accomplished with the same appropriations. Chief Mohler felt that county
appropriations would have to be greatly increased if satisfactory results were to be
obtained (Mohler 1921:40).

United States Bureau of Animal Industry Approved Arsenical Cattle Dips
Included in the 1921 annual report submitted by Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State
Veterinarian, was a listing of the U.S. BAI approved manufacturers of the arsenical Cattle
dips:
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Name of Dip

Manufacturer

Atlas Cattle Dip
Cooper’s Cattle Dip
Kil-Tik
Kiltik A
Tixel
Lariat Arsenical Dip
Kiltik D
Hemingway’s Alliance Brand
Arsenical Cattle Dip
Rogers Tick Dip “D”
Rogers Tick Dip
Tie Tox
Glidden Tik Dip
Atlas Cattle Dip Improved
Hemingway’s Alliance Brand
Arsenical Cattle Dip No. 2
Key Dip

Chipman Chemical Engineering Co., New York
William Cooper & Nephews, Chicago, Ill.
The Sherwin-Williams Co., Cleveland, Ohio
The Sherwin-Williams Co., Cleveland, Ohio
William Cooper & Nephews, Chicago, Ill.
General Chemical Co., 25 Broad St., New York
The Sherwin-Williams Co., Cleveland, Ohio
Hemingway and Company, Inc., Bound Brook, N.J.

Probovis
Kiltick-D, Martin-Senour Dip
Glidden Tik Dip,
Dixie Brand Cattle Dip
Tic Tox, Hockwald’s Tick-Tok
Arsenical Dip

Detroit White Lead Works, Chicago, Ill.
Detroit White Lead Works, Chicago, Ill.
Baird & McGuire, Inc., Holbrook, Mass.
The Glidden Company, Cleveland, Ohio
Chipman Chemical Engineering Co., New York
Hemingway and Company, Inc., Bound Brook, N.J.
Interstate Chemical Co., 12 Bayview Ave., Jersey
City, N.J.
Lehm & Fink, Broomfield, N.J.
The Martin-Senour Co., Chicago, Ill.
Culver & Kidd, Inc., Milledgeville, GA
Hockwald Chemical Co., San Fransisco, Cal.
(Cary 1922:31-32)

Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1922
In Fiscal Year 1922, a total of 29,563 square miles of area were freed from cattle ticks
and released from federal quarantine. This area was an aggregate of areas from Georgia,
Louisiana, North Carolina, and Texas. The total area that had been released since the
beginning of the tick eradication program in 1906 was 523,837 square miles, or close to
72 percent of the original 729,852 square miles that had been placed under quarantine.
In areas where cattle ticks were still present and were spreading, it was necessary to
requarantine areas that had been previously released. This was done to protect tick-free
areas in adjacent counties from becoming reinfested. This condition arose from the
failure of local officials, due to lack of funds, to maintain quarantine over the few
remaining tick infested herds, and to complete the tick eradication in the released areas.
The requarantining of the areas had been in almost every case effective, as the local
officers and cattle owners were able to find ways and means of finishing the work.
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During FY 1922, over 48 million inspections or dippings were conducted. This was in
increase over the 34.9 million inspections or dippings conducted in FY 1921. A total of
31,148 dipping vats were in operation where the cattle were dipped under Federal or
State supervision. To show that the dipping operations were safe for cattle, it was
reported that the fatalities from dipping were only seven per million cattle dipped, and
only five injured per million cattle dipped.
Independence County, Arkansas was noted for its violent opposition to cattle dipping
during Fiscal Year 1922. For a county that was thought to be well advanced in the
program, an inspection of cattle conducted in March 1922, revealed an infested area of
approximately 400 square miles where the local inspections were neither dipping cattle
nor reporting cattle owners refusing to dip their cattle. The county authorities were
requested to procure dipping material and employ men to dip the cattle. During the first
week the county men began working, two men were shot from ambush, with one being
killed and the other being seriously wounded. Notices were then posted around the
county near the dipping vats warning anyone coming into the county to conduct cattle
dipping would also be shot. As a result, all county inspectors stopped working.
In response to the violence, several young men who had military experience were brought
into the county, equipped with “means of defense” and horses, camps, and bedding, to
protect Federal, State, and County property. These men from outside the county could
not find local lodging, as anyone giving them board was threatened with destruction of
their homes and property. As a result, the men had to live in camps.
Meanwhile, the “outlaw element” proceeded to destroy every cattle dipping vat in the
county by blowing them up with dynamite, forcing the county to rebuild their vats. The
reconstructed vats were placed under the protection of these employees. The ex-service
men rode in a formation known as “threes” with two ahead and one in the rear to avoid
ambush. In this manner, they visited every cattleman in the county and informed them of
when and where to bring their cattle for dipping. If the cattle owner failed to bring their
cattle to be dipped, the ex-service men would come get the cattle at the owners’ expense.
As a result of hiring armed riders, the cattle were once again dipped every 14 days.
Through the end of Fiscal Year 1922, there were no further attacks or fatalities, and this
method of using armed riders was suggested as a solution for tick eradication in areas
where systematic dipping was being opposed (USDA 1923:136-137).
“Charge of the Tick Brigade” and “Mollie of Pine Grove Vat”
In 1918, the U.S. Department of Agriculture produced an animated cartoon film entitled
“Charge of the Tick Brigade” featuring tick thugs killing cows (Strom 2009:53). The
purpose of the film was to teach cattlemen of the damages caused by the cattle tick and
convince them to dip their cattle. A second film, entitled “Mollie of Pine Grove Vat” was
produced in 1922. These motion pictures were shown throughout the rural South in areas
where no one had even seen a “moving picture show.” On June 14, 1923, The Miami
News reported that “Mollie” was helping in the work against the cattle tick, dispelling

48

opposition to the dipping of cattle. The movie was presently touring the South on a
motor truck and being shown in sections where a motion picture had never been seen
before.
In some areas of the South, however, the movie was being met with the same threats that
greeted the dipping vats. According to E.F. Pickering, the tick eradication agent for the
USDA in charge of the motion picture truck, he had received a threat to blow up the
“damn tick wagon.” Fortunately, after viewing the movie, the bully that made the threat
shook hands with Mr. Pickering and congratulated him on the tick eradication work.
Tick Eradication Progress – Fiscal Year 1923
During Fiscal Year 1923, the tick eradication work continued in ten Southern States. The
number of cattle inspected or dipped under the supervision of the cooperative agencies
was greater than in any previous year, with more than 74.9 million cattle inspected or
dipped. More than 31,000 vats were in use during the fiscal year. Ten counties in
Georgia were released from Federal quarantine.
It was decided during the year that the former policy of keeping tract of the area released
from Federal quarantine was not an accurate measure of the progress, as many released
areas still contained cattle ticks. It was determined that after being released from Federal
quarantine, a few indifferent local officials had allowed the cattle ticks to spread rather
than continuing with the eradication program. In FY 1923, a new way of measuring
progress was implemented by bureau inspectors, which was a more accurate reflection of
the progress made over the past 17 years. The county was still the unit of measurement
used in compiling the data.
State

Alabama
Arkansas
California
Florida
Georgia
Kentucky
Louisiana
Mississippi
Missouri
N. Carolina

Counties
under
quarantine –
July 1, 1906

Counties
under
quarantine –
June 30, 1923

Counties
released to
June 30,
1923

Released
counties tick
free – June
30, 1923

Released
counties
with one of
more
infested
herds – June
30, 1923

67
75
15
58
157
2
65
81
4
75

5
42
0
54
9
0
32
21
0
19

62
33
15
4
148
2
33
60
4
56

18
15
15
3
104
2
3
37
1
46

44
18
0
1
44
0
30
23
3
10
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Oklahoma
S. Carolina
Tennessee
Texas
Virginia

61
44
42
199
30

6
0
0
90
4

55
44
42
109
26

36
30
41
42
26

19
14
1
67
0

15 States

975

282

693

419

274

The table above showed that more than two-thirds of the counties which had been tick
infested and placed under quarantine in 1906 had been released. However, less than half
of the original tick infested counties were considered tick free, and that 274 counties
released from the Federal quarantine still contained at least one herd of cattle with ticks.
The final eradication of the last ticks in a county had turned out to be the most difficult
phase of the program, and the Federal and State employees were now giving this the
closest possible supervision. For this reason, released areas were sometimes being placed
back under Federal quarantine.
During Fiscal Year 1923, most of the State livestock sanitary officials adopted a “zone
plan” that had been recommended by the Bureau of Animal Industry as being the most
effective and satisfactory to cattle owners. State officials designated certain counties or
areas, adjacent to released areas, where the State would concentrate their efforts during a
certain year until all the ticks had been eradicated. Prior to the time that the cattle
dipping laws and regulations were enforced, officials presented educational films in the
rural communities showing the life cycle of the cattle tick and the best methods of
eradicating them. The motion pictures were in constant demand and served the entire
community as a source of entertainment and recreation, while at the same time educating
the cattle owners and their families on tick eradication and livestock improvement.
The violent opposition to tick eradication that existed in Independence County, Arkansas
during Fiscal Year 1922 was “satisfactorily adjusted” and it was expected that the
program would be completed during the Fiscal Year 1923. In the early part of the fiscal
year, opposition broke out in Echols County, Georgia in defiance of State laws and
regulations. “Drastic action” was taken to provide protection to the Federal employees
assigned to duty in the county. In spite of this, one bureau employee was killed and
another seriously wounded. The Department of Justice took “vigorous action” with the
result that two men responsible for the crimes and 19 other men implicated, all residents
of Echols County, were indicted and placed under bond for trial in the Federal court
(USDA 1924:229-231).
Whereas the cattle tick was a problematic pest in other parts of the world, it is not
surprising that tick eradication progress in the United States was being followed in other
countries. On March 24, 1923, The Hawera and Normanby Star, a newspaper in New
Zealand, published an article entitled “Tick Eradication in U.S.A” after Mr. Clunie Ross,
a veterinarian expert, had given a presentation in Sydney, Australia. The tick eradication
campaign had begun in 1906, and through 1922, 72 percent of the original area had been
freed of cattle ticks. The method of eradication was dipping in an arsenical solution
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every 14 days. Initially, a 21-day interval between dipping was thought to be
satisfactory, but it was found that progress was slow or even imperceptible. Enough
dipping vats had been built in each county so that no cattle would be driven more than
two or three miles. It was thought that dipping cattle so frequently for several months, or
possible all year long, would be harmful to the cattle. This fear had been proved to be
largely unfounded. It was also thought that the coastal areas would be the more difficult
to render tick-free. However, there were at least three States, North Carolina, Mississippi
and California, with considerable coastlines which were cleaned of ticks and released
from quarantine. According to Mr. Ross, the key to successful tick eradication was the
cooperation between federal and state authorities. The federal government was bearing a
large proportion of the cost. For example, in the State of Louisiana, the federal share of
the total cost had been $75,000 while the State contributed $25,000. Legislation had to
be passed to give the state and federal government authority to enforce the quarantine and
systematic dipping. The cattle had to be dipped every 14 days throughout the spring,
summer and autumn; and even through the winter where winters were milder. Finally,
thorough inspections had to be conducted to insure that 100 percent of the cattle in
infested territory were dipped, with special measures in unfenced country.
Tick Eradication Progress – 1925 to 1930
When the tick eradication program began in 1906, a total of 975 Southern counties were
placed under quarantine. By November 1, 1924, a total of 529 counties had been released
from Federal quarantine. One of the outstanding achievements of the year was the
complete eradication of the cattle tick in 71 counties. On December 15, 1924, the Federal
quarantine was lifted from the entire State of Georgia. More than 25,000 dipping vats
had been constructed in Georgia and more than 24,000,000 inspections or dippings of
cattle had been conducted. The U.S. Department of Agriculture continued to stress the
importance of complete eradication in those counties released from Federal quarantine.
Two portable motion-picture outfits were in circulation showing the proper methods of
tick eradication and the benefits to be derived. During 1924, the movies were shown 530
times in small towns and in rural school houses in tick-infested areas (USDA 1925:68).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Texas fever was, by an act of Congress, placed on the list of
contagious, infectious, or communicable diseases of livestock. When Congress had
created the Bureau of Animal Industry in 1884, there was a special provision in the act
“that the so-called splenetic or Texas fever shall not be considered a contagious,
infectious, or communicable disease.” However, in 1884 very little was known about the
true nature of the disease. Repeal of the provision of the 1884 act had been frequently
recommended, but it was not until June 28, 1926 that the new act was approved. The
present law provided that tick infested cattle, or cattle exposed to cattle-fever ticks could
be shipped in interstate commerce for immediate slaughter after one dipping until May 1,
1928. After May 1, 1928, only tick-free cattle would be permitted in interstate
commerce. During 1926, cooperative tick eradication activities had resulted in the
release from Federal quarantine for 18 counties and portions of nine more counties. In
Alabama, two counties and a part of a third were released. In Arkansas, two counties and

51

parts of two counties were released. In Florida, six counties and parts of four counties
were released. In North Carolina, seven counties were released. In Oklahoma, one
county and parts of two counties were released (USDA 1926:80).
In 1927, steady progress was made in tick eradication in the Southern States. Twelve
more counties and portions of another five counties were released from Federal
quarantine in Texas, Arkansas, Virginia and Florida. There still remained another 248
counties under the Federal quarantine, but the work was considered about three-fourths
completed. Flooding in the Mississippi Valley had aided the tick eradication work,
particularly in Louisiana where a layer of silt had been deposited killing the ticks on the
ground. Supervising the restocking of the flooding areas with tick-free cattle would be a
small cost compared to supervising the rebuilding of the dipping vats to control the tick
in the customary way. In spite of the progress, and the proven economic advantages to
the program, there was still opposition to tick eradication (USDA 1927a:50).
In the 1927 USDA Yearbook, Dr. R.A. Ramsey reported that when tick eradication was
first undertaken on a nation-wide basis, there were 985 counties in the tick infested
quarantined area. Through the cooperative efforts of State and county officials with the
Bureau of Animal Industry, 653 counties in the formerly quarantined area were now
completely tick-free. The Southern cattle growers’ greatest challenge had been removed
(USDA 1927b:615).
In 1930, fifteen counties in five States were released from Federal quarantine. With the
last remaining counties in Alabama being lifted from Federal restrictions, Alabama
became the tenth of the original 15 States placed under the quarantine to be released. On
July 1, 1930, the entire State of Mississippi was released. Only 20 percent of the original
area placed under quarantine in 1906 remained tick-infested. In many areas where the
quarantine had been lifted, purebred cattle had been quickly introduced. Purebred bulls
were becoming fairly common at this point, whereas only “tick-infested scrub sires” had
been previously known (USDA 1930a:72). Of the 985 counties that had been placed
under Federal quarantine in 1906, only 177 counties were still under quarantine by the
end of 1929 (USDA 1930b:11).
Texas Tick Fever in Alabama – 1901 to 1907
In 1901, Dr. Charles A. Cary, at that time the veterinarian at Alabama Polytechnic
Institute, began publishing a series of investigations on tick fever. In his 1902 report, he
declared that “The time is coming when Alabama must begin the battle of tickextermination” (Owen 1921:896).
In 1906, there were 749,894 head of cattle in the State of Alabama. According to Dr.
Cary, now the State Veterinarian, Alabama was losing approximately $2 million each
year to the cattle tick. In his report “Texas Tick Fever” published in 1907 through the
Alabama Agricultural Experiment Station, the total livestock valuation in Alabama was
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$50.2 million; therefore, the yearly loss to the cattle tick was four percent of the capital
invested in livestock (Cary 1907a:155-156).
By 1906, the work being conducted in Alabama was mostly educational, instructing cattle
owners on the work of tick eradication. Two Bureau of Animal Industry employees
working in Limestone and Madison counties had inspected 780 herds containing 5,554
head of cattle. The infection in these two counties was found to be general. Although
there was no State law under which effective eradication work could be conducted, the
people were supportive of the work and it was thought that “permanent results” could be
accomplished if the work could be resumed in the early spring of 1907 (USDA
1907b:18).
Dr. Cary attended a conference in Nashville, Tennessee on tick eradication in December
1906. He reported that the work conducted in 1906 had been extremely hard, with the
Bureau of Animal Industry providing all of the funds. The State of Alabama had
promised to match the BAI funds, but when Dr. Cary asked for state funding, he was
refused. Work was confined to only two counties. There was no state law, and therefore,
the work was mostly education. With one inspector in each county, in addition to Dr.
Cary, some progress had been made in 1906 along the lines of education (USDA
1907b:47).
On March 12, 1907, the Alabama State Legislature passed an act directing “That the
work of cattle tick eradication, or the suppression or eradication of any other infectious,
contagious or communicable disease of live stock shall be taken up by the live stock
sanitary board.” This act also gave county commissioners authority to appropriate money
in those counties where State or Federal authorities took up the work. Under the
authority of this act, work began in Baldwin County, where a preliminary survey was
conducted by Dr. Robbins, of the Bureau of Animal Industry and Dr. I.S. McAdory, of
the Alabama Experiment Station. In spite of a thorough survey, the farmers of Baldwin
County met and decided that they did not want the cattle tick eradication work to
continue in their county. About the same time, work began in Limestone and Madison
counties (Owen 1921:896).
The recommended method of eradicating cattle ticks in 1907 was by applying oils with
hand cloths, swabs, or spray pumps; or by dipping cattle in a vat or dipping tank. Several
types of oil were being used. Beaumont crude petroleum, West Virginia or Kentucky
Black oil, cotton seed oil, lard, and machine oil were all being used, as was kerosene
mixed with cotton seed oil or lard. One to two percent of sulfur was added to all of the
above oils, with the exception of the Beaumont oil or black oil. Two men, one working
on each side of a cow, could grease five to ten cattle in an hour. The spray pump was
more efficient with more cattle. Simple bucket sprayers were the cheapest, but knapsack
and barrel spray pumps were considered handy. A quart of Beaumont oil could
effectively cover a 700 pound cow with a sprayer, while it took two to four quarts to
cover the same cow with a hang rag or swab, or by immersing the cow into a vat filled
with oil. Filling a vat with oil was considered expensive, as a half car load of Beaumont
oil was needed to fill a 2,000 gallon dipping tank. While the oil was advantageous by
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keeping flies off of the cattle for several days, it did raise the animal’s temperature, and
so it was recommended that the cattle be kept in the shade with plenty of water for one or
two days after oiling (Cary 1907:156-157).
Dr. Cary reported that an arsenical dip had been employed successfully in Cuba, Texas,
and in one instance in Alabama. The formula was first used by Dr. N.S. Mayo, the Chief
Veterinarian of Cuba, and it consisted of eight pounds of arsenic troxid, 24 pounds of
sodium carbonate, 24 pounds of yellow soap, a gallon of pine tar, and enough water to
make 500 gallons of the dip. Dr. Cary advised that the cattle be held in the tank or
dipping vat for longer than one minute. After the being held in the dipping pen, the cattle
were to be placed in a bare lot containing shade, and no grass or feed. They were to
remain in this pen until dry.
To dispose of the waste or unused portion of the dip, Dr. Cary recommended that the
leftover bath could be placed in a pit in “some out of the way place where it will not seep
into a well” covered with plenty of soil. He reminded readers that the arsenical dip was
poisonous. He recommended covering the vat when not in use, and to mark the level of
the dip to measure evaporation. Additional water could be added. Dr. Cary was against
using old arsenical dip as the uncertain strength was unsafe. He recommended disposing
of the old dip and mixing new dip prior to each use (Cary 1907:157-158).
For dairy cattle that were stabled twice a day, it was possible to pick off the ticks or to
brush them off with a curry comb or stiff brush. The ticks should be fed to chickens or
otherwise destroyed before they can lay eggs. Feeding sulfur to cattle did not kill ticks.
The United States Bureau of Animal Industry had thoroughly studied the idea and
feeding sulfur to cattle was proven to have no value. Dr. Cary also described the lot
rotation method of eradicating ticks as developed by Dr. H.A. Morgan (Cary 1907:159).

Alabama Tick Eradication - 1908 to 1915
On May 1, 1908, the Alabama Live Stock Sanitary Board was created by an act of the
State legislature, having been approved on March 12, 1907. The Board was to govern the
movement, transportation or disposition of live stock that may be quarantined on account
of being exposed to contagious or communicable diseases. It was to be composed of the
Commissioner of Agriculture and Industries, the professor of veterinarian science at the
Alabama Polytechnic Institute, and two stock breeders appointed by the Governor. The
Commissioner of Agriculture and Industries was to be the chairman of the board. The act
also provided for an appropriation of $5,000 (Owen 1921:902).
The Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama for Fiscal Year 1908 made
no mention of tick eradication. The State did, however, spend $2,459.66 on the salaries
of State Live Stock Inspectors, and another $1,320.29 for the expenses of the State Live
Stock Inspectors and Sanitary Board. According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of
November 28, 1917, the first use of a dipping vat with an arsenical dip occurred in
Alabama in 1909. The dipping was conducted by a Federal inspector.
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On August 20, 1909, the “Sanitary Tick Law” that had been passed in 1907 was
amended. Under the amendment, tick eradication work could be conducted only in those
counties that had more than half of their territory under stock laws. In 1908, the State
and Federal authorities had adopted the policy of only working in counties which would
cooperate by furnishing one or more inspectors. This policy would continue until 1915
(Owen 1921:896). Under the August 20, 1909 amendment, the cattle tick eradication
work was severely restricted.
By 1910, the funds expended on the salaries for the live stock inspectors had doubled.
The Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama for Fiscal Year 1910 listed
C.A. Cary, who was the State Veterinarian, along with another 19 State Live Stock
Inspectors. The total of all their combined salaries was $4,428. Another $969.18 was
shown as the expenses of the Board of State Live Stock Inspectors and Sanitary
Department.
According to the June 16, 1911 edition of the Montgomery Advertiser, the tick
eradication program in Alabama had failed. At the time of the article, there was still no
state-wide eradication law. Dipping had been conducted in 15 counties in Alabama:
Butler
Dallas
Limestone
Lowndes
Montgomery Perry

Elmore
Madison
Pickens

Jackson
Marengo
Sumter

Lauderdale
Monroe
Wilcox

This article most likely summarized the letter from the Secretary of Agriculture
transmitting information in response to a senate resolution of May 11, 1911 regarding the
eradication of ticks in Alabama. According to the Secretary’s June 14th letter, when the
tick eradication work began in 1906, it was thought advisable to begin in Alabama in the
area north of the Tennessee River as this was an area adjacent to the area where cattle
ticks had already been eliminated. Therefore, the work began in Limestone and Madison
counties in the spring of 1907 with five to eight employees. The work progressed until
September 1, 1907. At this point, the Alabama State Legislature passed an act with made
the State livestock sanitary law inoperative in all counties in which the majority of the
area was not under stock law. This, in effect, wiped out all of the good work done in the
1907 season. The State veterinarian then requested that cooperative work be conducted
in the Black Belt counties in the south-central portion of the state, as stock laws had been
in place there for many years and conditions were favorable for tick eradication.
However, no employees from the USDA were sent to that region of the state (USDA
1911c:1-2).
Since the spring of 1908, the USDA conducted tick eradication work in 15 Alabama
counties as follows:
Butler County - educational work was conducted in the county for five days in
November of 1909 with the intent of creating interest in extending the tick eradication
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work, at a cost to the department of $42.55. This had not been done, however, and the
cattle were not yet free from ticks.
Dallas County - cooperative work between the USDA and local authorities began on
May 11, 1908, and through the close of April 30, 1911, a total of $11,357.62 had been
expended by the department. The work in 1908 was mostly educational and
demonstrational. Since that time, systematic inspections were conducted to determine
conditions and disinfect cattle. The work was not entirely satisfactory as local officials
failed to control the movement of cattle throughout the year. Much good work had been
accomplished, but the cattle were not yet all free from ticks.
Elmore County - cooperative tick eradication work was begun on March 1, 1909, and
through April 30, 1911, the USDA had expended $8,270.11. The work consisted of
educational and demonstrational work with inspections to determine conditions. As in
Dallas County, the work was not entirely satisfactory as local officials failed to control
the movement of cattle throughout the year. Much good work had been accomplished,
but the cattle were not yet all free from ticks.
Jackson County - tick eradication was desirable in this county because it was adjacent to
the non quarantined area. Because of this, representatives from the USDA had visited the
county from time to time between September 1, 1910 and April 30, 1911, at an expense
of $565.85. The work consisted of conferring with county officials and cattle owners,
and doing educational work. Due to the free range condition of the county and
opposition on the part of many cattle owners, regular cooperative work had not been
taken up and the cattle were not free of ticks.
Lauderdale County - same situation as Jackson County with $551.70 being spent
between September 1, 1910 and April 30, 1911.
Limestone County - USDA representatives have visited the county since September 1,
1910 to confer with county officials, cattle owners, and conduct educational work.
Cooperative work was begun on March 1, 1911. County officials appointed four
inspectors and the USDA assigned one representative to the county. At a meeting of the
county commissioners on April 1, 1911, however, petitions protesting against tick
eradication were presented and the county inspectors discontinued and the department
representative withdrawn. The cattle are not free of ticks. USDA expenses were
$964.47.
Lowndes County - at the request of the State Veterinarian, tick eradication work was
taken up with local authorities on May 1, 1908 with educational and demonstrational
work being conducted that year. In the spring of 1909 systematic inspections began to
determine conditions and to disinfect cattle. The results were not satisfactory on account
of opposition to control the movement of cattle and failure to enforce State laws and
regulations. During the fall of 1910 the county commissioners discontinued the services
of the local inspectors and permitted cattle to run at large. Cooperative work, therefore,
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was discontinued. Much good work had been accomplished, but the cattle were not free
from ticks. The USDA expenses were $10,428.37.
Madison County - cooperative tick eradication work was taken up on March 1, 1910 and
continued through April 30, 1911 at an expense of $3,724.37. The cattle were not
completely freed of ticks but the work was progressing satisfactorily.
Marengo County - at the request of Congressman George W. Taylor and cattle owners,
educational and demonstrational work was done from July 20 to November 30, 1909; and
from April 1 to May 31, 1910 at an expense of $853.68 to the department. However,
systematic inspections and disinfection of cattle were not conducted as local authorities
did not take the necessary actions to control the movement of cattle throughout the year.
The cattle were not free of ticks.
Monroe County - during a 13-day period in January 1909, educational and
demonstrational work was conducted in hopes of creating an interest in tick eradication in
the county. The USDA spent $123.97 for this work. Systematic cooperative work had
not been taken up and the cattle were not free of ticks.
Montgomery County - the work in this county was under the immediate supervision of
the State representatives, however, USDA representatives had visited the county from
time to time since the spring of 1908 to determine the conditions and assist in the work.
The USDA had spent $2,455.53 up to this time. The cattle were not yet free of ticks.
Perry County - educational and demonstrational work was conducted in the county from
January 20 to February 28, 1909; and from April 1 to November 15, 1910, at an expense
to the USDA of $2,088.90. Systematic cooperative work was not initiated by the local
authorities, but “considerable good” had been accomplished. The cattle were not free of
ticks.
Sumter County - at the request of Congressman R.P. Hobson and cattle owners,
cooperative tick eradication was taken up with the local authorities on July 1, 1909. The
USDA spent approximately $6,500 through April 30, 1911. The work had been
considerably hampered by the opposition of local citizens to control the movement of
cattle throughout the year. However, a majority of the county commissioners took an
active interest in tick eradication and made their best efforts to have the State laws and
regulations enforced. The cattle were not free of ticks, but good progress has been made.
Wilcox County - at the request of the State veterinarian, cooperative tick eradication was
taken up by the local officials on June 1, 1908, and continued through August of 1910 at
an expense to the USDA of $9,103.47. Cooperative work was discontinued when local
authorities failed to enforce the State laws and regulations and control the movement of
cattle throughout the year. At this point, the services of the inspectors were also
discontinued. The cattle are not free of ticks, but conditions have improved (USDA
1911c:2-4).
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The Fiscal Year 1912 Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama reported
that one additional State Live Stock Inspector had been hired. The combined salaries of
C.A. Cary and 20 other inspectors was $3,792.10. An additional $640.52 was shown as
expenses of the Board.
The Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama for Fiscal Year 1913 breaks
down the staff of the Board, showing C.A. Cary as the State Veterinarian, 12 inspectors,
six assistant veterinarians, one vat builder, and one stenographer. Their combined
salaries were $3,809.26. The Board incurred another $941.98 in expenses, for a grand
total of $4,751.24.
The Cleburne News (Cleburne County) carried three articles on tick eradication in their
April 16, 1914 edition. G.H. Alford, of the agricultural extension department for the
International Harvester Company of New Jersey, wrote that the prosperity of the South
depended on diversified farming and growing more livestock. The South was sending
millions of dollars to the northern states every year to pay for pork products, dairy
products and beef. That money should be kept in Southern banks and the interest on that
money could be used to improve roads, schools, farms and homes. The South had “an
overwhelming advantage over every other section in livestock raising.” Livestock
farming had been avoided in the cotton belt because cotton was more profitable, until the
soil became poor, and the presence of the cattle tick. The time had now arrived when
millions of acres of soil were too poor to raise cotton. Since the beginning of the tick
eradication work had begun in 1906, nearly 200,000 square miles had been cleared of the
tick. The time had come to eradicate the cattle tick in the South.
Another article was written by Dr. J.A. Kiernan, of the Bureau of Animal Industry in
Nashville, Tennessee. Dr. Kiernan was the special agent in charge of tick eradication
work in Mississippi, Alabama and Tennessee. According to Dr. Kiernan, the best method
for tick eradication was the arsenical solution in the dipping vat. Across Tennessee,
Alabama and Mississippi, farmers were bringing their cattle to the nearest dipping vat on
appointed days every two weeks. After a few times, the farmers did not even have to
prod the cattle, they merely had to open the gates and the cattle willingly entered the
“refreshing bath.” The cattle “take to it with eagerness and apparent delight.”
A third article reported that the dipping vat had proven to be a good method for
destroying the cattle tick. The article included instructions for vat construction and a
drawing of the vat.
On April 30, 1914, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that the “Sanitary Tick
Law” had suffered another setback as it had been ruled not applicable in Jackson County
by the Alabama Supreme Court. In the case of Robert L. Ferguson versus the Jackson
County Board of Commissioners, Ferguson had been arrested by the board for violating
the cattle tick law. The defendant had appealed to the circuit court of Jackson County,
contending that the act of August 20, 1909, which had amended the original 1907 law,
was unconstitutional as it did not contain the subject of the bill in its title. The lower
court decided against Ferguson. The Supreme Court agreed with Ferguson and reversed
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the circuit court’s decision. The effect of the decision was that the August 20, 1909
amendment, which provided that none of the provisions of March 12, 1907 applied in
counties where less than half their territory was under stock laws, was still operative.
Whereas less than half of Jackson County was under stock law, it was the decision of the
court that Jackson County was without the provision of the cattle tick eradication law.
On May 7, 1914, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County) published a letter to the editor
from Mr. A.H. Pettibone of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. (Pettibone, working out
of Nashville, Tennessee, had sent letters to various state and county newspapers across
Tennessee in 1906 informing the public about the advantages of tick eradication. In
1912, be began sending letters to newspapers in Tennessee and Alabama. His letters
from 1912 and 1913 were all similar, containing a summary of the work accomplished
across the quarantined area, and projecting the success and benefits for the specific
county he was writing.) His May 7th letter declared “Alabama Soon To Become a Great
Cattle Raising State.” Based on the tick eradication work that had been conducted in
Mississippi and Tennessee, Alabama was bound to take her place as a cattle raising state.
The only thing standing in the way was the “cattle tick vermin.” Alabama and Georgia
were losing $7 million each year to the cattle tick and, according to U.S. Department of
Agriculture statistics the entire South lost $75 million. However, in the last seven years
more than 200,000 square miles, or more than 120 million acres had been cleared of the
tick. This work had cost Uncle Sam less than one million dollars to accomplish. In July
1913, there had been 616,109 head of cattle dipped in Mississippi, Tennessee and
Alabama.
According to the Fiscal Year 1914 Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of
Alabama, Dr. Cary, the State Veterinarian, had a staff that consisted of a second
veterinarian that also handled the typing, ten inspectors, three assistant veterinarians, one
of which doubled as the stenographer, three vat builders, and someone who treated
horses. The total for their combine salaries was $4,620.50. The inspectors’ expenses
came to another $615.64, for a total budget of $5,236.14.
On March 5, 1915, the Alabama legislature passed an act whereby elections could be held
to decide if a county would take up the tick eradication work under the direction of the
State Live Stock Sanitary Board. This act was amended on September 2, 1915, clarifying
that the act was not to be construed that the county elections were required (Owen
1921:896). In some counties, voluntary dipping of cattle had begun with no elections
being held. On March 25, 1915, the Alabama legislation made an appropriation of
$25,000 annually for four years to be used by the Live Stock Sanitary Board “for the
purpose of eradicating the cattle tick” (Owen 1921:896).
The tick eradication program continued to build in Alabama in Fiscal Year 1915. The
Annual Report of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama showed that the State Sanitary
and Livestock Board had a total budget of $4,775.07. This included salaries for Dr.
Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian, 16 inspectors, three assistant veterinarians, and one
stenographer. They also had one person shown for “services.” In addition to the Board,
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the annual report also listed 69 employees for tick eradication, with a separate budget of
$6,926.43.
According to an article appearing in The Moulton Advertiser on April 7, 1915, Alabama’s
Governor Henderson had designated April 26th as “tick eradication day” in Alabama and
that it should be scrupulously observed. By the end of April, The Moulton Advertiser, as
well as the other newspapers across Alabama, had run numerous articles informing their
readers of the importance of tick eradication. On April 9, 1915, The Chronicle, the
weekly newspaper published in Rockford for Coosa County, reported that Governor
Henderson stated, “It is no longer a time to dally with this condition… the state should
awaken and concern itself with these conditions with a view of bringing about a speedy
relief.” The governor also asked that each of the public schools in the state set aside
some period in each day for the discussion of tick eradication.
On April 13, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette published a declaration by
Dr. Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian, that there would be “No more ticks in Alabama
after 1920.” Dr. Cary had been in Birmingham the previous day and asked that Alabama
take up this statement as their motto. With the last week of April set aside by Governor
Henderson, it would be a “special time to study, teach, preach and promulgate tick
eradication in Alabama…” Dr. Cary hoped the message would be heeded by everyone in
Alabama, regardless of their work, business or profession. Tick eradication was the key
to diversifying farming, and healthy cattle would turn Alabama’s grasslands and feeds
into milk and beef. If Alabama was to feed herself, she must eradicate the cattle tick. To
date, tick eradication had cost 50 cents per head in the areas already cleaned of ticks.
Alabama had between 800,000 and 1,000,000 cattle, therefore, the cost to eradicate the
tick from the entire State would cost between $400,000 and $500,000. Once the ticks
were eradicated, cattle prices should increase by seven dollars per head. Dr. Cary
thought spending $500,000 to realize a return of $7,000,000 was a good investment.
Tick-free pastures would also allow for the importation of breeding cattle from the North
and Europe, and tick-free cattle could be sold at any market in the United States without
the expensive quarantine restrictions.
While the dipping of cattle was a sound investment, it created more of a hardship in areas
where the cattle were “free ranging.” A letter to the editor published in the June 11, 1915
edition of The West Colbert News expressed the difficulty of rounding up the cattle in the
mountainous portions of Colbert County:
“We mountain people are very sorry that the tick law passed as we have none of
the ticks that kill cattle, as there are at some places and it will be a great loss of
time as well as labor to have to dip our cattle as they range on hundreds of acres
of free range. It will take some time to herd the cattle perhaps a whole week for
one man to get up his cattle ready to dip besides they have to drive to a vat which
might be several miles away and all this to do every two weeks for something we
do not need.”
The following month, the opposition to cattle dipping in Colbert County resorted to
dynamite to destroy two of the vats. The Marion Standard (Perry County) reported on

60

July 2, 1915 that two cattle dipping vats in Colbert County had been dynamited. Sheriff
Keeton and a deputy investigated the scene of the destruction. While no arrests had been
made, officials were making a thorough investigation and expected to apprehend and
arrest the guilty parties.
On June 16, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser carried an article from the Birmingham
Ledger stressing the importance of tick eradication. During the “Tick Eradication Week”
at the end of April, many additional vats had been constructed and thousands of cattle had
been dipped. The stock owners across the State were giving their cooperation in the
removal of the cattle tick as they learned of the tremendous loss to the pest. Alabama had
lost $20 million over the last few years to the cattle tick. The infected section of the
State, the loss in market value was $8 million, or about $8 per head. The loss of weight
to ticks was costing cattlemen $3.5 million, while the loss in milk supply due to tick fever
was another $5.5 million, and the loss in hides another $1.2 million. In 1910, Alabama
had lost 131,435 cattle to tick fever, valued at $1.79 million. The demand for beef in
Alabama was greater than what Alabama stockmen could produce. Tick-free cattle were
being raised for one-third less cost in northern states, and those states were shipping their
beef to Alabama. The cattle tick could be destroyed by dipping. This had been proven in
the State of Tennessee and in the northern Alabama counties of Lauderdale, Madison,
and Jackson. The cost of eradicating the cattle tick in Alabama would not exceed the
amount of money being lost each year to the pest.
On June 17, 1915, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) carried an article from The
Choctaw Advocate reporting that Choctaw County had joined in the fight against the
cattle tick. A meeting was held where a “goodly number of citizens from various parts of
the county” asked their county commissioners to appropriate funds for the construction of
cattle dipping vats. Practically every beat in the county was represented, either by letter,
petition, or in person. The county commissioners appropriated $1,000 as a “starter” for
building vats in each beat in the county.
On August 2, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Time Gazette reported that there had been
387,925 dippings made in Alabama in the month of June. During the month of June there
were 1,106 cattle dipping vats in operation in nine counties. Regular tick eradication
work began in June in Colbert and Lowndes counties, and preliminary work had begun in
Pike and Macon counties. Tick elections were scheduled for later in the summer in
Sumter and Limestone counties. The people of Limestone County had already begun to
dip their cattle, and had 27,614 dippings of cattle in the month of June. Ticky cattle had
recently arrived at the St. Louis beef market. It was thought that the cattle had originated
from Limestone County. Cattle in Limestone County, Alabama could be purchased at ten
dollars less per head than in tick-free Tennessee. This, of course, was in violation of the
quarantine laws.
According to an article that appeared in the August 11, 1915 edition of The Moulton
Advertiser (Lawrence County), there were ten counties in Alabama that were dipping
their cattle to eradicate the cattle tick. In those ten counties, more than 200,000 head of
cattle were dipped every two weeks, and the dipping vats could not be prepared fast
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enough for to meet the demand. In many localities, cattle were being driven as far as ten
miles in order to dip them.
On August 12, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the progress in tick eradication in
Alabama during the month of June. In addition to the information included in the August
2nd article appearing in The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette, the article in The
Cullman Tribune article broke down the accomplishments in nine Alabama counties as
follows:
County

No. of Herds

Cattle Dipped

Vats in Operation

Colbert
Dallas
Hale
Henry
Limestone
Lowndes
Marengo
Perry
Wilcox

1,345
12,017
7,017
3,679
8,170
4,373
9,921
5,734
10,805

8,478
56,877
46,466
13,179
27,614
31,679
80,778
36,864
85,989

55
167
105
58
125
98
171
128
199

Totals

63,800

387,925

1,106

On September 9, 1915, The Tuskegee News reported in their “State Briefs” that Lawrence
County had 33 cattle dipping vats. Perry County was expecting to be tick free and have
the Federal quarantine lifted by November. Lee County had announced that they would
be having a tick election. Lowndes County had announced that they were nearly tickfree, and construction of four cattle dipping vats had been completed in Marshall County.
On September 12, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that two
livestock men from Louisville, Kentucky had spent the day talking with local cattlemen.
Mr. H.E. Snow, a traffic manager of the Bourbon Stock Yards, and Mr. George Mattingly
of Goodridge and Mattingly livestock commission merchants, had been visiting in central
Alabama where the counties had practically eliminated the cattle tick. After consulting
with officials of the Louisville and Nashville Railroad, it had been agreed to run a special
cattle train from Montgomery, Alabama to Louisville, Kentucky every Friday. After
visiting Tuscaloosa, Snow and Mattingly had travelled to Birmingham to secure a similar
service from the Queen and Crescent route (Cincinnati to New Orleans). Both cattlemen
were encouraged by the progress in Alabama. Madison and Lauderdale counties and part
of Sumter County had been taken out of quarantine. Montgomery County was scheduled
to be released from quarantine on September 15th, and six other counties, Perry, Hale,
Dallas, Marengo, Lowndes and Wilcox counties were to be released from the quarantine
and federal restrictions on November 1st.
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On October 13, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported that marked progress had been
made in Alabama in the tick eradication work with a great increase in the number of vats
being constructed. There were 16 counties beginning their preliminary work in close
cooperation with the United States Department of Agriculture, and an additional 175 vats
had been constructed in those counties, making a total of 582 dipping vats in operation in
these 16 counties. Systematic tick eradication work was being conducted at the
beginning year in nine counties, and those nine counties had 1,177 vats in operation at the
end of August.
The article also reported that a regulation had been adopted by the state authorities
prohibiting the movement of cattle from any quarantine area into Alabama except for
immediate slaughter, and for this purposed, only to Montgomery, Birmingham and
Mobile. The cattle could not be diverted at these points of destination for any other
purposes.
On October 14, 1915, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that 11,000 cows had
been dipped in Bullock County through October 1st according to a report filed by Dr. J.R.
Love, who was in charge of the government’s tick eradication work in Bullock County.
Dr. Love stated that this was a fine showing for the first month’s work in the county, and
was confident that it would be an easy matter to complete the tick eradication work in
Bullock County by the end of next summer.
The Moulton Advertiser reported on November 3, 1915 the progress made in Alabama in
the tick eradication program. The article contained a chart showing the number of vats
that were in operation in each county on September 1st, and the number of vats
constructed during September. The paper encouraged the people of Lawrence County to
“let prosperity step in, build vats, dip the tick and increase the quality and price of our
cattle” and take the lead in vat construction during the month of November.
County
Bullock
Colbert
Crenshaw
Cullman
DeKalb
Escambia
Franklin
Greene
Jefferson
Lawrence
Macon
Marshall
Morgan
Pickens
Pike

Vats in Operation – Sept. 1st
74
70
43
13
23
24
10
58
42
34
55
23
6
58
75

Vats Built in Sept.
27
12
2
7
10
5
17
6
8
5
12
6
3
10
6
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Tuscaloosa
Walker

50
12

22
7

17 counties

670

165

On December 1, 1915, Wilcox, Marengo, Dallas, Hale, Lowndes, and portions of Perry
and Henry counties were released from Federal quarantine. According to the December
8, 1915 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, a total of 5,345 square miles were
released in the seven counties. With the lifting of the Federal restrictions in Lowndes
County, two brothers built five concrete silos, each with 250 tons capacity, and imported
from Kentucky a $1,200 Hereford bull and 55 Hereford cows to begin raising pure-bred
Herefords.
Limestone County, which had been released from the quarantine in September of 1915,
shipped about 1,700 head of cattle to northern markets. The cattle brought an average of
$10 a head more than cattle from below the quarantine line. The cost of freeing the
15,000 cattle in Limestone County from ticks was estimated at a cost of 55 cents a head.
Counties with a greater number of cattle were accomplishing tick eradication at a more
efficient cost. The 42,000 head of cattle in Marengo County were cleaned at a cost of
only 30 cents per head; a cost of three cents per dipping. Between March 15 and May 1,
1915, there were 103 dipping vats built in Marengo County. There were 68 vats that had
been previously constructed, and another 14 vats that were constructed at various times
after May 1st. A total of 185 cattle dipping vats were built in Marengo County to clear
the ticks from 978 square miles.
The December 8, 1915 article also explained why one of the partially cleared counties
had not been completely cleared of ticks, although without stating whether it was Perry or
Henry County. (It was Perry County as reported in The Marion Standard.) The county
had voted with a nine to one margin for tick eradication in 1914, and did their
preliminary work and vat construction during the summer. They began dipping their
cattle on April 15, 1915. Despite the overwhelming support across the county, opposition
developed in one corner, and in July 1915, three vats were dynamited. The vats were
immediately rebuilt. Rewards for the apprehension of the offenders were offered by both
the State and County Live Stock Association. The dipping continued, but it was
somewhat irregular and unsatisfactory. As a result, only a portion of the county was
released from Federal quarantine on December 1, 1915. In the released portion of the
county, 25 silos were constructed.

Boll Weevil Helps Tick Eradication
The cotton boll weevil had entered the southeastern United States from Mexico in the
latter years of the 19th century and moved west to east across the cotton states of the
South. In 1908, Louisiana sugar planters were stressing raising cattle over cotton when
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sugar prices dropped. By 1910, the boll weevil was appearing in Alabama’s cotton
fields. By 1915, in response to the losses in cotton, crop diversity was being pushed
along with a greater emphasis on raising cattle. On July 1, 1915, The Centreville Press
announced that the boll weevil was helping with tick eradication, and the benefits done
by the cotton weevil outweighed the damage. According to an article written by W.E.
Hinds, entomologist with the Alabama Experiment Station in Auburn, the cotton weevil
was directly responsible for the creation of the Farm Demonstration Work and the crop
diversification being promoted. The cotton weevil had forced a reduction in acreage of
cotton, and increased the acreage planted in food and forage crops. The increase in corn
production was naturally followed by an increase in livestock, which in the area affected
by the boll weevil were primarily hogs and cattle. According to Hinds, Alabama must
follow the experience of Mississippi in the matter of tick eradication. The boll weevil
had hit the southwestern portion of Alabama the hardest, and now the question of tick
eradication was one of the most widely discussed topics among farmers. Every year they
continued under the quarantine, they were losing far more money than what it would take
to eradicate the tick. It was certain that low cotton prices were going to continue for
another year. The time was upon the farmers to invest the money to rid Alabama of the
cattle tick, and to plant more corn so the cattle could attain the best possible weight and
condition. This would allow Alabama’s planters to maintain their prosperity in spite of
the war in Europe.
Cattle Dipping Progress in Alabama – 1916
On January 13, 1916, The Tuskegee News published an article by Riley G. Arnold, the
Fayette County Demonstration Agent entitled “One Way of Developing the Cattle
Industry.” In his county there had been several unsuccessful attempts to improve the
cattle herds by introducing pure-bred bulls. The failures were due to the farmers not
being sufficiently interested to “patronize” the bull, and every bull brought from a tickfree territory and introduced into tick-infested Fayette County soon died after the ticks
got on him. In response to these failures, Fayette County had developed a co-operative
scheme by which a community took shares in a good bull and a dipping vat. Ten to 20
farmers contributed to the purchase of a registered bull. The service fees from the bull
offset the expenses. When a cow was brought to the bull for servicing, they were run
through a dipping vat to ensure no ticks got on the bull. Fayette County had organized
eight “clubs” that had purchased the best Shorthorns. About 100 farmers were
participating.
On January 14, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published
in Rockford, reported that Clarke County commissioners had appropriated $2,000 for tick
eradication on January 3rd. The money was to be used for dipping vat construction and
for purchasing the dipping solution. Clarke County would hold a tick eradication election
in the fall of the year.
On February 4, 1916, The Chronicle carried two articles from Montgomery. The first
article reported that dealers and persons interested in the raising of live stock would be
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coming to Montgomery on February 10th for the 20th annual meeting of the Alabama Live
Stock association. Emphasis was to be placed on the importance of tick eradication work
which would be soon starting in many counties. The second article reported that after
voting for tick eradication in special elections held on January 18th, work was being
planned in Autauga, Elmore, Tallapoosa, and other counties. The work would begin as
soon as practicable, and be carried out under the new county tick eradication laws.
On March 10, 1916, The Marion Standard (Perry County, Alabama) reported that Sumter
County was leading the State of Alabama in cattle dipping vat construction with 143 vats
already completed according to a report filed with the Department of Agriculture in
February. Walker County had constructed 50 vats during the month of February, for a
total of 54 vats presently in use. Seven cattle dipping vats were constructed in Jefferson
County with a total of 80 vats constructed and in use. Across the State, a total of 237
cattle dipping vats were constructed in February, with a total of 1,441 vats built and in
use across Alabama.
On March 15, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that cattle from
Alabama had broken a record for high market price at the St. Louis stock market. Thirtyone steers from Pickens County sold averaging 912 pounds at $8.10 per hundredweight
(cwt). The price was 75 cents above the previous record per cwt for cattle raised in the
quarantined district.
On March 16, 1916, The Franklin County Times reported that the Central Trades Council
had urged union laborers to vote for tick eradication and compulsory cattle dipping in
Mobile County in their March 15th election. The Council recognized the necessity for
protecting and fostering the cattle industry in Mobile County and had advised organized
labor and “every progressive citizen” to support the cattle tick eradication election that
was held on the 15th.
The Centreville Press, a weekly newspaper in Bibb County, reported on April 6, 1916
tick eradication vat construction and silo building had become “orders of the day” in
Etowah County. A.R. Gissendanner, a farm demonstrator, was working faithfully with
the farmers to introduce pure bred stock in the county.
On April 14, 1916, The Chronicle, a weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, reported that Elmore County had led the State of Alabama in dipping vats
constructed for the month of March. Elmore County built 102 vats during the month of
March, and Morgan County followed with 77 vats constructed. Dipping vat construction
in Alabama for the month of March 1916 was as follows:
County
Elmore
Morgan
Lee
Tallapoosa

Number of Vats

County

Number of Vats

102
77
68
64

Jefferson
Clarke
Greene
Macon

11
10
8
7
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Pickens
Crenshaw
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Colbert
Autauga
Pike
Barbour
Choctaw

34
31
21
18
14
13
13
13
13

Bullock
Sumter
Baldwin
Russell
Lamar
DeKalb
Escambia
Marshall
Total

6
5
5
4
3
3
0
0
543

The Ashland Progress, a weekly newspaper in Clay County, carried a May 1st article
from Washington D.C. in their May 5, 1916 edition. According to the article, “unusually
good progress” had been made in April 1916 in dipping cattle in Alabama based on the
reports received by the Department of Agriculture. The work accomplished so early in
the season was indicative of the “growing interest in the work.” During the month of
April, 540 new cattle dipping vats had been constructed, making a total of 2,218 vats
across the State. Systematic eradication was in progress in nine Alabama counties, and a
total of 34,971 cattle had been dipped during the month of April. The article reported
that during 1915, a total of 5,345 square miles in Alabama had been freed of the federal
restrictions, more than in any other state.
On May 9, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that the State of
Alabama was “taking rapid strides in tick eradication.” The work had advanced in “leaps
and bounds” since its inauguration. There were a total of 2,250 cattle dipping vats across
the State as of April 1st. During the month of April, another 324 vats had been
constructed. The article contained a listing of completed dipping vats by county:
County
Autauga
Baldwin
Barbour
Bullock
Choctaw
Clarke
Crenshaw
DeKalb
Elmore
Escambia
Greene
Jefferson
Lamar
Lee
Macon
Marshall

Vats Previously
Constructed
97
48
40
125
54
58
111
52
138
33
88
98
47
113
72
40
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Vats Constructed During
Month (April 1916)
0
4
6
3
0
4
7
2
35
0
5
7
2
42
6
0

Mobile
Morgan
Pickens
Pike
Russell
Sumter
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
25 Counties Total

30
198
123
19
24
160
85
159
122
2,134

57
42
10
8
1
1
6
63
0
311

The numbers giving by county in the article do not add to up to the totals in the beginning
of the article. It is also curious that Pike County went from 81 vats in 1915 down to 19
vats in 1916. The discrepancy in the numbers may be attributed to the tracking of the
vats constructed versus the vats in operation. The differences may be from vats that had
been constructed and either destroyed or no longer in use. Several counties listed in 1915
were not shown in the 1916 listing.
On May 19, 1916, The Marion Standard (Perry County) reported that the tick eradication
vote had passed by a majority of 8,263 votes in Jefferson County. According to the
official returns canvassed by the probate judge, sheriff and county clerk, the vote for tick
eradication was 10,499 while the vote against it was 2,236.
The Marion Standard reported on May 23, 1916 that the dynamiting of cattle dipping
vats in the Danville section of Morgan County was being investigated by the grand jury.
In a separate article, The Marion Standard reported on the cattle dipping in the counties
under the supervision of Dr. J.S. Oldman of the Bureau of Animal Industry. Dallas
County was ahead of the other counties in regard to the condition of her live stock.
Marengo County was first in the total number of cattle. Wilcox County was second in
the number of cattle with Dallas County in a close third. [Dr. Oldman also supervised the
cattle dipping in Perry and Lowndes counties.]
On May 25, 1916, The Franklin County Times reported that in eight Alabama counties
that had been released from the federal quarantine in the previous year, a total of 214,000
cattle had been dipped every two weeks during the season. When the eight counties were
released, these 214,000 head of cattle were worth seven dollars per head more than they
had been worth before dipping. This was an increase in value of $1,498,000. The total
cost of the dipping in the eight counties was only $50,000.
The Franklin County Times published an article from The Mobile Register on June 1,
1916 reporting that “a northern man” who owned land in Mobile County had just
introduced a herd of thoroughbred Jersey cattle to his farm. The farmer’s intention was
to increase and improve his herd to supply a large dairy and creamery. He would not
have had the courage to attempt this had Mobile County not been placed under quarantine
and begun their work on tick eradication. A Mr. Meder, living near Foley (Baldwin
County), had attempted the same and lost his herd of Jerseys to the cattle fever.
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On June 9, 1916, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette reported that there had been a
recent court case in Elmore County that had decided in favor of the compulsory dipping
law. In the case of Cyrus Hornsby vs. Elmore County, in habeas corpus proceedings, the
trial judge reviewed the case at considerable length and determined that the enforcement
of the dipping law by the State Livestock Sanitary Board or State Veterinarian was
constitutional. The judge held that insomuch as Elmore County voted for eradication,
they had voted that it should be under the direction of the State Live Stock Sanitary
Board. Mr. Hornsby was required to give bond in the amount of $250.
On June 16, 1916, The Marion Standard reported that during the month of May, a total of
100 cattle dipping vats had been constructed in the State of Alabama according to a
statement released by the Bureau of Animal Industry. Mobile County constructed 87
cattle dipping vats in the May. Jefferson County constructed 15 vats, for a total of 105
vats across the county. Elmore County was leading the State of Alabama with the most
vats constructed, with a total of 173 vats built. Pickens County was second, with a total
of 133 dipping vats constructed. During May, the total number of head of cattle dipped
was 739,357. Of this number, 68,835 were found to be infested with cattle ticks.
During the month of June, more than two-thirds of a million head of cattle were dipped in
Alabama to eradicate the cattle tick, according to a July 14, 1916 article in The Marion
Standard. The number released by the Bureau of Animal Industry showed that 12,993
herds and a total of 49,133 cattle in Jefferson County were dipped. Tuscaloosa County
led the State with total number of cattle dipped with 51,622 head, but in fewer herds than
Jefferson County. In eleven counties where the dipping work was nearly completed, only
5,834 herds and 58,461 head of cattle were dipped. In 19 counties where the cooperative
work was in full progress, a total of 131,003 herds consisting of 625,920 head of cattle
were dipped.
On July 21, 1916, The Ashland Progress reported that another 121 dipping vats had been
constructed in Alabama according to a report issued by Inspector R.E. Jackson of the
Bureau of Animal Industry. The additional vats brought the total number of dipping vats
in operation in the State of Alabama to 2,718.
On August 17, 1916, The Tuskegee News reported in their “News Items of Alabama” that
a cattle dipping vat had been dynamited near Village Springs, about five miles north of
Pinson in Jefferson County. Two other vats had been recently dynamited in the same
section, one of the vats located at Mount Pinson and the other vat located at Bradford
Mines.
On September 15, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County
published in Rockford, reported that 11 counties in Alabama had finished their tick
eradication work in compliance with the new cattle dipping law. In these 11 counties, a
total of 7,198 herds containing a total of 97,976 head of cattle were dipped, according to
an announcement made by R.E. Jackson, inspector in charge of the work being conducted
under the supervision of the Bureau of Animal Industry. The counties that had finished
their tick eradication work were Dallas, Hale, Jackson, Lauderdale, Limestone, Lowndes,
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Madison, Marengo, Montgomery, Perry and Wilcox. Marengo had led these counties in
the month of August with dipping 1,725 herds containing 27,401 head of cattle.
Jefferson County, which had not yet finished their tick eradication work, had dipped
15,765 herds containing a total of 57,011 head of cattle in the month of August.
On October 12, 1916, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that Alabama had
led the other states in dipping cattle during the month of August, according to a report of
the Bureau of Animal Industry. A total of 147,222 herds had been dipped in Alabama,
consisting of 758,038 head of cattle. Less than one-half as many Alabama cattle had
found to be infected with cattle tick during August than during July, according to R.E.
Jackson, BAI inspector in charge. Mr. Jackson stated that indications are that 16 counties
in Alabama would be released from the quarantine by the end of the year. When the 16
counties were added to the counties already released, the tick eradication work in
Alabama would be one-third completed.
On October 19, 1916, The Centreville Press reported that the anti-tick work in Mobile
County had been halted. The Board of Revenue and Road Commissioners of Mobile
County were not satisfied with the enforcement of the cattle quarantine laws. Cattle
owners were also refusing to dip their cattle. As a result, the commissioners decided to
eliminate all cattle tick eradication work in the county.
On November 16, 1916, The Centreville Press reported on the progress of the tick
eradication work in Alabama. According to reports released by the Department of
Agriculture, great progress had been made in tick eradication and in the construction of
cattle dipping vats in Alabama. During the month of October, thirteen counties in
Alabama had completed their work of dipping under the supervision of government
agents. A total of 151,098 head of cattle were dipping during October in those 13
counties, with a lessening of tick infection of more than 86 percent. In another 17
counties were the dipping was still in progress, but not yet completed, another 477,557
head of cattle had been dipped with similar reduction in tick infection. The U.S.
Department of Agriculture was very pleased with the progress in Alabama. Although the
farmers in every county in Alabama had been initially wary of the cattle dipping plan,
they had adopted the dipping vat idea across the state, and had asked the Government to
assist then until the cattle tick was permanently eradicated from the State of Alabama. In
those counties where dipping had not yet begun, experts would be immediately beginning
an educational campaign to teach farmers of the benefits of dipping their cattle and to
enlist their cooperation with the Department’s program.
On November 26, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that 13
counties in the State of Alabama were to be released from the federal quarantine on
December 11, 1916. These 13 counties were:
Bullock
Lee
Tallapoosa

Colbert
Macon
Tuscaloosa

Crenshaw
Morgan
Walker

Elmore
Pickens
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Jefferson
Pike

On December 7, 1916, The Brewton Standard published an article written by Dr. G.H.
Bruns, who was in charge of tick eradication in Escambia County. The laws of the State
of Alabama allowed county authorities to build, charge, and supervise the dipping at as
many vats as they saw fit to construct. The vats were being constructed by the people of
the various communities, and the people were dipping whenever they saw fit to do so.
After a few people saw the benefit of dipping their cattle, they wished to eradicate the
cattle tick from the entire county. They demanded an election, and after they voted in
favor of dipping their cattle, dipping became the law. If everyone dipped all their cattle
every two weeks for seven months, all of the cattle ticks would be eradicated from the
county, and the ticks never come back. After the ticks are gone, the people could still use
their vats for dipping their stock to kill fleas, lice, eczema, mange, wolves or grubs, and
any cholera germs that may be on the stock. Dipping the stock improved their hair and
made a “number one hide.” According to Dr. Bruns, after the cattle have been dipped a
few times, they “take to it” much like humans take to bath tubs. There were many cases
of cattle actually looking forward to dip day.
Dr. Brun reported that the State of Alabama was spending $25,000 every year in the
various counties where tick eradication work was being conducted. The federal
government was spending $75,000 each year in Alabama. In order for the people to get
their benefit from this money, they had to demand that their county authorities begin the
construction of dipping vats.
On December 15, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County
published in Rockford reported on the progress made in tick eradication in Alabama
during November 1916. A total of 5,002 herds consisting of 21,502 head of cattle had
been dipped in Jefferson County, and 143 herds consisting of 695 head of cattle were
quarantined according to a report submitted by R.E. Jackson, state Inspector in Charge.
In summing up the work conducted across the entire State of Alabama, a total of 36,579
herds of cattle had been dipped, and 917 herds consisting of 9,876 head of cattle had been
quarantined.
It was also reported in The Chronicle on December 15th that Colbert County was
rejoicing over being released from the cattle tick quarantine. Bullock, Crenshaw, Elmore,
Jefferson, Lee, Macon, Morgan, Pickens, Pike, Tallapoosa, Tuscaloosa, Walker and the
balance of Henry, Jackson and Sumter counties were released from quarantine on
December 11, 1916.
On December 21, 1916, The Brewton Standard published several letters from around the
state under the headline, “The Tick Must Go.” Tick eradication had had a “hard road to
travel.” While cattle owners wished to see their cattle tick-free, the plan being pursued to
eliminate the cattle pest had caused dissatisfaction in many sections of Alabama. In some
communities, the “dip dope” had been prepared by incompetent and irresponsible
individuals, who were involved in the program simply for the “meal ticket.” Dipping
facilities had been inadequate and the dipping rushed regardless of the consequences to
the stock. This had resulted in many injuries and deaths to the stock animals. With
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improved vats and more care in the handling of stock better results had been seen, and the
quarantine had been lifted from a rapidly widening area.
Mr. W.J. Hendley of Sumter County wrote to say that there was as much difference
between ticks and no ticks as there was between an up-to-date business man and an old
fogy. If the people of Sumter County had decided to keep their ticks, the cattlemen
would have been “knocked out” in ten years.
Mr. Frank P. Hurt of Jackson County wrote to say that in his opinion, nothing had done
half as much to stimulate interest in raising purebred beef as the tick eradication work.
Although the work had been carried out under a great handicap of having people fight
against it, he thought the battle was now about over and he was anticipating the
introduction of purebred bulls into the county very soon. He had been using a dipping
vat for the last two years. Before he began dipping, he lost cattle every year to tick fever.
Since he began dipping his cattle, he had not suffered a single death.
Mr. J.F. Hauser of Jackson County wrote to say that he knew of nothing that could be
done that would have benefited his county as much as the tick eradication work. He had
not heard of a death of a cow from Texas fever this year, except one not disinfected.

Returns on the Investment of Tick Eradication in Alabama - 1916
According to the November 21, 1917 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, tick
eradication in 16 Alabama counties averaged a cost of $8,052.34 for each county (this is
for county, State and Federal expenditures). As a result of the tick eradication, the cattle
in those counties increased in value $10 per head. There was an average of 19,694 cattle
in these counties, therefore producing an average increased value of $196,940. For every
dollar expended by the county $24 was realized.
Cattle Dipping Progress in Alabama – 1917
On February 1, 1917, The Brewton Standard published an article from Dothan reporting
that Houston County had declared war on the Texas fever ticks. Farmers and live stock
men representing every beat in the county had voted to appoint a committee to appear
before the county board of revenue and ask that the construction of cattle dipping vats be
started.
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that systematic
cattle dipping would be conducted in 15 counties and this work was expected to free
300,000 cattle from ticks and release 1,100 square miles from the federal quarantine.
Twenty-eight counties had already been released, and about 500 pure-bred bulls had been
imported into the tick-free territory. The grade of cattle in the tick-free territory was
being distinctly improved.
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On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette published a listing of the
number of herds inspected and those quarantined, by county, based on the progress of the
tick eradication program through January 1917. The 27 counties listed had been
“cleared” of ticks and had been released from the Federal quarantine. Only 765 herds
within these cleared counties were still quarantined.
County

Inspected
Herds

Number of
Cattle

Quarantined
Herds

Quarantined
Cattle

Autauga
Bullock
Colbert
Crenshaw
Dallas
Elmore
Greene
Hale
Henry
Jackson
Jefferson
Lauderdale
Lee
Lowndes
Macon
Madison
Marengo
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry
Pickens
Pike
Sumter
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Wilcox

405
84
412
1,708
461
538
157
765
126
268
1,445
591
143
183
147
112
1,560
1,013
863
622
1,936
601
888
467
517
491
682

3,091
913
2,421
12,573
5,080
2,947
1,525
7,319
1,301
2,082
7,628
2,527
1,279
5,047
1,215
2,115
23,459
15,700
3,188
6,487
9,546
5,440
10,880
3,677
4,826
1,595
15,798

1
26
62
10
23
18
4
32
8
23
147
29
7
7
5
1
48
91
7
12
9
11
86
23
9
24
31

7
264
535
155
542
247
150
443
42
109
782
535
95
129
49
13
289
1,278
44
82
77
81
1,970
97
86
90
476

Totals

17,185

159,668

765

9,032

On February 15, 1917, The Brewton Standard published an article from Washington,
D.C. reporting that the plan for the 1917 dipping season was “to cut the tick army in
half.” It was expected that by the end of the year, Mississippi would be released from the
federal restrictions, driving a tick-free wedge to the Gulf of Mexico. The benefits of tick
eradication were too apparent “for even the most prejudiced to ignore.” Recently,
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farmers in freed territory had been asked to give their opinions on the increased value of
their cattle. The average of their replies was $9.25 per head. Federal authorities had
given a more conservative figure across the South of only $7.50 per head, but it varied
from state to state. In Alabama, for example, the average increase in value for tick-free
cattle was $8.00 per head. Twenty-eight counties in Alabama had been freed and
released from federal restrictions, and the cattle in Alabama were now worth $5.6 million
more than they had been before tick eradication. Since the cost of eradication is
insignificant in comparison, it was obvious that dipping vats were a great investment.
On March 15, 1917, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that the tick
eradication work in Alabama was “pleasing.” During the month of February, a total of
15,000 head of cattle had been dipped according to a report released by Dr. R.E. Jackson,
the inspector in charge of the program. Of this number, only 265 head of cattle had any
vestiges of infection from the cattle tick. This represented a lower percentage of infected
cattle than in any other months during the past winter, which was considered an
“extremely good report.” The U.S. Department of Agriculture was satisfied with the
progress of the work being conducted in practically every county in Alabama.
The Centreville Press reported on March 22, 1917 that the tick election held in Gadsden
for Etowah County had failed to pass. Tick eradication lost by a majority of 188 votes,
with 887 votes against the measure and only 699 votes for tick eradication. The
proposition had carried in the municipalities, except in Alexander City, which returned a
majority of one vote against it.
On May 10, 1917, The Centreville Press reported that a “well known” firm of cattle
dealers in Huntsville had announced that they had shipped nearly half a million dollars
worth of cattle out of Madison County during the last 12 months. (Madison County had
taken up cattle dipping early, and was one of the counties in Alabama to be released from
the federal quarantine. Madison County had finished their tick eradication work by the
end of Fiscal Year 1915.)
On July 13, 1917, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, published a letter to the editor from R.R. Jackson, the Inspector in Charge of
tick eradication in Alabama stationed in Birmingham. According to his June report, there
were 11 counties in Alabama conducting systematic tick eradication work. Of the
397,912 cattle that had been dipped during the last month in these 11 counties, only
41,810 cattle had exhibited signs of being infested with cattle ticks. This number was
less than 50 percent of the total infested cattle dipped in May, which had been 88,665
head of cattle. For the month of June 1917, there had been a total of 1,486 dipping vats
in operation in these 11 counties. It was expected that if the dipping continued at this
pace, all 11 counties would be released from the federal quarantine by the end of the
dipping season. Inspections had continued in the 28 Alabama counties that had already
been released from the federal quarantine. During June 1917, a total of 218,720 cattle
were inspected in these 28 counties. Only 2,280 head of cattle were found to be infested
with cattle ticks. These infested cattle were, of course, held under quarantine. Across the
State of Alabama, a total of 616,532 cattle were dipped during June.
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On November 29, 1917, The Cleburne News published an article from The Birmingham
News reported that their Washington correspondent had written to inform the paper that
Secretary Houston, of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, had signed an order releasing
nearly 10,000 acres of Alabama soil from the quarantine. The order was to become
effective December 1, 1917, and involved the following counties:
Baldwin
Barbour
Chambers
Choctaw
Coosa
DeKalb
Houston
Russell
and parts of Cherokee and Mobile counties.

Clarke
Talladega

Counties that were in the midst of their struggles with the pest, but making excellent
efforts towards eradication were:
Bibb
Cleburne
Escambia
Lawrence
St. Clair

Blount
Coffee
Etowah
Marion
Washington

Butler
Conecuh
Fayette
Marshall
Winston

Calhoun
Covington
Franklin
Monroe

Chilton
Cullman
Geneva
Randolph

Clay
Dale
Lamar
Shelby

and parts of Cherokee, Mobile and Perry counties.
At the time, about two-thirds of the State of Alabama, or about 40 counties, were
considered free of the cattle tick. The article urged the press and people of the counties
still infected to “preach the gospel of tick-freedom.”
Alabama Stock Pens Closed in Ticky Counties – January 1, 1918
According to an article appearing in the December 5, 1917 edition of The Moulton
Advertiser, the Alabama State Live Stock Sanitary Board had ordered transportation and
railroad companies to close their stock pens and cattle chutes in all counties that had not
taken up a tick eradication program. The order was to go into effect on January 1, 1918.
The World War had created a greater demand for beef, leather, milk, butter and other
dairy products. The movement of ticky cattle was adding to the cost, time and labor of
the cattle industry, and hindered tick eradication by endangering tick-free cattle.
As of December 1, 1917, approximately 61 percent of Alabama had been released from
federal quarantine. The remaining 39 percent of the State was under greater pressure
begin a tick eradication program to help with the war effort.
The State of Georgia prohibited the movement of ticky cattle. Louisiana, Arkansas and
Texas had state-wide tick eradication programs, and Tennessee had been tick-free for
several years. The entire State of Mississippi was to be released from federal restrictions
on December 1, 1917.
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The changes in the regulations of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board prohibited the
movement of cattle from tick infested areas or territories. This did not interfere with
counties that had begun a tick eradication program. The article suggested that the best
way to comply with the new regulations was for ticky counties to begin an eradication
program. Every tick infested counties in Alabama was urged to begin building cattle
dipping vats. State and federal aid was available to assist counties building vats and help
banish the cattle tick from Alabama.

Cattle Dipping Progress in Alabama - 1918
On February 7, 1918, The Cleburne News reported that “the progressive farmers” of Dale
County and their friends were rejoicing over the results of the recent election for tick
eradication. The law carried with a wide margin. Tick eradication had failed to carry in
an earlier election in Dale County.
On March 14, 1918, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that not a single case
of tick infection found in Jefferson County during the month of February, according to a
report submitted by Dr. R.E. Jackson, inspector in charge. In the 37 Alabama counties
where the tick eradication was being completed, only 13 herds of cattle, numbering a
total of 41 head of cattle were found to be infected. Another 57 herds that had been
placed under quarantine had not been inspected during the month. A total of 14,917
herds, containing 127,549 head of cattle had been inspected in the 37 counties. A total of
1,136 herds, numbering 15,372 head of cattle were quarantined.
In Jefferson County, a total of 2,045 herds, numbering 14,120 head of cattle were
inspected or dipped during the month of February. A total of 354 herds, containing 2,760
head of cattle were quarantined. All of the quarantine herds were inspected, and not a
single case of tick infection was found. Dr. Jackson’s report also stated that 62 new
dipping vats had been constructed in 12 counties in Alabama which were preparing to
begin their tick eradication work. Dale County led in the construction, with 31 vats built
during February. Conecuh County was second on the list with 10 vats constructed.
Previously, another 258 cattle dipping vats had been constructed in the 12 counties.
By the spring of 1918, Alabama cattle were being shipped out of counties that had been
relieved of the federal quarantine. The Centreville Press reported on April 25, 1918 that
cattle that had been “raised and fed on Alabama products” had been shipped from
Moundville, in Hale County, to the cattle market in St. Louis. Sixty steers, each
weighing upwards of 1,000 pounds, brought 13 ½ cents per pound. On May 2, 1918, The
Centreville Press reported that 12 cars containing 270 head of cattle, and a 13th car of
hogs had been shipped to St. Louis from Prattville, in Autauga County. This was the
largest shipment of cattle thus far, and good prices were expected.
In June 1918, Alabama cattle brought record prices at the East St. Louis market, and a
new stock yard was opened in Montgomery. According to an article appearing in the
June 13, 1918 edition of The Cleburne News, Aberdeen-Angus steers from Alabama set a
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new record for Southern cattle on the East St. Louis market. Twenty-one head of cattle
from Prattville sold for $15.60 per hundredweight. In a separate article, it was reported
that the Union Stock Yard in Montgomery, one of the largest plants in the South, had
opened with an aggregate of $75,000 in livestock sales. The opening was attended by a
large number of buyers, including buyers from western plants.
On July 11, 1918, The Centreville Press reported that Alabama had led the country in
1917 in the increase in cattle production. The neighboring states of Georgia, Mississippi,
and Tennessee had raised 208,000 more head of live stock than the 13 eastern states, and
600,000 more head of live stock than the “great cattle states” of Texas, Oklahoma and
Arkansas. Contributing to Alabama’s progress in cattle production was the government’s
forecast of Alabama’s hay crop being 2.3 million tons for 1918, compared to 1.9 million
tons in 1917. This figure represented a seven-fold increase over the average of the past
ten years.
On October 3, 1918, The Cleburne News reported that a conference had been held in
Birmingham where the tick eradication officials had determined that the tick eradication
work would continue through the South until “practically every county can be released
from quarantine.” Tick officials from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, State
veterinarians, State live stock sanitary officials and representatives of the cattlemen and
breeders associations from several Southern states were in attendance. A great deal of
attention was being paid to tick eradication in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Oklahoma and Texas. Due to
recent drought conditions in Texas, cattle from that state were being brought to Alabama.
The need to move Texas cattle to Alabama brought forth the realization of the necessity
for tick eradication.
According to the December 4, 1918 issued of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, on
December 1, 1918, Coffee, Conecuh, Dale and Monroe counties were released from
Federal quarantine.
When State Veterinarian Charles A. Cary submitted his annual report for Fiscal Year
1918, he stated that the work in 1918 was not as intensive as it had been in 1917, and
only four counties had been released from the federal quarantine. A large number of
infested cattle and premises were cleaned in the released counties, and preliminary work
had begun in the remaining 24 counties still under quarantine. There were about 800
dipping vats in these 24 counties installed or built, many of them already in use by the
cattle owners. Dr. Cary estimated that this was about one-fourth of the total dipping vats
that would be needed in these 24 counties. During 1918, there had been a total of 6,638
dipping vats in operation across Alabama. According to Dr. Cary, the time had come for
state wide tick eradication (Cary 1919:4-8).
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Alabama Passes State-Wide Eradication Law – February 1919
In March 1907, the State of Alabama had passed statutes under the live stock sanitary
laws that allowed for the eradication of cattle ticks, or the eradication or suppression of
any other infectious, contagious, or communicable disease of live stock. The decision
was left up to the State live stock sanitary board, and the county commissioners could
appropriate funding. The statute was weakened, however, in August 1907 when any
county that had a majority of their area not under a stock law or a law prohibiting cattle
from running at large (free ranging) was exempted from the statute (The Code of
Alabama, 1907:458-459).
On February 7, 1919, the State of Alabama passed their state-wide tick eradication law.
According to the law, tick eradication was to be conducted in any county that was
partially or completely tick-infested. The county commissioners or county board of
revenue was responsible for the construction of the concrete dipping vats, and the
chemicals, solutions and other materials required to maintaining the dipping operations.
Each county was required to keep the vats filled with “a standard tick killing arsenical dip
having the composition and strength as required by the regulations of the Alabama live
stock sanitary board and of the United States bureau of animal industry.”
The State veterinarian and the Federal Inspectors in charge of dipping vats would
determine the required number of vats for each county. The vats were to be located, as a
rule, four miles apart unless “unforeseen emergencies” required otherwise. Any privately
owned dipping vats could be used by the owner and neighbors, provided the dipping was
conducted under the supervision of the regular authorities.
The county commissioners or county board of revenue were to pay a reasonable salary to
as many inspectors as the county deemed necessary. Each inspector was to have at least
twelve vats and the county was to hire enough inspectors to guard the county lines, look
after isolated vats, and ensure the quarantine of the cattle. Anyone with cattle in a tickinfested or quarantine county was required to dip the cattle regularly, once every two
weeks on the day and at the vat specified by the inspector in charge of the vat most
convenient or nearest to the cattle.
All mules, horses and asses kept in tick infested lots, pens, pastures or ranges were to be
dipped regularly every two weeks in the same way and under the same requirements as
cattle, until the county was released from State or Federal quarantine.
The law required that all railroad cars transporting cattle in Alabama would be cleaned
and disinfected at the cost of the railroad company. Cars could be cleaned either after
each time of use, or before each time of use.
If any county commissioner or county board of revenue failed or refused to comply with
the requirements of the Act, each member of the commission or board would be found
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction, each member fined not less than $100 or
more than $1,000. If the county commissioners or board of revenue failed to appropriate
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the funds for cattle dipping, any cattle owners in that county could appeal to a circuit
judge for a writ of mandamus to compel faithful compliance with the law. Failure to
obey promptly the command of the writ would be a misdemeanor, as well as being held
in contempt.
For cattle owners, each failure to dip quarantined animals after received legal notice
would be a misdemeanor. Movement of any cattle without a permit from an inspector
would be a misdemeanor. It was not necessary to establish ownership in order to convict
a person in charge of the animals for failure to bring the animals to the vat for dipping.
Anyone found in violation of this law could be fined not less than $10 nor more than
$500 for each and every violation (General Laws of the Legislature of Alabama 1919:2932).

Cattle Dipping Progress in Alabama - 1919
With the passage of the state-wide tick eradication law being passed in February of 1919,
it was no longer up to each county to decide whether or not to participate in the tick
eradication program. Compulsory cattle dipping began soon after the passage of the law
in all counties under quarantine.
On February 27, 1919, The Cleburne News reported that the State live stock sanitary
board had held its regular monthly meeting in Montgomery. Dr. Charles A. Cary of
Auburn, and the secretary of the board, reported that the tick eradication work, under the
recently passed law, would commence immediately in the 24 counties in Alabama that
had not previously adopted tick eradication.
On May 15, 1919, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that government agent
W.W. Cameron had submitted his report on the tick eradication work for the month of
April 1919. Marshall, Lawrence and Franklin counties had gotten their cattle dipping
underway, and had even sold some of their cattle, under the strict government rules, for
five cents on the pound more. There were 406 cattle dipping vats constructed and in use
in these three counties, all that were required and more than 60,000 cattle had been
dipped. Madison County had taken up the tick eradication work two years previously,
and their live stock was absolutely free of ticks.
On May 30, 1919, The Ashland Progress posted a notice from Dr. Charles A. Cary, State
Veterinarian, listing the counties under quarantine by the United States Department of
Agriculture due to being partially or completely infested with cattle ticks. Those counties
were:
Bibb
Chilton
Escambia
Lamar
Shelby

Blount
Clay
Etowah
Lawrence
St. Clair

Butler
Cleburne
Fayette
Marion
Washington

Calhoun
Covington
Franklin
Marshall
Winston
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Cherokee
Cullman
Geneva
Randolph

Dr. Cary had placed the above mentioned counties under state quarantine effective May
19, 1919. The quarantine was approved by the State Live Stock Sanitary Board effective
May 19, 1919.
On June 20, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that the state-wide dipping law had
been declared to be constitutional by the Alabama Supreme Court in the case of R.J.
Dodd et al vs. the Commissioners of St. Clair County. According to the article, a large
number of farmers had been failing to dip their cattle, waiting for the outcome of the
court case. It was no believed those farmers would comply with the law. A number of
cases had recently been thrown out of the Clay County court as the inspector had failed to
specify the vat that was to be used for dipping.
On July 17, 1919, The Cleburne News reported that Alabama’s state-wide tick eradication
work was “now in full swing.” Since the passing of the state compulsory dipping law in
February, an additional 1,900 cattle dipping vats had been constructed, making a total of
7,841 vats in those counties still fighting ticks. The federal quarantine had been lifted in
44 of the 67 Alabama counties. In those 44 counties, the cattle tick had been eradicated
or was very nearly eradicated. During June 1919, a total of 994,275 head of cattle were
dipped, with only 43,846 cattle found to be ticky. In the counties still under quarantine,
the cattle were being dipped every two weeks. With each general dipping, it was being
observed that the number of ticky cattle was less than the preceding dipping.
Unfortunately, some of the communities were disinclined to dip their cattle. The vats had
been located such that cattle owners did not have to drive their cattle more than two
miles. In those communities where the cattle dipping vats had been dynamited, the
owners were forced to drive their cattle greater distances. In four counties, a total of 77
cattle dipping vats had been destroyed. In the counties where the probate judge had fully
exercised his authority to enforce the dipping law, there had been excellent results in the
cases of violations. In those counties, the dynamiting of the vats had but slightly
interfered with the progress of the tick eradication work. According to the article, those
counties that were fortunate to have such officials would most likely be released from the
federal quarantine at the end of the season.
The Winston Herald reported on August 1, 1919 on the “excellence and the thoroughness
of the job of eradicating Alabama of the cattle tick” being done by Dr. R.E. Jackson,
Bureau of Animal Industry inspector and his “score of assistants”. According to a June
1919 monthly report, during the month of June, 101 dipping vats were constructed in the
22 counties still under quarantine. (Those 22 counties were those listed above, less
Fayette and Lamar.) In the 22 quarantined counties, a total of 166,243 herds were
inspected, containing 646,647 cattle. Of this number, 9,440 herds had been found
infected in which there were 41,858 cattle. The total number of cattle dipping vats in
operation in Alabama was 2,546. The Bureau of Animal Industry had adopted the slogan
of “Help Get the Last Tick” and they were working systematically and scientifically to
see that they accomplished this mission.
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The discrepancies in the numbers reported by The Cleburne News and The Winston
Herald are interesting, given that so many newspapers at this time used the same sources.
The number of cattle dipping vats in The Cleburne News may actually be the total
number of vats constructed in Alabama since the beginning of the cattle tick eradication
program. The difference between the number of cattle dipping vats built by June 1919, a
total of 7,841 vats, versus the number of vats in operation in June, a total of 2,546, may
reflect vats that had been destroyed and vats built in counties that were no longer dipping,
or just be an error. The number of vats in Alabama reported by The Cleburne News on
July 17, 1919 seems to coincide better with the 6,230 vats reported available in Alabama
in the May 14, 1919 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter.
Cattle Dipping Vats Dynamited in Alabama – 1919
On May 22, 1919, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that active federal
prosecution of persons dynamiting cattle dipping vats would begin in Etowah, Cherokee,
and Marshall counties. Walter K. McAdory, state explosive inspector, was now in the
district with instructions to swear out warrants for violations of the federal statute
regarding the wrongful use of explosives.
On June 26, 1919, The Centreville Press reported that Lawrence Tallent, Gus Tucker, and
Andrew Tucker had been held for the federal grand jury after being arraigned before the
United States Commissioner Ed Pickard charged with having in their possession and
unlawfully using dynamite. The three men were accused of participating in the blowing
up of dipping vats in Etowah County.
According to a letter that appeared in the Fourth of July, 1919 edition of The Winston
Herald, from a Mr. W.L. Endsley of Birmingham to Mr. W.A. Myers, Jr. the
Government Inspector at Double Springs, a total of 112 cattle dipping vats had been
recently destroyed by dynamite across the State of Alabama:
Bibb County - 5 vats
Cherokee County – 7 vats
Etowah County - 5 vats
Jefferson County - 19 vats
Shelby County - 4 vats

Blount County - 29 vats
Cleburne County - 3 vats
Franklin County - 4 vats
Marion County - 2 vats

Calhoun County - 5 vats
Cullman County - 3 vats
Geneva County - 4 vats
St. Clair County - 22 vats

Alabama Counties Released From Quarantine – September 1919
On September 5, 1919, The Ashland Progress reported that five counties in Alabama and
a portion of a sixth county were to be released from federal quarantine on September 15th.
Orders had been issued from the United States Department of Agriculture authorizing the
release from the federal quarantine for cattle ticks for Blount, Clay, Cullman, Etowah,
and Randolph counties. A portion of Marshall County was also to be released.
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This order was the first time a release from quarantine was announced in September.
Usually, the announcements were made effective December 1st, but it had been
determined that the amounts of ticks remaining in the counties was so small that the
federal authorities decided it was not necessary to hold the counties under further
restrictions.
The release of these counties was seen as the first tangible evidence of the work being
conducted in Alabama. The state-wide tick eradication law had gone into effect in
February 1919. Although the active dipping under the law had been going on for less
than six months, it had been so effective that the counties were in a position to be relieved
from the required 100 percent dipping. It was expected that if the other counties in
Alabama continued the active work through the dipping season, the other counties would
be released from quarantine on December 1, 1919.
The tick eradication work in the other states was progressing so well that it was hoped
that “1919 [would] prove to be the greatest year in the history of this campaign to
exterminate the greatest enemy of the southern live stock industry.”
Alabama Counties Released From Quarantine – December 1919
On December 4, 1919, The Franklin County Times reported that according to a report of
the Bureau of Animal Industry, more territory had been cleared of ticks in Alabama than
any other tick-infested state during 1919. A total of 12,991 square miles in Alabama had
been released from Federal quarantine. This accomplishment was credited to the passing
of a state-wide tick eradication law, which passed in February. On December 1, 1919,
the following counties and portions of counties were released from Federal quarantine:
Butler
Geneva

Covington
Lawrence

Chilton
Marion

Escambia
Winston

Franklin

The remaining portions of Perry and Marshall counties; the remainder of Mobile County,
except Dauphin Island; and portions of Calhoun, Cherokee, Cleburne, St. Clair, Shelby
and Bibb counties were also released from Federal quarantine.
According to State Veterinarian Charles A. Cary’s annual report for Fiscal Year 1919,
there were a total of 8,438 cattle dipping vats in operation throughout Alabama (Cary
1920:7).
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 8,070 dipping vats in operation in Alabama, and 6,174,817
head of cattle were dipped. On December 1, 1919, there were 12,574 square miles of
infested territory released from federal quarantine, leaving approximately 19 percent of
the State still under quarantine. In 1919, a total of $982,134 was expended in Alabama
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for tick eradication in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Sanitary
Association 1920:16).
Alabama’s Tick Eradication Expenditures – Fiscal Years 1916 to 1919
The expenditures for the tick eradication program in Alabama were reported by county in
the annual reports of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama between 1916 and 1919.
These figures are only the amount of money spent by the State of Alabama. Money
raised by the county through taxes and other means, as well as money funded by the
Federal government is not included. The following table is a good indicator of tick
eradication activity in each county between 1916 and 1919.
County
FY 1916
FY 1917
FY 1918
FY 1919
Autauga
Baldwin
Barbour
Bibb
Blount
Bullock
Butler
Calhoun
Chambers
Cherokee
Chilton
Choctaw
Clarke
Clay
Cleburne
Coffee
Colbert
Conecuh
Coosa
Covington
Crenshaw
Cullman
Dale
Dallas
DeKalb
Elmore
Escambia
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Geneva

732.20
161.16
302.15
0
0
936.96
0
0
103.70
53.10
8.88
200.64
93.60
0
0
0
1,031.21
0
33.30
0
575.66
240.00
0
1,167.19
352.90
414.27
90.04
43.70
82.77
352.88
0

392.00
232.00
468.00
0
0
300.00
0
0
324.61
340.60
300.55
100.64
180.00
0
0
0
474.20
0
462.12
433.60
415.86
0
0
112.26
312.00
434.13
106.88
357.95
0
0
0
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0
570.90
210.00
0
0
148.60
0
0
210.00
0
77.50
547.00
301.40
129.10
0
412.00
210.00
532.90
705.00
242.40
243.30
0
582.81
0
643.98
247.00
0
0
0
0
0

0
819.67
90.00*
635.78
908.71
833.49
698.56
589.34
0
699.67
742.36
1,195.17
783.06
728.69
499.34
759.34
594.67
1,134.67
909.67
740.32
0
809.34
816.77
75.00
894.67
0
766.45
450.00
0
589.34
784.96

Greene
Hale
Henry
Houston
Jackson
Jefferson
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Lee
Limestone
Lowndes
Macon
Madison
Marengo
Marion
Marshall
Mobile
Monroe
Monroe &
Wilcox
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry
Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
Shelby
St. Clair
Sumter
Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washington
Wilcox
Winston
Hale, Perry &
Wilcox
Combined
D.J. Meador, Jr.
J.H. Murray
Stenographer

600.04
944.04
1,000.00
0
630.00
988.38
300.00
0
334.51
546.36
1,109.87
1,006.05
608.71
0
989.82
0
60.00
281.14
0
-

240.00
474.13
210.00
35.00
240.00
480.00
0
246.80
30.00
180.00
120.00
120.00
239.00
0
402.85
0
265.17
480.00
0
-

0
200.70
0
768.51
322.57
795.00
0
210.00
0
0
0
0
0
0
324.60
62.40
0
795.00
582.48
-

0
75.00
0
864.67
225.00
782.60
0
0
473.51
0
0
0
0
0
323.60**
673.54
596.26
657.70
666.78
225.00

1,170.00
847.39
1,080.00
669.01
989.40
0
403.73
0
0
920.92
0
253.32
1,006.20
1,018.13
0
1,190.70
0
-

288.30
505.00
478.00
480.00
480.00
220.64
540.00
0
0
420.00
312.34
470.32
474.20
480.00
0
548.00
0
-

474.20
210.00
298.57
198.70
180.00
136.68
210.00
0
0
129.20
360.00
282.40
120.00
550.40
105.62
345.00
0
-

864.67
0
380.00
0
0
445.26
0
516.75
884.30
0
669.67
0
0
789.88
745.90
243.15
589.34
294.67

810.00
340.00

145.00
100.00

-

-
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Expense
Accounts for
Staff
D.L. Allen,
State Asst. Vet.
D.L. Allen
Expense
Account
S.V. Tompkins
L.J. Johnson
E.M. Brittain
Asst. Vet.
Expenses
Stenographer

599.51

355.60

-

-

-

-

200.00

-

-

-

129.80

-

-

-

-

69.70
90.00
27.00
500.00
929.85
100.00

Total
$27,668.54
$15,807.75
$14,071.67
* FY 1919 - Barbour, Bullock and Russell Counties Combined
** FY 1919 - Clarke, Marengo and Wilcox Counties Combined

$32,202.84

Alabama Tick Eradication Work – 1920 to 1921
On January 30, 1920, The Selma Journal (Dallas County) reported that the Southern
Cattlemen’s Association had met in Montgomery for their 8th annual convention. The
convention adopted a resolution condemning the Kenyon-Kendrick bill for federal
regulation of the cattle industry. (The Kenyon-Kendrick bill called for federal regulation
of meat packing, stockyards and refrigerated railroad cars.) The convention also passed a
resolution asking Congress to increase its appropriations for tick eradication work.
On February 5, 1920, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that cattle tick
eradication in the Southern States was in a “somewhat critical condition.” Dr. B.A.
Ramsey, chief of the tick eradication program for the Bureau of Animal Industry, had
addressed the Southern Cattlemen’s Association in Montgomery. According to Dr.
Ramsey, an energetic drive was needed, especially in those states that were nearly
completed with their tick eradication work. In a separate article, it was reported that C.J.
Rollins had been appointed as the cattle tick inspector for Houston County.
On November 18, 1920, The Brewton Standard (Escambia County) report that as a result
of cooperative work in Alabama during 1920, all of Fayette, Lamar and Washington
counties, and the remainder of Bibb, Calhoun, Cherokee, Cleburne, Houston, and St.
Clair counties, and a part of Shelby County would be released from federal quarantine on
December 1, 1920. It was necessary to requarantine approximately half of Jefferson and
Mobile counties. It had been necessary to quarantine Escambia County during
September 1920, and Choctaw County had been requarantined in 1919. Alabama would
be going into 1921 with all of Choctaw and Escambia counties under federal quarantine
and parts of Jefferson, Mobile, and Shelby counties under federal quarantine. In the
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remaining 62 Alabama counties there were approximately 700 herds and premises under
local quarantine. With full cooperation these herds could be tick-free by September
1921. With the full cooperation of interested cattle owners and county law enforcement
officials it was hoped that the State of Alabama would be 100 percent tick-free by the end
of 1921.
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was
documented that portions of two Alabama counties, Jefferson and Mobile had been requarantined due to the failure of the county officers to enforce the dipping law. Half of
two other counties and one-eighth of another county were still under quarantine. As of
December 1st, only five percent of the state was still under quarantine, and this area was
in open range without stock law (United States Live Stock Sanitary Association
1921:135-137).
On April 28, 1921, The Centreville Press reported that the Mobile County board of
revenue had met and had asked the county sheriff to deputize the tick inspectors in the
county. This would allow the tick inspectors to make arrests while enforcing the cattle
dipping laws, as well as investigating the destruction of the dipping vats by those
individuals opposed to the tick eradication program. An additional eight men were added
to the inspection force.
On August 25, 1921, The Union-Banner (Chilton County) published an article from The
Birmingham News reporting that the Jefferson County Board of Revenue could face
arrest for not appropriating the necessary funds for dipping their cattle. D.C. Ball, the
president of the county’s governing body told a delegation of 96 members of the Cahaba
Valley Cattlemen’s Association that Jefferson County had appropriated its last cent for
tick eradication, if the whole Board of Revenue has to go to jail for failing to do so. Mr.
A. Meyers, the secretary of the organization, and head of the delegation, stated that
Jefferson County had obeyed the dipping law to the best of their ability. The area they
were contending with was 15 square miles. The dipping vats were in bad condition, and
the men in charge of the enforcement of the dipping law were not observing any proper
rules and regulations. They had been dipping for six years, and considered itself the
“most law-abiding community in the county in regard to dipping.” They believed in
dipping, but thought “these men should be made to observe some regulations about it and
have proper vats and facilities.” Mr. Ball told the delegation that the county had no
jurisdiction over the enforcement of the law; all they could do was to make the
appropriation. The old Board of Revenue had nearly gone to jail for refusal to make the
appropriation, but finally made it when the solicitor advised them that it was a
compulsory matter. Mr. Ball, however, stated that he had voted the last time for tick
eradication appropriations. Several months earlier, Jefferson County had made an
appropriation of $70,000 to cover the work in the county during 1921. The Shelby
County commissioners had refused to make appropriations on the grounds that there were
no funds available. Their case was being heard in the State Supreme Court. Mr. Ball
stated that the settlement of the question depended on the outcome of the Shelby County
case.
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In his annual report for Fiscal Year 1920, State Veterinarian Charles A. Cary stated that
about 94 percent of the State of Alabama had been released from federal quarantine, but
the work of “getting the last few ticks is very difficult.” He pointed out, however, that
there were “few ticks, few ticky premises, and few ticky cattle in Alabama.” Dr. Cary
stated that with the cooperation between the State and Federal workers, the tick must and
will go. He hoped to see the last cattle tick disappear in 1921 or not later than 1922.
There were 8,014 cattle dipping vats in operation across Alabama during Fiscal Year
1920 (Cary 1921:4-7).
Dr. Cary’s annual report for Fiscal Year 1921 stated that while most of the counties were
making good progress, some counties had failed to work on tick eradication, and other
had stopped their work at a critical time allowing the ticks to multiply and re-infest
territory. This was forcing counties to begin another long period of work. He gave
Shelby County as an example. A large part of the county had done the work to become
tick-free, however, the range land along the borders with Chilton, Bibb, St. Clair, and
Jefferson counties did not cleaned up their cattle. When the County Board of Revenue
failed to continue the work, the entire county was placed back under state and federal
quarantine. Further, ticky cattle from Shelby County were allowed to run into
surrounding counties and re-infest them. Most of the cattle were taken into Jefferson
County where they had a good market center. A court case was pending to compel
Shelby County officials to resume tick eradication work.
Another example given was the Mobile County Board of Revenue. They had refused to
continue dipping their cattle on October 15th when it was nearly through their tick
eradication work. The County Board was served with a writ of mandamus and ordered to
work by the circuit judge. The case was appealed to the Supreme Court where the lower
court’s order was sustained. The State Supreme Court’s decision makes it mandatory for
all infested counties to clean up their ticks.
The counties in Alabama that bordered Florida were having added troubles with
reinfestation because people were running cheaper tick-infested cattle over the state line.
Dr. Cary suggested that the State send additional aid to these border counties to prevent
such re-infestation. The State of Alabama was about 90 percent free of the cattle tick, but
eradicating the last of the ticks was more difficult and expensive than at any other time in
the work. There were 7,353 cattle dipping vats in operation across Alabama in Fiscal
Year 1921 (Cary 1922:5-9).
Alabama’s Tick Eradication Expenditures – Fiscal Years 1920 to 1923
The expenditures for the tick eradication program in Alabama were reported by county in
the annual reports of the Treasurer of the State of Alabama between 1920 and 1923.
These figures are only the amount of money spent by the State of Alabama. Money
raised by the county through taxes and other means, as well as money funded by the
Federal government is not included. The following table is a good indicator of tick
eradication activity in each county between 1920 and 1923.
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County
Autauga
Baldwin
Barbour
Bibb
Blount
Bullock
Butler
Calhoun
Chambers
Cherokee
Chilton
Choctaw
Clarke
Clay
Cleburne
Coffee
Colbert
Conecuh
Coosa
Covington
Crenshaw
Cullman
Dale
Dallas
DeKalb
Elmore
Escambia
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Geneva
Greene
Hale
Henry
Houston
Jackson
Jefferson
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Lee
Limestone
Lowndes

FY 1920
0
0
664.17
578.08
180.00
180.00
270.00
450.00
0
720.00
682.51
467.30
896.25
55.36
762.05
150.00
450.00
939.00
173.08
990.00
0
180.00
150.00
0
225.00
0
720.00
270.00
986.67
270.00
630.00
0
0
0
765.00
50.00
565.00
603.75
0
200.30
0
0
0

FY 1921
0
0
627.50
479.28
0
0
0
0
0
315.00
315.00
108.00
1,065.00
0
495.00
0
315.00
810.00
0
2,070.00
0
0
0
210.00*
0
0
822.00
0
1,317.00**
0
1,068.00
0
0
0
1,125.00
0
720.00
With Fayette
0
0
180.00
0
0
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FY 1922
0
0
0
180.00
0
0
90.00
0
0
0
0
180.00
360.00
0
0
0
0
720.00
0
1,440.00
0
0
0
140.00*
0
0
1,710.00
0
270.00**
0
1,140.00
0
0
0
990.00
0
945.00
With Fayette
0
0
85.00
0
0

FY 1923
0
969.00
0
0
0
0
495.00
0
0
0
558.00
723.00
896.00
0
0
60.00
90.00
504.00
0
2,028.00
0
0
0
0
0
0
2,418.00
0
141.00**
0
1,599.00
0
0
0
1,616.76
0
1,575.00
With Fayette
0
0
0
0
0

Macon
Madison
Marengo
Marion
Marshall
Mobile
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry
Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
Shelby
St. Clair
Sumter
Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washington
Wilcox
Winston

0
0
532.50
270.00
180.00
540.00
127.63
540.00
0
175.00
0
0
180.00
45.00
675.00
720.00
0
0
18.75
0
270.00
810.00
356.40
180.00

0
0
560.00
0
0
567.00
0
540.00
0
30.30
0
0
0
0
585.00
1,107.00
0
0
0
0
0
684.00
0
0

0
0
0
0
0
2,115.00
0
728.00
0
0
0
0
0
0
90.00
270.00
0
0
0
0
0
90.00
0
0

0
10.00
0
0
0
2,367.00
654.00
590.00
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
492.00
0
192.00
0
0

Expenses
General County
Inspector

376.84
-

449.35
-

337.50
720.00

-

Total
$20,220.64
$16,723.73
$12,600.50
* FY 1921 and FY 1922 - Dallas and Autauga Counties Combined.
** FY 1921 thru FY 1923 - Fayette and Lamar Counties Combined.

$17,977.76

On February 1, 1923, The Brewton Standard reported that the regular monthly meeting of
the officials connected with the tick eradication work in the State of Alabama had been
held in Brewton. The officials at the meeting expressed their belief that the work being
conducted across the state was progressing very satisfactorily. There were only 20
counties in Alabama which had more than 20 quarantine herds, and the remaining
counties had only one to 15 herds under quarantine and which were being controlled. It
was further reported that there were only seven counties in Alabama that were heavily
infested with the cattle tick.

89

Alabama Tick Eradication Work – 1924
According to Dr. Charles A. Cary’s annual report, great progress was made during 1924
towards eliminating the cattle tick. Only Choctaw, Clarke and Washington Counties
failed to do any work. These three counties were being held in state and federal
quarantine, and it was impossible to move any cattle out of the counties for slaughter or
other purposes. Dr. Cary stated that every one of these three counties could have been
forced to do the tick eradication work in cooperation with state and federal authorities
had it been possible to get Alabama’s state laws enforced. Forty-two counties in
Alabama were completely free of cattle ticks. Some of them were keeping inspectors
employed to prevent reinfection from adjacent counties:
Autauga
Bullock
Cherokee
Colbert
Barbour
Calhoun
Clay
Coosa
Blount
Chambers
Cleburne
Cullman
DeKalb
Lamar
Marion
Russell
Elmore
Lauderdale
Marshall
Sumter
Etowah
Lawrence
Montgomery
Talladega
Fayette
Lee
Morgan
Tallapoosa
Franklin
Limestone
Pickens
Tuscaloosa
Greene
Macon
Pike
Walker
Hale
Madison
Randolph
Winston
Jackson
Marengo
Those counties bordered by state lines, especially Florida and South Mississippi, had
additional concerns of reinfection from the adjacent states. Houston and Geneva counties
had maintained fences across their southern borders. Baldwin County was partly
protected by natural barriers – the Perdido River and Bay. Mobile County was also
partially protected by a river on its Mississippi border. All of Georgia had been released
from federal quarantine.
There were 22 counties remaining with a few infested or exposed herds and the county
officials were cooperating with state and federal authorities in the tick eradication work:
Baldwin
Bibb
Butler
Chilton
Coffee
Conecuh

Covington
Crenshaw
Dale
Dallas
Escambia
Geneva

Henry
Houston
Jefferson
Lowndes
Mobile
Monroe

Perry
St. Clair
Shelby
Wilcox

During Fiscal Year 1924, there were 7,204 cattle dipping vats in operation across the
State of Alabama (Cary 1925:3-12).
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Alabama Tick Eradication Work – 1926
By the end of Fiscal Year 1926, there were 48 counties in Alabama entirely free of cattle
ticks according to Dr. Charles A. Cary’s annual report:
Autauga
Barbour
Bibb
Blount
Bullock
Calhoun
Chambers
Cherokee
Cleburne
Colbert
Coosa
Cullman

Crenshaw
Dale
Dallas
DeKalb
Elmore
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Hale
Henry
Jackson
Jefferson

Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Lee
Lowndes
Limestone
Macon
Marion
Marshall
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry

Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
St. Clair
Shelby
Talladega
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Winston
Wilcox

By October 1, 1926, the following counties had very few infested and some exposed
herds:
Butler County - 6 herds
Coffee County - 2 or 3 herds (due to movement of ticks from Florida)
Conecuh County - nearly dipped out
Geneva County - 4 herds
Marengo County – 2 infested and 10 exposed herds
Sumter County - only a few exposed herds
By October 1, 1926, the number of exposed and infested herds being held in quarantine
follows:
Baldwin County - 970 herds
Chilton County - 113 herds
Conecuh County - 193 herds
Covington County - 389 herds

Escambia County - 496 herds
Houston County - 33 herds
Mobile County - 1,185 herds
Monroe County - 228 herds

There was still no tick eradication work being conducted in Choctaw, Clarke and
Washington counties. The Clarke County Board had been called before the circuit court
under the mandamus section of the law and the judge ruled that the county board was not
financially able to take up the work as required by law. Each and every member of the
board stated that they had made no effort to secure the funds. The attorney for the state
appealed the case to the Supreme Court but the circuit judge delayed in getting his papers
before the court. Dr. Cary stated that it was anticipated that an early decision would soon
be rendered by the state supreme court.
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In a majority of the counties, cooperation between the county boards, sheriffs, and judges
had been good, especially in those counties along the Florida line. Active tick eradication
work had been conducted in all of the Florida counties bordering Alabama, and it was
anticipated that the counties along the Florida-Alabama line would be entirely free of
ticks and quarantine exposure in 1927. It was also expected that the Mississippi counties
along the Alabama border would be tick-free in 1927.
During Fiscal Year 1926, there were 7,025 cattle dipping vats in operation across the
State of Alabama (Cary 1927:3-8).
Alabama Agricultural Code Regarding Cattle Dipping Vats – 1927
In 1927, the State of Alabama passed a statute requiring the counties to provide and
maintain cattle dipping vats and the necessary chemicals. The agricultural code stated
that the county commission would “provide, build, repair and maintain the necessary
number of concrete dipping vats with adequate pens and also provide the necessary
chemicals, solutions and all other materials required for making, filling, replenishing and
operating the required number of dipping vats. Each county shall furnish all the materials
required for keeping the required vats filled with a standard tick-killing arsenical dip
having the composition and strength as required by the regulations of the State Board of
Agriculture and Industries (Ag. Code 1927, §577; Code 1940, T. 2, §370.).
Alabama Released from Federal Quarantine – 1930
With the last remaining counties in Alabama being lifted from Federal restrictions,
Alabama became the tenth of the original 15 States placed under the quarantine to be
released in 1930 (USDA 1930a:72).
Cattle Dipping Vats in Operation in Alabama 1918 – 1926
The following numbers are taken from Dr. Charles A. Cary’s annual report of the
Alabama State Veterinarian. It must be kept in mind that these numbers were not
cumulative. Many counties had finished much of their tick eradication work by Fiscal
Year 1917. These numbers also do not take into account dipping vats that were
dynamited or otherwise destroyed.
County

FY 1918

FY 1919

FY 1920

Autauga
Baldwin
Barbour
Bibb
Blount

98
170
157
18
19

98
168
167
117
90

98
168
157
117
90
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FY 1921 FY 1924 FY 1926
90
165
158
82
90

90
180
120
88
90

90
180
120
88
90

County
Bullock
Butler
Calhoun
Chambers
Cherokee
Chilton
Choctaw
Clarke
Clay
Cleburne
Coffee
Colbert
Conecuh
Coosa
Covington
Crenshaw
Cullman
Dale
Dallas
DeKalb
Elmore
Escambia
Etowah
Fayette
Franklin
Geneva
Greene
Hale
Henry
Houston
Jackson
Jefferson
Lamar
Lauderdale
Lawrence
Lee
Limestone
Lowndes
Macon
Madison
Marengo
Marion
Marshall

FY 1918

FY 1919

FY 1920

137
35
19
137
15
34
139
184
17
5
119
106
140
81
64
128
34
130
172
145
178
56
30
40
50
26
115
107
86
117
90
190
55
131
60
145
0
178
86
122
174
6
79

137
137
107
137
92
131
128
185
106
65
117
106
140
81
173
128
151
133
174
145
178
140
122
40
137
110
40
106
86
117
90
175
55
131
137
145
0
178
86
122
174
100
135

137
137
107
137
92
104
137
185
106
65
130
106
140
81
173
128
151
130
174
145
174
140
122
65
137
112
40
106
82
117
0
189
122
0
137
145
0
152
86
0
174
100
135
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FY 1921 FY 1924 FY 1926
137
128
109
137
92
90
140
187
106
65
130
0
126
81
170
128
151
130
170
145
170
130
122
65
137
110
40
50
82
117
0
208
122
0
0
145
0
152
0
0
170
100
0

137
128
109
142
92
90
86
200
106
65
130
44
137
80
189
128
151
133
170
146
72
137
120
67
138
112
40
50
82
97
20
208
120
27
0
140
0
150
0
0
160
0
100

137
128
109
142
92
90
86
200
106
65
130
44
137
80
189
128
151
133
170
146
72
139
120
67
138
112
40
50
82
97
20
208
120
27
0
140
0
150
0
0
160
0
100

County
Mobile
Monroe
Montgomery
Morgan
Perry
Pickens
Pike
Randolph
Russell
Shelby
St. Clair
Sumter
Talladega
Tallapoosa
Tuscaloosa
Walker
Washington
Wilcox
Winston
Total

FY 1918

FY 1919

FY 1920

FY 1921 FY 1924 FY 1926

190
138
96
171
133
143
131
52
113
19
18
170
130
106
221
133
46
200
4

186
138
90
171
146
143
131
92
113
164
84
170
130
106
220
136
122
200
79

181
138
90
171
146
143
131
92
113
164
72
170
130
106
200
133
125
200
79

195
138
95
100
140
140
130
0
113
150
83
170
130
106
200
130
127
200
79

216
130
95
0
140
140
128
45
112
150
82
170
113
106
170
130
127
200
79

160
130
95
0
140
140
126
45
112
150
82
170
110
106
170
130
0
200
79

6,638

8,438

8,014

7,353

7,204

7,025

Lawrence County, Alabama – 1915 to 1920
Although tick eradication began in Alabama in 1907 with the March 12th Act that created
the live stock sanitary board, the Act was soon amended to exclude any counties that did
not had more than half their area under stock laws. On March 5, 1915, the Alabama State
Legislature created an Act which allowed each county to vote on the question of tick
eradication (Owen 1921:1315).
On March 10, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser announced that there was to be a meeting to
form a county livestock association on April 6, 1915. The purpose of the association was
to eradicate the cattle tick in Lawrence County. Alabama was organizing, and tick
eradication meetings were being scheduled for every county. The newspaper predicted
that when given the opportunity, the Lawrence County farmers would unanimously adopt
tick eradication as they were losing thousands of dollars every year to the cattle ticks.
The Moulton Advertiser reported on April 7, 1915 that Alabama’s Governor Henderson
had designated April 26th as “tick eradication day” in Alabama and that it should be
scrupulously observed. On April 8, 1915, The Centreville Press in Bibb County
announced that the “tick eradication fight [was] on” in Lawrence County. Posters were
being scattered across the county announcing live stock meeting to be held during the
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month. Efforts were being made to interest the local farmers in live stock and to gain
their support and cooperation in the tick eradication campaign.
On April 14, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser printed a letter from Mr. R.E. Jackson, the
Acting Inspector in Charge for the USDA Bureau of Animal Industry. Mr. Jackson
pointed out that Lauderdale County had eradicated the cattle tick in 1914 and soon after
released from Federal quarantine. Now, Lauderdale County had the world market
available to them for their cattle. Limestone County was engaged in tick eradication for
the 1915 season, and Mr. Jackson urged Lawrence County to join with Colbert County in
the preliminary construction vat building. Colbert County was hoping to have the cattle
tick eliminated by 1916. The tick had been eradicated from 51 counties in Tennessee and
37 counties in Mississippi, and at the nominal cost of about 50 cents per head of cattle.
Mr. Jackson urged Lawrence County to ask their county commissioner to provide the
cement and “medicine” to build and fill a public vat in their community, and the people
to agree to build it.
In a separate article in the April 14th edition of The Moulton Advertiser, the people of
Lawrence County were asked to end the tick. Lawrence County would become “one of
the greatest stock regions in the country” when the cattle tick was eradicated. In response
to the Governor’s call, they were planning to set aside two days in the end of April to
hold “tick eradication meetings” all over the county. On April 15, 1915, The Centreville
Press reported that 200 farmers and businessmen had met in Moulton and organized the
Lawrence County Livestock Association. The subject of tick eradication was discussed,
and it was decided that Lawrence County should begin immediately with tick eradication
work.
The Moulton Advertiser asked the question on April 21, 1915, “Why Feed the Tick?”
Every county in Alabama was losing thousands of dollars each year to the blood sucking
cattle tick. The cattle tick was holding down their greatest source of wealth – livestock.
As part of “Tick Eradication Week in Alabama,” the front page of the April 28, 1915
edition of The Moulton Advertiser was almost entirely dedicated to articles on tick
eradication. An article by Professor P.G. Holden, Director of the I.H.C. (International
harvester Company) Agricultural Extension Department, entitled “The South Must Feed
Herself”, placed the losses to the cattle tick at $300 million, not only in the loss of cattle,
but in the cost of buying food from northern markets. According to an article by Mrs.
G.H. Mathis, of the Alabama Diversified Farming Association, it was not possible to
estimate the number of children that had died from drinking the milk from ticky cattle.
The milk from ticky cattle produced dysentery and “summer complaint” and thousands of
babies in Alabama were dying every year from these diseases. Dr. G.H. Bruns, of the
Bureau of Animal Industry, explained the progression of tick eradication in a county.
Each county would need a system of public dipping vats, and these vats needed to be
constructed to certain specifications by experienced vat builders. The Bureau of Animal
Industry at Birmingham would send experienced vat inspectors to each county, but it was
up to the county to get their commissioners to provide the cement and “medicine” for the
vats. Once the vat building campaign was underway, a tick election needed to be held
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after a petition containing signatures of 25 percent of the voters in the county was
collected. A majority of the voters present at the election was necessary to vote on
county-wide tick eradication. The next step was for the County Commissioner’s Court to
adopt the laws and regulations of the Livestock Sanitary Board of Alabama relative to
tick eradication. If these requirements were met, the State would assign inspectors to
assist the counties. Alabama had appropriated $25,000 for this work. The USDA Bureau
of Animal Industry would also provide experienced inspectors to the county to supervise
the work.
In “The Cattle Tick Must Go,” Dr. R.E. Jackson, Veterinary Inspector in Charge of Tick
Eradication from Birmingham, pointed out that according to the last census, there were
only 13 head of cattle for every square mile in Alabama as compared to 81 head of cattle
per square mile in Iowa. This difference was due to the cattle tick. Dr. Jackson stated
that it was possible to eradicate all of the cattle ticks in a county in one year, if systematic
dipping was conducted every two weeks in a standard strength arsenical solution. Once
the cattle ticks were eradicated, stockmen could introduce purebred bulls to their herds
and improve the grade of their cattle. Dr. B.O. Minge, Veterinarian Inspector of the U.S.
Bureau of Animal Industry, reported that once the ticks were eradicated, they would
never come back unless reintroduced from other areas by livestock. To accomplish the
eradication, it was necessary to systematically disinfect cattle, mules, and horses. The
cattle tick was not found on dogs, cats, foxes, rabbits and other similar animals.
It was also announced on the front page of the April 28th edition of The Moulton
Advertiser that a “tick eradication expert” had arrived in Moulton. Mr. J.E. Bender, an
employee of the USDA and an expert at building cattle dipping vats and eradicating the
cattle tick had taking charge of the work in Lawrence County. He had nearly completed
construction of a vat located a half mile west of Moulton. The vat would be ready for use
early the following week. Everyone was invited to inspect the vat. Requests for cattle
dipping vats were coming in from every part of Lawrence County, and they were to be
built as quickly as possible.
On May 4, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported that they had received a letter of
opposition to cattle dipping from Mr. J.H. Williams of Danville, Alabama. The “tick
movement” was sweeping across Alabama and the South “like a wild cyclone.”
Progressive citizens were demanding the eradication of the cattle tick and Uncle Sam was
spending “great sums of money” assisting Southern farmers to do it. According to the
article, Mr. Williams “may well as try to dip the Atlantic ocean dry with a pint cup as to
endeavor to stop or turn [tick eradication] back.” Dr. Bender, “an eminent physician in
the employ of our great government,” was at the present time supervising the
construction of cattle dipping vats in Lawrence County, and “convincing every man open
to conviction that the tick pest must go.” It was with charity to Mr. Williams that The
Moulton Advertiser declined to print his letter of opposition, as he “certainly would be
ashamed of it later.”
It was also reported in The Moulton Advertiser on May 4, 1915 that the public dipping
vat at Moulton was ready for use. Approximately 125 head of cattle had passed through
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the vat that day without incident or accident. The paper wanted to dismiss the rumor that
there was a charge per head for dipping. The vat, as well as several others that were
under construction, were to be free of charge to the public, and everyone was invited to
use them. On May 15th the paper announced the days to bring cattle to the public vat for
dipping. The regular days for dipping at the Moulton vat were the first and third Monday
of each month. It was recommended that the stockmen bring their cattle to the vat as
early as possible in the morning, and once again, the paper reminded the cattlemen that
there was no charge for dipping their cattle. The construction of additional vats in
Lawrence County was progressing satisfactorily, and if people wanted vats in their
community, The Moulton Advertiser recommended they “get busy among your neighbors
and make arrangements to have one constructed.”
On May 19, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser published a letter from Mr. J.V. Murphree of
New Decatur, Alabama. Mr. Murphree had gotten rid of all the ticks on his cattle after
losing two or three calves, but in a much less expensive manner. He had purchased five
gallons of black oil. He took his cattle, one at a time, to a clean area in the barn yard, and
after removing the ticks from the cattle with a curry comb, rubbed the oil into the cattle
with a small brush. The ticks he combed from his cattle he fed to his chickens. He
“greased” his cattle in this manner four times the first year at two-week intervals, and
twice the following year. The black oil had been purchased at 16 cents per gallon. Mr.
Murphee could not see the economic sense in investing in all the cattle dipping vats that
would soon be useless after the ticks were eradicated. His suggestion was to have the
State pass legislation to have people grease their cattle every two weeks. The constables
in each beat would have the authority to grease any cattle not greased by their owners,
and the Justice of the Peace would have the authority to charge the owner 25 cents per
head. The proposed vats would lead to too much expense and red tape, according to Mr.
Murphee. Fifty cents would pay to kill every tick on a herd of 20 cattle in the State.
On June 2, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported the previous Monday, May 31st, had
been “dip day” at the Moulton vat. The people from Moulton and the surrounding
country drove their cattle to the vat, some as far as four or five miles. Approximately 250
head of cattle passed through the vat on May 31st, and since the opening of the vat on
May 4th, a total of 700 head had been dipped without an accident of any kind. The
stockmen were not charged to dip their cattle. The next dipping day was scheduled for
June 15th.
On June 30, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser announced that tick eradication was making
progress in Lawrence County, and the people who were dipping their cattle were pleased
with the constant improvement to their herds. During the past two months, more than
5,000 head of cattle had been dipped in Lawrence County in more than a dozen vats.
Many more vats were under construction, and the people of Lawrence County were
“determined that a relentless warfare shall be waged against the cattle tick until the last of
his kind shall have been destroyed and the county released from quarantine.”
Mr. Fed T. Terry of Moulton was not yet convinced, and remained opposed to dipping
vats. On July 28, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser published his letter of opposition, with
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no editing to correct the misspellings or to add punctuation. Mr. Terry was not in favor
of a tick law, and asked the people of Lawrence County to give it some more thought. In
Mr. Terry’s Beat 2, they had only found a quarter cup of ticks on their cattle, but they
were not allowed to sell their cattle without dipping. He argued that the people in
“Loosier Beat” would not “waller our Cattle in no mud hole…” The tick law was fine for
a larger stock owner who could build his own vat; however, the farmer with two or three
head of cattle would sell them before driving them to the vats. According to Mr. Terry,
those advocating the construction of cattle dip vats were “wanting to Doctor the wrong
side.” If the cow was fed properly and kept in good shape, the dipping vats were not
necessary. Mr. Terry hoped that when cattle dipping came to a vote, Lawrence County
would vote against it. While he was against stuffing ballot boxes, “tha hant no telling
what will Bea Dun if hit as put a vote.” Mr. Terry warned that those candidates running
for office in the following year would not get his vote if they voted for cattle dipping.
An editorial comment followed Mr. Terry’s letter. His was the third letter of opposition
to dipping vats that The Moulton Advertiser had received since dipping had begun. The
newspaper invited Mr. Terry to attend a “big rally” at Morris Chapel where “able men”
would be making speeches on cattle raising. The editors felt certain that many would
return home after the rally convinced that their “financial redemption can only be
obtained by obliterating the destructive cattle ticks.
On August 11, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported that the Board of Revenue had
met, and that Dr. J.E. Bender, Government Veterinarian in charge of tick eradication in
Lawrence County had reported on the satisfactory work being done in the county.
Thirty-four dipping vats had been completed and a number of others were under
construction. The Board of Revenue made an additional appropriation to continue the
work, and at the present rate of progress, Lawrence County could expect to be released
from the Federal quarantine by the fall of 1916.
On August 18, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported on the progress made in tick
eradication in Lawrence County. Since April 6, 1915, when the Lawrence County Live
Stock Association was organized, the work had progressed steadily, and many farmers
were building silos and buying pure-bred sires to improve their herds. Construction of
the first public cattle dipping vat had begun on May 1st at Moulton, and the dipping of
cattle had begun on May 4th. Since that date, Dr. Bender and his associates, Mr. L.E
Hurst and Mr. John Spain had constructed another 33 vats at the following locations:
L.E Hurst
Dick Roberson
Jack Fields
A.G. Bayne
W. Alexander
Joe Young
Clarence Bynum
C.N. Robinson

H.A. Darmer
Tom Roberson
John Sheats
J.H. Aldridge
Mt. Hope
Milford Martin
Orren Elkins

M.B. Graham
Walter Gleen
Courtland
Mountain Springs
Fred Smith
Hugh Mitchell
Caddo
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Wolf Spring
Tom Milam
H.L. Delashaw
Moulton
Will Mitchell
Tom Almon
Russell Craig

Private vats had been constructed on the farms of Davis Hodges, Dr. B.T. Etheredge,
W.E. Hotchkiss, and C.P. Pruett. Another ten vats were under construction, and locations
had been selected for the construction of another 12 vats where work would begin in the
next few days. Additional applications for vats were pending, and locations would be
selected for those vats. Since the work had begun, more than 12,000 head of cattle had
been dipped in Lawrence County. Those farmers who were regularly dipping their cattle
were seeing great improvements in their herds.
The Moulton Advertiser reported on the tick eradication progress again on October 13,
1915. A total of 43 vats had been constructed and were in use, and many other vats were
under construction. Dr. J.E. Bender, the government veterinarian, had shown his lantern
slides at McMillan School House and at Mountain Home drawing great interest at both
locations. Mr. L.E. Hurst, who had been hired by the State to supervise the construction
of the vats, had resigned his position. His house had been recently destroyed by fire, and
he had left his State position to supervise the construction of his new house. Mr. F.M.
Bailey, of Town Creek, had been appointed by the State to supervise the work in the
lower valley.
On October 20, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported that petitions were being
circulated throughout Lawrence County petitioning the probate judge to order an election
in order that the people could vote on the tick eradication program under the rules of the
State Livestock Sanitary Board. The petition was required to contain 25 percent of the
voters in the county in order to call an election. The proposed date for the election was
January 18, 1916. The paper urged all who were in favor of tick eradication to sign the
petition. If tick eradication was successful, the value of cattle in the county would
increase from fiver dollars per head to ten dollars per head.
On December 22, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser announced that the tick eradication
petition had met the requirement of 25 percent of the voter’s signatures. J.C. Kumpe,
Judge of Probate, had signed the order for the election, which would take place on
January 18, 1916. Notice of the election was to be published in The Moulton Advertiser
for three successive weeks preceding the election.
According to articles appearing in The Moulton Advertiser on December 29, 1915 and on
January 5, 1916, prior to the election there were a series of meetings to discuss the
benefits of eradicating the cattle tick in various locations across Lawrence County. The
newspaper invited even those who were “a friend to the tick” and “dead set agin killing
off the bloodsuckers.”
On January 19, 1916, The Moulton Advertiser announced that tick eradication had failed
to pass in the election. Due to the added expenses of the quarantine, the value of
Lawrence County cattle would remain lower than if they were tick-free. The article listed
the votes by beat across the county. On February 16, 1916, The Moulton Advertiser
reported that Morgan County had passed their tick eradication vote, and as a result,
Lawrence County cattleman would no longer be allowed to drive their cattle to the
Decatur markets. Lawrence County was now almost completely surrounded by tick-free
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territory, and prices for their cattle were bound to further decline. The people of
Lawrence County were lamenting their failure to pass tick eradication, and were asking
for another election. Unfortunately, according to the existing law, another tick election
could not be held for another two years.
The Moulton Advertiser reported on August 30, 1916 that Morgan County would soon be
free of cattle tick according to an announcement made by W.W. Cameron, the federal
inspector. The cattle in Morgan County would be dipped for the last time on October 1st,
and Morgan County would be placed above the federal quarantine line on November 1st
or December 1st. The article concluded by stating that in spite of dynamiting the cattle
dipping vats and other anarchistic efforts to prevent the dipping, Morgan County had
been freed from the cattle tick by a campaign that only took a few months.
On December 5, 1917, The Moulton Advertiser announced that the transportation and
railroad company stock pens and cattle chutes would be closed as of January 1, 1918 in
Lawrence County and other counties that had not taken up a tick eradication program.
Additional pressure was being placed on ticky counties due to the increased demand on
beef, leather, milk and dairy products created by the World War.
On January 16, 1918, The Moulton Advertiser published a letter from Alabama Governor
Charles Henderson to J.C. Kumpe, Judge of Probate of Lawrence County, suggesting that
the people of the county take up a tick eradication program. The governor thought that
tick eradication was the most important priority to the agricultural areas of Alabama, and
he asked the Judge of Probate to encourage the county commissioners to discuss this
issue with the people in their districts. The governor acknowledged that there was
prejudice in certain areas against driving cattle to the dipping vats, but that the dipping
was a temporary inconvenience, and the blessings of being tick free were perpetual.
On the same day, The Moulton Advertiser announced that J.C. Kumpe, Judge of Probate,
had signed an order for another election to decide the tick eradication question. The
election would be held on February 11, 1918. Once again, a petition had been circulated
and received signatures from more than 25 percent of the voters of the county.
On January 23, 1918, The Moulton Advertiser reported that a petition calling for an
election for a tick eradication program had received about 280 votes. The election to
decide the question would be held on February 11th, and if a majority favored eradication,
work was to begin at once on the construction of cattle dipping vats at convenient
locations across the county. Systematic dipping would begin in the spring. The work
was to be done under the supervision of the government inspector, and with the full
cooperation of the people of Lawrence County, it was expected that the federal
restrictions would be lifted by the fall. It was unlawful for any cattle to be shipped from
Lawrence County, as the government had closed all railroad shipping pens and had
prohibited the railroads from accepting cattle for shipment. The only way to get this
order canceled was to eradication the cattle tick. The newspaper asked the people to
support the tick eradication work, as this was the only obstacle blocking their progress in
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becoming a great cattle and live stock county. A vote for tick eradication was a vote for
progress.
On January 30, 1918, The Moulton Advertiser reported that nearly half the counties in
Alabama had completed their tick eradication work and had been released from federal
quarantine. The newspaper urged the other counties to follow their example and “clean
up” during the upcoming year. Lawrence County was surrounded by tick-free counties,
and it was impossible for Lawrence County cattlemen to ship their stock outside the
county. By carrying the election scheduled for February 11th, Lawrence County could
maintain and exceed her record as a cattle producing county. Once the federal quarantine
was lifted, the fertile lands in the county would attract dairymen and stockmen, as there
were many hundreds of excellent pastures in the county. According to the newspaper,
only slight opposition to tick eradication was expected as more beef and leather was
needed to win the war.
On February 18, 1918, The Moulton Advertiser announced that the tick eradication
election had been defeated. The majority in the Mount Hope beat had voted for tick
eradication, but the majority of votes in the other beats were against the program.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Lawrence County had received $208.02 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funds from the State of Alabama. Lawrence County
expended $60.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had
dipped five herds containing 203 head of cattle in 60 dipping vats. Dr. Cary did not
submit figures on the number of cattle remaining under quarantine in Lawrence County
(Cary 1919:9).
On February 19, 1919, The Moulton Advertiser reported that the Lawrence County Court
of Revenue had met in a special session to take up the work of tick eradication. The
Alabama legislature had passed a law making it compulsory to dip all cattle in Alabama
under the supervision of federal inspectors. Federal inspector W.W. Cameron had stated
that with the cooperation the work could be completed by October 1st, and the federal
quarantine lifted.
The compulsory dipping of cattle in Lawrence County began on April 1, 1919.
According to the April 9th edition of The Moulton Advertiser there was still some
opposition to dipping, but most people were cooperating in order that the work would be
completed as quickly as possible. The newspaper reminded its readers that in order to
complete the tick eradication work in the current year, it was necessary that everyone dip
their cattle. Failure to do so would require the work to be done again next year.
On May 7, 1919, The Moulton Advertiser announced that a large shipment of cattle had
been made to Tennessee. Major J.T. Williamson and T.J. Hodges of Hillsboro had sent a
shipment of hogs and cattle to Linnville, Tennessee. The stock had been purchased from
Messrs. Robinson, Jones, Hardin and Gilchrist, and according to the article, was an
indication of the rapid growth of the live stock industry in Lawrence County. The cattle
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had been dipped and inspected, sold for ten cents a head, and were the first tick-free
shipped from Lawrence County.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Lawrence County had received $1,443.28 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry, and another $667.50 from the State of Alabama. Lawrence County
expended $9,285.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they had
dipped 60,577 herds containing 226,223 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There were
six herds containing 67 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Lawrence County
(Cary 1920:7).
On March 20, 1920, The Moulton Advertiser included the semi-annual Treasurer’s Report
for the Lawrence County Board of Revenue. Among the listed general fund
disbursements was $30 paid to Mr. J.C. Cannon for a cattle dipping vat. The County
Treasurer’s semi-annual report was also included in The Moulton Advertiser on
September 29, 1920. Lawrence County had paid $1,193.20 to live stock inspectors, and
had paid $433.30 to the Moulton Drug Company for ingredients for cattle dipping vats.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Lawrence County had received $157.68 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the state. Lawrence County expended
$2,038.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had dipped
5,203 herds containing 29,426 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There was no data on
the number of cattle remaining under quarantine in Lawrence County (Cary 1921:7).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditures for
tick eradication in Lawrence County was a total of $334.51 for Fiscal Year 1916, only
$30 for Fiscal Year 1917, no expenditures for Fiscal Year 1918, a total of $473.51 for
Fiscal Year 1919, and a total of $200.30 for Fiscal Year 1920.
Winston County, Alabama – 1917 to 1921
A review of The Winston Herald, a twice weekly newspaper published in Double
Springs, showed that no articles concerning Texas fever, the cattle tick, or cattle dipping
appeared in the newspaper during 1916. It appears that voluntary dipping began with a
public vat constructed in Double Springs.
On May 18, 1917, The Winston Herald reported that a dipping vat had been charged with
chemicals and was working in Double Springs. Cows and yearlings were daily receiving
“ablutions” and did not mind “joining the Baptists.” The chemical bath was killing the
ticks that had been feeding on the cattle. The newspaper encouraged the cattle owners of
the community to dip their cattle “and thus starve the ticks out of this section.”
On July 20, 1917, The Winston Herald announced that Walker County, the adjacent
county to the south, had been declared tick-free. Dr. C.J. Becker, the former supervising

102

inspector of tick eradication work in Walker County, had spent a few days in Winston
County looking into the tick eradication work. Cattle ticks were costing Winston County
thousands of dollars annually by stunting the growth of the cattle, by killing other cattle,
by reducing the flow of milk in dairy cattle, and reducing the value of hides and beef
cattle. According to Dr. Becker, Walker County had cleaned up their ticks in one year,
and the people of Walker County had “caused us less trouble than any other county.”
The July 20, 1917 edition of The Winston Herald also included an editorial letter from a
Mr. M.T. Gilbreath of Addison. Mr. Gilbreath was concerned that eradicating the cattle
tick would interfere with God’s work. “Every time there is a pest knocked out two come
in its place.” He did not have any ticks, and would not be dipping his cow. He also
planned to keep his cow at home, but as a taxpayer, he should be free to decide whether
or not to dip his cow.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Winston County had received $254.29 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. It received no funding from the State of Alabama and did not expend
any county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1917, there were four cattle
dipping vats in operation, but no numbers reported on the number of herds or head of
cattle dipped (Cary 1919:9).
There were no articles on cattle dipping or related subjects in The Winston Herald during
1918. By February 1919, the State of Alabama had passed a state-wide compulsory
dipping law, and Winston County began tick eradication in earnest. On February 28,
1919, The Winston Herald announced that Winston County officials were “preparing to
banish [the] tick.” The newspaper published a letter that was being distributed by
Probate Judge John S. Curtis and the County Commissioners to the various school
trustees across the county. With the recently passed state law regarding the eradication of
the cattle ticks, it was the duty of law abiding citizens to “keep down murmuring and
opposition to this law, and aid in every way possible to its execution.” The citizens could
also help their county by lending material aid in the construction of the cattle dipping
vats. The article pointed out that the law had been passed by the state legislature and not
the local county officials.
Under the law and by the directions of the State Tick Inspector, meetings were to be held
on March 1st at ten o’clock in the morning at the school houses in each district. The
purpose of these meetings was to select locations for dipping vats. All of the citizens of
the county were asked to assist in the digging of the dipping vat. Winston County was to
bear the cost of cement, lumber and nails for the vat construction, as well as the
chemicals to charge the vat. The vats were to be constructed under the supervision of the
State and Government Inspector, and the dipping was to begin no later than April 1,
1919. The vat locations were to be as convenient as possible to roads and water, although
not necessarily in the center of each district. The location was to be approved by the
Government Inspector.
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On May 16, 1919, The Winston Herald carried a story from the Atlanta Constitution
pointing out the profits to be made by dipping cattle. “Considerable annoyance” had
been caused by rebellious farmers across Alabama by dynamiting dipping vats. The State
of Georgia had experienced the same sort of opposition to their tick eradication efforts,
and had beaten down the opposition with education rather than force of law, and dipping
cattle in Georgia was a thing of the past. The officials in Georgia had shown the
antagonistic farmers that they were losing thousands upon thousands of dollars every year
their cattle were being preyed upon by the blood-sucking ticks. Dipping cattle was the
only way to eradicate the cattle tick, and any farmer that was foolish enough to blow up a
dipping vat “would be acting as foolishly as a city dweller would be in blowing up a fire
station near his home.” Dipping meant profit, and as soon as the farmers of Alabama and
the other Southern states realized this, as those in Georgia had, the cattle tick would be a
“pest of the past” and cattle raising would become one of the most important industries in
the South.
Two weeks later, on May 30th, The Winston Herald announced that a fourth cattle
dipping vat had been destroyed in the eastern end of adjacent Franklin County in plain
daylight. Local cattlemen had been informed earlier in the day that dipping would occur
at this particular vat, as the other three vats in the vicinity had already been dynamited.
At three o’clock in the afternoon, this fourth cattle dipping vat was destroyed. Mr.
Cameron, the federal district manager, was in Franklin County conducting an
investigation.
On July 25, 1919, The Winston Herald carried an article from the Jasper Eagle in
adjacent Walker County. According to Wesley Myers, the livestock inspector in Winston
County, Winston County was leading the state in tick eradication work. Further, there
had not been a single violation of the cattle dipping law in the county. When Walker
County had been cleaned up in 1916, a few of their vats had been dynamited, and at the
time, it was predicted that the people in Winston County would blow up all the vats
constructed in the county if any attempt was made to clean up Winston County. Winston
County was the only county in Alabama that had not violated the quarantine law by
blowing up cattle dipping vats.
The Winston Herald announced on August 29, 1919 that the compulsory cattle dipping
would be finished in Winston County by November 1, 1919. W.A. Myers, the
government tick inspector for the county, had informed the newspaper that only one more
dipping would be needed after October 15th. After this date, there would be no more
general dipping, but only cattle found with ticks or in pastures found to be ticky would be
dipped. By November 1st, the dipping would be completed. It would still be the
responsibility of every cattleman in the county to frequently check their stock and dip or
wash them in the arsenical solution if necessary. They were to report their findings and
their dippings promptly to the inspector. If this was done, there would be no need to dip
in the following spring, and the tick eradication in Winston County would be considered
accomplished.
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According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Winston County had received $1,853.48 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry, and another $765.00 from the State of Alabama. Winston County
expended $9,880.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they had
dipped 30,776 herds containing 111,653 head of cattle in 79 dipping vats. There were
two herds containing two head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Winston County
(Cary 1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Winston County had received $341.68 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Winston County
expended $1,725.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
dipped 3,949 herds containing 12,832 head of cattle in 79 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Winston County (Cary 1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1921, Winston County had received $124.53 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funds from the State of Alabama. Winston County
expended $431 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
dipped 665 herds containing 2,235 head of cattle in 79 dipping vats. There were three
herds containing 20 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Winston County (Cary
1922:9).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State of Alabama spent
a total of $589.32 in Fiscal Year 1919, and a total of $180 in tick eradication expenditures
in Fiscal Year 1920 for Winston County.
Franklin County, Alabama – 1915 to 1924
On April 15, 1915, The Franklin County Times reported that the Franklin County
Livestock Association had been organized at the court house. C.M. Bauldin, the district
agent for the United States Agricultural Department, from Birmingham; I.D. Fuller, of
Tuscumbia, the Agriculture Field Agent of the Southern Railway; and Roland Turner of
Birmingham, the assistant Agriculture Field Agent of the Southern Railway were present
and gave speeches on stock growing, tick eradication, and crop diversity. The eradication
of the cattle tick was to be the first detailed work of the association.
On August 13, 1915, The Franklin County Times reported that in 1914 two million cattle
reared in the South had died from tick [Texas] fever. This loss had cost Southern
cattlemen $35 million. The other seven-eighths of all the beef and dairy cattle in the
South were not as productive as they could be due to the tick fever, with a loss of another
$40 million. Even the cattle that recovered from the tick fever were depreciated in value
due to stunted growth, shrinkage in milk production, and they have lower vitality as
breeding stock. It was not possible to produce beef and dairy products in a tick-infested
country. In an article that appeared in the August 19th edition of The Franklin County

105

Times, it was reported that the great advantage of raising hogs and cattle is that they
require no special markets or market organization. A farmer with a dozen good hogs or
some good cattle has no troubles in selling them and getting his price. All that is required
for cattle raising is good pasture, some grain, plenty of water, shade, and a dipping vat.
Livestock was the one sure way of being a successful farmer.
On November 3, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser reported that on September 1, 1915, there
were 10 cattle dipping vats available in Franklin County. During the month of September
1915, another 17 dipping vats were constructed in the county.
On October 7, 1915, The Franklin County Times published an article on the cattle tick.
Keeping cattle out of tick-infested pastures long enough for the tick to die from lack of
food, and dipping cattle in vats containing an arsenical solution were the two methods
used by the Bureau of Animal Industry and the United States Department of Agriculture
in cooperation with state and county governments in the South. When tick eradication
began in 1906, there were 741,515 square miles under quarantine. In eight years about
225,000 square miles, or about a third of the area, had been entirely freed of the fever
ticks. Once the cattle tick was eradicated, pure-bred Northern cattle were introduced,
improving the quality of the livestock.
On December 20, 1915, The Centreville Press reported that an election for a vote on tick
eradication had been scheduled for January 18, 1916 for Franklin County. Dr. J.S.
Oldman, government veterinarian, reported that 48 dipping vats had been constructed in
the county and were being used extensively. Dr. Oldman was confident that compulsory
dipping would be carried in the upcoming election.
Tick eradication was not carried in the January 18, 1916 election. The Franklin County
Times continued to publish articles on the subject. On March 9, 1916, they reported that
the “new South ought to engage in stock raising” as the climate and soil in the South
encourages it. Before this can be done, however, the cattle tick must be eradicated. The
Federal government was doing all that it could in this work, but they needed the
cooperation of the state governments and the farmers.
On March 16, 1916, The Franklin County Times reminded their readers that an ounce of
prevention was worth a pound of cure, and the ounce of prevention was to dip cattle
regularly in the recognized arsenical solution. Dipping cattle in a vat was easier than
spraying, and more efficient as no part of the body was overlooked. By getting rid of the
cattle tick, farmers could expect a gain from five dollars to ten dollars per head on the
same animal with no additional feed, and a 27 percent increase in milk production. It was
the cattle tick that was costing the South $50 million each year. It was the cattle tick that
was keeping Southern farmers from improving their herds. It was the cattle tick that was
keeping scrubby cattle scrubby. The cattle tick was also keeping stockmen away from
the South, keeping Franklin County under quarantine, and preventing the progress of
Franklin County.
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The Franklin County Times reported on June 1, 1916 that Dr. E.H. Aicher, the United
States tick inspector for Colbert County, had been informed of two cattle dipping vats
being dynamited near the Franklin County line. Upon investigation, one of the vats was
in Franklin County and the other in Colbert County. The Franklin County vat was called
the Jackson vat, and the Colbert County vat was called the Bullington vat (most likely
after the names of the landowners). Although the tick inspector had not placed any blame
on the destruction of the vats, it was known that the people of the Poplar Creek
community in Colbert County were opposed to the dipping of cattle, and it was presumed
that they had something to do with the dynamiting.
In the fall and winter of 1916, Franklin County began stock law elections which would
restrict the movement of cattle in portions of the county. On October 13, 1916, The
Franklin County Times reported that S.J. Petree, Chairman of the Court of County
Revenue had posted notice on September 22nd that an election was to be held in Precinct
No. 6, also known as the Burleson Precinct, on November 2, 1916. If the stock law
passed by a majority vote, stock would no longer be allowed to run at large in that
precinct and outside the incorporated limits of the town of Vina, Alabama. On December
28, 1916, The Franklin County Times reported that Mr. Petree had posted notice on
December 18th that an election would be held in the Red Bay Precinct to vote on stock
laws on February 12, 1917. The elections would be held at Red Bay and Holland.
In an interesting piece of satirical writing, The Franklin County Times published an
invitation to the cattle tick on November 15, 1917. The “greedy” State of Mississippi had
“dipped the poor tick clean out of the state” in order to get a few more dollars from each
cow. State authorities in Mississippi had dipped the ticks until the “poor little orphan tick
has nowhere to stick its bill.” Mississippi was to be declared tick-free on December 1st,
and some 379,312 square miles of territory had been cleared of the tick across the South.
At this rate, the ticks would not have a “frazzlin place to go.” Franklin County was
offering to “furnish the last battle ground” by welcoming their friends, the cattle tick.
On December 13, 1917, The Franklin County Times published the new quarantine
regulations that had been adopted on November 19, 1917 and would go into effect on
January 1, 1918. Before cattle could be shipped they would have to be inspected by a
State Live Stock Inspector or an agent or inspector from the Bureau of Animal Industry,
and the cattle would have to be certified in writing by the agent or inspector that they
were free of ticks. It was also ordered that the transportation or railroad companies
would lock their stock pens and loading chutes in the quarantined counties of Alabama
not engaged in tick eradication and not permit any cattle to be placed in the pens or
chutes for shipment without written permit from a State Live Stock inspector or an agent
or inspector from the Bureau of Animal Industry.
The cattle quarantine was further explained by the editors in a second article appearing on
December 13th in The Franklin County Times. On January 1, 1918, every stock pen in
Franklin County was to be closed. Previously, cattle were shipped from Franklin for
immediate slaughter. As of January 1st, that would no longer be possible. The cattle of
Franklin County would be used in Franklin County, or an adjacent county under similar
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quarantine conditions, such as Marion, Lawrence, and Winston counties. In order to
overcome this situation, the editors urged the Franklin County Board of Revenue to
cooperate with the Department of Agriculture and provide cement and chemicals for
dipping vats. They also urged the voters of Franklin County to call for an election in
February of 1918 on the question of tick eradication. A state-wide law was expected to
be passed next year, but the editors so no reason in wasting a year.
On January 24, 1918, The Franklin County Times reported that there would be a stock
law election held in Beat No. 12, also known as the “Stouts Beat” in Franklin County on
February 18, 1918. If the law passed, cattle and other stock would no longer be allowed
to run at large in that portion of the county.
On February 7, 1918, the editor of The Franklin County Times published a
“communication from [the] cattle tick family” in response to the invitation published on
November 15, 1917. The ticks thanked Franklin County for the invitation. After being
driven out of the State of Mississippi, it was “heartening in these times when the whole
world seems against us, to have the doors of your county thrown open to us.” The ticks
had heard that the people of the Freedom Hills community were opposed to dipping
cattle, and they planned to “avail ourselves of their hospitality in large numbers soon as
the roads open up a bit.” They would have to move soon, as the “hard hearted” people of
Mississippi planned to begin “that hateful dipping” in the spring.
On February 21, 1918, John M. Clark, the editor of The Franklin County Times,
responded to a letter received from a Mr. J.D. Wood, of Hodge, Alabama (about 17 miles
southwest of Russellville). Mr. Wood asked if should the voters of Franklin County
voted for tick eradication, would there be a charge for dipping cattle, and if a cattle owner
cattle with no ticks, would they be required to be dipped. The editor answered his
questions by saying that there was no charge for dipping. All vats were free to all cattle
in the cattle, but that cattle owners were to drive their cattle t the nearest, most convenient
vat. All cattle were to be dipped. One overlooked tick could multiply, and in time, infest
all the cattle in the county.
The Franklin County Times also responded on February 21st to questions coming from
Colbert County regarding milk production. The people from Colbert County were
claiming that after their cows had been dipped, they didn’t produce enough milk for their
calves. The editor of the newspaper wanted to convince the cattlemen of Franklin
County that this was not true. The first dipping could interfere with the flow of milk, but
this was thought to be caused by the driving of the cow to the vat, rather than the actually
dipping. The loss in milk flow was no more than the driving of the cow the same
distance elsewhere. The editor also pointed out that with just one season of dipping
cattle, the cattle tick could be eradicated, and the work would never have to be done
again. Tick eradication would also open up markets for Franklin County cattle and fetch
higher prices at market.
In the editor’s column of the February 21st edition, Mr. Clark referred to the cattle tick as
“Kaiser friends,” suggesting that it was Franklin County’s patriotic duty to get rid of

108

them. In another article in the same edition, Editor Clark explained the advantages of
tick eradication, and asked every voter in the county to vote for the public benefit. After
a full column of explanation, he concluded, “The above are the honest sentiments of the
Editor and they are given here that my friends may know why I am going to vote for tick
eradication.”
On February 28, 1918, The Franklin County Times reported that a Mr. J.T. Hester, from
Colbert County, had recently visited their office. Mr. Hester was initially opposed to tick
eradication when the matter came up in Colbert County, and although he did not go to the
polls to vote, he said he would have voted against the proposition. Fortunately, the tick
eradication proposition carried, and he found that dipping was not the “bugaboo” he
thought it would be. Mr. Hester, an owner of 200 head of cattle, built a dipping vat on
his land. Gathering his cattle from a large open range and dipping them had proven a
great benefit. The dipping kills not only the cattle ticks, but also lice, and heals scabs and
sores and “all such skin disease.” Before he began dipping his cattle, he received three to
five cents per pound. He presently receives eight cents per pound for “the same mongrel
breeds of cattle.” Mr. Hester recently purchased a pure blood Hereford male and plans to
improve the “grade of my stuff.” He is getting three cents more per pound, and his cattle
are producing 25 to 50 percent more meat now that they are tick-free.
The Franklin County Times also published notice of an election on February 28th. A.W.
Hargett, the Judge of Probate, had received a petition of more than 25 percent of the
“qualified electors” of Franklin County, asking that an election be held to decide if tick
eradication would be taken up in the county. The election was to be held on March 5,
1918 at the various polling places. (This would be the second tick eradication election.
By law, two years had to pass between elections. Tick eradication had not carried in the
January 18, 1916 election.)
On March 7, 1918, The Franklin County Times announced that the tick election had lost
in Franklin County. Although the exact count was not yet available, it was estimated that
tick eradication had lost by a two to one vote against. The results of the election were a
surprise as it was generally thought the majority of people were for it. It was reported
that “various reports” had been circulated by those opposed to dipping, such as there
would be charges for dipping, and each stock owner would have to build their own vats,
even owners of one cow.
The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) reported on March 14, 1918 that based
on “unofficial reports received” the election for tick eradication in Franklin County had
lost by several hundred votes. According to the article, the tick eradication election failed
when hundreds of miners, who did not own cattle or expect to own them, turned out and
stuffed the ballot boxes in Russellville, voting against tick eradication. With the election
lost, the stock pens in Russellville were closed and would remain locked with no cattle
being shipped out of Franklin County for many months.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Franklin County had received $232.48 in funding from the Bureau of
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Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Franklin County
expended $36.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had
dipped 12 herds containing 493 head of cattle in 50 dipping vats (Cary 1919:9).
In February 1919, the State of Alabama had passed a state-wide compulsory dipping law.
On March 13, 1919, The Franklin County Times published a letter dated “Huntsville,
Ala., March 12” but without a signature at the bottom of the column. The letter urged the
citizens of Franklin County to begin dipping their cattle as early as possible, and to do
this, the dipping vats needed to be constructed in each community. A late start in the
dipping might result in needing to dip their cattle a second season. The county was to
furnish the cement, and each community was to furnish the labor and the lumber for the
vat construction. The number of vats needed was determined by the State Veterinarian
and the Federal Inspectors. There were enough vats already constructed, but more would
be built to make them more convenient. As soon as the systematic dipping of cattle was
begun, the Franklin County cattle could be shipped as certified tick-free cattle anywhere.
On May 1, 1919, The Franklin County Times published the dates for dipping cattle during
the month of May. Tick Inspector W.G. Stout would be at the following places on the
following dates for the purpose of dipping all cattle: Rockwood, May 5th; Graham
School House, May 6th; Frank Wilson’s, May 7th; Bob Grissom’s, May 9th; Walnut Gate,
Sloss Mines, May 10th; Hovater’s Mill, May 12th; Frankfort, May 13th; Rickards, May
14th; Smeltzer, May 15th; Center View, May 16th; and County Farm, May 17th.
On October 9, 1919, The Franklin County Times announced that the “tick work” was in
fine shape. Mr. Cameron, the government agent in charge of tick eradication in Franklin
and several other counties, reported that on November 1st, Franklin County would be
practically free of ticks. A few farms, due to the carelessness of the owners, would
remain under quarantine and have to continue dipping during the next season, but the
county, as a whole, would be freed from the Federal quarantine on November 1, 1919.
With the Federal quarantine lifted, Franklin County immediately began to improve cattle
their herds. On October 30, 1919, The Franklin County Times reported that Mr. C.F.
Hester, of Belgreen, had received five head of Holstein calves from Cortland, New York.
The shipment was the result of the tick eradication work. The four females and one male
calf were expected to be the base of a large herd of fine dairy cattle. The four females
were to be divided among Mr. Hester’s neighbors. Mr. Hester was to be commended for
his progressiveness. The article concluded that Franklin County would in a few years be
among the leading livestock and dairy counties in the State of Alabama.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Franklin County had received $1,633.29 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry, and another $795.00 from the State of Alabama. Franklin County
expended $13,336.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
had dipped 48,498 herds containing 187,449 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There
were four herds containing 48 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Franklin
County (Cary 1920:7).

110

On December 4, 1919, The Franklin County Times published a letter from W.W.
Cameron dated Guntersville, December 1, 1919. Mr. Cameron asked Dr. John M. Clark,
the editor of the newspaper, to state that on December 1st Franklin County was released
from the Federal quarantine. The citizens, county officials, and the newspaper were to be
congratulated for the good work in the county, and they shared in the responsibility of the
results obtained in the tick eradication work.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Franklin County had received $629.53 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Franklin County expended $1,348.00
in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had dipped 2,281 herds
containing 16,136 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There were 21 herds containing 264
head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Franklin County (Cary 1921:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1921, Franklin County had received $93.59 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Franklin County expended $52.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had dipped 56 herds
containing 261 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There were seven herds containing 28
head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Franklin County (Cary 1922:8).
In Fiscal Year 1924, according to Dr. Cary’s annual report, Franklin County had received
$138.17 in funding from the Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no state funding.
Franklin County expended $150.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY
1924, they had inspected or dipped 440 herds containing 1,791 head of cattle in 138
dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Franklin County (Cary
1925:10).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditure for
tick eradication in Franklin County was a total of $352.88 for Fiscal Year 1916. There
were no state funds spent on tick eradication in Franklin County for Fiscal Year 1917 and
1918. In Fiscal Year 1919, the State of Alabama spent $589.34 for tick eradication in
Franklin County, and in Fiscal Year 1920, another $270.
Morgan County, Alabama – 1916 to 1921
On February 16, 1916, The Moulton Advertiser (Lawrence County) reported that Morgan
County had passed their tick eradication vote. On May 11, 1916, The Centreville Press
(Bibb County) reported after inspections, less than 1,000 cattle in Morgan County had
been found to be infested with the cattle tick. According to a report filed by W.W.
Cameron, the federal inspector connected with the tick eradication program, after the first
round of dipping in Morgan County, a total of 3,308 herds had been dipped with a total of
9,523 head of cattle dipped. A total of 183 herds had been found infested with the cattle
tick, with a total of 823 head of cattle infested. The second round of dipping was
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presently underway, and according to Mr. Cameron, the farmers were giving the
inspectors their fuller cooperation in the work. It was expected that some of the cattle
dipping vats might be dynamited, or some other troubles encountered, but thus far, there
had been no interference with the tick eradication work.
On May 16, 1916, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette reported that another 42
cattle dipping vats had been constructed in Morgan County during April 1916, bringing
the number of dipping vats available in the county up to 240.
On October 5, 1916, The Centreville Press reported that W.W. Cameron, the federal
cattle inspector in Morgan County was enforcing the quarantine laws in that county, and
not allowing cattle to enter Morgan County from territory located below the quarantine
line. He had taken “drastic steps to impress the public with the necessity of observing the
laws regulating the movement of cattle” by placing a herd of 50 cattle under quarantine.
On November 26, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that Morgan
County was one of 13 counties in the State of Alabama that were to be released from the
federal quarantine on December 11, 1916.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
in tick eradication for the month of January 1917. In Morgan County, 863 herds
consisting of 3,188 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, seven herds consisting
of 44 head of cattle were found to be infested with cattle ticks and remained under
quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Morgan County had received $550.59 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Morgan County expended $2,266.00
in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had dipped 9,051 herds
containing 34,698 head of cattle in 171 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Morgan County (Cary 1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Morgan County had received $108.56 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry, and another $105.00 in funding from the State of Alabama. Morgan
County expended $674.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919,
they had dipped 2,079 herds containing 16,149 head of cattle in 171 dipping vats. There
were two herds containing 17 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Morgan
County (Cary 1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Morgan County had received $297.89 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Morgan County expended $981.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had dipped 2,008 herds
containing 10,883 head of cattle in 171 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Morgan County (Cary 1921:7).
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In Fiscal Year 1921, Morgan County had received $79.25 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Morgan County expended $47.50 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had dipped 22 herds
containing 269 head of cattle in 100 dipping vats. There were two herds of cattle
containing 13 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Morgan County (Cary
1922:8).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State of Alabama spent
a total of $847.39 in Fiscal Year 1916. Another $505 was spent in Fiscal Year 1917, and
a total of $210 was spent in tick eradication expenditures in fiscal Year 1918 for Morgan
County.
Cullman County, Alabama – 1915 to 1924
Alabama’s Governor Henderson designated April 26th as “tick eradication day” in
Alabama and asked that it be “scrupulously observed.” As part of observances, on April
29, 1915, The Cullman Tribune began publishing a series of articles that appeared in
numerous Alabama newspapers. An article written by W.E. Hinds, entomologist with the
Alabama Experiment Station in Auburn, entitled “Boll Weevil Helps Tick Eradication,”
explained the necessity to improve the cattle industry with the boll weevil’s threat to
cotton. A second article, entitled “Ticks Will Not Come Back” by Dr. B.O. Minge,
veterinarian with the Bureau of Animal Industry, explained that once the cattle tick was
eradicated from a county, it would not return unless re-introduced on cattle or horses
from other areas.
On May 6, 1915, The Cullman Tribune published an article entitled “Tick Free Cattle
Most Profitable” by Judge A.E. Chamberlain of the International Harvester Company.
According to Judge Chamberlain, the people must make Alabama tick free as Texas fever
was the “one and only disease that is continually cutting down the profits of the cattle
business in Alabama.”
On May 13, 1915, The Cullman Tribune published an article entitled “Tick eradication
Helps the Renter” by Mrs. G.H. Mathis, of the Alabama Diversified Farming
Association. According to Mrs. Mathis, an unknown number of children were dying
from drinking milk from ticky cows. The milk produced dysentery and “summer
complaint” among small children and thousands of babies died every year in Alabama
from those diseases. The loss of children and the medical expenses hit renters hardest. In
a second article entitled “Starting Tick Eradication”, Dr. G.H. Bruns, veterinarian
inspector with the Bureau of Animal Industry, wrote tick eradication was one of the most
progressive movements that a county can make. In order to have a satisfactory program
of tick eradication, it was necessary to have a full system of dipping vats constructed.
On May 20, 1915, The Cullman Tribune asked its readers, “Shall We Raise Ticks or
Cattle.” J.K. Turner, the county farm demonstrator, and the board of county
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commissioners, who were “numbered among our most progressive and wide awake
citizens,” had agreed to furnish the materials to build one cattle dipping vat in each of the
beats in the county. The vats would be located at the most public convenient place for
the majority of the people. As June and July were the months when the cattle tick
multiplied the most, the time was upon them to begin saving their cattle from tick fever.
Dr. D.J. Bynacker, a government specialist, was presently in Cullman for the purpose of
supervising and giving information out to all those interested in wiping the cattle tick out
of Cullman County.
On May 27, 1915, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from Dr. D.J. Bynacker stating
that one-third of Alabama had already been released from the federal quarantine, and
another third was working on eradicating the cattle tick and expected to be released by
the fall season. Cattle from tick-free counties were bringing an average of $9.76 more
per head. Dr. Bynacker was certain that they did not want to be the last county in the
State of Alabama to be released from the cattle tick quarantine. The county would
furnish the material to build dipping vats, and the federal government would furnish a
man to supervise the dipping. Dr. Bynacker urged all those who had not yet had a vat
built in their beat to petition their county commissioner.
In another article appearing on May 27th, The Cullman Tribute informed its readers that
with “active steps” being taken to rid Cullman County of the cattle tick, and with the long
favorable seasons for growing grasses, raising cattle could soon be one of the most
profitable assets to Cullman County farmers.
On June 3, 1915, it was announced by The Cullman Tribune that the first cattle dipping
vat was completed in Cullman County. This first vat was located at Welti. Dr. Bynacker
reported that it had been constructed in just 1 ¼ days, the quickest and most complete
dipping vat thus far constructed in the State of Alabama. There were two more vats
ready to be constructed in the county, and it was expected that in a very short time there
would be one dipping vat in each of the beats in Cullman County.
The Cullman Tribune reported on June 24, 1915 that the Fuller brothers had received
another shipment of “fine thoroughbred calves” from Tennessee adding to the number
they already had. The Fuller brothers had “some of the best and finest cattle in the state
and give our county a chance to raise blooded stock that will command the attention of
cattle raisers throughout the county.” Perhaps the Fuller brothers lived in a portion of the
county where there were no cattle ticks. If not, they were taking a tremendous risk in
losing their blooded stock.
On September 2, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the number of cattle dipping
vats in Cullman County. According to Dr. Bynacker, work on the construction of
dipping vats had progressed nicely and there were now 18 dipping vats completed in
Cullman County. Fifteen of these vats were in use and the regular dipping of cattle was
begin conducted in several beats in the county. The other three vats would be filled with
dipping solution and put into use in the next few days. The dipping vat at Joppa had been
filled the previous Saturday and nearly 100 head of cattle dipped on the first day. Dr.
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Bynacker reminded the readers that any beat or community desiring a cattle dipping vat
built for the convenience of their neighborhood should contact the county commissioner
or the probate judge.
On September 16, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported that the work of tick eradication
was “well under way” with 21 dipping vats completed across the county. There were
now dipping vats in almost every beat, and the board of county commissioners had
agreed to build another two to three vats in any beat where the people were willing to
furnish the location, labor and lumber. The county would furnish the cement and the
“medicines,” and the state and federal departments of agriculture would furnish the
inspectors. Cattle dipping vats cost very little money, just required the cooperation from
the stock raisers. With 21 cattle dipping vats in place, the county wanted to push the
work until every section of the county had a convenient dipping vat available to them.
On October 7, 1915, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from Dr. Bynacker, who
was in charge of supervising the construction of cattle dipping vats in Cullman County.
As winter was approaching, it was now time to build the necessary additional vats to have
them ready for the following spring dipping season, when hopefully, Cullman County
would take up systematic dipping of their cattle. Dr. Bynacker wanted to cooperate with
farmers to get the additional vats built during October and November to give everyone a
nearby, convenient vat to take their cattle. It was much easier for each community to
build their own vat than to have to drive their cattle five or seven miles to the nearest vat.
On November 4, 1915, The Cullman Tribune published letters to the editor in a column
entitled, “Those Who Have Seen The Dipping Vat” which included “what some of the
most prominent farmers and stockmen in Cullman county says about the dipping vats and
tick eradication.” Mr. Otto W. Peinhardt of Rt. 4 in Cullman wrote to say that most of his
cattle were heavily infested with ticks before he began dipping them. He had dipped his
cattle twice and there was not a tick to be seen. W.C. Styles of Cullman wrote to say that
after the second dipping dead ticks dropped of his cattle by the dozens. He stated that if
he was not conveniently located near a dipping vat, he would willingly pay 50 cents for a
dipping. Dr. G.R. Lee of Arkadelphia wrote to report that his yearling was looking very
bad before dipping. Since it was dipped, there was great improvement. J.R. Hawkins of
Arkadelphia did not think well of the dipping vats until he saw the great improvement to
his cattle and noticed that they had no ticks on them. J.M. Goodwin of Adams Beat had
only dipped his cattle twice, but had seen great chance and thought most everyone in his
district was well pleased with the results.
J.P. Robinson of Good Hope wrote to say that his cattle looked better since he had dipped
them that they had in the last 30 years. Further, contrary to what had been predicted
before the vats were built, there had not been a single accident while dipping cattle.
G.W. Catta observed that dipping his cattle not only killed the ticks, but also the lice,
fleas and other parasites. He thought every community should have a public dipping vat.
Ed B. Miller, the superintendent of the International Order of Odd Fellows Home, wrote
that their cattle were badly infested with ticks, and since there were no vats in the county,
they built their own. After the second dipping the cattle were free of ticks. The
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improvement was noticeable immediately, worked wonderfully on the stock, and dipping
could not be too highly recommended. E.M. Oden of Odens’ Store wrote “Any one that
can not see good results from dipping surely must be the blind man.” A letter from
Couch’s Dairy and Farm Produce Company of Vinement stated that they felt the dipping
vat had been worth a great deal. They had dipped their cattle four times, after the first
dipping there were great changes, and after the second dipping there were no more ticks
to be seen.
C.W. Bradford of Adams wrote he had 26 head of cattle in his pasture and had six cases
of Texas fever among them. After building a vat and dipping his cattle, there were no
more cases of Texas fever and the cattle looked much improved. N.M. Kelly of Trimble
wrote to say that all of his cattle were doing well. He kept them in the same pasture in
which ticks had killed cattle in previous years, and in some year, he had to remove his
cattle due to the number of ticks. He advised all stock owners to dip their cattle. He had
not heard of a single accident in his beat. A.P. Warren of Walter wrote to say he had seen
nothing but the best results from his cattle being dipped. There had not been an accident
of any kind to his knowledge. J.T. Whitaker of Walter suggested to all communities to
get a public vat to build one before the cold weather arrived. His community vats had
given noting but “perfect satisfaction.” W.C. McPherson wrote to say that he would not
be without a dipping vat if he had to build one at his own expense. Every man that
owned a cow should want to see the tick eradicated and the quarantine lifted. There had
not been a single accident at his vat. J.W. Gibbs was of the opinion that the cattle
dipping vast was “a step forward, to which no sane man could object.” It would be a
great day for Cullman County when there were no ticks on their cattle and the quarantine
lifted. S.V. Warren of Hanceville wrote to say that after he had dipped his cow, there
seemed to be a decrease in milk supply for the first couple of times, but since then, she
had produced her standard amount of milk. He was convinced the decrease in milk
production had more to do with the cow being driven to the vat than being dipped.
Finally, R.D. Dunlap of Walter thought dipping vats were the one of the good things in
which the federal and state governments were doing for the people in rural districts as
well as the business men in the towns.
On November 25, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported that a petition was being
circulated for an election on the question of building cattle dipping vats across Cullman
County for the purpose of eradicating the cattle tick. The Cullman Commercial Club
endorsed the petition and urged everyone to the polls and cast their vote in favor of it.
“The cattle tick is the cause of the death of more babies in Alabama than any thing else
and for this reason if no other everyone should be interested in its extermination. Go to
the polls and cast a vote to help save our babies.”
On December 9, 1915, The Cullman Tribune announced that the election to determine if
cattle dipping vats would be built across Cullman County to eradicate the cattle tick
would be held on January 18, 1916. The government agent, most likely Dr. Bynaker, had
returned to Washington, D.C. for the Christmas holidays and had left the matter of the
election in the hands of the Cullman Commercial Club. The petitions with signatures
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were to be filed with the probate judge on December 10th, and according to the Cullman
Commercial Club, there were a large number of petitions.
In a separate article appearing on December 9th, The Cullman Tribune published a letter
from Dr. D.J. Bynaker dispelling a rumor that there was to be a charge for using the cattle
dipping vats. Dr. Bynaker wanted it known that there would be no charge for the dipping
vats, and that the federal government would continue to cooperate with the people so that
every community could have a public dipping vat. The state and county governments
would keep the vats filled, and the inspectors paid with no cost to the people.
On January 6, 1916, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from the Cullman
Commercial Club on why the people should vote for tick eradication. For years, Cullman
County had been forced to market their cattle as quarantined cattle, consequently
bringing much less money than tick-free cattle. The last census showed that there were
12,491 cattle in Cullman County. If the cattle were tick-free, they would bring an extra
$10 per head, or a total of $124,910. The cost of tick eradication was 50 cents per head.
If the people did not show interest in tick eradication, the government inspector would
move to another county that was interested. The Cullman Commercial Club urged the
people of Cullman County to vote favorably for tick eradication on January 18th, and
keep the $124,910 at home.
On January 14, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published
in Rockford, reported that the question of whether or not Cullman County would vote to
become a tick-free county on January 18th was being widely discussed. There were
12,491 cattle in Cullman County, and with the eradication of the cattle tick, those cattle
would have an increased value of $10 per head or a total of $124,910. In counties where
the tick had already been eradicated, the cost was just 50 cents per head. At the present
time, the United States government had a man in Cullman County gathering interest and
support of tick eradication.
On January 20, 1916, The Cullman Tribune reported that tick eradication had lost by a
small majority in the election. The unofficial returns of 23 beats showed that tick
eradication had lost with 800 votes for the proposal and 858 votes against.
The Cullman Tribune reported on April 26, 1917 that W.W. Cameron, of Hartselle, who
was the government district agent in charge of tick eradication, had been in Cullman
earlier in the week to determine if the people were interested in taking up the tick
eradication work and freeing Cullman County of the quarantine on cattle. There had
been 29 cattle dipping vats constructed during 1916, and Mr. Cameron wanted to know if
the people wanted those vats refilled and the preliminary dipping work resumed.
Mr. Cameron was back in Cullman in early may consulting with Judge Buchmann and
other citizens regarding the resuming of the preliminary tick eradication work.
According to an article that appeared in the May 10, 1917 edition of The Cullman
Tribune, Mr. Cameron said he would be appearing before the county commissioners on
the first Monday in June and would present that question to the board.
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On June 14, 1917, The Cullman Tribune ran the article from Washington, D.C. appealing
to the patriotism of cattlemen across the South. “Make Our Cattle Feed Soldiers – Not
Ticks” appeared in many southern newspapers. With the World War creating a greater
demand for beef, the South was being called on for greater productivity, and eliminating
the cattle tick was more important than ever. The United States Department of
Agriculture did not want the tick eradication work to lag during the course of the war.
Tick eradication work had to be pushed more vigorously in order to free up more territory
for milk and beef production. The cattle tick “work for our enemies by keeping down the
supply of three of our most important foods. Let us recognize this pest, therefore, as an
enemy also. And let us wage war against him, from today on, without interruption, a war
of extermination.”
In Fiscal Year 1918, Cullman County had received $380.99 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no state funding. Cullman County expended $113.50
in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had dipped 6,629 herds
containing 24,341 head of cattle in 34 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Cullman County (Cary 1919:8).
On February 7, 1919, the State of Alabama passed their state-wide tick eradication law.
On February 20, 1919, The Cullman Tribune reported that a special meeting of the board
of county commissioners had been held for the purposed of determining how to carry out
the new state-wide cattle tick eradication law. A government man would be working in
connection with a state man in the county to assist and instruct cattle owners in the
construction of dipping vats and the dipping of their cattle. The county and communities
had already built 30 dipping vats. Any community where there was no vat was to arrange
for the construction of a vat at their earliest convenience. The vat was to be located
where it would be convenient for the greatest majority of the people. The dipping of
cattle in Cullman County was to begin on April 1, 1919. The work would not be a
hardship on any communities if the people would cooperate in the building of nearby
dipping vats.
On March 6, 1919, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from W.L. Endsley, the
veterinarian inspector, explaining why dipping Cullman County’s cattle every 14 days for
six months was necessary. Cullman County was one of 24 counties in Alabama that was
infested with the Texas fever tick. It took 17 to 19 days after a tick had gotten on cattle
to develop and be ready to drop and lay eggs. By dipping every 14 days, it was
guaranteed to kill all of the ticks on the cattle before they could drop off and lay eggs to
hatch out another generation of ticks. There were 43 other counties in Alabama that had
eradicated their cattle ticks before the state-wide law was passed and had been released
from the federal quarantine. The people of these released counties told their legislators
“We cannot afford to allow 24 counties to raise ticks” that might reinfest our counties
after they had gone through the trouble and expense of cleaning up. With the cooperation
on the part of all the people of Cullman County, it was expected that the county would be
tick free and released from quarantine by December 1, 1919.
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On March 13, 1919, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from Henry Mixon, the State
Cattle Dip Inspector, reminding the cattlemen of Cullman County that the cement sacks
used in the construction of the cattle dipping vats were the property of the county and
must be returned to C. Arnold & Son. Any one making personal use of the empty sacks
after the construction of a dipping vat would be subject to prosecution.
On April 3, 1919, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from Dr. Charles Cary, the
State Veterinarian, stating that the dipping vats in Cullman County would be ready and
charged by April 5th, and it was therefore ordered that all inspectors and owners of cattle
in Cullman County be ready to start dipping their cattle on the 5th of April according to
the state law. In a separate article, the newspaper posted the dipping dates for all the
cattle in Cullman and the surrounding communities. Dipping would take place at the Ed
Estes and West Side vats on April 7th, and at the Stoekers Dairy and East Side vats on
April 8th.
On May 22, 1919, The Cullman Tribune published a letter from Dr. C.A. Cary, the State
Veterinarian, stating that on account of having partial or complete infestation of tick fever
cattle tick Cullman County was one of 24 Alabama counties that were being held in
quarantine by the United States Department of Agriculture. Hence, for the same reason,
these 24 counties were being placed under quarantine by the State Veterinarian effective
May 19, 1919. The quarantine was approved by the State Live Stock Sanitary Board on
May 19th as well. The adjacent counties of Lawrence, Winston, Marshall and Blount
were included in the list of quarantined counties.
On September 4, 1919, The Cullman Tribune published an article from Washington, D.C.
reporting that the United States Department of Agriculture had issued orders releasing the
following counties from the federal quarantine effective September 15th. The counties to
be released were Blount, Clay, Cullman, Etowah and Randolph. A portion of Marshall
County was also to be released. These were the first counties to be released from
quarantine during 1919. Usually, the counties were released on December 1st, but it had
been determined that the amount of tick infestation in these counties had been reduced to
a small enough percentage that the federal authorities decided it was unnecessary to hold
them under further restrictions. Those remaining areas with infestation were to be looked
after by the state and local authorities.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Cullman County had received $1,265.22 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received another $910.35 from the State of Alabama. Cullman
County expended $13,973.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY
1919, they had dipped 70,024 herds containing 197,758 head of cattle in 151 dipping
vats. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Cullman County (Cary 1920:6).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Cullman County had received $212.48 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Cullman County
expended $1,375.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
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dipped 2,734 herds containing 11,624 head of cattle in 151 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Cullman County (Cary 1921:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Cullman County received no funding from the Bureau of Animal
Industry or the State of Alabama. They expended $20.00 in county funds in tick
eradication work. During FY 1921 they had dipped 46 herds containing 265 head of
cattle in 151 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Cullman
County (Cary 1922:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Cullman County received $123.43 from the Bureau of Animal
Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. They expended none of
their own funds in tick eradication work. During FY 1924 they had inspected or dipped
196 herds containing 1,027 head of cattle in 151 dipping vats. There were no cattle
remaining under quarantine in Cullman County (Cary 1925:10).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State of Alabama spent
a total of $240 in Fiscal Year 1916. There were no state expenditures during Fiscal Year
1917 and Fiscal Year 1918 in Cullman County for tick eradication. In Fiscal Year 1919,
the State spent $809.34, and another $180 in Fiscal Year 1920, which was the last year
the state spent money on tick eradication in Cullman County.
Dallas County, Alabama – 1911 to 1926
On April 3, 1911, The Selma Journal reported that cattle dipping had been resumed in
Dallas County on April 1st. The Board of Revenue had met and decided to commence
dipping cattle for the eradication of cattle ticks. They had begun dipping their cattle the
previous year, and had discontinued dipping on December 1, 1910.
On June 14, 1911, the Secretary of Agriculture wrote a letter in response to a Senate
resolution regarding the eradication of cattle ticks in Alabama. The work in Dallas
County was included in the letter, report that cooperative work between the USDA and
local authorities had begun on May 11, 1908, and through the close of April 30, 1911, a
total of $11,357.62 had been expended by the department. The work in 1908 was mostly
educational and demonstrational. Since 1908, systematic inspections were conducted to
determine conditions and disinfect cattle. The work was not entirely satisfactory as local
officials failed to control the movement of cattle throughout the year. As of June 1911,
much good work had been accomplished, but the cattle were not yet all free from ticks
(USDA 1911c:2).
The Selma Journal reported on September 5, 1911 that arrangements had been made with
the management of the international livestock show at Chicago for cattle from Dallas
County. Prizes were to be awarded for six classifications of cattle coming from the
quarantined area. The cattle must have been bred in the “southern district,” that is, the
portion of the United States and Mexico south of the quarantine line. According to the
article, it was of great interest of the stockmen who would be attending the International
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to see “the high quality of cattle produced in the southern states even under tick
conditions.” The arrangements had been made by the U.S. Bureau of Animal Industry to
give people proof of the benefits of the tick eradication work. It was recommended that
the Dallas County cattle raisers prepare a few car loads of cattle for the International
show.
By 1914, Dallas County and the surrounding counties were becoming one of the greatest
cattle producing sections in the State of Alabama. On February 12, 1914, The Centreville
Press reported that Dallas County was improving and increasing their herds as rapidly as
possible with hundreds of blooded and registered cattle.
On June 17, 1915, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) carried an article from The Selma
Journal reporting that the Dallas County Board of Revenue had given an additional
appropriation of $1,200 per month to continue the fight against the cattle tick in the
county. Dallas County needed healthy cows in order to have healthy beef to feed their
children. “It is a public necessity and we are glad that we have laws under which we can
operate to get them.”
On August 12, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the progress of tick eradication
across Alabama for the month of June. In Dallas County during the month June 1915, a
total of 12,017 herds of cattle, containing 56,877 head of cattle were dipped in 167 vats.
The Centreville Press reported on August 12, 1915 that every cow, bull and steer in
Dallas County was dipped twice each month. During the month of July 1915, a total of
71,762 head of cattle were dipped in 171 vats across Dallas County according to a report
filed with the United States Department of Agriculture by Dr. G.H. Bruns. The work was
done under the supervision of 16 inspectors that had been appointed by the county board
of revenue. There were a total of 32,000 cattle in Dallas County at this time, and the
report reflected that every animal had been dipped at least twice during the month. Dr.
Bruns was enthusiastic about the thoroughness of the dipping and the wonderful
cooperation of the people of Dallas County.
On August 27, 1915, The Marion Standard (Perry County, Alabama) reported that Dallas
County was to be free of cattle ticks and released from the federal quarantine by
November 1, 1915. According to Dr. G.H. Bruns, the government expert in charge of the
tick eradication program, if the farmers and stockmen in Dallas County continued at the
same pace they had maintained for the last several months, they would be free to handle
their cattle in any way they wished by November. During the previous week, there had
been 1,417 head of cattle dipped at the four vats in Selma. Only two ticks had been
found on these cattle. The work in Dallas County had been done without any troubles,
and with the exception of a few stockowners at the beginning of the tick eradication
campaign, no cattlemen had refused to dip their cattle when ordered to by the inspectors
working under Dr. Bruns.
On March17, 1916, The Marion Standard reported that the Dallas County Tick
Eradication Association had met with the county board of revenue. The board of revenue
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had agreed to put 12 inspectors to work during the following month, and to cover the
costs of charging of county cattle dipping vats for a systematic tick eradication campaign
for the month of April 1916.
The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported on April 6, 1916 that there were 176 “tick
vats” ready for work in Dallas County. On April 14, 1916, The Marion Standard
reported that according to Dr. J.S. Oldman, of the Bureau of Animal Industry, the spring
dipping in Dallas County was scheduled to begin on April 17th.
On September 15, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County
published in Rockford, reported that Dallas County was one of 11 counties in Alabama
that had finished their tick eradication work.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
that had been made during the month of January. In Dallas County, 461 herds consisting
of 5,089 head of cattle had been inspected. Of this number, 23 herds consisting of 542
head of cattle were found to be ticky and remained under quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Dallas County had received $970.00 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $75.00 from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $956.16 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had
dipped 3,559 herds containing 30,840 head of cattle in 172 dipping vats. There were 10
herds containing 264 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary
1919:8).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Dallas County had received $590.65 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $405.00 from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $1,264.37 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they had
dipped 2,174 herds containing 23,438 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There were 18
herds containing 208 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary
1920:6).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Dallas County received $512.44 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $1,980.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
dipped 2,687 herds containing 24,363 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There was one
herd containing 19 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary
1921:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Dallas County received $421.85 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $70.00 from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $1,733.26 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
dipped 2,142 herds containing 18,004 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were two
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herds containing 17 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary
1922:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Dallas County had received $312.87 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $1,872.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they had
dipped 3,876 herds containing 31,373 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There was one
herd containing 188 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary
1925:10).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Dallas County received $178.82 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Dallas County
expended $1,800.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they had
dipped 3,756 herds containing 26,893 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Dallas County (Cary 1927:7).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditures for
tick eradication in Dallas County was a total of $1,167.19 for Fiscal Year 1916, only
$112.26 for Fiscal Year 1917, no expenditures for Fiscal Year 1918, a total of $75.00 for
Fiscal Year 1919, and expenditures for Fiscal Year 1920. In Fiscal Year 1921, $210.00
was spent for tick eradication in Dallas and Autauga counties, and in Fiscal Year 1922,
$140.00 was spent in Dallas and Autauga counties.
Bibb County, Alabama – 1913 to 1926
On June 19, 1913, the editor of The Centreville Press published a letter from A.H.
Pettibone of the U.S. Department of Agriculture. (Pettibone, working out of Nashville,
Tennessee, had sent letters to various state and county newspapers across Tennessee in
1906 informing the public about the advantages of tick eradication. In 1912, be began
sending letters to newspapers in Tennessee and Alabama.) Pettibone’s letter from 1912
and 1913 were all similar, with a specific plea to each county they were sent to. The
letters described the cattle tick as the “great bane and pest to Southern agriculture,” and
stated that the losses to the tick in Alabama and Georgia were over $75 million.
According to Pettibone, the Bureau of Animal Industry had begun the tick eradication
program six years earlier, and during that time, 187,000 square miles or more than
120,000,000 acres had been cleared of the cattle tick. The farmers that had participated
in the eradication program were fully aware of the benefits of the program, and those
benefits could also pay in Bibb County, Alabama. Bibb County, according to Pettibone,
could be more prosperous than ever before, as Bibb County was as good at raising cattle
as the little country of Denmark, which was the “richest and most prosperous corner of
Europe.” Denmark’s prosperity was based on beef and butter, and having no cattle ticks.
On March 25, 1915, The Centreville Press announced that the Live Stock Growers’
Association would be meeting on March 27th at the county court house. The purpose of
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the meeting was to prepare Bibb County to receive the benefits of the aid that would be
offered by the State and Federal governments in ridding the county of the cattle tick and
hog cholera.
A letter to the editor from James D. Martin appeared in the May 20, 1915 edition of The
Centreville Press. According to Mr. Martin, there was more humane and cheaper way of
killing cattle ticks than by dipping cattle in “a poisonous fluid.” He had a “nice bunch”
of cattle with no ticks. He kept ticks off his cattle with Watkins Dip, but mostly with the
curry comb. Combing his cattle required less work than having to drive them to a vat
every 14 days. Lawrence County was “fearfully in dept” and the dipping vat required
salaried officers. Further, there was no insurance against accidents to the cattle in the
process of being dipped. Mr. Martin urged the stockmen of Bibb County to eradicate the
ticks by themselves without being made to do so in “a very dangerous way.”
On June 17, 1915, The Centreville Press contained an article written by Dr. B.O. Minge,
veterinarian inspector for the Bureau of Animal Industry entitled “Ticks Will Not Come
Back.” According to Dr. Minge, there were many people in Alabama that did not
understand that once the cattle tick was eradicated from an area, it would not return
unless re-introduced on cattle or horses from other areas. Since the systematic tick
eradiation movement began in 1906, ticks had been eradicated from 240,000 square
miles, and no cattle ticks had been reported in any of the 190 counties in the area cleared.
The cattle tick only infested cattle, mules and horses. It did not infest dogs, cats, rabbits
or foxes. By the systematic disinfection of cattle, mules and horses, it was possible to
eradicate the cattle tick. The tick could only lay eggs after it had reached maturity, which
occurred 16 to 21 days after it had attached to a host. The ticks could survive for only six
months during the summer months without substance, therefore if no ticks were allowed
to mature on cattle, mules or horses in a given area during this six-month period, no eggs
could be laid, and the cattle tick would be completely eradicated. Once eradication, they
could only be re-introduced by the carelessness of man.
The Centreville Press carried an article by Mrs. G.H. Mathis, of the Alabama Diversified
Farming Association, entitled “Tick Eradication Helps the Renter” in the June 24, 1915
edition. According to Mrs. Mathis, an unknown number of children were dying from
drinking milk from ticky cows. The milk produced dysentery and “summer complaint”
among small children and thousands of babies died every year in Alabama from those
diseases. The loss of children and the medical expenses hit renters hardest. A sick child
in the home could cause a renter to lose his crop, and renters were very dependent on
their cows for food. Ticks caused cows to fall off in their milk flow by a quart per day,
and go dry long before their natural time. The cows were also thin and weak when they
could be fat and strong.
When the renter sold his yearlings for beef, they would bring several dollars less per
pound if coming from ticky counties, and there was no market for their hides. Ticks also
made the yearlings slow to fatten. The home-grown beef of ticky cattle was always tough
and unpalatable, and it could never be made tender, according to Mrs. Mathis, and could
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not compete with Kansas City meat even in the local markets. The local beef markets
would never be claimed until the cattle were dipped and the tick eradicated.
The renter with one cow needs all the milk the cow can give, therefore, the renter needs
to do his part in building dipping vats. “It seems that every man who loves him [sic]
family and his home will be glad to help in the good work and get rid of the ticks this
year.”
The same June 24th edition of The Centreville Press, contained an article by Dr. G.H.
Bruns, veterinarian inspector for the Bureau of Animal Industry entitled “Starting Tick
Eradication.” According to Dr. Bruns, tick eradication was one of the most progressive
movements that a county can make. In order to have a satisfactory program of tick
eradication, it was necessary to have a full system of dipping vats constructed. These
vats needed to be durable, and systematically constructed under the supervision of an
experienced vat builder. The Bureau of Animal Industry in Birmingham would send vat
inspectors to the counties to supervise the construction. To obtain their assistance, the
county, through their Commissioner’s Court, needed to provide the cement and the
“medicine” to build and fill the public dipping vats.
After the vat construction is nearly completed, a tick eradication election should be held.
In order to have this election, a petition with 25 percent of the voters in the county was
needed. A majority of the voters was necessary to vote for eradication. If the vote
passed, the Commissioner’s Court would adopt the rules and regulations of the Livestock
Sanitary Board of Alabama relative to tick eradication. If the regulations are complied
with, the State would assign inspectors to assist the counties. A State appropriation of
$25,000 was to be used to pay for the inspectors. The Bureau of Animal Industry would
also detail experienced inspectors to supervise the tick eradication work in the county.
On August 26, 1915, The Centreville Press published a letter to the editor from a Mr.
G.F. Martin of Randolph, Alabama. Mr. Martin asked the question, “Why can’t we get
the cattle tick law in Bibb county?” He had some “sad experience” trying to free his
cattle of ticks, and he had concluded that the best way to deal with ticks was to dip the
cattle in vats. He considered dipping cattle to eradicate ticks next in importance to
having good roads.
On August 3, 1916, The Centreville Press reported that the Kaul Lumber Company, who
owned large tracts of land in Bibb, Perry, Hale and Tuscaloosa counties, had offered
“handsome prizes” for the best Herefords, Shorthorns, and Polled Durhams exhibited at
the State Fair in Birmingham. Kaul had recently placed several hundred head of cattle of
these fine strains of beef and dairy cattle out to pasture on their cut-over lands in those
four counties. The cattle had already produced approximately 80 young calves.
Unfortunately, the farmers of Bibb County were not able to take advantage of this
opportunity as cattle from Bibb County could not be sent outside the county due to the
cattle tick. The article concluded by urging the voters of Bibb County to pass a cattle
dipping law as soon as possible.
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The Centreville Press reported on February 22, 1917 that a tick election had been called
for Bibb County. Probate Judge Nicholson had designated March 6th as the day for
voting on the question of tick eradication in Bibb County. A petition containing 25
percent of the voters in the county had been presented to Judge Nicholson. According to
the article, at the time of the petition every county touching Bibb County except one, had
voted favorably on tick eradication. It was thought that the voters would move for the
eradication of the cattle tick.
In a separate article in the February 22nd edition, the voters of Bibb County were
informed that by voting for tick eradication, they could place Bibb County in “the front
rank” with the counties that had already adopted the tick eradication plan. The U.S.
Government had spent millions of dollars in helping to rid the country of the cattle tick,
and “surely the government knows better than a few individuals who are opposed to this
progressive move.” The newspaper asked the people of Bibb County to “be with the
other progressive counties, and vote to eradicate the tick.” In the following weeks, there
was no mention of the results of the tick election in The Centreville Press. Presumably,
tick eradication failed to be carried by vote as another election was held in March of
1918.
On February 21, 1918, The Centreville Press announced that a petition was being
circulated for signatures by the voters of Bibb County calling for an election on tick
eradication. Other progressive counties in Alabama had voted for this law, and at the
present time, Bibb County could not “sell a hoof” outside of the county as every adjacent
county had passed tick eradication laws.
The Centreville Press editions of March 7, and March 21, 1918 gave notice that an
election would be held in several precincts across Bibb County on March 26th to
determine whether or not the work of tick eradication would be taken up across Bibb
County. On March 28th, The Centreville Press reported that tick eradication had been
defeated by a large majority in the recently held election. Across the county, only three
beats voted in favor of tick eradication, the Centreville beat and Beats 3 and 4.
According to the newspaper, the defeat was a great disappointment to the stockmen of
Bibb County, and a step backward. A follow-up article on April 4, 1918 showed that
Centreville, Brent and Beat 3 had voted in favor of tick eradication, and the balance of
Bibb County voted against it. The total vote was 374 votes for tick eradication work and
419 votes against. This showed “very plainly that the people of Bibb County want the
tick, and the majority rules.”
In Fiscal Year 1918, Bibb County received $534.03 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended none of their own funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, there were
18 dipping vats in operation, but no addition information was report by the State
Veterinarian on numbers of herds or the number of cattle dipped (Cary 1919:8).
On January 30, 1919, The Centreville Press announced that an anti-tick bill had passed
and would soon become a state law. The article reflected on the vote held in Bibb
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County on the tick question several months earlier, where the people had voted to keep
the tick. The state legislature, however, had voted 72 to one against the tick. The State
of Alabama was going into partnership with the federal government to rid the state of the
cattle tick. Dipping vats would be established all over Bibb County, and the cattle would
be dipped until the tick was eliminated. According to the article, this would give the
people of Bibb County a market for their cattle when the law became effective and the
tick was eradicated.
On February 13, 1919, The Centreville Press reported that the Alabama Senate had
passed the state-wide cattle tick law after it had passed the House several days earlier.
The bill had provoked a great deal of discussion in the House, but the Senate had
concurred in the action of the House by a large majority. The bill making it compulsory
to dip all cattle, horses, and mules in the State of Alabama was now awaiting Governor
Kilby’s signature.
On April 3, 1919, The Centreville Press posted a dipping order from Dr. Charles A. Cary,
the State Veterinarian. The dipping vats were to be charged and ready by April 10, 1919,
and all inspectors, owners of cattle and parties in possession of cattle in Bibb County
were to be ready to begin regular dipping of cattle according to the law on April 10th.
Two weeks later, on April 14th, The Centreville Press reported that a dipping vat, located
12 miles north of Centreville, had been blown up by unknown parties. The vat was
located several miles from any habitation, and the parties that used dynamite in
destroying the vat had been in little danger of being caught during the “depredation.”
The newspaper regretted that Bibb County was going to be “classed with some others that
have resorted to this means” of blowing up the cattle dipping vats.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Bibb County had received $2,192.46 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $755.65 from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended $11,116.95 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
had dipped 35,043 herds containing 132,336 head of cattle in 117 dipping vats. There
were 23 herds containing 166 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Bibb County
(Cary 1920:6).
In April of the following year, the dynamiting of cattle dipping vats continued. On April
22, 1920, The Centreville Press reported that five cattle dipping vats had been blown up
in Bibb County. The dynamited vats were located in Beats 2 and 13. A meeting had
been held previously at a local school house in that section of the county, and 30
residents had signed a pledge that they would not dip their cattle. It was believed that the
sentiment from this meeting had inspired the dynamiting of the vats. Officers were
working on the case, and it was “liable to get someone in trouble.”
In July of 1920, several people were arrested and fined for failure to dip their cattle.
County court reports and articles published in The Centreville Press documented that the
fines ranged from $10 to $50 plus any costs for having officials dip their cattle. In one
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case, two individuals only had to pay the cost of having the officials dip their cattle. On
July 1, 1920, The Centreville Press reported that Eli and Joana Lucas from near Brierfield
were brought to jail, and charged with failing and refusing to dip their cattle in
compliance with the state dipping law. Edgar Lawley, Z.B. Smitherman, Hardy
Smitherman, Ellis Jones, Henry Smitherman, Sam Smitherman, Wiley Lawley, Joe
Lawley, S.F. Scott, J.E. Belvin and Noah Lawley, all from or near Lawley, were arrested
and charged with the same offense.
The “County Court” news in the July 8, 1920 edition of The Centreville Press listed the
following individuals as being arrested and fined: Minor Medders, Jr., failing to dip
cattle, fined $25 and cost; Ben Lucas, failing to dip cattle, fined $15 and cost; J.A. Blake,
failing or refusing to dip cattle, fined $15 and cost; Hardy Smitherman, failing or refusing
to dip cattle, fined $25 and cost; Henry Smitherman, Ellis Jones, Edgar Lawley, Zeb
Smitherman, Fate Scott, and Joe Lawley, failing or refusing to dip cattle, each fined $10
and cost; Wiley Lawley, Sam Smitherman, Noah Lawley, and Will Blake, failing or
refusing to dip cattle, each fined $10 and cost; J.B. Woodle and B.F. Jeffcoat, failing or
refusing to dip cattle, dismissed on payment of cost; Rube Lawley, failing to dip cattle,
fined $10 and cost; Eli Lucas, failing to dip cattle, fined $10 and cost; J.F. Belvin, failing
to dip cattle, fined $25 and cost; Al Stewart, failing to dip cattle, fined $50 and cost;
Andrew Hatcher, failing to dip cattle, dismissed on payment of Clerk’s and Sheriff’s fees.
On July 29, 1920, The Centreville Press reported that three cases had been tried in the
County Court for violating the cattle dipping law. Robert Edwards of Lawley was fined
$25 and cost for failing to dip cattle as required by law. Noah Lawley was fined $50 and
cost for failing to dip cattle. Floyd Hicks was fined $10 and cost for failing to dip cattle
as required by law.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Bibb County had received $2,389.08 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $697.36 from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended $5,015.34 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
dipped 15,926 herds containing 60,806 head of cattle in 117 dipping vats. There were 23
herds containing 261 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Bibb County (Cary
1921:6).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1921, Bibb County had received $1,105.93 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $495.00 from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended $2,342.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
dipped 3,922 herds containing 17,232 head of cattle in 82 dipping vats. There were two
herds containing six head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Bibb County (Cary
1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Bibb County had received $5,313.49 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $1,175.00 from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended $5,630.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they had
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dipped 26,430 herds containing 109,380 head of cattle in 88 dipping vats. There were
117 herds containing 948 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Bibb County
(Cary 1925:9).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Bibb County had received $3,716.74 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $288.00 from the State of Alabama. Bibb County
expended $560.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they had
inspected or dipped 8,314 herds containing 29,849 head of cattle in 88 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Bibb County (Cary 1927:6).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, State expenditures for tick
eradication in Bibb County were a total of $635.78 for Fiscal Year 1919, $578.08 for
Fiscal Year 1920, $479.28 for Fiscal Year 1921, and $180.00 for Fiscal Year 1922.
Perry County, Alabama – 1909 to 1926
According to a letter written by the Secretary of Agriculture on June 14, 1911 in response
to a Senate resolution regarding the eradication of cattle ticks in Alabama, educational
and demonstrational work was conducted in Perry County from January 20 to February
28, 1909; and from April 1 to November 15, 1910, at an expense to the USDA of
$2,088.90. Systematic cooperative work was not initiated by the local authorities, but
“considerable good” had been accomplished. The cattle were not free of ticks (USDA
1911c:4).
By May 1914, the Perry County Livestock Association had been organized. The Marion
Standard reported on May 6, 1914, that they had held their second meeting. President J.
Marvin Moore had presided over the meeting, with a “most instructive address” given by
Dr. Ray Jackson, “the government expert” on tick eradication. Dr. Jackson had insisted
that the first priority of the Live Stock Association should be getting rid of the cattle tick,
as until that time, no high grade cattle could be brought into Perry County.
On May 20, 1914, The Marion Standard reported the Perry County Livestock
Association had met again. Construction of cattle dipping vats had begun in Perry
County, but there was opposition to dipping cattle coming from the Oldtown and Brush
Creek beats in the northern portions of the county along the Bibb County line. The other
14 beats were making good progress on vat construction. Oak Grove and Cleveland
beats had completed their vats the previous week under the supervision of the
government expert. Several privately owned vats had been constructed, and more were
under construction. The article included discussion of the laws governing tick
eradication, and an assurance that dipping cattle was not injurious to the cattle.
Government experiments had shown that the concern of the cattle drinking the arsenic
bath in the vats was not valid. Cattle that had been dipped were healthier and bringing
higher prices. The cost of dipping cattle was considered to be minor. The vats were to be
constructed in convenient locations, and although the dipping was required twice a
month, this was only necessary until the ticks had been eradicated. The newspaper
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assured their readers that if they gave the question some study, they would lose their
prejudices of this progressive movement, and when the cattle ticks had been eradicated in
Perry County, they would feel foolish for having hesitated to dip their cattle.
The Marion Standard reported on July 24, 1914 that while there had been troubles in
some of the counties of Alabama with people fighting and fussing over dipping cattle, the
people of Perry County were constructing dipping vats without any difficulties. Thirty
public and six private dipping vats had been constructed, and each week four to five more
vats were being completed. Locations had been selected for a total of 85 cattle dipping
vats in Perry County to meet the demands. A government expert was still on the ground
aiding Mr. Will Edwards who was the local manager of the vat construction.
According to an article appearing in The Marion Standard on August 21, 1914, Mr.
William Edwards had informed the newspaper that about 40 cattle dipping vats had been
completed, and the people were now “thoroughly interested” and would soon have vats
constructed in every beat in Perry County.
The Marion Standard reported on April 23, 1915 that several complaints had been made
that people were being charged a fee to use the public cattle dipping vats. It was
determined to be illegal to charge cattlemen using those vats that had been constructed
for public use with county funds. The complaints were also discussed at the Perry
County Livestock Association meeting. Some of the vats had been partially funded by
private individuals in partnership with the county. The private contributors were
charging the non-contributing cattlemen a fee to dip their cattle. It was suggested that the
private individuals might reimburse the county for their share of the construction cost,
and then charge for the use of the vat, but it was not known if this was legal.
On May 7, 1915, The Marion Standard reported that since April 15th, a total of 9,752
cattle had been dipped. County officials and the citizens had worked harmoniously in
this effort, and it was expected that the federal quarantine could be lifted from Perry
County by the early winter of 1915. Only a few more vats needed to be constructed to
meet the required number of vats for the county.
In mid-June 1915, Texas fever hit Perry County and took its toll on many cattle. The
Marion Standard reported on June 25, 1915 that Dr. Meador, the State Assistant
Veterinarian, had been called to Marion to investigate a disease that was taking a heavy
toll on the cattle in Perry County. More than 100 head of cattle had died over the
previous two weeks. After inspecting several herds, Dr. Meador concluded that it was
Texas fever. Although treatments were given to the cattle immediately, they were
continuing to die. Officials had reported that the cattle ticks were more numerous in the
pastures this year. Cattle from the towns free of ticks that had been sent out to pastures in
the county were more susceptible to the disease, and Texas fever was more fatal to them.
In areas where the cattle had been dipped the previous year (1914) and the pastures
partially cleaned of ticks, the fatality had not been as great. It had been suggested among
some of the people that the cattle were dying due to being dipped. Dr. Meador was called
to Perry County to dispel any anxieties along those lines. In years past, hundreds of cattle
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died from Texas fever each year with little public notice as no report was made. There
was now a complete inventory of the cattle in the county, and when the recent losses
were compared to previous years, the losses would be very much less.
On July 16, 1915, The Marion Standard reported that two cattle dipping vats had been
dynamited in the Pinetucky beat of Perry County. News of the destruction was not
immediately forwarded to law enforcement officials as the citizens feared they would be
“assassinated or their homes burned.” Perry County had expended $1,500 every month
for the last several months in the tick eradication program. Judge Pitts, the county judge,
was quoted as saying that the work would not be slowed by a few that took the law into
their own hands and destroy public property. He promised to “not leave a stone unturned
to locate the perpetrators of this inexcusable deed, and see that they are prosecuted to the
limit of the law.”
On July 23, 1915, The Marion Standard contained a statement from Mr. J.M. Moore,
president of the Perry County Livestock Association and president of the Peoples Bank of
Marion. Mr. Moore stated that if the cattle tick was not eradicated from Perry County by
November, the people would have to pay no less than $6,000 for another year of dipping
their cattle. Whether eradicated in 1915 or the following year, the cattle tick had to go.
The people of Perry County had invested too much money in the eradication program and
were investing too much money in blooded stock and fencing pastures to allow the
movement to stop before completion. Mr. Moore was dipping 200 head of cattle and
expected to continue doing so until the government officials raised the quarantine. He
had invested in a herd of bred cattle that he was fattening for sale in a “foreign market.”
His cattle were too costly to sell in local markets. Mr. Moore had learned his lesson
previously, when he brought a small herd of cattle to market. When he had to declare
that the cattle were from within the quarantine zone, he lost two to three cents per pound
in the sale, losing nearly $1,000 in all. Mr. Moore hoped there would be full attendance
at the next meeting of the Perry County Livestock Association meeting. The people had
to act and act now. Perry County could not afford to rebuild the cattle dipping vats and
hire the federal and state agents to supervise the project. The people of Perry County
could not afford to lose on this investment. This was not a time for vandalism or
procrastination.
On August 12, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the progress of tick eradication
across Alabama for the month of June. In Perry County during the month June 1915, a
total of 5,734 herds of cattle, containing 36,864 head of cattle were dipped in 128 vats.
On September 9, 1915, The Tuskegee News reported in their “State Briefs” that Perry
County was expecting to be free from ticks and have the federal quarantine lifted by
November.
On December 1, 1915, the cattle quarantine was lifted from Perry County. The Marion
Standard reported on December 3rd that tick officials had sent their final report to the
government, and Perry County was now free to ship their cattle into any section of the
United States. This would bring higher prices for the cattle, between two and five cents
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per pound. A small portion of Perry County in the northeastern corner of the county was
still to be under quarantine. The County Livestock Association had attempted to work
out a compromise where dipping would continue for another year in this portion of the
county, but their plan failed to pass.
Although the federal quarantine had been lifted for most of Perry County, the cattle tick
problem was not solved. In February of 1916, it was determined that Perry County
would have to continue dipping their cattle. On February 18, 1916, The Marion Standard
reported that Perry County’s cattle would be dipped in the later part of March. The
federal government, through Mr. William Edwards, had convinced the county
commissioners to furnish the chemicals for charging the public dipping vats for the last
two weeks of March. This precaution was being done so that the cattle in Perry County
that had been running in open range over the winter could be thoroughly cleaned before
being put back into their pastures. Mr. Edwards stated that the cost of dipping would be
greatly less than the cost of inspectors. Only one inspector would be needed to charge
the vats and supervise the dipping. On February 25, 1916, The Marion Standard reported
that the cattle owners in the quarantined portion of Perry County were feeling the effect
of failing to dip their cattle. Cattle prices had recently increased as much as 4 ½ cents per
pound in the areas where the quarantine had been lifted. There was no market for cattle
coming from the quarantined areas.
By the end of March 1916, cattlemen in the tick-free portion of the county were frustrated
at the lack of enforcement of the quarantine and movement of tick-infested cattle. The
Marion Standard reported on March 31, 1916 that those cattlemen that had invested in
“fine cattle” and those cattlemen that had followed the quarantine laws were enraged at
the leniency of law enforcement officials. Several cases had gone to court for violating
the quarantine laws and had been held over by the grand jury for further investigation.
Not only was the cattlemen’s investment being wasted, but the county’s investment of
$12,000 to $15,000 each month in tick eradication was being thrown away. The county
was presently receiving big orders for cattle at prices “never before obtained for common
grade cattle.” These orders were the result of the quarantine and tick eradication work. It
was expected that in a few years all of the “scrub cattle” will have been sent to market
and replaced with the best breeds of cattle. However, the government had to enforce the
quarantine laws. If not, “we had as well turn the larger per cent [of cattle] over to the
buzzards.”
In another March 31st article in The Marion Standard, it was reported that Mr. I.T. Watts,
with the state farm demonstration and live stock work, had been in Marion observing the
progress of the final dipping of cattle. Mr. Watts was reported to say that the State of
Alabama was “alive to the interest of getting rid of the tick” and several counties would
have the federal quarantine lifted by the end of the year. Only a small “streak” of Perry
County remained under quarantine, and it was hoped that the quarantine would be lifted
from this small portion of Perry County within the next year. According to Mr. Watts, it
was a matter of educating the people to endorse cattle dipping. “When the people are
fully convinced of the merit of tick eradication they will not hesitate to dip their cattle.”
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On April 3, 1916, the Perry County Live Stock Association held a meeting and passed
two resolutions regarding the quarantine enforcement. It was determined that Perry
County was in “extreme danger of being infested with the Texas fever cattle tick” by the
complete disregard of the quarantine. Perry County had spent $12,000 in addition to
thousands more spent by the state and national governments, and the citizens had put an
immense amount of effort into dipping their cattle. It was the duty of all patriotic citizens
to cooperate and ensure that no more cattle were moved from the quarantined areas into
tick-free areas. It was resolved that the county commissioners provide the county with at
least two men to guard the lines between the tick-free and quarantined districts. The
guards would be able to “ascertain all violators of the law and secure evidence for
conviction.” It was further resolved that the Live Stock Association would contribute
liberally both money and time to push the prosecutions to the utmost limit, and if
necessary to call upon the State to pressure local authorities to enforce this law.
On April 14, 1916, The Marion Standard carried an article that also appeared in The
Selma Journal containing a statement made by Dr. J.S. Oldman of the Bureau of Animal
Industry. Dr. Oldman was in charge operations in Dallas, Wilcox, Perry and Lowndes
counties, and had just spent a few days in Marion investigating the non enforcement of
the anti-tick laws in Perry County. Although the federal quarantine had been lifted from
most of the county, there were some cattle dealers that were taking infected cattle into the
tick-free portions of the county. The failure of a few cattlemen to obey the restrictions
was driving down the prices, and jeopardizing the cattle industry for the entire county.
On June 24, 1916, seven cases were to be brought before Justice Tom Curry for
violations of the cattle tick law. According to the June 23rd edition of The Marion
Standard, two of the cases had been under investigation prior to the spring term of the
circuit court. The other cases were the result of recent investigations by the county and
state livestock inspectors. The inspectors were hoping to have as many members of the
county livestock association present at the trials, as the eradication of the cattle tick
depended on the support of the local cattle raisers. The inspectors claimed to have ample
proof for convictions if the cases were properly prosecuted. They also hoped that these
cases would prove that the tick law would be strictly enforced. The lack of enforcement
had forced Perry County to continue dipping cattle at additional cost and effort.
The Marion Standard reported on August 25, 1916 that 21 tick law cases were to be
handled by grand jury according to a statement from Mr. Foster Seawell, the special
government agent in charge of the enforcement of the tick eradication law. The charges
were for failing to dip cattle and for bringing cattle from tick-infested areas into tick-free
areas. During the last session of the grand jury, six cases had been returned and delayed.
This had created some doubt as to whether the law would be enforced. According to the
article, there was to be a different phase put on the matter during the coming session, and
“some doubting Thomases will wake up to find they will have a fine and cost to pay in an
amount that will make them open their eyes.”
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
of tick eradication during the month of January. In Perry County, 622 herds consisting of

133

6,487 head of cattle had been inspected. Of this number, 12 herds consisting of 82 head
of cattle were found to be infested and remained under quarantine.
In Fiscal Year 1918, Perry County had received $421.47 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $114.80 from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $590.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had
dipped 1,159 herds containing 14,896 head of cattle in 133 dipping vats. There were
three herds containing 56 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County
(Cary 1918:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Perry County had received $408.08 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $450.00 from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $906.97 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they had
dipped 2,274 herds containing 19,341 head of cattle in 146 dipping vats. There were six
herds containing 82 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County (Cary
1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Perry County had received $119.27 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $1,102.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
dipped 1,258 herds containing 14,436 head of cattle in 146 dipping vats. There were
three herds containing 87 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County
(Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Perry County had received $357.81 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $115.00 from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $983.65 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
dipped 1,145 herds containing 9,789 head of cattle in 140 dipping vats. There was one
herd containing 100 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County (Cary
1922:8).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Perry County had received $1,292.44 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $2,250.25 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they had
dipped 5,172 herds containing 36,632 head of cattle in 140 dipping vats. There were 79
herds containing 445 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County (Cary
1925:11).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Perry County had received $935.85 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Perry County
expended $1,146.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they had
dipped 3,160 herds containing 19,350 head of cattle in 140 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Perry County (Cary 1927:8).
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According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State of Alabama spent
$1,080 on tick eradication in Perry County during Fiscal Year 1916. During the
following six years, cattle were dipped in Perry County. The State of Alabama spent
$478 in Fiscal Year 1917, $298.57 in Fiscal Year 1918, $380 in Fiscal Year 1919, and
$175 in Fiscal Year 1920. The last state expenditure for cattle dipping in Perry County
was during Fiscal Year 1921 with $30.30 spent.

Hale County, Alabama - 1915 to 1926
In April of 1915, the southern portion of Hale County was ready to begin their campaign
against the cattle tick. On April 29, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman published a letter
to the editor from Mr. Thomas E. Knight and a second letter to the editor from Mr.
William M. Spencer, Chairman of the Commissioners Court of Hale County. Mr. Knight
wrote to say that on May 4th, the Hale county commissioners would meet to consider the
question of cattle tick eradication in the county. The previous week, there had been a
meeting attended by a large number of citizens from the southern portion of the county.
Their purpose was to establish a tick quarantine district in the southern portion of Hale
County. Mr. Knight and two others had been asked to “lay the matter before the
Commissioners.” Since that meeting, numerous citizens of Hale County living north of
the proposed district had expressed great dissatisfaction with the southern district idea.
Mr. Knight was opposed to taking up tick eradication in any one section of the county,
unless the other sections of the county were given a “fair deal.” Whatever was to be
done, it needed to be agreed upon by all citizens of Hale County. A vote on the question
of cattle tick eradication take some time previously had shown all but one beat in favor of
the tick eradication work. The entire county should be given the opportunity to be heard
by the county commissioners on this question.
Mr. Spencer’s letter was dated April 28th and reported on a meeting held at the courthouse
in Greensboro the same day. According to a report given by Mr. J.B. Stickney, the
northern part of the county was not ready to begin tick eradication work, and suggested
that the establishment of regulations be delayed. Mr. Stickney was in favor of the
establishment of the southern district. Mr. Thomas E. Knight reported on the southern
district resolution and it was adopted. The southern district was defined by a line running
beginning from where Big Creek empties into the Black Warrior River, thence following
Big Creek easterly to where it crosses the Southern railway, thence following the
Southern railway southeasterly to the line between Township 20 and Township 21,
thence following the township line east to the Hale-Perry County line. The County
Commissioners were to establish this southern district as the cattle tick quarantine district
and present it to Dr. Charles A. Cary, the State Veterinarian. The remainder of the
county would be placed under cattle tick quarantine in 1916.
On May 6, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman announced that effective May 15th all of
Hale County was to be put under quarantine against cattle ticks. The County
Commissioners had met on May 4th and in accordance with the request of “the mass
meeting of citizens from every portion of the county” the Commissioners decreed that all
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of Hale County should be placed under quarantine. All owners of cattle were now
required to dip their cattle every two weeks under government supervision. It was hoped
that Hale County would be free of cattle ticks by January 1916 and released from the
quarantine. This would give cattle owners an additional several cents per pound for their
beef cattle than they were getting at the present time. It was estimated that cattle owners
in the southern portion of Hale County had lost at least $25,000 the previous year due to
being in the tick infested area.
On May 13, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman published a letter from Dr. W.L. Endsley,
Supervising Inspector, and A.H. Cox, Assistant Inspector, which included a copy of the
dipping law. The law applied to cattle owners whether they owned a single calf or an
entire herd. “No person owning of having in charge any cattle infested or exposed to the
infection of ticks shall fail to dip all such cattle (after being notified to do so by an officer
or inspector commissioned by the Live Stock Sanitary Board) in a standard solution of
arsenic contained in a dipping vat every two weeks at the time and place designated by
said officer or inspector, as long as the ticks remain on the cattle or the premises remain
quarantined; unless the owner or person in charge receives permission from an inspector
commissioned by said Board to disinfect the cattle in another manner.” The only other
approved method was to wash the stock in the dipping pen every two weeks –
presumably with the same arsenic solution being used in the vats. The letter concluded
with a listing of the local inspectors for Hale County. T.A. Sledge and Frank Sledge
were located in Greensboro, B.L. Allen, Jr. was located in Newbern, Leonard M. Collins
was located in Gallon, J. Rufus Smith was located in Havana, I.L. Smith was located in
Greensboro, J.P. Borden, Jr. was located in Greensboro, and Edward Nabors was located
in Cypress. The newspaper also posted a letter from Dr. Charles A. Cary, State
Veterinarian, which consisted of the quarantine notice.
On May 13th, The Greensboro Watchman also published a letter from A.H. Cox,
Assistant Inspector, on the progress in Hale County. The county had already constructed
75 cattle dipping vats, and another 15 were about to be constructed. The 90 vats were
“sufficient to supply every locality very conveniently.” There were eight local inspectors
to supervise the cattle dipping, and it was expected that everything would be ready to
begin dipping by May 15th. It was hoped that the cattle tick eradication work could be
completed in one season at the smallest possible expense. Previous work had shown that
the cost of tick eradication was about 50 cents per head. Now that general dipping was
being enforced, Hale County could be free of ticks within six months. Mr. Cox reminded
stock owners that their cattle needed to be dipped every two weeks, as well as their
horses, mules and colts if they were running in the same pastures as the cattle.
On May 20, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman reported that 2,944 cattle had been dipped
on May 15th. Only eight dipping vats were in operation for the first day of the dipping
season, but that was considered a “fine showing.” Another 635 cattle were dipped at the
Depot vat on May 17th. Hale County now had the “tick quarantine in force.” Cattle
owners failing to dip their stock could be fined, and if necessary imprisoned.
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On May 27, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman reported that as of May 25th, a total of
14,369 head of cattle, owned by 2,045 different people, had been dipped. The paper
claimed that there were more cattle in Hale County than anyone had realized. A separate
article reporting the news from Hogglesville, Beat 11, also state that people were
unaware of the number of cattle in their beat until the dipping vats had been constructed.
A total of 149 head of cattle were dipped at the Hogglesville vat on the first day, May
15th. News from Wedgworth reported that their dipping vats were in operation, and all of
their cows “had turned Baptists.” The reporter of the “Wedgworth Notes” also asked the
editor of The Greensboro Watchman, who as going to catch the rabbits and dip them. It
was thought impossible to extricate Hale County from the tick parasites as long as rabbits
and other animals ran at large in the woods and fields. [Although the cattle tick was not
known to infest rabbits, they did attach themselves to horses, mules, and deer. The
question may have been more a case of sarcasm.]
The May 27th edition also published a copy of the law and the penalties for violating the
cattle tick quarantine law, suggesting that “all who have cattle would do well to read it,
and confirm to its provisions.” In summary, the April 22, 1911 law read that any persons
found in violation of the state quarantine laws, or in violation of the rules and regulations
of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board, or who should drive, carry or transport, or cause
to be driven, moved, or transported live stock from any quarantined district without a
health certificate; or failed or refused to cleanse and disinfect an infected place in which
live stock were kept when directed by the State Live Stock State Sanitary Board or the
State Veterinarian, or interferes with the work of the Board or State Veterinarian, shall be
guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction shall be fined $500 and may be imprisoned
or sentenced to hard labor for not more than six months. [This was a far more severe
penalty than that given for failure or refusal to dip live stock.]
As the dipping of cattle progressed, it continued to surprise some citizens of Hale County
as to just how many cattle were in the county. The Greensboro Watchman reported on
June 10, 1915 that the work of eradicating the cattle tick was progressing smoothly, and
demonstrating that Hale County was not entirely dependent upon cotton. At this point, a
total of 21,217 head of cattle had been dipped, owned by 3,629 different people. In a
separate article, it was pointed out that Hale County could produce any crop for the
sustenance of man and beast. Based on the reports coming from the cattle dipping, it was
evident that cattle could be raised successfully along with horses, hogs, mules, sheep and
goats. Hale County had an abundance of hay of the finest quality of Johnson grass as
well as alfalfa. The newspaper was making mention of these facts to remind the people
of Hale County that even if the boll weevil cuts down the cotton crop to a third of a crop,
there are other avenues open that will save their farms. In news from Geddies, Beat 14, it
was reported that the cattle dipping vat at Five Mile was about ready for service.
On June 17, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman published the news from Harmony, Beat
4, reporting that they had over 200 head of cattle and one Jenny (female mule) to be
dipped in their one vat. They warned that it might be dangerous for man to pass while
the dipping was going on for fear he too might get a dunking. In another article it was
reported that cattle from tick infested areas could not be brought into Hale County. A
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man had attempted to unload cattle he had brought in from Tennessee, and was forced to
leave the county. There was a heavy fine for violating the tick eradication law. It was
also reported that on June 15th the County Commissioners Court had been in session for
the purpose of making arrangements to carry on the work of tick eradication.
On June 24, 1915, the editor of The Greensboro Watchman wrote that the tick eradication
law was a good law, and would result in much benefit to the State of Alabama. It was
presently in force across Hale County, and the people were cooperating with the
inspectors in dipping their cattle. Under the law, the cattle owners were being forced to
dip their cattle every two weeks. The editor asked that perhaps the law could be amended
to allow for the payment of any cattle that were killed as a result of being dipped, hoping
the legislature would look favorably to the suggested amendment. The more the question
was studied, the more they would see the justice of an amendment. In a separate article,
it was reported that the total number of cattle dipped in Hale County was now at 23,143
head, owned by 3,379 different people. It was also reported that there had been less
friction in Hale County in the matter of dipping cattle than in any county in Alabama.
The inspectors had been given very little trouble, and the people were cooperating with
them in the endeavor to rid Hale County of the cattle tick, to the great credit of the people
of the county.
On July 22, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman published the news from Beat Number 5.
The “Canebreak Kid” reported that the previous Tuesday had been the cattle dipping day
in “this corner” and the citizens of Beat 5 were glad to find William Stokes “cooking the
ingredients” for the cattle dipping vat.
On August 12, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the progress of tick eradication
across Alabama for the month of June. In Hale County during the month June 1915, a
total of 7,017 herds of cattle, containing 46,466 head of cattle were dipped in 103 vats.
The Greensboro Watchman reported on August 12, 1915 that Sumter County had
recently voted to begin their tick eradication work. The issue in Sumter County had been
“hotly contested” and the vote had only a majority of 19 votes. The vote in Hale County,
on the other hand, had been almost unanimous, with no contest at all over the matter.
Everyone in Hale County realized that cattle tick eradication was the thing to do and
“entered heartily into the proposition.” It was expected that the tick eradication work
would be completed by November and Hale County would be released from the
quarantine. The success in Hale County was based on the cooperation and the fact that
politics had not been mixed up into the question.
The “Wedgworth Notes” published in the August 12th edition of The Greensboro
Watchman reported that it was necessary for some of the cows in the area to be “run
down with dogs to catch them for the dipping vat.” Three attempts had already failed to
catch a cow belonging to Mrs. Louisa Willingham. According to the law, if the cattle
could not be caught to be taken to the dipping vat, they had to be shot. It was also
reported from Wedgworth that a cow belonging to Mrs. H.T. Stringfellow had voluntarily
walked down to the local cattle dipping vat and stood in the proper place waiting to be
dipped. The calf of the cow had recently been sold and taken away from her at the vat.
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On August 19, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman published the news from Wedgworth.
After two more failed attempts to rope the cow belonging to Mrs. Louisa Willingham for
the dipping vat, the task was determined to be impossible. A cattle buyer, who was an
expert with a lasso, bought the cow and was able to accomplish the impossible. It was
also reported that some people were selling their cattle to eliminate the task of dipping.
When the dipping first began, it was a “picnic” to dip the cattle, but the cows, like the
“burnt child, afraid of fire” were no resisting being dipped. When the owners tried to
halter the cattle, they were rebelling persistently.
By October of 1915, the benefit of the tick eradication work was showing in Hale
County. On October 7, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman reported that Hale County was
“coming to the front” as a cattle raising section. The previous Saturday [October 2nd] Mr.
Hopkins of Gallion had shipped 80 head of cattle to Lexington, Kentucky as “feeders.”
[Feeders are weaned calves raised to a certain weight, then shipped with the expectations
that they will be fatten further before slaughter. Shipping “feeders” is significant as the
quarantine laws had specified that cattle from the quarantine territories had to be
slaughtered immediately.] The cattle were not subjected to any quarantine regulations as
they had been shipped as being tick-free. Dr. Ensley, the government agent in charge of
the tick eradication work in Hale County, had informed the newspaper that Hale County
would be released from quarantine sometime around November 1915. This would mean
a better price could be gotten for beef cattle in the markets than would be paid for cattle
from tick infested territory.
The October 7th edition of The Greensboro Watchman also published a letter from Dr.
W.L. Endsley, the Supervising Inspector, announcing that Hale County was tickless. In
five months, the county was “clean and ready to be released from quarantine.” Regular
cattle dipping had begun on May 15, 1915, with ten local inspectors on duty and 107 vats
in operation. Approximately 22,000 head of cattle passed through the vats every two
weeks. During the two week period ending on October 2nd, a total of 21,746 head of
cattle were dipped. During September, a total of 46,647 head of cattle were dipped. In
the past 30 days, two close inspections of all the cattle, horses and mules in the county
had been made by two expert tick inspectors. Not a single cattle tick had been found.
About 800 head of cattle had been shipped from Hale County to markets in the tick-free
area, including the 80 “feeders” recently shipped to Lexington, Kentucky. The total
county expenditures through October 1st for the vats, the “medicine” and inspectors
services was a total of $5572.68 or 28 cents for each head of cattle in the county.
According to Dr. Endsley, the essentials for rapid, effective tick eradication were: the
cooperation of the Commissioners Court by appointing plenty of “wide-awake,
competent” local inspectors, and by providing plenty of vats and medicine; the
cooperation of the people by each citizen taking interest in the work and assisting the
inspectors to have all cattle dipped regularly, keeping their horse and mules tick-free, and
reporting their neighbors that failed to do the same; cooperation by the legal profession
by declining to defend violators of the tick eradication law; and cooperation of the local
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press by boosting tick eradication at every opportunity. Hale County had all of these
elements.
On October 21, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman reported that the previous Monday
[October 18th] had been the last dipping day for cattle in Greensboro. The local citizens
were very happy to be through with the dipping. On November 4, 1915, it was reported
that the Hale County Commissioners had been in session and that Dr. Endsley had
reported on the tick eradication work. Hale County was tick-free, but Dr. Endsley
recommended that the force of tick inspectors be kept in place for another month and
continue to make regular inspections until December 1st. The recommendation was
adopted by the county commissioners.
On January 30, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that the Kaul
Lumber Company was planning to go into the cattle business. The Kaul Lumber
Company planned to fence in 4,000 acres of cut-over land in Hale County. According to
Beverly P. Head, general manager of the local plant, Kaul had under option 50 head of
high grade beef cattle as a start, but planned to begin with about 100 head of cattle. Kaul
Lumber Company had at this time 60,000 acres of land which could eventually be made
available for cattle raising.
Although Hale County had been released from quarantine in December 1915, the tick
inspections continued and a few herds of cattle were found to still be infested with ticks.
The dipping was resumed in the Hogglesville Beat in March. On March 2, 1916, The
Greensboro Watchman published the “Hogglesville News” reporting that an order had
been posted to begin dipping cattle on March 4th. “Ladies that had never been accused of
swearing are declaring it’s too soon.” The cattlemen of the Hogglesville Beat thought the
dipping in March “far from treating animals with the proper care” and wanted the dipping
to be postponed until April.
The “Hogglesville News” published in the March 30, 1916 edition of The Greensboro
Watchman reported that “spring is beginning to show with the coming of grass and
leaves” but the local people were still not crazy about having to dip their cattle in icy cold
water. They asked that if those in charge of the work would be nice and good until about
April 15th, the local cattlemen would comply with their wishes.
On October 12, 1916, The Greensboro Watchman published an invitation from the Kaul
Lumber Company to have everyone visiting the Birmingham Fair see the cattle they had
on exhibit. Kaul Lumber owned extensive lands in Hale County that they had clear-cut
and were now establishing a cattle ranch on the cut-over pine lands to see if ranching was
a possible use of the land after the timber had been removed. The small cattle experiment
consisted of 200 head of mostly Hereford cattle, as they did well on the range, but also
Short-horns as they made very good beef and dairy cattle.
By the end of 1916, most of the dipping was finished in Hale County, although some
dipping continued in areas with small pockets of tick infestation. During 1916, 43 cars of
cattle were shipped from the Greensboro Depot. According to an article that appeared in
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The Greensboro Watchman on February 15, 1917, in addition to the 43 cars of cattle, 11
cars of hogs and one car of goats were shipped from Greensboro. This was “a fine
showing, and demonstrates that the farmers are turning their attention to other things than
cotton.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette reported on the progress
made in tick eradication during the month of January. In Hale County, 765 herds
consisting of 7,319 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, 32 herds consisting of
443 head of cattle were found ticky and remained under quarantine.
In Fiscal Year 1918, Hale County had received $576.00 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Hale County
expended $956.77 for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they had dipped 9,742
herds containing 16,917 head of cattle in 107 dipping vats. There were six herds
containing 324 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Hale County (Cary 1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Hale County had received $330.02 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $485.00 from the State of Alabama. Hale County
expended $680.02 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they had
dipped 1,173 herds containing 13,641 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were
three herds containing 137 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Hale County
(Cary 1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Hale County had received $65.96 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Hale County
expended $71.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
dipped 65 herds containing 735 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were no cattle
remaining under quarantine in Hale County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Hale County had received $48.24 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Hale County
expended $20.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
inspected or dipped 36 herds containing 669 head of cattle in 50 dipping vats. There
were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Hale County (Cary 1922:8).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Hale County had received $339.13 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Hale County
expended $973.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they had
inspected or dipped 2,700 herds containing 14,058 head of cattle in 50 dipping vats.
There were two herds containing 19 cattle remaining under quarantine in Hale County
(Cary 1925:11).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Hale County had received $312.69 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Hale County
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expended $487.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they had
inspected or dipped 1,409 herds containing 6,144 head of cattle in 50 dipping vats. There
were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Hale County (Cary 1927:7).
According to the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of
$944.04 in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Hale County in Fiscal Year 1916.
In Fiscal Year 1917, the State of Alabama spent $474.13. In Fiscal Year 1918 the State
of Alabama spent $200.70, and in Fiscal Year 1919, the final year of cattle tick
eradication work in Hale County, the State of Alabama spent $75.00.

Chilton County, Alabama - 1916 to 1926
The Clanton Press, a weekly newspaper, began informing the citizens of Chilton County
of the importance of tick eradication work in April 1915. On April 29th, the newspaper
published two articles on the subject, “Cattle Tick Greatest Menace to Stock Growing in
Alabama” by Dr. R.E. Jackson, of the Bureau of Animal Industry, and “The South Must
Feed Herself” by Professor P.G. Holden, the Director of the International Harvester
Company Extension Department.
On May 6, 1915, The Clanton Press published a letter to the editor from a Mr. T.L.
McKee, who asked that the newspaper also publish a letter from C.C. Borden, the State
Livestock Inspector for Montgomery County. Mr. McKee felt that with the boll weevil at
hand, and with State appropriations to assist counties in building cattle dipping vats, it
was the best time to get “some good men to work on the proposition.” The
accompanying letter from C.C. Borden detailed the restrictions that were being placed on
Southern cattle, the lower prices for beef and hides, and the subsequent financial losses of
Southern cattlemen. There were approximately 900,000 cattle in Alabama, and according
to a government report, the difference between the present value of Alabama’s ticky
cattle and the value of cattle if the State was tick-free would be $2,675,000. This figure
was conservative. “It is the inherent capacity of the South for greatly increasing its herd
and enlarging its pasture lands that make the actual loss even secondary to the potential
loss due to the restrictions necessitated by the presence of the cattle tick.”
On May 20, 1915, The Clanton Press reported that the 1910 census had shown that on
average the cattle in Chilton County were worth $14 per head. Recent figures had shown
that 1,716 cattle were killed each year in Chilton County due to Texas fever, valued at
$25,286. It must also be considered that a milch cow infested with cattle ticks produced
ten percent less milk, and required considerable more feed to raise and maintain. The
newspaper asked the question, “How can we longer hesitate and delay tick eradication in
Chilton County?”
On June 8, 1916, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) announced that Chilton County
was taking up the tick fight. During the summer months, an aggressive campaign was to
be launched to eradicate the cattle tick in Chilton County. The work was to be under the
direct supervision of W.H. Conway, the County Farm Demonstrator.
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On July 27, 1916, The Clanton Press reported that Dr. D.B. Strickler, the government
veterinarian in charge of tick eradication in Chilton County, would be in Clanton and
Columbiana during the week. Dr. Strickler would be available to give information to the
people on the construction of cattle dipping vats and how Chilton County could be
released from the Federal quarantine.
On April 5, 1917, The Clanton Press published a letter to the editor from Mr. F.A.
Gulledge of Verbena, Alabama. While most of Mr. Gulldge’s letter pertained to a bond
issue, he also mentioned tick eradication. The bond issue was to be settled on April 16th,
and Mr. Gulledge thought that this was the only way Chilton County would be able to get
out of their financial troubles and pay for better roads. Mr. Gulledge was also for tick
eradication. He asked how any “sensible person be opposed to it in the face of accounts
of its good effects from every county which has tried it?” He stated that the only reason
tick eradication wasn’t also being included in the bond issue was due to political
cowardice. Mr. Gulledge had recently missed out on an opportunity to sell his milch
cows in Elmore and Autauga counties, because his cows had been raised in a ticky
county. His cattle had not had any ticks for several years, but because he was from the
tick zone, he was forced to suffer the tick penalty.
On May 31, 1917, it was reported in The Clanton Press that Dr. D.B. Strickler, U.S.
veterinarian surgeon, had returned to Chilton County to assist in tick eradication. He
would be dividing his time between Clanton and Columbiana, and anyone needing his
assistance could reach him by letter at either place.
On June 7, 1917, The Clanton Press published an article from the USDA’s Office of
Information entitled “Make Your Cattle Feed Soldiers – Not Ticks.” With the entry of
the United States into the First World War, beef was needed to feed the troops. “The tick
works for our enemies by keeping down the supply of three or our most important foods.
Let us recognize this pest, therefore, as an enemy also. And let us wage war against him,
from today on, without interruption, a war of extermination.”
A similar article was published by The Clanton Press on June 28, 1917, reminding the
people of Chilton County that the more cattle ticks there were, the fewer pounds of meat,
quarts of milk, and pans of butter were being produced. “A dipping vat may not be able
to float a battleship but it can help feed the navy… Every dipping vat is a solid
foundation for the nation’s food store house.”
On November 15, 1917, The Clanton Press published another letter to the editor from
Mr. F.A. Gulledge of Verbena, Alabama. He was writing to “elicit the active cooperation
of the two county papers for tick eradication.” He challenged the newspapers to get busy
and come out on the “Lord’s side” on this issue. Mr. Gulledge thought it strange that the
people of Chilton County were among the last in Alabama to take up tick eradication. He
asked the editors not to stay in the background. “Come out in the open. It may cost you
a subscription or so, but tick eradication is bread cast o the water that will soon come
back to the people fifty and four fold in the future.”
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On November 29, 1917, The Clanton Press published a letter from Dr. R.E. Jackson, the
inspector in charge of tick eradication for the Bureau of Animal Industry. Dr. Jackson’s
letter informed the people of Chilton County of just how much the cattle tick, their “silent
partner” in the cattle business, was costing them. Chilton County had 3,233 farms with
14,302 head of cattle. Losses to the cattle tick equated to 121 gallons of milk each year
from each farm. With milk selling at 60 cents per gallon retail, this amounted to a loss of
$72.60 per farm with milch cows. The cattle tick was also keeping beef cattle from
gaining their proper weight. The loss for beef cattle equated to $119,183 for Chilton
County beef farmers. The total yearly loss in dairy and beef was $143,020 for the
county. Chilton County was also losing an average of 2,421 head of cattle each year,
dying from Texas fever. Based on the cattle reported in the 1910 census, Chilton County
was losing approximately $373,052 each year to the cattle tick. This was the equivalent
of a toll or tax of $115.42 on each farm in the county reporting cattle.
According to Dr. Jackson, there were presently 31 cattle dipping vats in Chilton County.
Construction on the balance of the required vats needed to systematic tick eradication
needed to begin immediately. If every head of cattle was dipped every 14 days, the
costly cattle tick could be eradicated from Chilton County by December 1918. Dr.
Jackson ended his letter with a reminder that after January 1, 1918, no cattle could be
shipped or removed from Chilton County on account of the quarantine.
The Clanton Press reported on February 21, 1918 that petitions in favor of a tick
eradication election had been circulated throughout the county, and Judge Reynolds had
called for an election to be held on April 1st to decide the question. The newspaper asked
the people to lay aside their prejudice, to forget their arguments against the system, and to
look at the matter in a business way from the standpoint of a business man. Chilton
County was demanding that the people vote solidly for tick eradication.
On March 14, 1918, The Clanton Press published a letter from the Judge of Probate L.H.
Reynolds, supporting cattle dipping. The newspaper also published a notice of the tick
eradication vote on April 1st. According to Judge Reynolds, Chilton County had made
great progress in the raising of cattle in the past few years. They had just begun to grow
velvet beans, which made excellent feed for cattle. Judge Reynolds wanted to assure the
people that the dipping of cattle would require little effort. The preparation of the vats
and then driving the cattle to the vats was the only trouble. Judge Reynolds had dipped
77 head of cattle the previous Saturday. Of that number, there were three cows that were
giving milk. None of these cows had dropped in milk production as much as a pint.
Judge Reynolds asked each voter to look into the interests of the county before they cast
their vote on April 1st. Sooner or later they would have to adopt systematic tick
eradication, and it was better to do it now with fewer cattle than later with more.
On March 21, 1918, The Clanton Press published “Some facts about tick eradication” for
the people of Chilton County. There would be no charge for dipping cattle, it was a free
service. Of the five million head of cattle dipped in Alabama at this point, only one
animal had been injured or killed for every 4,500 dippings. In those counties infested
with cattle ticks, between one and twenty cattle died each year of Texas fever for every
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100 head of cattle. Tick eradication did not require stock laws. Counties in Alabama that
free-ranged their cattle, larger than Chilton County, had already cleaned out their ticks in
one year. Tick-free cattle made more growth, more beef and milk; and more money for
their owners. Tick-free cattle were bringing five to ten dollars per head on the market
than tick exposed or ticky cattle. Tick-free hides were bringing one to two cents per
pound more on the market than tick marked hides. The cost of eradicating the cattle tick
in Chilton County was expected to cost relatively little money, and expected to raise the
total value of cattle in the county by $50,000 to $100,000. The vat inspectors were to be
selected from Chilton County men, and all of the money spent by the county was to stay
in the county. Once the county was released from the Federal quarantine, the cattle could
be shipped to any market and sold as tick-free cattle which would bring between one and
one and one-half cents per pound increase in value. The Federal government, the State
and the county were all cooperating to eradicate the cattle tick, with the farmer receiving
the benefit of healthy cattle, the prevention of loss due to Texas fever, and making more
profit from their cattle. When the Federal quarantine was raised from Chilton County,
the farmers would be able to introduce tick-free breeding cattle (pure bloods) without fear
of loss to Texas fever.
On March 21st, The Clanton Press also published a letter to the editor from “A.Reader”
who was against dipping vats and tick eradication. The writer disagreed with Judge
Reynolds. The only people benefiting from cattle dipping were the cattle buyers – not the
farmers. While the cost of vat construction was low, every farmer would lose time taking
their cattle to the vats every two weeks, or be forced to hire additional hands to drive the
cattle. This cost far outweighed any profits the farmer would get from tick-free cattle.
According to the writer, county-wide stock laws prohibiting cattle from running at large
would eventually get rid of the cattle tick, and cost nothing. He asked the voters to think
about who was actually benefitting and who would have to pay, and then “vote for your
benefit.”
Another article published on March 21st, stated that “there can be no reasonable argument
against dipping and it is hard to conceive how any intelligent, fair minded man can place
his disapproval upon this movement.” Chilton County had thousands of acres of land
suited for the raising of cattle, and could soon be one of the leading cattle raising counties
in the State. However, before this could happen, Chilton County would have to get in
line with the other progressive counties in the State and eradicate the cattle tick. On
April 1st, the voters of Chilton County would decide if the deadly cattle tick would
continue to “exact heavy toll – thousands of dollars from our farmers annually” or if the
people of Chilton County would be able to “derive wealth from our cattle as other
counties do who have adopted this progressive movement.”
On March 28, 1918, The Clanton Press published several letters covering the pros and
cons of tick eradication. Mr. F.A. Gulledge of Verbena, Alabama wished to add “one
more short argument” to his past letters to the editors (April 5th and November 15, 1917)
to support tick eradication. He asked why certain cow owners were still against dipping
cattle “in the face of volumes of evidence all over the South in its favor,” and encouraged
the people of Chilton County to “pull together, wipe out the tick and other parasites on
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cattle, horses, hogs and all other animals by dipping them.” His final comment was that
the stories of Coosa and Autauga counties being dissatisfied with tick eradication were
untrue, “told for a purpose only and not as a fact.”
Mr. B.F. Higgins, who owned a “nice bunch of cattle across the river in Coosa County,”
wrote to share his experience. When Coosa County voted for tick eradication in 1917, he
built his own cattle dipping vat. In the last year he feels his cattle have improved by 20
percent. Mr. Higgins felt they needed to dip their cattle in “self defense” as they were
practically disenfranchised from the cattle markets with the Federal quarantine. With the
boll weevil threatening the cotton crop, Chilton County was preparing to switch to velvet
beans and raising cattle.
Mr. M.D. Dennis of Thornsby wrote to the editor to point out that the tick election was to
be held on April Fool’s Day, and if the proposition passed, it would be the biggest April
fools pulled off, as the dipping law “ain’t going to be the thing it is cracked up to be.” He
had been told by “several reliable men” that they cattle had dried up after being dipped.
Mr. Dennis felt that if cattle could not be shipped out of Chilton County without being
dipped, why not “dress them and ship them that way?” He also pointed out that rabbits
had more ticks on them than cattle did. Mr. Reynolds, the Chilton County Probate Judge,
would “have a big job catching the rabbits and dipping them.”
Mr. C. Reese Mullins of Clanton wrote to the editor to show his support on
diversification of crops, prohibition, and cattle dipping vats. He had dipped his cattle the
week before and wanted to report that they were doing well and he had already seen some
improvement. He did advise caution against using a solution that was too strong. Dr.
Strickler had checked the vat solution before the dipping, and as an added precaution, Mr.
Mullins had thoroughly greased his cows’ sacks (udders) with hog’s lard before dipping.
Mr. Mullins also suggested greasing small calves before dipping. Mr. Mullins was in
hope that a majority of the people in Chilton County would favor the dipping proposition
and vote for its adoption. He wrote, “Let’s build dipping vats all over the county, and
then come let’s quit drinking tick juice in our coffee and eating it in our steak, and at the
same time treat our God given cattle of the fields in a humane way which will increase
our bank account.”
Mr. W.B. Green of Lawley wrote the editor to warn readers that if the dipping
proposition was carried on April 1st, it would place quite a hardship on the people of
Chilton County. If passed, farmers would be required to begin building dipping vats and
pens for the cattle at the busiest crop time of the year. According to Mr. Green, this had
occurred in the eastern portion of Perry County two years ago, and was the cause for a
great deal of confusion. The people of Perry County were glad when dipping was over as
it had made their dairy cows go dry and it was of no noticeable benefit to the cattle. Mr.
Green also stated that cattle in Jefferson County had been condemned by the board of
doctors as unfit to feed to babies. Mr. Green reasoned, “If it is not fit for babies to eat it
is hardly good for anyone else, as anything that is poison to babies might be poison to
older people.” Mr. Green hoped the people of Chilton County would not vote for cattle
dipping.
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On April 4, 1918, The Clanton Press reported that the people of Chilton County had
clearly demonstrated that they were not yet ready for the cattle dipping law, and were
“content to let the cattle tick go his way unmolested.” Only about half of the voters in the
county turned out. The farmers were apparently “more interested in getting their land
prepared for another crop” than they were about getting their cattle dipped. The
“complete unofficial” returns for every box in the county except Kincheon and Riderville
showed 1,118 votes against dipping and 453 votes in favor of a dipping law.
On May 9, 1918, The Clanton Press carried an article from the Prattville Progress
reporting that with Chilton County voting down tick eradication, the line along the
northern edge of Autauga County would have to be watched closer than ever. The tick
eradication work completed in Autauga County would be in vain if ticky cattle were
smuggled into the county from Chilton County. Chilton County was “bottled up with no
outside market for the cattle.” A good milch cow in Chilton County was worth about
$40. The same cow in Autauga County was worth $75. There would be a great
temptation to smuggle cattle from Chilton County into Autauga County where they were
60 percent more valuable as tick-free cattle. “This temptation is a great as it is to sell
blind tiger liquor.” The Prattville Progress and the cattle raisers in Autauga County were
urging their county solicitor, Mr. E. Guy Rice, and their county judge, G.S. Livingston, to
make sure the tick eradication laws were enforced and no snuggling of ticky cattle was
allowed.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Chilton County had received $800.93 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $77.50 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $180.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, there
were 34 dipping vats in operation in Chilton County (Cary 1919:8).
In February 1919, the State of Alabama passed a state-wide compulsory dipping law.
Chilton County complied with the law, constructed additional cattle dipping vats, and
dipped their cattle. On December 4, 1919, it was reported in The Franklin County News
that Chilton County had been released from the Federal quarantine. While a large
enough portion of the county had been cleared of cattle ticks to have the Federal
quarantine lifted, there were still areas infested, and Chilton County would have to
continue dipping their cattle.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Chilton County had received $2,680.98 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $1,023.55 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $13,251.87 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
had dipped 27,326 herds containing 213,416 head of cattle in 131 dipping vats. There
were 15 herds containing 103 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Chilton
County (Cary 1920:6).
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In February 19th and on February 26, 1920, The Union-Banner published a notice by L.H.
Reynolds, the Probate Judge, informing the public that Dr. T.W. Athey, who was with the
“U.S. Government Tick Eradication Department” had notified the Commissioners Court
if Chilton County that there was enough money to buy enough cattle vat dip to charge all
of the vats in the county and to hire inspectors for the month of March. All of the cattle
in Chilton County would have to be dipped twice during the month of March, 1920. The
Commissioners, therefore, were calling for a mass meeting on February 28th for everyone
in the county interested in the dipping of cattle. Dr. C.J. Becker of Birmingham, who
was in charge of the tick eradication work in Alabama, and Dr. Athey were to be at the
meeting.
On March 11, 1920, The Union-Banner published two letters to the editor from
individuals opposed to dipping cattle. Mr. A.F. Mims was against dipping his cattle so
early in the season. He did not want to dip his cattle in March because it was just too
cold, and dipping in the cold weather would injure, if not kill, the cattle. He also pointed
out that there were no ticks on the cattle at the present time, and he hoped the managers
would reconsider and postpone the dipping until later in April or early May. (Dipping in
March was designed to kill the first generation of ticks on the cattle before they had
chance to reproduce, and at the nymph stage, they would have been very hard to see.)
The second letter was from Mr. J.A Logan, who refused to dip his cattle now or in the
warmer weather. He had “the old time religion” which made him love everyone, but not
those advocating dipping cattle. Mr. Logan thought the tick eradication law was a bad
law. Under Section 9 of the tick law, when a county was infested with ticks, that county
was to pay for disinfection. His main objection to the law was that only portions of
Chilton County were infested with cattle ticks, and yet, the entire county was being
forced to dip their cattle. Chilton County had previously been removed from the
quarantine list (December 1, 1919), and therefore, Mr. Logan reasoned that the “tick
doctor” had no authority to make him dip his cattle. Further, there were no ticks on his
cattle. “There are no ticks on my cattle and never has been, and I am not going to dip.”
Beginning the evening of March 11, 1920, and for every night for the following week, a
half dozen or more cattle dipping vats were dynamited in Chilton County. When The
Union-Banner reported on the destruction of the dipping vats on March 18th, nearly half
of the dipping vats in the county had been destroyed. The dynamiting began at the Judge
Reynolds vat on the north side of Clanton. Over the next week, reports came in from all
over Chilton County, telling of the total destruction of nearly half the vats in the county.
On March 25, 1920, The Union-Banner published Alabama’s cattle dipping law in its
entirety. The law had been passed by the Legislature of Alabama, approved on February
7, 1919.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Chilton County had received $1,775.64 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $734.76 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $2,184.80 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they had
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dipped 10,587 herds containing 53,654 head of cattle in 104 dipping vats. There were 25
herds containing 137 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Chilton County (Cary
1921:6).
On December 16, 1920, The Union-Banner reported that the men who had been
deputized during the dynamiting of the dipping vats back in March had yet to be paid by
the county, and they were “getting considerably riled.” The delay was due to a question
of legality of the county’s right to issue them warrants for their service. The County
Commissioners Court wanted to see the men paid, but were uncertain if they could
legally pay them. A few of the men who watched the vats asked for a meeting with the
Commissioners Court on January 4th. Judge Reynolds also invited the men to come
before the Court to see if arrangements could be made to pay them.
On January 6, 1921, The Union-Banner reported that the men who had been deputized to
watch the cattle dipping vats last March had met with the Commissioners. It was
determined that it was the duty of the County Sheriff to report his actions (deputizing the
men) to the Governor. If the Governor approves of the Sheriff’s action, would then
authorize the County Commissioners to pay the men for their service. It was agreed by
the men who went before the Court that three dollars per day was satisfactory pay for
their service.
On August 18, 1921, The Union-Banner reported that the Probate Judge had recently
received word from the Live Stock Sanitary Department at Auburn that Chilton County
may once again be placed under the Federal quarantine and subjected to the tick
eradication laws. Judge Reynolds had received a letter from Dr. C.A. Cary on August
13th stating that M.R. Perry, the tick inspector had not received any money for his work,
and that it looked very much like Chilton County would be forced back into quarantine.
This would mean that no cattle could leave the county. Judge Reynolds responded to Dr.
Cary, stating that Chilton County had no money to pay inspectors to “look after ticks.”
When the state-wide law went into effect in 1919, the County Commissioners Court
made every effort to assist the State. They had borrowed money to pay for the tick
eradication work, doing without other things the county needed. The people of Chilton
County had complied with the law in 1919, and there was only one instance when a
person was reported for failure to dip his cattle. Chilton County was asked to dip their
cattle in 1920. They borrowed more money to do this. In 1921, they were told once
again that they had to dip their cattle, and the Commissioners Court attempted to comply,
but the Court reached the conclusion that the inspectors and government officials were
intentionally extending the work to continue drawing pay. Judge Reynolds stated that the
Court had done its duty. They would hate to see the county placed under quarantine, but
“this is a matter in which we will have no voice for the people of Alabama have already
lost their local self-government.”
On August 25, 1921, The Union-Banner published a notice to the public regarding tick
eradication in Chilton County. Judge L.H. Reynolds notified the public that the
Commissioners Court would be meeting with Dr. C.A. Cary, the State Veterinarian on
the morning of August 29, 1921 to discuss and make arrangements to complete the tick
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eradication work in Chilton County. The Commissioners Court urged every citizen with
an interest in dipping cattle to attend the meeting.
On September 1, 1921, The Union-Banner reported that the cattle dipping question in
Chilton County had been settled. Interested citizens had met at the county court house
with Dr. Charles A. Cary, the State Veterinarian, Judge Reynolds, and the
Commissioners Court, and a satisfactory settlement had been reached. When Dr. Cary
heard the “true situation” it was agreed that Chilton County would not be placed back
under quarantine. The Commissioners Court and Dr. Cary agreed to remove all of the
Federal inspectors working in the county. C.D. Foshee was employed to supervise the
cattle dipping in the southwestern part of the county where there were some ticky cattle.
The county authorities, the citizens and the Federal authorities were to all work together
to clean up all the ticks in the county by October 1, 1921, and release all of the cattle.
Judge Reynolds stated that the meeting was satisfactory in every respect. The matter had
been cleared up and now a complete understanding existed between Dr. Cary, the
Commissioners Court, and the people of Chilton County. The remaining work would be
completed without any further trouble, and at less cost than under the previous
management.
In Fiscal Year 1921, Chilton County had received $929.86 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $70.00 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $1,359.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they had
dipped 3,607 herds containing 20,338 head of cattle in 90 dipping vats. There was one
herd containing 10 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Chilton County (Cary
1922:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Chilton County had received $3,308.19 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $932.00 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $10,198.05 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
had dipped 16,463 herds containing 75,946 head of cattle in 90 dipping vats. There were
99 herd containing 645 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Chilton County
(Cary 1925:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1926, Chilton County had received $1,280.05 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $730.00 from the State of Alabama. Chilton County
expended $1,260.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they had
dipped 3,286 herds containing 15,734 head of cattle in 90 dipping vats (Cary 1927:6).
According to the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $8.88
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Chilton County in Fiscal Year 1916. In
Fiscal Year 1917, the State of Alabama spent $300.55. In Fiscal Year 1918 the State of
Alabama spent $77.50. In Fiscal Year 1919, the State of Alabama spent $742.36. In
Fiscal Year 1920, $682.51 was spent in Chilton County. Tick eradication work was
finally completed in Chilton County in Fiscal Year 1921, and the State spent $315.00.
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Tuscaloosa County, Alabama – 1915 to 1926
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette began printing articles on tick eradication in
April of 1915 as Governor Henderson declared April 26, 1915 as “Tick Eradication
Day.” An article by Dr. Charles A. Cary declared that Alabama would be rid of the cattle
tick by 1920 appeared in the April 13th issue. An article by Dr. R.E. Jackson, of the
Bureau of Animal Industry, on the cattle tick being Alabama’s greatest menace appeared
in the May 2, 1915 edition. Mrs. G.H. Mathis, from the Alabama Diversified Farming
Association, article entitled “Tick Eradication Helps the Renter” appeared in the May 11,
1915 edition (see Bibb County). An article by Judge A.E. Chamberlain, of the
International Harvester Company, also appeared in the May 11th edition, explaining why
tick-free cattle were the most profitable.
On June 27, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that the first
dipping vat in the county had been constructed and put into commission at Elrod.
Another dozen sections had petitioned the county for cattle dipping vats and additional
vats were to be constructed immediately. Informational pamphlets were being circulated
in other portions of the county, and “as soon as the farm work lets up and the farmers are
able to give a little more attention to their cattle, numerous other beats will ask for vats.
The county authorities had recently agreed to furnish the materials and dipping solution
to every beat that would furnish a site and the labor to construct the vat. Farm
Demonstration Agent Lett and Tick Eradication Agent Shaw, who were in charge of the
tick work in Tuscaloosa County, had “their hands full” with requests from the various
beats in the county. The public cattle dipping vats were open to all cattle owners and no
charge was made for the dipping.
Within a month, the number of dipping vats was growing rapidly in Tuscaloosa County.
On July 12, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that there were 19
vats for tick-infested cattle in use across the county, and the number would be doubled by
the end of the summer. Vats were in operation on land owned by B.B. Cooper at Sanders
Ferry; T.B. Allen at Moundville; U.L. Whitfield and R.A. Clark in Cottondale; B.L.
Anders at Carrolls Creek; R. Mougher at Northport; John Hassell at Northport; J.N.
Boone at New Lexington; J.M. Olive at Berry RFD; E.L. McKinley at Duncanville; Will
Booth at Buhl; Roscoe Elrod at Elrod; J.W. Auxford at Hull; Christian and Faucett at
Hull; J.R. Maxwell at Phifer; Dr. J.L. Williamson at Northport; Charlie Morgan at
Tuscaloosa; and Judd Strong at Tuscaloosa.
In September 1915, Tuscaloosa County was visited by cattlemen from Kentucky for the
first time. The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on September 12th that
Tuscaloosa County was fast becoming recognized as cattle country as evidenced by the
visit of H.E. Snow and George Mattingly, two prominent livestock men from Louisville,
Kentucky. They spent several hours with local cattlemen discussing shipping their cattle
to the Louisville beef market.
On October 10, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that
arrangements were being made to form a county livestock association. The organization
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of such an association was an indication that more farmers were thinking of becoming
diversified, and it was expected that many more farmers would go into cattle raising once
they better understood the opportunities. It was reported on October 16th that the
livestock association had been formed on October 15th with 23 initial members. The
purpose of the association was to promote stock raising and to assist in the work of cattle
tick eradication.
On January 5, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that the president
of the Tuscaloosa Board of Trade, A.S. Van de Graaf, had appointed a committee of nine
members to bring before the voters of the county the importance of tick eradication, and
urge them to go to the polls on January 18th and vote for the proposed law providing for
compulsory dipping of cattle.
On January 6, 1916, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that Tuscaloosa
County would be holding an election on January 18th to vote on whether or not dipping
cattle for tick eradication would be made compulsory. There was already a “determined
effort” being made in Tuscaloosa County, and over 60 cattle dipping vats had been
constructed.
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on January 7, 1916 that the county was
constructing a dipping vat in Tuscaloosa at the request of the City Commission. This
would give people living in town the opportunity to dip their cattle. In anticipation of a
favorable result in the tick election scheduled for January 18th, preparations were begin
made in the City of Tuscaloosa as well as across the county for dipping cattle.
On January 19, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that tick
eradication had carried by a vote of almost three to one. The beats with the larger
communities voted with a large majority in favor of tick eradication as expected. The
more isolated beats voted against it.
On February 7, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette published a letter from
Dr. Sid Galt, the supervising inspector on tick eradication, to the people of Tuscaloosa
County. With the election for compulsory tick eradication having passed, Tuscaloosa
County would now have to construct enough cattle dipping vats to ensure that no one
would have to drive their cattle a long distance. The county was furnishing the materials
needed for their construction. At this time there were 115 vats constructed and in
operation in Tuscaloosa County. The rest of the required vats needed to be completed by
April 15th. If all of the vats were not constructed, stock owners would be assigned to the
nearest vat to dip their livestock. All cattle over one week old were to be dipped in an
arsenical solution every two weeks. One inspector was to be hired to supervisor every 12
vats, and they were to be at the assigned vat at sun up on dipping days. There was to be
no charge for the dipping. Most of the cattlemen that owned their own private vats had
agreed to allow the public to dip their cattle. Dr. Galt stated that with six months of
dipping, Tuscaloosa County could be released from the quarantine by the end of the year.
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On February 27, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that the first
shipment of stock had been delivered to the cut-over Kaul Lumber Company lands by
way of Moundville. The shipment consisted of five cars of thoroughbred Hereford cattle
and four cars containing 447 Angora goats. The shipment came from Waco, Texas. The
Kaul Lumber Company had approximately 4,000 acres of clear-cut land fenced in Hale
County adjacent to Tuscaloosa County. It was believed that Kaul Lumber Company
entering into the cattle raising business would be an impetus to the livestock industry in
the Tuscaloosa District.
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on March 31, 1916 that a dipping vat
had been destroyed in Beat 20, dynamited by persons unknown. The destroyed vat was
located just north of Holman in the Crosslands Beat. The destruction of the cattle dipping
vat only placed additional hardship on the people as they would now have to drive their
cattle to the next closest dipping vat. Sheriff Watts and Chief Inspector Robertson were
investigating the destruction of the vat.
On May 1, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that Tuscaloosa
County had established a record for the most cattle dipping vats in the United States. Dr.
Galt, the United States expert on tick eradication reported that another five dipping vats
were to be built, adding these to the existing 207 vats. He was optimistic that the vats
would eliminate the cattle tick and get Tuscaloosa County off of the list of quarantine
counties. The 16th was the day for dipping cattle in the Tuscaloosa Beat. The record at
the local dipping vat was 106 head dipped in 37 minutes.
On May 4th, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that 21,699 cattle had
been dipped during the first two weeks of dipping. Dr. Galt reported that 4,672 owners
had brought their cattle to be inspected and dipped. Of these 4,672 herds, a total of 4,109
herds had been found to be ticky, consisted in 19,130 head of cattle. Dr. Galt also
announced that another 21 dipping vats would be constructed in Tuscaloosa County.
On May 9th, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that the State of
Alabama was “taking rapid strides in tick eradication.” Tuscaloosa County was leading
the entire State with 222 cattle dipping vats constructed. During the month of May, a
over 50,000 cattle were dipped in Tuscaloosa County. On June 4, 1916, The Tuscaloosa
News and Times Gazette reported that during the first full month of dipping, a total of
12,727 herds consisting of 52,666 head of cattle were dipped. Of this number, 2,646
herds consisting of 10,123 head of cattle were found to be ticky. During the last dipping,
less than ten percent of the cattle were found to be ticky. Dr. Galt, the government tick
expert, had made that announcement and stated that he had very little trouble getting the
stockmen in Tuscaloosa County to dip their cattle. He specifically mentioned Beat 25
were compulsory dipping had been unanimously voted against. However, when the
county-wide law passed, not a man in Beat 25 held back and every stock animal in the
beat had been dipped. According to Dr. Galt, only one herd of 16 head of cattle remained
to be dipped in Tuscaloosa County. The owner of this herd was to dip his cattle next
week or Dr. Galt would swear out a warrant for him. One of the warrants Dr. Galt had
signed was against a man who had allowed a cow from Bibb County to be brought into
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Tuscaloosa County. In order to get the cow into Tuscaloosa County, the cow had been
moved at night.
On June 9, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that Dr. Galt was
finding little talk of opposition to dipping in the county and the cattle dipping was
“progressing splendidly.” A recent court case in Elmore County had found that the
dipping law was constitutional. Dr. Galt hoped there would be no need for any court
proceedings in Tuscaloosa County. The Marion Standard (Perry County) reported on
July 14, 1916 that during the month of June at total of 51,622 head of cattle were dipped
in Tuscaloosa County.
On September 14, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that two
violators of the dipping law had been fined in court after appearing before Judge Henry
B. Foster in Tuscaloosa County Court. Judge Hubbard pleaded guilty to allowing his
cattle to stray from Bibb County and was fined $27.85. G. Silas was fined $32 for
bringing undipped oxen into Tuscaloosa County.
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced on November 26, 1916 that the
United States government was releasing Tuscaloosa County as being tick free on
December 11, 1916. Tuscaloosa County was one of thirteen counties being released in
the State of Alabama.
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that cattle
dipping would begin in April. According to Dr. Syd Galt, the government man in charge
of tick eradication, the vats in Tuscaloosa County would be filled during the month of
March and dipping would begin in April. There would be two dippings during April, and
after checking all of the cattle in the county, only the infested cattle in Tuscaloosa County
would be dipped. Stock owners that had previously dipped their cattle in vats that had
been destroyed would have to take their cattle to the next nearest vat, as the county was
not going to rebuild any of the dynamited dipping vats. Dr. Galt, who had been in charge
of only Tuscaloosa County, would be supervising the dipping in four counties. His new
district consisted of Tuscaloosa, Sumter, Greene and Pickens counties, with his
headquarters at Livingston.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette announced that there
were only nine herds under quarantine in Tuscaloosa County. According to the January
progress report on tick eradication, 517 herds consisting of 4,826 head of cattle had been
inspected. Of this number, only nine herds consisting of 86 head of cattle were found to
be infested with ticks, and remained under quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Tuscaloosa County had received $858.00 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Tuscaloosa
County expended $3,254.87 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918,
they dipped 6,554 herds containing 34,009 head of cattle in 221 dipping vats. There were
11 herds containing 106 head of cattle remaining under quarantine (Cary 1919:9).
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According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Tuscaloosa County had received $582.19 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Tuscaloosa
County expended $3,557.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919,
they dipped 7,264 herds containing 34,915 head of cattle in 220 dipping vats. There were
187 herds containing 977 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Tuscaloosa
County (Cary 1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Tuscaloosa County had received $1,960.23 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama.
Tuscaloosa County expended $8,691.51 in county funds for tick eradication work.
During FY 1920, they dipped 21,810 herds containing 98,341 head of cattle in 200
dipping vats. There were eight herds containing 50 head of cattle remaining under
quarantine in Tuscaloosa County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Tuscaloosa County had received $1,500.64 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama.
Tuscaloosa County expended $6,608.00 in county funds for tick eradication work.
During FY 1921, they dipped 14,745 herds containing 53,716 head of cattle in 200
dipping vats. There were 55 herds containing 296 head of cattle remaining under
quarantine in Tuscaloosa County (Cary 1922:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Tuscaloosa County had received $2,286.18 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $525.00 from the State of Alabama. Tuscaloosa
County expended $6,238.35 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924,
they inspected or dipped 12,775 herds containing 49,590 head of cattle in 170 dipping
vats. There were 27 herds containing 165 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Tuscaloosa County (Cary 1925:12).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Tuscaloosa County had received $209.71 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama.
Tuscaloosa County expended $550.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1926, they inspected or dipped 3,207 herds containing 7,561 head of cattle in 170
dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Tuscaloosa County
(Cary 1927:8).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of
$1006.20 in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Tuscaloosa County in Fiscal
Year 1916. Although the federal quarantine had been lifted in December 1916, another
$474.20 was spent in State funds during Fiscal Year 1917. The State of Alabama spent
$120 in Fiscal Year 1918. A final outbreak of Texas fever must have occurred in 1923,
as the State of Alabama spent $492 in state funds on tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1923.
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Sumter County, Alabama – 1909 to 1926
According to a letter written by the Secretary of Agriculture on June 14, 1911 in response
to a Senate resolution regarding the eradication of cattle ticks in Alabama, at the request
of Congressman R.P. Hobson and cattle owners, cooperative tick eradication was taken
up with the local authorities on July 1, 1909. The USDA spent approximately $6,500
through April 30, 1911. The work had been considerably hampered by the opposition of
local citizens to control the movement of cattle throughout the year. However, a majority
of the county commissioners took an active interest in tick eradication and made their
best efforts to have the State laws and regulations enforced. The cattle were not free of
ticks, but good progress has been made (USDA 1911c:4).
On August 12, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman (Hale County) reported that Sumter
County had a hotly contested election several days earlier on the subject of tick or no
tick, and by a majority of 19 it was decided to eradicate cattle ticks from Sumter County.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
made in tick eradication during the month of January. In Sumter County, 888 herds
consisting of 10,880 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, 86 herds consisting
of 1,970 head of cattle were found to be ticky and remained under quarantine.
In Fiscal Year 1918, Sumter County had received $846.33 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
expended $2,119.19 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 6,001 herds containing 119,211 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were 14
herds containing 38 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter County (Cary
1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Sumter County had received $273.24 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
expended $3,077.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 2,994 herds containing 93,537 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were 29
herds containing 705 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter County (Cary
1920:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Sumter County had received $200.75 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
expended $2,107.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 1,859 herds containing 40,882 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were four
herds containing 163 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter County (Cary
1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Sumter County had received $505.48 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
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expended $2,074.40 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 2,197 herds containing 42,263 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were 15
herds containing 730 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter County (Cary
1922:9).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Sumter County had received $51.62 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
expended $1,851.25 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
inspected or dipped 5,199 herds containing 57,151 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter County (Cary 1925:12).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1926, Sumter County had received $1,896.19 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $300.00 from the State of Alabama. Sumter County
expended $1,825.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they
inspected or dipped 3,788 herds containing 26,910 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats.
There were 17 herds containing 228 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Sumter
County (Cary 1927:8).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditures for
tick eradication in Sumter County was a total of $920.92 for Fiscal Year 1916, $420 for
Fiscal Year 1917, and a total of $129.20 for Fiscal Year 1918.
Greene County, Alabama – 1915 to 1926
On November 18, 1915, The Greensboro Watchman (Hale County) reported that Greene
County had held an election on the subject of cattle tick eradication the previous week.
Out of a total of 360 votes, only 48 votes had been cast against tick eradication. Hale
County congratulated Green County, their neighbor to the west, on their excellent
showing made and their progressive step taken. In counties where the tick eradication
vote had been nearly unanimous in the determination to exterminate the cattle tick, there
had been very little trouble in carrying it to a successful termination. The Moulton
Advertiser (Lawrence County) had reported on November 3rd that there had been six
cattle dipping vats constructed in Greene County during the month of September. Added
to the 58 vats that were in operation on September 1st, this made a total of 64 cattle
dipping vats for Greene County.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
made in tick eradication during the month of January. In Greene County, 157 herds
consisting of 1,525 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, four herds consisting
of 150 head of cattle were found to be ticky and remained under quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Greene County had received $386.11 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County
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expended $835.30 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 3,421 herds containing 33,704 head of cattle in 115 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary 1918:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Greene County had received $70.92 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County
expended $105.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 398 herds containing 5,005 head of cattle in 40 dipping vats. There were two
herds containing 156 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary
1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Greene County had received $70.42 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County
expended $363.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 1,238 herds containing 11,575 head of cattle in 40 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Greene County had received $31.32 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County
expended $402.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they
dipped 1,689 herds containing 17,454 head of cattle in 40 dipping vats. There were two
herds containing 246 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary
1922:8).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Greene County had received $189.03 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County
expended $474.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
inspected or dipped 1,741 herds containing 15,674 head of cattle in 40 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary 1925:11).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Greene County had received no funding from the Bureau of Animal
Industry and no funding from the State of Alabama. Greene County expended $184.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they inspected or dipped 1,289
herds containing 10,091 head of cattle in 40 dipping vats. There were two herds
containing 246 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Greene County (Cary
1927:7).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditures for
tick eradication in Greene County was a total of $600.04 for Fiscal Year 1916 and a total
of $240.00 for Fiscal Year 1917.
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Marengo County, Alabama – 1909 to 1926
According to a letter written by the Secretary of Agriculture on June 14, 1911 in response
to a Senate resolution regarding the eradication of cattle ticks in Alabama, at the request
of Congressman George W. Taylor and cattle owners, educational and demonstrational
work was conducted in Marengo County from July 20 to November 30, 1909; and from
April 1 to May 31, 1910. However, systematic inspections and disinfection of cattle were
not conducted as local authorities did not take the necessary actions to control the
movement of cattle throughout the year. The cattle were not free of ticks (USDA
1911c:3-4).
On June 17, 1915, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that during the
month of May 1915, a total of 68,833 head of cattle were dipped in Marengo County.
Only two warrants had been sworn out against people for failing to dip their live stock.
With only a very few exceptions, everyone was bringing their live stock to be dipped
every two weeks. The supervising inspector, a Mr. Galt (Dr. Syd Galt), informed the
newspaper that Marengo County would be free of ticks by November 1, 1915.
On August 12, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported on the progress of tick eradication
across Alabama for the month of June. In Marengo County during the month June 1915,
a total of 9,921 herds of cattle, containing 80,778 head of cattle were dipped in 171 vats.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
made in tick eradication during the month of January. In Marengo County, 1,560 herds
consisting of 23,459 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, 48 herds consisting
of 289 head of cattle were found to be ticky and remained under quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Marengo County had received $702.32 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $746.00 from the State of Alabama. Marengo County
expended $4,670.51 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 8,266 herds containing 105,565 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There were
eight herds containing 254 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Marengo County
(Cary 1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Marengo County had received $475.27 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $676.64 from the State of Alabama. Marengo County
expended $1,190.51 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 1,573 herds containing 21,396 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There were 12
herds containing 266 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Marengo County (Cary
1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Marengo County had received $464.83 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $487.50 from the State of Alabama. Marengo
County expended $1,183.22 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920,
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they dipped 1,570 herds containing 34,880 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There were
six herds containing 340 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Marengo County
(Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Marengo County had received $514.64 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Marengo
County expended $1,435.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921
they dipped 969 herds containing 17,711 head of cattle in 170 dipping vats. There were
no cattle remaining under quarantine in Marengo County (Cary 1922:8).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Marengo County had received $1,599.86 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Marengo
County expended $3,558.31 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924,
they inspected or dipped 9,207 herds containing 83,355 head of cattle in 160 dipping
vats. There were 71 herds containing 477 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Marengo County (Cary 1925:11).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Marengo County had received $1,435.67 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $37.00 from the State of Alabama. Marengo County
expended $2,050.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926 they
inspected or dipped 284 herds containing 1,117 head of cattle in 100 dipping vats. There
were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Marengo County (Cary 1927:8).
According to the State of Alabama Treasurer’s annual reports, the State expenditures for
tick eradication in Marengo County was a total of $989.82 for Fiscal Year 1916, $402.85
for Fiscal Year 1917, and $324.60 for Fiscal Year 1918. A total of $323.60 was spent in
Fiscal Year 1919 for Marengo, Wilcox and Clarke counties. A total of $532.50 was spent
in Fiscal year 1920, and $560.00 spent in Fiscal Year 1921.
Talladega County, Alabama – 1916 to 1924
While cattle dipping was still an open question, Joshua Franklin of Pyriton, Alabama in
Clay County, wrote the editor of the Talladega County weekly newspaper, Our Mountain
Home. His letter, appearing in the February 2, 1916 edition, stated that the county
representatives needed to pass a law making it a misdemeanor for a cattleman to harbor
ticks on his cattle. “No man in his senses who knows about ticks and the harm they can
do would risk bringing valuable stock to where they are found.”
On January 24, 1917, Our Mountain Home reported that the Talladega County Live
Stock Association had met at the court house to discuss tick eradication. They had eight
petitions with 711 signatures. It was predicted that when the petitions from the remaining
ten beats were collected, there would be a total of 1,500 names, or three-fourths of the
total voting strength of the county. It was decided to present the petitions to the Judge of
Probate asking for an election.
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In the same January 24th edition of Our Mountain Home, it was reported that the
Talladega County Commissioners, after hearing testimony from the Talladega Live Stock
Association, decided to increase the number of cattle dipping vats. Another 34 dipping
vats would be built with county funds, adding to the existing 72 vats that were already in
use across the county. Additional vats were to be constructed using private funds,
bringing the total number of cattle dipping vats in Talladega County to 142. With that
many vats in Talladega County, there should be no inconveniences placed on the
cattlemen when cattle dipping became compulsory.
The Talladega National Bank ran an advertisement in the February 7, 1917 edition of Our
Mountain Home with the headline of “The Cattle Tick.” The advertisement pointed out
that “government experts” were estimating that the cattle tick was costing the South five
million dollars each year as infected cattle had a limited market, produced a poorer
quality of meat, and were more costly to raise. They asked the readers, “Why suffer such
waste?”
Our Mountain Home reported on February 28, 1917, that Talladega County had voted
two-to-one in favor of cattle tick eradication in an election held on February 20th, with
885 votes in favor and 381 votes against.
The cattle dipping would start on April 1, 1917 according to the March 7, 1917 edition of
Our Mountain Home. Dr. R.D. Pellet, of the USDA, was supervising the construction of
the cattle dipping vats in Talladega County. There were a few more vats to be
constructed, and parties that wanted a vat located in their community were advised to
make application at once and meet the requirements. Readers were reminded that as the
dipping was compulsory any community that could procure a vat should not fail to do so.
On March 21, 1917, Our Mountain Home reported Dr. C.A. Cary, of the State Live Stock
Board had issued a proclamation stating the quarantine would go into effect on April 2,
1917. From that point on the movement of all cattle in and out of Talladega County
would be done under the rules and regulations of the State Live Stock Board. All cattle
in Talladega County would be dipped every two weeks until the quarantine was lifted.
On June 6, 1917, a front-page headline urged the readers of Our Mountain Home to “Use
Our Cattle to Feed Soldiers and Not Ticks.” The eradication of the cattle tick would
place the South’s resources at the Nation’s disposal, and the battle being waged against
the tick should not lag during the war. The article concluded that the cattle tick was
working with our enemies to reduce the production of meat, milk and butter.
On June 13, 1917, Our Mountain Home reported the Talladega County Commissioners
had held a special session to hear objections from citizens regarding the cattle dipping
law. The Commissioner’s court adopted a resolution determining that continuing with
the cattle dipping was wise and expedient. The resolution also stated that if the dipping
caused any harm to cattle, Dr. Pellett, who was in charge of dipping in Talladega County,
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would personally visit the community and ensure that any objectionable conditions were
remedied.
On June 20, 1917, Our Mountain Home published a letter to the editor from H.A. Stewart
of Jenifer, Alabama. According to Stewart, the primary objection to the dipping was the
design of the vats. The county needed to have new vats built that had a sloping entrance.
The present vats, where the cattle jumped into the vat, were causing injuries to the cattle.
On July 25, 1917, Our Mountain Home reported that three more arrests had been made in
Talladega County in connection with violations of cattle dipping laws. Daniel Butts was
arrested on a warrant of the destruction of dipping vats, and Lige and Zeke Brewer were
arrested on a charge of failure to dip their cattle. The article stated that another “batch”
of warrants for failure to dip cattle was being prepared.
In the same July 25th edition of Our Mountain Home it was reported that three men had
been charged with dynamiting fish, and one of the men, Bennett Horn, was also charged
with dynamiting a cattle dipping vat. It was also reported that Brag Horn and Pres Fuller
had been arrested for failure to dip their cattle. Mr. Horn pled guilty and was fined $51.
He promised the court not to repeat the offense. The cattle owners in the county were
reminded that the dipping law required cattle to be dipped in a standard vat containing an
arsenical solution every two weeks. The cost of dipping cattle was less than paying the
fines and court costs.
Our Mountain Home reported on December 12, 1917 that Talladega County had been
declared free of cattle ticks and the U.S. government had lifted the quarantine effective
December 1st. Talladega County would now be allowed to ship their cattle without any
restrictions to markets of the country, where they would receive the highest prices. Cattle
from infected districts were not to be shipped into Talladega County. It was expected
that the lifting of the quarantine would give the cattle industry in Talladega County a
great impetus. The article concluded that now that the Department of Agriculture had
declared the county tick free, it was up to the cattlemen to keep it tick free.
In Fiscal Year 1918, Talladega County had received $1,669.66 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received $600.00 from the State of Alabama.
Talladega County expended $816.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1918 they dipped 4,873 herds containing 45,207 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats.
There were four herds containing 43 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Talladega County (Cary 1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Talladega County had received $247.67 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $375.00 from the State of Alabama. Talladega County
expended $738.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 3,830 herds containing 23,446 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Talladega County (Cary 1920:7).
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According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Talladega County had received $377.81 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Talladega
County expended $563.17 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920,
they dipped 794 herds containing 7,540 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Talladega County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Talladega County received no funding from the Bureau of Animal
Industry and no funding from the State of Alabama. Talladega County expended $250.00
in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921 they dipped 581 herds
containing 3,787 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Talladega County (Cary 1922:9).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Talladega County received $439.78 from the Bureau of Animal
Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Talladega County
expended $707.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924 they
dipped 1,816 herds containing 10,404 head of cattle in 113 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Talladega County (Cary 1925:12).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $312.34
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Talladega County in Fiscal Year 1917.
Although the federal quarantine had been lifted in December 1917, the State of Alabama
spent $360 in Fiscal Year 1918 and another $669.67 in Fiscal Year 1919 for tick
eradication in Talladega County.
Clay County, Alabama – 1916 to 1920
On May 26, 1916, The Ashland Progress reported that the citizens of the Brownville
Community (actually, the Brownsville Community in the southern portion of the county)
were building a cattle dipping on their own. One week after the county farm
demonstration agent had come down and given a “splendid lecture on Tick eradication”
the citizens had assembled at Elias, and after a few days of strenuous work, they had
nearly completed construction of a dipping vat at that place. They were grateful that their
community had “at last awakened to the fact that this work will be beneficial.”
Completion of the cattle dipping vat would put them “abreast with the times” and they
hoped other communities would follow.
On June 16, 1916, The Ashland Progress reported that two new dipping vats had been
built in Clay County by the co-operative plan, according to the Farm Demonstration
Agent H.L. Alsobrook. The cement for the vats was to be furnished by the county
commissioners in any communities determined to need them. Alsobrook stated that the
importance of dipping vats had increased throughout the county as Birmingham,
Alabama, the chief cattle market, had refused to take cattle from tick infested counties.
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On July 14, 1916, The Ashland Progress reported that the recently constructed cattle
dipping vat in the Brownville (sic) Community was having “far reaching influence on the
development of the cattle and general livestock industry.” With the eradication of the
cattle tick, farmers would be able to begin thinking of supplying beef to the world.
Within two or three years the farmers would be relieved of their burden of debt and have
productive farms in a new era of prosperity.
The Ashland Progress also reported on July 14th that 43 farmers had assembled at
Cleveland Crossroads (about three miles east of Brownsville) to witness the loading and
first use of their cattle dipping vat. A large percentage of the cattle in that community
were dipped. It was also noted that the boll weevil was beginning to appear in their
cotton fields.
On August 10, 1917, a letter from Dr. D.A. Tyler, Supervising Inspector, was published
in The Ashland Progress. According to Dr. Tyler, there was no subject of greater
importance to the citizens of Clay County than cattle tick eradication. The disease could
be completely wiped out in a year, never to return, if the citizens so desired. Unless the
people of Clay County decided to eradicate the cattle tick, they would continue to pay
“the tax imposed by the tick” in dead cattle, loss in weight, and depreciated value. There
was no escape from this tax as long as the cattle tick remained.
In a separate article in the August 10, 1917 edition of The Ashland Progress it was
reported that Lath Coker had pleaded guilty to bringing cattle from Clay County into
Talladega County for sale. Mr. Coker was fined $100 and costs. This was the first case
of a violation of the cattle tick quarantine. The article concluded by asking the readers
how long would the Clay County cattle industry be handicapped by the cattle tick.
On October 5, 1917, The Ashland Progress published a letter to the editor from a Mr.
Franklin, discussing the obstacles to cattle raising. According to Mr. Franklin, the few
cattle in Clay County were kept in small pastures scattered all over the county. Many of
the cattle were badly infested with ticks, and many cows died each year of tick fever,
although their owners were not aware of the cause of death, mistakenly calling it “hollow
horn” or something else. The cattle in Clay County were presently in far greater danger
of tick fever than they were 25 years previously when there were no stock laws in the
county. At that time, the young calves were sure to be bitten by ticks and thus inoculated
and made immune against the fever. Mr. Franklin was convinced that a dipping law, if
passed, would not be an effective means of ridding Clay County of the cattle tick unless
applied very vigorously. An imperfect application of the law would be worse than no
application at all.
The Ashland Progress reported on January 11, 1918 that a meeting of cattle owners had
been held on January 5th to discuss cattle tick eradication. A majority of the stock owners
wanted an early election to decide if Clay County was in favor of county-wide cattle
dipping. They thought that with an early election and immediate action they could be
released from the “irksome quarantine restrictions” by the end of the year. A committee
was appointed to work “in the interest of the movement.”
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According to Dr. George L. Breeden, who had succeeded Dr. Oldman in taking charge of
the tick eradication work in Clay County, it was intended to move ahead with vat
construction as soon as possible. County officials would furnish the cement to any
community willing to furnish a site for the vat and donate the labor and necessary lumber.
Dr. Breeden asked the stock owners to focus their attention on the vat construction in
order to have them completed before the spring farming season began. Petitions were
being circulated throughout the county calling for the election, and for every community
to be ready for the regular dipping which would begin in the spring.
On January 18, 1918, The Ashland Progress posted a notice to members of the tick
eradication committee reminding them to gather signatures on the petitions as soon as
possible and return them to Dr. George L. Breeden no later than January 20th. Many
communities had been waiting until after their elections to begin building dipping vats.
The notice encouraged the communities in Clay County to have their vats built during
February and March in order that cattle dipping could begin immediately following the
election. Earlier construction of the vats would also ensure that enough vats were built.
On February 22, 1918, The Ashland Progress announced that the tick eradication election
would be held on March 18th. The election would decide whether or not tick eradication
would be taken up across the county as prescribed by the laws governing the State Live
Stock Sanitary Board. On March 1st, the paper listed the election officers that had been
appointed to hold the elections in the 17 beats of Clay County. Notice of the election and
the list of election officers were posted again on March 8th, and another article on the
election was posted in the March 15th edition.
On March 22, 1918, The Ashland Progress reported that tick eradication had been
defeated in the election by a large majority on March 18th. Although there was no
tabulation of the vote kept during the beat elections, and the official count had not yet
been made, it was estimated that the vote was approximately three to one against tick
eradication.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Clay County had received $767.86 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Talladega
County did not expend any of their own funds, but had 17 dipping vats in operation
during the fiscal year. Dr. Cary did not report on the number of cattle dipped (Cary
1919:8).
On February 14, 1919, The Ashland Progress announced that tick eradication work
would soon begin in Clay County. The State of Alabama had recently passed a statewide eradication law, and according to Dr. Charles A. Cary, the state veterinarian, a
meeting was to be held in Ashland on February 19th to organize the work. Mr. T.M.
Summerlin, the county inspector, and Dr. R.E. Jackson, of Birmingham, would be at the
meeting.
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The Ashland Progress reported on February 21, 1919 that Dr. E.E. Jackson of
Birmingham had meet with the county commissioners and a large crowd of interested
citizens in Ashland to initiate plans for the building of cattle dipping vats in Clay County.
According to Dr. Jackson, only a few counties in Alabama had not taken steps to
eradicate cattle ticks, but the ticks in these few counties continued to be a menace to the
cattle industry. This was the primary reason behind Alabama passing a state-wide
eradication law. In the following week the county commissioners would assist in the
selection of vat sites, and another meeting would be held to select inspectors to supervise
the construction of the vats. More than 20 dipping vats had been already built in Clay
County, which would be a great help in meeting the required number of vats needed.
The Ashland Progress reported on March 28, 1919 that cattle dipping was to begin in
Clay County on the following Monday (March 31st). The construction of the vats had
been going on for several weeks, and was being rushed to have the vats completed in
time for the dipping to begin. Posters were to be placed in each community which would
give the stockowners the dates and times when the inspectors would be at the various
dipping vats.
In the same March 28th edition, Dr. Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian, posted a notice
that he had been informed by the Inspector in Charge that the cattle dipping vats would
be ready and “charged” by March 31st, and therefore it was ordered that all inspectors and
cattle owners in Clay County be ready to begin dipping on March 31st.
On July 18, 1919, The Ashland Progress reported on the progress being made in Clay
County in their tick eradication program. Based on a letter by R.E. Jackson, Inspector in
Charge, to the Honorable O.T. Smith of Goodwater, Alabama (most likely a county
commissioner), the paper stated that there was no reason why the quarantine could not be
lifted for the entire county if the dipping was continued through the last fall. According
to R.E. Jackson, soon after the Board of Commissioners appropriated the funds,
construction began on the dipping vats. During March 1919, a total of 89 dipping vats
were constructed. Another eight vats were constructed in April 1919, bringing the total
number of vats in Clay County to 106, taking into account the nine vats that had been
built prior to March.
In March 1919, Clay County dipped 26 herds containing 119 head of cattle. In April,
8,466 herds containing 24994 head of cattle were dipped. At this time, 117 herds and
416 head of cattle were found to be ticky. In May, 8,284 herds containing 26,056 head of
cattle were dipped, with 17 herds and 28 head of cattle found to be ticky. In June, 7,783
herds containing 24,701 head of cattle were dipped, with eight herds and eight head of
cattle found to be ticky. These numbers showed conclusively that the cattle ticks were
being eradicated in Clay County.
It was estimated that there were 11,703 head of cattle within Clay County. The cattle
were being dipped every 14 days, or twice each month. Several vats were dipping three
times each month. Based on the cattle dipped in June, a total of 24,701 head, it was clear
that Clay County was meeting their quota of cattle being dipped, as every head of cattle
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was being dipped twice a month. The goal of the tick eradication program was “To
eradicate cattle ticks in the shortest possible time, with the least possible amount of
expense to the people.” Dr. Jackson predicted that with continued regular dipping, he
would recommend that Clay County be released from quarantine in the late fall.
On August 15, 1919, The Ashland Progress announced that according to the July
monthly report on systematic cattle dipping in for the 20 Alabama counties under
quarantine, only four tick infested cattle had been found in Clay County. This was the
smaller number of tick infested cattle for any county in the report.
The Ashland Progress posted a letter from Dr. Charles A. Cary on August 22, 1919,
stating that Dr. R.E. Jackson, the federal inspector in charge of Alabama had agreed to
recommending that Clay County be released from federal quarantine on September 15th
providing that all cattle was regularly dipped until that time. Dr. Cary wrote to the
Probate Judge of Clay County from the Live Stock Sanitary Department of Alabama in
Auburn on August 18th.
On September 19, 1919, The Ashland Progress announced that “general cattle dipping”
had ceased in Clay County, and that the federal quarantine had been lifted with the
exception of a few herds. The federal inspector complimented the people of Clay County
for their cooperation. Owners of the few cattle excepted in this announcement would be
visited by the inspector and would be required to continue dipping a little longer to
ensure thorough eradication across the entire county.
Dr. O.D. Bashford, federal inspector in charge of Clay County, reported on the Clay
County accomplishments in a condensed report, showing the number of herds and cattle
dipped for the months of March through August 1919. A total of 41,233 herds containing
128,019 head of cattle were dipped during this time. During the same period of March
through August, 153 herds containing 471 head of cattle were found to be ticky. During
the cattle dipping season of 1919, a total of $3,296.24 was paid in salary to local
inspectors. A total of $3,322.53 was spent for cattle dip solution, and $3,337.04 was paid
for cement in the construction of the cattle dipping vats. A grand total of $9,955.81 was
spent in tick eradication in Clay County in 1919. These expenses were paid out of county
funds.
In a separate article in the September 19th edition, F.M. White, the county agent, also
complimented the people of Clay County on their cooperation in the tick eradication
program. He wrote, “Dipping in Clay county, with all of its unpleasantness, loss of time,
etc., has at last come to an end with the exception of a comparatively small number of
herds scattered over the county.” Clay County was one of the few counties to have the
quarantine lifted early. (The releases from quarantine were usually announced on
December 1st. The decision had been made to release Clay County in September rather
than waiting for December 1st, according to an article in The Ashland Progress dated
September 5, 1919.) With the lifting of the restrictions, Clay County would soon be in a
position to ship their cattle at will, and therefore, command higher prices than had ever
been possible in the past.
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According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Clay County had received $2,446.80 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $742.55 from the State of Alabama. Clay County
expended $9,105.15 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 45,183 herds containing 142,698 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There was
one herd with one head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Clay County (Cary
1920:6).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Clay County had received $432.30 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Clay County
expended $1,614.08 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 2,217 herds containing 11,725 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Clay County (Cary 1921:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Clay County had received no funding from the Bureau of Animal
Industry and no funding from the State of Alabama. Clay County expended $580.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they dipped 655 herds
containing 4,054 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Clay County (Cary 1922:7).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Clay County had received $533.16 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Clay County
expended $453.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
inspected or dipped 1,426 herds containing 5,415 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Clay County (Cary 1925:10).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $129.10
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Clay County in Fiscal Year 1918. In Fiscal
Year 1919 (when Clay County was most active in the tick eradication program) the State
of Alabama spent $728.69. In Fiscal Year 1920 (when Clay County had only a few
remaining scattered herds that required dipping) the State of Alabama spent $55.36.

Cleburne County, Alabama - 1915 to 1924
Articles and letters to the editor supporting tick eradication began appearing in The
Cleburne News as early as January 1913. These articles kept the citizens of Cleburne
County informed of the progress of the tick eradication program across Alabama and the
South. Articles by Dr. J.A. Kiernan of the Bureau of Animal Industry (April 16, 1914),
G.H. Alford of the International Harvester Company (April 23, 1914), Professor P.G.
Holden of the International Harvester Company (April 29, 1915), while not specific to
Cleburne County, discussed the benefits of tick eradication across the South and the need
to grow more livestock. Mr. A.H. Pettibone, of the U.S. Department of Agriculture, had
written letters to various newspapers in the quarantined area beginning in 1906. His
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letter to the editor of The Cleburne News was published on May 7, 1914. Pettibone
described the accomplishments in tick eradication in Mississippi, Tennessee and
Alabama, and urged the people of Cleburne County take up the work. Cleburne County
needed to “wake up, and get free from her ticks and lead the glad procession of prosperity
which is surely coming.”
On May 6, 1915, The Cleburne News had five articles on tick eradication in its first four
pages. Judge A.E. Chamberlain of the International Harvester Company wrote that the
people must make Alabama tick free. Texas fever was the “one and only disease that is
continually cutting down the profits of the cattle business in Alabama.” Two ailments in
Southern cattle, commonly called “hollow horn” and “hollow tail” were, according to
Judge Chamberlain, actually caused by lack of nourishment for hungry cattle, and cattle
ticks were usually the cause of the hunger. The cow was a “faithful servant” to the
farmer, and the best source of food for their families.
The other four articles were “Ticks Will Not Come Back” by Dr. B.O. Minge, a
veterinarian inspector with the Bureau of Animal Industry; “Starting Tick Eradication”
by Dr. G.H. Bruns, a veterinarian inspector with the Bureau of Animal Industry; “Tick
Eradication Helps the Renter” by Mrs. G.H. Mathis, from the Alabama Diversified
Farming Association; and “Boll Weevil Helps Tick Eradication” by W.E. Hinds, an
entomologist with the Alabama Experimental Station. These four articles would later be
published by The Centreville Press in June 1915 (see Bibb County).
On June 3, 1915, The Cleburne News announced that the first cattle dipping vat in
Cleburne County had been built the previous week at W.H. Howle’s place. According to
E.R. Carlson, the Cleburne County Farm Demonstration Agent, the vat was built by A.W.
Brown of Heflin, built according to the plans furnished by the U.S. Department of
Agriculture. The vat was county property, as the county had furnished the cement for
construction. Mr. Howle and neighbors had furnished the lumber for the form, the gravel
and the sand. The article recommended that the vat be used by every farmer within
reasonable distance who owned pastures infected y cattle ticks. Many more vats were
still needed to be built across Cleburne County.
A year later, the vat at Howle’s appears to be the only dipping vat in operation in
Cleburne County. On June 22, 1916, The Cleburne News announced that there would be
“free dipping vat privileges” to anyone who would apply. According to E.R. Carlson, the
vat at the farm of W.H. Howle was filled and ready for the public to use. There was no
fee for dipping the cattle, and all farmers living within a reasonable distance from the vat
were encouraged to use it. Mr. Howle had written to Mr. Carlson to inform him that the
“dipping solution is just fine, all of the ticks are gone.” Mr. Howle had examined the
cattle that were dipped on the 12th. To date, they had dipped a total of 34 head of cattle
and were well pleased. The vat had been built by “public-spirited citizens” of the
community, the county had furnished the cement to build the vat and the chemicals for
the solution, and the work was being done by the people of Cleburne County.
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On August 23, 1917, The Cleburne News answered the question, “What the tick is doing
for Cleburne.” The cattle tick was keeping cattle out of 10,725 acres of unimproved
farmlands, not woodlands, that the owners were paying taxes at the rate of $1.35 per
hundred acres. This was costing the landowners $1,608.75 in taxes each year for land
that they could not use for pasturage. Cleburne County’s cows produced $57,454 worth
of dairy products each year. It was estimated that feeding the cattle tick lost 30 percent of
the dairy products – a loss of $17,235.20 each year. Cleburne County slaughtered or sold
$24,702 worth of beef cattle each year. It was estimated that feeding the ticks lost 25
percent of beef production – a loss of $6,174.00 each year.
The hides from the 2,371 head of cattle sold or slaughtered by Cleburne County farmers
annually, would have brought if tick-tree, 18 cents per pound as green hides or $16,000.
As tick damaged hides, they could only bring one-half of this amount or $8,000. Each
year, the cattle tick caused the death of at least 1,000 head of cattle in Cleburne County.
If the average of the cattle was 500 pounds, at five cents per pound, this amounted to
$25,000. The cost of the quarantine restrictions were expensive, averaging $7 per head
of cattle in Cleburne County. This meant that for the 5,873 head of cattle in the county,
the cost of $41,111 was to be subtracted from the market cost. The grand total of
Cleburne County lost to the cattle tick was $99,128.95. When this cost was divided, it
was costing every farm in Cleburne County $44.30, and every man, women and child in
the county $7.48. Eventually, Cleburne County would have to eradicate the cattle tick.
The cost of eradicating the tick was one-tenth the yearly cost of having the tick in the
county. The article concluded with the question, “Why not now?”
On February 21, 1918, The Cleburne News published a letter from Dr. G.H. Bruns of the
U.S. Bureau of Animal Industry suggesting that there should be a hog dipping vat on
every farm in Cleburne County. The vats were to be made of concrete (similar to cattle
dipping vats but smaller), and would require eight sacks of cement, six loads of gravel,
350 feet of lumber, 15 pounds of 8-penny wire nails, and two pairs of strap hinges. The
vats were to be 14 feet long at the top, two feet wide and the top, one foot wide at the
bottom. The vat was to be four feet deep for six feet, then a six foot walk-out, and a twofoot slide-in, sloped 50 degrees down. The walls were to be four inches thick. Concrete
steps were to be placed on the walk-out at one-foot intervals. A concrete drip-pad was to
be built at the end of the walk-out, sloped so the solution would run back into the vat.
The drip-pad was to be four inches thick with a rough floor. Dr. Bruns directed that the
concrete be made “sloppy.” Once the vats were constructed, the hogs were to be dipped
in a mixture of five gallons of crude oil and eight barrels of water. Dr. Bruns concluded
that “a dipping vat is a bath-tub for stock. Dip your stock and keep them healthy and free
from disease – as ticks, cholera mange, eczema, worms, lice, fleas, grubs, warbles, red
bugs, etc.”
On February 21, 1918, The Cleburne News published a letter from Dr. G.H. Bruns of the
U.S. Bureau of Animal Industry, announcing that dipping vats would be constructed
across the county every three or four miles. The citizens of Cleburne County were to
send their order for a dipping vat to Judge D.S. Baber, most likely the judge probate, and
to Dr, Bruns, who at the time was in Heflin.
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On April 4, 1918, The Cleburne News reported that 92 head of cattle had been dipped in
50 minutes. Dr. Bruns had given a public demonstration at the cattle dipping vat on the
property of Judge Glasgow. “Every detail was carried out to the scratch, without a
hitch.” Ninety-two cattle, one dog, one pig and a goat were all dipped in 50 minutes.
There were over 100 visitors present, and Dr. Bruns took the opportunity to give a short
talk on the benefits of tick eradication. The article concluded by reminding the public
that the dipping was free, and if they wanted their cattle dipped, they should bring them
to the Glasgow vat during the afternoon of April 13th.
The Cleburne News advertised the dipping vat at Judge Glasgow’s on April 18, 1918,
with the headline of the 92 head of cattle being dipped in less than an hour. Since that
first dipping three weeks earlier, dozens of cattle were being dipped every day, free of
charge. According to the article, Dr. Bruns, who had “rendered valuable work in
Cleburne,” had been transferred to Winfield, Louisiana.
Also on April 18, 1918, The Cleburne News announced that public cattle dipping vats
would be available, free of charge, at McMahon’s vat, near Hopewell Church, on April
19th; and at W.H. Barton’s vat on April 20th. Mr. W.H. Barton, of Heflin, was also
advertising that for $1 per head, he would dip, salt and pasture cattle on his 440-acre
pasture.
On April 25, 1918, Mr. W.H. Barton of Heflin advertised in The Cleburne News that he
had a fine 440-acre pasture, better than the original range and under a strong new wire
fence. Mr. Barton would dip, salt and pasture livestock at $1 per head.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Cleburne County had received $1,111.68 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Cleburne
County expended $242.70 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919,
they had five dipping vats in operation, but the number of cattle dipped was not reported
(Cary 1919:8).
On March 6, 1919, The Cleburne News published the recently passed state-wide tick
eradication law that had been submitted by Mr. John Campbell of Heflin. Taking up
nearly two full columns of the newspaper, it was followed by an editorial comment from
Mr. Campbell, who felt their representative “let the dipping law be forced upon us.”
According to Campbell, it was well known that 90 percent of the stock owners in
Cleburne County were against the dipping law, and the people had been done “a great
injustice” as they had not been informed of the provisions of the law. On March 13,
1919, The Cleburne News contained an advertisement from Mr. H.W. Butler and others
from Beat 4, inviting every citizen of Cleburne County who oppose the dipping law to
meet at the old courthouse in Edwardsville on March 17th.
The March 13th edition of The Cleburne News also contained an article showing the
opposition to the appointment of Jim Harris of Beat 8 as the “chief inspector of the
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dipping law in Cleburne at a salary of $75 per month.” A petition was being circulated
asking for Harris’ removal from the position. The opposition, according to the article,
was based on the fact that Harris had not served “Uncle Sam” during the war, and
therefore, was not entitled to a government appointment.
In spite of the opposition to the dipping law and the appointment of the inspector, the
cattle dipping proceeded in Cleburne County, and a week later there was optimism that
the cattle dipping program would be completed by the end of the year. On March 20,
1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from Dr. A.H. Metzger, the U.S. inspector in
charge, reporting that the construction of the cattle dipping vats for Cleburne County
would be completed so dipping could commence by the beginning of April. Dr. Metzger
stated that if the communities completed their vats for April dipping, he would
recommend that the United States government raise the quarantine at the end of the
dipping season in December. It would be much better if the dipping work was completed
in one year rather than two. If the work was delayed, it would cost the county twice the
expense and time. Whereas the entire county was under quarantine, it would be
necessary for everybody to dip their cattle. Horses and mules that were not being kept in
pastures with the cattle were exempt from dipping. There was no fee for the dipping. Dr.
Metzger also reported that he had met with Mr. Jim Harris to accept his resignation. Mr.
A.W. Brown would continue as the head dipping vat inspector.
On April 21, 1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from Dr. Charles A. Cary, the
State Veterinarian, reporting that he had received word from the inspector in charge that
the dipping vats were ready and had been charged, and that regular dipping would begin
in Cleburne County on April 21, 1919. It was ordered that all inspectors, owners of
cattle, and parties in possession of cattle in Cleburne County be ready for the dipping to
begin on the 21st.
A second letter was published stating that the “county construction gang” and the federal
inspectors wished everyone to get the materials “laid down at their respective vats and to
give their cooperation to the limit.” It was hoped to have the quarantine raised by
December, and “should irregularities occur, dipping shall be prolonged and violations
punished according to law.” The vats, when completed, were to be filled to the water line
which was at 5 feet 3 inches. Inspectors were to be at their assigned vats as soon as it
was light enough to do the work properly. Dipping as early in the morning as possible
was better for the cattle, and the stock owners were reminded to gently handle their cattle
when driving then to and from the vats, and to be sure the cattle were given water to
drink before dipping them. On April 21, 1919, dipping was to begin at the Edwardsville,
Heflin, Arthur Harris, Bud Blake, and Glasgow’s vats. On the 22nd, dipping would begin
at Rakestraw, Emory Farm, Matt Evans, Wilson Fowler, and Vaughan vats. Posters were
to be placed at the vats to give the public the future dates for dipping.
On April 24, 1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from A.S. Makin, the federal
inspector, reminding the public that cattle dipping had begun, and urging people to rush
the completion of the vats in their communities. Dipping posters were to be posted along
the roadside giving the dates and locations for dipping vats. The Cleburne News
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published another letter from A.S. Makin on May 1, 1919, stating that the reports from
the first week of dipping had been submitted, and the people of Cleburne County had
responded “very nicely.” It was still hoped that Cleburne County would finish their tick
eradication work by the end of the year.
On June 5, 1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from D.S. Baber, the Judge of
Probate. Cleburne County had built the required number of dipping vats, less the vat at
Joe Grimes’ in Pinhook, Beat 2, which had been dynamited three nights earlier. The vat
had been used for dipping the previous week with a good turnout and satisfying results.
According to Judge Baber, the government instructions were that when a dipping vat was
dynamited, it was not to be rebuilt at that location. The local cattle owners were to drive
their cattle to the next nearest vat. This was the order at Edwardsville recently when the
vat there had been dynamited. The citizens of Edwardsville, however, had requested
permission to rebuild their vat, and it had been granted. Four days later they were
dipping at the new vat. Judge Baber regretted that any vat being destroyed. He had spent
the last three months getting the vats constructed in Cleburne County. He also regretted
fining people for violations to the dipping law, but he had recently fined two parties for
violations with fines from $37.50 to $60.00. Judge Baber asked the people of Cleburne
County for their cooperation to get the quarantine lifted as early as possible.
On June 26, 1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from A.S. Makin, the federal
inspector, declaring that the “dipping must not be stopped.” The county, state and federal
agents did not have the authority to exempt any cattle in a quarantined area, and he asked
the people to “please be governed accordingly, and avoid any trouble that may come up.”
Cattle dipping vats, considered county property, continued to be destroyed during this
critical time of the dipping season, and unless an immediate change was made by the
people to support the program, all hopes of raising the quarantine would vanish. Makin
was also distressed to see that the people in the eastern portion of the county had declared
“No Dip Days” on their own discretion. Inspector Makin asked the people for their
cooperation; to come early to the vats, dip their cattle and return home to their work.
On July 10, 1919, The Cleburne News published a letter from R.A. Jackson, Inspector in
Charge, recording the accomplishments in Cleburne County in the tick eradication work.
Prior to the beginning of the state-wide compulsory dipping in March 1919, there were
seven cattle dipping vats that had been constructed in Cleburne County. During the
month of March 1919, another nine vats were built. Another 35 vats were constructed in
April; another 12 vats were constructed in May; and another four vats completed in June
1919; making a total of 67 cattle dipping vats for the county.
Cleburne County started systematic tick eradication in April 1919 by dipping 914 herds
of 2,521 cattle. Of this number, 39 herds and 55 cattle were found to be ticky. In May,
4,599 herds with 12,772 head of cattle were dipped, with 240 herds and 352 head of
cattle found tick infested. In June, another 5,044 herds and 73,618 head of cattle were
dipped. Of these, 112 herds and 215 head of cattle were found ticky. The numbers show
that the cattle tick was being eradicated in Cleburne County.
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It was estimated that Cleburne County had 6,700 cattle within its borders. With a dipping
every 14 days, every head of cattle was being dipped twice each month. At a few of the
cattle dipping vats, dipping was occurring three times each month. With practically 100
percent of Cleburne County’s cattle being dipped, there was no reason why the entire
county could not be released from the federal quarantine by the end of the year. This was
the aim and the end: “To eradicate cattle ticks in the shortest possible time, with the least
amount of expense to the people.”
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Cleburne County had received $2,564.22 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $840.00 from the State of Alabama. Cleburne
County expended $2,658.65 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919,
they dipped 25,722 herds containing 71,848 head of cattle in 65 dipping vats. There was
one herd with one head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Cleburne County (Cary
1920:6).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Cleburne County had received $800.79 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $678.00 from the State of Alabama. Cleburne County
expended $573.18 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 3,383 herds containing 13,566 head of cattle in 65 dipping vats. There were three
herds with 14 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Cleburne County (Cary
1921:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Cleburne County had received $408.84 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $180.00 from the State of Alabama. Cleburne
County expended $531.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921,
they dipped 1,622 herds containing 7,142 head of cattle in 65 dipping vats. There were
no cattle remaining under quarantine in Cleburne County (Cary 1922:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Cleburne County had received $21.67 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama and expended
none of their own funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they inspected or
dipped one herd containing 10 head of cattle. There were 65 dipping vats available for
operation during the year. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Cleburne
County (Cary 1925:10).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $499.34
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Cleburne County in Fiscal Year 1919. In
Fiscal Year 1920 the State of Alabama spent $762.05. In Fiscal Year 1921, the State of
Alabama spent $495.00.
Calhoun County, Alabama – 1915 to 1926
On June 8, 1915, The Andalusia Star, a semi-weekly newspaper of Covington County,
Alabama, printed an article from Anniston stating that S.W. Pace of the Calhoun County
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Livestock Association had been corresponding with the vice-presidents in each beat in
the county to determine the locations for 44 cattle dipping vats to be constructed. An
expert from the United States Department of Agriculture was expected to arrive in the
county soon to supervise the construction of the first few vats. The ground on which the
vats are to be located was to be secured from the landowners for a period of ten years. In
some cases the land was deeded to the county free of cost. The land owners would be
given the opportunity to purchase the vat from the county at the construction cost at the
end of the ten-year period.
On September 23, 1915, The Cullman Tribune reported that John M. Crook, the probate
judge of Calhoun County, had called for an election to be held on October 18th to allow
the people to vote on the question of whether or not they wanted to approve the
appropriation of funds by the county commissioners for the building of cattle dipping
vats and to begin work in the eradication of the cattle tick. S.W. Pace, the president of
the Calhoun County Livestock Association, and his associates had made a canvas of the
county. They expected there would be little trouble in getting the people to vote
favorably to the proposition.
On February 1, 1918, The Piedmont Journal announced that there might be another anticattle tick election soon in Calhoun County. Progressive citizens of the county were
circulating a petition in order to get the county commissioners to call for an election. A
little more than two years earlier, the tick eradication question had been raised in Calhoun
County, but soundly defeated in an election. In the past two years the sentiment had
“crystalized” in favor of the tick eradication movement.
On March 15, 1918, The Piedmont Journal reported that there was very little surprise that
the tick eradication election had failed to pass, and was in fact, overwhelmingly defeated
in the county. Tick eradication had been badly defeated in the first election, and no
progress had been made to change the minds of the farmers, the main opponents of the
idea. Tick eradication was heartily endorsed by the government authorities and nearly all
of the progressive cattle raisers. However, the opposition was of the opinion that tick
eradication would only benefit breeders of fancy cattle and not the ordinary citizen.
On October 4, 1918, The Piedmont Journal reported that at a recent meeting in
Birmingham, Alabama, officials from the United State Department of Agriculture, state
veterinarians, state livestock sanitary officials, and representatives from breeders
associations from several southern states had determined to continue efforts throughout
the South until every county was released from quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Calhoun County had received $1,024.28 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $65.90 from the State of Alabama. Calhoun County
expended $339.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, there
were 19 dipping vats in operation. The number of cattle dipped were not recorded (Cary
1919:8).
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In February 1919, the State of Alabama passed a state-wide compulsory dipping law. In
compliance with the state-wide law, Calhoun County would have begun construction on
their required cattle dipping vats. On May 15, 1919, The Centreville Press (Bibb
County) reported that a cattle dipping vat had been destroyed by dynamite, arousing
much indignation of the farmers of the Cedar Springs Community and Calhoun County.
A reward of $200 was offered by the farmers for the apprehension of the guilty persons.
On May 16, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that the “dipping vat law is no play
thing.” There was no longer any point in arguing about dipping cattle. The orders were
to bring every cow to the vat on assigned dipping days. The cow was to be dipped or
sponged. Prior to this, Inspector Herbert Coheley had allowed men to keep their cows at
home by request and sponge them down with the solution. From this point on, it would
no longer be allowed, and failure to bring your cows to the vat on the assigned dipping
day could result in fines from $10 to $500 and six months at hard labor. Inspector
Coheley also wanted to remind the farmers that anyone found transporting a cow without
permit from one farm to another or along the streets or public road was subject to a fine
of one dollar to $500 and may be sentenced to hard labor for up to six months. Anyone
wanted to transport their cattle was to go to Inspector Coheley for a permit to be in
compliance with the law.
On May 16, 1919, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, reported from Anniston that the farmers of the Cedar Springs community were
indignant over the dynamiting of the community cattle dipping vat. A reward of $200
was offered by the farmers for the apprehension of the guilty persons.
On May 30, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that Inspector Coheley had requested
that the newspaper remind the citizens of Calhoun County that he needed to be present at
the dipping vats when the cattle were being dipped. Prior to this, people were bringing
their cattle to vats and dipping before the inspector had arrived. This was contrary to the
law, which required the inspector present to account for all cattle dipped. According to
the law, the inspector was to be present at the vat from seven o’clock in the morning until
midnight on assigned dipping days. However, for the convenience of the citizens,
Inspector Coheley would either be at the vats at six o’clock in the morning, or have
someone assigned to be there on dipping days which were every two weeks.
On June 13, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that a number of citizens had failed to
dip their cattle and several warrants had been issued for their arrest. Inspector Coheley
had reported that one of the warrants was issued for a citizen of the Bethel Community.
The Bethel Community had circulated a petition containing the signatures of those
citizens pledging their refusal to comply with the dipping law.
On June 20, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that Inspector Coheley had returned
from Nance’s Creek in Beat 10 after their first day of dipping. A total of 150 head of
cattle had been dipped without any disturbance. It was also reported that the vat at J.P.
Robertson’s in Beat 10 was almost complete, but it would not be ready for the next
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dipping day, and therefore, the citizens in that section of Beat 10 would be required to
bring their cattle to Piedmont for dipping.
On June 20, 1919, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, reported from Anniston that the farmers of the Four Miles community had
changed their minds in regards to dipping their cattle. There had been bitter resentment
when the dipping laws were first enforced, but the farmers had changed their sentiment to
the point where rather than wait for the county to construct a community vat in Four
Miles, they had built one themselves.
On July 18, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that the Robertson vat had been blown
up. According to the article, “the opposition to the stock dipping law took on additional
violence…” and the Robertson vat, located six miles northwest of Piedmont, was “blown
to atoms….” “The vat was completed Tuesday morning, and Tuesday night, kerflooey
she went.” The Robertson vat was the first cattle dipping vat built in the community. Up
to this point, none of the citizens of the community had dipped their cattle.
The Piedmont Journal announced on August 1, 1919 that the Robertson vat had been
rebuilt and on Tuesday, the scheduled dipping day, work had proceeded at the vat without
any serious troubles. C.C. Cobb was on watch at the vat with a number of men Monday
night. They “routed one or two crowds that had showed signs of probable attack.” Other
than this, there was no disturbance.
The Piedmont Journal also reported on August 1st that William Ledbetter, who had been
charged with violating the stock dipping law, was acquitted on the evidence that he lived
outside the three-mile limit of the nearest dipping vat.
On August 7, 1919, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that former State
Senator Charles D. Kline had returned to Anniston from Montgomery where he had gone
to ask for an amendment to the cattle dipping law. A bill prepared by Mr. Kline was
introduced by Senator Watt Brown of St. Clair County and referred to the agricultural
committee. The bill asked for relief for farmers whose cattle were free of cattle tick
infection. A meeting was arranged with the State Veterinarian, Dr. Charles Cary and a
number of farmers and cattle owners from Calhoun County. Mr. Kline reported that he
had received a great deal of encouragement in Montgomery and was confident that his
bill would meet with favorable action. The Piedmont Journal reported on this trip to
Montgomery on August 15th, given a little more detail. The delegation from Calhoun
County had gone to Montgomery to present an amendment to the Tick Eradication Law
to State Veterinarian Charles Cary. The amendment, endorsed by 500 farmers from
Calhoun County, asked that farmers with tick-free cattle be exempt from dipping
requirements.
On August 8, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that the Monahan vat had been blown
up for the second time in several days. According to the article, “the way to estimate
how many times a week a dipping vat will be blown up, seems to be merely to ascertain
how many times it is possible to rebuild it.” The Monahan vat had been dynamited
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several days previous, and had been “nicely rebuilt” and made ready for operation on
Wednesday afternoon. It was dynamited and “all shot to pieces” that evening about ten
o’clock.
In the same edition of the August 8th newspaper, a “want add” was ran looking for a
dipping vat in working condition. They were looking “to find a dipping vat in good
repair; must not have been exposed to ‘dennymight,’ lime jugs, or other mild forms of
explosives, and must not be further than Jacksonville on the west; Rock Run on the east;
Centre on the north or Choccolocco on the south.” Nearly every dipping vat in the local
communities had been “laid wide open with explosives.” With the destruction of
numerous dipping vats in Calhoun County, Inspector Coheley want the citizens to be
informed that they would now be required to dip their cattle at the nearest dipping vat
regardless of the distance. Earlier in the week, the following dipping vats had been
reported as being blown up: the Monahan vat at Vigo, the Coheley vat at Bethel, the
Sharp vat and Grissom vats, the Coosa Co. vat, the Stewart vat, the John Jackson vat, and
the J.P. Robertson vat. The only remaining dipping vat was the Loyd Little vat located
three miles northeast of Piedmont, but that vat may “have gone the way of the others by
this time.” It was reported that Mr. O.L. Stewart had probably finished rebuilding his vat
near the school building. It was planned that this vat would be used by Piedmont citizens
on the next dipping day. Inspector Coheley stated that the other vats would be rebuilt as
soon as possible and dipping would be resumed.
The Piedmont Journal reported on August 15, 1919 that while Inspector Herbert S.
Coheley was away attending training in New Orleans, his brother, J.W. Coheley, and
J.W. Hart had been appointed as vat inspectors for the Piedmont District.
On August 21, 1919, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County) reported that State
Veterinarian Charles Cary had recently investigated the claim that cattle in Calhoun
County were, for the most part, tick-free. The investigation was made in response to a
protest made by hundreds of Calhoun County cattle owners before the agricultural
committee of the State Senate.
On September 5, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that four cattle dipping vats had
been blown up. The Asberry Church vat, the John Suits vat, the Whit Whitsides vat, and
the Bob Reed vat were completely destroyed during the night of September 2nd. A fifth
vat, the Defreese vat near Rabbitown, had been destroyed the previous Saturday night.
Authorities were puzzled as to why after two or three weeks of no vats being destroyed,
there would be a sudden revival in dynamiting cattle dipping vats. Heavy charges had
been placed in each of the vats, and the walls of the vats were “blown to atoms.” There
was no trace of the perpetrators of the explosions, and the authorities were “so much in
the dark over the renewed activities of the wreckers as they have been all along.”
On September 11, 1919, The Centreville Press reported on the destruction of these vats,
and pointed out that just as relief from the cattle dipping law requirements were almost in
sight, another five cattle dipping vats had been blown up in Calhoun County.
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On September 12, 1919, The Piedmont Journal reported that Calhoun County would soon
be tick free. According to a report by R.E. Jackson, the inspector in charge of the state
tick eradication program, during the month of August a total of 21,588 cattle had been
dipped in Calhoun County. A total of 107 dipping vats had been in operation during that
time. Only 125 herds containing 310 head of cattle had shown to be infected with cattle
ticks. Calhoun County was one of 22 counties in Alabama that had yet to be released
from quarantine, but based on the August report nearly half of the county districts had
been released after complying with the dipping law.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Calhoun County had received $2,471.65 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $1,062.00 from the State of Alabama. Calhoun County
expended $13,208.10 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 40,299 herds containing 120,575 head of cattle in 107 dipping vats. There were
13 herds with 98 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Calhoun County (Cary
1920:6).
On January 16, 1920, The Piedmont Journal reported that Mr. F.M. Formby had just
brought a herd of Holstein dairy cattle into his pasture on the western edge of town. The
herd was considered one of the finest herds of registered Holsteins in Alabama. The herd
consisted of 24 cows and a bull. Mr. Formby paid $1,530 for the bull, which was
claimed to be the finest Holstein bull south of the Mason-Dixon Line. The cattle came
from the famous Candler herd of Atlanta, Georgia. One of the milch cows in the herd
had previously set a record for producing 3 ½ pounds of butter every day for a year. Mr.
Formby had recently built a large barn on his farm and was expecting to ship
considerable milk and butter, as well as running a wagon to supply the local trade. Mr.
Formby’s investment in blooded Holsteins is a good indication that the cattle ticks had
been eradication from the Piedmont area.
On March 31, 1920, the dipping vat on land owned by Mr. Ben Hollingworth in the
Nances Creek neighborhood, east of Jacksonville, was dynamited. A hand-written note
addressed to Ben Hollingworth and Rob Burnam was left at the destroyed vat. The note
stated, “We are asking you gentlemen not to rebuild this vat. If you do it wont (sic) be
the vat next time. Bombs are plentyful (sic). Don’t give no land to build on.” The note
was signed “K.K.K.” and there was a drawing of a man in a coffin added to make their
point. The note was forwarded to Governor Kilby on April 10th by officers of the
Anniston National Bank. The governor had recently visited Calhoun County and had
indicated that “some detective work had been done in the County” and they thought this
case was worthy of investigation. They hoped “the letter may furnish a clue which would
enable the detectives to locate the guilty parties” (Governor Thomas E. Kilby’s
Correspondence, Alabama Department of Archives and History).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Calhoun County had received $999.19 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Calhoun
County expended $6,023.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920,
they dipped 12,545 herds containing 41,855 head of cattle in 107 dipping vats. There

179

were three herds with 21 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Calhoun County
(Cary 1921:6).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1921, Calhoun County had received $548.93 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Calhoun County
expended $2,021.50 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they
dipped 4,274 herds containing 18,597 head of cattle in 109 dipping vats. There was one
herd with 22 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Calhoun County (Cary 1922:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Calhoun County had received $290.16 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Calhoun
County expended $1,200.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924,
they inspected or dipped 3,321 herds containing 18,111 head of cattle in 109 dipping
vats. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Calhoun County (Cary 1925:9).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Calhoun County had received no funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry or from the State of Alabama. Calhoun County expended $75.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they inspected or dipped 180
herds containing 818 head of cattle in 109 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining
under quarantine in Calhoun County (Cary 1927:6).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $589.34
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Calhoun County in Fiscal Year 1919. In
Fiscal Year 1920, as Calhoun County was cleaning up the remaining infested herds, the
State of Alabama spent $450.00.
Tallapoosa County, Alabama – 1916 to 1924
According to a February 18, 1916 article appearing in The Ashland Progress (Clay
County, Alabama), the Alexander City Outlook had reported that the board of county
commissioners had met the previous week in Dadeville following the cattle tick
eradication election, and decided to begin construction on 100 dipping vats across the
county.
On July 27, 1916, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that Tallapoosa County
was making “wonderful progress” in their tick eradication work. According to the June
report, out of a total of 35,733 head of cattle dipped, only 215 were infested with cattle
ticks. At the time of the report, there were 106 cattle dipping vats in operation in the
county.
On February 13, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the progress
made in tick eradication during the month of January. In Tallapoosa County, 467 herds
consisting of 3,677 head of cattle were inspected. Of this number, 23 herds consisting of
97 head of cattle were found to be ticky and remained under quarantine.
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According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Tallapoosa County had received $711.27 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Tallapoosa
County expended $850.40 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918,
they dipped 3,209 herds containing 16,243 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were
no cattle remaining under quarantine in Tallapoosa County (Cary 1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Tallapoosa County had received $171.41 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Tallapoosa
County expended $596.40 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919,
they dipped 1,123 herds containing 9,808 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats. There were
five herds containing 52 cattle remaining under quarantine in Tallapoosa County (Cary
1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Tallapoosa County had received $401.84 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama.
Tallapoosa County expended $152.83 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1920, they dipped 176 herds containing 2,036 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Tallapoosa County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Tallapoosa County had received $18.36 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Tallapoosa
County expended $6.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they
dipped 15 herds containing 106 head of cattle. There were106 dipping vats available for
operation. There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Tallapoosa County (Cary
1922:9).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Tallapoosa County had received $698.09 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama.
Tallapoosa County expended $563.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1924, they dipped 1,254 herds containing 6,245 head of cattle in 106 dipping vats.
There were no cattle remaining under quarantine in Tallapoosa County (Cary 1925:12).
Based on the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, the state expended
$253.32 in Tallapoosa County for tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1916. They expended
$470.32 in Fiscal Year 1917 and another $282.40 in Fiscal Year 1918. No State funds
were provided tick eradication in Tallapoosa County in Fiscal Year 1919, and another
$18.75 was expended in Fiscal Year 1920. This was the last year that the State provided
funds for tick eradication in Tallapoosa County.
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Coosa County, Alabama – 1916 to 1924
On August 18, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, published a petition regarding tick eradication that was circulating throughout
the county. The petition was addressed to the Honorable Lofton Thomas, Judge Probate,
and asked for the calling of an election in Coosa County to determine if tick eradication
was to be taken up in the county. According to the petition, tick eradication was “the
only logical thing to do” as every county surrounding Coosa County had begun
systematically dipping their cattle. It was not possible for a citizen to get their cattle to
market without dipping them as the law required. The question was not a political one,
but rather, “purely a business proposition.”
On September 22, 1916, The Chronicle reported that a sufficient number of signatures of
legal voters have been obtained on the petition submitted to the Probate Judge to
authorize him to call an election to vote on tick eradication. The election would most
likely be held on the same day in November as the general election. According to the
article, “a great deal of interest has been manifested in getting this issue before the
voters.”
On October 27, 1916, The Chronicle published a letter from Mr. W.S. Darden on the
subject of tick eradication. Mr. Darden wanted to say a few words to the voters of Coosa
County. Since Coosa County was in the tick-infested territory, the beef cattle brought
one cent per pound less than cattle from tick-free territories, or about five dollars per head
lost. This represented an enormous loss across the county, and added to this was the loss
in milk and butter from dairy cows. It was up to the citizens of Coosa County to help
themselves and their neighbors in the upcoming election. In conclusion, Mr. Darden
stated that it would pay any man that kept 10 to 15 head of cattle to build their own
dipping vat. Mr. Darden had been dipping his cattle during 1916, and he planned to
continue dipping his cattle in the next season. He expected to make back his dipping
costs in the added growth of his cattle.
The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported on November 2, 1916 that the Probate
Judge of Coosa County had issued a call for an election to vote on tick eradication. The
election would be held on November 7, 1916. Several weeks earlier, petitions containing
the sufficient number of names to authorize the call for the election had been turned into
the county court. According to the article, opposition to cattle dipping appeared to be
light and scattered across the county, and it was generally conceded that the measure
would pass by a large majority. The cotton crop in Coosa County had been almost
completely destroyed by the boll weevil, and the people were beginning to realize that
they needed another means of livelihood. Many farmers were turning to raising stock,
but they realized that they could not be successful until the cattle tick was eradicated.
On November 24, 1916, The Chronicle published a letter from E.E. Lent, Superintendent
Inspector, to the Citizens of Coosa County. “In as much as the voters of Coosa County
have elected to eradicate the cattle tick, I would like to call attention to the fact that a
large number of vats must still be built.” There were 31 cattle dipping vats already
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completed, and at least another 30 vats were needed to be constructed to give Coosa
County the required number of dipping vats for the cattle in the county. The locations of
the dipping vats had been carefully chosen to be convenient to everyone. Cement had
been supplied to all but a few communities. It was thought to be far easier to build vats
in every convenient location rather than to have to drive the cattle further distances, so it
was important to build the vats early and avoid a “great rush” later. Coosa County was to
be quarantined, and systematic dipping was to begin on March 1, 1917. It was expected
that Coosa County would be placed on the tick-free list of Alabama counties next fall.
On February 16, 1917, The Chronicle published a letter from Dr. E.E. Lent as a notice to
cattle owners reminding them that the law required the cattle dipping vats to be covered.
This was to ensure that when it rained, the solution would not be diluted. Dr. Lent would
not fill the vats with solution until such time as they had been properly covered, and he
asked that this be done promptly so that he would not be delayed when he arrived to
charge the vats. It was also reported that someone was spreading the story that Judge
Stewart, of the County Commission, had said that the citizens of Coosa County would not
have to dip their cattle as the tick eradication election did not carry. The newspaper
stated that Judge Stewart had “told no one any such thing.”
On March 2, 1917, The Chronicle published an article encouraging the citizens of Coosa
County to dip their cattle in early March. According to the article, if they dipped their
cattle around the first of March, they could “catch the first generation of ticks before they
have had time to lay eggs.” It was also predicted that with an early start in March, the
federal quarantine would be lifted by the fall of the year. It was expected that 300,000
cattle would be freed from ticks during 1917 across Alabama. There had been 28
counties already released from the federal quarantine in Alabama, and in those counties,
500 pure bred bulls had been imported. The article concluded with “Let us rush to get
Coosa flowing with milk and beef.”
On March 16, 1917, The Chronicle published a special article from Troy, Alabama
reporting on the recent sale of 30 Pike County steers in the St. Louis stock yards. The
Pike County cattle, raised in “tick free” territory, brought a price of $1,884.96, the
highest paid price for cattle from Pike County. The editor of The Chronicle stated that
this should cause the people of Coosa County to “rally to the support of their brothers,
and clean Coosa County cattle at the earliest possible moment.”
On March 23, 1917, The Chronicle published a quarantine notice written by Dr. Charles
A. Cary, the State Veterinarian. Whereas Coosa County had elected to begin systematic
cattle dipping by the election held on November 7, 1916, Coosa County was being placed
under quarantine effective April 2, 1917 for the purpose of cattle tick eradication. The
only movement of cattle into and out of Coosa County would be done under the rules and
regulations of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board. All cattle in Coosa County would be
dipped regularly every two weeks until the cattle were released from quarantine by
special notice, or the quarantine lifted from the county by the State of Alabama and the
United States.
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On June 29, 1917, The Chronicle reported that a dipping vat at Marble Valley was blown
up the previous week by “some party or parties who opposes law enforcement and the
dipping of cattle.” The dipping vats were county property, and the destruction of the vats
would not stop the dipping of cattle, just add to the inconvenience of dipping as cattle
owners would have to herd their cattle to the next nearest vat. Another vat would be built
to replace the destroyed vat.
According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of November 21, 1917, Coosa County was
to be released from the federal quarantine along with nine other Alabama counties and
parts of two more on December 1, 1917.
On April 26, 1918, The Chronicle published an article from Mr. Paul Lewis, Inspector,
reporting that there were still some violations of the cattle quarantine laws as cattle were
being brought into Coosa County from tick infested counties. Those found in violation
had been arraigned and given small fines, but it was up to all of the citizens of the county
to use all diligence to prevent this from happening. If the cattle tick was allowed to
return to Coosa County, the dipping campaign would have to start all over. Knowing the
trouble and expense of systematic dipping, it was every man’s duty to insure that there
were no more cattle ticks in Coosa County.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Coosa County had received $658.03 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $840.00 from the State of Alabama. Coosa County
expended $404.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 2,843 herds containing 24,511 head of cattle in 81 dipping vats. There were four
herds containing 18 cattle remaining under quarantine in Coosa County (Cary 1919:8).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Coosa County had received $151.92 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received $825.00 from the State of Alabama. Coosa County
expended $700.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 3,837 herds containing 37,337 head of cattle in 81 dipping vats. There was one
herd containing six cattle remaining under quarantine in Coosa County (Cary 1920:6).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Coosa County had received $341.24 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Coosa County
expended $600.02 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 933 herds containing 11,003 head of cattle in 81 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Coosa County (Cary 1921:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Coosa County had received no funding from the Bureau of Animal
Industry and no funding from the State of Alabama. Coosa County expended $275.00 in
county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they dipped 280 herds
containing 3,573 head of cattle in 81 dipping vats. There were no cattle remaining under
quarantine in Coosa County (Cary 1922:7).

184

According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Coosa County had received $85.75 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Coosa County
expended $600.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
dipped 983 herds containing 10,333 head of cattle in 80 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Coosa County (Cary 1925:10).
Based on the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, the state expended
$33.30 in Coosa County for tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1916. They expended
$462.12 in Fiscal Year 1917. The State expenditure for tick eradication in Coosa County
for Fiscal Year 1918 was $705.00. The State spent $909.67 in Fiscal Year 1919 for tick
eradication in Coosa County, and another $173.08 in Fiscal Year 1920. This was the last
year that the State provided funds for tick eradication in Coosa County.
Macon County, Alabama – 1915 to 1920
“Destroy the cattle tick!” That was the slogan of a meeting of the Black Belt Live Stock
Association to be held on January 12, 1915 in Selma, Alabama. According to an article
that appeared in the January 7, 1915 edition of The Tuskegee News the meeting was being
held to develop recommendations to be laid before the incoming legislature. The
eradication of the cattle tick was to be part of the discussion, and a number of prominent
men were to be addressing the meeting, including J.A. Kiernan of Birmingham, who was
a representative of the Department of Animal Industry, Dr. Taylor of Atlanta, and
Professor J.F. Dugger, head of the State Experiment Station in Auburn.
On February 18, 1915, The Tuskegee News published the proposed program of the Macon
County Livestock Association meeting to be held on February 25th. A special emphasis
was to be placed on cattle tick eradication and hog cholera at the meeting. Among the
scheduled presentations were “The Cattle Industry in Macon County – Its Future” by
R.A. Haden, “The Advantages and Disadvantages of Cattle Raising” by A.J. Segrest,
“Permanent Pastures” by W.E. Reynolds, and “Common Diseases and Pests and How to
eliminate Them” by J.M. Roberts.
On March 4, 1915, The Tuskegee News published an article by R.A. Haden about
livestock in Macon County. According to Haden, there were only about 5,000 cattle in
Macon County, and only 2,000 of them were taxed. The other 3,000 cattle were tax
exempted. The cattle throughout the county varied greatly in size and quality, based on
the location of the farms and the way the cattle were handled. Most of the herds
consisted of native Southern cattle, that were small in size, slow in growth, poor in
milking qualities, and poor in beef production qualities. There was however, a herd of
thorough bred Herefords at Creek-Stand (about 15 miles southeast of Tuskegee) owned
by the Floyd Brothers, and a graded Jersey herd owned by J.M. Roberts within two miles
of Tuskegee. These were the only two herds of any consequence in the county, although
Mr. Haden could not understand why more Macon County farmers had not improved
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their herds. He compared the farmers of Macon County to Rip Van Winkle, dead asleep
and ignoring the problems created by Texas fever and the cattle tick.
Mr. Haden summarized the work of the Bureau of Animal Industry, beginning in 1906,
and the progress they had made in eradicating the cattle tick over one-fourth the area
placed under quarantine or 198,802 square miles. Alabama had recently appropriated
$25,000 for the purpose of establishing local cattle dipping vats. Once the cattle ticks
were driven out of a county, the quality of the cattle herds could be improved and their
values increased. Farmers in Macon County should begin improving their pastures by
planting Bermuda and carpet grass in anticipation of improved herds. Once these grasses
have been established, clovers and lespedeza should be added to extend the grazing
season. The pastures for cattle grazing should be made permanent by progressive
farmers, and gradually replace the cotton fields.
On March 18, 1915, The Tuskegee News published the program for the next meeting of
the Macon County Livestock Association. C.C. Yarbrough was to give a presentation
entitled “Shall We Keep the Cattle Tick?” H.A. Vaughan was to give a presentation
entitled “The needs of the County – Diversification – to make the farm a Paying
Business.” As farmers diversified their farms, there would be less dependency on the
cotton crop and more emphasis placed on cattle.
On March 25, 1915, The Tuskegee News published an article entitled “The Cattle Tick”
that had been edited by Asa Vaughan. According to Vaughan, Macon County was losing
between $10,000 and $15,000 each year to the cattle tick. Macon County cattle could not
be fattened to the full potential size. Dairy cattle did not produce as much milk. Markets
were limited, and prices reduced on both the cattle and their hides. All this financial loss
was due to the cattle tick. If Macon County farmers were to have their cattle make
money, the cattle tick had to be eliminated. It was important to create public opinion in
favor of eradication. Farmers needed to talk to other farmers. Bankers and merchants
needed to persuade their customers to talk to their county officials. Stock raising would
become even more important once the boll weevil had reached Macon County. Until the
cattle tick was eradicated, Macon County could not have a complete system of
agriculture.
On April 15, 1915, Yancey Swearingen’s letter to the editor entitled “Tick Eradication
Our Only Hope” was published in The Tuskegee News. The previous week, the editor of
the newspaper had urged every voter to go to their precincts and vote in favor of tick
eradication in the May 3rd tick eradication election. Swearingen explained the benefits
having the cattle tick eliminated. Some people thought that tick eradication would only
benefit those farmers that sold their cattle north of the quarantine line. Tick eradication
benefited all farmers, even those that sell only one yearling each year by opening up more
markets. The farmer that sold a 500-pound yearling for $15 would receive $22 to $25 on
Macon County became tick-free. This difference from the sale of one yearling would
cover the cost of ridding his farm of ticks, and the following year his cows would
produce better calves and milk. Swearingen concluded his editorial letter by asking
readers to ask their physician if milk from a ticky cow was wholesome.
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On April 29, 1915, the front page of The Tuskegee News was filled with articles on tick
eradication. These articles were appearing across Alabama newspapers at the time,
including “Tick Free Cattle Most Profitable” by Judge A.E. Chamberlain of the
International Harvester Company; “Boll Weevil Helps Tick Eradication” by W.E. Hinds,
entomologist with the Alabama Experiment Station in Auburn; “Ticks Will Not Come
Back” by Dr. B.O. Minge, veterinarian with the Bureau of Animal Industry; “Cattle Tick
Greatest Menace to Stock Growing in Alabama” by Dr. R.E. Jackson, Veterinarian
Inspector in Charge of Tick Eradication in Birmingham; “Tick eradication Helps the
Renter” by Mrs. G.H. Mathis, of the Alabama Diversified Farming Association; “Starting
Tick Eradication” by Dr. G.H. Bruns, veterinarian inspector with the Bureau of Animal
Industry; and “The South Must Feed Herself” by professor P.G. Holden, Director of the
International Harvester Company Extension Department.
On May 3, 1915, Macon County held an election to determine whether tick eradication
would be taken up in the county. Tick eradication was passed by the majority. The State
Live Stock Sanitary Board, in accordance with the law, ordered that tick eradication work
should be taken up immediately and that the State Veterinarian should place Macon
County under quarantine (The Tuskegee News, March 9, 1916).
On November 15, 1915, The Tuskegee News announced that the Macon County
Livestock Association was holding a very important meeting the Wednesday before
Thanksgiving, and they urged every farmer in the county to attend. The members of the
Executive Committee on Tick Eradication were urgently requested to attend, as they
would be discussing the plans of work for the following year. Dr. E.C. Smith would be
giving a status report on the tick eradication work accomplished during 1915, and Mr.
Yancey Swearingen was to outline the work expected of the Vigilance Committee on
Tick Eradication.
On February 18, 1916, The Chronicle, the weekly newspaper of Coosa County published
in Rockford, reported that the people of Macon County were determined to eradicate the
cattle tick. This was evidenced by the fact that there was now a cattle dipping vat within
the reach of every farm in the county. There were 64 cattle dipping vats in Macon
County at this time.
On March 9th and again on March 16, 1916, The Tuskegee News published the
quarantine order as written by Dr. Charles A. Cary, State Veterinarian. Macon County
had voted in favor of tick eradication back in May of 1915, and now under the rules and
regulations of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board, Dr. Cary was placing Macon County
under quarantine. No cattle could be moved into, out of, and within Macon County
except under the rules and regulations of the Live Stock Sanitary Board. All cattle in
Macon County were to be dipped regularly every two weeks until the cattle were released
from quarantine. The quarantine was to go into effect on March 15, 1916.
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On March 16, 1916, The Tuskegee News published an article by Dr. C.E. Smith, the
United States Inspector in charge of Macon and Lee counties, entitled, “Advice on Tick
Eradication.” Dr. Smith listed the inspectors for the various parts of Macon County:
B.L. Spradlan
Hardaway District
J.M. Robertson
Shorter District
O.W. Smith
Notasulga and Society Hill District
C.H. Berry
Hannon and Warrior Stand District
C.V. Conner
District West of Tuskegee
Jeff Davis
District Northeast of Tuskegee
J.T. May
Northern Portion of the County
R.M. Howe
General State Inspector of Macon County
Each of the inspectors would have ten cattle dipping vats under their supervision. The
various communities were to see that the vats were filled with water, and the local
inspector would see that the vats were charged with chemicals (arsenic) in the next ten
days. The inspector would also post at all vats the date on which dipping was to begin,
and continue posting the notices every two weeks until otherwise notified. The inspector
was to be at the vat on dipping days at sunrise, which allow the dipping to occur during
the cooler mornings, and the stock owners to get home in time for their regular day of
work.
According to Dr. Smith, the inter-county movement of cattle was restricted as follows:
Between Macon and Montgomery counties all movement was prohibited. Between
Macon and Bullock counties, cattle could be moved under permit by authorized cattle
inspectors of those two counties. Between Macon and Russell counties, cattle could be
moved to Russell County under permit, but not returned to Macon County. Russell
County cattle were prohibited from entering into Macon County until such time as
Russell County took up the tick eradication work. Cattle could be moved under permit
between Macon and Lee, Tallapoosa and Elmore counties as soon as those counties took
up active tick eradication, which was scheduled in the three counties to begin on April 1,
1916. Cattle could be shipped by rail out of Macon County, but only for immediate
slaughter, until the quarantine was lifted from the county. It was hoped that this date
would be as early as September 1, 1916.
Although Dr. Smith would be dividing his time between Macon and Lee counties, he
invited citizens of Macon County to write to him personally regarding the tick eradication
matter. He was not, however, inviting correspondence from “ladies owning pet cows, but
will say that ample time will be given them to kiss their cow before it is dipped and she
may hug it if she wishes when it comes out.”
On May 4, 1916, The Tuskegee News contained a letter from the editor expressing his
hopes that the citizens of Macon County would “cheerfully submit” to the cattle dipping
law as it was the best method to make cattle raising a success. Tick infested cattle
brought in the lowest prices at market. A few days previous, Alabama cattle grown in a
tick-free section brought nine cents per pound on the hoof at the market in St. Louis.
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On May 9, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on the construction
of cattle dipping vats in various counties across Alabama during the month of April. Six
cattle dipping vats had been constructed in Macon County during April 1916, bringing
the total number of dipping vats in the county to 78.
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported on November 26, 1916 that Macon
County would be released from the federal quarantine on December 11, 1916. On
February 13, 1917, the newspaper reported that in January 1917, a total of 147 herds
containing 1,215 head of cattle had been inspected in Macon County. Of this number,
five herds containing 49 head of cattle were found to be infested with ticks and remained
under quarantine.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Macon County had received $120.85 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Macon County
expended $26.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 323 herds containing 4,074 head of cattle in 86 dipping vats. There were no cattle
remaining under quarantine in Macon County (Cary 1919:9).
In Fiscal Year 1919, Macon County had received $210.51 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Macon County
expended $12.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 31 herds containing 702 head of cattle in 86 dipping vats. There were three herds
containing 25 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Macon County (Cary 1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Macon County had received $289.62 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Macon County
expended $78.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 111 herds containing 3,175 head of cattle in 86 dipping vats. There were no cattle
remaining under quarantine in Macon County (Cary 1921:7).
According to the annual report of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, a total of $608.71
in state funds was spent on tick eradication in Macon County in Fiscal Year 1916. The
State of Alabama spent $239 in Fiscal Year 1917 for tick eradication in Macon County.
Pike County, Alabama – 1916 to 1926
On June 15, 1916, The Centreville Press (Bibb County) reported that Troy was becoming
a “splendid cattle and hog market” and much money was being distributed through Troy
and Pike County. It was estimated that $25,000 had been brought into the county during
the spring months for hogs alone, and a “large sum” for cattle as well.
In a separate article, it was estimated that Pike County would be free of ticks and have the
quarantine lifted within six months, according to Dr. Reidy who was in charge of the tick
eradication program. Every two weeks, a total of 13,469 head of cattle were being
dipped in Pike County, and at this rate, the county would be tick-free in six months.
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On February 15, 1917, The Centreville Press reported that the cattle in Pike County were
still being dipped. Most of Pike County had been released from the federal quarantine.
Although only a few small portions of the county were still under quarantine, Pike
County’s cattle were being dipped for the benefits they received from the dipping.
During the month of January, a total of 5,440 head of cattle had been dipped, representing
601 herds. Of this number, eleven herds were still under quarantine. The Tuscaloosa
News and Times Gazette reported on February 13th that the 11 herds contained 81 head of
cattle.
On March 16, 1917, The Chronicle, a weekly newspaper of Coosa County published in
Rockford, reported that the Pike County cattle were free of ticks and bringing in high
prices. The tick eradication campaign had begun the previous year in Pike County.
Although there was some complaints against dipping cattle initially by the cattle raisers,
the cattle quickly increased in value and the cattlemen were now aware the benefits of
dipping. It was reported that 30 steers had been sold in St. Louis for a total of $1884.96.
They had been raised by B.H. Lightfoot of Route 6. They had been purchased by the
Troy Live Stock Company for $8 per hundredweight, which was claimed to be the best
price ever paid for cattle in Pike County. They brought in a still higher price in St. Louis.
Being from tick-free territory, the cattle were immediately into the “free pens.”
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Pike County had received $798.75 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $829.21 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918, they
dipped 2,587 herds containing 31,419 head of cattle in 131 dipping vats. There were five
herds containing 338 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary
1919:9).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Pike County had received $605.91 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $495.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1919, they
dipped 1,022 herds containing 25,774 head of cattle in 131 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary 1920:7).
In Fiscal Year 1920, Pike County had received $530.65 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $335.69 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920, they
dipped 428 herds containing 16,458 head of cattle in 131 dipping vats. There were eight
herds containing 471 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary
1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Pike County had received $615.03 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $1,100.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1921, they
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dipped 1,568 herds containing 34,733 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary 1922:8).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Pike County had received $473.83 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $1,300.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924, they
dipped 1,497 herds containing 31,520 head of cattle in 128 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary 1925:11).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1926, Pike County had received $33.23 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Pike County
expended $489.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926, they
dipped 700 herds containing 12,171 head of cattle in 126 dipping vats. There were no
cattle remaining under quarantine in Pike County (Cary 1920:7).
Based on the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, the state expended
$989.40 in Pike County for tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1916. They expended $480.00
in Fiscal Year 1917 and another $180.00 in Fiscal Year 1918. No State funds were
provided tick eradication in Pike County in Fiscal Year 1919.
Escambia County, Alabama – 1916 to 1923
On December 7, 1916, The Brewton Standard, a weekly newspaper of Escambia County,
published an article by Dr. G.H. Bruns, who was in charge of the tick eradication work in
that county. Dr. Bruns praised the State of Alabama for enacting laws that allowed the
county authorities to begin construction of cattle dipping vats. Alabama was spending
$25,000 each year in tick eradication work. This money was being matched with
$75,000 of federal money. In order for the people of Escambia County to benefit from
this money, they had to demand that their county officials begin building cattle dipping
vats. Any information on the building of dipping vats could be obtained from Mr. J. E.
Moses, county farm demonstrator, of from Dr. Bruns, the United States veterinarian in
charge. Both men could be seen at the court house in Brewton.
On December 14, 1916, The Brewton Standard announced that Mr. M. Manning of
Pollard, Alabama had been appointed by the state as tick inspector for Escambia County.
Mr. S. J. Killingsworth, of Route A, had also received his appointment as tick inspector
by the board of county commissioners. Both men were presently building dipping vats
across the county in preparation to the dipping of the cattle next year. The newspaper
reminded the citizens to submit their names to the county farm demonstration agent, J.E.
Moses, or Dr. Bruns, U.S. veterinarian in charge, in order to have a dipping vat built near
their farm.
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On March 1, 1917, The Brewton Standard reported that “Jack” Kelly and three other
enterprising farmers living near Flomaton had been busy dipping their cattle the previous
morning at the dipping vat located near Ed Jackson’s farm. The men expressed regret at
the result of the recent tick eradication vote (evidently, Escambia had held a tick
eradication election and failed to pass compulsory dipping) but declared that they would
continue to dip their cattle regardless of the actions of their neighbors.
On June 7, 1917, The Brewton Standard published the popular article from Washington,
D.C. entitled “Make Our Cattle Feed Soldiers – Not Ticks.” This was, according to the
article, the war slogan for the South. The world war created a great demand for beef,
milk, and leather, and it was the patriotic duty to fight the cattle tick harder than ever.
On June 21, 1917, The Brewton Standard reported that although Escambia County had,
by a small majority, rejected compulsory cattle dipping a few months earlier, fully onehalf of the vats that had been constructed in the county were charge and the cattle were
being dipped regularly. The county demonstration agent was pleased, and hoped that all
the cattle dipping vats in Escambia County would be charged and used by cattle owners.
On October 4, 1917, The Brewton Standard reported that “some days ago” three car loads
of well-bred cattle from Texas had been brought into the area by the T.R. Miller Mill
Company and sent to their ranch at Fishpond. The cattle were all high grades Herefords
that were taken from the drought-stricken areas of western Texas. The arrival of the
Texas cattle to Escambia County was a great deal to those interested in the development
of a cattle industry.
On November 22, 1917, The Brewton Standard reported that December 1, 1917 would be
a memorable day in the Southern states as a greater area than ever before would be freed
from the federal quarantine between March and December. A broad wedge of tick-free
territory had been driven through the tick lines to the Gulf of Mexico. A total of 728,565
square miles that were heavily infested in 1916 will now be pronounced clean, and the
farmers will be free to ship their cattle to the great markets. Escambia County, however,
would still be providing a home for the cattle tick.
On January 3, 1918, The Brewton Standard published a letter from Dr. Charles A. Cary,
the state veterinarian, to the probate judge of Escambia County. Dr. Cary informed the
judge that if the county commissioners were appropriate money for cement and lumber
for the building of cattle dipping vats, and begin building the vats, the state and federal
government would provide the supervision of the construction. The state and federal
authorities would also place a state and federal inspector in the county to inspect the vats
and the cattle to be shipped out of the county. This work could be done before the next
tick eradication election was held.
On February 21, 1918, The Brewton Standard published an article from The Evergreen
Record reporting that Conecuh County, located north of Escambia County, had voted to
support tick eradication in their recent tick election with a “handsome majority.” “This
intelligent and progressive step upon the part of our people places Conecuh county upon

192

a safe ‘working basis’ with the outside world, and secures to our cattle owners top market
prices for their cattle.”
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Escambia County had received $939.62 in funding from the Bureau of
Animal Industry. They received no funding from the State of Alabama. Escambia
County expended $764.93 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918,
they dipped 236 herds containing 4,301 head of cattle in 56 dipping vats. There were no
numbers reported on the cattle remaining under quarantine in Escambia County (Cary
1919:8).
On March 6, 1919, The Brewton Standard published a letter from W.J. Selkin,
veterinarian inspector, stating that the cattlemen of Escambia County were hoping to
eradicate the cattle tick this year and were seeking the best means to this end. The cattle
dipping vat was “the cheapest, quickest and most effective machine… devised to get rid
of the cattle ticks if used properly.” Cattle must be dipped every two weeks for a period
of six months. It had been conclusively proven that the early dipping does the best good,
and with that in mind, the cattle owners were to have their vats ready for use within the
next two weeks. The inspectors that had been appointed by the county would assist
communities in the building of the vats, and then later, those inspectors would test the
dipping solution to ensure it was the proper strength. The cattle owners could cooperate
in the work by having their cattle at the vat early, watered and cooled from driving; dip
the cattle at quietly as possible, and return them to the range or pasture. With cooperation
between the cattle owners and inspectors, the dipping of all cattle without fail would
make the task of tick eradication pleasant, and lift the quarantine from Escambia County
by December 1st.
On July 3, 1919, The Brewton Standard published a report by W.J. Selkin, veterinarian
inspector, on the status of tick eradication in Escambia County for the month of June
broken down by each inspector in the county. Inspector J.H. Bryars had dipped 120
herds containing 1,820 head of cattle. Of this number, five herds were found to be ticky
with 10 head of cattle infected. Inspector Charles Floyd had dipped 45 herds containing
1,820 head of cattle. Of this number, 16 herds were found ticky with 42 head of cattle
infected. Inspector J.E. Evans had dipped 601 herds containing 4,318 head of cattle. Of
this number, four herds were found to be ticky with 20 cattle infected. Inspector J.W.
Hadley dipped 799 herds containing 7,472 head of cattle. Of this number, 16 herds were
found to be ticky with 22 cattle infected. Inspector I.E Hines dipped 355 herds
containing 3,784 head of cattle. Of this number, 29 herds were found to be ticky with 48
cattle infected. Inspector D.L. Horn dipped 1,066 herds containing 7,604 head of cattle.
Of this number, 18 herds were found to be ticky with 37 cattle infected. Inspector E.M.
Jordan dipped 432 herds containing 3,349 head of cattle. Of this number, 10 herds were
found to be ticky with 58 cattle infected. Inspector S. Killingsworth dipped 525 herds
containing 4,427 head of cattle. Of this number, 19 herds were found to be ticky with 68
cattle infected. Inspector C.E. Langham dipped 703 herds containing 3,958 head of
cattle. Of this number, 24 herds were found to be ticky with 57 cattle infected. Inspector
W.J. Moore dipped 646 herds containing 7,431 head of cattle. Of this number, 20 herds
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were found to be ticky with 36 cattle infected. Inspector S.Y. Padgett dipped 451 herds
containing 5,604 head of cattle. Of this number, three herds were found to be ticky with
five cattle infected. Inspector R.H. Scroggins dipped 666 herds. The number of cattle in
the herds was not legible in the article. He found 32 herds to be ticky with 47 cattle
infected. Inspector T.J. Travis dipped 342 herds containing 3,498 head of cattle. Of this
number, 21 herds were found to be ticky with 56 cattle infected. During the month of
June 1919, there were 138 cattle dipping vats in operation in Escambia County.
On August 7, 1919, The Brewton Standard published W.J. Selkin’s report on the status of
tick eradication in Escambia County for the month of July. Inspector J.H. Bryars had
dipped 21 herds containing 156 head of cattle. Of this number, one herd was found to be
ticky with one head of cattle infected. Inspector Charles Floyd had dipped 57 herds
containing 3,125 head of cattle. Of this number, five herds were found ticky with seven
head of cattle infected. Inspector J.E. Evans had dipped 643 herds containing 5,217 head
of cattle. Of this number, four herds were found to be ticky with five cattle infected.
Inspector J.W. Hadley dipped 900 herds containing 8,373 head of cattle. Of this number,
23 herds were found to be ticky with 24 cattle infected. Inspector I.E Hines dipped 385
herds containing 4,047 head of cattle. Of this number, 12 herds were found to be ticky
with 16 cattle infected. Inspector D.L. Horn dipped 956 herds containing 7,924 head of
cattle. Of this number, eight herds were found to be ticky with 14 cattle infected.
Inspector E.M. Jordan dipped 466 herds containing 3,517 head of cattle. Of this number,
one herd was found to be ticky with three cattle infected. Inspector S. Killingsworth
dipped 330 herds containing 3,727 head of cattle. Of this number, 10 herds were found
to be ticky with 67 cattle infected. Inspector W.J. Moore dipped 739 herds containing
8,661 head of cattle. Of this number, 26 herds were found to be ticky with 54 cattle
infected. Inspector J. McClellan dipped 769 herds containing 4,313 head of cattle. Of
this number, four herds were found to be ticky with nine cattle infected. Inspector S.Y.
Padgett dipped 458 herds containing 3,800 head of cattle. Of this number, four herds
were found to be ticky with eight cattle infected. Inspector R.H. Scroggins dipped 807
herds containing 5,993 head of cattle. Of this number, he found 13 herds to be ticky with
23 cattle infected. Inspector T.J. Travis dipped 372 herds containing 3,429 head of cattle.
Of this number, eight herds were found to be ticky with 24 cattle infected. Inspector C.D.
Jones dipped 164 herds containing 1,296 head of cattle. Of this number, one herd was
found to be ticky with 15 cattle infected. During the month of June 1919, there were a
total of 7,067 herds dipped containing 63,578 head of cattle. Of this number, 115 herds
were found to be ticky with 270 cattle infected in Escambia County.
On September 4, 1919, The Brewton Standard published W.J. Selkin’s report on the
status of tick eradication in Escambia County for the month of August. Inspector Charles
Floyd had dipped 58 herds containing 2,738 head of cattle. Of this number, three herds
were found ticky with eight head of cattle infected. Inspector J.E. Evans had dipped 528
herds containing 4,414 head of cattle. Of this number, no herds were found to be ticky
and no cattle were found to be infected. Inspector J.W. Hadley dipped 903 herds
containing 8,785 head of cattle. Of this number, one herd was found to be ticky with one
head of cattle infected. Inspector I.E Hines dipped 476 herds containing 4,203 head of
cattle. Of this number, 13 herds were found to be ticky with 18 cattle infected.
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Inspector D.L. Horn dipped 926 herds containing 8,244 head of cattle. Of this number,
four herds were found to be ticky with four cattle infected. Inspector E.M. Jordan dipped
463 herds containing 3,659 head of cattle. Of this number, seven herds were found to be
ticky with 15 cattle infected. Inspector S. Killingsworth dipped 573 herds containing
4,519 head of cattle. Of this number, six herds were found to be ticky with 19 cattle
infected. Inspector John McClellan dipped 694 herds containing 3,734 head of cattle. Of
this number, three herds were found to be ticky with three cattle infected. Inspector W.J.
Moore dipped 595 herds containing 7,362 head of cattle. Of this number, two herds were
found to be ticky with five cattle infected. Inspector R.H. Scroggins dipped 740 herds
containing 5,150 head of cattle. Of this number, he found 15 herds to be ticky with 34
cattle infected. Inspector S.Y. Padgett dipped 369 herds containing 3,866 head of cattle.
Of this number, no herds were found to be ticky and no cattle found to be infected.
Inspector T.J. Travis dipped 345 herds containing 3,337 head of cattle. Of this number,
three herds were found to be ticky with seven cattle infected. During the month of July
1919, there were a total of 6,670 herds dipped containing 60,047 head of cattle. Of this
number, 57 herds were found to be ticky with 114 cattle infected in Escambia County.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Escambia County had received $2,067.56 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $932.50 from the State of Alabama. Escambia
County expended $21,523.02 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY
1919, they dipped 47,910 herds containing 341,211 head of cattle in 140 dipping vats.
There were 20 herds containing 231 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Escambia County (Cary 1920:6).
The quarantine on Escambia County was not lifted in December of 1919 as hoped. The
opposition to the state-wide dipping laws continued to destroy cattle dipping vats in
Escambia and other counties. On April 22, 1920, The Brewton Standard reported that
Alabama Governor Thomas Kilby had offered a $400 reward for the arrest and
conviction of any person proven guilty of destroying any dipping vat in the state. In
Escambia County, the dipping vats at Hadley, Butler Street and Bruce Jernigan’s place
near Flomaton had been destroyed. In some of the other counties, as many as 25 cattle
dipping vats had been blown up. Governor Kilby was quoted, “Every power at my
command is going to be brought to bear to put a stop to these acts of law defiance.” For
the past few weeks the governor had received almost daily reports showing the
dynamiting of vats. In addition to the tremendous financial losses resulting in the
destruction of the vats, the lives of citizens who were in favor of cattle dipping had been
threatened along with the lives of county officials if they took an active part in attempting
to stamp out the lawlessness. The governor was committing “the entire strength of the
executive branch of the state government” to remedy the situation and bring the guilty
parties to justice.
On August 12, 1920, The Brewton Standard reported that four government tick inspectors
had appeared before the county commissioners and urged that dipping be started again
over the entire county. After some discussion, the county commissioners ordered that all
cattle dipping vats in Escambia County be put back into operation and dipping begin
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within the next few days. There were only one or two localities in the county where
cattle ticks were still prevalent, but it was on this account that the dipping order was
deemed necessary. Inspectors were to be employed at once and it was expected that the
vats could be operational within ten days. As soon as these sections were found to be
tick- free they would be released from the quarantine and the inspectors removed.
In a separate article on the 12th, The Brewton Standard wrote that “due principally on the
part of those opposed to the tick eradication movement, the dipping of cattle will once
more be taken up in Escambia County and will continue in every section until, in the
opinion of the inspectors, certain of these sections are free from ticks, at which time they
will be released and only those localities where the tick still prevails will remain under
quarantine.” According to the newspaper, this was another example of the “good having
to suffer from the sins of the bad” as a large number of the people had dipped their cattle
regularly during the spring and the early summer, but a “certain element tried in every
way possible to evade the law.” This element had refused to dip their cattle, dynamited
the vats, and attempted to hinder the work of the inspectors. As a result, the cattle owners
were going to have to once again go through the inconvenience and unpleasant process of
dipping, and for no other reason than the lawlessness of on the part of a minority.
Escambia County, however, was not alone in this situation according to the newspaper.
Nearly every other county in the state had similar trouble. The newspaper suggested that
a few arrests and hard labor sentences for this willful defiance would help, but so far,
there had been only a few convictions made in the courts of Escambia County.
The following week the dipping order was rescinded by the Escambia Court of County
Commissioners due to a lack of funding. The Brewton Standard reported on August 19,
1920 that the county had no funds and the dipping of cattle would have to wait until next
spring. A recent opinion by the State Attorney-General ruled that counties could not
borrow money on the strength of funding that was expected in the future. As a result,
Escambia County would be kept under quarantine for an indefinite period of time. Dr.
Smith, the federal eradication agent, advised the county commissioners that if dipping
was taken up in the early spring of the following year, it was possible that the quarantine
could be lifted by September 15th. Otherwise, the entire county would remain under
quarantine until December of 1921, and no cattle would be allowed to be shipped out of
the county for a period of at least 12 months and possibly as long as 18 months.
H.C. Rankin, the county solicitor, also appeared before the court to defend the county
against charges that had been made by Dr. Charles A. Cary, the state veterinarian. Dr.
Cary had stated that the county court had failed in practically every case to press charges
against individuals who had refused to dip their cattle. According to Mr. Rankin, this
was a misstatement of the facts. There had been several convictions, and in the cases
where convictions were not pressed, it was because Dr. Selkins, the former tick
eradication agent, had requested the cattle owner be given another opportunity to dip their
cattle before being convicted.
On August 26, 1920, The Brewton Standard published the notice of quarantine for
Escambia County issued by Dr. Charles A. Cary, state veterinarian. Under quarantine, no
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cattle or tick infested horses or mules could be moved, shipped, driven or carried in any
way out of Escambia County without the animals first being properly disinfected under
the supervision of a state inspector. Further, a written permit had to be issued for each
animal and each movement. The quarantine took effect on August 24, 1920.
On November 18, 1920, The Brewton Standard reported that Escambia County was one
of five Alabama counties that would still be under federal quarantine in 1921.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Escambia County had received $1,465.39 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $501.00 from the State of Alabama. Escambia
County expended $4,920.25 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1920,
they dipped 1,026 herds containing 7,776 head of cattle in 174 dipping vats. There were
no cattle remaining under quarantine in Escambia County (Cary 1921:6).
In February 1921, the Escambia Commissioners Court once again postponed cattle
dipping due to a lack of funds. The Brewton Standard reported on February 17, 1921 that
the dipping order that had been entered during the court commissioners meeting in
January had been rescinded. When the order had been issued in January to begin
inspections and cattle dipping it was thought the county had sufficient funds for the work.
That work was now indefinitely postponed, but it was hoped that it would be conducted
later in the year. The county probate judge was authorized to borrow $52,000 to cover
the cost of the work.
The Brewton Standard reported on April 14, 1921 that the county commissioners had
announced that the funds for tick eradication work were still not available as they were
not able to raise the money. Due to the prevailing financial and business conditions
prevailing through the county, no loans had been made available. Dr. Charles A. Cary,
state veterinarian, present at the latest county commissioners meeting, spoke at length in
an effort to get the dipping started again in Escambia County. Dr. Cary intimated that the
county had not made enough efforts to raise the funds for the work. However, Dr. Cary
appeared to be satisfied when two members of the commission stated that not only had
they offered the county’s security but also their own endorsements to secure a loan. Dr.
Cary stated that further steps would be taken to ensure cattle dipping would be continued.
It was not known what those steps would be, but it was hoped the county would be able
to raise the necessary funds in the next several months.
On May 26, 1921, The Brewton Standard reported that the court of county
commissioners planned to either issue warrants in payment of inspectors’ salaries and
other expenses for the maintenance of the dipping vats in Escambia County, or to sell
enough interest-bearing warrants to raise the cash to properly conduct the work. The
commissioners were seeking to sell $12,000 worth of warrants.
The county was able to raise the funds and the dipping of cattle was resumed in Escambia
County, but not without opposition. On June 23, 1921, The Brewton Standard reported
that a cattle dipping vat had been dynamited in the community of Local, in the western
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portion of the county. This was the second vat dynamited within two weeks in the
western portion of Escambia County. There had been two guards at the vat, armed with
shotguns, but neither guard could provide any information as to the parties doing the
dynamiting. The newspaper wanted to know why the guards had not apprehended the
dynamiters or used their shotguns. It was reported that the parties placing the explosives
walked between the guards and within a few yards of their stations. It was reported that
the sheriff’s forces had several clues as to the parties guilty of destroying some of the
vats, and arrests were expected in the next few days.
On July 7, 1921, The Brewton Standard reported that Escambia County Sheriff Strong
had issued a notice that the county would pay $200 for evidence leading to the arrest and
conviction of any persons who have blown up cattle dipping vats. The county reward
was to be added to the $400 that had been authorized by Governor Kilby. Several vats
had been dynamited in Escambia County during the past few months, and since the
dipping order had been put into effect, the crimes had become more frequent.
On August 4, 1921, The Brewton Standard shared “Some Figures on Dipping” with their
readers. Based on the 1920 tax records, there were 17,512 head of cattle in Escambia
County. While 3,619 head of these cattle were exempt from taxes, the remaining 13,893
head of cattle had a combined value of $181,710. As Escambia County was planning on
spending $12,000 on tick eradication for 1921, the county was almost in the same
situation it was when tick eradication was first discussed, with the possible exception of
having a few dipping vats constructed when the law was first enacted. “Time after time
effort has been made in Escambia County to get rid of the tick, but each time a portion of
the county has remained under quarantine.” A few tick infested cattle not dipped would
then “make it necessary for the whole thing to be done over again.” While no accurate
figures were available, the newspaper conservatively estimated that more than $50,000
had been spent in tick eradication over the past two years. This did not include the cost
of re-constructing the dynamited vats, time and money lost in the courts in trying cases
where parties were charged with failure to dip, and the time spent by cattle owners in
driving their cattle to the dipping vats. In total, the cost was probably closer to $100,000.
Two years of unsuccessful effort to eliminate the cattle tick at a cost in the neighborhood
of $100,000. The newspaper opined that it did not take “a mind highly trained in
mathematics to figure out in short order that in a few more years we will actually have
spent more to get rid of the ticks than the cattle themselves are worth. In fact, taking
everything into consideration, it seems that the county would have made money by
pulling off the biggest barbecue in the history of civilized America, killing every last old
milch cow, selling the hides and paying the owners the assessed valuation of their stock.”
The Brewton Standard concluded that the people should not blame the county
commissioners on these expenditures for tick eradication. It was the blame of the people
of Escambia County. Sixty-four out of 67 counties in Alabama had already become tickfree. They had accepted the law, made haste, and gotten the disagreeable over with. In
Escambia County, on the other hand, numbers of people had evaded the law, and in some
cases stood out in open defiance of dipping regulations. Those who neglected to dip in
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violation of the law were brought to court, only to be set free, thereby nullifying the law.
According to The Brewton Standard, the only thing to be done was to dip “cattle
regularly, dip them frequently, and dip them constantly,” and to let the courts punish
those in violation of the laws.
In Fiscal Year 1921, Escambia County had received $2,608.93 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received $1,605.00 from the State of Alabama.
Escambia County expended $9,992.58 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1921, they dipped 37,297 herds containing 298,140 head of cattle in 130 dipping vats.
There were 30 herds containing 297 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Escambia County (Cary 1922:8).
On May 25, 1922, The Brewton Standard reported that there had been many prosecutions
of dipping law violators in the month of May. According to Dr. J.S. Powell, officer in
charge of the tick eradication work in Escambia County, charges of violating the dipping
laws had already been preferred against 41 persons this month, and it was probable that
more people would be charged during the month of June. In spite of the educational
measures that had been taken in regards to the tick eradication work, the number of
prosecutions indicated there was still a great deal of hostility toward cattle dipping.
Failure to dip cattle was the primary indication of this sentiment, but there had also been
dipping vats dynamited in the county during the year. Dr. Powell reported that the vat
that had been dynamited at Appleton, nine miles north of Brewton, several weeks ago
was being repaired and would be ready for use in a short time.
The Brewton Standard reported on June 1, 1922 that there were over 40 cases against
violators of the tick eradication law to be heard and that the June term was to have one of
the heaviest dockets in several terms because of these cases. While most of the cases
were expected to be settled without going to trial, it was understood that a number of the
defendants were planning to put up a fight.
On June 15, 1922, The Brewton Standard reported that the dipping of cattle would be
suspended until September. The county court commissioners had met to discuss public
roads in Escambia County, but found themselves mired once again in a discussion on the
failures of the tick eradication program. The meeting was described as “one of the
stormiest ever” with Dr. E.C. Smith, the state inspector for tick eradication, “occupying
the spotlight for practically the entire time.” Dr. Smith “engaged in several verbal
skirmishes” stating that tick eradication in Escambia County was not receiving the proper
cooperation from the officials of the county court. Dr. Smith also expressed
disappointment in the number of convictions of dipping law violators, as many cases had
been continued upon the promise of dipping in the future. Circuit Judge John D. Leigh
stated that in the other counties of his circuit this approach of allowing violators another
chance to comply with the law had proven successful, but Dr. Smith failed to agree with
him. Dr. Smith produced a list of cases that had come to trial in Escambia County and
those convicted had been only given a one dollar fine. After a great deal of discussion,
the court commissioners decided to suspend the tick eradication work from June 20th until
September 1, 1923, based on the lack of funds and the lack of results.
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When the tick eradication work was continued in September, so did the opposition. On
September 28, 1922, The Brewton Standard reported that the dipping vat at Boykin had
been dynamited and nearly destroyed. There were few clues as to who had destroyed the
vat, and there had been no arrests. This was the first cattle dipping vat destroyed in the
eastern portion of Escambia County during the entire period of tick eradication work in
the county. Several vats in various other portions of the county had been blown up, but
no trouble had been previously reported in the neighborhood where the dynamiting had
taken place.
On December 14, 1922, The Brewton Standard reported that at the December meeting of
the county commissioners it was determined that cattle dipping for tick eradication would
be automatically suspended on January 1, 1923 and not to be resumed until April 15,
1923. Although dipping was not ordered stopped, the commissioners entered an order
“that no appropriations or further orders be made for allowance of claims against the
county for cattle dipping and for eradication of cattle tick during the period beginning
January 1st and ending April 15th, 1923.”
On February 1, 1923, The Brewton Standard reported that the regular monthly meeting of
the officials connected with the tick eradication work had been held in Brewton. The
officials at the meeting expressed their belief that the work being conducted across
Alabama was progressing very satisfactorily. There were only 20 counties in Alabama
which had more than 20 quarantine herds, and the remaining counties had only one to 15
herds under quarantine and which were being controlled. It was further reported that
there were only seven counties in Alabama that were heavily infested with the cattle tick.
The Brewton Standard reported on May 10, 1923 that there had been a “midnight battle
between deputies and dynamiters” at a dipping vat located 20 miles east of Brewton.
Four white males attempted to dynamite the vat that was being guarded by sheriff’s
deputies. In the ensuing battle, Leonard Fuqua, age 21, was killed, Jacob Brake, 23, and
Carey Bush, 20, were left in serious condition at the local infirmary, and John Brake, 35
was confined to the county jail. All of the men were residents of the same neighborhood.
Several vats had been dynamited recently in that section of the county, and Sheriff
Fountain had been keeping a close watch in hopes of catching the guilty parties. He had
received word that the vat was to be destroyed, and had placed two deputies to stand
guard at the vat for the last two nights. Deputies Brown and Barron were concealed in the
bushes near the vat as four men approached, and were in the act of lighting something at
the edge of the vat. According to the deputies, when they approached closer to the men,
one of the four men began shooting. Brown and Barron returned fire with their shotguns
with two of the men falling and the other two making their escape. Fuqua and Bush were
taken immediately into custody after being shot down at the vat. Fuqua died before
reaching the hospital. Bush spoke freely at the hospital and gave the names of Jacob and
John Brake. The following morning, Sheriff Fountain found five sticks of dynamite,
caps, fuse, a large caliber pistol from with five shots had been fired, and a small bottle
partially filled with “shinney” (moonshine). It was later learned that Jacob Brake was in
serious condition at the house of John Brake. When the Brakes were taken into custody,
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they admitted their involvement in the attempted dynamiting, but claimed that they had
been hired to do it by two prominent citizens of their community.
On June 7, 1923, The Brewton Standard reported that Jacob Brake, John Brake, and
Carey Bush had been found guilty of “attempting to hinder or obstruct the operation of
the state quarantine laws” and were given fines of $500 and six months at hard labor. At
the trial, no witnesses were placed on the stand for the defendants and the defendants did
not testify in their own defense. The case was submitted without argument.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1924, Escambia County had received $2,645.17 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $3,129.00 from the State of Alabama. Escambia
County expended $9,760.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1924,
they dipped 33,108 herds containing 275,918 head of cattle in 137 dipping vats. There
were 21 herds containing 104 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Escambia
County (Cary 1925:10).
In Fiscal Year 1926, Escambia County had received $9,905.75 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received $4,227.00 from the State of Alabama.
Escambia County expended $9,347.23 in county funds for tick eradication work. During
FY 1926, they dipped 53,382 herds containing 315,947 head of cattle in 139 dipping vats.
There were 496 herds containing 3,419 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Escambia County (Cary 1927:7).
Based on the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, the state expended
$90.04 in Escambia County for tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1916. They expended
$106.88 in Fiscal Year 1917 and another $766.45 in Fiscal Year 1918. The State of
Alabama spent no funds for tick eradication in Escambia County in Fiscal Year 1919, but
picked it up again spending $726.00 in Fiscal Year 1920. In Fiscal Year 1921, the State
of Alabama spent $822.00 for tick eradication in Escambia County. State expenditures
were $1,710.00 for Fiscal Year 1922 and another $2,418.00 for Fiscal Year 1923.
Covington County, Alabama – 1916 to 1926
On March 16, 1915, The Andalusia Star, a semi-weekly newspaper of Covington County,
reported that dipping vats for hogs and cattle were becoming more numerous in
Covington County. Mr. O.L.Benson had just completed construction of a dipping vat for
hogs and another dipping vat for cattle in Andalusia. Mr. E.M. Henderson had recently
constructed “a large one for cattle,” and Mr. W.F. Simmons was planning to begin
construction on a dipping vat soon.
The Andalusia Star reported on April 16, 1915 that there was great interest all over the
State of Alabama had been aroused by Governor Henderson’s appeal to the people of
each county to hold special tick eradication meetings during the last week in April. The
newspaper hoped for an “organized effect to rid Covington county of the cattle tick.”
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Several articles appeared in The Andalusia Star through the end of the year to keep the
people of Covington County informed of tick eradication progress in other areas. On
June 8, 1915, the newspaper published an article from Anniston on the construction of 44
cattle dipping vats in Calhoun County. On July 2, 1915, The Andalusia Star published an
article from The Montgomery Journal reporting that Alabama was “going forward in tick
eradication work” in Dallas, Hale, Henry, Limestone, Marengo, Perry and Wilcox
counties. There had been 294,517 cattle dipping in 919 vats in these seven counties.
Macon, Pike and Colbert counties had recently held tick eradication elections, and
demonstration dipping vats had been constructed in Colbert, Lawrence, Franklin, Walker,
Baldwin, Greene, Marshall, Jefferson, Clarke, Lamar and Lowndes counties.
On November 19, 1915, The Andalusia Star published an article from The Mobile Daily
entitled “How Tick Eradication Pays.” According to the article, cattle ticks could take as
much as 200 pounds of blood from a 1,000 pound steer in a 12-month period. They
could also cut milk production of cows nearly 50 percent in a year and reduce the value
of the cattle from one-half to one cent per pound.
On December 19, 1915, The Andalusia Star published an article from The Birmingham
News reporting that a recent Washington bulletin contained some interesting data on the
acreage released from quarantine of the cattle tick. The USDA had recently released
5,343 square miles of territory in Alabama from quarantine. Alabama had led the
Southern states in tick eradication over the last year. This effort was “coincidental with
the awakening of Alabama to the possibilities of lifting stock-raising from a haphazard,
carelessly conducted industry to a scientific, wealth-producing business.”
On April 21, 1916, The Andalusia Star published a letter from J.P. Wilson, the
demonstration agent for Covington County. Spring time was the season for the cattle tick
and the hog louse. Cattle ticks sucked $50 million from the South every year. Cholera
killed $10 million worth of hogs every year, and lice caused another $3 million in
damage to hogs. This $63 million drain to the South could be reduced to almost nothing,
and a fine start had been made in Covington County, by dipping livestock. The best and
cheapest dip to put into vats was an arsenical dip made by dissolving arsenical trioxide
with sodium carbonate and adding pine tar. This dip worked to kill ticks and lice on
cattle and hogs, and was as safe as any of the commercial dips on the market while
costing one-third to one-half less. Mr. Wilson had a great deal of experience with the
arsenical dip, and he offered his assistance to anyone wanting help in charging their vats.
The Andalusia Star reported on September 26, 1916 that Covington County had
appropriated money for the construction of one cattle dipping vat in each beat in the
county. Dr. G.H. Bruns, from the federal government, was in Covington County to
demonstrate how to build the dipping vats and dip the cattle. Mr. J.D. Moore of
Andalusia had been appointed as a state inspector to work in cooperation with Dr. Bruns.
Mr. H.A. Lundy, of Andalusia Beat 21, and Mr. W.C. McLaughlin, of Florala Beat 9, had
agreed to put in vats. The county would furnish the cement and the medicine for the vats,
and the people would furnish the labor, lumber, hardware, gravel or sand, and water for
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the vat. The vat would belong to the community and there would be no charges to dip
cattle. The dipping was to be optional. If the parties did not want to dip, that was alright,
but the vats would be there for those cattlemen wanting to dip their cattle.
On January 2, 1917, The Andalusia Star published extracts from an article that had
appeared in The New Orleans Times-Democrat back on September 24, 1913 under the
headline “Tick Eradication Pays.” The original article had been published when the
American Meat Packers had held a conference in Chicago and pleaded with cattlemen,
especially those in the South, to save the nation from a meat famine. The price of meat
had steadily increased over the last ten years and to avoid the inevitable shortage in beef,
farmers, particularly farmers in the South, had to produce more cattle. The original
article contained a “large number” of statements from farmers. The Andalusia Star
excerpted a few from Alabama farmers. Mr. W.J. Hendley, of Sumter County, wrote to
say “there is as much difference between ticks and no ticks as there is between an up-todate business man and an old fogy.” Mr. Frank P. Hurt, of Jackson County, wrote that in
his opinion, “nothing has been done to stimulate interest in raising purebred beef as had
tick eradication.” He stated that the work had handicapped by opposition, but the tick
eradication work was nearly completed and he expected to see purebred bulls in his
county soon. Mr. J.F. Hauser, of Jackson County, stated that the tick eradication work
had been of great benefit to his county. He had not heard of a single dipped cow dying
from tick fever.
While the farmers in Covington County were considering the benefits of dipping their
cattle to eradicate the cattle tick, they were also being told to dip their hogs. On March
23, 1917, The Andalusia Star announced that there should be “A hog Vat on Every Farm”
in Covington County. Hogs were to be dipped once every ten days for three dippings
each month. The dipping would keep the hogs free from lice, fleas, eczema, mange,
worms, and cholera. The hog dipping vats were similar in construction to the cattle
dipping vats, only smaller. The hog dipping vats were 12 feet long, two feet wide at the
top and one foot wide at the bottom, and four feet deep. Six feet, or half their length was
to be sloped to allow the hogs to climb out of the vats. There was to be a slide at a 45
degree angle for the hogs to enter the vat. There was to be a dripping pen at the exit,
large enough for eight hogs. The dripping pen was to be sloped to allow the dip to flow
back into the vat.
On March 30, 1917, The Andalusia Star reported that 76 head of cattle had been dipped
in one hour at the Turner Plantation, nine miles southwest of Andalusia. There had been
27 visitors present for the dipping as the vats were becoming quite popular throughout the
county.
On July 31, 1917, The Andalusia Star reported that 108 head of cattle had been dipped in
70 minutes at a dipping vat on the farm of Jesse Jones, who lived two miles south of
Andalusia. This was one of the free dipping vats that the Covington County Board of
Revenue had constructed. There were 42 visitors present for the dippings.
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On August 17, 1917, The Andalusia Star published a letter from Mr. W.S. Harlan of
Lockhart, Alabama to Dr. G.H. Bruns, the government inspector at Andalusia. Mr.
Harlan wished to send some of his cattle to the fairs at Dothan, Troy and Birmingham in
the fall, and wanted to know about getting a permit to allow him to take the cattle out of
Covington County. Mr. Harlan stated that there were plenty of dipping vats in the
county, and he would dip the cattle before taking them out of the county. Dr. Bruns
responded to Mr. Harlan, stating that to ship cattle out of Covington County for anything
other than immediate slaughter, he would have to send his cattle to Montgomery by rail
to the quarantine pens. The cattle would be dipped twice during a five to 12-day period
under government supervision, and then he would be free to have the cattle shipped
anywhere he wished. Dr. Bruns included a post-script, stating that if Covington County
would take up compulsory dipping, he would be able to give Mr. Harlan a permit from
Lockhart that would allow Mr. Harlan to ship his cattle to any market in the world.
The Andalusia Star published two articles in their November 23, 1917 edition reporting
on the progress of tick eradication in the United States and in Alabama. In language
borrowed from the reporting on the war in Europe, an article from Washington, D.C.
reported that a broad wedge of territory had been driven through the tick lines down to
the Gulf of Mexico. More than half of the 728,566 square miles quarantined in 1906 had
been freed from the cattle tick. An article from The Birmingham News reported that
Secretary Houston, of the Department of Agriculture, had signed an order releasing
nearly 10,000 acres in Alabama from quarantine. As of December 1, 1917, about twothirds of Alabama’s counties were to be tick-free.
On December 14, 1917, The Andalusia Star reported that there were 3,233 farms in
Covington County with a total of 19,407 head of cattle. This worked out to an average of
five cattle per farm, with one being a milch cow. Covington County’s 5,411 milch cows
produced 922,430 gallons of milk each year. The cattle tick took one-third of this
amount, or 57 gallons from each cow each year. With milk retailing in several Alabama
cities at 60 cents per gallon, the cattle tick was costing Covington County $184,056 in
milk each year. Covington County’s beef cattle were supposed to be gaining two pounds
per day. Due to the cattle tick, they were only gaining one pound per day. The 365
pounds lost each year at seven cents per pound was costing Covington County $22.50
worth of beef per year per head of beef cattle, or a total of $35,000 for the county. The
leather hides from uninfected cattle were bringing 16 cents a pound. Tick-damaged hides
brought only eight cents a pound. With the hides averaging 40 pounds, the cattle tick was
responsible for the loss of $3.20 per hide. Finally, 478 cattle had died from tick fever in
Covington County during 1917. The newspaper asked its readers, “How long will you
allow the tick to submarine your cattle industry?”
On January 28, 1918, Covington County put the question of compulsory dipping and tick
eradication work to a vote. The Andalusia Star reported on January 29th that with five
vote boxes yet to be counted, practically all of the boxes were returning a majority in
favor of the cattle tick. According to the unofficial report, there had been 819 votes for
tick eradication and 993 votes against it. It was expected that when the missing
precincts’ boxes counted, there were be a majority of 200 or 250 votes against tick
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eradication. Andalusia, Opp, Florala, Lockhart, River Falls and Gantt had voted a
majority for tick eradication, but the rural communities were voting overwhelmingly
against it. On February 5, 1918, The Andalusia Star published the election returns by
beat and precinct. The final count was 884 votes for tick eradication and 1,126 votes
against.
The Andalusia Star published an article from The Montgomery Times on February 8,
1918 on the defeat of tick eradication in Covington County. It was “beyond the wisest”
how the people of Covington County could vote down such a proposition as tick
eradication. The government had been telling people over and over how much more tickfree beef would sell for, and the people of Covington County were losing thousands of
dollars every year to the cattle tick. If they had voted to dip their cattle, that money
would be in their purses. According to The Montgomery Times, the men in Covington
County that had voted against tick eradication had made a grievous mistake.
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1918, Covington County had received $1,165.27 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $129.50 from the State of Alabama. Covington
County expended $905.00 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1918,
they dipped 694 herds containing 20,247 head of cattle in 64 dipping vats. There were no
numbers reported on the number of cattle remaining under quarantine in Covington
County (Cary 1919:8).
On February 7, 1919, the State of Alabama passed their state-wide tick eradication law.
Covington County no longer had a choice of dipping their cattle. According to the law,
tick eradication was to be conducted in any county that was partially or completely tickinfested. The county commissioners or county board of revenue was responsible for the
construction of the concrete dipping vats, and the chemicals, solutions and other materials
required to maintaining the dipping operations. Each county was required to keep the
vats filled with “a standard tick killing arsenical dip having the composition and strength
as required by the regulations of the Alabama livestock sanitary board and of the United
States bureau of animal industry.”
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1919, Covington County had received $2,583.44 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $985.00 from the State of Alabama. Covington
County expended $21,170.15 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY
1919, they dipped 75,986 herds containing 440,647 head of cattle in 173 dipping vats.
There were 19 herds containing 275 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Covington County (Cary 1920:6).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1920, Covington County had received $2,104.88 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $1,260.00 from the State of Alabama. Covington
County expended $10,182.03 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY
1920, they dipped 20,195 herds containing 160,313 head of cattle in 173 dipping vats.
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There were 16 herds containing 399 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in
Covington County (Cary 1920:6).
In Fiscal Year 1921, Covington County had received $2,465.94 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received $2,101.00 from the State of Alabama.
Covington County expended $10,620.21 in county funds for tick eradication work.
During FY 1921, they dipped 27,484 herds containing 231,425 head of cattle in 170
dipping vats. There were 31 herds containing 537 head of cattle remaining under
quarantine in Covington County (Cary 1921:7).
In Fiscal Year 1924, Covington County had received $2,508.75 in funding from the
Bureau of Animal Industry. They received $2,670.39 from the State of Alabama.
Covington County expended $11,383.21 in county funds for tick eradication work.
During FY 1924, they dipped 47,661 herds containing 301,959 head of cattle in 189
dipping vats. There were 226 herds containing 780 head of cattle remaining under
quarantine in Covington County (Cary 1925:10).
According to the annual report of Dr. Charles A. Cary, the Alabama State Veterinarian, in
Fiscal Year 1926, Covington County had received $5,994.55 in funding from the Bureau
of Animal Industry. They received $3,340.33 from the State of Alabama. Covington
County expended $4,290.33 in county funds for tick eradication work. During FY 1926,
they dipped 24,777 herds containing 134,503 head of cattle in 189 dipping vats. There
were 389 herds containing 2,399 head of cattle remaining under quarantine in Covington
County (Cary 1927:7).
Based on the annual reports of the treasurer of the State of Alabama, the state expended
$433.60 in Fiscal Year 1917 and another $242.40 in Fiscal Year 1918. The State of
Alabama spent $740.32 in funds for tick eradication in Covington County in Fiscal Year
1919, and another $990.00 in Fiscal Year 1920. In Fiscal Year 1921, the State of
Alabama spent $2,070.00 for tick eradication in Covington County. State expenditures
were $1,440.00 for Fiscal Year 1922 and another $2,028.00 for Fiscal Year 1923.
Texas Fever in Arkansas – 1906
Southwestern Missouri and northwestern Arkansas were contiguous to the tick-infected
areas within the Indian Territory, and the cattle tick was now found in these areas. Work
had begun in five Missouri and Arkansas counties, with three men inspecting 1,653 herds
containing 13,433 head of cattle (USDA 1907b:16).
Dr. W. Lenton, veterinarian to the State Agricultural Experimental Station in Fayetteville,
attended the tick eradication conference in Nashville, Tennessee on December 5 and 6,
1906, and reported on the situation in Arkansas. During 1906, the work had focused on
studying the existing conditions rather than an aggressive eradication program. Dr.
Lenton was optimistic about the conditions in Arkansas. About two-thirds of Benton
County, located in the northwestern corner of the State, was examined. A total of 77,474
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cattle were inspected, and of this number, 75,993 were found to be clean of ticks, and
1,481 were found to be ticky. This was less than two percent. Benton County was next
to Indian Territory, and Dr. Lenton predicted that the other northern tier counties further
east would have even less ticks, some perhaps, would be completely free of cattle ticks.
The work in Washington County had begun too late to form any definite ideas. Only
2,003 cattle were inspected. Of this number, 903 were found to be ticky, or 45 percent.
Dr. Lenton did not feel this was a representative sample for Washington County, as the
cattle were inspected in only four townships and all of them near Indian Territory. He
was of the opinion that the majority of cattle ticks in Arkansas were either crossing into
the State from the Indian Territory or being introduced from cattle being shipped through
Arkansas from the Indian Territory. He proposed that inspections be made of the cattle in
the northern counties year-round with the exception of Sharp County (USDA 1907b:4748).
Benton and Washington Counties, Arkansas – 1907
The Arkansas Agricultural Experiment Station reported on “Cattle Tick Eradication in
Northwest Arkansas” in their 1907 Bulletin No. 93. In July of 1906, working with the
Bureau of Animal Industry, a survey was begun of the cattle in Northwestern Arkansas to
determine the exact status in regards to Texas fever ticks. The plan was to locate the
infected areas and then hold a series of meetings to discuss eradication with the farmers.
A survey was conducted in Benton and Washington counties.
It was found that while some of the stock owners remained indifferent, many farms had
lost cattle after Southern “ticky” cattle had been driven through, and they were convinced
that the tick was responsible for their losses. The bulletin reminded farmers that a single
full grown tick that drops off can lay between 1,500 and 3,000 eggs, and these hatch out
producing “seed ticks.” The seed tick matures on its bovine host, and the cycle repeats.
It is easy to see how quickly infestation can occur with just one indifferent stockman.
The “better class of intelligent and up-to-date farmers and stock owners” were willing to
do everything in their power to eradicate the tick. The majority of the farmers in these
two counties were also in favor of a general herd law, which would allow better control
over the movement of cattle (Vincenheller 1907).
Tick Eradication Zones in Arkansas – 1909 to 1911
Beginning in May 1909, the State of Arkansas began establishing zones to help define the
areas of Texas fever quarantine. The first zone established was an amendment to Act No.
14, which had been approved on March 25, 1907. The cattle tick quarantine line began in
the northwestern corner of the State, in the northwestern corner of Benton County, ran
south along the State line to the southwestern corner of Washington County, and then ran
eastward along the southern boundaries of Washington, Madison, Newton and Searcy
counties; to the northwest corner of Van Buren County. It then followed south between
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Van Buren and Pope counties; and then eastward along the southern edge of Van Buren
and Cleburne counties, then turning north between Cleburne and White counties to the
southeastern corner of Independence County. It followed the southern boundary of
Independence County to the Jackson County line, following the southern boundary of
Jackson County, and then north along the eastern boundary of Jackson County to the
Lawrence County line. It ran along the southern boundary of Lawrence and Greene
counties until it reached the Missouri line. This quarantine zone took in most of the
northwestern counties in Arkansas, and was approved on May 14, 1909 (Castle
1911:657).
On July 22, 1910, the Iron County Record, published in Cedar City, Utah, published an
article on the grazing on National Forests. Contrary to widespread belief at the time, the
U.S. Department of Agriculture was not considering the burning over of national forest
lands as an effective method of dealing with the cattle tick. Secretary Wilson had written
a letter to Representative Floyd of the Third Arkansas District stating that Dr. Cooper
Curtice, veterinarian inspector of the Bureau of Animal Industry, had recently toured
through northern Arkansas to investigate conditions there. Dr. Curtice had spoken with
farmers, and while he agreed that burning enclosed fields at certain times of the year
could kill ticks, he spoke against burning the forest ground. There were many unburned
areas, especially around dwellings and barns and other places that cattle lay. Frequent
burning did more damage to the grasses and sod. The only practical way to exterminate
cattle ticks was to follow the methods specified in Farmer’s Bulletin No. 378 (Dr.
Graybill’s 1909 publication). Dr. Curtice concluded that based on his observations and
conversations with farmers of the Ozark National Forest, they would be taking up tick
eradication as soon as they could raise the money.
By April 1, 1911, Arkansas had completed tick eradication work in 10 out of the 75
counties that had been under Federal quarantine in 1907 when they began work. Tick
eradication work was being conducted in nine other counties in cooperation with the
Bureau of Animal Industry (USDA 1912b:256).
On May 26, 1911, this quarantine zone was modified with the line slightly shifting. The
new quarantine zone included Benton, Washington, Madison, Newton, Carroll and Boone
counties. This modified quarantine area was known as the Northwest Arkansas Cattle
Improvement District (Castle 1911:660-661).
On May 30, 1911, a second zone was established. The line ran from where the White
River crosses the Missouri line in Marion County, and then followed the White River
until it reached the Jackson County line. It then followed along the boundaries of
Woodruff, Cross, Poinsett and Mississippi counties until reaching the Mississippi River,
where it turned north and ran northward to the Missouri State line, following the state line
back to the beginning point in Marion County. This quarantine zone was known as the
Northeast Arkansas Cattle Tick Eradication District (Castle 1911:657-568).
On May 30, 1911 several other statutes were passed. A seven-man commission was
created to carry out the tick eradication program. Four commissioners had to be present

208

to constitute a quorum to conduct business. The positions were for two years. A tax of
five cents per head was to be levied to pay for the tick eradication program. The
commission was to hire inspectors to maintain the quarantine line. These inspectors
could be employees of the United States Department of Agriculture, and further, the
commission had authority to accept financial and other assistance from the United States
government. The commission was given the authority to declare any of the area within
the quarantine territory as being either tick-free or infested, and they had the authority to
deal with all cattle, horses, mules or other animals to control, eradicated and prevent the
introduction of Texas fever, and they had full power to order to spray or dip the animals
with solution to disinfect them (Castle 1911:658-659).
The State of Arkansas passed statutes making it unlawful for any person or corporation to
drive or transport cattle from tick infected areas without first getting a certificate from an
inspector. Any cattle being transported without the certificate would be returned to the
original area at the cost of the owner. Failure to get the certificate would be a
misdemeanor and result in a fine of not less than five dollars and not more than 500
dollars. It was the duty of all persons living in the quarantined area to give a list of all
their animals owned or controlled, with such marks and brands as may be requested by an
inspector. Failure to comply would be a misdemeanor and subject to a fine of not less
than 10 dollars and not more than 500 dollars. Each day the owner refused to produce the
list would constitute a separate offense. Owners were to have their animals ready for
inspection and disinfection upon being giving a three-day notice by the inspector, and
bring their animals to the dipping station designated within four miles of their residence.
The owner could receive a permit to take their animals to another station, but failure to
have the animals dipped or sprayed at the designated station would constitute a
misdemeanor (Castle 1911:659).
When the inspector found any cattle, horses, mules or other animals infected or otherwise
exposed to fever ticks, he was given the authority to quarantine the animals and make
immediate arrangements to spray or disinfect the animals. Anyone failing to keep an
animal quarantined until released by the inspector was guilty of a misdemeanor and
subject to a fine of not less than 25 and not more than 500 dollars. It was the
responsibility of the inspector to report any violations of the statutes to a mayor, justice of
the peace, prosecuting attorney or deputy prosecuting attorney. They were to issue a
warrant of arrest to be served by a sheriff, constable, or marshal. If the sheriff, constable
or marshal failed to proceed under the warrant, they were subjected to the same fine as
the defendant in the warrant. Inspectors were to notify the nearest justice of the peace of
any stray animals found. The program was to be financed through funds that had been
collected in 1910, which was a five cent per capita cattle tax. All of these statutes were
approved on May 30, 1911 (Castle 1911:659-660).
Tick Eradication in Arkansas – 1914 to 1943
In 1914, the Arkansas Agricultural Experiment Station declared that “The system of
constructing dipping vats and systematic dipping cattle has passed beyond the
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experimental stage.” Cattle dipping vats had been constructed in three-fourths of
Arkansas counties by either private individuals or groups of farmers (Hope 2005:12).
In 1915, two federal eradication districts were established in Arkansas. The Northeast
district was located east of the White River, and the Northwest district was located on the
western side. The two districts were established in the northern portion of the State as
this was where dipping could be the most effective. The initial government funds were
quickly depleted, resulting in the withdrawal of inspectors and agents from the field. The
eradication work began in Benton and Washington counties. Although these two
counties were among counties that had been previously released from federal quarantine,
they were still experiencing seasonal infestation. It was decided to work south from the
northern counties as this would create a clean route for the importation of tick-free cattle
(Hope 2005:12-13).
Any county municipalities wanting to join the two districts were required to petition their
senators and representatives. The same applied to any county residents wanting to create
their own separate district. Cattleman financed the program by paying a five cent per
head annual tax. When a county was accepted into a district, 25 to 40 dipping vats were
constructed across the county. The dipping vats were located at intervals so that a farmer
would not have to drive the cattle more than three miles to reach a vat. Free ranging was
allowed, but beginning in March, all cattle were to be dipped every three weeks. Once
the federal government dollars were expended, State funds were divided among the
counties based on square miles, and the funds used to hire men, purchase the arsenic
solution, and to supervise the construction of the vats and the dipping (Hope 2005:13).
According to the December 4, 1918 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, on
December 1, 1918, Chicot and Stone counties, and parts of Desha and Faulkner counties
were to be released from Federal quarantine.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on March 5, 1919 that another 18 counties
were expected to be cleaned up during the year. This would leave less than 16 percent of
the State under quarantine by the end of the year. The State Legislature appropriated
$100,000 for tick eradication. The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on May 14,
1919, that there had been 113,776 head of cattle dipped in 2,301 vats during the month of
March 1919. With a large force of county, State and Federal employees, Arkansas was
expecting to have most of the State released from Federal quarantine with only six or
seven counties remaining tick infested.
On July 2, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that Arkansas farmers had
“plenty of ammunition” for the year’s campaign against cattle fever. According to
Department of Agriculture reports, 180 tons of arsenic had been paid for and delivered to
the counties in Arkansas conducting tick eradication. It was estimated that another 10
tons would be required for the 1919 dipping season. With this amount of arsenic on
hand, and 3,392 dipping vats available, and great cooperation, officials were expecting
big results this year. Considerable less tick infestation was found this year. That was
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attributed to the dipping starting six weeks earlier in the season, and much more area was
being systematically worked.
On December 15, 1919, the Supreme Court of Arkansas upheld the lower court ruling in
the case of Teague v. State, where Mr. Teague of Clark County had been fined for not
dipping his cattle. Mr. Teague had been charged with failure to dip his cattle in
accordance with the rules and regulations of the Board of Control of the Agricultural
Experimental Station. Mr. Teague had admitted to not dipping his cattle, but contended
that is refusal was based on the fact that the tick eradication inspector of Clark County
had not come to the vat nearest to Mr. Teague’s home for the purpose of giving
instructions about preparing the dipping solution. Mr. Teague further stated that the other
cattle dipping vats in the vicinity of his home had been blown up, and in other cases, the
dipping solutions had been poisoned so that cattle were injured when they came in
contact with the solution. Mr. Teague was afraid to dip his cattle without some
protection from the county inspector, who declined to provide him with protection from
that danger (Crawford 1920:182-183).
In testimony, it was shown that the dipping vat built nearest Mr. Teague’s home had not
been used as is had not been supplied with dipping solution. Mr. Teague was a member
of the association or partnership that had constructed the vat. It was also shown that there
were two other vats in the vicinity of Mr. Teague’s house, but they were several miles
distant. It was not incumbent on the county inspector or other public authorities to
furnish the dipping solution for the vat. The Board of Control had prescribed rules and a
formula, and it was the duty of the persons owning the cattle to provide the means for
dipping their cattle (Crawford 1920:183-184).
The case of Teague v. State is interesting, in that it appears that when the cattle dipping
vats were privately owned by a partnership or an association, it was up to the cattle
owners to follow the instructions and formula of the arsenical dipping solution provided
by the Board of Control. It does not appear that there was direct supervision from state or
federal inspectors in the mixing of the solution. Perhaps the cattle that were dying from
being dipped were not so much a case of “poisoning of the solution” as it was a case
where the dipping solution had not been mixed correctly, and had a higher concentration
of arsenic.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 3,900 dipping vats in operation in Arkansas, and they had
dipped 5,200,000 head of cattle. On December 1, 1919, there had been 6,757 square
miles of territory released from federal quarantine, leaving approximately 20 percent of
the State still under quarantine. There had been $305,000 expended for tick eradication
in Arkansas in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Sanitary
Association 1920:17).
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. It was reported that tick eradication work in
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Arkansas had reached “a rather low ebb” due to low cattle prices and high feed prices,
and that cotton was doing well. Systematic eradication work had been carried out in two
counties, and during the summer months the quarantine lines had been carefully
supervised. Interest in tick eradication had actually increased in some of the counties that
had been previous opposed to the work, and the work was revived in the past few weeks
due to the losses cattlemen had incurred among young animals from tick fever (United
States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:135).
On April 13, 1921, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that six entire counties and
parts of five other counties in Arkansas had been recently requarantined for cattle fever
ticks. The department officials said that it was necessary to requarantine these areas
because the local county authorities failed to complete the eradication work after the
quarantine had been lifted. The counties requarantined were Chicot, Desha, Drew,
Lincoln, Yell, and Logan.
Fifteen counties in the northwest and northeast tier of Arkansas had managed to eradicate
the cattle tick and be released from federal quarantine by 1907. Most of the State of
Arkansas was placed above the quarantine line in 1928. The cattle tick was considered
eradicated from Arkansas in 1943, but voluntary dipping continued, with some dipping
vats being used in southern Arkansas as late as 1960 (Hope 2005:14).
Florida’s Tick Eradication – 1906 to 1907
Dr. C.F. Lawson, veterinarian to the State Board of Health from Lake City, Florida,
attended the conference on eradication of the cattle tick in Nashville, Tennessee in
December 1906. At this point, Florida had not taken direct action against the cattle tick.
The work done had been educational, publication of bulletins and inoculation against
Texas fever. Dr. Dawson had the power of quarantine, and frequently quarantined
animals, but only for hydrophobia (rabies) and glanders. They did not have the authority
to destroy any animals, but through the deputy sheriffs, they could quarantine animals for
public health reasons (USDA 1907b:48-49).
On April 14, 1907, The Gainesville Daily Sun reported that the cattle quarantine law had
gone into effect in Hall County. Dr. E.M. Nighbert, of the Bureau of Animal Industry,
had arrived in Gainesville to set up his headquarters and to take charge of the tick
eradication work in Hall, Lumpkin, and Dawson counties. Dr. Nighbert planned to go
out among the cattle raisers in those three counties with local inspectors. Mr. John T.
Waters had been appointed inspector for Hall County, and Mr. Frank Meadors for
Lumpkin County.
Florida’s Tick Eradication Progress – 1912 to 1916
In 1913, the State of Florida passed a statute authorizing the State Board of Health to
spend funds in the control and eradication of the Southern Cattle Tick. They could
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employ State and County agents, and pay for the labor and materials to build the cattle
dipping vats. The statute also authorized the Florida State Live Stock Association to
construct the cattle dipping vats in communities where the vats were “deemed useful for
demonstration and proper conduct of tick eradication work. The law went into effect on
June 7, 1913 (West Publishing Company 1915:558).
During 1913, most of the work conducted by the Veterinary Division of the State Board
of Health of Florida was devoted to educating stockmen on the importance of tick
eradication. In February 1913, the Board had set aside up to $5,000 for this purpose.
Through January 1, 1914, a total of $2,500 had been spent on education (State Board of
Health of Florida 1914:27).
On February 22, 1913, the first cattle dipping vat was constructed in Florida in Baker
County on the property of Mr. C.F. Barber. The vat was opened with “imposing
ceremonies” at his plantation near Macclenny. Other vats were quickly constructed
across the state, and by the end of 1913, a total of 32 vats were completed in Florida.

County

Town

Owner (Month Constructed)

Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Baker
Baker
Duval
Escambia
Gadsden
Hamilton
Hillsborough
Holmes
Jackson
Lake
Leon
Marion
Marion
Marion
Orange
Osceola
Osceola

Daysville
Gainesville
Wacahoota
Rochelle
Rochelle
Rochelle
Clyatts Station
Gainesville
Macclenny
Baxter
Jacksonville
Muscogee
Chattahoochee
Winn
Tampa
Bonifay
Cottondale
Leesburg
Tallahassee
McIntosh
Citra
Ocala
Zellwood
Kissimmee
Southport

Bock & McDonald (February)
A.L. Jackson (March)
P.G. Ramsey (April)
John R. Zetrouer (May)
A.B. Zetrouer (May)
W.B. Phifer (June)
C.F. Harrison (July)
College of Agriculture (December)
C.F. Barber (February)
R. Rooney (October)
Riverside Dairy Co. (March)
Southern States Lumber Co. (November)
State Insane Asylum (November)
H.S. McCallum (October)
Aug. Van Epoel (August)
W.A. Sessoms (November)
J.W. Hinson (June)
W.R. Mathews (October)
Leon County Live Stock Club (April)
S.H. Gaitskill (April)
J.R. Williams (May)
Jack Camp (July)
William Edwards (November)
E.J. Lesley (May)
H. T. Bass (October)
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Pasco
Pasco
Putnam
St. Johns
Seminole
Suwannee

Dade City
Trilby
Hollister
Hastings
Geneva
Wilmarth

Kirby Williams (November)
C.A. Croft (July)
C.L. Whitehead (September)
F.E. Bugbee (August)
J.C. Cameron (November)
Frank Drew (June)

As the construction of the vats was completed, representatives of the State Board of
Health and Federal government were present to supervise the preparation of the dip
solution, the dipping of the cattle, and of course, to deliver addresses at most of the vats.
In the larger towns, a movie promoting cattle dipping was shown in the theatres. In many
cases, Dr. A.C. Drach, from the Bureau of Animal Industry, provided expert supervision
for the construction of the vats. The local newspapers were used in the education
campaign, and many articles appeared in the Jacksonville, Tampa and Pensacola daily
papers (State Board of Health of Florida 1914:223-225).
Nearly half of the 32 vats constructed in Florida in 1913 were built without any
supervision from the State government, and several were built without the State having
knowledge of the construction until after they were completed. The State Board of
Health actually looked at this as a favorable situation, as it showed that “Floridians are
intensely interested in tick eradication, and will not wait for any Government to do
something for them that they think they can do for themselves.” It showed that Floridians
were self reliant. Although there had been some difficulties with vat construction
regarding the building of the forms and the pouring of the concrete, a firm had been
located that could provide steel vats of the same size. The steel tank vat was to be sunk
into the ground, and once the fencing and concrete floor dripping pen were constructed, it
would meet all the requirements. The steel vats would sell for about $100 (State Board
of Health of Florida 1914:225-226).
By 1914, there were 50 cattle dipping vats in Florida. Other than the vat built at
Gainesville for education purposes at the University of Florida, the construction of the
vats had been private enterprises. The State Board of Health of Florida reported that
there had been “comparatively little interest manifested in the subject [tick eradication]
during the year.” Texas tick fever was a chronic disease, and because it caused damage
to cattle slowly, it created little fear. Most of the stockmen who were losing cattle to the
disease were being told by the “natives” that their cattle would eventually acclimate to it,
but those that died just did not have “sufficient constitution to stand it.” Some interest in
tick eradication had been seen in Escambia and Dade counties. While the State Board of
Health had no knowledge of any vats being constructed in Escambia County, Dade
county had voted money to be added to private funds to build all the necessary vats and
hire inspectors to supervise the dipping, spraying and hand picking of cattle every two
weeks for five months in order to rid Dade County of the cattle tick. Dade County was
not considered a cattle county, as all of their cows were dairy animals and would not be
shipped out of the county. Dade County, however, was planning on becoming a beef
cattle county, and thought it wise to be able to begin the beef business without having to
raise cattle under the conditions of quarantine. The draining of the Everglades had
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opened up vast tracts of excellent pasture land. Dade County, up to this point, had not
asked the State for anything other than information and moral support (State Board of
Health of Florida 1915:26-27).
A chart included in the State Board of Health’s annual report gave a brief listing of the
cattle dipping activities that the Board had been involved during 1914.
Date (1914)

Place

Owner

April 27

Emporia

L.P. Felt

April 29

Jacksonville

May 2

Kissimmee

May 23

Jacksonville

May 26
June 16
July 3

Jacksonville
Jacksonville
Hastings

August 11
August 17
August 18
August 19
August 28

Pierson
Rodman
Pierson
Highland
Jacksonville

September 4

Jacksonville

September 19 Highland
October 6

Zolfo

Object Demonstrated

Preparation of dipping
solution and dipping
Union Stock Yards
Preparation of dipping
solution and dipping
Rull Bass
Preparation of dipping
solution and dipping
Union Stock Yards
Preparation of dipping
solution and dipping
Union Stock Yards
Dipping for shipment
Union Stock Yards
Dipping for shipment
F.E. Bugbee
Preparation of dipping
solution and dipping
Harper & Minshew
Vat Construction
Rodman Lumber Co.
Vat Construction
Harper & Minshew
Prepared dipping solution
F.D. Long
Vat Construction
Union Stock Yards
Prepared dipping solution
and tested
Union Stock Yards
Prepared dipping solution
and tested
F.D. Long
Prepared dipping solution
and tested
Roberts & Wadsworth
Vat Construction
(State Board of Health of Florida 1915:241)

When the State Board of Health of Florida reported on their annual accomplishments for
1915, they felt optimistic that Broward and Dade counties would be declared freed of the
cattle tick on April 1, 1916 by the Secretary of Agriculture. These two counties were
already feeling the benefits of tick eradication, as many car-loads of cattle had been
placed on tick-free pastures. Broward and Dade counties were considered “the most
favored of any in the State” but that was only because their citizens willed it. It was
expected that Palm Beach County would take up the tick eradication work next. Palm
Beach County, as was the case in Broward and Dade counties, was a “no-fence” county
with few, if any, range cattle. Tick eradication work was relatively easy in these counties
because of this, and the people wanted it done. There was also a strong cattlemen’s
association that was cooperating with the Board of Health. No ticky horse, mules or
cattle could be legally shipped or driven into an area from which the ticks had been
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eliminated. Any ticky animals had to be held, dipped, and then shipped in cars equipped
for feeding without being unloaded. No animals could be shipped to Broward or Dade
county without begin dipped and then kept in non-infectious feeding pens (State Board of
Health of Florida 1916:206).
During 1915, another 38 cattle dipping vats were constructed in Florida, bringing the
total number of vats available as of December 31st to 88. The vats were constructed as
private enterprises, with the exception of the vat at the University of Florida, which was
built for education purposes. The vats available in 1915 were:

County

Town

Owner

Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Baker
Baker
Bradford
Clay
Dade
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
Duval
Duval
Duval
Duval
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Gadsden
Gadsden
Hamilton
Hamilton
Hamilton

Gainesville
Gainesville
Gainesville
Daysville
Rochelle
Rochelle
Rochelle
Wacahoota
Baxter
McClenny
Raiford
Highland

A.L. Jackson
Kincaid Brothers
University of Florida
Bock & McDonald
Pfeifer Brothers
A.Bruce Zetrouer
A.W. Zetrouer
Sheriff Ramsey
C.F. Barber
C.F. Barber
State Prison Farms
F.D. Long
5 vats owned by the Cattlemen’s Assoc.
Freeman Berge
R.L. Cowart
M.V. Homeyer
Bob Crews
Riverside Dairy Com.
Interstate Stock Yards
Jacksonville Union Stock Yards
Sam Spencer
E. Hicks
J.D. Anderson
W.C. Barrineau
P.K. Younge
P.K. Younge
State Insane Asylum
E.M. Davis
Roy Adams
J.A. Harrison
H.S. McCallum

Indian Prairie
Ona
Ona
Wauchula
Jacksonville
Jacksonville
Jacksonville
Youkon
Barth
Cantonment
Cottage Hill
Muscogee
Muscogee
Chattahoochee
Ocklocknee
Jasper
Jasper
Winn
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Hillsborough
Holmes
Holmes
Holmes
Holmes
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Lake
Lake
Lake
Lake
Leon
Leon
Liberty
Liberty
Liberty
Manatee
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Nassau
Nassau
Orange
Orange
Orange
Osceola
Osceola
Osceola
Osceola
Pasco
Pasco
Putnam
Putnam
Seminole
Seminole
Seminole

Tampa
Binifay
Binifay
Noma
Ponce de Leon
Campbellton
Campbellton
Cottondale
Greenwood
Leesburg
Tavares
Umatilla
Victoria
Tallahassee
Tallahassee
Sumatra
Telogia
Telogia
Laurel
Citra
Evinston
Irvine
McIntosh
Ocala
Ocala
Baldwin (near)
Crawford
Lake Pickett
Pine Castle
Zellwood
Cane Creek
East Lake
Kissimmee
Southport
Dade City
Trilby
Hollister
Rodman
Chuluota
Geneva
Sanford

Seminole

Sanford

St. Johns

Hastings

Aug. Van Epoel
J. Mclachlin
W.A. Sessoms
Hamp Morris
Dan Hughes
W.L. McKinley
W.G. Bryan
J.W. Hinson
W.F. Chambliss
W.R. Mathews
(Unknown)
Griffin Brothers
(Unknown)
(Club)
W.M. Johnson, Jr.
Car Bros.
W.C. Halley
W.H. Stoutamire
A.E. Blackburn
J.L. Williams
P.K. Richardson
L.K. Edwards
S.H. Gaitskill
Jack Camp
C.P. Howell
C.F. Barber
Mr. Keene
James Brothers
J.P.A. Hermon
Wm. Edwards
(Unknown)
(Unknown)
E.J. Lesley
Henry T. Bass
Community Vat (Kirby Williams)
(Unknown)
C.L. Whitehead
Rodman Lumber Co.
J.W. Nixon
J.C. Cameron
Toschatchee Ranch Co.,
(Alfred Foster)
Toschatchee Ranger Co.
(Alfred Foster)
F.E. Bugbee
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Suwannee
Suwannee
Taylor
Volusia
Volusia
Volusia
Walton

Branford
W.H. Foxworth
Wilmarth
Frank Drew
Perry
(Unknown)
Barberville
Wm. Revels
Emporia
Floyd P. Felt
Pierson
F.D. Harper
Florala, Alabama
W.H. Hughes
(State Board of Health of Florida 1916:208-209).

The 1915 Board of Health annual report included the “bill of materials” for a cattle
dipping vat, including the lumber needed for the forms, the lumber needed for the
dripping pen and chute, and the hardware and iron work required; as well as the concrete
needed for the vat, chute and dripping pen. There was also a plan, cross-section and
description of how to construct a brick cattle dipping cat. Instructions for the improved
“self-boiled” cattle dip solution. If the vats were built to specifications, they would hold
1,470 gallons of the dip solution. There was a formula developed by the Federal
government to determine how many gallons a vat would hold based on its dimensions. It
was recommended to waterproof the vat with hot pine tar, with a mixture of gas-house tar
and naptha or gasoline, or a “paint” consisting of a mixture of Portland cement and oil.
The 1915 annual report also included the pasture rotation method of killing ticks (State
Board of Health 1916:210-219).
According to the 1916 annual report by the State Board of Health of Florida, Broward
and Dade counties had been declared free of the cattle tick by the Secretary of
Agriculture in early 1916. The portion of Palm Beach County, south and west of the
Hillsborough Drainage, had also been declared tick-free.
On June 8, 1916, The DeSoto County News reported that a Florida farmer had lost three
cows recently by arsenic poisoning. Rather than dipping his cattle as suggested, the
farmer applied the solution with a cloth. Either the dip solution was not diluted properly
or the farmer rubbed too much solution into the animals’ skins. John M. Scoot, animal
industrialist to the University of Florida Experiment Station, stated that there is little
danger to cattle when they are dipped properly. It is also advised that the animals not be
dipped when they are over-heated. They should be watered before being dipped. They
should not be dipped in the rain unless taken to a shed immediately after exiting the vat.
They should not be allowed back to the pasture until they have dried to prevent the
solution from falling on grass and poisoning grazing animals. Weak or pregnant animals
should be dipped, but sprayed or washed down with the solution.
On June 29, 1916, The DeSoto County News reported that Mr. W.E. Dunwoody had
“struck one of the key notes for the further development of this county” when he
expressed his opinion that the Commercial Club should go on record as being in favor of
tick eradication within the borders of the county. The cattle industry was one of the
foremost industries in DeSoto County and nothing would enhance its value more than the
eradication of the cattle tick.
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On July 20, 1916, The DeSoto County News reported that the Southern Cattle Feeding
Company, which had its principal ranges in Clay County had taken up cattle tick
eradication. The company had constructed several cattle dipping vats and had place 125
miles of barbed wire around their property. The officials of the company stated that they
would do everything in their power to aid in this great fight against the cattle tick.
On August 17, 1916, The DeSoto County News announced that the Parker brothers had
erected a cattle dipping vat in DeSoto County at Coon Prairie “near the big ditch” about a
mile from the city of Arcadia. The vat was “first class” having pens to drive the cattle
into before they plunged into the fluid. According to the article, under a new federal law,
it was necessary to dip cattle once and then again 14 days later before shipping them out
of the State of Florida. The dipping vat was described as being about seven feet deep and
made of concrete. There was a roof over the vat which prevented the solution from
becoming diluted by rainwater. The construction of the vat was considered “one of the
prime steps which promises to relieve DeSoto County of ticks and make a better grade of
cattle throughout the county.” It would become compulsory to for all cattle shippers to
build dipping vats under the 1916 federal law.
According to an article appearing in the September 14, 1916 edition of The Winter Park
Post, the second Friday in October had been selected for a state-wide education program
for school children. The students would spend the day conducting a special study on the
damage caused by cattle ticks in their individual school districts and the State of Florida
at large. The general public was invited to spend the day at their children’s schools and
to learn how they could eradicate the cattle ticks from their school district.
On September 14, 1916, The DeSoto County News boasted that one of the most up-todate dipping vats in the State was located just one mile east of Arcadia near the H.G.
Gates truck farm. The vat was constructed by the Parker brothers, who were among the
most extensive cattle raisers in Florida. The following day, there were plans to dip 1,500
cattle at the vat, and Mr. Zeb Parker had authorized the newspaper to invite all citizens of
Arcadia to witness this new process of tick eradication.
On October 1, 1916, the Department of Agriculture established a federal office in
Jacksonville to cooperate with State and County officials in tick eradication. Several
counties began construction on vats, and Monroe County had begun systematically
dipping their cattle under federal supervision. Escambia County was ready to begin
dipping, and Santa Rosa, Walton and Lake Counties were engaged in the preliminary
work and vat construction. It was expected that an additional six counties would begin
dipping cattle before the end of the year (State Board of Health of Florida 1917:220).
While a complete list of the existing vats could not be compiled for the 1917 report, a
partial listing of 164 vats including the town and owner of the vats was given:
County

Town

Owner

Alachua

Gainesville

W.E. Gainesville
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Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Alachua
Baker
Baker
Bradford
Bradford
Bradford
Bradford
Bradford
Clay
Clay
Duval
Duval
Duval
Duval
Duval
Duval
Duval
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
DeSoto
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia

Gainesville
Gainesville
Gainesville
Arredonda
Clyatts
Daysville
Rochelle
Rochelle
Rochelle
Wacahota
Macclenny
Baxter
Dukes
Lake Butler
Lake Butler
Lake Butler
Raiford
Green Cove Springs
Highland
Jacksonville
Jacksonville
Jacksonville
Jacksonville
South Jacksonville
Baldwin
Youkon
Arcadia
Indian Prairie
Lily
Nocatee
Ono
Ono
Wauchula
Barth
Cantonment
Cottage Hill
Muscogee
G.F. & A. Yards
Pensacola
Pensacola
Gonzalez
Gonzalez
Cottage Hill
Quintette
Muscogee

A.L. Jackson
Kincaid Brothers
University of Florida
John H. Halley
Mr. Harrison
Bock & McDonald
Pfeifer Brothers
A.Bruce Zetrouer
A.W. Zetrouer
Sheriff Ramsey
C.F. Barber
C.F. Barber
B.E. Brown
P.M. Padgett
B.E. Brown
J.W. Townsend and P.M. Padgett
State Prison Farms
Southern Cattle Feeding Co.
F.D. Long
Interstate Stock Yards
Jacksonville Union Stock Yards
Riverside Dairy Co.
City Prison Farms
Skinner Brothers
J.G. Boyd
Sam Spencer
Parker Brothers
Freeman Berge
W.H. Platt
King Lumber & Manufacturing Co.
R.L. Cowart
M.V. Homeyer
Bob Crews
E. Hicks
J.D. Anderson
W.C. Barrineau
P.K. Youngee
G.F. & A. Ry. Co.
A.F. Adkinson
T. Leonard
J. Bradley
W.L. Hardy
J. McDonald
H. Barrineau
H. Fillingin
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Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Escambia
Gadsden
Gadsden
Gadsden
Gadsden
Gadsden
Gadsden
Hamilton
Hamilton
Hamilton
Hamilton
Hillsborough
Hillsborough
Hillsborough
Hillsborough
Holmes
Holmes
Holmes
Holmes
Holmes
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson

Quintette
Pine Barren
Molino
Barth
Vogie Station
McDavid
McDavid
Bluff Springs
Century
McDavid
Century
Century
McDavid
Vogie Station
Atmore, Alabama
Atmore, Alabama
Chattahoochee
Ocklocknee
Ocklocknee
Hardaway
Greensboro
Gretna
Jennings
Jasper
Jasper
Winn
Tampa
Hopewell
Knights
Plant City
Bonifay
Bonifay
Noma
Bonifay
Ponce de Leon
Marianna
Marianna
Grand Ridge
Sneads
Sneads
Sneads
Graceville
Graceville
Graceville
Graceville

E. Morgan
W. Johnson
City Vat
City Vat
Charles Dixon
C. Bonifay
J. Bratcher
M. McFarland
J. Schaver
M.O. Baggett
Jim Renfrow
Jas. Rigsby
John Miniett
Joe Bruton
E. Ward
H. Graham
State Insane Asylum
E.M. Davis
Ocklocknee Brick Co.
B.H. Hardaway
Town of Greensboro
S.V. Hough
T.A. Jennings
Roy Adams
J.A. Harrison
H.S. McCallum
Aug. Van Epoel
Community Vat
D.L. Crunn
I. Hop Wilder
J. Mclachlin
W.A. Sessoms
Hamp Morris
Community
Dan Hughes
Thos. Lambe
Mr. Deekel
W.J. Singletary
E.N. Lewis
J.W. Gibson
Mr. Parker
Graceville Dipping Vat Co.
J.D. Kirkland
S.I. Miller
Ball Brothers
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Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Jackson
Lake
Lake
Lake
Lake
Lake
Lake
Lake
Leon
Leon
Leon
Leon
Leon
Leon
Liberty
Liberty
Liberty
Liberty
Manatee
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Marion
Monroe
Nassau
Nassau
Nassau
Nassau
Nassau
Orange
Orange
Orange
Orange

Campbellton
Campbellton
Cottondale
Greenwood
Fruitland Park
Tavares
Umatilla
Victoria
Sorrento
Tavares
Leesburg
Tallahassee
Tallahassee
Tallahassee
Tallahassee
Tallahassee
Miccosukee
Sumatra
Telogia
Telogia
Wilma
Laurel
Citra
Evinston
Irvine
McIntosh
Ocala
Ocala
Ocala
Ocala
Martel
Lowell
Reddick
Evinston
Lowell
Key West
Baldwin (near)
Crawford
Baldwin (near)
Fernandina
Crendall
Tangerine
Lake Pickett
Pine Castle
Zellwood

W.L. McKinley
W.G. Bryan
J.W. Hinson
W.F. Chambliss
J.I. Lloyd
(Unknown)
Griffin Brothers
(Unknown)
Riddle Brothers
J.P. McCullum
W.R. Mathews
W.M. Johnson
Cattle Club
A. & M. College
John Aldrich
O.C. Stucky
Redolph Harold
Carr Brothers
W.C. Halley
W.H. Stoutamire
A.D. Carr
A.E. Blackburn
J.L. Williams
P.K. Richardson
L.K. Edwards
S.H. Gaitskill
Jack Camp
C.P. Howell
Edwards Brothers
S.T. Sistrunk
Walter Ray
J.M. Meffert
Millwood Farms
Woods-Richardson
Wetumpka Fruit Co.
R. Adams
C.F. Barber
Mr. Keene
H.R. Pringle
Steve Chadwick
Davis Brothers
Sam Sadler
James Brothers
J.P.A. Hermon
William Edwards
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Osceola
Osceola
Osceola
Osceola
Osceola
Pasco
Pasco
Putnam
Putnam
Santa Rosa
Santa Rosa
Seminole
Seminole
Seminole
Seminole
St. Johns
St. Johns
Suwannee
Suwannee
Taylor
Volusia
Volusia
Volusia
Walton
Walton
Walton

Kissimmee
Cane Creek
East Lake
Kissimmee
Southport
Dade City
Trilby
Hollister
Rodman
Wallace
Cora
Chuluota
Geneva
Sanford

Senator Donegan
(Unknown)
(Unknown)
E.J. Lesley or C.A. Carson
Henry T. Bass
Community Vat (Kirby Williams)
(Unknown)
C.L. Whitehead
Rodman Lumber Co.
(Unknown)
(Unknown)
J.W. Nixon, M.D.
J.C. Cameron
Tosohatchee Ranch Co.,
Alfred Foster, Secretary
Sanford
Tosohatchee Ranger Co.
Hastings
F.E. Bugbee
St. Augustine
Littlefield-Erwin Co.
Branford
W.H. Foxworth
Wilmarth
Frank Drew
Perry
(Unknown)
Barberville
William Revels
Emporia
Floyd P. Felt
Pierson
F.D. Harper
Florala, Alabama
W.H. Hughes
DeFuniak Springs
Walton Land & Timber Co.
DeFuniak Springs
Miller & McSween
(State Board of Health of Florida 1917:221-224).

The 1916 annual report also contained the instructions for mixing a “self-boiled” cattle
dip which was supposed to be simpler to make, and therefore recommended. In addition,
the dip was mixed at two strengths. The stronger of the two dips, known as “10-lb dip”
was used to meet the requirements of interstate shipments. The “8-lb dip” was used for
ordinary dipping. The formula for the 10-lb dip called for 30 pounds of arsenic, 30
pounds of sal soda, a 12-pound can of caustic soda, a 2 ¼ pound can of caustic soda, and
three gallons of pine tar. The formula for the 8-lb dip used 24 pounds of arsenic, 24
pounds of sal soda, a 10-pound can of caustic soda, a 2 ¼ pound can of caustic soda, and
three gallons of pine tar.
In both formulas the caustic soda was emptied into a fifteen-gallon pot or galvanized
wash tub and mixed with three gallons of water. The arsenic was added a pound or two
at a time, stirring all the time to make sure it dissolved. After allowing the mixture to
cool, the contents of the larger can of sal soda was added. Another gallon of water was
added to help the arsenic and soda dissolve. Applying heat helped in the process. Once
it was thoroughly mixed, additional water was added to bring the solution up to 15
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gallons. This created a concentrate, which was to be diluted 100 times, and would fill a
1,500 gallon dipping vat.
The tar stock was made by putting the contents of the 2 ¼-pound can of caustic soda into
a five-gallon pot and adding three quarts of water while stirring. Once it cooled, the three
gallons of pine tar was added while stirring thoroughly.
Three or four times as much water was then added to the tar stock, making 12 to 15
gallons, and then the tar stock was poured into the dipping vat. Assuming the dipping vat
was constructed to government specification, the vat would hold 1,500 gallons at the
five-foot, three-inch water line. The annual report gave instructions on how to determine
the capacity of a vat that had not been constructed to the government specification.
Water was added to the vat to bring the solution up to the five-foot, three-inch line, and
then the arsenic dip was added. The State Board of Health of Florida suggested that twoounce samples be mailed to them for testing to ensure the correct strength of the dip
solution. They provided some examples of dip strength. If the 8-lb formula was used in
a 1,500-gallon vat, the dip strength should be .0.19 percent arsenic. If the 10-lb formula
was used in a 2,000-gallon vat, the dip strength should be 0.23 percent arsenic. The
major difference in vat volume was the slope to the sides and the length of the vat (State
Board of Health of Florida 1917:224-227).
The Florida Board of Health also offered a method to render the arsenic harmless before
emptying a cattle dipping vat. Once the volume of the vat was determined, six pounds of
slacked lime was added for every 100 gallons of solution left in the vat. The slacked lime
was thoroughly mixed in, and then allowed to cool for a couple of hours. Then, six
pounds of ordinary commercial copperas (sulphate of iron) was added to the vat, stirred
thoroughly, and allowed to stand for ten or twelve hours. The arsenic was to bind with
the copperas (iron) and then fall to the bottom of the vat as an insoluble, harmless
precipitate or sediment. Once the clear fluid on the top was pumped out of the vat, the
non-poisonous sediment at the bottom could be removed and buried, if desired (State
Board of Health of Florida 1917:229).
In areas where the construction of dipping vats and the handling of cattle were
problematic, the Florida Board of Health suggested using the “pasture rotation method”
as described by Dr. J.R. Mohler of the Bureau of Animal Industry in Bulletin No. 78.
Based on the live cycle of the cattle tick, it was possible to starve them to death by
rotating the cattle in a pasture. An infested pasture was to be divided into two sections
with a 10-foot space between the sections to keep the ticks from crawling from one
pasture to the other. All animals that could carry the ticks were kept out of the first
pasture from June 1st to November 10th.
The cattle are then removed from the second section of the pasture on September 10th and
placed in a cultivate rye or vetch or wheat field for 20 days. During this time, most of the
ticks on the cattle will have fallen off. The cattle are then moved on October 20th to a
cotton field in which rape or crimson clover has been sown after the last cultivation to
give the cattle a food source. The cattle were to be kept in this field for another 20 days
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(to November 10th). At this point, the cattle would be tick free, and could be returned to
the original pastures, both sections, as the ticks in those fields would have died from
starvation. Boards or rail fences were to be placed along the fence lines between the
pastures to keep the ticks from crawling under the wire fence (State Board of Health of
Florida 1917:230-232).

Florida Tick Eradication Progress - 1917
On January 16, 1917, W.F. Blackman, president of the Florida Live Stock Association
spoke at the annual meeting in Gainesville on the need for tick eradication legislation in
Florida. According to an article that appeared in the February 22, 1917 edition of The
Evening Independent of St. Petersburg, Blackman proposed that a live stock sanitary
board be created in Florida with adequate powers, and that a state-wide tick eradication
program be authorized and made mandatory by law. Up to this point in time, the Florida
State Board of Health had been responsible for the care of live stock in Florida, and while
Blackman praised the Board of Health, he thought they should focus on the human
population, and the live stock sanitary board would handle animal sanitation and disease.
Mr. Blackman expressed concern that Florida’s cattle industry would not be able to
compete with neighboring Southern states that were tick free.
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette published an article by
Dr. Syd Galt, the government tick expert in charge of tick eradication in Tuscaloosa
County, Alabama. In summarizing the progress being made in various states, Dr. Galt
reported that Florida, unlike the other quarantined states, had yet to provide any state aid
to the counties. Consequently, what progress had been made in Florida was largely
dependent upon the voluntary work of stockmen associations, dairymen, bankers, and
other business men. An area of 3,800 square miles, however, had already been freed of
cattle ticks and high class breeds of beef and dairy cattle were being imported.
Systematic dipping was being conducted in one county, and it was expected that the
county would be released from quarantine at the end of the dipping season. Seven other
counties had appropriated the money for the construction of dipping vats.
On June 7, 1917, The Winter Park Post announced that the tick eradication bill would
insure a new era for the cattle business in Florida. Dr. W.F. Blackman, president of the
Florida Live Stock Association had spent several weeks in Tallahassee in the interest of a
bill that would create a State Live Stock Sanitary Board and appropriate $160,000 in the
support of tick eradication. The bill passed the Senate with only three dissenting votes,
but met with strong opposition when introduced in the house by the Hon. Seth Woodruff
of Orlando. Some cattleman saw a hidden “no fence law” in the bill. If their cattle were
being dipped regularly, assessors would be able to count them, and the cattlemen would
be assessed taxes on five to ten times the number of cattle they were presently reporting.
Other cattlemen insisted that dipping the cattle would kill the cattle and do nothing to the
ticks. A lively, bitter debate ensued, with some cattlemen arguing that the bill was in the
interests of big cattlemen and not the small farmers. The bill finally passes with a vote of
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35 to 34. The Winter Park Post concluded that if the bill became law, with or without the
Governor’s signature, it would mean a new era for cattlemen in Florida.
In June 1917, the Florida legislature approved an act creating the State Live Stock
Sanitary Board. Their primary function was the work of cattle tick eradication and hog
cholera control. The Board was to consist of the Commissioner of Agriculture, the
Superintendent of Public Instruction, the State Treasurer, and two members to be
appointed by the governor. The act required that before any county appropriated money
for cattle dipping, an election was to be held and tick eradication or compulsory cattle
dipping carried by a majority vote. The elections could be held at any general election or
at a special election. The Board was empowered to make, promulgate and enforce rules
and regulations to establish, maintain and enforce quarantines in any place in the State of
Florida. Quarantine lines, and their rules and regulations, were to be published in
newspapers, and posted a court houses, on public highways and other public places. The
Board was to select and employ an experienced person to be designated as the State
Veterinarian. The State Veterinarian was to be the executive officer of the Board
(Florida Attorney General 1917:189-192).
The act required veterinarians and stock owners to report any animals suffering from
contagious, infectious, or communicable diseases of cattle hogs and other domestic
animals. It also made it unlawful for anyone knowing of the existence of contagious,
infectious or communicable disease among domestic animals or live stock concealing
that information from the State Veterinarian or any representative of the State Live Stock
Sanitary Board, or removing the animal from the reach, care or control of the State
Veterinarian or representative of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board. It was also
unlawful for anyone to move diseased animals across a public highway, or to expose to
other animals without the written permission of the State Veterinarian or representative of
the State Live Stock Sanitary Board (Florida Attorney General 1917:192-193).
The State Live Stock Sanitary Board was to provide for safe disposal and destruction the
carcasses of any domestic animals or live stock, and was given the power to condemn and
destroy any live stock exposed to or suspected of being liable to communicate and
contagious disease, and they were also empowered to destroy any barns, sheds, yards,
corrals or pens which were liable to convey infection or contagion (Florida Attorney
General 1917: 193).
Anyone found taking live stock out of or in to the quarantine area would be guilty of a
misdemeanor and could be fined up to $1,000 or by imprisonment of up to one year or
both. Anyone knowingly and willfully violating any of the provisions of the act could be
guilty of Anyone found injuring, destroying or attempting to destroy any property or
equipment owned by the State of Florida, used in the prevention, control, suppression, or
eradication of any infectious, contagious or communicable disease affecting cattle, hogs,
or other domestic animals shall be guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction fined up
to $1,000 or by imprisonment of up to one year or both (Florida Attorney General 1917:
196-197).
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The act gave the County Commissioners authorization to appropriate money for the
purpose of constructing cattle dipping vats and to cooperate with the State Live Stock
Sanitary Board in the eradication of the cattle tick and the prevention of hog cholera and
other contagious, infectious and communicable diseases of animals. The sum of
$150,000 was appropriated from the State Treasury to be used in defraying the costs of
the State Live Stock Sanitary Board, including the salary of the State Veterinarian. The
act was approved on June 7, 1917 (Florida Attorney General 1917: 197-198).
Orange County began their tick eradication work with the construction of 18 cattle
dipping vats according to a June 14, 1917 article appearing in The Winter Park Post. In
Monroe County, 47 herds of cattle were being dipped regularly every 14 days. A total of
581 cattle had been inspected and found to be tick free. Monroe County was expected to
be freed of ticks and released from federal quarantine by the end of year.
E.M. Nighbert, Inspector in Charge, submitted a report on the progress in other counties:
County

No. Cattle Dipped

Clay
Duval
Escambia
Lake
Lee
Nassau
Orange
Polk
Santa Rosa
Sumter
Volusia
Walton

--437
464
767
575
--------316
-----

No. Vats
Constructed
5
14
31
33
4
4
18
21
6
1
5
13

Government Inspector
Dr. H.A. Smith
Dr. H.A. Little
Dr. J.V. Knapp
Dr. W.G. Blake
Dr. C.W. Brown
Dr. H.A. Smith
Dr. S.V. Ramsey
Dr. S.P. Griesemer
Dr. J.V. Knapp
Dr. W.G. Blake
Dr. H.A. Taggart
Dr. J.V. Knapp

Orange County Florida calls for Tick Eradication Vote – February 1918
Although there were 18 cattle dipping vats constructed in Orange County by 1917,
according to a February 14, 1918 article in The Winter Park Post Orange County would
hold a meeting on February 20th to vote on compulsory dipping of cattle so that the
systematic eradication of the cattle tick could begin. Dr. E.M. Nighbert, inspector in
charge of tick eradication work in Florida, R.W. Storrs, member of the Florida Live Stock
Sanitary Board, and others would be present to answer any questions concerning the
program. According to the article, Lake County had recently voted in favor of
compulsory dipping with a nine to one ratio. Orange County wanted to make a better
showing than that of Lake County. These elections were evidently conducted prior to the
State of Florida giving the counties the authority to vote on compulsory dipping.
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Florida Tick Eradication and Progress – 1918 to 1926
On October 18, 1918, The Fernandina News-Record announced that Nassau County
would be holding an election on November 5th to determine the question of compulsory
cattle dipping. On November 8, 1918, The Fernandina News-Record reported that the
recent general election was the tamest election ever held in Nassau County, Florida. In
addition to passing amendments on prohibition and a school tax, the county voted in
favor of compulsory dipping of cattle to eradicate the cattle tick.
On March 5, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that systematic compulsory
dipping of cattle was being conducted in six Florida counties. A legislative committee
was to present a State-wide tick eradication law during 1919, and in anticipation of the
law passing, many dipping vats were to be constructed during the year prior to the Statewide dipping that was to take place in the quarantined counties during 1920.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on May 14, 1919 that in Florida it would be
necessary to conduct eradication work in units composed of several counties, and
therefore more time was needed for dipping vat construction. The people of Florida,
however, were supportive of tick eradication and the State was fully cooperating with the
Federal government. During the month of March 1919, there had been 94,905 dippings
in the 1,114 vats that were available.
According to The Florida Digest Annotated, the State of Florida passed a statute in 1919
giving the counties authority to hold elections to determine whether or not to have
compulsory systematic tick eradication work conducted. The elections were to be held
by the county commissioners (Wurts and White 1921:49).
On July 30, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that Dr. W.F. Blackman of
Jacksonville, and a member of the Florida State Live Stock Sanitary Board, had met in
Washington, D.C. with officials of the Bureau of Animal Industry. Although the Florida
State Legislature failed to pass a State-wide tick eradication law, the BAI would continue
to provide funding for anti-tick work and would continue with the plans designed by Dr.
E.M. Nighbert, the BAI’s inspector in charge in Florida. Federal funding was to be spent
where it could do the most good, that is, in those counties where the people had expressed
a desire for tick eradication. Lake and Orange counties had already been released from
Federal quarantine, and the surrounding counties, seeing the benefits of tick eradication,
were now ready to begin campaigning against the cattle tick.
The State-wide tick eradication statute was considered by those opposed to cattle dipping
as being unconstitutional. In August 1919, the Florida Supreme Court handed down a
decision giving the State Live Stock Sanitary Board full authority to enforce their rules in
the counties that had voted for systematic tick eradication. According to an article that
appeared in the August 15, 1919 edition of The Evening Independent of St. Petersburg,
the cattle dipping work had been slowed by the impression that since the State had not
enacted a state-wide compulsory dipping law, the original law was no good. It was
hoped with the clarification from the Court, tick eradication would move forward “full
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speed ahead.” Those counties that had not voted for compulsory dipping of cattle would
be encouraged to hold elections in the fall so they could begin dipping the following year.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that Florida had made
good progress during 1919, but had focused on making preparations for intensive tick
eradication work during 1920. During the 1919 dipping season, there were 1,422 dipping
vats in operation in Florida, and 1,842,236 head of cattle were dipped. There were no
territories ready to be released from federal quarantine at the end of the year, and with
only 9,645 square miles previously released, approximately 82 percent of the State was
still under quarantine. There had been $254,620 expended for tick eradication in Florida
in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Sanitary Association
1920:17).

On February 15, 1920, The Bedford County Telegram reported that Bedford County
would begin their tick eradication work on March 5th with 31 dipping vats ready for
service in every section of the county. With the initiation of dipping, a quarantine went
into effect for Bedford, Nassau, Clay and the portion of Duval County lying north of the
St. Johns River. According to the announcement sent out by W.J. Edwards, chairman of
the state livestock sanitary board, owners, custodians or persons in charge of cattle were
required to drive the stock to the nearest vat on the day set for dipping and every 14 days
thereafter until such time as the livestock board discontinued the dipping of cattle in
Bradford County. The names of vats and dates set for dipping were as follows:
Harrell - March - 5th
County Line - March 5th
Humphrey - March 5th
Hazen - March 6th
Bessent - March 6th
Green - March 6th
New River - March 7th
Edwards - March 7th
Futch - March 7th
Hodge - March 8th
Phillips - March 8th
Hill - March 8th
Warren - March 9th
Crews - March 9th
Walker - March 9th
Graham - March 11th

Mansel - March 12th
Sampson City - March 12th
Rosier - March 12th
Hall – March 13th
Crosby – March 13th
Norman - March 13th
Wynn - March 14th
Vanderbilt - March 14th
Wainwright - March 14th
Alderman - March 15th
Johns - March 15th
Crawford - March 15th
Theresa - March 16th
Sullivan - March 16th
State Farm - March 16th

Dr. J.P. Mack, who had recently moved to Starke and was engaged in working out the
details of the tick eradication work, was to be in charge of the work in Bradford County.
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In 1920, the opposition to dipping cattle became violent in Florida as it had in other
Southern states. On April 21, 1920, The Watchman and Southron, a newspaper published
in Sumter, South Carolina, carried an article from Jacksonville, Florida reporting that a
cattle dipping vat had been blown up at Whitehouse as Florida cattlemen showed their
opposition to the eradication of the cattle tick.
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. It was reported that Florida had made very little
progress in tick eradication work during the year due to political reasons. The state
veterinarian was hoping that under the new administration, taking office on January 1,
1921, they would be able to make better progress than they had in the last four years
(United State Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:135).
In 1920, the State of Florida established the authority to “prescribe and enforce
regulations suitable to foster the cattle-raising industry.” In 1921, a statute was passed
giving Florida the authority to enforce reasonable regulations for the dipping of cattle in
order to kill ticks. The State could enforce these regulations through use of police,
taxation, eminent domain or other government powers (Wurts and White 1921:49).
According to an article that appeared in the July 5, 1923 edition of The Evening
Independent, the State of Florida was finally building up a workforce to take on tick
eradication. By October 1st, a workforce of ten veterinarians, in addition to the state
veterinarians, and six live stock inspectors would carry out the tick eradication program
under the terms of an act passed in the recent legislature. The yearly clerical budget was
to be $38,690. The cost was to be covered by a half mill levy tax.
Governor Hardee had not yet named the personnel of the Live Stock Sanitary Board. The
Board, authorized to administer the act, was to be comprised of seven members who
would serve without pay. The state veterinarian would be named after the Board
members were selected. According to J.V. Knapp, the state veterinarian, it would take
two to three months to construct the cattle dipping vats and establish the artificial
boundaries of the designated zones.
Although the Live Stock Sanitary Board had been created in 1917, their work had never
been extended beyond any one county at a time, as cattle dipping was more or less of a
local option. The statutes passed in the 1921 legislative session failed as no funds were
appropriated for the work. The Federal government then placed a rigid quarantine
against the exportation of Florida cattle. The present plan, according to the article, while
still lacking enough funds, had more legislative support than ever before.
In July 1923, Florida passed a state law providing for tick eradication. According to the
July 10, 1923 edition of The Evening Independent, the Florida legislature passed an act
setting aside one-half a mill of the state’s taxes, an amount of $210,500, to pay for the
program. “The present dipping equipment (vats, pens, fences, etc.) in Florida is about 50
per cent complete.” Additional equipment would have to be purchased. The annual
expense and cost of tick eradication would rely on the cooperation of the cattlemen.
According to the article, in the past 16 years, in no cases had the passage of legislation
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alone eradicated ticks from a state or a county. The law had to be firmly enforced, and
cooperation of the cattle owners obtained. The 1923 tick eradication law in Florida also
provided that one-half of the actual, necessary and reasonable expense incurred in the
collecting and driving cattle to the dipping vats would be paid by the state stock sanitary
board. This would relieve the cattle owner from a portion of the expense of dipping their
cattle, and hopefully ensure their cooperation.
On March 4, 1926, the Sarasota Herald – Tribune reported that nearly seven million
acres of territory had been purged of the cattle tick in Florida. This area represented
approximately one-fiftieth or two percent of the entire acreage of the State of Florida. It
was made up of fifteen counties, six of which were in southeastern Florida, and nine of
which were in northwestern Florida. Thirteen of these fifteen counties had been
completely freed of the cattle fever tick by the State Live Stock Sanitary Board, operating
under the provisions of the 1923 tick eradication act. State Veterinarian Dr. J.V. Knapp
stated that a review of the past two years of tick eradication work accomplished by the
board should be sufficient to convince the most skeptical of people that the 1923 act was
capable of freeing large areas of ticks. Dr. Knapp hoped the 1927 session of legislature
would amend the 1923 act to give the State Live Stock Sanitary Board the authority to
designate and quarantine areas in which the tick eradication work is needed. Tick
eradication work would be more efficient and economic if they could work from one end
of the state to another, rather that jumping from one part of the state to another upon
completion of the work. This would require only one quarantine line and require less
people to maintain the quarantine line. The 1923 act also provided that the State would
pay cattle owners one-half the actual expense of dipping their cattle. However, the
cattlemen were not keeping expense records, and funds that could be used to dip cattle
were being diverted to record keeping by the state. Dr. Knapp felt that the cattlemen did
not need to be reimbursed for dipping their cattle as the benefits to their cattle were
obvious.
Florida Tick Eradication Progress – 1929
On September 29, 1929, The Miami News ran an article from the Fort Pierce News
Tribune reporting on the progress of tick eradication based on a recently released map of
the work. Thirty Florida counties had been declared tick-free and released from state and
federal quarantine. Twenty-five of these counties were located in the north and west
portions of the State where tick eradication had been bitterly fought a few years
previously. The other five tick-free counties were located at the southern tip of the State
beginning with Martin County. Systematic tick eradication work was under way in six
counties, and it was expected to be completed by July 1, 1930. In five counties
preliminary eradication work was being conducted and systematic cattle dipping was to
begin on March 1, 1930. A total of 26 counties in the central portion of Florida were still
infested with cattle ticks. The south boundary of St. Lucie County marked the south line
of this area on the Atlantic coast. On the Gulf Coast the infested area extends to the north
line of Monroe County.
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Florida Progress and the Importation of Pure-Bred Sires – 1930
In April of 1930, the Florida State Live Stock Sanitation Board released their annual map
showing the progress of the tick eradication program. On April 4th, The Evening
Independent reported that the map also showed that as the tick had been eradicated,
Florida’s cattle industry was quickly improving. The map showed that 30 counties had
been rid of the cattle fever tick, and that in 24 of those counties, pure-bred sires had been
imported for breeding purposes. The counties receiving the pure-bred sires were located
in the north and northwestern counties, beginning with Union and Baker counties and
extending to the Alabama state line to the west.
They were: Baker, 10; Union, 2; Columbia, 4; Hamilton, 2; Suwannee, 26; Lafayette, 4;
Dixie, 4; Madison, 16; Taylor, 14; Jefferson, 19; Leon, Walkulla,11; Gadsden, 131;
Liberty, 45; Franklin, 5; Jackson, 40; Calhoun, 7; Gulf, 4; Holmes, 43; Washington, 15;
Walton, 14; Okaloosa, 25; Santa Rosa, 5; Escambia, 50.
Another 50 pure-bred sires were to be imported into the tick-free territory, with two
going to Okaloosa County, five going to Jackson County, two going to Calhoun, one each
in Franklin and Leon counties. The remaining 39 bulls were to be placed on sale in
Jacksonville at the State’s first pure-bred bull sale.
In addition to the counties receiving the pure-bred bulls, the map also showed that Bay,
Martin, Palm Beach, Howard, Dade and Monroe counties were tick-free. Systematic tick
eradication would be completed by July 1, 1930 in Nassau, the western part of Duval,
Clay, Bradford, Gilchrist and Levy counties. The map further showed that in the eastern
part of Duval and in St. Johns, Flagler, Putnam, Volusia, Marion and Alachua,
preliminary tick eradication work was going on, with the regular dipping of cattle begun
March 1st.
On May 9, 1930, The Bradford County Telegram reported that ten counties would be
getting under way in their tick eradication work in March of the following year. Those
counties were: Citrus, Sumter, Lake, Orange, Seminole, Brevard, Indian River, St. Lucie,
and portions of Osceola and Okeechobee. Bradford County had been found clean of
cattle ticks and the final clean-up was under way. Dr. J.V. Knapp, state veterinarian and
secretary to the Livestock Sanitary Board, reported that with the completion of the 1931
program, the entire east coast of Florida would be freed of the cattle tick. Dipping was to
cease in the portion of Duval County to the west and north of the St. Johns River, and in
Bradford, Clay, Gilchrist, Levy and Nassau counties on June 30th. At the same time, the
quarantine station on the Lake City – Jacksonville Highway near Macclenny was to be
discontinued. The quarantine stations on the St. Marys River near Folkston and near
Woodbine would be discontinued during June.
The newspaper article also contained the statistical information on the progress made in
Florida during the month of April issued by Dr. Cole. It showed that no ticks were found
in that section of Duval County to the west and north of the river, and that 111 head of
cattle were found infested on the south side of the river. Dr. J.R. Wirthlin, the inspector
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in charge, inspected a total of 26,210 head of cattle and 4,280 horses and mules in Duval
County in April of 1930. In other areas, there were no ticks found during the month in
Bradford, Clay, Gilchrist, Levy and Nassau counties, as well as in Columbia, Martin and
Union counties where final clean-up work was under way. The other counties conducting
tick eradication work, where ticks had been found, where: Alucha, Flagler, Lake,
Marion, Putnam, St. Johns and Volusa. During the month of April 1930, there had been
239,339 head of cattle and 47,390 horses and mules inspected. A total of 674 dipping
vats were used in these counties.
Printed just below this article in the May 9, 1930 edition of The Bradford County
Telegram was an article stating that cattle fever tick eradication in Florida would bring
about two good results. It would eliminate one of the worst pests known to cattle, and it
will enable watermelon growers to ship their melons to Georgia packed in the Florida
native pine straw.
T.W. Cole, Associate Veterinarian with the BAI, wrote in the 1930 USDA Yearbook that
the “whole coastal-plain region is watching the interest the fight being waged in Florida
to eliminate the cattle-fever-tick, for it is in Florida that his disease-spreading parasite is
making its last stand on the Atlantic coast, and cattle owners will not feel entirely safe
until the danger of reinfestation is removed.” The beef and dairy industries in Florida
were becoming more alert to the advantages of purebred sires. The area first freed of the
cattle tick, between Miami and Palm Beach; many fine dairy herds had been established.
In northern Florida, where the tick had been eradicated more recently, there was almost a
constant influx of purebred bulls. The area between Pensacola and Jacksonville, 350
miles apart, was completely tick-free. This area had primarily beef cattle, and hundreds
of purebred beef bulls had been introduced with assistance of Federal and State agencies.
The tick eradication program was initially met with considerable opposition from
misguided persons. Recently, there had been phenomenal growth in public favor and
appreciation of the work. As of December 1929, Florida was 44 percent tick-free, with
systematic eradication in progress in an additional eight percent. Another five counties
were constructing cattle dipping vats and making arrangements to start systematic work
in the spring of 1930. The cattle tick was no longer considered a permanent foe to the
cattle industry of Florida (USDA 1930c:509-512).
On November 28, 1939, The Evening Independent newspaper of St. Petersburg, Florida
reported that 34 counties would share in the tick eradication funds under the terms of a
WPA project approved by President Franklin D. Roosevelt according to a statement
issued by the office of Senator Charles O. Andrews. Federal funds of $52,884 would
supplement a contribution of $124,540 subscribed by the state livestock sanitary board.
The combined total of $177,424 was to be used to construct dipping vats and quarantine
fences. This allocation was to continue the work of an existing project on which
$133,203 had already been expended.
The counties to share in this funding for tick eradication work were: Alachu, Brevard,
Charlotte, Collier, Dade, DeSoto, Duval, Escambia, Gadsden, Glades, Hardee, Henry,
Hernando, Highlands, Hillsborough, Jackson, Lee, Manatee, Marion, Martin, Okechobee,
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Okaloosa, Orange, Osceola, Palm Beach, Pasco, Pinellas, Polk, Sarasota, Seminole, St.
Lucie, Volusia and Washington.
Florida’s White-Tail Deer Eradication Program – 1937 to 1945
By January 1937, the Florida State Live Stock Sanitary Board had reported that Florida
was practically free of the cattle fever tick. In an article that appeared in the January 6,
1937 edition of the St. Petersburg Times, the tick eradication work had been carried on to
such an extent that infestations remained in only four counties.
In 1937, the Florida Legislature passed a bill to eradicate the white-tail deer, fearing it
could also host the Texas Fever Tick. Between 1937 and 1941, an estimated 10,000 deer
were killed. The Seminole Indians refused to allow the killing of deer on their lands,
arguing that they needed the deer for food. They were supported by Secretary of Interior
Harold Ickes. According to the St. Petersburg Times edition of November 6, 1941,
Florida State officials were making another appeal to the Department of the Interior for
cooperation in the tick eradication program. The house Indian Affairs committee
recessed a hearing after receiving testimony from Floridians. Secretary Ickes was still
refusing to permit the slaughter of deer on Indian lands in Florida. Agriculture officials
of both the state and federal governments were contending that the deer slaughter
program was necessary in tick eradication. Nathan Mayo, Florida Commissioner of
Agriculture, testified that the inability of his department and federal officials to work in
the Seminole Reservation was preventing the complete eradication of the cattle tick in
Florida. He had been trying to get Secretary Ickes’ cooperation for two years. Similar
testimony came from Dr. J.V. Knapp, State Veterinarian, Dr. E.W. Sheats, secretary of
the National Livestock Association, C.C. Hanson, executive secretary of the Southern
Association of Commissioners of Agriculture, and representatives of the federal Bureau
of Animal Industry.
When Dr. J.V. Knapp, State Veterinarian, testified at a hearing in July 1941, he explained
that the $3.5 million had been spent in tick eradication so far in Florida, and that more
than half of the cost had been incurred by the cattle owners. Indian Commissioner John
Collier and Secretary Ickes continued to oppose the Florida bill. Collier pointed out that
the cattle tick had been eradicated in Louisiana and Texas without destroying the deer.
Collier suggested that a study be made by the Audubon Society, and if the Society
recommended the extermination of the Seminole’s deer, the Department of Interior would
cooperate (Philip 1977:36-37).
The U.S. Department of Agriculture had concluded back in 1918 that the presence of deer
would not interfere with the eradication of the cattle tick. In the May 8, 1918 edition of
the USDA’s Weekly News Letter it was reported that deer killed on large cattle ranches in
California were often found to be cattle tick infested. The deer were picking up the seed
ticks, which were the progeny of the cattle ticks, but deer were not the natural host of the
fever tick. Once areas were cleared of cattle ticks, they remained tick-free, despite the
deer.
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On February 25, 1942, Indian Commissioner Collier testified that four months earlier,
150 cattle had been placed on the Big Cypress reservation. After three months of
dipping, not a single cattle tick had been found on the reservation. Further, the Seminoles
had killed 15 deer and found them to be tick-free (Philip 1977:40).
Regardless of the study, in January 1942, the Florida House Appropriations Committee
had inserted an amendment to the 1943 agriculture department appropriations bill giving
the secretary of agriculture authority to conduct tick eradication on the Big Cypress
Seminole reservation. Money was to be provided to the Seminoles for meat until the
State restocked their deer. When Interior Secretary Ickes informed President Roosevelt
of this new legislation, President Roosevelt suggested the topic be put off until they won
the war. When Agriculture Secretary Wickard brought up the problem with President
Roosevelt the following month, the president asked Wickard if he wanted the question
taken up with Prime Minister Churchill, Mr. Stalin, and the Generalissimo. Roosevelt
told Wickard if he could not work this out with Secretary Ickes, he would eventually have
to take it up with Emperor Hirohito (Philip 1977:41-42).
As late as 1970 the issue of white-tail deer and cattle ticks was still being studied.
Theodore P. Kistner and Frank A. Hayes, from the Department of Pathology and
Parasitology at the University of Georgia conducted studies on deer and ticks in the
Virgin Islands in the late 1960’s. According to their report, it was estimated that 20,000
white-tail deer were killed in Florida before tick eradication was completed in 1945.
Their study found that cattle ticks (Boophilus microplus) could indeed reproduce with
deer blood, but in areas where routine dipping of cattle took place, the tick could be
eradicated even where deer and cattle mingled. They concluded that while the white-tail
deer constituted a host for the fever tick, and had to be considered in tick eradication, the
ticks could be eradicated from areas through the dipping of the cattle (Kistner and Hayes
1970:437-440).
Texas Fever in Georgia – 1901
In 1899, the State of Georgia passed an Act authorizing the Commissioner of Agriculture
to establish, maintain and enforce quarantine lines, to make rules and regulations to
prohibit the driving of disease cattle through the State, and to provide penalties for any
violations. The Commissioner of Agriculture was to determine which section of the State
were free from contagious or infection diseases and splenetic fever. The Commissioner
was to cooperate with officials from other States and the USDA in establishing
quarantine lines to protect the cattle in Georgia. Any violations of this Act were deemed
a misdemeanor (Georgia Department of Agriculture 1901:424-425).
On April 30, 1901, O.B. Stevens, the Commissioner of Agriculture for the State of
Georgia, signed a proclamation covering the rules and regulations regarding the control
of contagious or infection diseases of cattle. Special Order No. 1 with this proclamation
stated that Gilmer, Fannin, Union, Towns and Rabun counties had appealed to the
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department for protection of their cattle from splenetic fever and cattle ticks. The greater
portion of the cattle in these northern counties were tick-free, and therefore, it was
ordered that no cattle would be driven into these five counties from other areas of
Georgia, or another State where the cattle had been declared infected. It was further
ordered that any cattle within the five counties that were found to be infested with cattle
ticks would be quarantined. The proclamation also listed the duties of cattle inspectors
(Georgia Department of Agriculture 1901:429-430).
Georgia Tick Eradication – 1906
The work in Georgia, confined to Stephens, Habersham, White, Dawson, Pickens,
Gilmer, and Fannin counties in the northwestern portion of the State, had initially been
mostly educational. It had been supported by the farmers, stock owners and others.
Thirteen Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) inspectors had inspected 4,474 herds
containing 16,418 head of cattle. While the percentage of infection was very high in
some of the counties, it was found to be low in Stephens, Habersham and White counties,
and disinfection was progressing so well that it was thought these three counties could be
placed within the provisionally quarantined area before the end of the fiscal year. If the
work was resumed early in the spring of 1907, a number of the other counties could be
added to the provisionally quarantined area or entirely released from the federal
quarantine (USDA 1907b:18).
In December 1906, Dr. A.J. Payne, of the Bureau of Animal Industry, who was the
inspector in charge of tick eradication in South Carolina and Georgia, reported on the
situation in Georgia at a conference of Federal and State officials in Nashville,
Tennessee. According to Dr. Payne, the work in Georgia had not begun until late in the
season, with the first active work being done in September 1906. There were four
Bureau of Animal Industry veterinarians and ten agents appointed to from the different
counties in the state. Their work began in the seven mountainous counties in the northern
portion of the State. These counties were adjacent to three mountainous counties that
were outside of the quarantined area. Four of the counties had no stock laws. The work
was very difficult in the open-range conditions. Due to the mild climate in Georgia, the
ticks could survive over the winter in sheds and other protected areas. Pastures that
became tick-free during the winter months were reinfested in the summer. From the first
of October or the middle of November to the first of April the following spring, cattle
were not allowed to return to open range. In spite of this, the open range pastures would
be infested by mid-summer. Pasture rotation, under these conditions, did not work.
Dr. Payne stated that more education was needed in Georgia. The Bureau veterinarians
would spend the time working with stockowners, but the stockowners often failed to
follow through with their instructions, and the cattle were reinfested within a few weeks.
In the three counties with stock laws, Dr. Payne was confident that the ticks could be
eradicated by July or August 1907.
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Since pasture rotation was not an option, the method for eradicating the ticks in 1906 has
been using grease and picking the ticks off of the cattle by hand. Dr. Payne could not
find “one man out of a hundred who will thoroughly grease or pick the cattle” (USDA
1907b:49-50).

Georgia Appropriations and Expenditures for Tick Eradication - 1908 to 1912
When Dr. Peter.F. Bahnsen, the State Veterinarian, addressed the House of
Representatives on December 9, 1912 during hearings before the Committee on
Agriculture, Georgia had accomplished very little in their tick eradication program. For
the years 1908 through 1911, the State of Georgia had appropriated only $500 for the
work. Tick eradication had not been popular in Georgia when the program began, but the
cattlemen were beginning to accept the idea, and in 1912, Georgia had appropriated
$15,000. Each of the counties under quarantine had also contributed generously. The
Walker County commissioners had provided funds for the construction of 32 dipping
vats. Georgia had the authority to enforce quarantine and dipping laws (USDA
1913a:442-44).
By April 1, 1911, Georgia had completed tick eradication work in three of the 144
counties that had been infested in 1906. Prior to 1906, the State of Georgia had
disinfected three mountain counties (USDA 1912b:256).
Georgia Tick Eradication 1913 – 1914
In January 1913, Dr. E.M. Neighbert, cattle tick inspector with the Bureau of Animal
Industry, gave a presentation at the Georgia Dairy and Live Stock Association meeting in
Athens. During the summer of 1912, three men from the Australian government visited
Georgia to inspect the work being conducted in cattle tick eradication. Compared to
Australia, the counties in Georgia had few cattle, and it was thought that the farmers and
cattle men could cheaply and quickly eradicate the cattle ticks on account of the small
number of cattle. According to Dr. Neighbert, the tick eradication work was progressing
in Georgia “more satisfactorily than ever before” by this time. Every cattle man, farmer,
business man, and all others who were interested in developing better farming conditions
and increase farm yields, knew that better cattle were needed. The community leaders
had studied the tick eradication question and were now ready to assist wherever possible
(Neighbert 1913:95-97).
It had been found that the standard arsenic solution, consisting of arsenic, sal-soda and
pine tar, was a cheap and very effective method of killing ticks. The concentrated
solution was stored in 50-gallon barrels at the dipping vat. When the concentrate was
placed in the vat, an additional 500 gallons of water were to be added to the concentrate.
The arsenic solution could be applied to animals at a cost of less than one cent per head
for each dipping. In order to completely eradicate the ticks, all cattle, horses and mule
stock had to be dipped regularly when ticks appear every 14 days. The 14 day-interval
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was based upon the life cycle of the cattle tick. Dipping every 14 days, over a period of
four and one-half to six months, would eliminate any chances of the ticks reproducing. It
was also possible to starve the cattle ticks by moving the cattle from ticky pastures to
tick-free areas of the farm. After four and one-half to six months, the ticks in the pasture
would have died from starvation (Neighbert 1913:97-98).
Tick eradication work was being conducted in every county of Georgia at this point.
Under a new state law and existing regulations, the movement of cattle carrying ticks by
shipping or other means was prohibited. Anyone wanting to ship cattle had to make an
affidavit under oath before an authorized officer declaring that his cattle were tick free.
Only with the affidavits would railroads accept cattle for transportation with the State of
Georgia. It has been found that only 35 to 65 percent of the farms, pastures and ranges
were infected with cattle ticks. These tick localities were centers of infection that
continually spread the tick. Cattle owners never knew for sure when they were exposing
their cattle to the disease. This condition resulted in heavy death rates not only of wellbred expensive cattle being introduced for breeding purposes, but also “home cattle.”
There was every favorable for the breeding, feeding and fattening of cattle in Georgia.
The only hindrance to developing the cattle industry in Georgia was the cattle tick
(Neighbert 1913:98-100).
Dr. Neighbert addressed the Georgia Dairy and Live Stock Association in January 1914.
In many Georgia counties the open range conditions practically prohibited the breeding
of more and improved cattle. Open range conditions had a tendency to make cattle
owners indifferent and careless, as they tended to think more about quantity than quality
of their cattle. At this time, the demand in various sections of the State was greater than
the limited number of men and funds available for tick eradication. The complete
eradication of the cattle tick was going to require more money and men if it was to be
accomplished. The people, however, were now receptive to the idea of dipping cattle,
and more money was expected to be appropriated. There were more than 160 cattle
dipping vats in operation across the State of Georgia, and several hundred spray pumps in
the hands of the farmers and cattle owners (Neighbert 1914:197-198).
On April 15, 1914, The Watchman and Southron, published in Sumter, South Carolina,
published a letter from Mr. W.B. Hunt of Eatonton, Georgia addressed to a “Progressive
Farmer” explaining how tick eradication pays for itself. Mr. Hunt used the statistics from
Putnam County, Georgia in his argument. Putnam County had a total of 6,584 head of
cattle, and of this number, 90 percent of them were infested with cattle ticks. To make
matters more difficult, 75 percent of these cattle were owned by tenant farmers. Through
December 31, 1913, Putnam County had spent $3,781.37 on tick eradication. Based on
the number of cattle freed from ticks, Mr. Hunt calculated that Putnam County had saved
$3,000 in 1911; $4,000 in 1912, and $5,000 in 1913; or a total of $12,000 over the three
years for the investment of $3,781.37, and Putnam County would not lose another dollar
to the cattle tick again.
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Georgia Tick Eradication Progress – February 1917
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette reported that the State of
Georgia was planning to add another 5,134 square miles to the 16,563 square miles that
they had already freed from the cattle tick and had been released from the Federal
quarantine. Fifty-six counties were now tick-free and work was being planned to be
conducted in another 33 counties. It was expected that 147,500 cattle would be dipped in
1,320 cattle dipping vats.
Georgia’s Cattle Tick Eradication Law – 1918
On August 17, 1918, the General Assembly of Georgia passed into law an act to eradicate
the cattle tick and control the movement of tick-infested cattle. The act restricted the
movement of tick-infested cattle into, within or through the State of Georgia, and to
provide for statewide tick eradication work. Before the first day of April, 1919, the
ordinary, county commissioners or officers in charge every county that had not
completed their tick eradication work were to have completed the construction of their
assigned number of cattle dipping vats. The number of vats required for each county was
to be determined by the State Veterinarian. The county was to furnish the proper
chemicals and other materials for the construction of the vats and the systematic work of
tick eradication. The State Veterinarian also determined the date that the dipping would
begin. The counties were to pay the salaries of the necessary number of local county
inspectors, or agents, to assist in the work (Assembly of Georgia 1918:256-257).
Any cattle, horses or mules infected with cattle ticks were to be dipped regularly every 14
days in a vat charged with arsenical solution as recommended by the Bureau of Animal
Industry. Any live stock whose owner failed or refused to dip after a 30 day written
notice from the local or State inspector could be placed under quarantine and dipped and
cared for at the expense of the owner. If the owners of infested live stock could not be
found, the cattle could be publicly sold after posting of a public notice in not less than
three public places, one place being the county court house. Proceeds from the sale of the
live stock would be used to offset the expenses of quarantine, dipping, and caring for the
animals, as well as the cost of posting the legal notice. The sheriffs of the counties were
to assist in the work of tick eradication and in the enforcement of the Act. Anyone
moving tick-infested cattle into, within, or through any county in the State of Georgia,
except on his own property for the purpose of slaughtering, or for the purpose of taking
the cattle to a dipping vat, would be guilty of a misdemeanor. Any inspector or other
person knowingly keeping or permitting tick-infested cattle on their premises was also
guilty of a misdemeanor (Assembly of Georgia 1918:257-258).
According to the December 4, 1918 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, on
December 1, 1918, Chattahoochee, Grady, Harris, Haralson, Heard, Houston, Lee,
Lowndes, Meriwether, Mitchell, Pike, Polk, Quitman, Randolph, Stewart, Talbot, Terrell,
Thomas, Upson, and Warren counties were released from Federal quarantine.
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Georgia Appropriations and Expenditures for Tick Eradication - 1919
According to the Acts and Resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Georgia
for 1919, a total of $25,000 was appropriated for the State Veterinarian for tick
eradication for 1919. Another $5,000 was appropriated for protection of live stock from
contagious diseases (State of Georgia 1919:15). Georgia also recognized that there was a
$20,000 budget deficiency for tick eradication for 1919 (State of Georgia 1919:44). The
State of Georgia had spent $28,000 in 1917 and $25,000 in 1918 on tick eradication
(State of Georgia 1919).
The 1921 Acts and Resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of Georgia reported
that in 1919, a total of $38,000 was spent on tick eradication. In 1920, the State of
Georgia spent $32,000 on tick eradication (State of Georgia 1921).
Georgia Tick Eradication Progress – 1919
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on March 5, 1919 that there were 22 counties
in Georgia that were conducting systematic dipping during 1919 and would be ready for
release from Federal quarantine by the end of the year. A State-wide tick eradication law
would go into effect on December 31, 1919. The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported
on May 14, 1919 that during the month of March, a total of 182,704 head of cattle had
been dipped in 1,220 vats that were available. It was reported in the June 4, 1919 issue of
the Weekly News Letter that during the month of April 1919, a total of 397,231 head of
cattle were dipped in 1,106 vats that were available.
On July 2, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly news Letter reported that in nearly all of Georgia’s
counties that had not yet begun systematic dipping; they were building vats to be able to
get an early start on the next season. The Bureau of Animal Industry field office in
Atlanta received more requests for assistance in vat building than they could response to,
but efforts were being made to meet all requests. In those counties that systematic dipped
was scheduled for this year, all of the preparatory work and vat construction had been
completed by April. The reports from Georgia described very satisfactory headway was
being made.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 2,603 dipping vats in operation in Georgia, and 3,395,000
cattle dipped. On December 1, 1919, there were 7,700 square miles released from federal
quarantine, leaving approximately 36 percent of the State infested. A total of $308,500
was expended for tick eradication in Georgia in federal, state and county funds (United
States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1920:17).
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Dynamiting of Cattle Dipping Vats in Monroe County – Summer 1919
On August 1, 1919, The Winston Herald in Double Springs, Alabama, carried an article
from the Columbus Enquirer Sun in Georgia reporting that 21 dipping vats in Monroe
County had been blown up. The article asked “If those who did the blowing up had ticks
on them and somebody were to provide a remedy for them, how would they feel if a cow
should come along and destroy the remedy?” A follow-up article from the Times stated
that the vat destroyers were not stopping to reason, but rather blowing up the vats to
emphasize their opinions. The article was optimistic, however, and projected that the
cattle dipping law would be enforced, and when the cattle of Monroe County were tickfree, the cattlemen would give thanks to the law.
Georgia Tick Eradication Progress – 1920 to 1923
On September 15, 1920, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that “rapid headway”
had been made against the cattle ticks in Georgia. During the month of July, a total of
888,219 dippings of cattle had been conducted under federal, state or county supervision.
There were 3,700 dipping vats in operation during that period. At this point in time,
36,674 square miles of territory in Georgia had been released from federal quarantine,
and it was expected that Georgia would be the next state entirely freed from cattle ticks.
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. Their annual report stated that as of the end of the
1920 dipping season, 104 counties in Georgia had been released from federal quarantine.
Forty-seven counties were still in the quarantine area. Of this number, 30 counties had
conducted systematic tick eradication work during the 1920 season. Active tick
eradication work was expected to begin in the remaining 17 counties during the 1921
season. On December 1, 1920, the following counties were released from federal
quarantine: Baker, Ben Hill, Bleckley, Bulloch, Crisp, Decatur, Dodge, Dooly, Evans,
Glascock, Laurens, Macon, Pulaski, Seminole, Taylor, Telfair, and Wilcox (United States
Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:135-137).
On February 16, 1921, the USDA’s Weekly News Latter reported that approximately six
million cattle had been inspected or dipped in Georgia during the 1920 dipping season.
The new state-wide law (passed in 1918) was in effect and greatly strengthened the
efforts of progressive stockmen and inspectors. One of the provisions of the law was that
when a cattle owner failed or refused to disinfect his cattle, they were dipped at the
owner’s expense. Costs totaling $1,585.65 had been paid by delinquent stockmen to
redeem their cattle. W.M. MacKellar, Inspector in Charge of Tick Eradication in
Georgia, was optimistic in his report. Seventeen counties were released from quarantine
in 1920 containing 7,016 square miles. This brought the total of tick-free counties in
Georgia to 121, representing 73 percent of the area of the State.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on August 24, 1921 that there would be 15
counties in Georgia released from federal quarantine by the end of the season. During the
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month of June, 814,565 dippings of cattle were supervised in the State, and in the
counties to be released only 300 tick-infested herds were found. Taylor County was
being placed back under the quarantine. The county commissioners declined to
cooperate with the State for the enforcement of dipping and quarantine regulations, and it
had refused to complete the tick eradication work after it was released from quarantine in
December 1920.
On September 30, 1921, The North Platte Semi-Weekly Tribune, published in North
Platte, Nebraska, published an article prepared by the USDA on the war against cattle
ticks. The ticks were “fighting a losing battle in Georgia this year.” Cooperation
between federal, state and county employees working and local stockmen was resulting
in the eradication of the cattle tick in several counties. There were 3,291 cattle dipping
vats in operation in Georgia, and the cattle had been dipped every 14 days beginning in
the early spring. During the month of March 1921, approximately a half million head of
cattle were dipped. The April report recorded 833,434 cattle dipped. All dipped cattle
were marked with paint, and range riders searched for and dipped any cattle not painted.
According to the annual report of Georgia’s State Veterinarian, 1921 was not a good year
for the livestock industry in Georgia. It had been “one of the most acute, and generally
unexpected, periods of deflation.” Prices for livestock had dramatically fallen from the
World War prices. Many beginners in the cattle industry had been “thrown out” and even
those with well-established herds had been forced into retirement “during the calamitous
depression.” In spite of the down turn in the cattle industry, the tick eradication work had
progressed to a point where only 19 counties in Georgia remained under federal
quarantine. There were 112 counties in Georgia that were absolutely tick-free, and in 26
counties, there were only a few premises and herds still infested. Tick eradication work
was being conducted in 17 counties, and the work was expected to be completed in ten of
these counties by the end of the year. It was expected that with reasonable cooperation
on the part of the people, the tick eradication work could be completed in Georgia by the
end of 1923 (Georgia Department of Agriculture 1921:46-47).
However, the tick eradication work had its opposition. Anti-tick eradicators had spread
propaganda stating that tick eradication was impractical in open range territory. In fact,
tick eradication had been completed in the open range counties of Bulloch, Emanuel,
Candler, Evans, Tattnall, Toombs, Montgomery, Treutlen, Wheeler, Wilcox, Pulaski,
Bleckley and others in less than two years of systematic dipping. The same results could
be expected in other counties if not interfered with by the lawless elements in adjoining
counties. When Lowndes County began systematic tick eradication, a lawless element
from Echols County had dynamited the vats near the county line, and the vats in Echols
County were being dynamited almost as fast as Echols County could build or repair them.
During 1920, this lawless element had dynamited 14 vats in Echols County, and 11 vats
near the Echols and Lowndes county border. In 1921, they had dynamited 12 vats in
Echols County and another 17 in Lowndes County; and in 1922, they had dynamited 10
vats in Echols County and four vats in Lowndes County. The County Commissions of
Echols County were eventually coerced and intimidated into abandoning tick eradication
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work. The cost of this lawlessness in the two counties was conservatively estimated at
$100,000 (Georgia Department of Agriculture 1921:47-48).
The 1921 State Veterinarian’s annual report also included charts showing the numbers of
cattle and horses dipped each month during the year, and the number of dipping vats
available. The counties were divided into three categories: preliminary dipping,
systematic dipping, and final dipping.
The following counties had begun their preliminary tick eradication work in January:
Appling
Atkinson
Bacon
Berrien
Bryan
Camden
Charlton
Clinch
Echols

60 dipping vats
12 dipping vats
7 dipping vats
67 dipping vats
33 dipping vats
38 dipping vats
12 dipping vats
15 dipping vats
12 dipping vats

Glynn
Irwin
Johnson
Liberty
McIntosh
Pierce
Ware
Wayne

6 dipping vats
32 dipping vats
3 dipping vats
13 dipping vats
17 dipping vats
35 dipping vats
34 dipping vats
33 dipping vats

The following counties were conducting systematic tick eradication work in January:
Candler
Coffee
Cook
Crawford
Effingham
Emanuel
Jeff Davis

34 dipping vats
61 dipping vats
39 dipping vats
34 dipping vats
62 dipping vats
79 dipping vats
32 dipping vats

Jenkins
Montgomery
Tattnall
Toombs
Treutlin
Wheeler
Worth

43 dipping vats
40 dipping vats
69 dipping vats
48 dipping vats
20 dipping vats
34 dipping vats
86 dipping vats

The following counties were conducting their final tick eradication work in January 1921:
Baker
30 dipping vats
Ben Hill
27 dipping vats
Bibb
14 dipping vats
Bleckley
22 dipping vats
Brooks
65 dipping vats
Bulloch
188 dipping vats
Calhoun
27 dipping vats
Chatham
33 dipping vats
Chattahoochee 30 dipping vats
Colquitt
68 dipping vats
Crisp
43 dipping vats
Decatur
71 dipping vats
Dodge
66 dipping vats
Dooly
48 dipping vats

Lee
Lowndes
Macon
Miller
Mitchell
Monroe
Muscogee
Polk
Pulaski
Screven
Seminole
Stewart
Sumter
Talbot
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33 dipping vats
74 dipping vats
47 dipping vats
33 dipping vats
68 dipping vats
36 dipping vats
37 dipping vats
0 dipping vats
31 dipping vats
81 dipping vats
28 dipping vats
42 dipping vats
30 dipping vats
45 dipping vats

Dougherty
23 dipping vats
Early
57 dipping vats
Evans
36 dipping vats
Glascock
26 dipping vats
Grady
67 dipping vats
Harris
36 dipping vats
Heard
33 dipping vats
Houston
33 dipping vats
Jasper
0 dipping vats
Jefferson
41 dipping vats
Jones
46 dipping vats
Laurens
86 dipping vats
(Georgia Department of Agriculture 1921:52-59).

Taylor
Telfair
Thomas
Tift
Troup
Turner
Twiggs
Warren
Washington
Wilcox
Wilkinson

52 dipping vats
48 dipping vats
87 dipping vats
41 dipping vats
58 dipping vats
38 dipping vats
32 dipping vats
33 dipping vats
50 dipping vats
39 dipping vats
49 dipping vats

By April of 1921, the following counties were in their preliminary tick eradication work:
Atkinson
Bacon
Brantley
Camden
Charlton
Clinch
Echols

24 dipping vats
9 dipping vats
7 dipping vats
43 dipping vats
12 dipping vats
15 dipping vats
0 dipping vats

Glynn
Liberty
McIntosh
Pierce
Ware
Wayne

6 dipping vats
13 dipping vats
17 dipping vats
38 dipping vats
34 dipping vats
38 dipping vats

By April of 1921, the following counties were conducting systematic tick eradication
work:
Appling
60 dipping vats
Jeff Davis
33 dipping vats
Berrien
75 dipping vats
Jenkins
46 dipping vats
Bryan
46 dipping vats
Johnson
27 dipping vats
Candler
35 dipping vats
Lanier
18 dipping vats
Coffee
65 dipping vats
Montgomery 41 dipping vats
Cook
40 dipping vats
Tattnall
70 dipping vats
Crawford
34 dipping vats
Toombs
49 dipping vats
Effingham
62 dipping vats
Treutlin
21 dipping vats
Emanuel
80 dipping vats
Wheeler
34 dipping vats
Irwin
37 dipping vats
Worth
86 dipping vats
By April of 1921, the following counties were conducting their final tick eradication
work:
Baker
Ben Hill
Bibb
Bleckley
Brooks
Bulloch

30 dipping vats
27 dipping vats
14 dipping vats
22 dipping vats
66 dipping vats
116 dipping vats

Lee
Lowndes
Miller
Mitchell
Monroe
Muscogee
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33 dipping vats
75 dipping vats
32 dipping vats
68 dipping vats
36 dipping vats
38 dipping vats

Calhoun
27 dipping vats
Chatham
33 dipping vats
Chattahoochee 30 dipping vats
Colquitt
76 dipping vats
Crisp
44 dipping vats
Decatur
71 dipping vats
Dodge
66 dipping vats
Dooly
48 dipping vats
Dougherty
23 dipping vats
Early
57 dipping vats
Evans
36 dipping vats
Glascock
26 dipping vats
Grady
67 dipping vats
Harris
36 dipping vats
Jasper
0 dipping vats
Jefferson
41 dipping vats
Jones
46 dipping vats
Laurens
87 dipping vats

Polk
Pulaski
Screven
Seminole
Stewart
Sumter
Talbot
Taylor
Telfair
Thomas
Tift
Turner
Twiggs
Warren
Washington
Wilcox
Wilkinson

0 dipping vats
31 dipping vats
72 dipping vats
29 dipping vats
42 dipping vats
30 dipping vats
45 dipping vats
37 dipping vats
48 dipping vats
87 dipping vats
41 dipping vats
39 dipping vats
32 dipping vats
33 dipping vats
50 dipping vats
39 dipping vats
50 dipping vats

The total number of cattle dipping vats in operation in the counties in Georgia in April of
1921 were:
Preliminary Tick Eradication Work - 256 vats
Systematic Tick Eradication Work - 959 vats
Final Tick Eradication Work – 2,076 vats
Total Number of Cattle Dipping Vats - 3,291
(Georgia Department of Agriculture 1921:69-74).
According to the Report of the Comptroller-General of the State of Georgia for the Year
Ending December 31, 1921, the State of Georgia had receipts and disbursements by the
Georgia Department of Agriculture for $32,000 for tick eradication work in 1920, and
$25,000 for 1921. The State of Georgia had appropriated another $25,000 for the State
Veterinarian for tick eradication work for 1922.
In 1922, the USDA prepared an article on the success of the tick eradication work
conducted in Georgia. It appeared in the June 9, 1922 edition of the Cass City Chronicle
in Cass City, Michigan. According to the article, the eradication program in Georgia was
meeting with success. It was predicted that another 15 counties would soon be released
from Federal quarantine. The USDA had reported 814,505 supervised dippings of cattle
in June. In the 15 counties expected to be released, only 300 herds were found to be
infested.
There had been “hearty co-operation” in all of the counties with the exception of Taylor
County where the commissioners’ court of Taylor County had declined to cooperated
with the State for the enforcement of the dipping and quarantine regulations. Taylor
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County refused to complete the work of tick eradication after the federal restrictions were
lifted in December 1920, and as a result, Taylor County was placed back under the
Federal quarantine.
In Georgia, there was a state regulation that provided that all cattle passing through a
dipping vat be marked with paint. This provision was of great assistance to tick
eradication. Range riders were given the responsibility of patrolling the counties, and
any cattle that were not properly marked were taken to the dipping vats and treated at the
owners’ expense. If the owner was not found, the cattle were treated as strays and sold to
pay for the expenses of gathering and dipping.
On September 26, 1922, The Mt. Sterling Advocate, published in Mt. Sterling, Kentucky,
reported that the enemies of cattle dipping were helping with the repair of damaged cattle
dipping vats in Echols County, Georgia. Earlier in the summer, “wanton destruction” of
the dipping vats had interrupted the systematic tick eradication in Echols County. This
was only a temporary interruption as many persons who had opposed dipping their cattle
were now repairing the damaged dipping vats and constructing new one so that their
cattle could be dipped regularly and conveniently throughout the county. U.S.
Department of Agriculture records indicated that during the month of August, all the
cattle in Echols County had been dipped under federal or state supervision.
When the tick eradication program began in 1906, Georgia had 157 counties placed under
Federal quarantine. As of June 30, 1923, a total of 148 counties had been released from
Federal quarantine. There were still nine counties under quarantine. Of the 148 counties
released from quarantine, 104 counties were declared tick-free, and 44 counties still had
one or more herds infested with ticks (USDA 1924:230).
Texas Fever in Kentucky – 1901 to 1911
On October 24, 1901, The Citizen, a newspaper of Berea in Madison County, announced
that the Department of Agriculture had placed Clinton County under quarantine on
account of ticky cattle.
On September 5, 1903, The Paducah Sun had an article entitled “Texas Fever Rages.”
State Veterinarian Dr. F.T. Eisenman had been in Carlisle County for several days
investigating the condition of their cattle. There had been 14 cases of Texas fever in the
area, all of which had been fatal. It was thought that the disease had been brought into
Kentucky with two herds of cattle from Mississippi. The cattle that had come into
contact with the Mississippi herds had been quarantined under the supervision of Dr.
John R. Owen, health officer of Carlisle County. Some of the cattle had crossed into
Hickman County, and authorities there had been notified to locate and quarantine those
cattle. This was the first case of Texas fever in Kentucky in two years. In 1901,
inspections conducted in Pulaski, Clinton and Wayne counties had found Texas fever and
those three counties had been placed under quarantine. According to Dr. Eisenman, the
laws of Kentucky were inadequate in preventing the spread of contagious diseases among
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livestock. The article concluded that in cases where state laws were inadequate, the
Federal government “interferes,” and a quarantine could be established under the
provisions of Federal law.
On August 12, 1904, The Paducah Sun reported that Meat and Milk Inspector, Dr. C.G.
Warner, was expecting Federal authorities to place McCracken County under quarantine
after he had found ticky cattle several weeks earlier. Dr. Warner had inspected 22 head
of cattle arriving on the streamer Tennessee, and found in good condition. A dividing
fence had been constructed at the stock yards to keep Southern cattle separated from
Northern cattle.
In 1906, the Kentucky State Board of Health reported on Texas fever in their bi-annual
report for 1904 through 1905. The board of health thought it “exceedingly gratifying”
that will all the ticky cattle that were continually passing through Kentucky, there had
been only three cases of Texas fever in the past two years. The three deaths had occurred
in the lower end of Jefferson County where a Mr. Brabandt had driven his cattle to a
neighboring pond and infested the territory between his pens and the pond with ticks. In
Hickman County, the cattle were found to be harboring ticks, but as no cattle had died,
the cattle were thought to be immune to Texas fever. The cattle were being kept in
separate enclosures.
In Pulaski County, Mr. Ben V. Smith, the county judge, had written to the board of health
requesting that the quarantine be lifted from that county. He was informed that he would
have to show that Pulaski County did not harbor Texas fever, and that they could prevent
ticky cattle from entering Pulaski County from neighboring Wayne and Clinton counties.
Following this suggestion, Judge Smith hired a Mr. Waddle who accompanied Dr. E.M.
Nighbert of the Bureau of Animal Industry and made a thorough investigation. Pulaski
County was found to be free of Texas fever. A conference was held in Somerset,
Kentucky with Judge Smith, Dr. Nighbert, Mr. Waddle and Dr. Platt, a veterinarian for
the Queen and Crescent Railroad and a resolution was passed requesting Dr. Nighbert to
urge the Bureau of Animal Industry to place Pulaski County above the quarantine line.
The roads along their southern border would be patrolled to ensure no ticky cattle would
enter the county.
Prior to 1906, it had been necessary to include with the provisionally quarantined area the
southern counties along the boundary with tick-infested Tennessee. The number of tickinfested counties had been reduced to just two – Clinton and Wayne, but cattle ticks had
been found in two adjoining counties. On August 1, 1906, the State Board of Health the
four counties under quarantine, and gave the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) authority
of sanitary inspectors. The four counties were thoroughly covered under this
arrangement and it was recommended that the four counties be removed from the
provisionally quarantined area. Seven BAI employees had inspected 4,077 herds
containing 20,985 head of cattle, and reinspected 1,396 herds containing 6,904 head of
cattle. Under agreement between State and county authorities, the remaining infested
animals and premises were to be kept under quarantine until disinfection was completed
(USDA 1907b:17-18).
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The Hartford Republican reported on October 19, 1906 that “cow ticks” had been found
in Cumberland County. Government inspectors had been working for a time and noting
the presence of cattle ticks, and had placed Cumberland County under quarantine. The
cattle owners were also restricted in selling or relocating any infested cattle, under the
penalty of having the stock confiscated and the owners fined. The ticks were thought to
have been brought into Cumberland County from Tennessee. In spite of the quarantine
and the precautions, it was feared that the adjacent counties would also be invaded by the
pests.
When Federal and State representatives met in Nashville, Tennessee in December of
1906 to discuss plans for the eradication of the cattle tick, Dr. F.T. Eisenman, the State
Veterinarian, reported on Kentucky. Dr. Eisenman began by saying that due to
Kentucky’s location, if Tennessee would take care of itself, Kentucky would benefit.
There had been a great deal of Texas fever at the Bourbon Stockyards (in Louisville), but
since putting efficient inspectors in the yards there had been only three cases of infection
being introduced from the slaughterhouse. By 1906, Kentucky now had “the best of
laws” for the control of diseases in humans and cattle due to the effective work of the
State Board of Health. Clinton, Wayne and Pulaski counties had been in quarantine for
five or six years, but Dr. Eisenman had never once been asked to visit those counties as
the county officials did not require his services. The State authorities were eager to give
full authority to the Bureau of Animal Industry in tick eradication.
Dr. W.P. Ellenburger, of the Bureau of Animal Industry, inspector in charge for
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama and Mississippi, reported on the progress of the work in
certain Kentucky counties. Bureau officials had met with the boards of health and
stockmen from Wayne, Clinton, and Pulaski counties. The boards of health were not
particularly interested in the tick eradication work, and so, the Bureau worked with the
stockmen to urge their boards of health to take up the work. The northern portion of
Clinton County was generally infected, and the infection had extended into Russell and
Cumberland counties. Clinton County hired five part time inspectors, later reduced down
to two men. This was in addition to the work being conducted by the Bureau.
Cumberland County hired two inspectors. Only a small portion of Russell County was
infected, with only seven out of 37 farms found infested. After three or four
reinspections of the infected farms, no ticks were found. Dr. Ellenburger credited the
success to the cooperation of the county boards of health (USDA 1907b:50-52).
By 1906, the first year of the Federal tick eradication program, Kentucky had state laws
in place giving local officers authority to inspect and quarantine livestock. The local
officers were also authorized to disinfect animals and premises. The State officials were
authorized to establish and maintain quarantine, and the State could confer authority on
Federal representatives to act for the State (USDA 1906:26). In 1906, a total of 4,077
herds and a total of 20,985 cattle were inspected in Kentucky. Of this number, 13,653
cattle were found tick-free, and 7,332 cattle were found to be infested. The infested cattle
were found in four counties (USDA 1906:27).
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On March 20, 1907, The Adair County News reported that Captain Hugh Thomason, subchief inspector for the Bureau of Animal Industry, was in the “infested cattle tick district”
along the bordering counties of Kentucky and Tennessee making investigations and
enforcing the new quarantine laws. He had reported that the ticks had spread and it
would take some time “to stamp them out.” Several sections of Cumberland County had
been quarantined during the previous fall, but it was thought that Texas fever had been
“overcome” in that county. Tennessee had passed laws making the penalty for violations
of the quarantine a fine of not less than $50 nor more than $500 for each offense.
On October 6, 1910, The Owingsville Outlook reported that cattle fever had been reported
in Kentucky. The Kentucky lives stock sanitary board had met in Louisville to consider
reports of Texas fever in Woodford County. Dr. A.J. Payne, appointed by the Federal
government to be the state live stock inspector, had met with the live stock sanitary
board. On October 12, 1910, the Springville Sun reported that the Dr. Payne had made
his report on the cattle with fever in Woodford County, and they were not afflicted with
Texas fever.
When the Federal quarantine had been established in 1906, there were two Kentucky
counties infested and small pockets of infestation in two adjacent counties. By April 1,
1911, tick eradication work in Kentucky was completed (USDA 1912b:256).
On September 15, 1915, The Moulton Advertiser, a newspaper in Lawrence County,
Alabama, reported on the progress of the tick eradication program across the South.
According to the article, Kentucky was one of three states that had successfully wiped out
the cattle tick.
When the tick eradication program began in 1906, Kentucky had two counties placed
under Federal quarantine. As of June 30, 1923, both of those counties had been released
from Federal quarantine, and they had been declared tick-free (USDA 1924:230).
Louisiana Tick Eradication Progress – 1906 to 1908
On July 13, 1906, a Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) inspector was directed to make a
general survey of conditions in Louisiana in regards to tick eradication. Due to meatinspection duties at New Orleans, he was unable to begin his survey until late September.
He reported that any tick eradication work would have to be done in connection with the
Louisiana State Crop Pest Commission, which at the time was not in favor of enforcing
the quarantine of infected live stock and premises. Another BAI inspector was sent to
inspect the Gulf Country of Louisiana, where it had been reported that sections were free
of the cattle tick. If his inspections confirmed this, it was expected that cattle could be
shipped from this portion of the State without restrictions. BAI representatives had
attended a meeting of the Association of Official Entomologists of the Cotton Belt at
Baton Rouge, at which tick eradication was discussed. It was discussed that when the
cattle owners decide to clean up the cattle tick, Louisiana would be an easy State as the
sugarcane fields offered special advantages (USDA 1907b:16-17).
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In December 1906, Wilmon Newell, secretary of the State Crop Pest Commission, and
C.E. Mauldin, inspector from the Bureau of Animal Industry, attended the conference on
the eradication of the cattle tick. Professor Newell reported that Louisiana had no live
stock sanitary law at this time under which diseases of live stock could be controlled, and
they were not only contending with Texas fever, but also anthrax. Louisiana did have a
state crop past law, and the State’s best lawyers, attorneys and governor were extending
the definition of crop to include cattle, and therefore, the cattle tick was considered a crop
pest. The Louisiana Crop Pest Commission had the authority to regulate the movement
of anything that could spread of any crop pest, and through the Commission, they felt
they could “take hold” of the tick and Texas fever.
Professor Newell thought that Louisiana had the most heavily cattle tick infested portion
of the United States. They had not established very many dipping vats, but nearly all of
the vats constructed were being used in tick eradication work. In 1897 or 1898 Dr.
Morgan established that the life cycle of the cattle tick differed in Louisiana due to the
humid climate and conditions. The early research by Dr. Morgan and Dr. Dalrymple was
well received by the people, and many farmers had taken it upon themselves to begin
cattle tick eradication on their farms. Education was critical, and they had many requests
for tick literature. There was no quarantine line established to work from; the hope was
to create small tick-free areas and then to expand these areas. The problem, however,
was that free range cattle were everywhere, and one cow could re-infest the small tickfree areas (USDA 1907b:52-53).
In November 1906, the State Crop Pest Commission of Louisiana had printed 15,000
copies of “The Cattle Tick” which was then distributed to farmers on their mailing list,
and placed at businesses and passed out at farmer’s meetings to disseminate the
information. The circular included the results of the studies on the life cycle of the tick,
and the practical recommendations for ridding cattle and pastures of the tick by rotating
pastures (Newell 1907:2).
On March 29, 1907, The Rice Belt Journal, published in Welsh, Louisiana, which was in
Calcasieu Parish at the time, reported there were a great number of cattle ticks were
expected to be in Louisiana due to the mild winter. Farmers were urged to burn over all
pastures and any fields that were not to be cultivated before April 1st.
In their April 1907 Circular No. 13, they reported that ticks were so abundant in several
localities within the State that the raising of cattle had been almost entirely abandoned.
Unless the tick was eradicated, the production of beef and dairy cattle in Louisiana would
be an absolute impossibility. They optimistically reported that there had been a
“remarkable awakening” in the past few months, and cattleman from all over the State
were writing letters in support of eradication, and many individual farmers had begun
work on their premises.
In the last session of the United States Congress (1906), an appropriation of $150,000 had
been made to assist the Southern States to eradicate the tick, and assistance was being
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offered by the Bureau of Animal Industry of the United States Department of Agriculture.
In order to receive a portion of this money, Louisiana (as well as the other states) would
have to devote men and money to the work. Louisiana had yet to appropriate any money,
but it was expected that $10,000 to $12,000 would be received in federal aid. Mr. C.W.
Flynn, of the State Crop Pest Commission, and Dr. Walter Sorrell of the Bureau of
Animal Industry would begin inspecting cattle to determine in which parish the work
would begin once the funding was secured. The primary focus of the work was going to
be educating the local farmers in hopes of inducing them by “moral suasion” rather than
by enforcement of legal measures to eradicate the tick (Newell 1907:10-11)
In January of 1908, the State Crop Pest Commission of Louisiana reported that tick
eradication had begun in Lincoln and Claiborne Parishes. The tick problem had been
studied for several years, and when an immunization failed to be a practical solution to
the problem, the focus shifted to the eradication of the cattle tick. Some of the more
progressive farmers were employed, and after training, visited each farmer on his own
farm for the purpose of educating them on the best methods to eradicate the ticks given
their specific conditions. Between June 1907 and January 1908, a total of 4,000 farms
were visited once, and 2,258 farms visited a second time. A total of 27,135 head of cattle
had been inspected once, and 16,599 inspected a second time. At first inspection, 97
percent of the cattle were found infested with ticks. It was estimated that the work of
eradicating the cattle tick was more than half completed, and farmers now thoroughly
instructed on the best methods of tick eradication were in favor of a complete and lasting
elimination of the tick.
To protect the cattle, the Commission maintained a quarantine line around the ticky cattle
from adjoining parishes. Under the quarantine, only tick-free cattle were admitted into
the area from Arkansas and other states. As the work progressed, provisions were to be
made to allow inspected cattle to be shipped to any market in the United States – a
privilege that had never been allowed to Louisiana cattlemen. It was estimated that ticky
cattle brought 50 cents to one dollar, per hundred pounds, less than cattle that were tick
free (Newell and Mauldin 1908:1-3).
The February 1, 1908 edition of The Louisiana Planter and Sugar Manufacturer urged
sugar planters to advise their congressmen to advocate larger appropriations for tick
eradication. Many sugar planters had begun to raise cattle, and Louisiana was interested
in the cattle industry even more with the advent of the cotton boll weevil. They
considered Louisiana to have “exceptionally favorable conditions for cattle raising” if the
cattle fever tick could be eradication. Federal authorities had estimated the annual loss in
the southern states by cattle tick fever to be $40 million.
On February 22, 1908, The Colfax Chronicle reported that more than 200 farms in the
parishes of Lincoln and Claiborne had been entirely cleaned of the cattle tick in the past
seven months through the cooperation of the Bureau of Animal Industry, the Louisiana
State Experiment Stations, and the Louisiana State Crop Pest Commission.
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Louisiana Tick Eradication Progress – 1910 to 1940
On October 22, 1910, The Lower Coast Gazette, published in Pointe-a-la-Hache, reported
that the State Livestock Sanitary Board was suspending the tick eradication work in
Lincoln and Morehouse parishes for the winter as it was not necessary to dip cattle during
the colder months. Both parishes were nearly clear of ticks, and it was expected that with
another season of dipping, the tick eradication work would be completed. If the entire
state was to be freed of cattle ticks, the work was just beginning.
By April 1, 1911, Louisiana was still working in only two of the 60 parishes that had
been placed under federal quarantine. These two counties were nearly clean (USDA
1912b:256).
On February 3, 1912, The True Democrat, published in St. Francisville, published a letter
from W.H. Dalrymple, State Veterinarian and member of the Louisiana Tick Eradication
League. The association of Southern Agricultural Workers had met the previous October
in Nashville, Tennessee and resolved to appoint a committee with representatives from
each state to meet with the Secretary of Agriculture and secure an appropriation of
$500,000 a year from Congress for tick eradication. The last Congressional appropriation
had been $250,000, and based on the favorable results, the increased appropriation would
be possible. The question was what portion of this money could be secured for
Louisiana. According to Dr. Dalrymple, it was entirely up to Louisiana and how much
Louisiana would put into the effort. The federal money would help those that were
helping themselves. It would behoove the police juries of each parish to follow the
example set by Madison Parish and vote enough money to construct at least one dipping
vat for each ward. This should be done at once so the vats would be ready for dipping by
mid-February or the first of March.
On January 10, 1914, The True Democrat reported on the Commissioner of Agriculture’s
review of conditions in 1913. According to the commissioner, “We have made some
headway in eradicating the cattle tick through the dipping vat system, but not as rapidly
as I should like to see. This is due to a great degree to the lack of funds at our command,
and the lack of co-operation of the farmers.”
On July 4, 1913, The Rice Belt Journal published an article from Homer, Louisiana in
Claiborne Parish that the tick eradicators were having more trouble with the people
opposed to dipping their cattle. Some of the cattle dipping vats had been destroyed by
dynamite again.
It was not until late 1913 that the first parish in the State was declared tick-free and
released from Federal quarantine, and that was Madison Parish (Dabney 1944:478). On
March 7, 1914, The True Democrat published a letter from Dr. E. Pegram Flowers,
Secretary and Executive Officer of the Louisiana State Live Stock Sanitary Board.
Madison Parish had been released from federal quarantine on November 1, 1913.
Claiborne Parish was practically tick-free and was expected to be released during the
coming year. Cooperative tick eradication work had begun in Tensas Parish and it was
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expected to be tick-free within 12 months. Voluntary tick eradication had been generally
observed in about two-thirds of the parishes in the State, and six parishes had contacted
the Board to discuss means of systematic dipping. The State appropriation for tick
eradication in Louisiana was only $5,000 per year, which only allowed the Board to help
out in two or three parishes each year. Mississippi, on the other hand, was appropriating
$40,000 a year for tick eradication. If the Louisiana General Assembly increased the
appropriation commensurate to the requirements, there would be no difficulties in
undertaking compulsory tick eradication in six to ten parishes.
On April 7, 1914, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the farmers in Crowley, the parish
seat of Acadia Parish, were taking a great interest in the tick eradication program.
Dipping vats were being placed at convenient locations across the parish, and the farmers
association was using every means possible to educate the stock raisers in the necessity of
dipping their cattle.
On May 9, 1914, The True Democrat published an article reporting that an arsenical
solution in a concrete cattle dipping vat had been proven to be the best method of
destroying cattle ticks. The article included the specifics for a dipping vat. The site
location for the dipping vat should be dry. The excavation should be seven feet deep, 27
feet long at the top, 13 feet deep at the bottom, four feet wide at the top, and 30 inches
wide at the bottom. The walls should be six inches thick. The wooden frames should be
constructed of 2x4-inch braces on the outside with one-inch thick boards attached. After
the concrete has set, the frames should be removed and the inside of the vat plastered
with a mixture of one part cement and three parts sand. The walls of the vat should be
built one foot above the surface of the ground. The slide where the cattle enter the vat
should be three feet long with a fall of two feet. The dipping vat should be covered with
a shed and provided with pens, chute and dripping pens. The arsenical solution was
given, the standard recipe of the USDA Bureau of Animal Industry. The article also
pointed out that in addition to the direct method of killing ticks by dipping cattle, the
cattle tick could also be killed by restricting all cattle, horses, and mules from an infested
pasture until all the ticks have starved to death.
On June 12, 1914, The Rice Belt Journal reported that a new cattle dipping vat had been
constructed in St. Elmo (St. James Parish). On the first day, 165 cattle were dipped in the
arsenical solution.
While more and more parishes in Louisiana began to appropriate funds for cattle dipping
vats, there was also opposition to tick eradication. The opposition eventually turned
violent with vats being destroyed and fights breaking out at the vats. On June 13, 1914,
The True Democrat reported that the fight against tick eradication was continuing in
certain quarters as dipping vats were being blown up with dynamite and threats being
made on the advocates of tick eradication. According to the newspaper, there were two
classes opposed to tick eradication: One class was opposed because they wish to deal in
ticky cattle and profit from the ignorance and misfortunes of their neighbors. The other
class just “doesn’t know, doesn’t want to know and won’t try to find out” about tick
eradication. The newspaper was optimistic however. “The human family is too
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intelligent as a whole, to continue to submit to such great loss caused by an insect as
helpless and easily eradicated as the Southern cattle tick.”
On June 20, 1914, The True Democrat published an article from the Times-Picayune
from New Orleans reporting on a “vigorous tick eradication campaign launched in
Southwest Louisiana.” Although the federal and State authorities had been urging the
development of Louisiana’s cattle industry for many months, the movement against the
cattle tick had made less headway in Louisiana than in other States. Madison Parish was
the only parish in the State that had been declared tick-free and released from the federal
quarantine. Meanwhile half of Mississippi had been freed from the pest and all of
Tennessee had been cleared of quarantine. The progressive farmers in Mississippi were
being handicapped by strong opposition to cattle dipping in several counties, and there
had been recent outbreaks of lawlessness in one or two counties. It was hoped that the
campaign in Louisiana would not meet with such opposition.
According to the USDA’s October 14, 1914 issue of the Weekly News Letter to Crop
Correspondents, Tensas Parish was released from Federal quarantine in October 1914. In
January 1914, the Tensas Parish “police jury” had appropriated $6,200 for tick
eradication work, and the construction of cattle dipping vats began in February. Active
dipping began in early April, with cooperation between Federal, State and Parish
authorities.
On November 21, 1914, the Abbeville Progress, a weekly newspaper for Abbeville and
Vermilion Parish, reported that tick eradication had begun in earnest in East Baton Rouge
Parish as a result of the police jury appropriating $2,000 for the work.
On November 21, 1914, The Lower Coast Gazette, published in Point-a-la-Hache,
Louisiana, reported that the Alexandria Chamber of Commerce had called a state wide
live stock convention to be held December 9th through the 11th. One of the items on the
agenda was to organize and agitate a campaign against the cattle tick in each parish in
Louisiana.
On November 28, 1914, The True Democrat reported that the parishes of Louisiana that
had officially determined to eradicate the cattle tick, or that had already begun the work,
were East Carroll, Tangipahoa, Ouachita, East Baton Rouge, St. Mary, Iberia, Franklin,
Caddo, and East Feliciana. The parishes that would be deciding on a tick eradication
campaign in the near future were Assumption, Iberville, and West Feliciana. The
parishes of Claiborne, Tensas, and Madison had already been cleared of the cattle tick
and had the federal quarantine lifted.
The True Democrat published an article from The Richmond Democrat on January 23,
1915 to inform their readers of the cost of cattle dipping vats. The Richmond Parish
police jury had appropriated $1,250 for the construction of dipping vats. This money was
to be divided with $150 each for Wards 1, 2, 3, 4 and 5; and $100 each for Wards 6 and
7. It was thought that the vats could be built for $50 each, providing the citizens of the
various wards do the actual labor of building them. The appropriation was to only cover
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the cost of materials. At the time of the article, there were 11 cattle dipping vats in
Richmond Parish owned by private individuals. The parish jury was offering the
individuals $25 each for them to convert the vats to public use. So far, every individual
asked had agreed to this consideration. Another $250 was to be appropriated by the
police jury in future years for cattle dipping vat construction.
On March 5, 1915, The Caldwell Watchman, published in Columbia, Louisiana,
published in the editorial section of the newspaper a report on the question of dipping vat
construction in Caldwell Parish. After receiving an endorsement from cattlemen, Dr.
Nesom of the USDA at Baton Rouge visited the parish and gave addresses at Grayson
and Columbia on the subject of tick eradication and the installation of dipping vats. A
petition from the people of Grayson and vicinity was put before the police jury and a
committee of five was appointed to determine the probable cost of the vats and the proper
locations for the vats. Their recommendations were to be made to the police jury in May.
On March 13, 1915, the Abbeville Progress reported that the bankers in New Orleans
were planning to loan money to the sugar parishes for the purpose of establishing cattle
dipping vats. The banks of the Crescent City had raised the funds and were proposing to
loan sums of up to $3,000 to the sugar parishes of Louisiana at a five percent rate to be
paid in one to three years. The newspaper stated that this was an opportunity that
Vermillion Parish should take advantage of.
On April 17, 1915, The True Democrat published a letter from Dr. W.H. Dalrymple,
Professor of Veterinarian Medicine at Louisiana State University. Madison, Tensas and
Claiborne Parishes were the only parishes in Louisiana to be cleaned of cattle ticks and
released from the federal quarantine. Mississippi had 28 whole counties and portions of
several more that were out of the federal quarantine, and Mississippi and Louisiana had
begun their tick eradication at the same time in 1906. Tensas Parish had eradicated her
ticks in five months, April through September 1914, at a cost of only 50 cents per head of
cattle. Tensas Parish dipped about 13,000 cattle, and at an increase in value of seven
dollars, she raised the value of her stock by $91,000. The latest census had shown
Louisiana to have about 800,000 head of cattle. With an increase in value of seven
dollars per head, the value of cattle in Louisiana could be increased by $5.6 million.
According to Dr. Dalrymple, about one-third of the original quarantined area in the South
had been cleaned of the cattle tick. The dipping vat with arsenical solution and
systematic dipping was responsible for this success. As long as Louisiana had cattle
ticks, it would remain under federal quarantine and its cattle prevented from entering the
best markets.
On May 21, 1915, The Caldwell Watchman published the proceedings from the May 3rd
police jury meeting. The committee that had been appointed in March to investigate the
cost of dipping vats reported that the vats could be constructed for $30 with the parish
furnishing the materials and the citizens furnishing the labor and fencing for the pens.
The committee recommended that no less than three dipping vats be constructed in each
ward throughout the parish where the citizens wish them on the following terms. The
parish would furnish the cement and gravel, and the citizens would furnish the lumber.
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The tick eradication work would be educational rather than compulsory. When the vats
were completed, the parish would provide the solution to be used in the dipping.
On June 18, 1915, The Caldwell Watchman reported that farmers from the 5th, 7th, 9th, and
10th wards of East Baton Rouge Parish had presented their jury police with a petition to
stop cattle dipping. At the same time, the ladies of Baton Rouge were demanding a vote
on the prohibition issue. Both measures were tabled by the police jury for 30 days. The
five hundred signers refused to dip their cattle on the assigned dates and hoped to take the
matter to the courts to be resolved. While tax assessment rolls for the parish indicated
only 2,000 cattle, Dr. Washer had reported already dipping 15,000 head of cattle. The
farmers of the four wards were highly incensed over the injustice. They denounced those
in charge of tick eradication as grafters; the Baton Rouge people interested in tick
eradication as meddlers, and impugned the police jury for its delayed action. The farmers
asked for a special election to decide the matter, without participation by the people of
Baton Rouge. If the people of Baton Rouge were going to “saddle cattle dipping on the
farmers,” then the farmers would “saddle prohibition on the city.”
On June 19, 1915, the Abbeville Progress reported that Vermillion Parish was getting a
demonstration agent for the promotion of farming interests. The parish police jury were
also providing funds for the erection of several cattle dipping vats, and with the arrival of
the demonstration agent, Vermillion Parish would take its place as the “banner parish of
the state.”
On July 17, 1915, the Abbeville Progress announced that the parish police jury had
decided to build cattle dipping vats in each of the wards in the parish. This very
important move made by the parish was indicative that Vermilion Parish was fast forging
to the front.
On December 31, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the work of constructing
cattle dipping vats in Iberville Parish was completed, and the work of dipping the cattle
would be continued as soon as the weather permitted. There were 15 vats in the parish.
Many parishes in Louisiana experienced flooding in February of 1916. The True
Democrat published a notice on March 11, 1916 from L.N. Jargo, veterinarian inspector
with the USDA, informing the citizens of the flooded parishes to take advantage of the
recent flooding to take the opportunity to rid their pastures of cattle ticks. Pastures that
had been inundated for several weeks would be clean, as all seed ticks and eggs would
have been destroyed. If the cattle from these pastures were dipped before being allowed
to return to pasture, then the pastures would be tick-free indefinitely. The best means to
accomplish this was to find the nearest accessible dipping vat and dip the cattle twice in
three to seven days. For farmers with only a few cattle, a soap emulsion could be used.
The soap emulsion was to consist of one pound of laundry or soft soap, dissolved in a
gallon of hot water. After the water has cooled, a quart of coal oil was to be added to
each gallon of the preparation. This was a cheap, easy, and effective method, to be
applied thoroughly to the cattle with a cloth. It was fortunate that the flooding occurred
early in the season, as it would not have an impact on the regular dipping of cattle.
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On January 22, 1916, the Abbeville Progress reported that the police jury of East Baton
Rouge Parish had voted to spend $3,000 on tick eradication work during the 1916 season.
This appropriation would be supplemented with additional money from State and federal
governments.
On April 7, 1916, The Caldwell Watchman published a proclamation from L.E. Hall, the
Governor of Louisiana. Whereas tick eradication would be of great economic benefit to
the State, and whereas the progress of the work was being impeded largely due to
indifference and lack of knowledge, and whereas it was desirable to teach the boys and
girls of the State about tick eradication, the governor therefore proclaimed April 20, 1916
as “Tick Eradication Day” and directed all teachers in the public schools to give their
students one hour of instruction on the importance of tick eradication. The governor also
requested that the State press lends its influence to the movement by publishing articles
on the subject.
On April 13, 1916, the Bogalusa Enterprise published several letters regarding tick
eradication to show the necessity of public dipping vats for all sections of Washington
Parish. The parish had become “bottled up” as cattle from Washington Parish could not
be shipped out of the parish into parishes that had been cleared of ticks. Mississippi had
enacted a law effective January 1, 1917 compelling every county in the state to take up
tick eradication. If Washington Parish didn’t soon take up the campaign, the only place
they would be able to ship their cattle was the local butcher’s pen.
On April 27, 1916, the Bogalusa Enterprise published an article from the Lafayette Press
reporting that the Lafayette Parish police jury was following the advice of Dr. Rand from
the government experiment farm at New Iberia, and placing cattle dipping vats on his
recommendations with no regard to ward lines or locations, but in places that would do
the most good for the most cattle. The police jury had appropriated $400 to start the fund
for dipping vats and more would be added as needed.
On June 1, 1916, the Bogalusa Enterprise reported that a compulsory dipping law was
gaining popularity throughout the state, and was thought by many to be soon passed
through the state senate and put on the statutes. Cattle dipping parish by parish had
progressed slowly over the last several years. While many parishes had adopted local
compulsory dipping laws, many had been vigorously opposed to dipping their cattle.
Louisiana cattlemen believed that a statewide compulsory dipping law, like the one in
Mississippi, was the only way to drive the cattle tick from the state. Support of the law
was expected to meet with some opposition, but after some time, all cattlemen would
realize that this was a sound and sane law, and would follow the dictate of the state.
On June 1, 1916, The Era-Leader, published in Franklinton, Louisiana, published an
article on tick eradication and the dipping vats being built in Washington Parish.
According to J.E. Batemen, the people of the parish were almost unanimously in favor of
tick eradication. The only objection or obstacle was the cost of building the dipping vats.
It had been difficult getting parish funds, so initially about 15 dipping vats had been built
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by the people, some being financed by public subscriptions. The police jury, however,
had recently decided to build 15 vats using parish funds. This gave the parish about 30
dipping vats for tick eradication work. With the parish touching the Mississippi border to
the east and north, and with Mississippi have a compulsory dipping law, tick eradication
was of great concern to the people of Washington Parish.
The Rice Belt Journal reported on July 28, 1916 that tick eradication in Iberia Parish was
entering into its second year. State government and the parish authorities were hoping
that the parish would be tick-free by the next fall.
On August 3, 1916, The Era-Leader announced that Louisiana was determined to
eradicate the cattle tick. The Louisiana State Legislature had passed a state-wide tick
eradication law which was to go into effect on April 1, 1918. At that time, tick
eradication would fall under the supervision of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board. In
the meantime, federal authorities were urging the parishes to make provisions now for the
construction of the cattle dipping vats and the chemicals for the dipping solution. An
indication that the people of Louisiana were not waiting for April of 1918, during the
month of July 1916, parish, state, and federal employees supervised the dipping of
244,908 head of cattle. Federal authorities were of the opinion that a large number of
square miles in Louisiana would be added to the tick-free territory by the end of the year.
The state legislature also passed a law prohibiting the movement of any cattle from
quarantined areas to tick-free areas as an additional safeguard.
On October 7, 1916, The True Democrat, published in St. Francisville, West Feliciana
Parish, published an article by Dr. W.H. Dalrymple of Louisiana State University. While
the work of systematic dipping being conducted in the state had been “extremely
gratifying,” Dr. Dalrymple thought the work could be conducted with better effectiveness
if the dipping interval was shortened from 21 days to 14 days. Louisiana was the only
Southern State not dipping at 14-day intervals. No changes were to be made this season,
but it was going to be strongly suggested that for the 1917 dipping season, the dipping
interval was going to be set at 14 days.
On November 30, 1916, The Era-Leader published the minutes from the police jury for
Washington Parish. A motion had been adopted that an advertisement for bids were to go
out for the construction of 30 cattle dipping vats to be built across the parish. An
ordinance was also unanimously passed to regulate the movement of cattle and other live
stock in Washington Parish to control the spread of Texas fever. Fiver live stock
inspectors were to be hired from within the parish. Compulsory dipping of cattle was to
commence on March 25, 1917 and continue for 36 weeks thereafter.
On January 20, 1917, The Colfax Chronicle published a letter from Dr. W.H. Dalrymple
pointing out that Louisiana was still the only State not dipping at 14-day intervals. By
reducing the dipping interval, an additional five or six dippings could be conducted in a
season. While it was not thought practical to change the dipping intervals in areas where
systematic work was already being done, the sole object of the suggestion was for people
who were going to take up systematic dipping in the spring to give it some consideration.
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On May 6, 1917, The New Orleans Bee reported that in spite of the direct benefits cattle
dipping gave to stockmen, a few “numbskulls” were fighting the program. The
opposition was in form of petitions, arson and dynamite. In one of the wards of Rapides
Parish, the citizens had petitioned the police jury to set aside the state law and the dipping
requirements. Elsewhere in Rapides Parish, two dipping vats and sheds to shelter cattle
had been burned by an incendiary. In response, the police jury offered a prompt reward
of $150 for the arrest and conviction of any man destroying dipping vats and cattle pens.
In Calcasieu Parish, which the writer of the article considered “far in advance of other
country parishes in enterprise, education and modern improvements,” two dipping vats
had been dynamited. That parish was obligated to maintain guards to save the other vats
from destruction. The article concluded by pointing out that the opponents of dipping
were in a small minority, and growing smaller every day. Those opposed to the dipping
law were to be “run over.” The law was to be enforced rigidly, and those who destroyed
public property were to be punished “with the utmost severity.”
On July 21, 1917, the Abbeville Progress reported that the Senate had passed the
Williamson tick eradication bill, which carried the provision requiring the dipping of
cattle every fourteen days. As reported by The True Democrat on July 28th, the
Williamson bill passed by a vote of 80 to 22, but opposition to the bill was stubborn as
the 14-day requirement would place an unnecessary hardship on the farmers. Supporters
of the bill, however, pointed out that Louisiana was the only Southern State that did not
dip every 14 days, and unless Louisiana followed the same course, they could lose
$100,000 in federal appropriations. The bill passed the house without amendment and
was now going to the governor for his signature.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on September 4, 1918 that the State of
Louisiana had passed a state-wide tick eradication law in fiscal year 1917, which would
go into effect in April 1918. While the law was under consideration, planters, cattlemen
and other citizens had sent a “flood of telegrams” urging their lawmakers to support the
measure. During March 1918, a total of 250,000 head of cattle were dipped under State
or Federal supervision. During the month of April, the number of dippings leaped to 1.7
million, and was over 2 million during May and June of 1918.
On September 21, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal, a weekly newsletter of Jefferson Davis
Parish, reported that Dr. E.B. Spachman, the expert in charge of the cattle tick eradication
work in Rapides Parish, had announced that there had been 29,000 head of cattle dipped
in the parish during the month of August. He noted that the State-wide compulsory
dipping law did not go into effect in Rapides Parish until August 22nd.
On May 10, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the Pelican State had broken a
record in their tick eradication work, and was off to a “flying start” in their cooperative
work with the federal and state authorities. It was expected that Louisiana would be tickfree by the end of the 1918 dipping season and placed above the quarantine line by
December 1st. During the month of March, 313 dipping vats were constructed, and as of
April 1st, there were a total of 3,478 vats in operation across Louisiana. The state-wide
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dipping law would go into effect on April 1st, and every parish except East Carroll and
Madison, which were already tick-free, was expected to be engaged in general dipping of
all their cattle. Approximately 600 local inspectors were working under the supervision
of the federal inspectors. The Bureau of Animal Industry had provided 39 veterinarians,
14 trained and experienced agents, and adequate office space with a corps of clerks.
In the month of June 1918, according to an article in the August 23, 1918 edition of The
Rice Belt Journal, there were 2,215,960 head of cattle dipped in the State of Louisiana
along with 67,883 horses and mules. There were a total of 4,340 dipping vats in
operation across Louisiana.
According to the December 4, 1918 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, on
December 1, 1918, Allen, Avoyelles, Beauregard, Bienville, Calcasieu, Caldwell,
Cameron, Catahoula, Claiborne, De Soto, East Baton Rouge, Grant, Jackson, Jefferson,
Lafourche, La Salle, Morehouse, Red River, Richland, Sabine, St. Bernard, St. Charles,
St. Helena, Tangipahoa, Terrebonne, Union, Vernon, Webster, West Baton Rouge, parts
of Ascension, Iberville, St. James, and St. John, and the remainder of Orleans and
Ouachita parishes were released from Federal quarantine.
In a short article appearing in the 1919 Journal of the American Veterinarian Medical
Association, it was declared that the cattle tick was “on the run” in Louisiana. Dr. E.I.
Smith of the Bureau of Animal Industry, in charge of tick eradication in Louisiana had
reported during the month of August 1918, there had been a total of 2,113,386 cattle
dipped; 84,461 horses and mules were inspected and 32,188 were dipped. There were
5,000 dipping vats in Louisiana, in which 10,518,087 dippings had taken place under
Federal supervision between March 15, 1918 and September 1, 1918. The tick-infested
territory in Louisiana had been reduced to one-tenth of its size when the work began in
April of 1918 (American Veterinarian Medical Association 1919:83).
On January 4, 1919, The Madison Journal, the “Official Journal of the Madison Parish
Police Jury” published in Tullulah, reported that the eradication of the cattle tick in
Tangipahoa Parish had given an impetus to the dairy business and farmers were adding to
their herds with better grades of cattle.
On January 25, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published a press bulletin from LSU that
borrowed terminology from the recent ending of fighting in Europe. While an armistice
may have been signed with the cattle tick, the fighting was not over. Although most of
the parishes in Louisiana were tick-free, they could not afford to stop the fight against the
tick. Every stock owner needed to remain diligent to prevent any reinfestation. It would
be necessary to continue dipping cattle in the parishes released from federal quarantine
until the last tick had been destroyed.
On March 5, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that all remaining
quarantined areas in Louisiana were expected to be tick-free by the end of 1919 through
the operation of a State-wide tick eradication law.
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On April 24, 1919, The Bienville Democrat, published in Arcadia, Louisiana, published
the list of inspectors appointed by A.D. Smith, the president of the police jury, for the
1919 dipping season. The men appointed were J.W. Allen, Grover Davis, T.C.
Hightower, Joe Royal, C.J. Smith, J.C. Smith, D.T. Tilley, A.I. Tennison, Q.K. Smith,
John Logan, Will Mosely, J.M. McCarty, C.A. Sullivan, J.B. White, W.J. Loe, W.L.
Hood, and W.W. Poole.
On May 24, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal reported that intensive work was being devoted
to free Louisiana of the cattle tick before the end of the year. More than 60% of
Louisiana was clean of cattle ticks at this point, but in order to improve the dairy and beef
industries in the state, the state had to be cleaned in its entirety and no source of infection
surviving. In another article, Dr. C.P. Branigan, federal inspector in charge of tick
eradication in Rapides Parish, reported that during the month of April, a total of 75,528
head of cattle were dipped in the parish.
On July 26, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal reported that according to Dr. A.W. Vourieder,
the veterinarian in charge of tick eradication in Plaquemines Parish, there were 500 herds
containing 2,015 head of cattle dipped during the month of June. Only four percent of
the cattle were found to be tick-infested.
On August 9, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published an article from Winnfield, the parish
seat for Winn Parish, reporting that tick eradication was proceeding very slowly across
most of the parishes in Louisiana. Many prominent citizens were of the opinion that the
laws would have to be changed before the desired results – the complete eradication of
the cattle tick – could be obtained.
On December 6, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Louisiana was nearly free
from the cattle fever tick. Louisiana had failed to win complete freedom from the cattle
tick, but had made remarkable strides towards that goal. Only seven parishes were still
under the federal quarantine: Acadia, Bossier, Evangeline, St. Landry, St. Tammany,
Vernon, and Winn. The following parishes were released from federal quarantine on
December 1, 1919: Assumption, Iberia, Lafayette, Livingston, Natchitoches,
Plaquemines, Rapides, St. Martin, St. Mary, Vermillion, and West Carroll; and the
remainders of Ascension, Iberville, St. James, and St. John. Federal officials had hoped
that Louisiana would be tick-free by the end of the year, widening the tick-free zone to
the Gulf of Mexico. The primary reason that this goal was not reached was the failure of
local officials to enforce local quarantines and dipping laws. It was hoped to have the
work completed by the end of the 1920 dipping season. Only 5,033 square miles, or
seven percent of the total area, remained under quarantine in Louisiana.
According to Thomas Dabney, by the end of 1919, only 21 parishes were clean, Caddo,
Claiborne, Lincoln, the Feliciana, East Baton Rouge, East Carroll, Madison, Tensas,
Concordia, St. Mary, Terrebonne, Lafourche, St. James, St. John, St. Charles, Jefferson,
Plaquemines, St. Bernard, Jefferson Davis, Orleans; and also the eastern part of Iberville.
By November 1920, all of the State of Louisiana was released from Federal quarantine
except Acadia, Beauregard, Bossier, Evangeline, Franklin, Grant, and Pointe Coupee
parishes (Dabney 1944:478). This suggests that counties were not continuing the
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systematic dipping after being released to completely eradicate the cattle tick, and were
being placed back under quarantine.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 4,586 dipping vats in operation across Louisiana, and a
total of 10,105,294 head of cattle and 84,914 horses and mules had been dipped. On
December 1, 1919, there were 9,298 square miles released from federal quarantine,
bringing the total area in Louisiana released to 40,376 square miles. Only seven percent
of the State remained in quarantine. During 1919, a total of $649,498.88 was expended
in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Sanitary Association
1920:17).
On May 1, 1920, The Madison Journal published an article from Pointe al a Hache that a
new dipping vat had just been completed at the mouth of the river near Olga, Louisiana,
and had made its first dipping.
On September 4, 1920, The Colfax Chronicle reported that the federal quarantine had
been reissued for Beauregard, Caldwell, Grant, Jackson, Red River, Union, Franklin,
Pointe Coupes, and Washington parishes in Louisiana, and in Ouachita County, Arkansas
by order of the United States Department of Agriculture effective September 15, 1920.
With the quarantine reestablished, cattle could not be shipped interstate from these
regions except under the regulations of the Secretary of Agriculture. Beauregard,
Caldwell, Grant, Jackson, and Red River parishes had been released from the quarantine
on December 1, 1918. Union, Franklin, Pointe Coupes, and Washington parishes, and
Ouachita County had been released from quarantine on December 1, 1917. The
cattlemen and local authorities had failed to conduct the necessary “mopping up”
dipping, and the cattle ticks had multiplied to the point where they were now a threat to
nearby tick-free parishes and counties.
On November 6, 1920, The Colfax Chronicle reported that the banks in Union Parish had
refused to grant loans to the police jury for the purpose of resuming their tick eradication
work. In the last session of the Union Parish, the grand jury had threatened action unless
the police jury resumed tick eradication. Members of the police jury were confident that
loans would be secured by the opening of the 1921 dipping season, and the cattle dipping
work would be “pushed with all possible vigor next year.”
On November 13, 1920, The Abbeville Progress published an article from Hammond, in
Tangipahoa Parish, that the grand jury had returned 41 true bills, mostly against violators
of the cattle dipping law. There were some problems with getting witnesses to testify,
especially in the cases where cattle dipping vats had been dynamited.
On November 25, 1920, The Bienville Democrat reported that the police jury had passed
an ordinance for several budget items for 1921. Bienville Parish was planning on a
budget of $5,000 for tick eradication for the 1921 dipping season.
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On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. Their annual report stated that at this point in time,
the State of Louisiana, in cooperation with the parishes, had spent $2 million in tick
eradication work. There were 50 parishes practically tick free, but their cattle were still
susceptible to tick fever from reinfection. There were approximately one million head of
cattle in these 50 parishes, and there had been three recent outbreaks of tick fever caused
by the unloading of cattle from the State of Texas. The State Veterinarian from
Louisiana expressed his opinion that all of the Southern states had worked
conscientiously and at great expense to obtain their results with the exception of Texas
and Florida. It was hardly fair or just that their efforts should be jeopardized by interstate
shipments of cattle from these two states. At the end of the 1920 dipping season, Arcadia
Parish was released from federal quarantine. St. Helena, Livingston, Sabine, La Salle,
and Calcasieu Parishes were placed back under quarantine (United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association 1921:135-138).
On January 1, 1921, The Concordia Sentinel, published in Vidalia, Louisiana, published a
letter from E.I. Himes of Baton Rouge, the secretary of the Louisiana Tick Eradication
League. The tick eradication league was working with state and federal officials to raise
the participation levels of farmers in the dipping of their cattle and in the administration
of the law. The authorities had welcomed the appointment of a committee at each
dipping vat with whom the inspector would cooperate. The members of the committee
would be taught to operate the vat in the event that the inspector was not present. They
would be able to prepare the dipping solution and given the proper instruments for
testing. They would be fully authorized to supervise the dipping and their reports would
be accepted by the authorities as official. These provisions would eliminate some of the
errors of the past. When the inspectors failed to appear, there was just cause for the
cattlemen to complain. This would now be avoided. The farmers and cattlemen would
also have a better understanding of the tick eradication program.
On January 20, 1921, The Era-Leader published an opinion piece regarding the creation
of a tick eradication league in each parish. The benefits of such a league would be more
organization at each dipping vat and better delineation of the territory assigned to each
vat. This would ensure that every cattle assigned to be dipped at a vat would be treated.
This would also create better cooperation between the farmers. The farmers and
cattlemen needed to take a more active role in tick eradication rather than just waiting to
be told when to dip by an inspector.
On January 27, 1921, The Era-Leader posted the proceedings of the Washington Parish
Police Jury with a list of budget items adopted. For the 1921 dipping season, Washington
Parish had appropriated $5,000 for tick eradication work.
On February 24, 1921, The Bienville Democrat published two articles from Denham
Springs. Livingston Parish had not received any compliments from the state auditors
regarding their finances and their methods of handling them in a recent audit. As a result
of the parish being so far behind in its finances, the police jury had decided that there
would be no tick eradication work conducted in the county during the 1921 season.
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On July 28, 1921, The Bienville Democrat reported that live stock representatives from
all over the State had met in Baton Rouge to discuss plans for systematic tick eradication.
The consensus of opinion after hearing the difficulties met with thus far in tick
eradication work that the only feasible plan would be a plan by which cattle owners could
control their herds and dip all their animals. It was then decided that live stock men
throughout the state should urge their legislature to enact a no-fence law which would
prevent free ranging live stock. This being done, the state could block off territories
using natural boundaries and focus on tick eradication in one block at a time. Governor
Parker pledged his support to any feasible plan the live stock men might adopt.
In a separate article in the July 28th edition of The Bienville Parish, it was reported that
two cattle dipping vats in Lafayette Parish were destroyed by dynamite. W.A.
Montgomery, president of the police jury, increased the reward offered from $100 to
$250 for the arrest and conviction of the guilty parties.
On August 4, 1921, The Bienville Democrat reported in two separate articles on the
destruction of cattle dipping vats in Louisiana. A report from Pioneer stated that seven
more cattle dipping vats had been dynamited by unknown persons in West Carroll Parish
in just one week. The act of destruction aroused a “great indignation” among the citizens
who appreciated dipping cattle as a means of eradicating the cattle tick.
In another article published in the August 4th edition, a vat in Lafayette, the parish seat of
Lafayette Parish, had once again been destroyed. A cattle dipping vat located on the
farm of Ludovic Billeaud, two miles southwest of Lafayette, had been dynamited for the
second time in two weeks. Mr. Billeaud had just finished repairing the vat after asking
the police jury for the necessary materials. This was the seventh vat and the eighth case
of dynamiting in Lafayette Parish in the past six months. W.A. Montgomery, parish
president, who had recently raised the reward from $100 to $250 for evidence leading to
the conviction of the dynamiters, was doubling the efforts to catch them.
On August 13, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal announced an upcoming meeting on tick
eradication to be held in Alexandria, Louisiana on the 18th. The meeting was open to
“every person in the state who wishes to see the cattle tick go.” Governor John M.
Parker, who was greatly interested in tick eradication work, was scheduled to give an
address. The purpose of the meeting was to devise plans and methods for the successful
completion to the tick eradication work and securing the cooperation of all the forces
involved. All mistakes made in the past in the tick eradication work would be identified
and corrected.
On August 20, 1921, The Concordia Sentinel published an article from Monroe,
Louisiana reporting that the West Carroll Parish police jury had offered a $500 reward for
the arrest and conviction of any and all persons guilty of dynamiting or otherwise
damaging the cattle dipping vats in that parish.
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On September 10, 1921, The Colfax Chronicle published a letter from Mr. Henry E.
Hardtner of Urania in LaSalle Parish to Professor W.R. Dodson in Baton Rouge. The
letter contained Mr. Hardtner’s views on the “no fence” law in Louisiana and the
eradication of the cattle tick. According to Mr. Hardtner, the primary reasons why the
tick eradication plan had failed were, first, the failure of the State to provide funding for
enough dipping vats and to provide sufficient funding to carry on the work, and second,
the divided authority in the State. There were federal, State, parish and local supervisors
and inspectors, and many of the selections made for these positions had become political
and sinecure, meaning that the positions gave authority but required no real work.
Cooperation had been good at first, but when the people realized that under this system
the dipping could go on indefinitely, they became discouraged.
Mr. Hardtner was also of the opinion that a fence law would create “a condition
bordering on anarchy” in many of the hill parishes, such as Winn and LaSalle. In those
parishes, 95 percent of the land was wild and open. A fence law would work in parishes
such as Lincoln, where most of the population is farming and the people find it cheaper to
fence in their stock rather than fence in their crops. Mr. Hardtner was opposed to a fence
law unless the people of a parish indicated by vote that they supported the idea.
On October 6, 1921, The Era-Leader, the “official journal” of Washington Parish and the
Town of Franklinton, reported that Representative Sylvest of Washington Parish had
introduced a local option to the statewide tick eradication law. The local option gave the
parish police the choice of eradication cattle ticks on their own initiative or to cooperate
with the state sanitary board.
On November 17, 1921, The Bienville Democrat reported that the police jury had passed
an ordinance for several budget items for 1922. Bienville Parish was planning on a
budget of $5,000 for tick eradication for the 1922 dipping season, the same amount as for
the previous year.
On February 23, 1922, The Bienville Democrat published an article from Monroe,
Louisiana reporting that the ten cattle dipping vats that had been dynamited the previous
year in the western half of Ouachita Parish by farmers protesting the cattle dipping law
were being repaired and would be completed and ready for dipping within 30 days.
On May 11, 1922, The Bienville Democrat posted the proceedings of the parish police
jury. A resolution was passed regarding the continuation of cattle dipping in Ward 1 of
Bienville Parish. Ward 1 was under stock law, and as such, stood a much better chance
for complete cattle tick eradication. It was resolved by the police jury that J.W. Allen
would be employed as tick inspector for a period of 30 to 60 days to continue dipping the
cattle in Ward 1 systematically until the cattle ticks were completely eradicated. He was
to be paid $100 per month. All vats were to be cleaned out and filled without expense to
the parish.
On September 14, 1922, The Bienville Democrat reported that a mass meeting was to be
held the following Saturday in Bienville to discuss the tick eradication program. An
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election had been called for Bienville Parish, and it was of the utmost importance that the
citizens understood what they would be voting for or against.
On November 23, 1922, The Bienville Democrat posted the proceedings of the parish
police jury. An ordinance was passed with several items for the 1923 budget. The parish
had agreed to appropriate $6,500 for tick eradication work in 1923. This would include
having the vats repaired and the expenses of the inspectors and dipping. It was also
resolved by the parish police jury that there would be systematic dipping in Wards 1, 2
and 4, as these wards were under stock law and the dipping could be done in a systematic
way
The momentum of the tick eradication program, however, was lost. Over the next six
years farmers refused to dip their cattle to completely eradicate the tick. Once again,
dipping vats were dynamited. Gradually, the federal quarantine returned to most of
Louisiana. In 1927, Louisiana began to try to revitalize their tick eradication program. In
1928, the New Orleans Association of Commerce brought attention to the need of tick
eradication throughout the State. The State Legislature passed a bill in 1929, but
Governor Long vetoed it when the tick eradication association refused to support his
proposed tax on oil refineries according to a Times-Picayune article of March 19th
(Dabney 1944:478).
In 1930, the Times-Picayune began a crusade for tick eradication. Between April 27th
and May 30th, one of their best reporters, Bernard L. Krebs, traveled throughout the State
and wrote 15 articles on the subject. Krebs showed that the State of Louisiana was
spending $30 million each year for dairy products which could have been produced at
home. He also showed the staggering losses in the dairy industry in Louisiana. In 1920,
the last year that tick eradication had been pushed, it was reported that 1,267,734 head of
cattle had passed through the dipping vats. In a 1928 government survey reported only
500,000 head of cattle in the State. The 1929 assessment rolls of Louisiana had counted
only 363,011 head of cattle. At the same time that the cattle industry was losing its cattle,
the agricultural values had declined in 48 of the 64 parishes, and the taxes were rising.
Mississippi had built a fence along its border with Louisiana to keep Louisiana’s ticky
cattle from infested Mississippi’s herds. The Federal quarantine in 1930 was still in place
in only three Southern States. More than one-third of the quarantine territory was in
Louisiana (Dabney 1944:478-479).
In 1930, Louisiana’s Legislature passed a tick eradication bill, and Governor Long signed
it. The bill, however, lacked funding and nothing was done to fix the situation. The
Times-Picayune continued their campaign, and in 1932 the State Legislature passed a bill
that provided for a small tax on dairy and beef products to the finance the tick program.
Governor O.K. Allen signed the bill. In 1933, eleven parishes began building cattle
dipping vats and education farmers and stockowners. The Civil Works Administration,
one of the New Deal relief programs, provided 2,500 men for vat construction in early
1934. By December 1936, all of Louisiana was tick-free. The Federal government lifted
the quarantine, and Louisiana built a fence along their 210-mile border with Texas to
keep Texas’ ticky cattle out of Louisiana. According to a Times-Picayune article of July
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9, 1937, the anti-tick campaign cost $4 million, but it was a cheap price to pay for the
progress. In 1940, the United States Bureau of Animal Husbandry reported that
Louisiana’s cattle population had increased by 25 percent, and that the quality of the
herds had been improved by 35 percent by the importation of purebred sires (Dabney
1944:479-480).
Calcasieu Parish, Louisiana – 1912 to 1920
On June 26, 1915, The Colfax Chronicle published an article from The Lake Charles
American Press that addressed some of the problems in the tick eradication program
recently begun in East Baton Rouge Parish. “Farming would be the most lucrative
occupation in the world if it were not for the variety of farmer who cannot believe it is
possible to do anything that his father did not do.” While the farmers of East Baton
Rouge Parish would not admit that they were opposed to dipping cattle to kill the ticks,
they objected to having to dip their cattle on an assigned day. A local newspaper, The
Baton Rouge State Times had made inquiries in Tensas Parish, where the tick eradication
program had been successful. The conditions in Tensas Parish were similar to those in
Calcasieu Parish. Many of the cattle were running at large and had to be herded out of
the woods and swamps at regular intervals to be dipped in compliance with the
regulations. The anti-dippers in Calcasieu Parish made the argument that rounding up
their cattle from the woods and swamps was too much trouble. The article urged the
citizens of Calcasieu Parish to take note of the Baton Rouge campaign, because the
farmers and stock growers of Calcasieu Parish should be seriously thinking about a
general, official enforcement of tick eradication. Calcasieu Parish had led Louisiana in
cattle growing for years, and many of the cattle men in the parish were dipping their
cattle, but the tick problem would not be resolved until every head of cattle was dipped.
The American Press thought the farmers and stock growers of Calcasieu Parish were
ready for compulsory dipping.
On May 15, 1920, the Abbeville Progress reported that the Calcasieu parish police had
voted unanimously to accept the proposition of the cattlemen in the parish and pay the
cost for the cattle dipping for the 1920 dipping season. The parish agreed to contribute
$1,800 for the expenses. Of this figure, $1,200 was to be spent of dipping east of the
(Calcasieu) river and the other $600 spent for dipping west of the river.
On June 18, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal reported that record for cattle dipping in any one
month was smashed by Calcasieu Parish for the month of May. Records showed that
130,155 cattle and 6,221 horses were dipped for cattle fever ticks. There was great
cooperation throughout the parish. “The spirit is alive to kill cattle ticks, not to dynamite
public property. What a contrast between a tick eradicator and a dynamiter.”
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Grant and Winn Parishes, Louisiana – 1915 to 1920
On July 3, 1915, The Colfax Chronicle reported that a public meeting had been held in
Pollock on May 19th where a small group of men had decided that they wanted to kill the
ticks on their cattle. They gathered the necessary funds and set June 12th as their first
dipping day. Professor J.N. Warner was elected chairmen of the Pollock Dipping Vat
Association with R.A. Walker as secretary-treasurer, and Wiley Walker, Wiley Johnson
and Jim Hathorn appointed as the vat building committee. The farm demonstration agent
was present and was consulted on the materials needed, the locations for the vats, and the
costs. On the evening of June 11th, the dipping solution was prepared in a large black
iron kettle. The kettle was placed over a hot fire of pine knots, and Wiley Johnson added
small portions of a white powder (arsenic) to the black liquid, while R.H. Benton stirred
the mixture with a big paddle. A dozen young boys took turns at the well drawing
hundreds of gallons of water. They were given free passes to the picture show for their
labor. The following day, about 40 cattle were collected in the corrals of the vat,
vaccinated against charbon and then run through the vat. The cattle were followed by
four dogs and two goats. At the time of the article, Grant Parish had five private dipping
vats and one public vat at the agricultural school at Verda. It was hoped that more vats
would be built across the parish. The total cost of the vat was $68, but that did not
include the digging of the well and the considerable fencing.
On January 26, 1916, The Colfax Chronicle reported that Dr. L.W. Burwell, the inspector
in charge of tick eradication in Grant Parish, had been in Colfax preparing for the
campaign to free Grant Parish from the cattle tick. He would be appointing inspectors for
the various localities with the view of dipping 100 percent of the cattle every 14 days for
six months. After this, the parish should be tick-free and released from the federal
quarantine. There were 24 dipping vats in Grant Parish at this time and another 16 yet to
be built.
The Colfax Chronicle reported on October 27, 1917 that Mr. J.S. Norwood, specialist in
tick eradication, had been assigned to Grant Parish by the USDA. His headquarters were
at the Florence Hotel in Colfax. In a second article, it was reported that a cattle dipping
vat was being built at Kateland Station by Mr. J.M. Duntho under the supervision of the
police jury of Grant Parish. The work was being done with day labor to get an idea of the
cost of the 15 or more vats to be built in the parish.
On November 10, 1917, The Colfax Chronicle reported that the police jury of Grant
Parish had adopted a resolution calling for the construction of 22 cattle dipping vats
across the parish. Two vats were to be constructed in Ward 1, five vats in Ward 2, three
vats in Ward 3, three vats in Ward 4, three vats in Ward 5, two vats in Ward 6, and four
vats in Ward 7. It was also agreed to repair all vats and supply the dip solution to all
privately owned vats that were used by the public.
During the 1918 dipping season, Grant Parish eradicated nearly all of the cattle ticks in
the parish. Less than 10 percent of their cattle still had ticks. However, a few
communities had failed to dip their cattle. According to a March 1, 1919 article in The
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Colfax Chronicle, the authorities had decided that dipping would continue until the
infected localities could be identified. Once the infected localities were determined, the
rest of Grant Parish would be released from federal quarantine, and only the infected
localities would continue dipping through the summer. While about 80 percent of Grant
Parish was in favor of finishing the tick eradication program, there was still a
considerable amount of opposition in one or two communities.
In a separate article in the March 1, 1919 edition of The Colfax Chronicle, it was reported
that Grant Parish had spent just over $17,000 for cattle dipping in 1918, which was
$10,000 more than the police jury had estimated at the beginning of the year. As a result,
other parish projects, such as road improvements, were behind schedule. While a
“hullabaloo’ was being raised over continued dipping in the infested localities, Grant
Parish could be completely tick-free for a few hundred dollars. If the opportunity was not
taken, it would have to be done later at a cost of thousands of dollars.
On May 24, 1919, The Colfax Chronicle published an article from The Winnfield Times
reporting on conditions in Winn Parish. Dr. E. Pegram Flower of the Louisiana State
Live Stock Sanitary Board was placing Winn Parish under State quarantine under the
authority of board effective immediately. The police jury of Winn Parish had failed to
make arrangement for cattle dipping, and as a result, the Sanitary Board was requesting
that the Attorney General office bring mandamus proceedings against the parish for
failure to comply with Act 25 of the special session of 1917. Whereas the police jury had
not made arrangements for the payment for the inspector’s services, the Sanitary Board
was cancelling their commissions. In addition, shipment of livestock from any point
within Winn Parish was being prohibited, and the board was notifying all of the railroads.
On January 31, 1920, The Colfax Chronicle reported that Dr. R.L. Smith, of
Natchitoches, had been appointed tick inspector for Grant Parish. The 1920 campaign for
tick eradication was to begin on February 2nd under State supervision.
In September of 1920, Grant Parish was one of nine Louisiana parishes to have the
federal quarantine reestablished. Grant Parish had been released from the federal
quarantine on December 4, 1918, but the local cattlemen had failed to “mop-up” the
remaining cattle ticks.
On September 18, 1920, The Colfax Chronicle published a September 14th letter to the
editor from James H. Walker from the community of Pollock regarding the hardships of
dipping their cattle. The citizens who dipped their cattle at the Manistee vat had asked
Mr. Walker to write some facts concerning “the unfavorable conditions they have to
endure which produce discord and hardship not justifiable.” According to Mr. Walker,
the vat was poorly located on a steep slope which was causing extra exertion on the
cattle, and the vat itself was not safe. The people had found a better location, more
centrally located to their neighborhood and in open woods. They asked that the police
jury consider this new location. Mr. Jonathan Foster, who dipped his cattle at the Willett
vat, asked Mr. Walker to inform the “dipping authorities” that he was willing to donate
land and $50.00 to rebuild the Willett vat a quarter mile closer to his home. The Willett
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vat had been recently repaired, but just as the repairs were completed, an earthquake
struck and the vat would have to be rebuilt.
Jefferson Davis Parish, Louisiana – 1912 to 1921
On September 20, 1912, The Rice Belt Journal, a weekly newspaper of Jefferson Davis
Parish published in Welsh, Louisiana, reported that J.A. Redhead, representing the
agricultural department of the parish school of Calcasieu, had just completed the filling of
a cattle dipping vat at Roanoke. There were plans to dip a large number of cattle at the
vat as part of the tick eradication program.
On August 15, 1913, The Rice Belt Journal published a letter from the USDA’s office of
information. Eradicating the cattle tick had raised the value of cattle $7.00 per head in
certain counties of Mississippi. The cost of tick eradication had been not more than
$100,000 in 21 counties, and had returned an additional $2 million in value of their cattle
during the last year. The cost of tick eradication was only 50 cents per head of cattle.
There would be no cattle industry in the South until the cattle tick was eradicated. In the
counties in Mississippi where the quarantine was still in effect, they were losing at least
$3 million each year. Only a general campaign against the cattle tick would bring the
satisfactory results as it had in Mississippi where the tick eradication work had been
thorough.
On July 9, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the Reeves Brothers and some of
their neighbors had completed construction on a cattle dipping vat under the supervision
of Mr. H.C. Fondren. Mr. Fondfren also mixed the solution in which they dipped about
250 head of cattle. They have built their pens to accommodate all those near them who
wish to dip their cattle. This is the first cattle dipping vat built close to Welsh, and
hopefully should cause others to build more vats.
On September 3, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Mr. P.T. Meldir, a farmer of
Forrest Hill, had recently sold 58 head of cattle to a Texas cattle dealer for $2,140. Prior
to sale, the cattle had been dipped in the recently constructed vat, built by the police jury.
On October 15, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal published H.C. Fondren, the Agricultural
Demonstration Agent’s quarterly report for the months of July, August and September.
During the three-month period, 16 cattle dipping vats had been constructed, making a
total of 24 dipping vats in the parish. He also checked the solution strength in 38 cattle
dipping vats (this number may be including privately owned vats). Agent Fondren had
submitted a map with his quarterly report showing the precise location of the dipping
vats. He stated in his report that the map clearly showed how well advanced the parish
was in their tick eradication work. He also stated that Plaquemines Parish had recently
appropriated $2,000 for dipping vats. Agent Fondren was not asking Jefferson Davis
Parish for any appropriations, but was asking the parish citizens for active cooperation
“in spreading the gospel of tick eradication.
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The Rice Belt Journal reported on September 1, 1916 that there were now 34 cattle
dipping vats in Jefferson Davis Parish, and every owner of a cow, especially dairy cows,
should join the crusade against the cattle tick. The cattle tick reduced milk production by
25 percent as it sucked up to 200 pounds of blood from a dairy cow in a year. Beef cattle,
likewise, could not develop into good stock. With 34 dipping vats across the parish, there
was a vat within convenient reach of most of the farmers. With the soon to be state-wide
dipping law, no one needed to be concerned about eradicating their cattle ticks just to get
more ticks from the neighbor’s cattle. If all the farmers cooperated, Jefferson Davis
Parish could be tick-free within two years.
On January 26, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal published “Ordinance No. 106” recently
passed by the police jury of Jefferson Davis Parish. The ordinance authorized the
borrowing of $4,000 from the Calcasieu National Bank of Southwest Louisiana at Lake
Charles. The money was to be used on tick eradication for 1917 through 1920.
On March 23, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the chemicals for the 1917 cattle
dipping season had been received by Dr. Fisher of the department of tick eradication.
The supplies, consisting of 6,000 pounds of arsenic; 6,000 pounds of sal soda; 3,000
pounds of caustic soda; and 650 gallons of pine tar; were divided in half to be stored in
Welsh and Jennings. Cattle dipping was to begin on April 16th and at the present time
inspectors were being selected from each beat of the parish to cooperate with the
department inspector. There were 23 standard dipping vats in Jefferson Davis Parish, and
for the convenience of the cattlemen, it was thought 60 vats were needed. Dr. Fisher was
not expecting all of the vats to be ready for dipping by April 16th, but they would be
supplied with the necessary chemicals as soon as they were ready.
On April 6, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal published “Ordinance No. 111” and Ordinance
No. 186” recently passed by the police jury. “Ordinance No. 111” regulated the
movement of livestock in Jefferson Davis Parish to prevent the spread of Texas fever and
other contagious diseases. It also ordained for the hiring of four or more live stock
inspectors for the parish. It was further ordained that the police jury that they could
accept financial and other assistance from the Louisiana State Live Stock Sanitary Board
and the United States government. The ordinance also authorized compulsory dipping of
cattle in Jefferson Davis Parish beginning on April 16, 1917. The cattle were to be
dipped in an arsenical solution for the purpose of killing cattle ticks. Any persons
owning cattle that were found in violation of this ordinance would be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor, and if convicted, be fined no less than $10, nor more than $50, or be
imprisoned in the parish jail for no less than 10 days nor more than 15 days for the first
offense. On conviction of subsequent offenses, the person would be fined no less than
$25, nor more than $100, or imprisoned in the parish jail, subjected to work on the parish
roads for a period of no less than 20 days, or more than 30 days, or both. “Ordinance
186” prohibited the keeping of cattle within certain portions of the Town of Welsh.
On April 20, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal published the proceedings of the parish police
jury. The president of the police jury had been authorized to negotiate a loan for another
$2,000 to be used in tick eradication. The President of the parish was also authorized to
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hire nine inspectors, one inspector for each ward in the parish, to be paid $35 per month.
Eight inspectors were appointed: Ward 1, Leon Pitre, Thornwell; Ward 2, J.G. Richard,
Jennings; Ward 3, J.C. Hart, Eton; Ward 4, Dr. C.E. Harvey, Elion; Ward 5, A.B.
Laldlaw, Fenton; Ward 7, Alcee Benoit, Welsh; Ward 8, Ben Verret, Rice; Ward 9, John
Hay, Iowa. So far, the parish had spent $1,261.09 in tick eradication work.
On May 4, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Yves Pitre and A.V. Peloquin were
constructing a cattle dipping vat on Mr. Pitre’s property. The brick and other materials
were on the site and the pens had already been built. As soon as the vat was completed,
they would begin dipping cattle in the vicinity according to the rules.
On June 15, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the Live Stock Association had
met the previous week in Jennings. Their principal deliberations were concerning the
raising of funds to pay the salaries of the inspectors in the various wards in the parish. It
was also reported that in every section of the parish the dipping rules were being
followed. There were a few localities where the stockmen were taking the interest in tick
eradication that they should, but there was no open opposition to the dipping measures.
On July 6, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal published a report by Dr. Roy T. Fisher of the
Bureau of Animal Industry on the tick eradication work accomplished in Jefferson Davis
Parish for the month of June 1917. There were 79 cattle dipping vats in operation in the
parish. During June, 1,450 herds of cattle were dipped. There were 877 herds of cattle
consisting of 30,377 head were reported to be tick-free. There were 573 herds of cattle
containing 14,996 head were reported to be infested with cattle ticks. Dr. Fisher was
quite proud of the progress made in the parish, but warned that several stock owners had
failed to dipped their cattle after being notified to do so. They were in violation of
Ordinance No. 111 that had been adopted March 1, 1917. In order to get the parish
placed above the quarantine line, it was necessary to dip all cattle every 14 days during
the season. The parish inspectors, appointed by the State Live Stock Sanitary Board,
were instructed to enforce the dipping ordinance.
Dr. Fisher’s report for the tick eradication work accomplished in the month of July was
published in The Rice Belt Journal on August 17, 1917. There were 83 cattle dipping
vats in operation. During the month of July 2,193 herds of cattle containing 51,697 head
were dipped. The number of herds found to be infested with cattle ticks was only 385.
This number was greatly reduced from the number of ticky herds found in June, and
many of the infested herds found in July only had four or five ticky cattle. This was in
indication of the good work being conducted in eradicating the cattle tick. Dr. Fisher was
very pleased with the support shown by the people of Jefferson Davis Parish. Only a few
individuals were delaying by their actions the progress of the parish in this work. He
reminded the readers that the State-wide Act would become effective in the parish on
August 22, 1917. The inspectors were instructed to carry out the provisions as enacted
and whenever anyone failed to dip their cattle on a regular dipping day, they were to
make an affidavit against them immediately.
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On August 31, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Dr. Fisher, the veterinarian in
charge of the tick eradication work in Jefferson Davis Parish, had recently attended a
conference in Alexandria. The work in Jefferson Davis Parish had a state-wide
reputation for its proficiency. The parish had built more cattle dipping vats during the
1917 season than any other parish in the State, having at the time, 87 dipping vats.
Jefferson Davis was the only parish in Louisiana where people had built their own vats,
furnishing the materials and labor at their own expense. Lincoln Parish was second in
line for building vats during the 1917 season. There were actually a total of 101 dipping
vats in Lincoln Parish, but 54 of the vats had been built prior to the 1917 season. Only
Calcasieu and East Baton Rouge had dipped more cattle during the 1917 season. Dr.
Fisher hoped that Jefferson Davis Parish would be placed above the quarantine line by
the end of the 1917 season. Next year, another 42 new parishes were expected to take up
the tick eradication work. Governor Pleasant had gone on record that he was determined
to have Louisiana tick-free during his administration.
On October 5, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the tick eradication program had
made excellent progress in Jefferson Davis Parish. There were 89 cattle dipping vats in
operation in the parish. Jefferson Davis Parish had 2,141 herds containing 59,537 head
of cattle. Of this number 1,953 herds containing 52,724 head of cattle were now free of
cattle ticks. Another 188 herds containing 6,813 head of cattle were still infested. Dr.
Fisher expected that the parish would be completely tick-free by December 1, 1917 and
the quarantine lifted.
On November 9, 1917, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Dr. Roy T. Fisher had
announced as the dipping season had been completed, he was resigning his position with
the Bureau of Animal Industry and would no longer be in charge of the tick eradication
work in Jefferson Davis Parish. In speaking of his work, Dr. Fisher stated that he had
never had better cooperation in tick eradication than he had experienced in Jefferson
Davis Parish. During the 1917 dipping season, the parish had saved over $87,000 on
account of stock owners building their own vats, and thus being better served by having
their vats more conveniently located. When asked about the upcoming season, Dr. Fisher
advised it would be a good idea for the cattle in the parish dipped at least three times in
the spring, and any ticky herds dipped during the entire season. In a separate article, it
was reported that Dr. Fisher had presented the police jury with a contract for the release
of the parish from federal quarantine, to become effective on December 1, 1917.
On March 22, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal reported that the tick eradication campaign for
1918 would be pushed much more vigorously than it had been the previous year,
according to inspector H.K. Midkiff. In the past six weeks the dipping vats in Jefferson
Davis Parish had been repaired in preparation to dipping season commencing on April 1st.
The work last year was very successful, and the benefits were appreciated by most of the
farmers and stockmen. There had been a few cases of indifference and negligence, which
was greatly responsible for dipping being required in the 1918 season. Inspector Midkiff
announced that no leniency would be given to slackers in this year’s tick eradication
campaign. They would be prosecuted at the first breach of the rules.
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On April 19, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal published a notice with the instructions for
parish inspectors and cattle owners from H.K. Midkiff, the federal supervising inspector
for the parish. In accordance with Louisiana law, Act No. 25, all cattle in the parish
were to be dipped every 14 days until the government inspector ordered that dipping
should be stopped. According to Act No. 25, one dipping notice was to be given at the
start of the season, in duplicate, with the original being given to the cattle owner and a
carbon copy being given to the supervising inspector. No cattle were to be moved from
one part of the parish to another without the cattle being dipped and a permit being
written by the local inspector. No cattle were to be dipped in a heated condition. All
cattle were to be dipped in the assigned vat unless written permission has been given by
the supervisor inspector transferring the cattle to another vat. All cattle dipped in private
vats had to be dipped under the supervision of an authorized inspector. All cattle were to
be watered the morning before they were dipped. All premises were to be inspected
regularly to ensure cattle were being dipped, and all calves over the age of two weeks
were to be considered the same as cattle under the law and dipped regularly. Horses and
mules running on pastures and found to be ticky has to be dipped the same as cattle. All
stray cattle found in pastures and on the range should be dipped regardless of who the
owner is. All cattle should be dipped in the forenoon when practicable as the cattle
would dry quicker from evaporation.
On August 23, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal reported on the progress of the tick
eradication program for the month of June. Jefferson Davis Parish had led all parishes in
Louisiana in dipping cattle with 4,134 herds containing 92,555 head of cattle dipped. Of
this number, only 88 herds containing 349 head of cattle were found ticky. A total of 94
herds containing 5,741 head of cattle were still quarantined.
On September 27, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal published the Jefferson Davis Parish
police jury minutes. Thus far in 1918, a total of $2,178.98 had been spent in tick
eradication.
On November 15, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal reported that general stock dipping would
end for the season on November 15th according to federal inspector H.K. Midkiff. This
did not apply to those ticky herds still under quarantine; regular dipping would continue
for them. All cattle and range horses in the parish would be inspected again on April 15,
1919, and those found tick-free would be released. The work would not discontinue,
however, until every herd in the parish was tick-free. Mr. Midkiff cautioned people from
bringing ticky cattle into the parish, as Jefferson Davis Parish was the only parish in
southern Louisiana that had been released from the quarantine. The dipping season for
1918 had been very successful. On May 1st there had been 20,453 ticky cattle in 1,139
herds. On October 1st there were only 1,150 ticky cattle in 20 herds.
On November 23, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
that included the parish payments for tick eradication work. The following people had
been paid between $2 and $10 for filling dipping vats: V. Renera, Joe Fuselier, Everet
Corbello, Isma Foreman, D.J. Benoit, W.P. Strobe, Charles Gary, J.B. Potenet, Aristille
Ardoin, Fred Miller, A.T. Moore, L.A. Robinson, Albert Baker, M. Busby, Archille
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Buller, Alcia Vedrine, Milo Spalding, E.C. Wilcox, George Hoffman, and Gerard
Granger. The following people had been paid between $2.50 and $9.00 for repairing the
pens at Edna: Octave Richard, William Mouton, Jules Benoti, W.M. Morros, S.J.
Arceneaux, and Z.W. Todd. W.F. Lovett had been paid $34.00 for lumber and labor and
the filling of a dipping vat. Faught Lumber Company was paid $12.85 for lumber for the
construction of vats. J.C. St. Germain was paid $17.36 for lumber for vats. Eunice
Hardware Company was paid $9.20 for merchandise for vats. James Butte & Company
was paid $133.30 and $37.01 for dipping material. E. Valdetero was paid $4.00 for
hauling dipping material to Lake Arthur. Homer Buller was paid $3.54 for freight and
drayage on dipping materials to Elton. Charles Dautel was paid $11.62 for freight and
drayage on dipping materials to Welsh. The following men were paid $75 as inspectors
for the month of October: Belazare Dugas, Ward 1; W.B. Clark, Ward 2; S. Walker,
Ward 3; Homer Buller, Ward 4, H.H. Demoureille, Ward 5; S.E. Carroll, Ward 6; Alcee
Benoit, Ward 7; Lucius Corbello, Ward 8; and John Hay, Ward 9.
On December 28, 1918, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
that included payments for tick eradication. The following men were paid between $2.50
and $11.50 for filling dipping vats: E.C. Wilcox, Milo Spalding, Alcia Vedrine, M.
Busby, Sidney Pitre, A. Baker, Aristille Ardoin, Lucious Corbello, and Isma Foreman.
O.D. Crochet was paid $16.00 for cleaning and filling a dipping vat. Charles Harrington
was paid $2.00 for working on a vat. H.H. Demoureille was paid $4.50 for hauling
dipping material. The following men were paid as inspectors: Belazare Dugas, Ward 1,
$75.00; W.B. Clark, Ward 2, $57.50; S. Walker, Ward 3, $37.50; Homer Buller, Ward 4,
$37.50; C.N. Richard, Ward 4, $150.00 two months; H.H. Demoureille, Ward 5, $75.00;
S.E. Carroll, Ward 6, $75.00; Alcee Benoit, Ward 7, $57.50; Lucius Corbello, Ward 8,
$62.50; and John Hay, Ward 9, $37.50.
On February 22, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Mr. Midkiff, the federal tick
inspector assigned to Jefferson Davis Parish had returned from a recent tick eradication
convention in New Orleans. The slogan for the 1919 dipping season was “Kill Two in
March, Save 10,000 in June.” The idea behind the slogan was to kill the ticks earlier in
the year, in March, before they laid eggs. Dipping would begin in the parish on March
15th when all cattle and range horse would be dipped and inspected. Any stock found to
be ticky would be kept under quarantine and dipped throughout the dipping season. At
the end of the 1918 season, there were only 80 head of ticky cattle in the parish. These
cattle were in 30 herds, and required the quarantining of 1,599 head of cattle. These
cattle were all located in the northern wards bordering on Allen and Acadia parishes.
There were also six herds brought into the parish against the federal regulations from
Vermillion and Acadia parishes. These herds were quarantined and their owners arrested.
According to the article, there appeared to be little difficulty on writing the final chapter
in the life and death of the cattle tick in Jefferson Davis Parish.
On April 12, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury from
their March 13th meeting. The following men were recommended as inspectors for the
1919 dipping season: Joe Guidry, Ward 1; W.B. Clark, Ward 2; Sylvester Walker, Ward
3; C.N. Richard, Ward 4; Joseph Peirrollie, Ward 5; H.H. Demoureille, Ward 6; Alcee
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Benoit, Ward 7; Lucius Corbello, Ward 8, and John Hay, Ward 9. The term of
employment was to begin on March 1, 1919, and the salary of the inspectors was fixed at
$90 per month, except the inspector of Ward 9 who was to be paid $100 per month.
The Rice Belt Journal also reported from the police jury minutes that the following
people had been paid for their assistance in the tick eradication work: John Bresnan, $75
for salary; W.B. Clark, $15.00 for six days salary; C.N. Richard, $75 for salary; H.H.
Demourel, $30.00 for salary; S.E. Carroll, $75.00 for salary; William Levergne, $12.00
for filling the Levergne dipping vat; Lucius Corbello, $9.60 for labor and materials for
dipping vats; Philip P. Blanchard, $35.00 for material for fence and labor; and the
Calcasieu National Bank was paid $200.00 against the interest on their loan.
On April 26, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published “Ordinance No. 127” of Jefferson
Davis Parish, which contained the budget of expenditures for 1919. The parish had
appropriated $6,000 for the 1919 cattle dipping season.
The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury on May 3, 1919 containing
the expenditures for tick eradication work thus far completed in Jefferson Davis Parish.
The following people were paid their salary for the month of March: John Bresner,
$15.00; Joe Guidry, $72.00; W.B. Clark, $90.00; Sylvester Walker, $90.00; C.N.
Richard, $90.00; Joseph Pierrotte, $90.00; H.H. Demourelle, $90.00; S.E. Carroll,
$90.00; Alcee Benoit, $90.00; Lucius Corbello, $90.00; John Hay, $100.00. Henry
Pomeroy was paid $25.00 for labor on vats and lumber. Ozama Mose was paid $15.00
for labor on a vat. Charlie Nevil was paid $18.00 for fixing the pens at the Langley vat.
Joe Richard was paid $9.00 for working on a vat. Eddie Mott was paid $12.00 for
repairing the vat and pens at the Edna vat. Armand Manuel was paid $10.00 for work on
the Walton vat. Adam Fontenot was paid $9.00 for work on a vat. Joseph Guidry was
paid $3.50 for work on a vat, lumber and nails. John Doise was paid $10.00 for work on
the Doise vat. M. Marcantel was paid $10.00 to work on the McBurney vat. Dan Carper
was paid $10.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Aldes Guillory was paid $15.00 for
cleaning and repairing a vat. O.D. Crochet was paid $23.00 for cleaning and fillings.
Gerard Crochet was paid $37.00 for cleaning and filling vats. Leonard Comier was paid
$3.00 for hauling dipping solution. H.H. Demourelle was paid $4.00 for hauling dipping
solution. O.N. Richard was paid $7.45 for freight, drayage and storage (for dipping
solution). C.J. Montaigne was paid $5.00 for drayage on Kill-Tik. H.K. Midkiff was
paid $1.75 for five vat record books.
It was also recorded in the police jury minutes that M. Guidry and M. Marcantel had
suggested that the A.T. Jones dipping vat, located at T09/R06W in Section 27, be
established as a public dipping vat and disinfection station.
On May 31, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
containing the expenditures for tick eradication work for the month of April. The
following inspectors were paid their $90.00 monthly salary: Joe Guidry, W.B. Clark,
Sylvester Walker, O.N. England, Joseph Pierrotte, H.H. Demourelle, S.E. Carroll, Alcee
Benoit, and Lucius Corbello. John Hay was paid $100.00 in salary as an inspector for the
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month of April. E. Lafosse was paid $8.00 for cleaning and repairing a vat. Ozama
Mose was paid $2.00 for filling the Hoag vat. Nick Gabarino was paid $10.00 for
cleaning and filling a vat. Octave Richard was paid $15.00 for labor on vats. Marius
Langley was paid $2.00 for labor on the Treme vat. A. Baker was paid $20.00 for labor
on a vat. M.A. Sharp was paid $10.00 for cleaning the Wilcox vat. M. Busby was paid
$10.00 for cleaning and filling the Topsy vat. Laurents Guidry was paid $13.00 for
cleaning and fillings. Sully Treme was paid $8.00 for cleaning and repairing a vat. Joe
Fuselier was paid $19.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Carl Forkland was paid $9.00 for
filling the Claude Lamb vat. Mark Fuselier was paid $10.00 for cleaning, filling and
repairing a vat. Aldes Guillory was paid $59.00 for cleaning, filling and repairing vats.
The Roanoke Mercantile Company was paid $100.57 for repairs on the Roanoke dipping
vat. Clarphy Treme was paid $35.00 for labor on vats. Darmas Guilbo was paid $69.00
for labor and filling vats. Daniel Johnson was paid $10.00 for cleaning a vat. O.D.
Crochet was paid $16.00 for filling vats. Home Guidry was paid $5.00 for hauling KillTik. Neville Miller was paid $20.00 for cleaning and filling vats. Alcee Vidrine was
paid $10.00 for cleaning and filling the Kelly vat. Joe Sturdivant was paid $25.00 for
fixing, cleaning, and filling a vat. J.E. Earl was paid $12.50 for cleaning and filling a vat.
Octave Corbello was paid $10.00 for filling the Corbello vat. A. Fontenot was paid $5.00
for repair a fence at a vat. Earnest I. Pratt was paid $47.50 for compensation for his lost
cattle. Gabriel Gary was paid $25.00 for renting his vat for public use in the 1919
dipping season. Ira Walker was paid $5.00 for hauling Tick Dip. Edgar Fruge was paid
$33.21 for lumber for vat construction and filling the vat. Sidney Pitre was paid $24.90
for labor on vats. The law firm of McCoy and Moss was paid $10.00 in attorney fees.
On August 23, 1919, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
containing the expenditure for tick eradication work for the month of July. The following
inspectors were paid for their salary for July: Joe Guidry, $90.00; W.B. Clark, $60.00; S.
Walker, $30.00; Joe Pierotte, $5.00; O.N. Richard, $90.00; H.H. Demourelle, $90.00;
S.E. Carroll, $90.00; Alcee Benoit, $15.00; Lucius Corbello, $90.00; and John Hay,
$50.00. Jeard Crochet was paid $8.00 for filling the Gravelle vat. The Welsh Ice
Company was paid $4.00 for filling a vat. Mark Fuselier was paid $10.00 for filling a
vat. Felix Romero was paid $14.00 for filling a vat. Nat Peloquin was paid $5.50 for
filling a vat. Jim Cranford was paid $11.00 for filling a vat. Henry Langley was paid
$15.00 for filling a vat. Theophile Laforgue was paid for filling a vat, but amount was
not recorded. M. Busby was paid $4.00 for filling a vat. Alcee Vidrine was paid $4.00
for filling a vat. Milo Spalding was paid $4.00 for filling a vat. T. Pousson was paid
$5.00 for hauling Kill-Tik. E.V. Savant was paid $21.00 for repairing vats. Madison
Langley was paid $21.00 for cleaning and filling vat. Prosper Mott was paid $5.00 for
hauling Kill-Tik. Darmas Guilbo was paid $7.00 for repairing a vat. The Powell Lumber
Company was paid $20.99 for lumber used in the construction of vats.
On April 10, 1920, The Rice belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury which
contained the expenditures for tick eradication for the month of March. A total of
$913.21 was spent. The following inspectors were paid $100.00 in salary for March:
W.B. Clark, Joe Guidry, O.N. Richard, and Lucius Corbello. S.E. Carroll was paid
$30.00 in salary as an inspector, and Charles Ripley was paid $60.00 as an inspector.
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Aldis Guillory was paid $208.25 for lumber, labor and nails used in vat construction. L.
Bertrand was paid $16.50 for cleaning a vat, fixing the fence and hauling dipping
solution. L. Fontenot was paid $10.00 for cleaning and filling the Edna vat. Raymond
Hebert was paid $7.50 for cleaning and filling a vat. Richard Dehon was paid $12.00 for
repairs to a fence and cleaning a vat. Lemen Augustine was paid $24.00 for cleaning and
refilling vats. Archille Buller was paid $35.00 for building materials, cleaning and filling
a vat. Charles Ripley was paid $17.25 for labor, cleaning and filling vats. The Glandney
Print Shop was paid $5.94 for six dipping vat records. A. Baker was paid $15.00 for
cleaning and filling a vat. The Globe Warehouse was paid $45.00 for the unloading and
storage of Kill-Tik. Rocque Senez was paid $22.77 for freight and unloading Kill-Tik.
O.N. Richard was paid $4.00 for storage of Kill-Tik.
On April 21, 1920, The Rice Belt Journal reported that Jefferson Davis Parish had spent
$6,600 on tick eradication during the 1919 dipping season.
On May 22, 1920, The Rice Belt Journal published the police jury minutes containing the
expenditure for tick eradication work for the month of April. A total of $1,158.53 was
spent. The following monthly salaries were paid to inspectors: Joe Guidry, $100.00;
W.B. Clark, $100.00; S.E. Carroll, $90.00; O.N. Richard, $100.00; Charles Ripley,
$90.00; Lucius Corbello, $100.00. F.W. Nye was paid $3.00 for cleaning a vat. Arnold
Granger was paid $10.00 for filling a vat. W.M. Buchanan was paid $5.00 for cleaning
and refilling a vat. Aldis Guillory was paid $6.00 for cleaning a vat. Alcee Dugas was
paid $9.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Aristle Mallet was paid $10.00 for cleaning and
filling a vat. Clofia Hebert was paid $10.00 for cleaning and refilling a vat. Sidney Pitre
was paid $10.00 for repairing a vat. J.E. Earl was paid $14.00 for cleaning vats and
hauling water. Adam Matthews was paid $16.75 for cleaning the Levett vat. L.
Stienhoff was paid $5.00 for cleaning the Cosner vat. Charles Ripley was paid $10.00
cash to have a vat cleaned. Stanislas Gary was paid $10.00 for cleaning a vat. M. Busby
was paid $8.00 for cleaning and refilling a vat. Charles Ripley was paid $3.00 cash to
have the Monger vat filled. Robert Guzman was paid $7.50 for cleaning and refilling a
vat. Amos Burgeois was paid $14.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Isma Foreman, Jr.
was paid $8.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Lorence Johnson was paid $11.50 for
cleaning and filling a vat. Charles Ripley was paid $9.50 in cash to have vats filled.
Milo Spalding was paid $7.50 for cleaning and refilling a vat. H.L. Dow was paid $9.00
was cleaning and refilling a vat. Aristle Adroin was paid $27.00 was cleaning and
refilling vats. M. Harrington was paid $7.50 for cleaning and refilling a vat. Joe Dugas
was paid $10.50 for cleaning and refilling a vat. O.S. Sinderson was paid $10.00 for
cleaning and refilling a vat. J.D. McClellan was paid $12.00 was repairing, cleaning and
refilling a vat. David Marcantel was paid $3.00 for lumber and fixing a vat pen. Viles
Savon was paid $12.00 for cleaning and refilling a vat. Charles Ripley was paid $14.00
in cash for repairing filling a vat. Joe Sturdivant was paid $35.00 for cleaning, mending,
and refilling a vat. Alexander Gary was paid $15.00 for fixing a fence and cleaning and
refilling a vat. S.E. Carroll was paid $12.00 was cleaning and refilling a vat. Aldis
Guillory was paid $16.00 for cleaning, repairing and refilling a vat. Grant Jackson was
paid $43.00 for cleaning, mending and refilling vats. Homer Peloguin was paid $8.00 for
labor, filling a vat, and fixing a pen. C.L. Fruge was paid $3.00 for repairing the gates at
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the Wilcox vat. T.B. Monks was paid $58.25 for cleaning, repairing and refilling vats.
Richard Johnson was paid $3.50 for repairing a vat. Sarkis Karain was paid $2.08 for 26
pounds of nails to be used in vat construction. Henry Langley was paid $52.57 for
lumber and labor for vats. The St. Germain - Nohe Lumber Company was paid $2.09 for
lumber. The Morse Hardware Company was paid $20.40 for merchandise. The Rice
Mercantile Company was paid $1.30 for a rope and bucket. O.N. Richard was paid $4.00
for storing cattle dip for the month of April. Charles Ripley was paid $8.50 in cash for
hauling dip. E. Valdetero was paid $5.00 for hauling Cooper Dip. C.J. Montaign was
paid $2.34 for hauling Kill-Tik and freight. Placido Landry was paid $5.00 for hauling
Tick Dip.
On July 10, 1920, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes from the police jury with
the expenditures for tick eradication work in the month of June. The following inspectors
were paid their salaries: W.B. Clark, $100.00; S.E. Carroll, $90.00; Felix Bonin, $100.00;
O.N. Richard, $100.00; Lucius Corbello, $100.00; and Charles Ripley, $90.00. The
Eunice hardware Company was paid $10.95 for merchandise. H.L. Dow was paid $5.00
for labor on a vat. S. Manuel was paid $8.00 for working on vats. Devison Lopez was
paid $7.00 for working on vats. O.N. Richard was paid $4.00 for working on vats and
storing cattle dip. Everett Corbello was paid $3.50 for hauling cattle dip. S. Pitre was
paid $14.25 for labor and materials. Octave Corbello was paid $5.00 for lumber for a vat.
Archille Buller was paid $4.00 for building a gate at a vat. Charles Ripley was paid
$22.00 for labor on a vat. Ulise Fruge was paid $3.00 for filling a vat. J.A. Louviere was
paid $11.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Isma Foreman, Jr. was paid $3.00 for filling a
vat. L.A. Williams was paid $10.00 for cleaning and filling a vat. Robert Guzman was
paid $3.00 for filling a vat. Lorence Johnson was paid $3.00 for filling a vat. Aristle
Adroin was paid $111.00 for lumber and filling a vat. O.S. Sinderson was paid $3.00 for
filling a vat. M. Busby was paid $4.00 for filling a vat. Joe Dugas was paid $3.00 for
filling a vat. Milo Spalding was paid $4.00 for filling a vat. L. Guillory was paid $6.00
for filling a vat. B. Labauve was paid $11.00 for filling vats. W.M. Laverne was paid
$11.00 for filling vats. Grant Jackson was paid $14.00 for filling vats. R.F. Richard was
paid $18.00 for cleaning and filling vats. Dugas Guillory was paid $4.00 for filling a vat.
Aristle Landry and L. Guiilory were paid $4.00 each for their labor.
On February 19, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal published “Ordinance Number 162” which
contained the budget of expenditures adopted by the police jury for 1921. A total of
$8,000 had been budgeted for tick eradication in 1921.
On July 16, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the Jefferson Davis
Parish police jury which included the expenditures for tick eradication for the month of
June. Interestingly, the arsenic cattle dip solution is being referred to as “medicine” in
the minutes. A total of $689.37 was spent. The following inspectors were paid their
salaries: A.C. Hatfield, $100.00; O.N. Richard, $100.00; S.E. Carroll, $68.66; Charles
Ripley, $100.00; and Lucius Corbello, $100.00. Orphie Bourgeois was paid $11.00 for
working on the Bourgeois vat. Sam Hebert was paid $14.00 for working on the Gardiner
vat. Gabriel Garry was paid $9.00 for working on the Garry vat. Claud Miller was paid
$3.00 for working on the Miller vat. Martin Harrington was paid $3.00 for working on
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the Stegall vat. Joe Busby was paid $2.00 for working on the Topsy vat. Isma Foreman,
Jr. was paid $11.00 for working on the Foreman vat. H.L. Dow was paid $6.00 for
working on the Jones vat. Archilles Ardoin was paid $6.00 for working on the Ardoin
vat. O.S. Sinderson was paid $6.00 for working on the Pomercy vat. Octave Corbello
was paid $3.00 for working on the Corbello vat. P. Johnson was paid $24.00 for working
on the Christian vat. Tophile Lafargue was paid $8.00 for working on the Lafargue vat.
Joe Busby was paid $4.00 for working on a vat. $3.00 was paid for the work done on the
Tupper vat. Oscar Breaux was paid $3.00 for working on the Wilcox vat. Archille
Buller was paid $2.00 for working on the Buller vat. D.H. Marcantel was paid $4.00 for
working on a vat. Dave Bottorff was paid $2.00 for working on a vat. W.C. Compton
was paid $3.50 for working on the Fenton vat. Archiel Miller was paid $4.00 for
working on a vat. J.H. Marcantel was paid $4.25 for working on a vat. Felix Romero
was paid $38.00 for working on the Landry vat and providing materials. Albert Boucher
was paid $2.00 for working on the Todd vat. J.B. Fontenot was paid $4.00 for working
on the Fontenot vat. Oscar Aguillard was paid $14.00 for working on the Southwestern
vat. A.C. Moore was paid $8.00 for working on the Moore vat. The Victoria Land &
Canal Company was paid $4.20 for lumber. The St. Germain – Nohe Lumber Company
was paid $8.08 for lumber for vats. L.M. Marcantel was paid $1.60 for lumber for vats.
Amos Bourgeois was paid $4.00 for hauling medicine. O.N. Richard was paid $4.00 to
rent a house to store the medicine for vats.
On September 10, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
which included the expenditures for tick eradication work for the month of August. A
total of $625.37 was spent. The following inspectors were paid their salaries: Lucius
Corbello, $100.00; O.N. Richard, $10.00; A.C. Hatfield, $100.00; S.E. Carroll, $96.67;
and Charley Ripley, $90.00. Tophile Lafargue was paid $3.00 for working on a vat.
D.H. Marcantel was paid $4.00 for working on a vat. Jasper Bourgeois was paid $5.00
for hauling medicine. P. Johnson was paid $21.00 for working on a vat. Archille Buller
was paid $11.00 for working on a vat. The Hayes Lumber Company was paid $3.20 for
lumber. H.L. Dow was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Harvey Bourgeois was paid
$5.00 for working on a vat. Asenor Hardey was paid $6.00 for working on a vat. Gabe
Garry was paid $8.00 for working on a vat. Isma Foreman was paid $4.50 for working
on a vat. O.S. Sinderson was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Archille Ardoin was paid
$3.00 for working on a vat. Milo Spalding was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Octave
Corbello was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Oscar Aguillard was paid $12.00 for
working on a vat. Mark Fuselier was paid $4.50 for material and labor. Oscar Miler was
paid $28.00 for lumber for vat construction. J.M. Langley was paid $8.00 for cleaning
and filling a vat.
On October 15, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
which included the expenditures for tick eradication for the month of September. A total
of $560.75 was spent. The following inspectors were paid their salaries: A.C. Hatfield
was paid $100.00; O.N. Richard was paid $100.00; S.E. Carroll was paid $100.00; and
Lucius Corbello was paid $100.00. George McHannah was paid $5.00 for cleaning and
refilling a vat. D.C. Bottorff was paid $5.00 for refilling the Kelly vat. Archille Buller
was paid $4.00 for refilling the T.S. Langley vat. Tophile Lafargue was paid $4.00 for
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refilling the Lafargue vat. Maylon Doucet was paid $5.00 for filling and repairing a vat.
D.H. Marcantel was paid $6.00 for working on a vat. M. Busby was paid $9.00 for
filling two vats. Oscar Breaux was paid $8.00 for working on a vat. O.S. Sinderson was
paid $3.00 for filling a vat. Milo Spalding was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. David
Foreman was paid $2.50 for working on a vat. H.L. Dow was paid $3.00 for working on
a vat. Isma Foreman was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Azane hardy was paid $8.00
for working on a vat. Archille Ardoin was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Gabe Gary
was paid $8.00 for working on a vat. Octave Corbello was paid $3.00 for working on a
vat. Frank Buller was paid $10.00 for working on a vat. Joe Busby was paid $15.00 for
working on a vat. O.S. Sinderson was paid $3.00 for working on a vat. The Eunice
Hardware Company was paid $0.60 for a bucket and a rope, and $11.65 for a rope and
chain. A. Johnson was paid $6.00 for hauling medicine. Jasper Bourgeois was paid
$10.00 for hauling medicine. O.C. Tupper was paid $10.00 for working on a vat and
hauling medicine. Amos Bourgeois was paid $10.00 for hauling medicine.
On November 19, 1921, The Rice Belt Journal published the minutes of the police jury
which included the expenditures for tick eradication for the month of October. A total of
$448.33 was spent. The following inspectors were paid their salaries: S.E. Carroll,
$100.00; O.N. Richard, $100.00; Lucius Corbello, $100.00; and A.C. Hatfield, $83.33.
Albert Fuselier was paid $2.00 for working on a vat. O.C. Tupper was paid $2.00 for
working on a vat. Frank Buller was paid $4.00 for working on a vat. Mark Fuselier was
paid $3.00 for working on a vat. Octave Bertrand was paid $4.00 for working on a vat.
Theophile Lafargue was paid $4.00 for refilling a vat. Ray Boling was paid $2.00 for
refilling a vat. D.C. Bottorff was paid $2.00 for refilling a vat. Archille Buller was paid
$4.00 for refilling a vat. A. Langley was paid $10.00 for 800 feet of lumber. Alcie was
paid $18.00 for working on a vat. Layonce Manuel was paid $10.00 for working on a
vat.
West Feliciana Parish, Louisiana – 1914 to 1916
On October 31, 1914, The True Democrat, published in St Francisville, reported that Mr.
Henry D. Covington had been shot and killed at a dipping vat ten miles east of Clinton.
Mr. Covington had argued with his assailant several weeks earlier over dipping cattle,
and when he had returned to the vat, the dispute continued. The argument grew into to a
fist fight, and escalated as a pocket knife and a stick of wood were used in the fight.
Three shots from a pistol ended the fight. The assailant, G.W. Hodges, who was badly
beaten about the face, surrendered to Sheriff Hubbs later in the evening and was jailed.
On February 20, 1915, The True Democrat published an ordinance posted by the West
Feliciana Parish police jury. A Mr. T.J. Ard had won the bid for the construction of not
more than 20 cattle dipping vats to be built in the parish for the sum of $157.50 each. It
was also posted that a “vat committee” composed of I. Cutrer, W.H. Richardson, and C.
Weydert had recommended that the board accept Ard’s bid for the vats. Mr. Charles
Weydert was also empowered to accept donations of lands on which to construct the
dipping vats. The board decided to locate the vats at the following locations:
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Ward 1 - railroad depot
Ward 2 - 1 vat at Feltus Ard
Ward 3 - 1 vat at Baines Pond
1 vat at Wakefield
Ward 4 - 1 vat at Laurel Hill
1 vat at Brown’s Store
Ward 5 - 1 vat at Rogillioville
1 vat at Wayside Post Office
1 vat at Howard Wright’s
1 vat at Minor Town
Ward 7 - 1 vat at Plettenberg Railroad
1 vat at Rabb field
1 vat at beech tree
Ward 8 - 1 vat at upper end N.H. Barrow’s
1 vat at Big B.S. Creek, between Dawson’s and Sleepy Hollow
Ward 9 - 1 vat at Five-mile Pond
1 vat between Cutrer and Lester
Ward 10 - 1 vat near Jako, Big B.S. Creek
Several owners of vats had offered the use of their dipping vats to the public in their
respective neighborhoods:
Ward 2 - J.W. McQueen
Ward 3 - Messrs. Murphy
Parker Stock Farm
Ward 8 - F.S. Percy
Ward 9 - F.O. Hamilton
Ward 10 - F.S. Percy
On March 27, 1915, The True Democrat reported that Dr. Shaw and Dr. Gregory of the
Bureau of Animal Industry had been in West Feliciana Parish to observe the progress in
the construction of public cattle dipping vats. The two BAI men would return on April
1st to prepare the dipping solutions for the vats. The federal and state departments would
jointly furnish three men to supervise the cattle dipping. This number was thought to be
enough as West Feliciana was a small parish and there were only 32 public dipping vats.
There were also a number of private vats. The government inspectors would cooperate
with their owners to ensure eradication of the cattle ticks.
On April 10, 1915, The True Democrat published the minutes from the April 8th meeting
of the St. Francisville Board of Health. It had been brought to the attention of the board
of health that the West Feliciana Parish police jury had passed a resolution on April 7th to
place a cattle dipping vat in the yard of the jail. The board of health resolved to urge the
president of the police jury to remove the vat to another section as it was the unanimous
opinion of the board of health that the vat would “work injury to the health and will
promote disease.”
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It was also reported in the April 10th edition of The True Democrat that Dr. Gregory of
the Bureau of Animal Industry had been officially placed in charge of the tick eradication
work in the parish. He was presently at W.H. Richardson’s but expected to establish his
office in town soon. Dipping was to begin at the Baines’ vat that day, a Saturday,
followed on Monday at the John M. Parker vat. Other dates for dipping would be
published in the newspaper when the scheduling was completed. Wade Noland and
Ellason Barrow had received appointments as vat inspectors representing the State of
Louisiana, and Mortimer Taylor, West Feliciana Parish.
On May 1, 1915, The True Democrat reported that the tick eradication work in West
Feliciana Parish would be conducted under the supervision of Dr. Roy A. Gregory of the
BAI. Dr. Gregory had 40 dipping vats, including those built by the parish, those built by
private individuals and donated to the parish, and the privately owned vats. Mortimer H.
Taylor was to supervise the dipping at the following vats, beginning on the following
dates: Wakefield, April 24; Douglas Hamilton, April 15; Laurel Hill, V.M. Jackson, J.B.
McGehee, Brown’s Store, Minor Town, Howard Spillman, April 20; L.P. Wright,
Wayside, Munson, date to be published later. R. Ellason Barrow was to supervise the
dipping at the following vats: Jacko, Highland, April 15; Plettenburg, Cobb Field, Beech
Tree, Merwin, F.S. Perry, April 17; N.H. Barrow, Sleepy Hollow, Burckhalter, M.R.
Jackson, B.I. Barrow, April 26; Dr. Jonathan Brandon, Wilhelm Burckhalter, date to be
published later. A. Wade Noland was to supervise the dipping at the following vats:
Baines, April 9; Parker, April 12; St. Francisville, Mrs. S.H. Barrow, April 12; Cheston
Folkes, Riddle McQueen, April 26; S.C. Cobb, April 21; Fred Hamilton, April 19; Lee
Lester, April 17; Monroe Daniel, Posey, Ed and Jim Murphy, dates to be published later.
By July, the tick eradication work in West Feliciana Parish was progressing to the point
where The True Democrat published a letter from Dr. Gregory on July 17, 1915
announcing that the parish was “going out of the tick business.” The work in East
Feliciana Parish was progressing with equal success, and it was expected that both
parishes would be tick-free and released from the federal quarantine at the same time.
There were 45 dipping vats in operation in West Feliciana Parish, and five more vats
were to be constructed in the near future.
On October 15, 1915, The True Democrat published an article from The Woodville
Republican. Dr. Gregory had recently visited Woodville, Mississippi and reported to the
people of Woodville on the projected costs for tick eradication in West Feliciana Parish
for the 1916 dipping season. Another $3,500 was needed for the construction of the
required dipping vats, but if systematic dipping was conducted throughout the parish next
season, it was probable that West Feliciana Parish would be entirely free of the cattle tick
at the end of the 1916 season. The total cost to the parish would be $4,500.
On May 6, 1916, The True Democrat published a letter from J.N. Jargo, the veterinarian
inspector, reporting that so far during the 1916 cattle dipping season, there had been
13,578 head of cattle dipped in the parish. The majority of stock owners were anxious to
see the cattle tick eradicated from West Feliciana Parish. All stock was to be dipped, and
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Inspector Jargo reminded stock owners to bring even their baby calves over three days
old. If they did not want the baby calves dipped, they could wash them at the dripping
pens with the solution.
On August 12, 1916, The True Democrat reported that in the month of July 1916, there
were 1,995 herds containing 33,390 head of cattle dipped in East Feliciana Parish. A
total of 321 herds containing 12,447 head of cattle were found to be tick infested. There
were 70 cattle dipping vats in operation. In West Feliciana Parish, there were 1,327 herds
containing 17,797 head of cattle dipped. Of this number, 120 herds containing 5,719
head of cattle were found to be tick infested. There were 51 dipping vats in West
Feliciana Parish.
On October 14, 1916, The True Democrat reported that in the month of September 1916,
there were 2,446 herds containing 38,640 head of cattle dipped in East Feliciana Parish.
A total of 510 herds, containing 2,011 head of cattle were found to be tick infested.
There were 71 cattle dipping vats in operation during September in East Feliciana Parish.
In West Feliciana Parish, there were 1,370 herds, containing 18,857 head of cattle dipped.
Of this number, 115 herds containing 398 head of cattle were found to be tick infested.
There were 53 dipping vats in West Feliciana Parish.
Tick Fever in Mississippi – 1902
In July 1902, Dr. J.C. Robert, of the Mississippi Agricultural Experiment Station, wrote
Bulletin No. 73 which was entitled “Tick Fever or Murrain in Southern Cattle
(Commonly Termed Texas Fever).” In 1902, Mississippi had invested nine million
dollars in cattle, and tick fever, was responsible for the deaths of more cattle than all the
other diseases combined. Dr. Robert came to the conclusion that in order to combat tick
fever, there were only two choices. The first choice was to completely exterminate cattle
ticks from the State of Mississippi. This was not considered a practical idea at the time,
so the second choice was that a few ticks must be constantly kept on cattle to build up
their immunity to the disease. Based on the work of Dr. H.A. Morgan in Louisiana and
Dr. Dinwiddie of the Arkansas Experiment Station, a great deal of knowledge had been
gained on the life cycle of the cattle tick. The eggs of the tick would not hatch when
exposed to direct sunlight. As a result, ticks were rarely found in cleared pastures, but
more readily found in wooded areas. The eggs would not hatch in cold weather, but
could survive freezing conditions and then hatch upon being warmed. It was also known
that will cluster of seed ticks could float, individual seed ticks eventually drowned, and
adult female ticks drowned quickly. This explained why pastures that frequently flooded
were generally tick-free. Dr. Morgan also found that ticks could survive for three months
without food (Robert 1902:3-6).
Dr. Robert noted that half of the townships in the northern counties that bordered
Tennessee were tick-free. In Panola, LaFayette, Pontotoc, Union, Lee and Prentiss
counties it was also common to find tick-free districts. The temperature in these northern
counties during the winter was cold enough to kill the ticks (Robert 1902:7). Dr. Robert
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reported case histories of cattle with Texas fever in Adams County in the vicinity of
Natchez; at Meridian, Mississippi; in Holmes County; at Yazoo City, Mississippi; at
Starkville, Mississippi; at Batesville in Panola County; in Oktibbeha County; at
Greenville, Mississippi; and in Lowndes County (Robert 1902:13-19).
Tick Eradication in Mississippi – 1908 to 1934
The tick eradication program in Mississippi began with the creation of the State Live
Stock Sanitary Board in 1908. The Board consisted of seven members, five ex-officio
and two appointed. The Commissioner of Agriculture and Commerce was the chairman
of the board; the professor of animal husbandry at the A. & M. College was the secretary;
the Governor, Attorney-General, and the professor of veterinarian science at the A. & M.
College, who was State veterinarian, were members. The board was given absolute
power to regulate live stock matters, including the right to establish quarantine lines, to
prevent the introduction and spread of contagious and infectious diseases among live
stock, and to appoint inspectors and officers for the enforcement of the regulations (Butts
1919:255-256).
By April 1, 1911, Mississippi had cleaned up the ticks in three counties and four-fifths of
two other counties, out of the original 78 infested counties in 1908. There were 17
counties working on tick eradication with the cooperation of the Bureau of Animal
Industry (USDA 1912b:256).
The State Live Stock Sanitary Board was given an initial appropriation of $2,500 in 1908,
and received the same funding in 1909. The Mississippi legislature appropriated $40,000
for the Live Stock Sanitary Board for 1910 and 1911, and in addition, authorized boards
of supervisors in the various counties to appropriate money out of county funds to be
used in tick eradication and infectious and contagious diseases in live stock. In 1912 and
1913, the State legislation appropriated $35,000. There was concern that hog cholera
might become prevalent, and the Governor had the authority to borrow another $10,000 if
that should happen. The State legislation also passed laws in 1914 and 1916 relating to
tick eradication (Butts 1919:256).
When Archibald Smith of the State Agricultural College of Mississippi reported on the
progress of tick eradication in Mississippi before the Committee on Agriculture at the
House of Representatives in December of 1912, he stated that Mississippi had received
more federal money than the other quarantined states. Eight counties had already been
declared tick-free. During the 1911 and 1912, the counties had spent over $150,000 for
building dipping vats, and another $50,000 for inspectors. In 1912, Mississippi had
employed men in 20 counties for tick eradication. They needed funding for another 30
counties (USDA 1913a:45-46).
On May 22, 1913, The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) reported on the
revised quarantine regulations. President Finley of the Southern Railroad Company was
quoted on the progress made thus far. He used Mississippi’s efforts from 1912 as an
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example for all the other states to follow. According to President Finley, by the end of
1912, there were 2,181 dipping vats across the State of Mississippi. In one of the
counties, 185 vats had been constructed and were in use.
In January 1914, Lauderdale County held an election to vote on tick eradication and
county-wide dipping. This was after three years of meetings with representatives from
the Bureau of Animal Industry. The vote carried by a several hundred majority. In less
than 60 days, 125 dipping vats were constructed. All cattle in the county were dipped
every 14 days (Texas Department of Agriculture 1916:45). The USDA’s Weekly News
Letter to Crop Correspondents reported on October 14, 1914 Lauderdale County,
Mississippi was released from Federal quarantine. Lauderdale County had begun tick
eradication in April, and with the cooperation of local and Federal authorities had
completed the work in five months.
On June 20, 1914, The True Democrat, published in St. Francisville, Louisiana, published
an article from the Woodville Republican reporting that while Wilkinson County had not
yet decided on fully adopting the tick eradication movement, dipping vats had been built
across the county. In the last two months, ten dipping vats had been built in Wilkinson
County and more were expected to be constructed.
The Cleburne News (Cleburne County, Alabama) published a letter from A.H. Pettibone,
of the U.S. Department of Agriculture in Nashville, Tennessee, in its May 7, 1914
edition. According to Mr. Pettibone, during the month of July 1913, a total of 482,940
head of cattle had been dipped in Mississippi. By the end of July, Mississippi had cleared
ticks from 32 counties and were preparing to have another 12 counties cleared.
According to an article that appeared in The Marion Standard (Perry County, Alabama)
on August 14, 1914, Jones County held a special election and voted for tick eradication.
Although there was strong sentiment against tick eradication, it passed the electorate by a
majority of 230 votes. As soon as the results of the election were announced, 16
government cattle dipping vats were dynamited by the opposition. It appeared that the
dynamiters had concealed themselves near the vats, and when the results were announced
at midnight, they headed straight for the vats. Sheriff Hill and his deputies had been
searching for suspects, but no arrests had been made. At the time of the dynamiting,
cattle dipping vats had been destroyed frequently in Jones County, and several cases were
pending in Federal court.
Smith County had been released from Federal quarantine in 1914, but according to an
article that appeared in Our Mountain Home (Talladega County, Alabama) on March 3,
1915, Smith County was placed back under the Federal quarantine when the stockowners
failed to cooperate with the authorities to keep the county tick-free. On September 15,
1915, Clark County and the remaining portions of Lafayette, Bolivar and Claiborne
counties were released from Federal quarantine according to an article appearing in the
September 29, 1915 edition of The Moulton Advertiser (Lawrence County, Alabama).
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The Moulton Advertiser (Lawrence County, Alabama) reported on the success in other
states on May 26, 1915. Mr. J.C. White, the president of the Rankin and Lincoln County
Livestock Association in Brandon, Mississippi, had reported on December 1, 1912 that
the tick eradication work in Rankin County had begun with the construction of the first
cattle dipping vat on November 10, 1911 near Brandon. The building of vats continued
through the winter, and the cattle dipping commenced on May 1, 1912. Although several
vats were not completed, the dipping proceeded and continued through October 1912. At
that time, the Federal government lifted the quarantine on Rankin County.
In 1916, the State of Mississippi passed a state-wide dipping law to eradicate Texas fever
from the State and lift the Federal quarantine on their cattle. The bill required farmers to
dip their cattle every two weeks. It was not popular with the public as the arsenic bath
was thought to be dangerous to the cattle and the dipping a nuisance to the stockowners.
The bill was met with determined opposition that sometimes turned violent, especially in
South Mississippi. Although the bill was not sponsored by Governor Bilbo, he did sign
it. When Bilbo ran for reelection in 1920, his opponent, Judge Paul B. Johnson of
Hattiesburg, used the cattle dipping bill against him. When Bilbo lost the campaign, he
was quoted as saying, “I was crucified on a cross of ticks” (Morgan 1985:38-39).
The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama) reported on
Mississippi’s “Statewide Fight on Ticks” on March 16, 1916. Not satisfied with the local
option of fighting the cattle tick county-by-county, the Mississippi House of
Representatives passed a bill providing for compulsory dipping by a large margin.
According to The Meridian Dispatch, Mississippi had been paying her fair share of the
$50 million lost each year to the cattle tick. The 63 to 26 vote showed that there was
good support for dipping. The bill, which had been violently opposed in some portions
of the state, still needed to pass the Senate and get the Governor’s signature.
On April 27, 1916, the Bogalusa Enterprise, published in Bogalusa, Louisiana, published
an article from the Port Gibson Reveille that congratulated the Mississippi State
Legislature on passing the state-wide cattle dipping bill. Under this law, Mississippi
should soon be free of the cattle tick. Compulsory dipping had aroused bitterness in
every county until the opponents of the bill realized the danger of the blood-sucking
disease carrying pest. An overwhelming number of cattle owners who were now free of
ticks were rejoicing at the benefits derived from dipping their cattle.
On September 26, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that Mississippi was not waiting for January 1, 1917 when their compulsory
dipping law would take effect. During the month of August, there had been 705,524
supervised dippings conducted, and an additional 35 vats constructed bringing the total
number of vats in operation up to 1,091. The August dippings were an increase of 15,000
over the dippings carried out in July.
On January 9 and 10, 1917, the Mississippi State Veterinarian Medical Association met
at Clarksdale, and Dr. H. Chadwick spoke on the progress of tick eradication in
Mississippi and what it meant to veterinarians. The State of Mississippi expected to be
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freed of the cattle tick by January 1918 (American Veterinarian Medical Association
1917:778). The tick eradication program in Mississippi had begun nine years earlier in
1908. During 1916, twelve counties were released from federal quarantine, making a
total of 51 counties released since the beginning of the program. Dr. Chadwick
recommended that for best results, cattle needed to be dipped every 14 days. Based on
the available records, through the end of 1916, there had been 491,251 herds and
4,832,240 cattle dipped. There had been 257 county and 14 state inspectors engaged in
the tick eradication program, with an outlay of $13,146 by the State of Mississippi and
another $121,254 by the various counties engaged in the work. During 1916, a total of
7,652 square miles had been released from Federal quarantine. There had been 3,577
vats in operation during the past year. A great deal of progress had been made in those
counties previously released. Those counties continued to dip cattle to complete the
eradication of the cattle tick. The work had been done at a minimum cost of 46 cents per
head, or $11.59 per square mile released. The dipping season for the remaining counties
was expected to begin on March 1, 1917. More than 1,000 vats were constructed in the
counties that would be dipping in the 1917 season (American Veterinarian medical
Association 1917:763-764).
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that the people of Mississippi were making tick eradication “a state instead of a
county matter.” Systematic dipping of cattle was to be conducted in the 30 counties
under federal quarantine across the State. In this area, there were approximately 450,000
cattle and 2,700 cattle dipping vats in operation. Additional dipping was to be conducted
in some of the counties that had been freed from the Federal quarantine, but still had
herds under local quarantine. The work in Mississippi was to drive a wedge of tick-free
area down to the Gulf of Mexico, cutting the army of ticks in half.
On October 12, 1917, the Mississippi Legislature approved “Chapter 38” in a special
session. The act made counties liable for damages to owners of stock animals that were
killed or permanently injured in the process of dipping for the eradication of cattle ticks
since the passage of the state-wide dipping law that went into effect on March 1, 1916.
The act only applied in cases where the dipping was done under the supervision of the
board of supervisors or the live stock sanitary board. On October 1, 1916, Mr. Francis
Shaw of Hancock County took his one cow to be dipped. The cow was very close to
bringing a calf. Four days later, the cow died. In the case Hancock County v. Shaw, it
was documented that while the cow was in the dipping vat, additional solution was
added. Some of the arsenical solution was poured directly on the nose of the cow. The
cow soon after became sick, and died four days later (West Publishing Company
1919:648-649).
In the case Horton v. Lincoln County, Mr. A.N. Horton complained that he had taken his
cow to the dipping vat in Lincoln County in April 1917, and when the cow was dipped,
she got some of the solution mixture in her mouth and swallowed. The cow died a few
days later. Horton claimed the death of his cow was due to the negligence and
carelessness of the supervisor of the dipping vat. He demanded judgment in the sum of
$55, the cost of the cow, and all costs of the lawsuit. The judgment of the justice court
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was for Mr. Horton, but when the circuit court heard the case, the judge concluded that
negligence was not proven by Mr. Horton. The Mississippi Supreme Court affirmed the
circuit court’s decision February 18, 1918 (West Publishing Company 1918:796-797).
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on October 10, 1917 that the State of
Mississippi had dipped 187,330 herds and 1,373,952 cattle in 6,583 vats across the State.
According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of November 21, 1917, another 13,660
square miles in Mississippi was to be released from Federal quarantine. Calhoun,
Choctaw, Covington, Franklin, George, Greene, Hancock, Harrison, Itawamba, Jackson,
Jefferson Davis, Kemper, Lamar, Lawrence, Lincoln, Marion, Montgomery, Pearl River,
Perry, Pontotoc, Prentiss, Simpson, Smith, Stone, Tishomingo, Wayne, Webster, and the
remainder of Jones counties were to be declared tick-free on December 1, 1917. With
these 28 counties being released, the entire State of Mississippi was released from the
restrictions. The Governor of Mississippi was to receive congratulations at the State
House from the United States Department of Agriculture for the State’s cooperation in
“dipping out the tick and driving a wedge of free territory through to the Gulf” of
Mexico.
On March 5, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that of the 80,000 herds of
cattle inspected in the State, only 872 herds were under local quarantine. It was expected
to have completely eliminated the cattle tick across Mississippi in the very near future. In
the areas where the Federal quarantine had been lifted and the cattle tick had been
eliminated, the cattle industry was quickly developing.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 5,153 dipping vats in operation across Mississippi. The
State of Mississippi had been released from federal quarantine in 1917, but in the final
cleaning up of the cattle tick they had dipped 3,438,486 head of cattle at a total cost of
$276,753 in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Sanitary
Association 1920:17).
On June 28, 1920, the Supreme Court of Mississippi reversed a decision of the lower
court that had ruled in favor of Mr. J.B.T. Pickering of Covington County. Mr. Pickering
had sued Covington County under “Chapter 38” when his mare died. He had brought his
mare to a vat that had been near his residence. When he protested to the dipping of the
horse on the grounds that she had an 18-day old colt, the supervisor of the vat, Mr.
Duckworth allowed the mare to be bathed with the arsenical solution by Mr. Pickering.
The mare soon took a chill or ague and died the next day. In the case of Covington
County v. Pickering, it was found that rubbing the bath solution on an animal was more
dangerous that dipping. Since it was Mr. Pickering that washed the animal, and he had
protested the dipping, the Court found that he had not established liability on the part of
the county (West Publishing Company 1920a:114-115).
On July 1, 1920, The Era-Leader, published in Franklinton, Louisiana, published an
article from magnolia, Mississippi reporting that tick fever was killing cattle when
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dipping is delayed. H.H. Rushing, the federal inspector, had inspected a sick cow three
miles east of Fernwood and found the animal to have all the symptoms of tick fever.
Recently, 13 head of cattle had died of the disease in that neighborhood. The local
dipping vat was had been out of commission, and the people of the community had not
dipped their cattle last year.
Although the Federal restrictions had been lifted, Mississippi failed to completely
eradicate the cattle tick. On August 21, 1920, The Woodville Republican in Wilkinson
County, published regulations from the 1916 law pertaining to tick eradication. The
regulations gave the State Live Stock Sanitary Board authority to dip and animals found
to be infested with cattle ticks. Anyone with cattle infested with ticks or exposed to ticks
was required to dip those animals every two weeks as long as the ticks remained on the
cattle or the premises remained quarantined. No one was to allow their cattle to run at
large, or to transport them into an area under quarantine. The regulations were being
published as a warning and a reminder in order that everyone would understand them and
prevent the spread of ticks.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on November 10, 1920 that Mississippi
Governor Lee M. Russell had appealed to all federal, state and county employees
working in tick eradication to give their “full performance of duty.” USDA officials had
said that “if the governors of every State in which tick eradication is being conducted
would take personal interest in the work and so express themselves by letter or through
the press it would be a very great assistance to the department in its cooperation with the
States, and would no doubt greatly facilitate the completion of that important
undertaking.”
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. They reported that at the close of the 1920 dipping
season, Mississippi expected to have the tick eradicated from all of the 83 counties in the
State with the exception of 30 counties which were open range. However, there was but
a very small amount of tick infestation in the open range counties with the exception of
six counties where considerable dynamiting of the cattle dipping vats had interfered with
the tick eradication work (United States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:136).
The December 23, 1922 edition of The Woodville Republican had an announcement by a
Mr. Newman, who had recently taken charge of the tick eradication program in
Wilkinson County, Mississippi. Mr. Newman felt that great progress had been made in
the county, and he was hopeful that in the upcoming spring and summer dipping season,
Wilkinson County would be declared tick-free. He urged cattle owners to give their full
cooperation to accomplish the desired results.
Many owners of small herds, especially in free-range areas, opposed cattle dipping.
Having to round up cattle for dipping was considered a nuisance, and many stockmen
claimed that dipping cattle caused injury as the cattle were plunged through the dipping
vats. In the summer of 1923, the opposition to cattle dipping turned violent in Amite
County, Mississippi. Time Magazine reported on July 30, 1923 that during the past few
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weeks, 48 cattle dipping vats had been blown up in Amite County. In response, the
Bureau of Animal Industry had sent armed guards and eventually machine guns to protect
the vats. One cattleman was killed as he was about to dynamite one of the vats.
In August of 1923, P.P. Garner was running for re-election to the office of State
Commissioner of Agriculture and Commerce. The Woodville Republican carried a fullpage article of Garner’s accomplishments during his past term on August 4, 1923.
Garner stated that the most important, as well as the most difficult, work of the [State
Live Stock Sanitary] Board during his term in office had been the eradication of the cattle
tick. Mississippi had made good progress early in the program until they reached the
open range counties of South Mississippi. During the last two or three years, practically
no progress had been made towards the complete eradication of the cattle tick. At the
beginning of 1923, twenty-one counties in Southeast Mississippi had been put back under
Federal quarantine.
In the 1927 USDA Yearbook, Dr. R.A. Ramsey, chief of the tick eradication division of
the Bureau of Animal Industry, reported that the State of Mississippi was an “outstanding
example” of what could be done in regards to improving dairy and beef herds once the
cattle tick is eradicated. A few years earlier, Mississippi had been below the Federal
quarantine line for ticks, and the dairy industry was practical unknown in the State. The
tick-free portion of Mississippi was presently supporting 22 creameries, two milk
condensing plants, two cheese factories, and about 60 ice-cream factories. During 1926,
the creameries and milk condensing plant purchased from the farmers a total of
36,393,413 pounds of milk at an average price of $2.40 a hundred for milk that tested at
four percent butterfat. What had been accomplished in Mississippi could also be done in
many other sections of the South.
In December 1927, a meeting was held in Laurel, Mississippi, attended by representatives
of 23 southern Mississippi counties, including business men, farmers, and county and
state officials to discuss the eradication of the cattle tick. According to an article that
appeared in the December 10, 1927 edition of The Woodville Republican, five resolutions
were adopted at the meeting. The first resolution called for amendments to the existing
state-wide stock law that would require all state and county police officers to enforce the
stock law and that adequate penalties be provided for the neglect of these duties. The
second resolution was to ensure that boards of supervisors, state live stock sanitary
boards, the State Legislature, the governor, and Federal authorities supported the tick
eradication program with enough appropriations to complete the eradication within one
year. The third resolution called for the creation of a committee consisting of one
member from each of the 23 infested counties in South Mississippi. Each member would
hold meetings at schools and lead open discussions on the need to eradicate the cattle
tick. The fourth resolution requested that the State legislature give the stock law
amendment and tick eradication first consideration at the beginning of the 1928 session,
so that the tick eradication work could begin in the early spring of 1928. It was
recognized that the cost of tick eradication would appear large, but when compared to the
tremendous amount the State was losing each year to the cattle tick, the cost would
appear very small. The fifth resolution called for enforcement of the state-wide stock law
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as a prerequisite to the complete eradication of the tick and the improvement of the live
stock industry in South Mississippi.
On March 10, 1928, The Woodville Republican reported that the legislators from North
Mississippi had shown a “spirit of broadmindness” when they voted on March 5th to
appropriate $550,000 to eradicate the cattle tick in South Mississippi. The bill had passed
the House almost unanimously. Appropriations for tick eradication had created “quite a
little fight” in the Senate. A bill was offered to make Mr. Holton, who was the
Commissioner of Agriculture, the administrative officer of the State Live Stock Sanitary
Board, which would put him in charge of the tick campaign. Friends of Governor Bilbo
in the Senate tried to change the bill to make Governor Bilbo chairman of the Board, thus
giving him authority to appoint several hundred range riders, inspectors, and other
employees to enforce the tick law and spend the money. The Senate refused to make the
Governor the chairman of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board. Governor Bilbo notified
the members of the Senate that if he was not given control, he would veto the
appropriation. There was also a rider attached to the bill stating that if the stock law was
tampered with and made inapplicable to any county, then the tick appropriation would
not be available.
A week later, The Woodville Republican reported that Governor Bilbo had vetoed the
appropriation bill for tick eradication. According to the March 17th article, the governor
vetoed the bill because the attached rider was in violation of Section 69 of the State
Constitution. The rider stated that if any legislation was passed giving counties the
option to come out from under the state-wide stock law, the appropriation would lapse.
According to Section 69 of the Mississippi State Constitution, appropriation bills shall
only address one subject (Winkle 1993:55). Evidently, the rider addressing the stock law
was considered a separate subject from tick eradication. According to the March 17th
article, Governor Bilbo also stated that a large part of South Mississippi did not want Dr.
Rafnel, the state veterinarian, to handle the work.
In February 1929, The Woodville Republican reported that the tick eradication work in
Mississippi was making “splendid progress” and that the infestation had been “reduced to
near zero.” The end of a long, hard job was nearing. In the February 9th article, Mr. J.C.
Holton, Commissioner of Agriculture and Chairman of the State Livestock Sanitary
Board, stated that the dipping season in 1928 had been delayed due to the Federal
authorities not providing trained inspectors to supervise the work. As a result, systematic
dipping had not been conducted over the entire infested area. However, Amite, Clarke,
Jasper, Jeff Davis, Lawrence, Marion, Pike, Simpson, Walthall and Smith counties had
been dipped systematically, and in the 1929 season, only a minimum of dipping would be
required. With the proper cooperation between Federal, State and local authorities, the
systematic dipping in the remaining counties was expected to be completed in 1929.
During 1928, according to Dr. Hartwell Robbins, inspector in charge, 28,338 herds of
cattle, including 149,035 animals, were dipped or inspected in ten counties. Of this
number, 9,313 herds, including 49,542 animals were actually found infested with the
cattle tick. In December of 1928, inspection of 32,412 herds, including 153,091 cattle,
only three herds, including nine cattle, were found to be infested in the same ten counties.
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Based on the success of the tick eradication program in 1928, Mr. Holton was optimistic
that they could “go a long way towards sweeping Mississippi clear of ticks during 1929.”
On October 18, 1930, The Woodville Republican reported on the recent proceedings of
the Wilkinson County Board of Supervisors. The county clerk had been ordered to buy
100 gallons of Cooper cattle dip. The budget for Fiscal Year 1930 for tick eradication
was $3,000.
The Woodville Republican reported on September 22, 1934 that the Federal Emergency
Relief Administration (FERA) had agreed to assist Mississippi in their fight with cattle
pests in 14 South Mississippi counties at a meeting between Federal entomologists and
State FERA leaders in Jackson. Federal Relief Administrator Harry L. Hopkins
sanctioned the purchase of the chemicals needed for screw worm and cattle tick
eradication with Federal funds at the request of the members of the boards of supervisors,
livestock owners, and others in the infested area. Mr. D.C. Parman, a Texas entomologist
with headquarters at Hattiesburg, was placed in charge of the work and would be assisted
by county agents and others.
On November 17, 1934, The Woodville Republican reported on a new outbreak of ticky
cattle in South Mississippi. Dr. Hartwell Robbins, the USDA inspector in charge of tick
eradication, reported that outbreaks of cattle ticks had occurred in Wilkinson and Jackson
counties, and there was some infestation in Harrison, Marion and Walthall counties. For
the first time in many months, more infested cattle had been found in open herds rather
than in the herds under quarantine for systematic dipping.
North Carolina Tick Eradication – 1902 to 1920
The Federal and State laws passed to eradicate the cattle tick were improvements on the
North Carolina legislation of 1795 restricting the driving of cattle from the oak to the
long leaf pine sections of the State. This legislation was continued as a statute until being
revised in 1905. The disease was called murrain or distemper, and although the malignity
was known in the early 19th century, it was nearly a century before the cause was
determined and efforts made for a cure and eradication. In 1899, the quarantine line was
along the crest of the Blue Ridge Mountains. When the Federal government established
the quarantine line, it was further east with the northern end being located at the Roanoke
River in Warren County, and the southern end being located along the Pee Dee River in
Anson. Cattle movement was restricted to a few months each year (cold winter months)
and inspections and regulations placed for the quarantine territory. In the western
counties, where stock laws had been in place for several years, those counties were soon
tick-free (North Carolina Historical Commission 1918:89).
By 1902, the cattle tick was the greatest obstacle to the cattle industry of North Carolina.
It was thought that more cattle died in North Carolina from Texas fever than all the other
diseases combined. In the area below the quarantine line, only about one-fourth of the
farms were actually infested with the fever-producing tick. This meant that cattle from
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the tick-free farms were just as susceptible to the disease as cattle from New York or
Minnesota. Cattle were regularly being herded from tick-free to tick-infested farms.
The disease known by many names, and in many cases, the cattle owners did not suspect
the true nature of the disease, thinking a new disease had killed their cattle. Often the
dead cattle were hauled away and buried before the ticks became large enough to be seen.
The disease would develop in susceptible cattle within ten days while the ticks would not
be large enough to be readily noticed for two to three weeks.
In 1902 there were only a few ways to bring cattle from the western portion of the State
into the portion below the quarantine line east of the Blue Ridge. Cattle could be brought
into the eastern portion of the State with relatively safety during January and February. If
shipped during the summer, the cattle should not be unloaded from the rail cars and taken
to the regular pens. The cattle needed to be taken from the depot in a wagon, or be
thoroughly greased over the legs and under parts of the body. When lead home, the cattle
should be taken in the center of the road where it would not come in contact with the
grasses or weeds on the side of the road. The cattle needed to be thoroughly greased
again upon reaching the farm. A second method to bring a cow to an infested farm was
to have suitable quarters constructed prior to the arrival. The cow was to be brought to
the farm from the depot as described above. The suitable quarters were to be built in a
field cultivated the year before and where no ticky cattle have been. A double fence,
separated by at least six feet, was to be built about the shed. This method was mostly
used for bringing breeding bulls to a farm. A special breeding pen was constructed just
outside the outer fence. Any cows brought to the breeding pen were to be thoroughly
checked for ticks and greased before entering the breeding pen. A third method was to
have the cattle inoculated with the blood of an infected Southern animal. The State
Department of Agriculture would inoculate all animals free of charge, but the owners had
to make the arrangements with the State Veterinarian to ship the cattle to Raleigh during
December and January, and also pay for their feed and care during the procedure.
If stock owners decided not to clean their farms of cattle ticks, it was best to import cattle
less than three months old. According to the 1902 Bulletin, calves are born immune to
Texas fever, but lose their natural immunity by the time they are grown. If the young
cattle were to get a few ticks on them during their first summer in the South, they would
gradually acquire an artificial immunity.
The best method of dealing with the problem was to exterminate the cattle tick.
Understanding the life cycle of the tick, it was possible to starve them by rotating
pastures and keeping cattle and horses out of pastures for one year until the ticks were
dead. If it was not practical to entirely change pastures, reducing the number of cattle
and dividing the pasture would have the same effect and starve the ticks. It was also
possible to exterminate the ticks within one year by careful treatment of the cattle.
Mixing one part sulfur into three parts of the salt fed to cattle would kill the ticks.
Covering the legs and under side of the cattle with a mixture of kerosene and cheap
grease also killed the ticks and prevented other ticks from getting on the cattle. Any tick
removed from the cattle needed to be burned to prevent the females from laying their
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eggs. If these methods were put into effect before September 1st, the ticks would be
exterminated by the next spring (North Carolina Department of Agriculture 1902:48-51).
By 1902, it was recognized that the extermination of the cattle tick was of vital
importance to the cattle industry. The State Board of Agriculture, cooperating with the
Federal authorities, chose Surry, Wilkes, Caldwell, Burke and McDowell counties to
begin the process of clearing cattle ticks. What had been previously theoretical had been
proven to be a practical certainty over the last three years. Caldwell and the northern half
of Burke counties had been cleared of ticks and would be added to the exempted area for
1903. The cattle tick was so close to being exterminated in Wilkes County that the
Federal government had designated North Wilkesboro as the shipping point for cattle in
the exempted area. This had brought a boom to the cattle industry in Ashe and Alleghany
counties, which previously had been forced to drive their cattle to railroad stations in
Virginia. Once the feasibility of cattle tick eradication was proven, the work had
progressed sufficiently to where it was predicted that one or more counties could be
cleared each year. Wilkes County cattle had brought $35,000 in sales 1899 according to
the United States Census Report. With the restrictions placed on the cattle due to the
tick, Wilkes County farmers were losing not less than $7,000 each year. Less than have
this amount of money was needed to eradicate all of the cattle ticks in Wilkes County.
Similar figures could be applied to any county where stock laws were enforced. In the
free-range counties, tick eradication was expected to be practically impossible (State of
North Carolina Commissioner of Agriculture 1903:43-44).
By 1905, the cattle tick was considered as an exterminable pest and the eradication work
was progressing nicely. There had been only 16 of the western-most counties considered
tick-free in 1902, and in four of these counties, Henderson, Transylvania, Macon and
Cherokee, ticks were still numerous. In 1905, a total of 22 entire counties and parts of
two others were considered tick-free, and tick infection had been found in only one
county west of the Blue Ridge. Caldwell and the northern half of Burke County were
released from quarantine in 1903. The Federal inspector had promised to recommend the
addition of Wilkes, Catawba, Lincoln, Gaston, the south half of Burke and part of Surry
counties to the exempted area by the end of 1905 (North Carolina Commissioner of
Agriculture 1905:64-65).
By 1906, the work in North Carolina was being done through cooperation between the
State Board of Agriculture and the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI). Meetings to
discuss tick eradication had been held, and infested cattle herds had been located and
quarantined. Farm-to-farm inspections were conducted in three counties, and the
inspections of quarantined farms had been made in another six counties. Inspections had
been made in three counties on 8,885 cattle, of which 1,632 were found to be infected. It
had been agreed that the work in 1907 would be conducted in ten counties in the northern
part of the State, and three counties in the southern part of the State (USDA 1907b:1819).
In December 1906, Dr. Cooper Curtice, inspector from the Bureau of Animal Industry,
attended the conference on cattle tick eradication in Nashville, Tennessee at the request
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of the North Carolina State Department of Agriculture. Dr. Curtice reported that a Dr.
Butler was doing excellent work in North Carolina, and it seemed to be a good plan to
have the government inspectors overlooking the work already begun. Five counties,
Polk, Mecklenburg, Cabarrus, Davidson, and Forsyth, were expected to be released from
federal quarantine, as well as parts of McDowell and Rowan counties. Dr. Butler had
established a system where a county was not released from quarantine until such time as
he was convinced that no more than 12 herds would be infected in that county the
following year. He had been working for several years in Yadkin, Rutherford, Cleveland,
and McDowell counties, and was planning to begin work the following year in Anson,
Union counties, and Stanly County, east of the Catawba River (USDA 1907b:53-54).
According to the 1909 Biennial Report of the Commissioner of Agriculture, the tick
eradication work conducted over the past two years had shown cattle tick extermination
to be not only feasible in all of the stock law sections of the state, but the small cost at
which the work was conducted was proving that it was “easy, practical, and profitable.”
The U.S. Department of Agriculture had put a large force of men to work, cooperating
with the State Department of Agriculture. The Federal government during the past two
years had spent four to five times as much in expenditures on tick eradication as the State
on this work. Between 1907 and 1909, the counties of Stokes, Rockingham, Caswell,
Person, Granville, Vance, Warren, Durham, Orange, Alamance, Guilford, Union and
Anson were released from quarantine (North Carolina Commissioner of Agriculture
1909:29).
The cooperative work between the U.S. Department of Agriculture and the State
Department of Agriculture continued in 1909 and 1910 with the Federal government
spending “several times” the amount of money appropriated by the State. By the end of
1910, the counties of Franklin, Wake, Randolph, Chatham, Montgomery and Stanley
were released from quarantine (North Carolina Commissioner of Agriculture 1910:40).
On May 26, 1910, The Tazewell Republican, published in Tazewell, Virginia, reported
that a recent court case in the Western District of North Carolina at Ashville had fined
Mr. W.W. Anderson $100 and costs imposed by the court after he had pleaded guilty of
violating the laws and regulations of the cattle tick quarantine. Mr. Anderson had driven
cattle from Fannin County, Georgia through Polk County, Tennessee, both counties under
the quarantine, into Cherokee County, North Carolina. Cherokee County was outside the
quarantined area.
Between 1900 and 1906, the State of North Carolina had disinfected 12 counties of cattle
ticks. By April 1, 1911, North Carolina had completed tick eradication work in 30 out of
72 counties that were infected in 1906. Eight of the remaining 42 counties were
conducted tick eradication work in cooperation with the Bureau of Animal Industry
(USDA 1912b:256).
By the end of 1912, the quarantine line had been moved to the eastern boundary of
Halifax, Nash, Wilson, Wake, Lee, and Richmond counties, and the southern boundary of
Randolph County. One fifth of all the area cleared across the southern United States at
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this time had been cleared in North Carolina through the cooperative work between the
U.S. Department of Agriculture and the State Department of Agriculture (North Carolina
Commissioner of Agriculture 1912:13).
North Carolina’s Department of Agriculture reported at the end of 1916 that Sampson,
Johnston and Bladen counties had been freed of the cattle tick and ready to be released
from the quarantine. This was significant news as these counties had been until recently
free-range counties. The tick eradication work had also been extended into Duplin,
Pender, and North Hampton counties, which had also been under free-range conditions.
Tick eradication was progressing somewhat slower in these counties, as the Federal and
State officials had to assist farmers in taking their cattle off the open range. With the
cooperation of the farmers, it was expected that the cattle ticks would be exterminated in
Northampton, Pender, and Duplin counties during the next season. A cut in
appropriations in June 1916 had forced a reduction in the work force, but arrangements
had been made to keep the inspectors working. The inspectors would bear their own
expenses and be reimbursed at a later time. The work in the free-range counties was
more expensive and time consuming as nearly every farm in these counties were tick
infested. By the end of 1916, there were still 21 counties in North Carolina where the
tick eradication work had yet to be initiated (North Carolina Commissioner of
Agriculture 1916:45-46).
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that North Carolina had 25 counties under quarantine. Eight counties were
anticipating to be released from the Federal quarantine after an active season of
systematic dipping. In the other counties, cattle dipping vats were to be constructed in
preparation of systematic dipping in the 1918 season.
According to the North Carolina Blue Book, a listing of all of the State expenditures for
Fiscal Year 1917, they had spent $2,648.47 in salaries for 17 inspectors in tick
eradication work. The inspectors were W.M. Joyner, C. DeLoatch, W.L. Stephenson,
J.W. Whitehead, W.M. Cooper, I.L. Hines, T.R. Quinn, Oscar Harrelson, B.F. Gray,
Louis Lucas, David Roberson, T.L. Piver, J.T. Reid, W.F. Meadows, C.W. Carter, Jr.,
S.S. Sawyer, C.C. Hones, J.R. Lupton, and M.G. Swinson.
The State of North Carolina had also paid attorney fees to W.H.S. Burgwyn, and A.D.
Ward for tick eradication work; and to D.E. Henderson for prosecutions in tick
eradication work. They had also paid J.A. Harman $65 for tracking with bloodhounds
parties suspected of dynamiting cattle dipping vats (Wilson 1918:47-49).
By the end of 1918, tick eradication work had been initiated in all of the infected counties
and it was expected that “considerable territory” would be ready for release from the
quarantine in the spring of 1919. In August 1917, rainy weather had made the herding
and dipping of cattle very difficult, and as a result, farmer’s crops were being neglected.
In order to allow farmers to tend to their crops, the dipping regulations were suspended
until April of 1918. At that time, farmers asked for the suspension to be extended. There
was also some lawlessness, with dipping vats dynamited and officials in charge of the
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dipping being intimidated. The State Department of Agriculture found no just cause to
extend the suspension, and the work proceeded. With good weather, the tick eradication
work proceeded as well as could be expected and a great deal of work was accomplished.
The Department hired the Honorable A.D. Ward as an attorney, and the lawlessness soon
disappeared. The tick eradication work was supervised by Dr. E.P. Yager of the U.S.
Veterinary Department, in cooperation with the State Veterinarian. The Federal
government had appropriated $40,000 for tick eradication work and the infected counties
another $18,700. It was expected that most of the infected territory would be cleaned in
1919, and the work completed by 1920 (North Carolina Commissioner of Agriculture
1918a:29-30).
According to “The Bulletin of the North Carolina Department of Agriculture” dated
December 1918, cattle tick eradication began in the western portion of North Carolina in
1906, when practically the entire state was considered tick infested. The work had been
conducted in cooperation of the Bureau of Animal Industry. Dr. E.P. Yager had been the
Inspector in Charge up until December 1, 1918, when he was replaced over the protests
of the State Veterinarian. Each year since 1906, the quarantine line was pushed eastward.
On December 1, 1916, additional territory was released leaving the following 25 counties
under quarantine: Northampton, Hertford, Gates, Chowan, Perquimans, Pasquotank,
Bertie, Currituck, Camden, Martin, Washington, Tyrrell, Dare, Pitt, Beaufort, Hyde,
Craven, Pamlico, Duplin, Jones, Carteret, Onslow, Pender, Columbus and Brunswick.
On December 1, 1918, the following seven counties were released from federal
quarantine: Columbus, Brunswick, Pender, Duplin, Northampton, Pitt and Craven. This
left a total of 18 counties in quarantine as compared to 55 counties in 1906.
The plan for 1919 was to clean up ten more counties and to prepare the rest for clean up
in 1920. A survey conducted in those counties had shown that they were anxious for the
tick eradication work to move rapidly. The counties had appropriated $18,720 for the
work.
At this point, the work was down on the coastal plain. The geographic location combined
with the free range conditions was making this portion of North Carolina very difficult to
free of ticks. The cost of tick eradication had sharply increased during the years of the
First World War, with the price of labor and chemicals being higher. The work presently
was costing three times what it did prior to the war (North Carolina Department of
Agriculture 1918b).
On March 5, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that since December 1,
1918, three of the 19 quarantined counties in North Carolina had agreed to cooperate for
tick eradication, and more of those counties were expected to follow. A State-wide tick
eradication bill had received a favorable report from a joint committee from both
legislative houses.
The Weekly News Letter reported on March 12, 1919 that in accordance with a order
signed by the Secretary of Agriculture, Craven County, North Carolina was to be placed
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back under Federal quarantine. The county had been released on December 1, 1918, but
the county and State authorities had failed to provide the cooperation necessary to clean
up the small amount of territory within the county that was still infested. The placing of
Craven County back under the Federal quarantine once again restricted the movement of
cattle from the county.
On May 14, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that in North Carolina the
tick eradication work was being reorganized. There was encouraging news that the final
cleaning up of the State would be completed soon. On July 2, 1919, the Weekly News
Letter reported that North Carolina was preparing for a “big drive” in the 1920 dipping
season. In those counties were there were still areas of tick infestation, vat construction
was underway. Beaufort County had agreed to immediately build 20 dipping vats, which
was about half the number that was needed before the systematic work could begin. Vat
construction had also begun in Pitt and Bertie counties.
On July 30, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that Columbus County was
to be placed back under quarantine on August 1, 1919. The movement of cattle would be
once again restricted under the regulations of the United States Department of
Agriculture. Columbus County had been released from Federal quarantine on December
1, 1918, but had failed to provide the cooperation needed to clean up the small areas of
local infestation that remained in the county when the quarantine was lifted. Because of
the failure to completely eradicate the cattle ticks in these small areas, the ticks had
multiplied and were now a menace to other counties.
According to a North Carolina State University School of Agriculture and Life Sciences
article entitled “The Cattle Tick Goes,” tick eradication in North Carolina had moved
steadily to the east and south through 1915, and then stalled. In 1915, Cumberland,
Greene, Lenoir, Harnett, Wayne, Bladen, Johnston, and Sampson were declared free of
ticks and released from the federal quarantine. Work was held to a standstill through
1916, with no counties being released. In 1917, Duplin, Pender and Northampton
counties were released from quarantine.
Much of the difficulty once the eradication work reached the coastal plain was that the
cattle there were free ranging. Moral and financial support was lacking from the county
commissioners, and the local farmers were opposed to the eradication program because it
required they take their cattle to the dipping vats and then keep them enclosed in fences.
Alvin M. Fountain, who had grown up in Onslow County, recalled that following the
First World War, opposition to cattle dipping turned violent in Eastern North Carolina.
“Violence was hung over the head of any property owner who would allow one of these
damnable installations [dipping vats] to be placed in his field or forest.” Dynamite blasts
could be heard in the middle of the night, and became a “peculiar and recognizable
sound” as the concrete vats were destroyed.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 583 dipping vats in operation in North Carolina, and
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39,326 head of cattle were dipped. No territory in the State was ready to be released
from federal quarantine on December 1st, and there remained 7,691 square miles or 21
percent of the state under quarantine. During 1919, a total of $65,318 was expended for
tick eradication in federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Association
1920:17).
North Carolina failed to pass a state-wide eradication law in 1919 and 1921. The State
passed a law in 1923 which relieved the counties of a large portion of the financial
burden of tick eradication, which in some part soothed the feelings of many of those that
had been opposed to the program. Tick eradication progressed from this point on, and in
December of 1925, North Carolina was released from federal quarantine
(http://harvest.cals.ncsu.edu/applications/calshistory/chapter9.html#tick 6/24/2009).
By the end of 1920, there were 22 counties under quarantine in North Carolina. During
1920, tick eradication work had been conducted in 12 counties previously released from
the quarantine, but still having tick infestation to some degree. On December 1, 1920,
Pasquotank County was to be released from the quarantine. During 1919, a total of 245
dipping vats had been constructed. Another 98 vats were constructed in 1920. In the last
six months of the year, it was impossible to secure cement for vat construction. There
were at this time a total of 806 cattle dipping vats in the quarantine counties, ranging
from three vats to 97 vats in each county. In 1920, a total of 40 dipping vats were
dynamited, with 19 of this number rebuilt. A dipping vat was dynamited in Pitt County,
making it impossible to dip the cattle. On the next scheduled dip day, the cattle were
sprayed. At this time, two Federal inspectors were shot, with several large pellets hitting
each, though not seriously injuring them. The subsequent spraying was done under guard
of the sheriff, and no further trouble was reported. Between November 1, 1919 and
November 1, 1920, there were 40,943 herds consisting of 168,602 head of cattle dipped
for ticks. During 1919, only 15,514 herds consisting of 54,203 head of cattle were
dipped (North Carolina Department of Agriculture 1920:59).
During 1920, systematic dipping was undertaken in seven North Carolina Counties.
However, two of the counties suspended dipping, and work was partially suspended in
several other counties. Under the state law, North Carolina had full authority to
quarantine a county for cattle ticks, but no authority to compel dipping. The board of
county commissioners could suspend the tick eradication work at any time, regardless of
promised of appropriations. Suspending the work in mid dipping season effectively
wasted all of the previous efforts of the season. The tick eradication work had become
very political. The state-wide tick eradication law had been proposed at the 1919 session
of the General Assembly. It followed similar laws being passed in the other southern
states. It did not pass and when it was proposed again in August 1920, it was killed for
“political expediency.” While more cattle had been dipping in 1920 than in the last three
years, without the backing of a state-wide dipping law, the dipping could not be
completed and counties could not be released from the quarantine (North Carolina
Department of Agriculture 1920:60).
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On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. They reported that at the end of the 1920 dipping
season, there were 22 counties under state and federal quarantine in North Carolina.
Systematic tick eradication work was being conducted in six counties, and final work in
11 counties. On December 1, 1920, Pasquotank County was released from federal
quarantine. There were cattle dipping vats construction in all of the quarantined counties,
but a state-wide tick eradication law was urgently needed. The State Veterinarian
believed the law would be passed in the 1921 session of the General Assembly (United
States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:136-138).
North Carolina Proposed State-Wide Tick Eradication Law – 1920
According to the 1920 Biennial Report of the North Carolina Department of Agriculture,
every state in the Texas Tick Quarantine area had enacted state-wide tick eradication
laws except in North Carolina and Florida by 1920. North Carolina had begun its fight
against the cattle tick in 1794, with a law that prohibited anyone from driving cattle from
the sandy soils of the longleaf pine portion of the State, into or through any of the
highland portion of the state during the period of April 1st and November 1st. It seemed
ironic to the State Veterinarian Division that although North Carolina had a 100 year lead
in this process, “it was to be regretted that some of our citizens seem desirous that the
State shall be the last to complete the work.” At the time of the proposal of the Act, there
were still 22 counties under state or federal quarantine.
The State Veterinarian Division proposed a state-wide tick eradication law which would
be taken up in all counties that were partially or completely infested with the cattle tick.
The work was to be supervised by the State Veterinarian, acting under the authority of the
Commissioner of Agriculture. Beginning in 1921 (if the law had passed), the county
commissioners were to provide for the construction of the required number of dipping
vats as determined by the State Veterinarian or his authorized representative. The County
Commissioners were responsible for the replacement of any destroyed vats, and to
provide the proper chemicals and other materials necessary in the systematic work of
eradicating the cattle tick.
The County Commissioners were to pay the salaries of the necessary number of local
county inspectors, subject to the approval of the State Veterinarian, and commissioned by
the by the Commissioner of Agriculture as a quarantine inspectors. The State
Veterinarian was to employ one State Inspector in each county who was to be
commissioned by the Commissioner of Agriculture as a quarantine inspector. His salary
was to come from funds appropriated by the State Board of Agriculture for tick
eradication.
Any person owning or being in charge of any cattle, horses, or mules in any county where
tick eradication was being conducted was to have those animals dipped regularly every
14 days in a vat properly charged with an arsenical solution as recommended by the U.S.
Bureau of Animal Industry. The dipping was to take place under the supervision of an
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inspector at such place and time as designated. The dipping period was to be continued
as long as required by the rules and regulations of the State Board of Agriculture, which
was to be sufficient in number and length of time to completely destroy and eradicate all
cattle ticks.
When cattle, horses or mules were found to be tick infested and their owners were not
found, legal notice was to be posted in three public places in the county, one of which
was to be the county court house. Owners had 30 days to come forward and have their
animals dipped. Failure to dip the animal regularly every 14 days in a proper vat under
proper supervision would result in the animal being quarantined, dipped, and cared for at
the owner’s expense. A lien would be placed upon the animal, and if the owner refused
to pay for the expenses of dipping and caring for their animal, after three days notice, the
animal would be sold off by the sheriff after a 20-day advertisement.
It was the duty of sheriff of any county in which the tick eradication work was being
conducted to render all quarantine inspectors any assistance needed in the enforcement of
this Act and the Regulations of the North Carolina Department of Agriculture. Any
sheriff failing to render this assistance when required was to be guilty of a misdemeanor
and be punishable at the discretion of the Court.
The Commissioner of Agriculture, with the consent of the State Board of Agriculture,
would have full power to promulgate and enforce such rules or regulations needed to
eradicate the tick. Any person who violated the provisions of the Act would be guilty of
a misdemeanor, as were any officers or inspectors. Any person who willfully damaged or
destroyed a vat built for tick eradication would be guilty of a felony and, upon
conviction, could be imprisoned for not less than two years or more than ten in a State
prison (North Carolina Department of Agriculture 1920:18-21).
State of North Carolina vs. Oscar C. Hodges – December 1920
In December of 1920, the Supreme Court of North Carolina heard an appeal from the
lower court. Mr. Oscar C. Hodges had been indicted for violating the rules and
regulations adopted by the State Board of Agriculture to prevent the spread of Texas Tick
Fever. According to the complaint, Mr. Hodges, of the Washington Township in
Beaufort County, unlawfully and willfully refused for five days after notice to dip his
cattle. While the jury found that the charges were true, the court was of the opinion that
Mr. Hodges was not guilty. When the State appealed the case to the Supreme Court, they
reviewed the state law to answer the question of whether or not the State General
Assembly, which had passed the state-wide tick eradication law, could delegate the
power to make the rules and regulations to the State Board of Agriculture. In their
argument, the State pointed out that “the eradication of the cattle tick is a matter of
national importance.” Many states had been rendered absolutely free. When the Federal
quarantine line had been established in 1906, only the westernmost counties were tickfree. The gradual action of the State and Federal government had pushed the quarantine
line eastward until only 21 counties in North Carolina remained in the infested district as
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of December 1, 1920. The State felt that the rules and regulations created by the Board
of Agriculture were reasonable and well within the intent of the statute. The Supreme
Court of North Carolina agreed, and reversed the decision of the lower court (Strong
1920:751-758).

North Carolina Tick Eradication - 1921 to 1925
By the end of 1922, there were 19 counties under quarantine. On December 10, 1921,
Chowan County and the remainder of Pitt County were released from quarantine. During
1921, a total of 44,313 herds of cattle consisting of 168,649 head of cattle were dipped or
otherwise disinfected. During 1922, a total of 37,339 herds of cattle consisting of
179,044 head of cattle were dipped or otherwise disinfected (dipping was primarily done
in the coastal plain counties where free-ranging had been the tradition). Reinfestation
had occurred in Nash, Edgecombe, Lenoir, Wayne, Pender, Bladen, Sampson, Duplin,
Robeson and Cumberland counties when ticky cattle were allowed to enter these
counties. The efforts were concentrated during this period on cleaning up these counties
and preventing further infestation. When Randolph, Guilford and Alamance counties
were reinfested by ticky cattle, it took 15 months to clean these three counties. The three
counties were finally cleared of ticks in September 1922. The tick-free counties was
considered in better shape than it had been in for the past several years, but reinfestation
was always a possibility as long as there were ticky cattle in the state.
During 1922, no work was initiated in the ticky counties along the coast. Under the
North Carolina State laws, County Commissioners could adopt and then suspend cattle
dipping as they pleased. Several counties had begun dipping, only to have the County
Commissioners discontinue the work resulting in the funds being spent and nothing
accomplished. A state-wide law was needed. “If the tick was permanently confined to
the quarantined area, then it would, perhaps, be well for us to wait for time and other
influences to correct the condition; but, unfortunately, this pest cannot be entirely
restricted, and we may expect at any time to find that it has spread to other sections of the
State.” To further complicate the situation, the States of Virginia and Tennessee had
recently adopted regulations prohibiting the movement of cattle from the quarantined
areas into those states. This effectively cut off all but the local markets to the North
Carolina cattlemen on the coast (North Carolina Department of Agriculture 1923:25-27).
On March 3, 1923, the North Carolina State Legislature passed a tick eradication law.
The law divided the 19 counties still under quarantine into three zones. The work in
Zone 1 began in 1923, and although the work began somewhat late in the season, with
vigorous efforts, the counties of Gates, Hertford, Bertie, Camden and Perquimans, and
the portion of Beaufort County lying north of Pamlico River and the banks of Dare
County from Oregon Inlet to the Currituck County line were released from quarantine.
Only a few small infested areas remained to be worked on in 1924. The work in
Currituck County was not finished during 1923 due to the County Commissioners not
completing construction of the dipping vats until very late in the season. Dipping was
continued in 1924, and on August 1, 1924, Currituck County was released from
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quarantine. There was still, however, concern that ticky cattle from Princess Anne
County, Virginia could reinfect Currituck County, so inspections were still necessary.
On January 1, 1924, work began in Zone 2 which consisted of Martin, Washington,
Tyrell, Hyde, Dare and the portion of Beaufort County lying south of the Pamlico River.
It was expected that these counties would be released from the Federal quarantine on
December 1, 1924. Within Zone 2 there remained premises that were still infested with
cattle ticks:
Martin County
Washington County
Tyrell County
Dare County
Hyde County
Beaufort County
(S of Pamlico River)

three premises
one premise
28 premises
two premises
seven premises
three premises

three herds
no cattle
28 herds
38 herds
70 herds
three herds

53 cattle
124 cattle
130 cattle
156 cattle
52 cattle

It was also expected that by the end of the season there would still be 26 premises or
herds that would remain under quarantine outside of Zones 2 and 3.
The State Department of Agriculture had met with all of the county commissioners in the
counties in Zone 3. Plans had been made to begin systematic tick eradication in 1925,
and all of the counties were constructing the necessary number of vats. Zone 3 contained
4,466 square miles, and approximately 450 dipping vats would be required. Zone 1
contained 3,384 square miles, and 388 dipping vats were required. Zone 2 contained
2,441 square miles and required 236 dipping vats. During 1923, a total of 112,300 herds
containing 388,624 head of cattle had been dipped. Additionally, 625 herds containing
1,473 ponies were dipped. During the first ten months of 1924, a total of 78,709 herds
containing 259,868 cattle, and 4,350 herds containing 8,219 ponies were dipped.
Another problem identified in the free-range coastal counties was the presence of wild or
semi-wild cattle that roamed in large community pastures or in the swamps. The number
of wild or semi-wild cattle in Zones 1 and 2 were estimated as follows:
Zone 1
Camden
Currituck
Perquimans
Gates
Hertford
Bertie

Zone 2
300
100
75
25
15
25

Martin
Washington
Tyrell
Dare
Hyde
Beafort

25
15
150
200
400
100

The wild cattle were either captured or killed in all of the counties except Tyrell and
Hyde, and it was estimated that the wild cattle in those two counties would be captured or
killed by January 1, 1925. It had been necessary to hunt the wild cattle with dogs similar
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to hunting deer in the swamps. Some of the cattle had been ranging over an area fifteen
by thirty miles in size. The wild cattle had made tick eradication in these counties the
most difficult work of any conducted in any state. There had been little to no interests in
these cattle by their owners, as they were of little value, but the State had succeeded in
placing the responsibility of these cattle on their owners. In an extra session of the
Legislature in August 1924, a bill had been introduced to amend the Tick Eradication
Law to where the law would not apply to wild cattle. The bill was finally defeated, and
there was satisfactory cooperation from the counties (North Carolina Department of
Agriculture 1924:32-34).
North Carolina’s Battle with Cattle Ticks Ends – December 1925
On November 30, 1925, The Landmark from Statesville, North Carolina reported that
North Carolina, after fighting the cattle tick for 25 years, was now entirely free of cattle
ticks with the U.S. Department of Agriculture releasing the last seven counties from the
Federal quarantine. The order, which would take effect on December 10, 1925, released
Brunswick, Carteret, Columbus, Craven, Jones, Onslow and Pamlico counties. North
Carolina would be one of six states of the original 15 quarantined states to be released
from quarantine. According to Dr. William Moore, veterinarian of the State Department
of Agriculture, although tick eradication work had begun in 1906, it was only in 1922
that the State adopted the slogan “No Ticks in ’26.” North Carolina was divided into
three sections, and each year one section has been cleaned up of ticks. There had been
much opposition to tick eradication in the State General Assembly and elsewhere
regarding stock laws and free ranging cattle. From the beginning of the program in 1906,
disinfecting the cattle and vacating pastures to starve the tick was practiced. This worked
well through the piedmont portion of the State and the western portion of the coastal
plain, but was found not effective in the coastal counties. The difficulties in the eastern
portion of the State were due to large areas not under cultivation, mild winters, lots of
moisture, which was conducive to tick propagation, and a lack of interest in tick
eradication and building up the cattle industry.
Beginning in 1907, several North Carolina counties were released from the Federal
quarantine almost every year.
1907 - Cabarrus, Forsyth, Mecklenburg, Polk and Rowan counties.
1908 - Davidson, McDowell, Alamance, Caswell, Cleveland, Durham, Granville,
Guilford, Orange, Person, Rockingham, Rutherford, Stokes, Vance, and Yadkin counties.
1909 - Union, Anson, and Warren counties.
1911 - Chatham, Franklin, Montgomery, Randolph, Stanly, Halifax, Wake, Lee, Nash
and Richmond counties.
1912 – Wilson County.
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1913 - Edgecombe County.
1914 - Moore, Hoke, Scotland, Robeson, and New Hanover counties.
1915 - Cumberland, Greene, Lenoir, Harnett, Wayne, Bladen, Johnston, and Sampson
counties.
1917 - Duplin, Pender, and Northampton counties.
1921 - Chowan and Pitt counties.
1922 - Pasquotank County.
1923 - Camden, Gates, Hertford, Bertie, and Perquimans counties.
1924 - Currituck, Martin, Washington, Tyrrell, Dare, Beaufort, and Hyde counties.
1925 - Craven, Pamlico, Jones, Carteret, Onslow, Brunswick, and Columbus counties.
According to Dr. Moore, from 1917 to 1923, the tick eradication progress was very slow,
and it became apparent that the present methods and laws were not effective to finish the
work in the remaining 19 counties. The State Department of Agriculture spent large
sums of money to prevent the cattle tick from spreading to previously cleared portions of
the State. In 1923, the General Assembly enacted a statewide tick eradication law which
enabled the Department of Agriculture to complete the work in 1923, 1924 and 1925.

Tick Eradication in Oklahoma - 1898 to 1928
By 1860, raising cattle was the primary industry in the Indian Territory. Texas fever was
a well known and persistent foe that had destroyed the cattle herds, and was considered
the greatest menace to the cattle industry long after Oklahoma became a state. R.J.
Kleberg constructed the first dipping vats in Nueces County, Texas in 1888, and used a
two percent solution of chloro-naphthalene. The first dipping vats constructed in the
Indian Territory were built on the Pomeray ranch near Pawnee and at Wewoka in the
Seminole Nation. On October 22, 1898, a vat was constructed at Noble on the southern
border of the territory by the Oklahoma College Experiment Station to dip cattle entering
from Texas. The vat contained five feet of oil and water, with the oil covering the top 42
inches, thought to be sufficient to kill the ticks. The vat was used to dip thousands of
head of cattle. Strict quarantine laws were passed for both the Oklahoma Territory and
the Indian Nations, and financial aid was provided by the federal government to dip all
livestock in the quarantine areas (Clark 1952:429-430).
On October 19, 1898, The Guthrie Daily Leader published a notice from the Live Stock
Sanitary Commission of the Territory of Oklahoma that on October 22nd they would be
dipping cattle at their vats near Noble. After the cattle have been dipped, they would be
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allowed to be shipped anywhere in the Territory of Oklahoma. The cost of dipping
would be the actual cost of the oil and labor, which was estimated to be 30 to 35 cents per
head.
On October 27, 1898, The Indian Chieftan, published in Vinita (Craig County), reported
that L.W. Marks was contemplating the construction of a cattle dipping vat at his place in
Woodley. A large number of cattle were being fed there during the fall, and whereas it
was located in “the midst of a corn raising neighborhood” it was expected to be a good
feeding area from year to year.
On July 13, 1904, The Guthrie Daily Leader reported that Secretary Tom Morris of the
Oklahoma Live Stock Commission had been notified that the state agricultural
department had granted a concession to Robert Elliott of Raiston, in Pawnee County, to
construct a cattle dipping vat. Cattle were to be dipped in Beaumont oil before being
shipped to northern markets. The vat was the first of its kind to be constructed north of
the Texas boundary line. The vat was to be completed at once to handle the southern
cattle feeding in the Osage Nation and Indian Territory.
The Guthrie Daily Leader reported on March 31, 1905 that southern cattle were
beginning to be shipped into the Osage Nation. The Department of Interior was still
insisting that the Oklahoma quarantine law was not operative in the Osage Nation as it
interfered with the rights of the Indians to lease their land for the greatest amount of
money. Therefore, only supervisors employed by the government would supervise the
cattle movements in and out of the Osage Nation. During the week, Mr. R.R. Russell of
Menardville, Texas and Mr. A.E. Erkle of Bradley, Texas were making arrangements to
have 35,000 head of Texas steers pastured in the northern and western part of the
reservation. It was hoped to have the cattle unloaded at Nelagony, a small town in the
Osage Nation near the railroads. If arrangements were made, a dipping vat would be
established there.
On June 15, 1906, The Daily Ardmoreite, “the oldest daily newspaper in Indian
Territory” published in Ardmore, Oklahoma, reported a cattle dipping vat had been
constructed in Stillwater by a local association of stockmen, and was open for use. The
completion of the dipping vat marked “the beginning of Oklahoma’s battle against
diseased meat.”
In December 1906, Mr. Thomas Morris, the secretary of the live-stock sanitary
commission, attended the conference on cattle tick eradication in Nashville, Tennessee.
In 1905, the Bureau of Animal Industry had established the regulations that allowed for
movement of cattle from most of the counties where investigations had been conducted.
Previously, there had been no movement of cattle out of infested counties in the
Oklahoma Territory. Approximately 1,500 pastures in Oklahoma had been quarantined
(USDA 1907b:54-55). Seventeen Bureau of Animal Industry employees had inspected
10,589 herds, containing 114,832 head of cattle, and it was expected that by the end of
Fiscal Year 1907, Payne, Logan, Oklahoma, Cleveland, and Canadian counties would be
released from federal quarantine (USDA 1907b:16).
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In addition to livestock, when American Bison herds were reintroduced to the Wichata
Mountains National Forest and Game Preserve, now managed by U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service, the buffalo were treated for Texas fever. The return of buffalo to the Wichita
Mountains began with a proclamation setting aside 60,080 acres by President Theodore
Roosevelt’s administration in June 1905. Buffalo raised in the Bronx Zoo were shipped
to Oklahoma in October 1907. The Biological Survey inoculated the buffalo against
Texas fever. A high steel fence was placed around 8,000 acres, and large areas of the
buffalo reserve were burned to kill off cattle ticks. A dipping vat was constructed to
eradicate the ticks, and the buffalo were sprayed with oil to protect them from ticks.
Eventually, the buffalo herd became immune to Texas fever (Brinkley 2009:624-626).
By 1910, arsenic solution had replaced crude oil in the vats, and it was recommended that
cattle should be dipped every 14 days. In the years 1909 and 1910, inspectors supervised
the dipping of 483,000 cattle being shipped from Texas to Oklahoma (Clark 1952:431).
By April 1, 1911, seven counties in Oklahoma and parts of several others were tick-free.
There had been 59 counties infested originally (USDA 1912b:256).
On June 19, 1913, The Oklahoma Miner, published in Krebs, Oklahoma, reported that
1,900 square miles of Oklahoma territory would be freed of the fever tick and placed
above the quarantine line in September according to Dr. F.W. Brewer, superintendent of
the fieldwork for the Bureau of Animal Industry. The territory that would be finished
with tick eradication by July 1st included all of Ottawa County, part of Delaware County,
all of Nowata County, the greater part of Washington County, a portion of Osage and
McClain counties, and the remainder of Grady and Comanche counties. The tick
eradication work had begun for these counties on July 1, 1912. With the release of these
counties, about three-fourths of Oklahoma would be placed above the quarantine line.
When the work had begun in 1906, about half the State of Oklahoma was tick free due to
climatic conditions.
According to Dr. Brewer, when the tick eradication work began in Oklahoma, it faced
opposition from every side by people who did not realizing the benefits. They only saw
the initial outlay of money. Since then, the people have become more acquainted with
the work, but there was not enough funding to carry on the work in the localities it was
wanted. Now the federal government was placing 22 men in the field and the state
another five men, in addition to men being furnished by the various counties. On July 1st,
the federal government men were to be increased to 30, and the state was hiring more
men in the various counties. Also, beginning on July 1st, the tick eradication work was to
be extended in Delaware County, completed in Craig County, all of Washington County
was to be cleaned, and about half the remaining portions of Osage County was to be
cleaned. The work was to be extended over about half of Creek County, Rogers County
was to be completed, Pottawatomie County finished up, and the remaining portions of
McClain, Stephens, Cotton, and Tillman counties cleaned. At the present rate, Dr.
Brewer predicted the entire state would be clean of cattle ticks in about five years.
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On July 2, 1915, The Perkins Journal of Payne County, Oklahoma reported that in order
to eradicate the cattle tick, a cooperative system was to be put in place across the entire
State. Before the end of the year, an experienced man would be working in every county.
Further, the State Board of Agriculture had ordered that after November 1st, no ticky
cattle could be transported into any portion of the State for any purposes. At the end of
1914, there were 229 dipping vats in operation across Oklahoma, a larger number in any
state except Mississippi and Alabama. The federal government was prohibited from
building the vats, or from supplying the dipping material. The federal government,
however, provided experienced inspectors and veterinarians, and was cooperating with
the state and local authorities. In 1914, eight veterinary inspectors and 24 lay agents
were assigned to work in Oklahoma. As of January 1, 1915, a total of 17,581 square
miles of territory in Oklahoma had been released from Federal quarantine, leaving about
30,000 square miles still infected. Between January and July 1915, another six counties
were released from Federal quarantine.
Tick eradication appears to have progressed smoothly in the northern portion of
Oklahoma. According to an article that appeared in The Perkins Journal on October 15,
1915, the work had progressed satisfactorily in Osage County. Mr. C. Triplett, the tick
eradication agent for the Bureau of Animal Industry had reported that he was working in
14 townships of Osage County. Two-thirds of the other 40 townships in the county had
been cleared of cattle ticks. The loss of cattle to tick fever had been relatively small in
the 30,000 head of cattle in the 14 townships. He had recently finished double dipping
1,372 cattle belonging to Thompson and Bowman, and all but ten of the cattle had been
tick-infested.
On February 11, 1916, The Durant Weekly News reported that Marshall County was
making preparations to begin cleaning up cattle ticks. L.N. Clark, inspector with the
USDA Bureau of Animal Industry, had been in the county the past week and there was to
be a large dipping vat to be constructed at Madill for public use at the stockyards. C.P.
Hoggard, living eight miles south of Madill, was also building a concrete cattle dipping
vat, and N.H. Simmons of Aylesworth, a stockman and farmer, had everything ready to
begin construction of a vat as soon as the weather conditions permitted. Other stockmen
in the county were taking interest in tick eradication and were making plans to build
additional dipping vats in the county.
By 1917, over 700 vats were in operation across Oklahoma, and 2,859,151 cattle were
dipped and inspected. A total of 25,513 square miles were declared tick-free, or 53
percent of the area placed under quarantine in 1906 (Clark 1952:431).
The tick eradication program, however, was not without opposition. The Oklahoma
statutes relating to dipping were repeatedly attacked in the courts. Resentment against
the dipping laws eventually turned violent. Outbreaks of violence occurred in most of the
eastern counties and all of the southeastern counties during the period of 1915 to 1925.
Anti-Dipping Associations were created by citizens, putting pressure on County Boards
to withhold the appropriations needed for the purchase of dipping solution and the
construction of vats. Most of the complaints focused on the labor required for dipping
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cattle every 14 days, State or Federal inspectors allowing some herds to skip dipping
while strictly enforcing the 14-day interval on other herds, and the absurdity of trying to
eradicate the cattle tick one county at a time. In eastern Oklahoma, dipped and un-dipped
cattle intermingled along county lines that had no physical boundary. The strongest
opposition came from farmers that only owned one or two cows. The small farmers had
no interest in the reduced market price of tick-bitten hides or the reduced milk yield
(Clark 1952:431-433).
In the summer of 1915, six vats were blown up in McIntosh County. Will Ogden, one of
the dynamiters, was sentenced to six months in jail and fined $250. In 1916, Tom Pratt
confessed to the Muskogee County attorney that he had set off dynamite and destroyed a
vat the previous year. Although they had tried an educational campaign in Pontotoc
County to inform farmers of the necessity of dipping their cattle, opposition became
violent in 1915. Twenty vats were under construction and eight were in use by early
September 1915. Sheriff Bob Duncan offered a $50 reward for information leading to
the arrest of anyone damaging a vat. A month later the vat at Bebee was blown up; a vat
at Maxwell was partially destroyed; and in November, a vat at Abbott’s store was blown
up for the second time. In December, the violence escalated when Pontotoc County
Commissioner I.R. Gilmore lost his barn, three mules, 1,000 bushels of corn, 800 bales of
hay, 1,000 bushels of oats, four tons of cottonseed, a wagon, a buggy, harness and other
farm equipment to a fire of unknown origin. On the same night, Commissioner V.S.
Malone’s barn burned and an attempt was made to burn the home of Harry Krath, the
third commissioner. Governor Robert L. Williams offered a reward of $200 for the arrest
of the arsonists, but no arrests were ever made (Clark 1952:433-435).
In addition to County Commissioners Gilmore and Malone’s barns being burned, the
commissioners were being attacked verbally and in print. Tension mounted when the
Ada Weekly News was threatened with dynamite. The sheriff and county attorney were
warned against dipping violation prosecutions, and the court clerk and editor of the Star
Democrat advised to keep quiet about dipping irregularities. When County Attorney
Bullock was shot at and barely missed with a load of buckshot, many of the more
intelligent opponents of the dipping law stopped their opposition. When the new dipping
season began in April 1916, a more intensive education program helped bring about
better results. No more vats were destroyed, and by the end of the 1917 dipping season,
Pontotoc County was placed about the quarantine line (Clark 1952:435).
In 1916, opposition shifted to Adair, Cherokee and Sequoyah counties. In early April of
that year, stockowners met and protested against the laxity in the administration of the
dipping laws. Dipping inspectors were not always present at the vats, and the solution in
the vats was not properly maintained. After six vats were destroyed in Cherokee County
and two vats destroyed in Adair County the commissioners decided to stop the
eradication program. On May 20th, Frank M. Gault, President of the State Board of
Agriculture, visited Tahlequah, the Cherokee County seat, addressing one of the largest
crowds ever assembled on the courthouse lawn. The Anti-dippers refused to follow
Gault’s suggestions. Gault threatened to call out the state militia, and although he did not
follow through with his threat, he did warn the railroad companies not to accept any cattle
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for shipment without the proper permits from Federal, State, or County inspectors. That
night, the Horn vat near Stilwell, seat of Adair County was destroyed. On May 22nd, the
West, Lyons, Fletcher and Greasy Creek vats, all in the vicinity of Stilwell, were
destroyed. Between May 21st and June 3rd five vats in Cherokee County were destroyed.
Very little was accomplished during the summer of 1916. Just before the start of the
1917 dipping season, county legislators convinced Gault to hire Pete Bagby, who was
part Cherokee Indian, as an inspector. Bagby understood the local people, corrected the
past abuses, and had no problems enforcing the dipping law. By November, the southern
half of Adair County was released from quarantine, and by the end of October of 1918,
only isolated pockets of Cherokee and Adair counties remained under quarantine (Clark
1952:435-436).
In Sequoyah County, vats that had been constructed in 1915 saw little use during 1915
and 1916. In 1916, the county commissioner failed to appropriate money to pay the
inspectors for 1917. The sheriff’s forces could not enforce the dipping laws. Vats were
dynamited, and although arrests were made, the men charged were acquitted. Deputysheriff P.M. Avant was shot by Tom Martin when Avant attempted to arrest Martin for
refusing to dip his cattle. In early 1918, the state council of defense and county counties
issued pleas that dipping livestock was a patriotic act that would help win the war. The
Anti-dippers in Sequoyah County were not moved and public opinion remained oppose to
dipping. Vats were blown up. The suspects were caught with help of bloodhounds from
Fort Smith, but no convictions were made (Clark 1952:436-437).
On September 4, 1918, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that “progressive stock
raisers are winning battle with the blood-sucking cattle fever ticks in Oklahoma.”
Through the cooperation between the United States Department of Agriculture and the
Live Stock Sanitary Board of Oklahoma, it was expected that 22 counties would be
released from the Federal quarantine on December 1, 1918. There had been 987 dipping
vats available in Oklahoma during May 1918 and 889,144 head of cattle were dipped.
During June 1918, there were 995 cattle dipping vats available and 841,263 head of cattle
dipped. The Oklahoma State Council of Defense firmly endorsed the cattle tick
campaign as a food conservation measure. The tick eradication program also had the
support of the Governor.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on September 25, 1918 that another 1,015,000
head of cattle had been dipped during the month of July 1918. The tick eradication work
in Oklahoma was being hampered by a severe drought. In some portions of the State it
was necessary to haul water five to ten miles to the dipping vat, and some inspectors were
reporting that it cost $20 each dipping to replenish the vats with water. In spite of the
difficulties brought on by the drought, it was still believed that three-fourths of the
territory, under systematic management, would be released from the Federal quarantine
by December 1st.
According to the December 4, 1918 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, on
December 1, 1918, Garvin, Hughes, Jefferson, McIntosh, Marshall, Murray, Pontotoc
and Seminole counties; parts of Cherokee, Haskell, Johnson, Love and Muskogee
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counties, and the reminder of Adair, Creek, McLain, Mayes, Okmulgee, Osage,
Pottawatomie, and Tulsa counties were released from Federal quarantine.
On March 7, 1919, The Durant Weekly News reported that farmers, cattlemen and others
had met from all over Bryan County to plan out the tick eradication program for the 1919
season. Bryan County was one of only a few counties in the southeastern portion of
Oklahoma that was still under the quarantine line. Dr. W.R. Scott, the government tick
eradication expert, had been in the area working up interest in tick eradication. He was of
the opinion that with cooperation with farmers and stockmen, the cattle ticks could be
eradicated with one year of intensive work.
On March 14, 1919, The Durant Weekly News published an article from the Denison
Gazette announcing that Grayson County was “going after [the] cattle tick in earnest.”
There were 5,726 farms in Grayson County, and out of this number, only 570 farms were
found to be infested with cattle ticks. The owners of these 570 farms were busy building
cattle dipping vats to put “Mr. Tick” out of business. For convenience, Grayson County
had been divided into three districts. The Denison District comprised of the northeastern
portion of the county. Mr. W.O. Boren was in charge of the district. He reported that
three vats were already built and the farmers planned to build 13 more vats. The people
of the Ambrose Community had elected Mr. Enlow Amos as foreman, and instructed him
to hire men to construct a dipping vat. The county commissioners agreed to furnish the
materials for the vat and the dipping fluid. Money was to be collected from the farmers
based on the number of cattle dipped. Once the cost of the vat was collected, future
dippings would be free of charge for all of the farmers of the Ambrose District. Mr.
Albert Hayter of Gordonville was put in charge of the northwestern portion of the county.
There were four vats ready for use in this section with seven more vats to be built. Mr.
C.A. Jennings was the general supervisor of both Grayson and Cooke counties as well as
the personal supervision of the southern end of Grayson County. In his section of the
county there were seven vats ready with ten more to be built. Dipping was to begin
across the county on March 15th in the vats already constructed. As soon as sand and
gravel was shipped to the other vat locations, those additional vats would be built.
In addition to dipping, an intensive educational program was begun in 1919, with vats
being referred to as “canals of prosperity” and emphasis placed on the higher production
of tick-free cattle, and farmers reminded that tick-free cattle could be sold anywhere in
the United States. The Sequoyah County Livestock Association pledged itself to clean up
the county, and offered a $500 reward for the arrest and conviction of anyone destroying
vats in the county. The dynamiting continued. The Anti-Dippers gained followers in
August 1919 when physicians attributed the death of Calvin Taylor to poisoning from dip
solution that burned his leg. The county excise board passed by one vote a resolution of a
one mill tax to raise $9,000 for tick eradication, while the Board of County
Commissioners passed a resolution on August 18th, asking the USDA to recall Dr. R.T.
Fisher, the federal inspector in charge of tick eradication (Clark 1952:437).
On July 2, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that the Oklahoma State
Legislature had appropriated and additional $40,000 to assist in the tick eradication work
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in counties where property was of small assessable value. This was a great help to those
counties that were not able to complete tick eradication with their own resources. The
Bureau of Animal Industry had reported that systematic tick eradication work was being
conducted in Pittsburg, Coal, le Flore, Carter, and Latimer counties, and in the tick
infested portions of Muskogee and Love counties. The BAI reported that public and
official sentiment was beginning to back the effort to rid the State of the cattle tick, which
had impeded the development of profitable live-stock raising and balanced farming.
When dipping operations began again in April 1920, the violent opposition continued, but
was restricted to the northeastern portion of the county. D.W. Shamblin, of Long, was
fined $100 and sentenced to 30 days for abusing Inspector Joe Sheehan. Two weeks
later, the Sadie vat was blown up. The following week-end, the Harrison vat was
destroyed, quickly followed by six more vats. John A. Whitehurst, President of the State
Board of Agriculture quarantined the area and urged Governor J.B.A. Robertson to
declare martial law and place two guards on each vat by night and one guard during the
day. Bob Kidd, the editor of the Poteau News, warned that Sequoyah County would be
placed under martial law to protect the dipping vats, and suggested that it would be
cheaper for the county to round up the men destroying the vats and dip them in ammonia
and gasoline. The threat of martial law appeared to work. County officials and members
of the livestock association cooperated with the tick eradication efforts, and in November
the county was released from federal quarantine (Clark 1952:438).
With the backing of the Oklahoma Council of Defense, there were more than five million
dippings in Oklahoma in 1918. On December 1, 1918, an additional 9,200 square miles
were released from Federal quarantine, leaving only the counties in the southeastern
portion of the State under restrictions. In Latimer County, the Anti-Dipping Association
strongly opposed dipping. Many of their cattle mingled on the open range with cattle
from Pushmataha County which was under quarantine and had no plans to begin tick
eradication. Further, much of Latimer County land was owned non-taxable Indians, and
there was concerned that a county-wide levy would unfairly tax property owners who
owned no cattle. In spite of these challenges, 51 vats were construction and dipping
began in April 1919. Within the first three weeks, the Goat Hill and M’Geowen vats
were blown up. The Anti-Dippers met on May 4th and passed resolutions against cattle
dipping, but also offered a reward of $100 for the arrest and conviction of anyone
damaging or destroying a vat (Clark 1952:438).
In May 1919, District Judge E.F. Lester ruled that the State Board of Agriculture had not
defined the boundary of the quarantine line sufficiently, and ordered the impounded cattle
of S.A. Clawson returned. The Anti-Dipping Association met at Lutie on June 1st. John
A. Whitehurst, President of the Board of Agriculture, Jim Roach, member of the Board,
E.L. Edmundson, Livestock Inspector of Oklahoma, and other advocates of dipping were
present. They accepted Judge Lester’s decision, but now the quarantine lines had been
re-established, and all stockowners would now again be required to dip their cattle.
Whitehurst made some concessions to the Anti-Dippers, replacing Inspector W.S.
Dickerson with Pete Bagby. They also appointed Will Brown of Wilburton and Jack
Cutler of Red Oak as “range riders and trouble men” who would investigate any troubles
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between vat inspectors and cattle owners, test vat solutions, and investigate any alleged
injuries caused by dipping. They would also assist in driving cattle to the vats (Clark
1952:438-439).
On June 28, 1919, the M’Geowan, M’Gee, King and Younish vats in Buffalo Valley
were dynamited. Bob and Rich Johnson and Ed Henning of the Peachland Community
refused to dip their cattle. On July 2nd, when the deputy sheriffs attempted to drive their
cattle to the vats to be dipped, the Johnsons and Henning were waiting for them in the
woods armed with rifles. They disarmed the officers and took back their cattle. Deputy
Sheriff Simon Atoka suffered a broken arm in the conflict. On July 4th, Sheriff John
Shaw and deputies arrested the Johnsons and Henning and placed them in the Pittsburg
County jail because of a rumor that the Anti-Dippers would break any of their members
out of the Wilburton jail. Another twenty Anti-Dippers were released from the Wilburton
jail after they promised to cooperate with the tick eradication program (Clark 1952:439).
Peter Bagby, the local livestock inspector, resigned and was replaced by O.E. Barber of
Rogers County. The Board of Agriculture began rebuilding the dynamited vats and
renewed their pleas for cooperation. On July 23, 1919, the vats at Stringtown, Panola,
and Goat Hill were destroyed. E.L. Edmundson, the livestock inspector of Oklahoma,
warned that the State would not pay for anymore vats. At the same time, Sheriff Shaw
announced that all cattle would be dipped, regardless of the number of vats destroyed,
and pointed out the additional hardships that were being placed on the stockowners by
having to drive their cattle and horses to other vats (Clark 1952:439).
In August 1919, the Latimer County jury adjourned without returning a bill against the
dynamiters. Carlton Weaver, Editor of the Latimer County News-Democrat wrote a
scathing front-page editorial. Twenty vats in the county had been destroyed by
dynamiters, one of them in the middle of the day. The dynamiters knew they had the
sympathy of most of the local people, and those who deplored their lawless conduct were
“too cowardly to declare war on them.” The dipping continued, and on October 1st, the
northern portion of Latimer County was released from the quarantine. When the program
was renewed in April 1920, more vats were dynamited. Between the dipping season of
1919 and mid-summer of 1920, a total of 25 vats were destroyed. Through this time, the
local papers repeatedly carried notices of sales of livestock to pay for enforced dippings
(Clark 1952:439-440).
On December 19, 1919, The Durant Weekly News published the proceedings of the Bryan
County commissioner’s meeting, which documented that an agreement had been reached
between the commissioners and Aylesworth Vat Company. It was agreed that the
Aylesworth Vat Company would give Bryan County permission to maintain and charge a
cattle dipping vat located on the Bryan and Marshall county line. Bryan County would
assume all costs of the proper chemicals. The Aylesworth Vat Company would be able
to dip their cattle at no cost. It was also noted that G.W. Booker was paid $110 for the
expenses associated with a dipping vat, and Roy Prentice was paid $9.50 for vat work.
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In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 1,154 dipping vats in operation in Oklahoma in which
were dipped systematically under supervision 3,091,700 head of cattle and 20,000 mules
and horses. On December 1, 1919, there were 4,358 square miles of territory released
from federal quarantine, leaving 19 percent of the State infested. During the 1919
season, a total of $147,500 was expended in federal, state and county funds (United
States Live Stock Association 1920:17).
On May 22, 1920, The Tulsa Daily World reported that Governor Robertson had issued a
proclamation offering a reward of $250 for the arrest and conviction of anyone found
guilty of dynamiting a cattle dipping vat built by the state or federal government for the
purpose of eradicating the cattle tick. The proclamation was in response to the
dynamiting of eight dipping vats that had been blown up in the eastern portion of
Oklahoma. The dipping vats had been constructed in accordance with state and federal
law. The governor also asked the attorney general to send additional representatives to
assist in the prosecution of anyone arrested in connection with the destruction of the vats.
The governor placed addition stress on Sequoyah County.
On May 27, 1920, the Tulsa Daily World reported that two regiments of troops from the
Oklahoma National Guard were prepared awaiting orders to go into Sequoyah County to
protect the cattle dipping vats. John A. Whitehurst, president of the state board of
agriculture had requested the troops for certain districts of Sequoyah County, which he
said were in open revolt against the tick eradication law. Governor J.B.A. Robertson was
in a remote part of the state and had not yet responded to the request. John R. Mohler,
Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry, was planning to tour the eastern parts of the state
with Mr. Whitehurst before returning to Washington.
In a separate article published in the May 27th Tulsa Daily World, it was reported that
northern Sequoyah County was divided into two rival camps, with the large stockmen on
the west side complying with the cattle dipping law, and the owners of numerous small
herds on the east side bitterly opposing dipping. The east side farmers contend that the
dipping law requires too much trouble to drive their small herds over the hills to the
dipping vats. The large stockmen, have complied with the dipping law and have had the
quarantine lifted over the west side. They are concerned that ticks from the east side will
be reintroduced to the west side, requiring a reestablishment of the quarantine. The bitter
feelings have gradually become worse, resulting in the dynamiting of eight dipping vats.
Only 15 dipping vats remain in the northern portion of the county, and they are being
guarded by the west side stockmen. While there had been no clashes between the rivals,
every inspector that had been sent to the area to enforce the dipping regulations resigned
after their lives were threatened.
On July 9, 1920, The Durant Weekly News reported that an anti-dipping petition had been
presented to the Bryan County commissioners and had been rejected. Cattle dipping
would continue in Bryan County. Although the petition had over 2,000 signatures, this
was a relatively low number compared to the population of the county. The
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commissioners refused to alter the tick eradication program. Not only was the tick
eradication program a great benefit to the county, but the county had already invested
more than $20,000 in dipping vats and supplies. There had been no further incidences of
unlawfulness in connection with the dipping program, and there was no further trouble
anticipated. According to L.N. Clark, the federal inspector for the county, the dipping vat
at Bokchito had been repaired and dipping there would proceed.
On July 23, 1920, the schedule of the stock dipping dates for Bryan County was posted in
The Durant Weekly News. There were 70 cattle dipping vats ready for use. According to
L.N. Clark, Inspector in Charge for Bryan County, when the additional vats that were
under construction became available, those vats and their dates would be posted. There
were ten inspectors with each inspector assigned five to eight vats to supervise. The date
posted was the first dipping date. Cattle would be dipped at that vat every two weeks
from that date until further notice.
J.G. Williams, Inspector

Jake Brown, Inspector

A.E. Boydston, Inspector

W.E. Zion, Inspector

Ben A. McKinney, Inspector

Kiersey Vat No. 10
Rambo Vat No. 28
Moorman Vat No. 27
Booker Vat No. 24
McKinney Vat No. 26
Mullins Vat No. 64
Bates Vat No. 25
B. Colbert Vat No. 16
Red Brown Vat No. 15
Joe Brown Vat No. 14
Bates Vat No. 60
Marshall Vat No. 5
Harrison vat No. 13
Silo Vat No. 11
Womack Vat No. 12
Smith Vat No. 29
Kenefick Vat No. 33
Pate Vat No. 30
Williams Vat No. 65
Baxter Vat No. 39
Reeves Vat No. 61
Caddo Vat no. 40
Turnbull Vat No. 47
Pritchard Vat No. 58
Rokchito Vat No. 45
Banty Vat No. 46
Draper Vat No. 52
Cade Vat No. 57
Matoy Vat No. 53
Graham Vat No. 34
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June 14
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 24
June 25
June 14
June 15
June 17
June 18
June 21
June 22
June 24
June 25
June 14
June 15
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 25
June 14
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 22
June 24
June 25
June 14

T.P. Wilson, Inspector

A.H. Hamblin, Inspector

J.M. Webb, Inspector

W. Hubbard Bacon, Inspector

Jess Phillips, Inspector

Roland Vat No. 67
Murray Vat No. 8
Potts Vat No. 35
Roberta Vat No. 23
Bushnell Vat No. 22
Anders Vat No. 66
Allison Vat No. 21
Albany Vat No. 41
McDonald Vat No. 70
Bray Vat No. 43
Smith Lee Vat No. 48
Vaughan Vat No. 42
Anderson Vat No. 44
Utica Vat No. 63
Taliaferro Vat No. 56
Bennington Vat No. 51
Parish Vat No. 50
Manning Vat No. 49
Jackson Vat No. 54
Wheeler Vat No. 55
Lake West Vat No. 59
Kemp Vat No. 17
Hendrix Vat No. 18
Lee Craft Vat No. 6
Achille Vat No. 19
Holland Vat No. 20
Yarnaby Vat No. 31
Yuba Vat No. 32
Colbert Vat No. 7
Coffee Vat No. 1
Willis Vat No. 69
Calera Vat No. 9
Platter Vat No. 2
Finchtown Vat No. 3
Carden Vat No. 4
Aldridge Vat No. 62
Pirtle Vat No. 36
Blue Vat No. 37
Morgan Vat No. 68
Cooper Vat No. 38

June 16
June 17
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 24
June 25
June 14
June 29
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 25
June 14
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 24
June 25
June 14
June 15
June 17
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 25
June 14
June 15
June 17
June 18
June 21
June 23
June 25
June 14
June 16
June 18
June 21
June 23

In a separate article published in the July 23rd edition of The Durant Weekly News, it was
reported that the temporary injunction against the livestock inspector in Choctaw County
had been dissolved and cattle dipping would continue in that county. A temporary writ of
injunction had been granted to the sheriff in an action against P.B. Malone, the state
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livestock inspector in charge of tick eradication in Choctaw County. The dissolving of
the temporary writ left the dipping law intact, and if the sheriff was called upon by the
livestock inspector he must dip the cattle of any citizen refusing to comply with the law.
On September 1, 1920, the Tulsa Daily World reported that the Oklahoma state
department of agriculture had decided that they would not attempt to conduct tick
eradication in McCurtain County until such time as the county commissioners had made
appropriations to help in the work.
On October 1, 1920, The Durant Weekly News reported that the cattlemen in McCurtain
County were in favor of tick eradication. The cattlemen’s association had met the
previous week, and although dipping cattle regularly would be a hardship on lots of
people, they realized tick eradication would more than pay them back for their trouble.
McCurtain County was one of two counties that had stood in defiance of the program
while the other 77 counties had taken up tick eradication and those counties were all but
tick free. McCurtain County had thousands of acres of land suited for cattle grazing only.
It would be to their great benefit to join hands with the other 77 counties and do away
with the greatest draw back to the cattle industry.
On October 15, 1920, The Durant Weekly News reported that the quarantine would be
lifted for western Choctaw County in the near future as recommendations had been made
by Pat Malone, state inspector, after the cattle ticks were nearly completely eradicated
from that section. The eastern side of Choctaw County could not be released yet as a
great deal of work still needed to be completed. The released of the western portion of
the county meant $140,000 additional profit for the cattlemen. The tick eradication work
in this section, begun in 1915, had cost $7,000.
On November 18, 1920, The Oklahoma Miner, published in Krebs, Oklahoma,
announced that the federal quarantine was to be lifted from Atoka and Bryan counties and
the remainder of Latimer and Sequoyah counties, and a portion of LeFlore and Choctaw
counties under an order signed by E.T. Meredith, Secretary of Agriculture. The order
was to go into effect on December 1, 1920. Failure of county officials to cooperate with
state and federal officials in “mopping up” activities had resulted in many districts still
being held under quarantine. The work against the cattle tick was progressing
satisfactorily, however, and it was expected that with better coordination a greater area
would be released next year.
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. Their annual report documented that as of the end
of the 1920 dipping season, only eight percent of the original quarantined area would
remain under quarantine if the joint recommendations made by the State Board of
Agriculture and the BAI representative were approved. The remaining eight percent,
however, presented difficulties that had not been present in the areas previously cleaned.
The area remaining under quarantine was open range, inaccessible mountainous country.
Low property values restricted the opportunities to raise taxes to pay for tick eradication
work, and the citizenship of this area did not support the work. The State Veterinarian
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expressed his opinion that the restriction of interstate from that territory until the cattle
tick had been completely eradicated would greatly help the accomplishment of the work
(United States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:136).
On March 30, 1921, the Tulsa Daily World announced that the final tick drive was being
planned in the state, and progressive cattlemen were expecting Oklahoma to be tick-free
by the end of the year. Of the 47,890 square miles of territory that had been tick-infested
when tick eradication work began, 92 percent of the area had been cleared of ticks. Only
4,047 square miles in the southeastern portion of the state remained. This area comprised
of two complete counties and the portions of three other counties. The state legislature
had appropriated $82,000 for the construction of dipping vats and to conduct tick
eradication work through July 1, 1921.
On July 22, 1921, The Durant Weekly News published the financial statement of fiscal
conditions for fiscal year 1921 and estimated needs for fiscal year 1922 for Bryan
County. The county had appropriated $19,670 for tick eradication for fiscal year 1921,
and had a balance of $7.19 to carry over into fiscal year 1922.
In 1921, the Oklahoma Legislature appropriated $83,000 to assist the remaining
southeastern counties under quarantine eradicate the cattle tick. A total of 300 vats were
constructed in Choctaw, Pushmataha and LeFlore Counties, but little was accomplished
prior to 1922. The open range and the Ouachita Mountains with heavily timbered slopes
complicated the dipping program. Opposition to dipping from owners of small herds was
encountered, and vats were dynamited. J.B. Wells, the inspector in Pushmataha County
had his horse shot and killed at a vat near Clayton. When Tom Ludlam’s cattle were
dipped in LeFlore County and held to pay for the dipping fee, Ludlam forced Deputy
Sheriff J.M. Wilkerson out of bed at midnight, at gun point, to release his cattle. In
Choctaw County four vats were destroyed in June 1922, and six more vats were
destroyed in July 1922. Despite the opposition, the western portion of Choctaw County
was released from quarantine in October (Clark 1952:440-441).
The last troubled spot in Oklahoma’s tick eradication program was McCurtain County in
the southeastern corner of the state. Between 1919 and 1921, the state constructed 174
dipping vats at a cost of $30,000, but little more was accomplished. Petitions of protest
against dipping circulated in 1920. Although the McCurtain Cattleman’s Association met
at Valliant and passed a resolution favoring tick eradication, the Anti-Dippers continued
to protest. They argued that dipping was more harmful to the cattle than the tick, and
they questioned the competency of the inspectors. When the county excise board refused
to make a levy to cover the cost of dipping solution, lobbyists from McCurtain, LeFlore,
Pushmataha, and Choctaw counties persuaded the State Legislature to pass an emergency
appropriation to cover dipping costs until July 1st. Dipping began in McCurtain County
in May 1922, supervised by local men appointed as inspectors who were familiar with the
cattle owners. The board of county commissioners was not pleased with their results, and
when the excise board failed to pass a levy, the dipping remained voluntary. Only a few
stockowners were interested in dipping their cattle during the summer months (Clark
1952:441-442).
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On January 14, 1922, the Tulsa Daily World reported that an agreement had been reached
between the state department of agriculture and Sequoyah County to continue the tick
eradication work uninterrupted. A strict quarantine had been placed on the county
recently when “some opposition to the work was encountered.”
On April 22, 1922, the Tulsa Daily World reported that a committee chosen by local
farmers and livestock raisers had made the final financial arrangements for tick
eradication work in LeFlore County. The dipping of cattle in LeFlore County would
begin soon.
On June 23, 1922, The Durant Weekly News announced that cattle ticks were getting
scarce in Choctaw County, and the county would be removed from the quarantined area
in the fall, according to Lee Hite. Mr. Hite was in charge of the 77 cattle dipping vats in
Choctaw County. During the course of the summer, only two herds had been found to be
infested with ticks. Mr. Hite believed all of the infection would be stamped out by the
fall and cattle would be allowed to be shipped from Choctaw County to uninfested areas.
On June 30, 1922, The Durant Weekly News published a letter from L.J. Allen, the
federal inspector in charge of tick eradication in Oklahoma, to Mr. E.M. Evans outlining
the tick eradication situation in Bryan County. There were only 58 herds under
quarantine in Bryan County out of the 7,235 herds that were in the county when the tick
eradication program began. As small as this number was, if the owners did not keep
them under strict control until all the ticks were eradicated, they could be the county’s
undoing. In order to finish the tick eradication work in 1922, every citizen in the county
needed to pull together. The statutes in the tick eradication law “constitute the weapon
by which the many good citizens may persuade the few thoughtless ones to respect the
interests of the many.” Every citizen could do their part by letting the officials know they
supported the enforcement of the statutes. If they felt an inspector was failing in the
performance of their duties, then the offices of the state and federal agricultural
departments wanted to hear from them. Any mistakes would be adjusted.
On October 18, 1922, the Tulsa Daily World reported that Carter County was free of the
dreaded cattle ticks. T.J. Bell of Durant, the supervisor of tick eradication in southern
Oklahoma, and W.F. Martin, the county tick inspector, had conducted a survey of Carter
County to make this determination. Carter County had been placed above the quarantine
line a few years earlier, but this was only made possible after an “uphill battle to
convince the old-timers that dipping was a most advisable method of protection.”
In January of 1923, Oklahoma Governor James Robertson gave his “State of the State”
address. Regarding the tick eradication program work, he reported that there were three
whole counties and part of two counties below the federal quarantine line, and there were
no prospects of having this territory placed above the quarantine line before the fall of
1923. Since Oklahoma’s Statehood, there had been 48,000 square miles released from
the federal quarantine. There still remained another 4,900 square miles below the
quarantine line. The federal government was spending about $45,000 each year in
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Oklahoma, cooperating with State agencies. There were 25 to 30 inspectors employed
during the summer months and 10 to 12 inspectors employed during the winter and early
spring months. During 1922, there were 1,374,878 head of cattle inspected and dipped
for cattle fever between March 15th and November 15th
(www.odl.stae.ok.us/oar/governors/addresses/robertson1923.pdf) (September 14, 2012).
When the dipping campaign was renewed in 1923, county officials and members of the
Live Stock Association pledged their cooperation, but the Anti-Dippers still resisted. In
early April, five vats were destroyed in a single night near Bethel. Another six vats were
dynamited during the summer months. No one was ever caught. When the 1924 dipping
season arrived, county commissioners did no dipping as they thought the majority of the
people were opposed. No levy was made the following year to collect taxes to pay for
the program. County commissions were unable to bring the question of dipping to a vote.
Dipping continued over the next two years, but the quarantine was not lifted to the
disappointment of the stock owners. The Bureau of Animal Industry required that the
dipping continue through the winter months on 28-day intervals (compared to the usual
14-day interval). On December 31, 1927, prominent citizens met at the courthouse in
Idabel to protest (Clark 1952:442-443).
During the 1923 season, efforts were focused on the southeastern portion of Choctaw
County, near McCurtain County, where tick eradication had been ineffectual. Four vats
were destroyed during the last week of June 1923. During the dipping season of 1924,
only 12 out of the 80 vats constructed in Choctaw County were used. The quarantine was
finally lifted in 1925, with a few isolated herds periodically dipped during the next three
years (Clark 1952:441).
When the dipping resumed in April 1928, the dipping interval was again 14 days. The
stock owners were promised that the quarantine would be lifted by the end of the season
if they complied with the dipping. The Live Stock Association doubled their efforts,
possible motivated by the passage of the Curtis-Crisp Bill on May 1st that included a
provision that no cattle could be shipped interstate from a quarantine area that did not
have a systematic dipping program to eradicate cattle ticks. On December 1, 1928,
McCurtain and the contiguous portions of Choctaw, Pushmataha, and LeFlore counties
were released from Federal quarantine (Clark 1952:443).
In 1907, when Oklahoma became a state, 61 out of the 77 counties had been placed under
the Federal quarantine. The tick eradication work had been slowed by “ignorance, failure
of disinfectants, political bickering, lack of co-operation between federal, state, and
county agencies, by untrained agents, by the failure of juries to convict violators, by too
small an area eradicated at one time, and by the ‘free range’ law of southeastern counties
which made it impossible to dip all the cattle in unfenced areas at fourteen-day intervals.”
Through 1935, on occasion a herd in one or more counties had to be quarantined and
dipped, but no county was placed under quarantine (Clark 1952:443).
With the release of McCurtain County and the contiguous portions of Choctaw,
Pushmataha, and LeFlore counties, the Federal quarantine was lifted on December 1,
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1928 and the cattle tick passed from Oklahoma after a 22-year battle. Between 1919 and
1925, the average milk cow’s production increased from 234 gallons to 337 gallons in
Oklahoma. Annual sales in butterfat increased more than tenfold during the progress of
tick eradication. The quality of beef cattle had also improved in the various counties,
comparable to the amount of time they had been tick-free. According to the 1928 USDA
Yearbook, plans had been recently made to place at least 125 registered bulls of the beef
type in McCurtain County, with the assurance from the Federal and State authorities that
the county was now safe for good cattle, regardless of where they were from. A number
of bulls had already been introduced (USDA 1928:184-185).
Texas Fever in South Carolina – 1900 to 1904
In September 1901, Dr. G.E. Nesom, of the South Carolina Experiment Station and the
State Veterinarian, presented a paper entitled “Texas Fever in Native South Carolina
Cattle” at the annual meeting of the American Veterinarian Medical Association meeting
in Atlantic City, New Jersey. South Carolina was not considered a stock-raising state.
Dr. Nesom had visited every county in the State and had seen only two small herds of
shorthorns, two herds of red polls, and not a single Hereford or polled Angus. Dr. Nesom
estimated that less than 20 farmers across the State raising high class Jerseys, half as
many that breed Ayrshires, and still less that had small herds of Devons, Holsteins, and
Guernseys. Many attempts had been made in the past to improve South Carolina’s cattle
herds, but “acclimation fever” promptly claimed the non-native cattle. Since the earliest
days of South Carolina’s history, the State was infested with the cattle tick. For more
than 100 years, Texas fever was known to be produced when cattle from South Carolina
were driven north. Likewise, it was known to occur when cattle from Tennessee and the
mountains of North Carolina and South Carolina were driven down to the middle and
lower portions of South Carolina (Nesom 1901:241).
Nesom recalled that John C. Calhoun, the famous South Carolina politician of the first
half of the 19th century, had been very careful not to bring cattle down from the
mountains during the summer months. This suggests that in Calhoun’s day, a large
portion of the Piedmont section of the State was tick-free. Although the Federal
government’s quarantine line ran above South Carolina, much of the State was entirely
free from ticks. Twenty years earlier, stock laws had been enacted, and soon after the
ticks began to disappear. The farms in the mountainous portion of the State were tickfree, and the prevalence of cattle ticks increased as one moved closer to the Atlantic
coast. Cattle bred on the tick-free farms of South Carolina were just as susceptible to
Texas fever as cattle raised in New Jersey (Nesom 1901:241-242).
In the fall of 1900, Dr. Nesom circulated a questionnaire at the State Fair in Columbia to
cattlemen asking questions regarding Texas fever. While only ten percent of the cards
were returned, they represented 24 of the 40 counties and every section of the State.
From these cards, Dr. Nesom gathered the following information:
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County

No. Reports

Total Cattle Reported

Tick Free

Infested

Abbeville
Anderson
Beaufort
Barnwell
Charleston
Chester
Darlington
Edgefield
Fairfield
Florence
Greenville
Greenwood
Hampton
Kershaw
Laurens
Marion
Marlboro
Newberry
Oconee
Orangeburg
Pickens
Richland
Spartenburg
York

1
2
1
1
2
5
4
1
4
1
3
4
2
1
3
3
3
3
4
2
2
13
1
4

26
123
14
13
67
138
124
19
180
25
14
118
13
12
58
208
22
32
89
29
45
554
3
151

0
123
14
13
17
138
90
19
97
25
14
118
13
12
16
18
20
21
89
29
45
175
3
66

26
0
0
0
50
0
34
0
83
0
0
0
0
0
42
190
2
11
0
0
0
379
0
85

Totals

70

2,077

1,156

921

Based on these figured, 56 percent of the cattle were tick-free and 44 percent were
infested. During 1900, the total number of deaths from Texas fever among the 2,077
head was 55, or 2.65 percent. Dr. Nesom stated that based on his personal observations,
this percentage of deaths to Texas fever in the sample was quite low compared to the
expected percent across the State. The number and value of cattle in South Carolina in
1898 was:
126,762 milch cows valued at $16.75 each $2,123,264
141,509 other cattle valued at $9.45 each $1,337,399
For a total of -

$3,460,663

If the annual loss to Texas fever was 2.65 percent, then the loss in value was $ 91,707.
Dr. Nesom had publicly stated the loss was $10,000. He was now fully convinced that
the annual loss to Texas fever was at least $50,000 (Nesom 1901:247-248).
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In 1904, Dr. Nesom published Bulletin 90 of the South Carolina Agricultural Experiment
Station, entitled “Texas Fever, Part II, Inoculation.” He reported on the inoculation of
388 head of cattle by the Veterinarian Division of the South Carolina Experiment Station.
Of these cattle, 256 were imported from the North, and the other 132 were raised in the
South. One died from the inoculation, and two more died from subsequent exposure to
the cattle ticks. Dr. Nesom recommended that cattle be exposed to ticks within six
months of their inoculation, and it was best to put them in a pasture in early spring with
native immune cattle. They should never be kept free from ticks and then released into
badly infested pastures in the middle of the summer. When Dr. Nesom had begun his
work in South Carolina, there were only two or three herds of pure-bred beef cattle in the
State. There could now be found in almost every county (Nesom 1904:4).
South Carolina Tick Eradication – 1906
In December 1906, Dr. L.A. Klein, the veterinarian to the State Agricultural
Experimental Station at Clemson College, attended the tick eradication conference in
Nashville, Tennessee. Dr. Klein reported that at the present time there was no law that
would allow state officials to control the movement of cattle in South Carolina. The State
did have the authority to isolate and quarantine animals that were visibly affected with
contagious diseases that were dangerous to life. In 1905, Dr. Klein began experimenting,
in cooperation with the Bureau of Animal Industry, to test certain methods of cattle tick
eradication. He was able to reduce the rate of infection to one-half in Oconee County,
but not having the authority to quarantine cattle, he had no way to cause the cattle owners
to continue the work.
According to Dr. Klein, the greatest obstacle in the way of cattle tick eradication in South
Carolina was the small importance placed on the cattle industry. Few farmers had more
than the family milk cow, and very few South Carolina farmers knew anything about the
Texas fever quarantine line. Only a few men with dairy cattle herds who had orders from
states north of South Carolina had come in contact with the quarantine law. These few
men, however, had rendered great assistance in the endeavors to have state laws passed.
Members of the South Carolina Live Stock Association and the South Carolina
Agricultural and Mechanical Society had appointed committees to draft a bill to be
presented to the state legislature. Dr. Klein felt the bill had a good chance of passing, and
this would allow for appropriations of a small sum of money to begin tick eradication
work (USDA 1907b:55-56.)
South Carolina Tick Eradication – 1908 to 1927
According to the 1908 Handbook of South Carolina, the cattle industry had been
“backwards for several decades” due to a lack of markets and general fence law, but
another drawback was the Texas cattle fever tick. By 1908, eradication had not yet been
fully established in the state, but it was now being attempted with success in some
regions.

324

There were 15.5 million cattle within the quarantine territory across the southern United
States, and the region was losing an estimated $40 million annually. South Carolina had
335,413 cattle, and estimated a yearly loss of $900,000. Although Congress had
approved an Act in June of 1906 to appropriate funds for tick eradication, South Carolina
lacked the necessary laws to begin work until July 1, 1907. In accordance with an Act of
the General Assembly, approved February 13, 1907, the Board of Trustees of Clemson
Agricultural College placed Oconee, Pickens, Greenville and Anderson counties in
quarantine (South Carolina General Assembly 1909:1167).
In the 1909 Reports and Resolutions of the General Assembly of the State of South
Carolina, it was reported that Texas fever had been found in Dorchester, Florence,
Anderson, Greenville, Spartanburg and Pickens counties. Veterinarians in the employ of
the Bureau of Animal Industry were now engaged in tick eradication. Officials were
pleased with the results of the work in Oconee, Pickens, Greenville, and Anderson
counties. Since July 1, 1907, nearly 45,000 head of cattle had been inspected, and less
than 12 percent of these had been infested with tick fever. It was expected that these four
counties would be placed above the quarantine line by January 1, 1909. Tick eradication
work was going to extend into eight new counties during 1909, namely Greenwood,
Abbeville, Laurens, Union, Chester, York, Cherokee and the southern portion of
Spartanburg County. The State had employed four inspectors, and another 15 inspectors
were to be employed by the Bureau of Animal Industry (South Carolina General
Assembly 1909:1164-1165).
During 1907, South Carolina had four inspectors and two veterinarians employed by
Clemson Agricultural College, and six inspectors and two veterinarians employed by the
Bureau of Animal Industry, making farm-to-farm inspections. Educating the local
farmers was also a large part of their work. The inspectors noted the attitude of the
farmers towards the work, and if the work was neglected, a veterinarian was sent to the
farm to explain the importance of the work. If these methods failed, the cattle owners
were prosecuted if they moved their cattle. During the summer of 1908, fourteen
inspectors were employed by the Bureau of Animal Industry and five in the employ of
the college. The men followed the same methods are the year previous, but in addition to
inspecting the cattle, they were provided with spray pumps and sprayed the larger herds
every 18 days (South Carolina General Assembly 1909:1167-1169).
In 1910, there were outbreaks of Texas fever reported in Marion, Darlington, and
Newberry counties, and several outbreaks in other counties in which no investigations
were requested. The cattle owners were given instruction on the various methods of tick
eradication, and medicinal treatment was prescribed (State of South Carolina Department
of Agriculture, Commerce and Industries 1911:93).
On March 30, 1910, The Watchman and Southron, published in Sumter, reported that
State and federal agents were being placed in the field for the summer’s campaign in the
northwestern counties of the State, that is, Abbeville, Greenwood, Laurens, Union,
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Cherokee, Spartanburg, Chester and York. On December 6, 1909, the counties of
Oconee, Pickens, Greenville and Anderson were released from federal quarantine.
In addition to a State veterinarian and assistant State veterinarian, South Carolina had five
Federal veterinarians, ten State inspectors, and ten Bureau of Animal Industry inspectors
working on tick eradication during 1910. Oconee, Pickens, Greenville and Anderson
counties were released from Federal quarantine during the previous year. Several other
counties were expected to be released by December 1, 1910. The work accomplished
included inspection of herds and the quarantining of premises.
County

Oconee
Pickens
Greenville
Anderson
Abbeville
Greenwood
Laurens
Union
Spartanburg
Cherokee
Chester
York

Herds
Inspected
1,305
1,914
2,420
2,177
1,488
940
2,526
1,153
1,955
1,509
1,284
1,076

Cattle
Inspected
8,686
8,800
14,680
14,428
12,127
5,887
12,446
9,000
12,337
7,996
7,538
8,814

Premises
Quarantined
129
189
362
281
359
261
103
21
374
283
195
296

Cattle
Quarantined
650
800
1,225
1,680
3,000
705
900
200
3,050
1,876
1,500
2,850

Of the total number of premises placed under quarantine during 1910, over 53 percent
had been freed from ticks and released from quarantine.
County

Oconee
Pickens
Greenville
Anderson
Abbeville
Greenwood
Laurens
Union
Spartanburg
Cherokee
Chester
York
Totals

Premises Freed from
Ticks and Released

Premises Now in
Quarantine

120
167
328
281
175
129
52
5
107
36
55
74
1,527

9
22
34
0
186
132
51
16
267
247
140
222
1,326

326

(State of South Carolina Department of Agriculture, Commerce and Industries 1911:9596)
By April 1, 1911, South Carolina had cleaned the cattle tick in four counties out of the 42
infested counties that had been placed under quarantine in 1906. There were another
eight counties nearly cleaned of tick (USDA 1912b:256).
On April 10, 1912, The Watchman and Southron published a letter from M. Ray Powers,
the State Veterinarian, on the progress of tick eradication in South Carolina. Since July
1, 1907, Clemson College through their veterinarian division had been cooperating with
the U.S. Bureau of Animal Industry. The work began in Oconee, Pickens, Greenville,
and Anderson counties. These four counties were released from federal quarantine in
1909. On July 1, 1908, the work was extended into Greenwood, Abbeville, Union,
Laurens, Spartanburg, Cherokee, Chester and York counties. As a result of this work, the
counties of Laurens, Union, Cherokee, Spartanburg, that portion of Abbeville County
north of the Seaboard Air Line Railway, that portion of Chester County west of the
Southern Railway and Carolina and Northwestern Railway, and that portion of York
County north of the Kingville and Marion branches of the Southern Railway were now
practically free of cattle ticks, and the USDA had issued an order releasing those areas
from the federal quarantine. At the present time, according to the article, the veterinarian
division of Clemson College was forming tick eradication clubs in the 12 counties
adjoining the area just released.
On March 15, 1913, The Watchman and Southron reported that Marlboro, Darlington,
and York counties, and portions of Lancaster and Chester counties would be released
from federal quarantine sometime around April 1st. During 1912, the tick eradication
work had been extended into Newberry, Saluda, Lexington, Fairfield, Lancaster,
Chesterfield, Marlboro, Darlington, York, the portion of Lancaster County north of the
Waxhaw Creek, and that portion of Chester County north of the Lancaster and Chester
Railway. With the release of Marlboro, Darlington, York, and the portions of Lancaster
County north of Waxhaw Creek, and the portion of Lancaster County north of the
Lancaster & Chester railway in April, about 8,700 square miles, or about one-third of the
State of South Carolina will be placed above the quarantine line. So far, the funding for
the tick eradication work had consisted of $45,000 from Clemson College, a slightly
larger sum from the federal government, and $100 from Newberry County. At the
present rate, it would take another 10 to 12 years to clear the entire state from the cattle
tick. The job could be completed in 10 to 12 months if appropriations were made from
each county.
In connection with a meeting that was to be held in Columbia on November 8th, The
Watchman and Southron published an article on October 29, 1913 discussing the tick
eradication work in South Carolina and some facts relating to the losses caused by the
cattle tick. Prior to the tick eradication work, reports on cattle losses to Texas fever ran
as high as 65 percent in some counties or between 75 and 6,000 head of cattle. In terms
of dollars, this represented an average loss of $5,980 per annum per county. Since the
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tick eradication work began, the losses to Texas fever have been reported as “practically
none” or “very small.”
On November 15, 1913, The Watchman and Southron reported on the meeting held in
Columbia on November 8th. The meeting was considered the launch of a state-wide
movement with 125 cattlemen attending to discuss the eradication of the cattle tick. A
five-man committee would be presenting the matter to the general assembly and asking
for $40,000 in appropriations to fight the tick. Subcommittees would work in every
county to create support.
It was reported on November 22, 1913 in The Watchman and Southron that the executive
committee appointed to direct the campaign against the cattle tick had met in Columbia at
the office of the secretary of the Chamber of Commerce. The executive committee
would secure cooperation across the State by working with the subordinate committees
that were appointed in each county.
On January 31, 1914, The Watchman and Southron reported that representatives from the
USDA and Clemson College joined together to make an appeal to the South Carolina
general assembly to unite with them in fighting the cattle tick. Congressman A.F. Lever
told the general assembly that if they appropriated $40,000 for tick eradication, the
federal government would match the money. Educating the citizens of South Carolina on
the importance of tick eradication was going to be a challenge. Congressman Lever
exclaimed, “You will have to climb the mountains of prejudice and wade through the
seas of ignorance and misinformation in impressing upon the people the crisis that
confronts them.” According to the article, there was “evidence… that the appropriation
for $40,000 for fighting the cattle tick” would be passed.
On February 21, 1914, The Watchman and Southron reported on the appropriations bill
that had passed the House on February 17th. The bill as passed carried an appropriation
of $30,000 for tick eradication work. The work was to be conducted under the
supervision of Clemson College in cooperation with the United States Department of
Agriculture. It was reported that Mr. Ashley of Anderson “came near laughing the cattle
tick appropriation to death with his assertion that 20 cents worth of cotton seed oil and oil
of sassafras would rid a whole herd of cows of the pest.”
On March 18, 1914, The Watchman and Southron invited the Farmer’s Union, the
Chamber of Commerce, and all others “interested in the progress and prosperity of
Sumter county” to get behind the campaign for cattle tick eradication. With the $30,000
appropriated by the State and matched by the federal government, if the people of Sumter
County cooperated with the USDA agents, the cattle tick could be gone within 12
months.
The Watchman and Southron announced on April 11, 1914 that Dr. W.K. Lewis had been
selected by Clemson College and the Bureau of Animal Industry to be the inspector in
charge of the tick eradication work in South Carolina. Dr. Lewis was to be headquartered
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at Clemson College for his first six months, and then he would choose his headquarters to
best suit the progress of his work.
On April 15, 1914, The Watchman and Southron published a letter from Mr. W.B. Hunt
of Eatonton, Georgia addressed to a “Progressive Farmer” explaining how tick
eradication pays for itself. Mr. Hunt used the statistics from Putnam County, Georgia in
his argument. Between 1911 and 1913, Putnam County had spent $3,781.37 on tick
eradication. Based on the number of cattle freed from ticks, Mr. Hunt calculated that
Putnam County had saved $12,000 over the three years for the investment of $3,781.37,
and Putnam County would not lose another dollar to the cattle tick again. Mr. Hunt then
explained the benefits to the dairy and cattle industry in Putnam County. He urged that
every county should organize a livestock association and elect a president willing to take
on the opponents of tick eradication.
On April 22, 1914, The Watchman and Southron reported that systematic tick eradication
work was to begin immediately in Sumter County under the supervision of Dr. W.K.
Lewis, conducted under the joint auspices of Clemson College and the Bureau of Animal
Industry. Official cleanup work was to be conducted in Abbeville, Greenwood, Chester,
Darlington, and Marlboro counties where there were still local premises under
quarantine. Systematic tick eradication work was to continue in Newberry, Fairfield,
Kershaw, Chesterfield, Lee, and Florence counties. Systematic work had begun in these
counties last season. Tick eradication work was to begin in Lancaster (south of Waxhaw
Creek), Dillon, Marion, Richland, Sumter, and Charleston counties. Education and
survey work was to begin after July 1st in Edgefield, Saluda, Aiken, Lexington, and
Calhoun counties. Dr. Lewis was to have seven veterinarians and 45 agents under his
supervision for this work. For the work planned through January 1, 1915, the State of
South Carolina had appropriated $30,000. Additional funding was to be contributed by
the federal government. The proposed work was to be conducted in counties contiguous
with the present tick-free territory. The work planned in Charleston County was to
determine and demonstrate the best methods of tick eradication in counties with no stock
laws and large free-range areas. After Charleston County is cleaned of cattle ticks, the
work will be extended into the other low country counties to link with the up-country
work. Richland County was to be made an important shipping point for cattle. The
necessary dipping vats were to be constructed there with a veterinarian placed in charge.
On May 30, 1914, The Watchman and Southron published an article on the progress
being made by Director Walter K. Lewis in the tick eradication program. Under the
supervision of the USDA’s Bureau of Animal Industry and Clemson College, there were
40 men working in the field. Although the progress up to now had been slowed by a lack
of funding, since 1907, a total of 14 counties in South Carolina had been cleared of the
cattle tick. It was expected that at least another two years was needed to eradicate the
tick in the remaining 30 counties. Dr. Lewis expected to have 60 men working on the
program by June 1st. They were presently working in Richland, Newberry, Fairfield,
Chesterfield, Kershaw, Marion, Dillon, Charleston, Florence, and Lee counties. This
week work was to begin in Sumter and Lancaster counties. By July 1st, Dr. Lewis’ force
was expected to begin work in Aiken, Edgefield, Saluda, Lexington, Orangeburg, and
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Calhoun counties. Dr. Lewis planned to begin a preliminary survey in the remaining
counties in the state where the open range laws are effective, taking a census on the
number of cattle raisers, the number of cattle in their herds, and the extent of cattle ticks
in their herds. The advance men will begin construction of cattle dipping vats in those
counties. There were already 100 applications for dipping vats from the open range
counties. Dr. Lewis had made arrangements for the construction of a dipping vat at the
Royster yards near Columbia. Cattle will be dipping in this vat before starting their
interstate journeys to distant cattle markets. There were four men working with Dr.
Lewis in Richland County at the present time. Cattle tick infestation was found to be
light. Nevertheless, cattle dipping vats were being constructed in several locations in that
county.
On June 13, 1914, The Watchman and Southron reported that four inspectors had been
appointed for tick eradication in Sumter County. Inspector I.W. Warren would be in
charge of inspection for the portion of the county south of the A.C.L. Railroad from
Sumter to Florence. He had a post office address of Mayesville RFD. Inspector John B.
Bradley was in charge of the territory north of the A.C.L. Railroad from Sumter to
Florence, and east of the North Western Railroad from Sumter to Camden. His post
office address was RFD No. 1, Oswego. Inspector A. Gilbert Brown was in charge of the
territory north of the A.C.L. Railroad from Sumter to Columbia, and west of the North
Western Railroad from Sumter to Camden. His post office address was RFD No. 3,
Sumter. Inspector J.B. Dwight was in charge of the territory south of the A.C.L. Railroad
from Sumter to Columbia, and west of the Central Railroad. His post office address was
in Wedgefield.
On January 23, 1915, The Watchman and Southron reported on the progress of the tick
eradication program during the 1914 season in Sumter County and across the State of
South Carolina. Sumter County had been released from the federal quarantine at the end
of the 1914 season. In April of 1914, cooperative work between the Bureau of Animal
Industry and Clemson College began in 22 counties embracing an area of 13,258 square
miles, or approximately one-half the area of the State. On September 1, 1914, the
counties of Dillon, Lee, Newberry and Sumter were released from federal and State
quarantine. The counties of Florence, north of Lynch’s River, and Chesterfield are in a
condition that release was expected early in the spring of 1915. Work was also
conducted in another nine counties. The return on the $30,000 appropriated by the State
and matched by the federal government was substantial. There were 35,320 head of
cattle in the area released in South Carolina in 1914. That brought about an increase in
their value of $3.38 per head or a total increase of $119,381. There had also been a 15
percent increase in milk production, a 13 percent savings from loss by death to cattle tick
fever, and an increase in the values of hides, combining for additional savings of over
$100,000. This made a total increase in value of $219,381 for one year’s work and an
investment of $60,000. If South Carolina was to appropriate $30,000 for the 1915 tick
eradication campaign, it would cover the cost of work in all of the remaining quarantined
counties. As the present rate of progress, it was expected that it would take three more
years to complete the tick eradication work in South Carolina.

330

On March 1, 1915, the Secretary of Agriculture released Chesterfield, Marion and
Florence counties from federal quarantine according to an article that appeared in the
March 3rd edition of The Watchman and Southron newspaper.
On September 15, 1915, the Secretary of Agriculture released Aiken, Richland, Fairfield,
Kershaw, and the remaining portion of Lancaster counties (September 29, 1915 article,
The Moulton Advertiser). According to the USDA’s Weekly News Letter of March 22,
1916, Calhoun, Saluda, Lexington, and the remainder of Florence County were released
from Federal quarantine on March 10, 1916.
On February 2, 1917, The Tuscaloosa Times and News Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that only ten counties in South Carolina remained infested with the cattle tick,
and it was planned to commence systematic dipping on March 1st. Five hundred cattle
dipping vats were to be in operation across these 10 counties, and it was expected that
100,000 cattle were to be dipped regularly. It was anticipated that another 5,000 square
miles would be freed from the Federal quarantine at the end of the dipping season.
On March 17, 1917, The Watchman and Southron, published in Sumter, reported that
after Dr. W.K. Lewis had made two visits to Georgetown, Mr. H.T. Prosser, assistant
development agent for the Seaboard Air Lines Railway, and Mr. R.E. L. Neil, secretary
of the chamber of commerce, had persuaded twenty local cattlemen to construct cattle
dipping vats in Georgetown County. Four of those vats were already completed, and six
more nearly completed. Mr. Prosser, who was also “handling colonization work,” had
recently brought farmers from Indiana to Georgetown County. They would be bringing
their registered stock to the county when the cattle ticks were eradicated.
On November 21, 1917, The Watchman and Southron reported that while South Carolina
was not breaking any records, her tick eradication work was progressing to the point that
officials in Washington thought the work could be finished by the end of 1918. The
counties still under quarantine were Beaufort, Berkeley, Charleston, Colleton,
Dorchester, Georgetown, Hampton, Horry, Jasper and Williamsburg.
By the summer of 1918, work had progressed rapidly in South Carolina. According to
the July 10, 1918 edition of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter, eradication of the tick had
only really begun in April of 1914 when the state legislature provided funds for
cooperating with the Department of Agriculture. Fourteen counties had been cleared of
ticks, but the greater portion of the State was still tick infested. The work “has been
carried on steadily and systematically and has been free of disturbance and hostile
agitation.” It was predicted that South Carolina would be released from quarantine by
December 1, 1919; the first state along the Atlantic Coast to be tick free.
In 1918, W.K. Lewis, the Inspector in Charge of Tick Eradication, reported to Dr. W.M.
Riggs, President of Clemson College, that between January 1 and October 31, 1918, work
had been conducted in 19 counties, comprising an area of 15,811 square miles. Between
1906 and April or 1914, a total of 14 counties had been released from quarantine. Prior
to this date, cattle owners were losing an estimated $1.5 million from ticks each year.
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Another 31 counties were to be released on November 30, 1918, comprising an area of
21,880 square miles and containing 244,358 head of cattle.
The work was defined as “systematic work” and “final work.” The “systematic work for
1918 was conducted in ten counties, namely Beaufort, Berkeley, Charleston, Colleton,
Dorchester, Georgetown, Hampton, Horry, Jasper and Williamsburg, comprising an area
of 8,739 square miles. These counties were all in the coastal plain section of state, where
the practice of “free ranging” prevailed. Driving cattle from the large bays, savannas and
swamps seemed an impossible task, but it was done with the close cooperation of most of
the cattle owners. The dipping vat was the method used in these counties. Arsenical
solution was listed in the “incidentals” portions of the expenditures. In a few small areas
where “stock law” provisions controlled small herds, spray pumps were used. A
sufficient area in the above ten counties were cleared of ticks to justify the releasing of
those counties from the quarantine as of November 30, 1918.
“Final work” was conducted in nine counties, namely Aiken, Chesterfield, Clarendon,
Edgefield, Fairfield, Florence, Kershaw, Lancaster, and Orangeburg, an area of 7,072
square miles. These counties had been previously released from State and Federal
quarantine, but a few small areas remained under local quarantine until it was established
that they were completely free of ticks. Those areas were inspected every 14 days and
the cattle disinfected under official supervision. At the time of the report, the work in
these counties was nearly completed.
With the release of the ten counties on November 30, 1918, the State of South Carolina
would be listed as a “non-quarantine area” from a Federal standpoint. From this point,
the entire state was released from quarantine, only the second state to be released, and the
first state along the Atlantic Seaboard, which was reason to be proud. W.K. Lewis,
however, wanted to emphasize the fact that the work would have to continue, as the area
was not entirely free from ticks. It would be necessary to continue the regular
disinfection in the coastal plain counties the following year. There were cattle in each
county that could not be driven out of the swamps, and with access to the free ranges,
they would undoubtedly reinfest some of the cleared ranges. The dipping of cattle would
continue until the last tick had been eradicated (South Carolina General Assembly
1919a).
On November 27, 1918, The Watchman and Southron reported that the United States
Department of Agriculture would be releasing all remaining quarantined areas in South
Carolina on December 1, 1918. The counties released were: Beaufort, Berkeley,
Charleston, Colleton, Dorchester, Georgetown, Hampton, Horry, Henry, Jasper, and
Williamsburg. The total area to be released in the State was 8,739 square miles.
On December 18, 1918, The Watchman and Southron reported that the Secretary of
Agriculture, D.F. Houston, had sent a letter of congratulations to governor and the people
of South Carolina for their achievement in eradicating the cattle tick. “To the people of
South Carolina belongs the fullest credit for their enterprise in providing dipping vats and
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the necessary arsenical solutions, their persistence in dipping all their animals regularly,
and their determination to let nothing interfere with [the] work of eradication.”
According to the State of South Carolina’s Treasurer’s Report, during Fiscal Year 1917, a
total of $28,251 was expended on tick eradication. The Comptroller General reported
that a total of $32,530 was expended in Fiscal Year 1918. The State Treasurer reported
that $30,693 was spent on tick eradication in Fiscal Year 1919. W.K. Lewis included a
listing of expenditures and personnel in his 1918 report to Dr. W.M. Riggs, President of
Clemson College. The salaries of the inspectors were paid jointly by the State of South
Carolina and the U.S. Department of Agriculture.
W.K. Lewis
W.L. Cohenour, Jr.
Clarke Hedley
H.B. Hood
F.S. Hope
C.A. Krause
Z.C. Boyd
H.S. Brundage
B.H. Newell
W.S. Trigg
G.S. Cuthbert
W.F Gaillard
S.H. Williams
George Smith
R.K. Donly

Inspector in Charge
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Veterinarian Inspector
Cattle Inspector
Cattle Inspector
Cattle Inspector
Clerk
Clerk

$2,750
$1,800
$1,800
$1,800
$1,800
$1,740
$1,600
$1,500
$1,500
$1,500
$1,500
$1,440
$1,400
$1,400
$1,080

In addition to the men listed above, there were also six part time cattle inspectors that
were paid $110 each month that they worked, and 69 part time cattle inspectors paid $100
per month for the time they worked.
Evidently, some of the areas that had been released from Federal quarantine on
November 30, 1918 were placed back under quarantine. The USDA reported that 8,619
square miles in South Carolina were released from Federal quarantine during Fiscal Year
1919 (USDA 1920:114).
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on March 5, 1919 that regular disinfecting of
cattle was to be continued during 1919 in South Carolina’s coastal-plain counties to
prevent any local infestations and to completely eliminate the cattle tick. The Weekly
News Letter reported on May 14, 1919 that during the month of March, there had been
1,447 dippings in the 801 vats available. The work begin conducted in South Carolina
was described as the “final mopping up” work.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 831 dipping vats in operation in South Carolina, and
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1,000,000 head of cattle and 500 head of horses and mules were dipped. The entire State
of South Carolina had been released from federal quarantine on December 1, 1918, and
the work during 1919 was rather intensive over 16,340 square miles to complete their tick
eradication work. During 1919, a total of $93,500 was expended for tick eradication in
federal, state and county funds (United States Live Stock Association 1920:18).
In the 31st annual report of the Board of Trustees of Clemson Agricultural College to the
South Carolina General Assembly, it was reported that the tick eradication work had
begun in South Carolina in 1907 with college funds. Since that time, a grand total of
$683,123.33 had been expended in the work. Through November 1, 1920, the funding
had been provided by:
U.S. Department of Agriculture
South Carolina State Appropriations
Clemson College Funds
County Contributions (1913)

$429,412.47
$198,523.86
$ 54,104.00
$ 1,083.00

The entire State of South Carolina had been released from federal quarantine, and the
State had been completely cleared of cattle ticks in all but ten counties. Final tick
eradication work was still needed in Beaufort, Berkeley, Charleston, Colleton,
Dorchester, Georgetown, Hampton, Horry, Jasper and Williamsburg. In most of these
ten counties, the cattle were free-ranged. If not for this fact, the tick eradication work
would have been completed. The only practical way to accomplish complete tick
eradication was to drive the cattle to dipping vats periodically. “This process of clearing
a given territory is one of infinite slowness and uncertainty” (South Carolina General
Assembly 1920:36-37).
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. In their annual report, it was recorded that the
entire State of South Carolina had been released from federal quarantine on December 1,
1918. During the 1920 dipping season, they had conducted final work in Horry,
Williamsburg, Georgetown, Berkeley, Dorchester, Charleston, Colleton, Hampton, Jasper
and Beaufort counties. In spite of the fact that free range conditions prevailed in all of
these counties, and it was very difficult to dip all of the cattle regularly, the work had
progressed very satisfactorily and only a small percentage of ticky cattle were being
found (United States Live Stock Sanitary Association 1921:137-138).
On July 22, 1922, The Watchman and Southron reported that South Carolina was leading
the entire South in the number of pure bred dairy cattle with 5,134 head. The State of
South Carolina also had the greatest number of bull associations in the country with the
possible exception of the State of Pennsylvania, according to Dr. W.K. Lewis. Dr. Lewis
also stated that is was generally accepted that when the cattle tick was eradicated from
South Carolina, cattle prices increased from three dollars to ten dollar per head. South
Carolina was practically free of the cattle tick except in the “free grass” territory. Dr.
Lewis said that the cattle in a “free grass” section could be completely tick-free, and on
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yearling infested with ticks could come in from a swamp or other county and undo all the
work accomplished.
When the USDA changed its reported methodology in 1923, and began tracking counties
that had been cleared of ticks rather than just the square miles released from Federal
quarantine, it was reported that no counties in South Carolina were under Federal
quarantine. When the tick eradication program began in 1906, there were 44 counties in
South Carolina placed under quarantine. As of June 30, 1923, the Federal quarantine had
been lifted on all 44 counties. There were 30 counties that were completely tick-free, and
14 counties that had been released from Federal quarantine, but still had one or more
infested herds (USDA 1924:230).
In the 1931 USDA Yearbook W.K. Lewis, Veterinarian with the BAI, reported on the
cattle tick’s passing in South Carolina. On September 22, 1927, the last cattle tick was
found in South Carolina. Although the number of cattle had decreased in the State as
well as other Southern states, the increase in quality was bringing a net benefit of tick
eradication was about $2 million annually. Since tick eradication had been completed in
1927, nearly 1,000 purebred bulls of beef and dairy types had been brought into the State
to be used as herd sires. Although cotton was still the chief staple crop, interest in
livestock had increased and many farmers were becoming aware of the importance of
diversified farming. There were still thousands of acres in South Carolina that could be
used for stock raising, and there were excellent prospects for deriving still greater
benefits from tick eradication (USDA 1931:132-133).
Texas Fever in Tennessee – 1897
On January 20, 1897, the Tennessee State Board of Health published their bulletin which
included a report by W.C. Rayan, the State Veterinarian, on Texas fever in Tennessee.
Dr. Rayan had spent the last quarter year inspecting the counties in order to define the
quarantine line for the 1897 season. During the previous season, Tennessee had lost
between 3,000 and 4,000 head of cattle to Texas fever; some counties had lost as many as
300 cattle. Dr. Rayan reported county by county on Texas fever (Tennessee Board of
Health 1897:83-85).
Dyer County, located on the Mississippi River, had no outbreaks of Texas fever during
the past season. No cattle ticks had been found in the county, either on range lands or in
enclosed farms. The same was true for Lauderdale County.
Dr. Rayan had received numerous reports of cattle dying in Shelby County during the last
season. Veterinarians in Memphis thought the number was as high as several hundred.
The cattle that had been grazed on range land or on commons were infested with the
cattle tick. Many of the enclosed farms, however, were tick-free. Shelby County was
considered thoroughly tick infected.
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Two outbreaks had occurred in Fayette County during the last season. The enclosed
cultivated farms were completely free of ticks. The areas in the county with Texas fever
were confined to the river bottoms where the tick thrived year after year. In Haywood
County there had been no outbreaks during the last season. The cattle on the range lands
and in the enclosed pastures were found to be tick free. Haywood County was not
infected.
There had been one outbreak in Crockett County during the past season near Gadsden.
Sixteen cattle had died, however the outbreak was traced to cattle coming into the county
from further south. All of the cattle in Crockett County were thought to be susceptible to
Texas fever, but the cattle were tick-free. Hardeman County had a large amount of range
land on which cattle ticks appeared each year. The cattle kept on the land evidently were
immune to Texas fever as they rarely had symptoms of the disease. Hardeman County
was considered permanently infected.
Madison County had numerous outbreaks of Texas fever during the previous season and
several hundred cattle had died. The county contained a large amount of open range land
that was infested with cattle ticks. The enclosed pasture land was tick-free, but the cattle
moved between the open range and the enclosed cultivated farms. Madison County was
considered permanently infected with Texas fever.
In Gibson County, both the open range and enclosed pastures were found to be free of
ticks. Although the cattle were susceptible to Texas fever, there had been no outbreaks
during the season. McNairy County was infected, with ticks found in both the open
range and common pasture areas. Chester County was also infected. Ticks were found
in the range lands, but the enclosed farms, in most cases, were free of ticks.
Henderson County had a number of outbreaks during the season. The range lands were
infected, but the closed pastures were tick free. The movement of the cattle from the
closed pastures to the range land was spreading the disease and the entire county was
considered infected. Carroll County had several outbreaks in the southern part of the
county, caused by the introduction of cattle from Henderson County. There was no
evidence that the ticks remained from year to year.
In Hardin County there had been one outbreak. In many parts of the county cattle were
troubled with ticks on the range land. Although the enclosed pastures were tick free, the
county was considered infected. Decatur County had a number of outbreaks. The ticks
were in the open range lands. The closed pastures were not troubled with ticks. The
county was considered infected.
There was only a small portion of Wayne County infected with ticks, and that was in the
range lands in the northeastern corner of the county. The ticks in this portion of the
county appeared to be surviving over the winter months. Outside of this area, the county
was tick free, but the cattle were susceptible and there were annual outbreaks from cattle
being introduced from Alabama.
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The cattle in Lawrence County were susceptible to the disease and the county suffered
from many outbreaks each season. There was a large amount of range land in the
southern part of the county that ran into Alabama, and it was impossible to keep the
Lawrence County separated from Alabama cattle. Many cattle were allowed to drift into
the county, and then sent to market in Pulaski in Giles County. While Lawrence County
was not considered infected, something was needed to be done to secure better separation
of the cattle.
Giles County was considered one of the best cattle producing counties in Tennessee. The
enclosed, cultivated farms, which made up the majority of the county, were tick free.
However, on the open range lands, limited to the southern part of the county, ticks annual
appeared, evidently introduced by cattle from Alabama. The people of Giles County
were determined to eradicate the cattle tick in the upcoming season, as there had been
several outbreaks where native cattle had died.
Lincoln County had several outbreaks during the season. These outbreaks were caused
by cattle introduced from Alabama. There were no cattle ticks on range lands or on the
common pastures. The tick infestation usually disappeared after the first cold winter
weather.
Marshall County and Bedford County were tick free. There had been no outbreaks of
Texas fever in these counties.
Franklin County had not had any outbreaks during the past season. The range lands in
the southern part of the county were annually infected with ticks from Alabama cattle.
The cattle that were kept in enclosed farms were free from ticks, and therefore,
susceptible to Texas fever.
Coffee County had one outbreak during the past season, near Hillsboro in the eastern part
of the county. It was thought that the tick had been brought in from Warren County.
Both the range lands and the enclosed pastures in the county were free of ticks. The
cattle were susceptible to Texas fever.
During 1894, the range lands in the vicinity of McMinnville, the county seat of Warren
County, had become infected with ticks, and a large number of cows in that town died.
The disease returned in 1895, and an area of a three-mile radius of the courthouse was
placed under quarantine, forcing people to keep their cattle in enclosed pastures. The
ticks, however, managed to survive the winter, and the following year, another 300 cattle
died. It was theorized that the ticks were able to survive the winter in the range land,
which were extensive throughout the county, and covered with timber. The ground was
covered with debris, which may have provided shelter for the tick eggs.
Marion County had extensive range lands extending down into Alabama, and was
annually infected with cattle ticks as Alabama cattle drifted northward over the
mountains. Many of the native cattle died as a result of this infection from the disease.
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There had been several outbreaks in Sequatchie County during the season. The cause
was thought to be cattle brought in from the South. Very few outbreaks had occurred
over the years, but over 200 cattle had died during the past season.
Hamilton County had several outbreaks caused by cattle being driven over the mountain
roads from Alabama. All of the cattle in the county were susceptible to the disease, as it
never occurred unless the ticks were introduced. There was a great deal of range land
extending down into Alabama and Georgia, and cattle from those states were driven to
Chattanooga, keeping Hamilton County constantly infected. It was thought that if the
cattle from Alabama and Georgia could be kept out of the county, Hamilton County
could become tick-free. This however, would require a small army of inspectors along
the southern boundary of the county.
Rhea County had its first outbreak in the 1894 season, caused by cattle being driven over
the roads from Georgia. The ticks spread over the mountain range land, and each year
since, numerous cattle had died from the disease. The ticks were very numerous
throughout the southern part of the county during the 1896 season.
James County had extensive range lands in the southern portion of the county which
were annually infected with ticks from cattle drifting in from Georgia. The native cattle
were susceptible and many died each year from the disease.
Bradley County had extensive range lands in the southern portion of the county extending
into Georgia. Cattle drifting in from Georgia annually infected the range lands and each
year many native cattle died from the disease. The cattle that were kept on enclosed
farms were tick-free, unless brought into the enclosed pastures from the range land.
Polk County had a small area of infested territory on which the cattle ticks made an
annual appearance, confined in the valleys along the roads. The native cattle were
susceptible. Only one outbreak had occurred during the season.
McMinn and Monroe counties were not infected.
Dr. Rayan reported that repeated experiments conducted by Dr. Salmon, Chief of the
Bureau of Animal Industry, had proven that the cattle tick was cause of Texas fever. He
had deduced that neither climate nor soils had anything to do with the spread of the
disease. Tennessee had two classes of cattle: those that were ticky, and therefore
unsusceptible to the disease, and those that were kept tick-free from birth, which were
susceptible to the disease. The only way to prevent the spread of Texas fever was to
eliminate the cattle tick. The cattle plague was nothing more than the invasion of the
parasitic tick. The quarantine regulations concerning the movement of cattle were to
commence on February 15th, and the line for quarantine needed to be established for the
1897 season (Tennessee State Board of Health 1897:83-86).
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Texas Fever in Tennessee – 1902
In September 1902, Dr. Rayen presented a paper entitled “Texas Fever and Its Relation to
the Live Stock Interests in Tennessee” at the annual American Veterinarian Medical
Association conference in Minneapolis, Minnesota. While much of the State of
Tennessee was tick-free, the State was exposed to and adjoining a much larger portion of
the permanently infested area. The quarantine line running through Tennessee affected
thirty counties in the central and southern portion of the State. It ran from the northwest
corner of Shelby County on the Mississippi River, in a zigzag pattern eastward to the
northeastern corner of Polk County (Rayen 1902:249).
The diverse topographical conditions of Tennessee produce a variety of lands suitable for
agriculture. There are vast areas of sparsely settled land covered with stunted timber that
during the spring, summer and fall are covered with nutritious grasses affording abundant
pasturage for cattle and sheep. These areas are called “flat woods” or barrens in the
lower elevated sections and “the range” in the mountainous sections. These open areas
are infested with Boophilus bovis, and therefore, permanently infected with Texas fever.
However, in the more densely populated areas, the lands are enclosed by fences, and the
ticks disappear. Some of these enclosed farms cover a very large portion of the county,
and most of the county is tick-free. The cattle raised on the tick-free enclosed farms are
susceptible to Texas fever. In a state so abundantly supplied with lands that can only be
used for pasturage, Texas fever is a subject of great importance to the farmers (Rayen
1902:250).
Dr. Rayen thought that educating the agricultural population of Tennessee was needed to
solve the Texas fever problem. Only a few “feeble” efforts had been made in Tennessee
to understand and better manage the disease. The United States Department of
Agriculture had placed trained inspectors in the State to manage the quarantine line and
educate the public, but their authority was limited. The first legislation in Tennessee
covering the spread of communicable disease in domestic animals was passed in 1893,
but the legislature failed to appropriate money for the work and very little was
accomplished. Appropriations were finally provided in 1897. In 1901, the management
of communicable diseases in domestic animals was transferred to the Bureau of
Agriculture, and a state live stock inspector and three assistant inspectors were appointed.
Almost unlimited authority was given to the commissioner of agriculture and the state
live stock inspector (Rayen 1902:251-252).
Tick Eradication in Tennessee – 1906 to 1923
On September 26, 1906, The Paducah Evening Sun, of Paducah, Kentucky, reported that
strict quarantine orders had been issued for Carroll County, Tennessee by Dr. Wilbur J.
Murphy of the USDA Bureau of Animal Industry, in accordance with the regulations
governing cattle quarantine for the purpose of eradicating the Texas fever tick.
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In 1906, a representative from the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) and the Tennessee
State Live Stock Commissioner had agreed on a division of work to begin inspecting
counties with the view of exempting them from the quarantine. Thirteen BAI employees
and an additional man visited 22 counties, conferred with county boards, addressed 24
meetings on the subject of tick eradication, and though the local county presses, brought
the subject of tick eradication to the attention of the general public. As a result of the
work, it was recommended to remove from the quarantine area the counties of Moore,
Cannon, and Cumberland; about one-third of each of the counties of Haywood, Fayette,
and Coffee; about two-thirds of the counties of Franklin, Putnam, and Fentress. These
areas were not yet entirely tick-free, but the infested animals were few and under the
control of the State and county authorities under agreement with the Bureau of Animal
Industry. Up through the end of October 1906, a total of 6,317 herds containing 39,044
head of cattle had been inspected. A total of 822 herds containing 4,174 head of cattle
had been inspected a second time (USDA 1907b:17).
In December of 1906, the Bureau of Animal Industry held a conference in Nashville,
Tennessee to consider plans for the eradication of the cattle tick. According to Mr. A.H.
Pettibone of the USDA, there was in Tennessee a “most admirable law” regarding
quarantining tick-infested cattle, but that less than one in five citizens were aware of the
law. Mr. Pettibone had written to 47 different newspapers in the counties and his letter
on the cause and cure of Texas fever had been published in 37 State newspapers. He had
also gone to county boards, to lawyers, and newspaper editors to raise the awareness level
of the law. This education was necessary if they were going to get the cooperation of the
people (USDA 1907b:43).
Mr. R.H. Kittrell, the Tennessee State Live Stock Commissioner, supported “Major”
Pettibone. While Tennessee had a law relating to communicable diseases among
domestic livestock, it was not well known by the people of the State. While the law was
not perfect, it did authorize the commissioner of agriculture and the livestock
commissioner to make rules and regulations governing the movement and control of
cattle. There were 41 counties in Tennessee that had been infected with cattle ticks and
placed under absolute or provisional quarantine. Through hard work and education, most
of the area had been cleaned up, although most of the progress was made due to natural
conditions and conditions. Mr. Kittrell believed that all of the infected areas had been
identified in Tennessee. Areas that were under fence laws or cultivated tended to be tick
free, while the areas of the State that was open range tended to be infected. Now that the
people had been made aware of the need to cooperate with the Federal government, they
had appointed county inspectors. Mr. Kittrell predicted that Tennessee would have 13
counties relieved from the Federal quarantine during the next year (USDA 1907b:56-57).
Tennessee had sent a recommendation to the Bureau of Animal Industry asking for the
listing of the Federal quarantine in six counties during 1907. This did not mean that there
were no longer ticks in those counties, but that the infection had been confined and the
conditions were favorable for the release from the quarantine. Partial relief was asked for
in another seven counties. In two other counties, there had asked that the quarantine be
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modified to provisional, so that the cattle could be moved upon inspection and a
certificate that they were tick-free (USDA 1907b:57-58).
The State of Tennessee had appropriated $2,500 for expenses. This did not include the
salary of the live-stock commissioner, but only the expenses of the inspectors to conduct
their work. This was not nearly enough to do all the work needed, but they had covered
all of the area they could with the funding. That area would have to be re-covered the
following season. With the reinforcement by the Federal government, they had been able
to cover nearly all of the area along the State’s southern boundary (USDA 1907b:58).
By April 1, 1911, the State of Tennessee had completed tick eradication work in 26
counties and parts of eight other counties, and had the Federal quarantine lifted. Seven
counties and parts of five other counties still remained under the quarantine. Six counties
were conducting tick eradication work in cooperation with the Bureau of Animal Industry
(USDA 1912b:256).
According to an article that appeared in the May 26, 1915 edition of The Moulton
Advertiser, the Honorable Frank L. Lynch, county judge of Franklin County, Tennessee,
reported on April 15, 1912 that the work of tick eradication in Franklin County had been
completed the previous year (1911). The Honorable George P. Burnett, county judge of
Cumberland County, Tennessee, reported on April 19, 1912 that six years earlier (1906)
Cumberland County had become infected with the cattle tick. Steps were immediately
taken to quarantine the county and eradicate the tick. Within 12 months, the quarantine
was raised and Cumberland County had been tick-free ever since.
On July 5, 1911, The Hartford Herald (Ohio County, Kentucky) published a July 1st
article from Nashville reporting that “Night Riders” had threatened Tennessean cattleman
in Henderson County. Previously, the State Live Stock inspector had given permission to
certain persons in the county, mostly widows, to allow their milch cows and other cattle
to roam at large on unfenced lots. Recently, Henderson County had been placed under
the quarantine line, forcing Inspector White to withdraw this concession. Dr. George R.
White was led to his decision by the fact that nine dipping vats had been constructed in
the county to rid the cattle of ticks. “Night riders” had visited the vats, cut the wire
fences around the vats, and left written notice that unless the dipping stopped
immediately, the vats would be destroyed. The written noticed conveyed to the owners
that cattle dipping should not be done in Henderson County.
In the “Newspaper Comment” portion of the American Journal of Veterinarian Medicine
for January 1913, it was reported that Dr. George R. White, the State Live Stock
Inspector of Tennessee, had stated that the tick eradication work in his state was being
pushed rapidly, and that by September the cattle tick and tick fever would be a thing of
the past in Tennessee. On December 10, 1913, The Evening Independent of St.
Petersburg, Florida in reporting on tick eradication progress in the South, reported that
Tennessee was just celebrating “its riddance of the pest.”
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On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. In their annual report, it was documented that tick
eradication work had begun in Tennessee in 1896. At that time, practically half of the
state was below the quarantine line. By the end of 1920, the entire State of Tennessee
was free of cattle ticks and no part of the state was under quarantine. The cattle industry
in Tennessee had experienced “wonderful development in growth” since the initiation of
the tick eradication work. The State Veterinarian opined that “the real obstacle toward
making the southeastern section of the United States the permanent cattle section is the
presence of ticks in certain states which should be eliminated at the earliest possible
moment” (United States Live Stock Association 1921:137).
When the tick eradication program began in 1906, Tennessee had 42 counties placed
under Federal quarantine. As of June 30, 1923, all of those counties had been released
from Federal quarantine, and only one county still contained one or more herds with
cattle ticks (USDA 1924:230).
Tick Eradication in Texas – 1897 to 1902
On June 19, 1897, The Progress, a newspaper published in Shreveport, Louisiana,
published an article by Dr. Mark Francis of the Texas Experiment Station that had been
originally published in the Breeder’s Gazette. Dr. Francis began his article with the
assumption that the readers were familiar with the life cycle of the cattle tick and their
connection to Texas fever. It had been suggested that burning off pastures in the fall of
the year prevented attacks from the cattle tick. While this killed a great number of cattle
ticks, it was not being done to any extent to work completely. It was also generally
accepted that if sulphur was mixed with the cattle feed it would produce a “condition on
the skin offensive to the ticks.” This was also found not to be satisfactory, as was giving
the cattle access to sulphur water daily. Dr. Francis’s efforts were focused on killing the
ticks after they have attached to the cattle. After several years of working with various
cattle dip solutions, they had abandoned tobacco decoctions, the carbolic preparations,
the arsenical and lime and sulphur “sheep dips,” and the kerosene emulsion. What had
worked the best for Dr. Francis at the Texas Experiment Station was cottonseed oil,
applied generously with a wide paint brush. This of course, only worked with gentle
animals. To apply the cottonseed oil to range animals, they had built a large cattle
dipping vat of about 5,000 gallons capacity, following the design of the vat first built by
Mr. R.J. Kleburg of Alixe, Texas. The cattle were confined in pens and forced to enter
the vat through a shoot. A trapdoor at the entrance to the vat caused the cattle to lose
their balance and slip into the vat. The cattle then swam the vat and arrived at the
dripping platform, where they remained for a short time to allow the excess dip to flow
back into the dipping vat. The vats were filled with water, and then an inch or so of
cottonseed oil was floated on top of the water. The cattle were completely immersed in
the vat and came out of the vat completely coated with the cottonseed oil. With this
method, 1,000 to 2,000 animals could be dipped in a single day before being shipped to
any portion of the country at any season. They had not crippled, drowned, or aborted any
animals in the dipping process.
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On December 9, 1902, The Brownsville Daily Herald carried an article from the Corpus
Christi Caller reporting on the construction of a large cattle dipping vat in the city. The
40-foot long vat was built by Reid & Sutherland to be used on the King Ranch in the
lower portion of the state.
Tick Eradication in Texas – 1906 to 1913
A lack of funds had kept the State of Texas from employing men to do the initial
experimental work of tick eradication, but the regular State inspectors had been instructed
to cooperate with the Bureau of Animal Industry (BAI) as much as their duties would
allow. The work finally began in the end of August, 1906. Eleven BAI employees
worked in 17 counties, and inspected 410 herds containing 185,857 head of cattle. It was
expected that by the end of Fiscal Year 1907 the counties of Childress, Hardeman,
Walbarger, Cottle, Foard, King, Stonewall, Borden, Howard, Glasscock, and Pecos
would be free from general tick infection and removed from the provisionally
quarantined area (USDA 1907b:15).
Dr. J.W. Parker, inspector with the Bureau of Animal Industry in San Antonio,
represented the Texas State Live Stock Sanitary Commission at the annual conference of
the BAI in Nashville, Tennessee in December 1906. According to Dr. Parker, there had
been three men conducting investigations in the northern part of Texas about the 1st of
September, and in central Texas about the 15th of September. The BAI had another ten
men in the field part of the time, but the number had been reduced to eight men, and
additional cuts were expected. Given the size of the area, this was not a large force.
There were 19 counties and portions of three other counties above the quarantine line in
Texas that were more or less infected. Dr. Parker believed that one county was 75 to 80
percent infected (USDA 1907b:58).
In Childress County, after inspecting 23 premises, covering 54,260 acres with 7,875 head
of cattle, and selecting those areas most likely to be tick-infested, they found no ticks.
Childress County was being recommended for release from the quarantine. In Cottle
County, six out of ten premises inspected were found to be tick-free. The six tick-free
ranches consisted of 25,420 acres with 4,140 head of cattle. The four infested ranches
consisted of 154,600 acres with 10,700 head of cattle. Cottle County was expected to be
tick-free by June. If ticks were found in the county the following spring, dipping would
begin as soon as the tick-infested cattle were found (USDA 1907b:59).
In Hardeman County, a total of 190 premises had been found tick-free containing
160,572 acres with 17,596 head of cattle. Thirty-nine premises had been found infested
containing 80,038 acres with 6,004 head of cattle. There were six cattle dipping vats in
the county. Foard County was found to be heavily infested. Five premises were found to
be tick-free containing 98,440 acres with 10,035 head of cattle. Ten premises, consisting
of 68,940 acres with 16,335 head of cattle were found infested. There were seven cattle
dipping vats on the ten infested ranches. About half of Foard County had been inspected.
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It was expected that the results of the other half of the county would be the same.
Walbarger County was also considered “very generally ticky” but it was rapidly being
settled by farmers, and the BAI was working with the farmers to clean their premises.
Forty premises had been found tick-free consisting of 28,290 acres with 1,399 head of
cattle. Thirty-six premises had been found ticky, consisting of 75,000 acres with 9,007
head of cattle. There would soon be eight cattle dipping vats in Walbarger County
(USDA 1907b:59).
King County was expected to be tick-free by June 30, 1907, as there was a very small
percentage of the county found to be tick-infested. Nine premises were found to be tickfree, consisting of 846,800 acres with 50,400 head of cattle. Three premises, consisting
of 19,640 acres with 2,800 head of cattle were found tick-infested. There was one
dipping vat in operation in King County and two more vats soon to be completed. In
Knox County, thus far, everything inspected had been found to be tick-infested with very
few cattle tick-free. Seven premises had been inspected and found infested, consisting of
124,020 acres with 13,450 head of cattle. There were four dipping vats in Knox County.
It was expected to take two years to clean up Knox County (USDA 1907b:59).
A total of 535 premises had been inspected in Texas. Of this number, 315 premises
consisting of 1,349,564 acres with 101,448 head of cattle had been found to be tick-free.
The other 220 premises, consisting of 2,582,883 acres with 156,110 head of cattle, were
found to be tick-infested. There were a total of 69 cattle dipping vats either completed or
soon to be completed in the counties where cattle ticks had been observed. Dr. Parker
had received several propositions from “the heart of tick country” from people who
wanted to begin tick eradication. He was of the opinion that it was not advisable to clean
up any localities below the quarantine line unless the entire locality consented to tick
eradication. They needed the support of the people. Dr. Parker was considering asking
the Texas legislature to enact a law leaving the decision of tick eradication up to the
localities. If the people were in favor of tick eradication, compulsory cattle dipping
would be put into effect (USDA 1907b:60).
Although Arizona and New Mexico were not placed under quarantine in 1906, cattle
were inspected and cattle dipping vats were constructed in these states due o their
proximity to Mexico. Texas was also concerned that tick-infested cattle from Mexico
could make their way into Texas by way of these states. On August 12, 1910, The El
Paso Herald reported that USDA veterinarians were inspecting the cattle dipping at the
Wilhoit vats in Eddy County, New Mexico.
By April 1, 1911, the State of Texas had eradicated cattle ticks in seven whole counties
and parts of five other counties and these areas had been released from the Federal
quarantine. There had been a total of 190 infested counties placed under the quarantine
(USDA 1912b:257).
On September 28, 1911, The El Paso Herald announced that the cattle in Texas were in
fine condition. According to an annual report that had been filed with the governor, the
state live stock sanitary commission had reported that Texas cattle had never been in
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better shape. The establishment of cattle dipping vats across the cattle section of the state
had allowed thousands of head of cattle to be shipped interstate, and cattle above the
quarantine line and not being affected by the cattle tick could be shipped to any other
state. During the past seven months, a total of 530,200 head of cattle and 7,441 head of
horses were inspected and allowed to be moved.
On July 1, 1912, The El Paso Herald reported that the dipping season had begun at
Douglas, Arizona. R.L. Benton and J.S. McDaniel were enroute to the Mexican border
with a herd of 1,600 head of cattle and were expected to arrive at Agua Prieta. These
would be the first cattle to be dipped at the vats being constructed there by Benton &
Company. After begin dipped, the cattle were to be shipped to Garden City, Kansas.
Stringent dipping laws were going into effect, and cattlemen were rushing to get as many
cattle through before the new laws went into effect. Not less than 20,000 head of cattle
had crossed the border into Arizona the previous evening. During the upcoming week,
2,000 head of cattle were to cross at Naco and Hereford for E.A. Tovrea of Bisbee,
another 2,000 head of cattle were to cross at Nogales for the Alamo Cattle Company, and
another 1,000 head of cattle were to cross at Hereford for Babe Thompson.
In three separate articles it was reported that 13 railroad cars of Arizona cattle had been
shipped to El Paso, arriving at the Union Stock Yards. The cattle were being handled by
the Mossman cattle firm and would eventually be shipped north. Pink Robertson of El
Paso has just shipped another 500 head of cattle from Silver City, New Mexico. In a
report from Nogales, Arizona, the new dipping laws had caused the local cattlemen and
brokers to “raise a great howl” as they had brought in shipments of cattle from Sonora,
Mexico and were being forced to dip them.
On October 7, 1912, The El Paso Herald reported that the large pens and cattle dipping
vat that had been under construction for some time by the S.P. (Southern Pacific)
Railway were now finished. W.B. Kibbey, of the Alamos Cattle Company, had imported
1,700 head of steers for shipment to Kansas and California. The cattle were dipped with
the loss of only one steer, which was drowned by getting caught under some of the other
cattle in the vat.
On October 30, 1912, The El Paso Herald reported that cattle dipping vats had been
constructed in Arizona at Douglas, Nogales, Sasabe, Monument 66, and at a point south
of Hereford. The USDA Bureau of Animal Industry required that all cattle coming into
the United States from Mexico had to be dipped at one of these vats.
On January 25, 1913, The El Paso Herald reported that the local cattlemen wanted cattle
dipping vats. The cattlemen wanted to be able to bring in cattle from the Mexican State
of Durango, but could not because they were infested with cattle ticks. Mexican cattle
were being shipped to Fort Worth, where they had cattle dipping vats. The El Paso
cattlemen realized that some legislation may be required in order to secure the vats and
get permission to import cattle from quarantined districts. With the dipping vats, the
cattle industry in El Paso could be increased by hundreds of thousands of dollars.

345

Tick Eradication in Texas - 1914 to 1922
On May 19, 1914, the El Paso Herald carried an article from San Angelo, the county seat
of Tom Green County, stating that a number of cattlemen in the county were interested in
cattle tick eradication. They were striving to an election called to get a vote on an
appropriation for the work. It was expected that the proposition would carry by a large
majority.
On July 9, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal, published in Welsh, Louisiana, reported that the
tick eradication campaign in Texas was being renewed. Between 1907 and 1914 Texas
had cleaned 28,805 square miles of territory and had it placed above the quarantine line.
So far in the 1915 dipping season, Sterling and Wilbarger counties had been released
from the federal quarantine. In the past seven years, the USDA Bureau of Animal
Industry had spent $110, 570 in tick eradication in Texas, the State of Texas had spent
$36,745, and local cattle raising organizations had spent $3,000. Despite the large sums
of money spent, most of Texas was still infested with the cattle tick. Support for tick
eradication, however, was progressing. Nolan County had voted for tick eradication by a
substantial margin in March 1915. The tick eradication vote had been soundly defeated
previously in a three to one margin. Progressive cattlemen were leading the tick
eradication movement in Clay, Archer, Wichita, Throckmorton, Stevens, Young, Concho
counties. The people of Texas were not yet ready to commit to tick eradication. There
were only 69 dipping vats in operation across the State of Texas. In comparison, there
were 2,352 vats in Mississippi and 229 in Oklahoma.
On August 13, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal published an article from Temple, Texas
reporting that negotiations were being conducted whereby immense cattle dipping vats
were to be constructed near that town if a suitable tract of land could be leased for the
purpose. At least 1,000 acres were needed, either in one tract or several, but all
contiguous.
On November 6, 1915, The Abbeville Progress, published in Abbeville, Louisiana,
reported that the tick eradication election held in Clay County, Texas had passed by a
good majority.
On December 31, 1915, The Rice Belt Journal published an article from Jacksboro,
Texas, reporting that tick eradication in Jack County had been defeated in an election by
a vote of 385 to 489.
In the 1916 Journal of the American Veterinarian Medical Association, R.P. Marsteller
of College Station reported that “never before has such great interest been taken in the
control of hog cholera, tick eradication, and anthrax.” In previous years, the efforts to
arouse enthusiasm in farmers and stockowners had seemed futile. The earnest efforts of
the officer of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Texas, the Live Stock Sanitary
Commission, and the Federal government were beginning to be rewarded. Tick
eradication work was being conducted in 15 Texas counties, and many other counties
were considering holding elections on tick eradication.
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On April 11, 1916, the El Paso Herald reported that Shackleford County had been placed
under cattle quarantine, and the governor had issued a proclamation prohibiting the
shipment of cattle into the county unless the cattle had been dipped. The county had
recently voted for tick eradication and it was desired that no cattle enter the county unless
they had been dipped.
On August 18, 1916, the El Paso Herald reported that more than three-fourths of a
million cattle had been dipped in Texas during the month of July in 18 counties. There
were approximately 900 cattle dipping vats in operation, most of which had been
constructed since January 1, 1916. The report for the month of July was included:
County

No. Herds

Dipped Cattle

Herds Infested

No. Cattle

Archer
Baylor
Clay
Coke
Concho
Cooke
Crockett
Irion
Nolan
Runnels
Shackleford
Stephens
Sutton
Taylor
Tom Green
Throckmorton
Wichita
Young

1,336
147
2,267
591
950
1,469
18
52
88
1,360
552
1,675
305
665
300
217
763
1,279

103,862
30,606
73,450
30,935
58,357
25,200
3,436
16,929
12,187
48,612
69,088
75,178
56,087
30,667
28,778
28,630
28,443
50,401

693
48
539
116
591
931
11
11
25
519
279
1,087
193
256
127
57
82
1,010

84,262
25,680
31,541
12,074
53,116
18,762
1,583
5,077
5,625
34,222
46,290
62,315
49,508
13,893
18,190
15,692
6,615
45,842

Totals

13,934

760,846

6,575

528,288

On September 26, 1916, The Tuscaloosa News and Times Gazette (Tuscaloosa, Alabama)
reported that there had been 760,846 dippings conducted in Texas under Federal or State
supervision during the month of July 1916, and 740,751 dippings during the month of
August.
According to an article that appeared in the Fort Worth Star – Telegram on January 18,
1917, due to the slow progress of counties passing tick eradication through elections, the
leading cattlemen of Grayson County petitioned the Texas legislature to change or amend
the existing tick eradication laws to give Texas state-wide eradication authority.
According to the article, the sentiment for tick eradication was beginning to change, and
Texas was nearer than ever before to being rid of their tick tax on livestock.
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On February 9, 1917, the El Paso Herald reported that the Texas senate committee on
stock and stock raising had reported favorably on a bill for a statewide compulsory tick
eradication program that would run from 1919 to 1922. Under an agreement reached
between stockmen, the State of Texas was divided into three zones. In the northeastern
portion of the State, Zone 1, compulsory dipping would go into effect on March 1, 1919.
Compulsory dipping in the central portion of Texas, Zone 2, would go into effect on
March 1, 1920. Southwest Texas, Zone 3, would begin compulsory dipping on March 1,
1922. On February 16, 1917, the El Paso Herald reported that the “Hudspeth statewide
tick eradication bill” had finally passed the senate with only one dissenting vote. The bill
was now going to the House of Representatives for action.
On April 3, 1917, the El Paso Herald reported that Dallas County would be voting on
tick eradication. If the proposition passed, they would ask Governor Furguson to
proclaim Dallas County under quarantine beginning May 1st and continuing through
November 1st. Stockmen were hoping the cattle tick would be effectively eradication
during this period.
In September of 1917, farmers in Harris County, Texas voted to make dipping for cattle
tick compulsory. The law, passing by a majority, meant that they would not have to wait
for the state compulsory law which would go into effect in 1922. Officials of the Bureau
of Animal Industry were hoping that the other counties in Texas would quickly follow
suit. Jefferson County had previously voted for tick eradication. A Harris County
dairyman testified that since the ticks had been removed from his cows, they were
producing an increase in milk of one quart per cow per day, or 34 quarts, which meant an
increase in daily revenue of $3.40. Another farmer stated that he had been using the
arsenical solution prescribed by the Bureau of Animal Industry, and after dipping his
stock four times, his cattle were tick-free. The county-wide dipping was to begin in
Harris and Jefferson Counties as soon as the equipment was made ready. There were 45
dipping vats in Harris County, and another 100 vats were thought to be needed (USDA
Weekly News Letter, September 19, 1917).
The USDA received letters from several cattlemen from Young County, Texas
documenting the benefits of dipping the cattle during 1916 and 1917. Mr. J.W. Batchler
of New Castle had between 1,000 and 1,200 ticky cattle at the beginning of 1916. They
were dipped 10 times during the dipping season, and not a single fever tick was found on
his cattle during the following year. Mr. G.G. Casey of Graham had dipped his milk
cows as well as his stock cattle and steers. He had good results and wrote to say he
thought tick-free cattle areas were a necessity. He supported a regular 18-day dipping
interval. Mr. W.C. Burns, also of Graham, thought the dipping was more beneficial for
his dairy cows than his beef cattle. He thought more milk could be produced if the cattle
were handled carefully to and from the vats. Charles Keen of Graham dipped his cattle
nine times during the previous year, and “he never had cattle that thrived so well.” He
usually lost 10 to 12 head of cattle each year to tick fever. Dr. R.W. Rutherford,
practicing veterinarian in Olney, stated that he had not heard of a single case of cattle
fever in Young County since the systematic tick eradication began. The farmers and
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stockmen were very pleased with the work they had accomplished (USDA Weekly News
Letter, January 23, 1918).
In late 1918, Texas enacted their state-wide dipping law. Due to the large size of the
State and the large portion of tick-infested area, Texas was divided into three zones.
Dipping began in Zone 1, which consisted of 65 counties in the northeastern portion of
the State, on January 1, 1919 (USDA 1920:114-115).
On December 4, 1918, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that the following
counties had been released from South Texas on December 1, 1918: Galveston, Harris,
and Houston counties, and parts of Brooks, Duval, Jim Wells, and Willacy counties. The
following North Texas counties were to be released on December 1, 1918: Bosque,
Callahan, Coleman, Collin, Erath, Ellis, Grayson, Hunt, Kaufman, Mason, McLennan,
Palo Pinto, and Rockwall counties; and parts of Hood, Johnson, McCullough, and Parker
counties; and the remainder of Crockett and Tom Green counties.
On January 17, 1919, the El Paso Herald reported that Washington County would begin
their fight in tick eradication. Compulsory cattle dipping was carried by a vote of 319 to
86 in a recent election. It was hoped that the quarantine now in effect would soon be
lifted.
On January 23, 1919, the El Paso Herald reported that Senator Caldwell had introduced
an amendment to the tick eradication law, placing Lampasas, Burnet, San Saba, and Mills
counties into Zone 2. These four counties had originally been placed in Zone 1.
On February 11, 1919, Jonathan R. Mohler, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry,
addressed BAI employees at a conference in New Orleans. The new state-wide
compulsory dipping law in Texas would go into effect in the last zone in 1922.
According to Dr. Mohler, during January of 1919, the total number of cattle dipped in
South Texas counties was 1,033 herds consisting of 43,213 head of cattle. A total of
17,983 head of cattle in 286 herds underwent systematic dipping, while the other 25,230
head of cattle in 747 herds received preliminary dipping (Mohler 1919:743).
On March 18, 1919, Dr. R.A. Ramsey, chief of the tick eradication division of the Bureau
of Animal Industry, addressed the Texas Cattle Raiser’s Association at their convention
in Dallas. Texas had done a “pretty fair job” of cleaning up cattle ticks from
approximately 36 percent of the State. This represented more total area than in any other
of the tick infested States, but there still remained an infested area in Texas nearly equal
in size to all the other infested areas in all the other States combined. According to Dr.
Ramsey, “The eyes of the whole United States, so for as tick eradication is concerned, are
on Texas.” Texas was only spending two dollars in State and county funds for every
dollar expended by the Federal government. This was in contrast to three dollars for
Arkansas, $3.50 in Oklahoma, and four dollars in Louisiana. These three States had also
provided assistance to Texas during droughts, allowing Texas cattle to be moved into
their territories. Further, the Texas cattle were only dipped once in Texas. The other
States took on the expense of additional dipping. Dr. Ramsey expected Louisiana to
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become tick-free by the end of 1919, and Arkansas and Oklahoma by the end of 1920.
The Bureau of Animal Industry believed the South would be tick-free by 1923. Dr.
Ramsey hoped Texas would be on the “band wagon” and looked towards the Cattle
Raisers Association to see that Texas was on board.
On May 14, 1919, charges were dropped against a Mr. Smith of Harris County when a
lower court ruling was appealed. The Court of Criminal Appeals of the State of Texas
reversed a lower court decision and dismissed the case against Mr. Joel Smith, of Harris
County, who had been convicted of violating the tick eradication law and fined twentyfive dollars. They found that the State was required to prove that the Live Stock Sanitary
Commission had notified the defendant in writing of the time and manner his cattle were
to be dipped. Whereas Mr. Smith had not been notified in writing, the case against him
was fatally defective (Texas Criminal Reports 1920:281-282).
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on June 4, 1919 that the farmers of Harris
County had petitioned their County Commissioners’ Court to provide them with
sufficient funds to completely eradicate the cattle tick from their county. Harris County
had been released from the Federal quarantine (they voted for tick eradication in
September of 1917) and they were now seeking the funds to complete the work. In part,
their petition read, “The dipping of our cattle and cleaning them of ticks last year saved
us many dollars both in increased milk supply and beef production.”
On July 2, 1919, the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that the fight against the cattle
tick was intensifying with each passing month during 1919, and that a large part of the
Lone Star State would be removed from “the dominion of the parasite” by the end of the
year. Texas cattle owners were volunteering in the campaign in cooperation with the
State Live stock sanitary Commission and the Bureau of Animal Industry, and cattle were
being dipped in unprecedented numbers. In the month of May, another 254 dipping vats
were constructed in northern Texas, making the total number of vats available 4,271.
During the month of May 1919, a total of 1,628,607 head of cattle were dipped in the
northern section. In north Texas “especially satisfactory” work was being accomplished
in Jack, Parker, Hood, Bell and Van Zandt counties. The cattlemen of Burnet County had
hired attorneys to assist in prosecuting violators. Good progress was reported in Tarrant
County where the Fort Worth stock yards were located.
Reports from southern Texas showed that more dipping vats were being constructed there
and more cattle were being dipped there as well. Good progress was being made in
Houston, Madison, Walker, Montgomery, Washington, and Austin counties. In Harris
County, only a few ticks had been found in the area that had been systematically worked
in 1918, and these ticks were confined to the section of the county where opposition
prevailed last season. Good progress was reported in Galveston and Leon counties. In
Brazoria County, 175 of the leading cattlemen in the county had petitioned the
commissioners’ court to call for an election on tick eradication. However, rather than
wait for the results of the election, a plan of cooperation was arranged for voluntary
eradication work east of the Brazos River.
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On August 22, 1919, the El Paso Herald reported that another 2,203,715 cattle dippings
had been conducted in Texas during the month of July 1919. Brazos County had voted in
favor of systematic tick eradication, which was significant given that Brazos County was
in the third of three zones established in Texas, and tick eradication was not to begin in
the third zone until 1922. Progress in the northern portion of Texas indicated that at least
20 counties would be released from federal quarantine on December 1st. In Harris
County, at least 1,000 farms had been released from local quarantines requiring further
dipping. Harris County, also in the third zone, had been released from federal quarantine
last year, and had been “mopping up” during 1919. The release of 1,000 farms was an
indication that Harris County would soon be rid of the cattle tick.
In early December 1919, the United States Live Stock Sanitary Association met in
Chicago. In their report on tick eradication, it was documented that during the 1919
dipping season there had been 6,232 dipping vats in operation in Texas, and 14,243,370
head of cattle were dipped every 14 days. On December 1, 1919, there were 7,020 square
miles of territory released from federal quarantine. There remained 114,346 square
miles, or 60 percent of the original infested area, still under quarantine. During 1919, a
total of $796,672 was expended for tick eradication in federal, state and county funds
(United States Live Stock Association 1920:18).
On March 20, 1920, The Abbeville Progress, published in Abbeville, Louisiana, reported
that the tick eradication election had been defeated throughout Waller County, Texas.
On May 14, 1920, the El Paso Herald reported that constitutionality of the Texas tick law
was being assailed by an application of a writ of habeas corpus filed by J.M. Leslie in
Milam County. Leslie claimed that the law was in direct conflict of the state constitution.
Leslie had been arrested for failure to dip his livestock and was now being illegally
restrained of his liberty.
On May 15, 1920, the Court of Appeals of Texas in Dallas reversed and remanded the
case of McCollum et al v. McManus et al, which the lower court had previously
demurred and the plaintiffs appealed. In this case, Mr. W.D. McCollum and about 175
others had brought suit against the livestock inspectors of Henderson County, asking for
an injunction to have the court stop the dipping of cattle in that county . Mr. McManus, a
state livestock inspector, was compelling the plaintiffs and the rest of the citizens of
Henderson County to dip their livestock in vats filled with poison during July, August
and September of 1919. All who did not comply would be arrested, prosecuted, and
fined for their failure to do so. The vats were “about 18 to 20 feet in length and from 3 to
5 feet wide, and constructed in excavation about 7 or 8 feet below the surface of the
earth…” The defendants were compelling the plaintiffs to drive their cattle through a
narrow chute and causing them “to jump or fall a distance of several feet into the vat with
great force and violence.” The livestock “were bruised, skinned, crippled, and injured
because of the manner of construction of said vats and chutes, and on account of forcing
the animals to jump or fall into the same, and because of the quality and quantity of said
liquid and poison in the vats.” The plaintiffs had requested that the defendants inspect
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the vats, but that the defendants had arbitrarily refused with their request and proceeded
to carry out the forcible dipping.
The plaintiffs showed the court that Henderson County had once or twice voted against
systematic dipping and tick eradication. “In the face of the action of the voters the said
law destroyed local self-government” and the law was being enforced in spite of the fact
that the law had been declined by the vote of the people. They reasoned that the statute
controlling this matter was invalid and void. (The State of Texas had passed a state-wide
dipping law in 1918. It was not mentioned in the documentation.)
The plaintiff further showed the court that numerous citizens of Henderson County had
suffered losses due to this forced dipping of livestock. Owners of milch cows had
reported decreases in milk and butter to one-half of what would have been expected. The
milch cows of A.A. Darden were left cut, injured, and rendered almost helpless. A cow
of Frank McLeon had been killed. An unborn calf belong to Coy Elledge and J.V.
Hornsby was killed, and the cows rendered sick and stiff, and their bags and teats torn,
injured and poisoned. Another calf was crippled. All of the plaintiffs had cattle that “lost
their milk and were damaged by reason of said dipping, and were seriously injured and
rendered sick by said dipping and poisons, and their milk made bloodshot and unfit for
use…” This compelled the plaintiffs and their families to go without milk for several
days. All of the plaintiff’s cows were practically dried up, as were many other milch
cows in Henderson County.
The Court of Appeals ruled that the petition in the case had shown that the plaintiff’s
cattle had been bruised, skinned, blistered, caused to decrease in milk production,
crippled, killed, and suffered other damages. The dipping vats were not prepared
properly, and the cattle were dipped in a solution that was poisonous. The lower court
had erred in sustaining the defendants demurring to the plaintiff’s petition and in
dismissing the suit. The judgment in the case was reversed, and cause remanded for a
new trial. The Court of Appeals instructed the lower court to hear the testimony and
render judgment accordingly (West Publishing Company 1920b:593-597).
On June 9, 1920, the El Paso Herald reported that a writ of habeas corpus had been
granted in the case of J.M. Leslie from Milam County by the court of criminal appeals.
The court held that the tick eradication law was “faulty and incomplete” as to the
provisions of requiring the dipping of cattle. The law being inoperative to those
provisions, Mr. Leslie was discharged.
On November 29th and 30th and on December 1, 1920, the United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association met in Chicago. Their annual report documented that the tick
eradication work had progressed very satisfactorily in Texas during 1920, considering the
area involved and various conditions under which they were working. It was expected
that 1,800 square miles were to be released from federal quarantine at the close of the
1920 dipping season. In accordance with the state-wide tick eradication law, Texas had
been divided into three zones. It was expected that the delinquent counties in Zone 1 and
Zone 2, the northeastern and central portions of the state, would be finished in 1921.
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Preparations would be made for the work in Zone 3, the southwestern portion of the state,
to begin in the spring of 1922. On December 1, 1920, the following counties were
released from federal quarantine: Bell, Brown, Burnet, Camp, Coryell, Delta, Denton,
Falls, Franklin, Gillepie, Hill, Hopkins, Lampasas, Limestone, Mills, Navarro, San Saba,
and Wise, and a portion of Comanche and Lamar counties (United States Live Stock
Sanitary Association 1921:137-138).
On January 14, 1921, The Bartlett Tribune and News reported that the tick eradication
work in Bell County was continuing through the winter months. According to C.R.
Johnson, the inspector in charge, during the month of December 1920, there had been
475 herds dipped and inspected, totalling 7,643 head of cattle. Of this number, only 82
head of cattle from 18 herds had been found to be infected. Bell County had been
released from the Federal quarantine, but there remained several sections of the county
still infected. Those sections of the county were to remain under quarantine until all of
the cattle ticks had been eradicated. It had taken two years of work devoted to tick
extermination in Bell County. According to Mr. Johnson, had all the sections of the
county cooperated, the entire county would be released. However, since this had not
been done, the dipping of cattle would be continued through the winter months and next
summer until all of the localities in Bell County were tick-free.
On March 27, 1921, The Ogden Standard – Examiner, published in Ogden, Utah,
reported that tick eradication in the State of Texas would be extended into fifteen
additional counties on April 15th. The additional counties were Angelina, Bandera,
Guadalupe, Jasper, Kerr, Nacogdoches, Newton, Orange, Polk, Real, Sabine, San
Augustine, San Jacinto, and Tyler.
On September 15, 1922, The Durant Weekly News, published in Durant, Oklahoma,
reported that Boog Scott, Chairman of the Texas Livestock Sanitary Board in Fort Worth,
had issued an order modifying the state cattle dipping law. Any cattle that had been
systematically dipped could be marketed between dippings at any time. Prior to the
modification, cattlemen had to wait seven to ten days after dipping to market their cattle.
On March 24, 1923, The Hawera and Normanby Star, a newspaper in New Zealand,
published an article entitled “Tick Eradication in U.S.A.” According to Mr. Clunies
Ross, a veterinarian that had recently given a presentation on tick eradication in Sydney,
Australia, the State of Texas had begun systematic dipping in 77 counties in May of
1922. A total of 5,196,852 cattle were dipped. Of this number, 1,277,408 cattle in
57,464 herds were found to be tick-infested, and of these, 20,000 were in herds that had
started dipping late in the season and were only dipped systematically for two months.
On September 8, 1922, The Durant Weekly News, published in Durant, Oklahoma,
reported that Texas had broken all past dipping records during the month of July of 1922.
A total of 6,783,503 dippings had been recorded by the Bureau of Animal Industry for
the State of Texas. This figure was 150,000 more dippings than those recorded in June,
which had broken all previous records set since 1906. There were nearly 10,000 cattle

353

dipping vats in the State of Texas, with more than 200 vats built during the month of
July.
On December 9, 1922, the Tulsa Daily World, published in Tulsa, Oklahoma, carried an
article from Corsicana, Texas reporting that only three herds in Navarro County had
shown signs of cattle ticks according to State Livestock Inspector T.J. Fortenberry.
During the month of November, 285 herds of livestock were inspected. Of these, 276
herds, containing 3,557 head of cattle were not quarantined.
Tick Eradication in Virginia – 1904 to 1905
In the July 1904 issue of The Southern Planter, the “Leading Agricultural Journal of the
South” published in Richmond, Virginia, a reader wrote a letter to the editor regarding
the cattle tick and the quarantine line. The quarantine line would remain across the State
of Virginia “so long as we entertain the cattle tick.” It was of great benefit of very farmer
to “join hands with his neighbor in the extermination of the pest.” This idea was being
advanced by The Southern Planter. The State of Louisiana had recently shipped fattened
steers to the Chicago markets. They had been raised “in the hot bed of the tick region”
and kept free of ticks by “a liberal use of Zenoleum.” Zenoleum was endorsed by Dr.
G.E. Nesom, a veterinarian with the South Carolina Experiment Station, who told the
reader that he used the product for removing ticks. What the reader liked most about
zenoleum was that is not only destroyed the cattle tick, but also any other parasites, cured
mange, ring worm, and other skin diseases (The Southern Planter, July 1904:471-472).
According to an advertisement in the back of the journal, zenoleum, “the great coal tar
carbolic disinfectant dip” destroyed disease germs, avoids contagion, cures scab, cholera
and skin diseases, kills lice, removes stomach and intestinal worms, and establishes and
maintains for livestock ideal sanitary conditions (The Southern Planter, July 1904:500).
The August 1904 issue of The Southern Planter reported that there had been several
outbreaks of Texas fever among herds in Virginia and serious losses of cattle. With all
that had been written on the subject, the editor was surprised that farmers still did not
understand the cause of Texas fever and how to avoid it. While there were four ticks that
could be found on Southern cattle, only the “American Texas fever tick” was the cause of
the outbreaks of the fever. Every farmer needed to know how to recognize this tick and
how to get rid of them. The Tennessee Experiment Station had recently published a
bulletin on the “Texas Fever Cattle Tick; Pasture Method of Eradication” and by
following the instructions in the bulletin, farmers could eliminate cattle ticks from their
pastures (The Southern Planter, August 1904:602).
As more outbreaks of Texas fever with serious losses in cattle were reported in Virginia
during the late summer of 1905, The Southern Planter published the latest information on
preventing these losses in the September 1905 issue. Professor Morgan [H.A. Morgan]
formerly of the Louisiana Experiment Station, and presently at the Tennessee Experiment
Station, had recently published on his studies on the cattle tick in a bulletin. An extract
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from Dr. Morgan’s article stated that the cattle tick (Boophilus annulatus) was the only
species of tick that conveyed Texas fever from one animal to another. Other extracts
discussed the variations in the virulence of the disease based on the susceptibility of the
cattle, and promoted the idea of immunizing cattle. The last extract discussed the pasture
rotation system of tick eradication. Based on the life cycle of the tick, it was possible to
starve the ticks in a pasture by keeping cattle out of the pasture. It was also
recommended that the edges of pastures be treated with zenoleum, crude petroleum, or
other substances “destructive to tick life” (The Southern Planter, September 1905:679681).
In the October 1905 issue of The Southern Planter there was a letter to the editor from a
Mr. A. Williams of Halifax County, North Carolina. Mr. Williams was experienced in
dealing with cattle ticks, and he thought it folly to think that it was “so easy a task to get
rid of them.” Mr. Williams’ advice was to inoculate the cattle. The editor of The
Southern Planter responded to Mr. Williams’ letter by stating that they agreed that
inoculation could prevent loss by Texas fever. However, only through eradicating the
cattle tick would the “vexatious quarantine regulations” be lifted and the cattle markets in
the West and North open up to Southern cattle. Inoculation was only a palliative. It
allowed pure-bred stock from the North and West to survive in the South, but it would
never make it possible for Southern cattlemen to ship their cattle to the best markets (The
Southern Planter, October 1905:759).
Tick Eradication in Virginia – 1906 to 1911
Mr. John Thompson Brown, chairman of the State Board of Control, represented the
State of Virginia at the annual conference of the BAI in Nashville, Tennessee in
December 1906. According to Mr. Brown, cooperation between the State Board of
Control and their veterinarians, county officials, and the Bureau of Animal Industry
(BAI) had resulted in having nine BAI inspectors, four BAI agents, and 41 local State
inspectors working for the most part in 11 counties in Virginia. A few inspections and
educational programs have been conducted in five additional counties in preparation of
the next season’s work. Farm-to-farm inspections were conducted by the local
inspectors. If the premises were infected, they were quarantined and reported. Infected
farms were revisited periodically to ensure disinfection was being properly accomplished,
which in most case it was found that it was being done. A total of 17,480 cattle were
inspected, of which number 5,263 cattle were found infested. Many of the cattle were
inspected one or more times. As a result of this work in Virginia, ten counties, Franklin,
Campbell, Appomattox, Buckingham, Prince Edward, Amelia, Nottoway, Powhatan, and
Mathews, encompassing an area of 4,445 square miles were to be released from
quarantine on December 1, 1906. Two other counties were to be placed in the
provisionally quarantined area. There were still some infected herds within the ten
counties to be released, but the herds were quarantined and would remain so until
released by written order of the State veterinarian approved by the chief of the Bureau of
Animal Industry. If the work planned for 1907 was accomplished, only nine counties
would remain in the quarantined area of Virginia (USDA 1907b:19).
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Mr. Brown reported that about two-thirds of the cattle in Virginia were infested with
cattle ticks. The southeastern portion of the State was infected, and the Board was
working to educate the people to improve the conditions with the assistance of the BAI
(USDA 1907b:60).
Dr. Cooper Curtice, the BAI inspector in charge of Virginia and North Carolina, reported
that there were about 50 inspectors working in Virginia for periods of three weeks to a
month, and somewhat longer in the infested counties. Using local inspectors had
advantages as good reliable men were selected and they were immediately in contact with
the local cattlemen. The BAI inspectors were favorably introduced to local residents
reducing friction and helping them in future work. Dr. Curtice stated that as much as 15
percent of the cattle in some counties had been quarantined, but some counties had none.
The average was about six percent in ten counties. About 50 percent of the quarantined
cattle had already been disinfected. It was thought that as little as three percent of the
cattle in Virginia could be infected by the end of the next year, but that three percent was
quarantining the other 97 percent (USDA 1907b:60-61).
According to an article that appeared in the July 26, 1906 edition of The Times-Dispatch,
published in Richmond, Dr. Cooper Curtice was detailed to Richmond by Secretary of
Agriculture Wilson to coordinate the tick eradication work with State Veterinarian Dr.
J.G. Ferneyhough. Dr. Curtice had been in Virginia in 1895 and 1896 when the
quarantine line had been brought to the south side of the James River.
On September 1, 1906, The Times-Dispatch reported that Dr. J.G. Ferneyhough, the State
Veterinarian, and Dr. Cooper Curtice of the USDA were organizing to drive out the cattle
tick. The counties with infested farms had hired 30 cattle inspectors who would work
under the direction of Dr. Ferneyhough. Cumberland and Chesterfield counties had just
appointed county tick inspectors, and the following week, Dr. Ferneyhough was hoping
to enlist the authorities of Amelia and Appomattox counties into the crusade. Tick
eradication was of great importance to stock raisers south of the James River as it would
allow them to sell their cattle to northern markets.
The Times-Dispatch reported on September 21, 1906 that Joseph K. Irving, who had been
appointed the cattle inspector for the Giles District of Amelia County, had visited 400
places and inspected 1,855 head of cattle. Only five pastures were found to contain ticks
on cattle, and these pastures were immediately quarantined, and steps taken to eliminate
the ticks. The work in the other two districts in the county was not yet completed.
On August 28, 1906, The Times-Dispatch, reported that at a meeting of the Board of
Supervisors of Chesterfield County, a petition had been presented with a number of
signatures of citizens of adjacent Powhatan County supporting a no-fence law. A nofence law existed for most of Chesterfield County. It was argued that if people were
required to fence in their stock, the spread of Texas tick fever could be prevented and the
cattle tick eradicated. It was hoped that the quarantine of the cattle for the Richmond
market and northern shipments could be applied to counties south of the Appomattox
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River west to the confluence with the James River, thereby letting Chesterfield and
Powhatan counties into the uninfected districts. The board decided to appoint cattle
inspectors for each magisterial district that would operate under the supervision of the
state veterinarian in Blacksburg.
On December 22, 1906, The Virginia Gazette, published in Williamsburg, Virginia,
published a letter to the editor from Frank E. Emory, agent in tick eradication, reporting
that the tick inspection season was coming to a close and there was a general interest with
farmers to change their practices to ensure eradication of the cattle tick. The supervisors
in James City County had taken all the necessary steps to make sure any pastures found
with ticks since September 1st would be cultivated next year and the cattle kept away
from infected ground. The supervisors in York County had taken steps to advance the
coming no-fence law that was to go into effect in March 1907. The Bruton District of
York County had been placed under quarantine and a tick inspector hired for the district.
If by the opening of the next season the districts in lower York County and Warwick
County take actions to keep ticky cattle off of the highways, then the quarantine could
follow the south side of the James River. Cattle could still be shipped for immediate
slaughter. The districts in York and Warwick counties would have to induce the state
veterinarian to take these steps.
On April 30, 1907, The Times-Dispatch reported that the farms of the Peninsula were
working in cooperation with government inspectors, and planned to take “strenuous
efforts” during the summer to clean their herds of the cattle tick. The tick eradication
problem had been the hardest problem farmers faced, and the pest appeared to be getting
worse each year, but until last year, no concentrated effort had been made to eradicate the
pest. Farmers in Warwick County were making agreements to cooperate with federal
inspectors to spray their ticky cattle periodically during the summer. The U.S. Bureau of
Animal Industry was going to have a spray squad in Warwick County during the summer
and they would also be working in York County if any time could be spared.
The Virginia Gazette reported on May 4, 1907 that a short conference had recently
concluded in Richmond for all tick inspectors. This conference was at the suggestion of
Dr. Charles Cary of Alabama, and accepted by Dr. A.D. Melvin of the U.S. Bureau of
Animal Industry. Dr. J.A. Kiernan, in charge of BAI in North Carolina and Virginia
presided. State Veterinarians Cary of Alabama and Dr. J.S. Ferneyhough of Virginia
gave presentations to 30 inspectors that would work in North Carolina and Virginia next
season. It was expected that a dozen counties in each state would be cleared of cattle
ticks next year.
On July 11, 1908, the Virginia Gazette reported that cattle ticks were being eradicated
Nottaway County and the surrounding sections by Dr. J.S. Ferneyhough of the state and
Dr. T.M. Owen of the federal government. The doctors had also signed “release
certificates” for eight farms in Powhatan County since the farms had been found to be
completely tick-free after inspection. The cattlemen were eradicating the ticks by
rotating their cattle in pastures and by applying grease to the cattle every day.
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The Virginia Gazette announced on July 18, 1908 that the federal government was after
the cattle tick. Inspector Smith (Dr. Ernest I. Smith) of the USDA in Washington, D.C.
was in the area to cooperate with state and local authorities in the complete eradication of
the cattle tick. Inspector Smith had been in James City inspecting many farms, but so far,
he had only found one farm infested with cattle ticks. The Bruton District in York
County was presently the “hotbed” for cattle ticks, and the quarantine would not be lifted
for York County “until the cattle tick is a thing of the past if it takes a hundred years.” If
all the stockmen in York County worked together, the quarantine could be lifted in one or
two years.
On October 31, 1908, the Daily Press of Newport News, Virginia reported that Warwick
County, outside the city limits of Newport News, had been placed under federal
quarantine as it was found that the stock on numerous farms were infested with cattle
ticks. A letter from Dr. Ernest I. Smith of the USDA was published with the article. Dr.
Smith had just completed an inspection of farms during the latter part of September and
the first two weeks of October. As part of his inspection, Dr. Smith also surveyed the
farmers regarding their opinion of the “no fence” laws. A total of 111 farms were visited
with an aggregate of 609 cattle. Of this number, 66 farms were found to be infested with
the cattle tick. Eighty-one of the farmers declared themselves “solidly in favor of the no
fence law.” Another 12 farmers stated that they were indifferent. Dr. Smith found a
sufficient number of farms infested to advise that the county be placed under quarantine.
Dr. Smith also recommended the county pass a “no fence” ordinance to control the
movement of cattle. All of the adjacent counties had already begun tick eradication
work, and Dr. Smith promised that the United States government would furnish all the
assistance necessary in the way of expertise to help destroy the cattle tick in Warwick
County.
On March 13, 1911, The Times-Dispatch reported that Chesterfield and Fluvanna
counties would be relieved from the federal tick quarantine on March 15th. The rapid
cleaning of Texas fever tick in the State was a source of great gratification to authorities,
and it was expected that within a few more years the entire State of Virginia would be
clean of the cattle tick.
On June 23, 1911, The Times-Dispatch reported that the Virginia state department of
agriculture and the USDA had “procured the fining” of Mr. W.A. Connell in the Superior
Court in Warrenton (Fauquier County) for persistent violations of the cattle quarantine
regulations connected with the tick eradication program. Mr. Connell had persistently
receiving and shipping out cattle from his farm which was within the quarantine zone.
Mr. Connell was fined $201 and costs. Generally, authorities found a desire for
cooperation between farmers and cattle raisers in the tick eradication program.
Tick Eradication in Virginia – 1916 to 1917
In 1916, the Virginia State live stock Sanitary Board established live stock quarantine
lines, rules and regulations, placing the counties of Southampton, Isle of Wright and
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Nansemond, and all of Surry County except Guildford Magisterial District under
quarantine. No cattle were to be moved from the above mentioned counties into any
other portions of the State except according to the rules and regulations. Cattle could
only be moved from the quarantined counties when they were to be slaughtered
immediately or if they were properly dipped, inspected and certified (General Assembly
of Virginia 1916:360-361).
It was the duty of every authorized State Inspector to give legal or written notice to any
persons, firm or corporation, owning or having possession or charge of any cattle that
may be found infected with cattle ticks, or having been exposed to such ticks, to be
dipped in a standard arsenical solution within five days from the service of said notice.
The cattle could also be disinfected in an equally effective method as specifically directed
by the written notice. No cattle were to be allowed to run at large or stray on any public
road, common or range in any county in which the work of tick eradication was being
conducted. State Inspectors were to issue written or printed official quarantine notices to
every party having infested cattle, and no person was to move, or allow to be moved, any
cattle in any manner from the farm, field or enclosure in which they are quarantined,
except with written permission from a duly authorized State Inspector (General Assembly
of Virginia 1916:361).
In order to prevent the spread of Splenetic or Southern Cattle Fever, any stray cattle
found in the quarantine counties were to be taken by a duly authorized State Inspector.
The cattle were to be promptly disinfected and cared for, and within five days, the cattle
were to be valued and appraised. The description of the stray cattle was to be published
for three weeks in a newspaper in the same county, giving the owner notice to come
forward, prove ownership, and pay for all expenses associated with the dipping and care
of the cattle. If not claimed, the cattle were to be sold at public auction to recover the
costs. Anyone moving cattle or allowing cattle to run at large in violation of the rules and
regulations of the State Live Stock Sanitary Board was subject to a fine from ten to one
thousand dollars for each animal moved or allowed to be moved, or allowed to run at
large. Governor H.C. Stuart called upon the officers and the citizens of the State to be
vigilant and active in enforcing the provisions of the act when he signed the act on
January 25, 1916 (General Assembly of Virginia 1916:361-362).
In 1917, the quarantine area remained pretty much the same, consisting of the counties of
Southampton, Isle of Wright, and Nansemond, and all of Surry County except the
Guilford magisterial district and Courthouse precinct of Cobham magisterial district. The
regulations of the cattle quarantine remained the same, and Governor Henry C. Stuart
proclaimed that the rules and regulations would be in full force and effect on and after
September 1, 1917 (General Assembly of Virginia 1917:375-376).
Tick Eradication in Puerto Rico – 1920 to 1940
Prior to 1920, the food commission in the Division of Agriculture had distributed
information on tick eradication in Circular No. 18 which was written in plain language
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and illustrated. The circular contained information on the habits of the cattle tick, the
methods of eradication, and the construction of vats. Blue prints of the dipping vats were
sent free of charge to anyone requesting them. When the tick eradication campaign
started on the island, there were 22 vats in operation. Whereas the chemicals needed for
the bath were difficult to obtain locally, steps were taken to induce merchants in
agricultural supplies and chemists to import them. By 1920, the necessary chemicals
were available at a low price (U.S. War Department 1920:539).
A series of educational programs were given to various towns across Puerto Rico to
increase the interest in the construction of vats. The following towns were visited:
Fajardo, Canovanas, Carolina, Trujillo Alto, Juncos, Utado, Caguas, Cayey, Arecibo,
Barceloneta, Manati, Vega Baja, Vega Alta, Bayamon, Guaynabo, Rio Piedras,
Humacao, Yabucoa, Maunabo, Guayama, Arroyo, Ceiba, Toa Baja, Aquadilla, Camuy,
Quebradillas, and Isabela.
By June 30, 1920, there were 57 vats built across Puerto Rico:
Municipality Barrio
Queradillas
Aquadilla
Isabela
Corozal
Ponce
Juana Diaz
Guaynabo
Bayamon
Mayaguez
Rio Piedras
Yauco
Rio Grande
Aquadilla
Dorado
Bayamon
Arecibo
Corozal
Morovis
Arecibo
Humacao
Ciales
Cabo-Rojo
Cabo-Rojo
Carolina
Corozal
Juana Diaz

Cacao
Guayabo
Cibuco
Central Fortuna
Hacienda Cristina
Pueblo Viejo
Guaraguao
Miradero
Las Monjas
Santa Rita
Cienega Baja

Juan Sanchez
Miraflores
Abras
Barahona
Hato-Abajo
Candelero
Jagua
Miradero
Guaniquillas
Sabana-Abajo
Mavilla
Rio Canas

Owner

Capacity
(gallons)
Ramon Avila
1,600
Jose Arrache
1,600
Jaime Abrahams
1,600
Bou Hermanos
1,600
Russell & Co.
1,600
Russell & Co.
1,600
Jose Cesteros
1,600
Angel Cesteros
1,600
Gobierno Federal
1,000
J. Fornalleda
1,000
Russell & Co.
1,600
Gonzolas & Calderon 1,200
Pedro Hernandez
1,600
Jose Hernandez
1,600
Domingo Luina
1,650
Enrique Landron
No Data
Tomas Loydi
1,600
Rafael Arroyo
1,500
Marquez Hermanos
1,600
Jose Ma. Ortiz
1,500
Pintueles & Co.
1,600
Deflin Ramirez
No Data
Emeterie Ramirez
1,000
Jose Ruiz Soler
1,600
San Feliz & Co.
1,600
Sucrs. Serralles
1,600
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Immersions
1,239
55
719
56
727
626
210
856
2,484
No Data
758
1,680
No Data
No Data
838
490
705
No Data
No Data
1,161
400
291
No Data
1,374
195
2,936

Rio Piedras
Bayamon
San Juan
Rio Piedras
Corozal
Bayamon
Bayamon
Bayamon
Ponce
Isabela
Bayamon
Dorado
Bayamon
Toa-Alta
Trujillo Alto
Arecibo
Vieques
Canovanas
Canovanas
Aquadila
Vega-Alta
Vega-Alta
Fajardo
Fajardo
Fajardo
Luquillo
Carolina
Utuado
Vega-Baja
Bayamon
Corozal

Hato Rey
Carretera de
Loiza
Monacillo
Abras
Hato-Tejas
Juan Sanchez
Buena-Vista
Hacienda
Mallorquina
Guerrero
Minillas
Monte-Rey

El Fuerte
Canovanas
Canovanas
Central Carmen
Buena-Vista
Convento
Margarita
Monserrate
Piedras-Blancas
Central San
Vicente
Palos-Blancos

Juan Tinaud
Angel Umpierre
A. Biascoechea

No Data
No Data
1,000

1,066
355
90

Insular Experimental
Station
Valiente & Co.
Ricardo Vela
Angel Viejo
San Miguel & Co.
Russell & Co.

1,500

404

1,600
1,400
1,000
1,600
1,600

402
767
751
734
628

Vicente Amaden
Jose Barroso
Angel Cestero
Jose Pesquero
Jose Pesquero
Municipal
government
Lorenzo Oliver
Dept. of Agriculture
Dept. of Agriculture
Central Canovanas
Dept. of Agriculture
Central Carmen
Central Carmen
Fajardo Sugar Co.
Domingo Cerra
Fajardo Sugar Co.
Fajardo Sugar Co.
Central Victoria
Dept. of Agriculture
Central San Vicente

1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
No Data
1,500
1,500
1,600
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500
1,500

241
451
472
270
49
591
560
996
285
448
410
327
349
202

Sabastian Davila
Abdon Fuertes

1,500
1,500

308
80

Total

31,338

804
675
453
No Data
No Data
420

The Department of Agriculture and Labor had five vats located at Rio Piedras (insular
experimental station), Vieques, Canovanas, Aquadilla, and Utuado. At these public vats,
the cattle were dipped free of charge. It was thought that the free dipping had the best
results for the tick eradication program, and it was suggested that one vat be constructed
in each district on the island for demonstration purposes, and for farmers that either could
not afford to build a vat, or had too few cattle to make it feasible. In 1920, there were no

361

laws in Puerto Rico making tick eradication compulsory (War Department 1920:539541).
During 1921, another 39 dipping vats were constructed, 14 of the vats belonging to the
Department of Agriculture and 25 to private parties. In 1921 a total of 121,960 head of
cattle were dipped, 90,000 more than in the previous year. A total of 96 dipping vats
were in operation across the island, 19 of which belonged to the “people of Porto Rico”
(the Department of Agriculture). Their locations were:
Aguadilla
Arecibo
Barros
Bayamon
Cabo Rojo
Caguas
Canovanas
Carolina
Ciales
Coamo
Corozal
Culebra
Dorado
Fajardo
Guayama
Guaynabo
Humacao
Isabela
Juana Diaz
Lajas

2 vats
5 vats
1 vat
15 vats
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
1 vat
1 vat
6 vats
2 vats
2 vats
7 vats
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
1 vat

Luquillo
Mayaguez
Naguabo
Ponce
Quebradillas
Rio Grande
Rio Piedras
Sabana Grande
Salinas
San German
San Juan
San Lorenzo
Toa Alto
Trujillo Alto
Utuado
Vega Alta
Vega Baja
Vieques
Yauco

1 vat
2 vats
2 vats
2 vats
1 vat
1 vat
5 vats
1 vat
1 vat
1 vat
2 vats
1 vat
2 vats
1 vat
1 vat
2 vats
2 vats
5 vats
1 vat

The legislature in its last session had enacted a law requiring every owner of more than
100 head of cattle to build a dipping vat. The law also provided that municipalities build
vats for the use of owners of less than 100 head. Two different brands of arsenical
solution were being used in Puerto Rico, “Atlas Cattle Dip” and “Kiltik.” Under the
supervision of the Department of Agriculture, a solution of one gallon of the concentrate
to 150 gallons of water was used in the vats. It was advised to use care that the strength
of available arsenic not be less than 19 percent or more than 23 percent of the one percent
arsenious oxide. The deputy inspectors had been instructed by the veterinarian of the
department on how to prepare the arsenical solution, and each vat was furnished with a
portable testing kit to conduct the quantitative analysis of the arsenical baths (U.S. House
of Representatives 1922:464-465).
By the mid-1930’s the cattle tick was still seen as the most serious obstacle to the
establishment of healthy cattle herds in Puerto Rico. In 1936 a coordinated agreement
was drawn up between the Puerto Rico Reconstruction Administration and the Insular
Department of Agriculture and Commerce and the Bureau of Animal Husbandry
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[Industry] of the U.S.D.A. The PRRA furnished equipment and personnel, the Insular
Department furnished personnel, and the USDA furnished technical experts for
supervision. At the time of the 1940 report, the tick eradication work was completed in
the western zone, nearly completed in the central zone, and was to soon begin in the
eastern zone of the island. At the time of the report, 235,000 head of cattle, horses, oxen
and goats were being treated every 14 days in 302 vats constructed for the purpose
(National Resources Planning Board 1941:88).
Tick Eradication in Southern California – 1893 to 1917
Shortly following the research conducted by Dr. Theobald Smith and Dr. F.L. Kilbourne
which connected the intracorpuscular parasite and the cattle tick to Texas fever in the late
1890’s, the State of California began restricting the introduction of cattle into the State.
On March 19, 1893, the State legislature provided for a declaration by the State Board of
Health quarantining cattle from March to November, from areas known to be infested
with the cattle tick, specifically, Texas, New Mexico and Mexico. That same year, W.E.
Hill, Inspector with the USDA’s Bureau of Animal Industry, was sent to California to
investigate the limits of Texas fever. In 1895, a quarantine line was established, initially
in Southern California south of and including the counties of Contra Costa, San Joaquin,
Amador and Alpine. In 1896, the entire State was placed under Federal quarantine, and
cattle from quarantined areas were to be transported to non-quarantined areas except by
rail for immediate slaughter. This prevented the spread of cattle ticks from California to
Oregon and Nevada, but did nothing to protect uninfected areas within the State.
Additional investigations showed that Modoc, Lassen and Plumas counties in Northern
California were tick-free, and those counties were released from the quarantine on
January 27, 1897. In May 1897, the quarantine line was moved to the south, releasing all
of the counties north of the southern boundary of Solano, Colusa, Sutter and Placer
counties (Pulling 1965:5-6).
In the meantime, California’s cattlemen had begun to cleanse rangeland of cattle tick by
deliberately avoiding known infested areas. Tick eradication was also conducted among
individual herds by using chemical dips of petroleum and arsenic. The work progressed
quickly, and on December 16, 1897, Solano, Yolo, Eldorado, Alpine, Mono and Inyo
counties were released from Federal quarantine (Pulling 1965:6).
In 1898 and 1899, California suffered from drought. With the restrictions placed on the
movement of cattle under the quarantine, cattlemen in Southern California faced even
more hardship. To bring them relief, on March 25, 1898 the Department of Agriculture
temporarily lifted the quarantine restrictions to allow cattlemen to drive their cattle to the
cooler mountain areas to the north. After an inspection, the cattle could be moved to the
northern portions of California, Oregon, and Nevada for pasture ranges. When the
drought conditions ended, the Federal quarantine line was re-established at the northern
boundary of the State. On December 19, 1899, after a year of inspections, the quarantine
line was placed at the same pre-drought point. In 1900, excellent progress was made in
tick eradication, and on December 14, 1900, the quarantine line was moved 60 miles to
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the south, clearing the State as far south as the northern limits of Monterey, San Benito,
Merced, and Mariposa counties (Pulling 1965:6).
As tick eradication moved further south, it became far more difficult as this was the area
of California with the greatest infestation. In 1901, only San Benito and Mariposa
counties were cleared of the cattle tick. On December 27, 1902, the quarantine was
partially relaxed in Kern, Tulare, Kings, Monterey, Fresno, Madera and Merced counties,
allowing cattle to be moved from these counties into non-quarantined areas upon being
determined tick-free. On January 15, 1904, Monterey County was released from Federal
quarantine. On July 2, 1906, two and one-half years later, Merced County and portions
of two ranches in Madera County were declared tick-free. In the meantime, on March 20,
1905, the State Veterinarian was authorized to regulate the movement of cattle over the
quarantine line after being inspected and determined to be tick-free and free of infectious
disease (Pulling 1965:6-7).
With progressed slowed in the heavily infested southern counties, the Bureau of Animal
Industry received a grant from Congress to begin systematic tick eradication in 1906. In
the first year, BAI inspectors examined 1,015 herds in the 11 counties still under
quarantine. Almost half of the cattle inspected were found to be infested with tick,
especially the herds in San Luis Obispo, Santa Barbara, Ventura, Fresno, San Diego, and
Orange counties. In March 1907, the California legislature passed a law making it a
misdemeanor to move or exposed tick-infested cattle in such a manner as to infest other
cattle. The law also provided for the disinfection of cattle according to the discretion of
the State Veterinarian. Up to this time, cattlemen had been skeptical about the use of
arsenical dips on infested cattle. Now they had no choice. William M. Mackellar,
Veterinarian Inspector in charge of the program, stated that the 1907 law was of great
benefit in the tick eradication work (Pulling 1965:7).
With the 1907 law passed, tick eradication work progressed more rapidly in the southern
counties. On April 15, 1907, those portions of Madera and Fresno counties east of the
Southern Pacific Railroad were declared tick-free. On August 1, 1907, the remaining
portions of these counties were cleared along with King, Tulare, and Fern counties, and a
portion of San Bernardino County. These counties, however, failed to finish the tick
eradication work once the federal quarantine was lifted, and on April 1, 1908, Madera
and Fresno counties west of the Southern Pacific Railroad was placed back under
quarantine. On April 1, 1909, Tulare was returned to quarantine. On this same date
Santa Barbara and the eastern part of Riverside counties were released from quarantine,
but by the of the year Santa Barbara County was placed back under quarantine and
remained there until November 1, 1911 (Pulling 1965:7).
On February 27, 1909, The Imperial Valley Press, published in El Centro, California,
reported that State Veterinarian Keane had issued a proclamation raising the quarantine
for half of Riverside County and all of Imperial County. The cattle ticks had been
completely eradicated in these areas. A provisional quarantine was in force for San
Diego and Orange counties, and now cattle could be shipped from any of the southern
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counties any time of the year after they had been inspection and certified to be free of
contagion or infection diseases by the state veterinarian or his deputies.
In 1910, tick eradication work proceeded rapidly in Southern California. By April 1st,
only San Diego, Orange, Santa Barbara and a portion of San Luis Obispo remained under
quarantine. There were 41,906 head of cattle under quarantine in these counties, more
than half of which were on one larch ranch where the owner had refused to cooperate in
the tick eradication work (Pulling 1965:7-8).
On August 25, 1910, The Los Angeles Herald published an article on the extermination of
cattle ticks. The month of August lent itself well to the extermination of the cattle fever
tick where pasture rotation was used. By vacating a pasture in August, and not allowing
any stock into the pasture until July of the following year, you would have starved all the
ticks in the pasture. Vacating the pasture for that time would also improve the growth of
grasses the following summer. The cattle should be free of ticks when they are
reintroduced to the pasture. Owners of a small amount of cattle could grease or spray
their cattle with Beaumont crude petroleum. Owners of larger herds of cattle may find
dipping vats more convenient and practicable.
The lack of success in tick eradication in San Diego and Orange counties was due, in
part, to the fact that tick-free herds were frequently intermingling with infested herds
from Lower California (northwestern Mexico). Cattlemen along the border with Mexico
refused to cooperate with the tick eradication program until a fence was built between the
two districts. In 1909, the Bureau of Animal Industry began construction of a fence
along the border to keep cattle from Mexico from mingling with cattle from California.
The fence proved to be a great value in the tick eradication program. On April 1, 1911,
the BAI reported that a total of 67,977 square miles of land had been cleared of cattle
ticks, and that only 11,947 square miles remained under quarantine. By June 30, 1912, a
total of 3,386 square miles of this tick infested area had been cleared, and another 1,834
square miles cleared the following year. During 1914 and 1915 another 6,007 square
miles were released from Federal quarantine. On June 30, 1917, the Bureau of Animal
Industry announced that the remaining 720 square miles had been cleared of the cattle
tick, releasing the last portions of California from the Federal quarantine (Pulling
1967:8).
The Tick Quarantine 1940’s to Present Day
Aside from Texas, Florida was the last state to be declared free of ticks. The federal
quarantine was lifted from Collier and Henry counties in the Big Cypress Swamp area in
December 1943. The delay in the final eradication has been attributed to the tick being
able to find a host with the white-tail deer.
In 1947, slight infestations were recorded in Broward, Charlotte, Collier, Dade, Hendry,
Lee, and Palm Beach counties. Systematic eradication efforts were re-established during
1947 and 1948. In October of 1948, heavy infestations were recorded in Volusia County,
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and with additional inspections, infestations were recorded in Alachua, Brevard, Flagler,
Jackson, lake, Madison, Orange, Osceola, Putman, and St. Johns counties. There were
also cattle ticks found in Brantley County, Georgia. All of these infestations were
attributed to cattle moving out of Volusia County. Systematic inspections and dipping
continued until December 1950, when federal quarantines were once again lifted.
In April 1957, cattle ticks were found in Okeechobee, Florida and identified as Boophilus
microplus. This was the first outbreak in Okeechobee County since 1945 when they
quarantined Okeechobee, Glades, Highlands and parts of Osceola and Polk counties. In
1957 cattle ticks were found on over 100 ranches, and ten counties were placed under
quarantine, namely Broward, Dade, Glades, Hendry, Martin, Highlands, Okeechobee,
Palm Beach, and St. Lucie. The eradication efforts were completed in September 1958.
Boophilus microplus ticks were found again on cattle in Okeechobee County in May
1961. Sixteen herds were found to be infested in Palm Beach, Martin, Hillsborough, and
Indian River counties. A six hundred square mile area was placed under State quarantine
in portions of Palm Beach and Martin counties. On July 1, 1960, a federal quarantine
was placed on Hillsborough, Martin and Palm Beach counties. The tick eradication
methods had remained the same, that is, pasture rotation to starve the ticks and dipping
the cattle in a tickicide (USDA 1961:20-23).
On July 27, 1960, the Ocala Star Banner reported a quarantine line was being placed
through Ocala, Florida. The State Livestock Board was moving quickly to wipe out a
new infestation of cattle ticks that had been found in Palm Beach, Martin, Hillsborough
and Indian River counties. The State of Texas had placed an embargo on Florida cattle,
and it was feared that other States would follow suit if Florida did not act quickly. The
State of Florida has obligated $200,000 to set up the quarantine line and tick eradication
was to begin within a few days in the 32 counties south of the line. The State Livestock
Board had been given another $65,000 to build and operate cattle dipping vats.
Texas had completely pushed the tick southward into Mexico by 1943, leaving a thin area
along the border under quarantine. Periodic incursions into Texas have taken place with
the last one in the 1970’s. It took six years to eradicate the fever tick from this incursion.
In 2008, there were one million acres in South Texas under Tick Fever quarantine (Texas
Animal Health Commission, July 2008).

DDT Solution Replaces Arsenical Solution
By 1946, most of the tick eradication work was completed throughout the South, with
some exceptions in Florida and Texas. Robert L. Squibb, of the Inter-American Institute
of Agricultural Sciences, looked at the problem in the Tropics. In 1945, he published the
results of his experimenting with a spray formula consisting of rotenone and DDT
(dichlorodphenltrichoroethane). The dipping of cattle in arsenical solutions had never
been popular in the Tropics. It had proved to be very expensive due to loses sustained
from over heated cattle, lowered milk production following dipping, mechanical
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abortions, arsenical poisoning, and injuries suffered by animals forced through the vats
(Squibb 1946:71).
After experimenting with solutions of rotenone and DDT, Squibb found that the best
results came from a mixture of the two solutions. The rotenone, however, broke down
quickly, and had to be used within six days of preparation. When the rotenone was to be
mixed with the DDT, it was advised that the rotenone solution be prepared just before
use, while the DDT could be stored in any size quantity. The DDT solution was prepared
using 6.16 grams of DDT dissolved in 66.6 cc’s of kerosene and warmed slightly. 1.8
grams of neutral soap was added to 33.3 cc’s of water and brought to 98 degrees Celsius.
The near boiling solution was then well mixed with the slightly warmed solution of DDT
and kerosene. Green crushed derris roots was the source for the rotenone. 22.5 grams of
derris root was added to 200 cc’s of water. The rotenone was extracted in the water for
24 hours, and the resulting extract filtered. 3.0 grams of neutral soap was dissolved in
hot water, cooled, and then added to the rotenone solution (Squibb 1946:75).
Squibb recommended that each head of cattle be treated by being sprayed with 80 to 150
cc’s of the combined solution every 14 days. A fine spray was best, as excessive use of
the combined solution was found to be a waste of material. Stockowners of small herds
could apply the solution to their cattle using a hand or knapsack sprayer, while owners of
larger herds could use power sprayers or possibly a tunnel or chute arrangement where
the cattle passed a fine, penetrating mist spray (Squibb 1946:78).

Dipping Vats for Other Pests and Other Live Stock
Presumably, once the link was made between live stock disease and blood-sucking
parasites, dipping live stock would have been recognized as a practical way of dealing
with the pests. Dipping vats were used for goats, sheep and pigs in addition to cattle,
horses, and mules. While most of the dipping vats for other live stock were filled with
crude oil rather than arsenic, after World War II, many of these vats would have been
filled with DDT and similar pesticides. The vats constructed outside of the cattle tick
eradication quarantine area, and vats constructed for other live stock within the South,
could be confused with the cattle tick eradication program’s cattle dipping vats.
In 1906, Dr. Howard Ricketts made the connection between spotted fever and the Rocky
Mountain wood tick (Dermacentor andersoni). In the summer of 1910, Clarence
Birdseye worked as a student for the Biological Survey collecting ticks in the Bitterroot
Valley of Montana. In the following years, the Montana State Board of Entomology
developed a tick eradication program and dipped cattle in an arsenical solution. The vats
were placed at several locations throughout the valley and ranchers drove their herds to
the nearest vat to swim their cattle through the bath. Getting the correct arsenical
solution mixture, strong enough to kill the ticks but not so strong as to burn the hides and
udders, was accomplished through trial and error. This created resentment among the
local ranchers, made worse when two young brothers assisting in the dipping contracted
the disease and died. In 1913, a dipping vat near Florence, Montana was dynamited, and
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another vat outside of Hamilton, Montana was damaged by sledgehammers
(www.niaid.nih.gov/about/organization/dir/rml/pages/history.aspx accessed 6/9/2010).
In 1915, Dr. B.H. Ransom, chief of the Zoological Division of the Bureau of Animal
Industry, instructed Marion Imes, veterinarian with the BAI, to begin field experiments
on ox-warble control. It had been reported by BAI inspectors supervising the dipping of
cattle in the southern part of the United States to eradicate the cattle tick that the
systematic dipping in arsenical bath also reduced and in some case eradicated the oxwarble fly. Since the experiments were to include undipped controls, and not wanting to
interfere with the cattle tick eradication work in the South, the field trials were conducted
in New Mexico, Colorado, and Utah. Beginning in 1916, cattle were dipping in “lowstrength arsenical dip.” Arsenic was found to be ineffective for controlling or eradicating
ox-warble flies. In 1921, experiments were conducted in New Mexico and Kansas, using
shallow wading vats. The vats were filled with 10 inches of water and then fuel oil was
added to create a two-inch deep layer on top of the water. In 1922, the experiments
continued with the wading vats filled 12 inches of a two percent pine-tar-emulsion.
Another experiment was conducted in New Mexico using a wading vat filled with water
and used automobile cylinder oil. The wading vats were just deep enough to cover the
cattle’s legs with the repellant (Imes 1924:42-46).
In February 1918, Dr. G.H. Bruns of the BAI published a letter in The Cleburne News
advocating a hog dipping vat on every farm in Cleburne County. The vats were to be 14
feet long at the top, two feet wide and the top, one foot wide at the bottom. The vat was
to be four feet deep for six feet, then a six foot walk-out, and a two-foot slide-in, sloped
50 degrees down. The walls were to be four inches thick. Concrete steps were to be
placed on the walk-out at one-foot intervals. A concrete drip-pad was to be built at the
end of the walk-out, sloped so the solution would run back into the vat. The drip-pad was
to be four inches thick with a rough floor. Dr. Bruns directed that the concrete be made
“sloppy.” Once the vats were constructed, the hogs were to be dipped in a mixture of
five gallons of crude oil and eight barrels of water. Dr. Bruns concluded that “a dipping
vat is a bath-tub for stock. Dip your stock and keep them healthy and free from disease –
as ticks, cholera mange, eczema, worms, lice, fleas, grubs, warbles, red bugs, etc.”
The February 19, 1919 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported that dipping
live stock was the best method for controlling cattle scab, a contagious skin disease
caused by mites. It was also called “mange” and “itch.” Lime-sulphur, nicotine, and
crude petroleum dipping solutions were being successfully used. Complete directions for
preparing the dips and constructing the dipping vats could be found in Farmer’s Bulletin
1017 (the bulletin pertaining to cattle scab).
In 1945, both cattle and sheep were being dipped in Kidder County, North Dakota to
control lice on the cattle and ticks, lice and scabs on the sheep. The cattle dipping
program was similar to the tick eradication program. The county agent helped farmers
draw up a petition and put the question of constructing the dip vat on a township ballet.
It carried by a two-to-three vote. Supervision of the vat construction and operations came
from the Bureau of Animal Industry in Bismark. The vat was built by the farmers, and
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measured 42 feet long, 8 feet 6 inches deep, and 44 inches wide at the top, tapering to 28
inches at the bottom. The first five feet sloped at a 75 degree angle, which had the
tendency to plunge cattle into the vat, completely submerging the animals. The cattle then
swam through the main body of the dipping vat which is 20 feet long, and which
contained six feet of dipping solution before reaching the 17-foot exit incline to gain
entrance to the 16 x 18 foot drain pan. The walls of the concrete vat were six to eight
inches thick. The vat was filled with a five percent solution of rotenone and sulfur
(http://heritagenewal.org/coteau/kidder/index/htm accessed 6/10/2010).
In 1955, the United States Department of Agriculture distributed a pamphlet entitled
“Sheep Shelters and Equipment for Southern States” which included a plan drawing for a
dipping vat (Plan No. 5390). Aside from the holding pens being located alongside the
vat, the design is similar to cattle dipping vats, with a steep incline at the entrance, a ramp
to exit the vat, and a draining pen at the exit to collect bath solution and return it into the
vat. It was suggested that dipping vats for “range sheep” be 60 feet in length, and
dipping vats for “farm sheep” be only 23 feet long. The shorter dipping vats could also
be used for hogs (USDA 1955).

Other Uses of Arsenic in Agriculture
It appears that arsenic compounds were commonly the poison of choice to eliminate pests
in agriculture. The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on May 5, 1915 that the most
practical method for killing grasshoppers was to make a poison bait using 25 pounds of
wheat bran, one pound of Paris green (arsenic), two quarts of cheap molasses or syrup,
and three oranges or lemons. The bait was to be scattered in the early morning. They
cautioned that the bait was also poisonous to children, live stock, and wildlife, so it was
best to scatter the bait widely so children and larger animals would not ingest large
amounts quickly.
The USDA’s Weekly News Letter reported on September 8, 1915 that arsenical sprays
were found to be effective in killing chewing insects on apple and other fruit trees.
Arsenate of lead had proven to be the best poison, and could be combined with nicotine
solutions and lime-sulphur solutions. During experiments conducted in 1912 and 1913,
arsenic of calcium had also given promising results. On October 20, 1915, the Weekly
News Letter reported that arsenate of calcium was more effective on chewing insects on
fruit trees, and less expensive than arsenic of lead.
The February 19, 1919 issue of the USDA’s Weekly News Letter announced that arsenic
was an effective poison for killing “surplus trees.” Applying a solution of the “Australian
Formula” of arsenic to a girdled tree would kill the tree much quicker than with simply
girdling. The mixture consisted of one pound of arsenic, one pound of washing soda or
one-half pound of caustic soda, one-half pound of whiting, added to four gallons of
water. The washing soda or caustic soda made the white arsenious oxide more soluble in
water. It was recommended to use a half pint for small trees to a quart for very large
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trees, taking care to thoroughly saturate the tree. An old tea pot or kettle with a spout
could be used to prevent any needless waste of the solution.
Calcium arsenate was the best poison to control the cotton boll weevil according to the
USDA’s Weekly News Letter. An article appearing in the August 11, 1920 issue reported
however that during 1919 a great deal of poor calcium arsenate had been on the market.
The USDA was on the trail of misbranders of inferior pest poison, but the product could
be either too weak, which did not kill the cotton boll weevil, or too strong, which killed
the cotton plant. The Weekly News Letter reported on August 18, 1920 that the USDA
had just issued the “first complete discussion of cotton boll weevil control” in their
Bulletin 875. The past information on the use of powdered calcium arsenate, scattered in
previous publications was brought together in the new bulletin.

Cattle Dipping Vats Recorded as Archeological Sites
Prior to 2003, relatively little archeological attention had been paid to the cattle dipping
vats across the South. As a result, only a few vats have been recorded as archeological
sites prior to the beginning of this research project. An inventory compiled in 2003 of
cattle dipping vats (CDV’s) on the National Forests in the Southern Region listed six
CDV’s in Alabama, 39 CDV’s in Arkansas, nine CDV’s in Florida, four CDV’s in
Louisiana, and 14 CDV’s in Mississippi, for a total of 72 vats. Of this number, 45 of the
CDV’s had been reported as archeological sites and assigned state site numbers.
By October 2010, the inventory of cattle dipping vats in the Southern Region had grown
to 106 vats, with most of the vats being recorded as archeological sites. There were 15
CDVs in Alabama, 45 CDV’s in Arkansas, eight CDV’s in Oklahoma, 11 CDV’s in
Florida, five CDV’s in Louisiana, 19 CDV’s in Mississippi, and one CDV in South
Carolina. There are also two reported CDV’s in North Carolina, but they haven’t been
recorded.
By June 2011, the inventory for the Southern Region had expanded to a total of 110
known cattle dipping vats. Of this number, 83 CDV’s have been recorded as
archeological sites with the various states. There are another 15 CDV’s that need to be
confirmed and recorded across the Region.
State

Alabama
Arkansas
Florida
Louisiana
Mississippi
North Carolina
South Carolina

# Vats

Vats recorded as
Archeological Sites

17
56
12
6
19
0
1

17
56
11
3
1
0
0
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#Vat still needing
confirmation
0
2
3
0
5
2
0

Texas
Totals

1
110

0
83

1
15

According to Joe Joseph, Theresa Hamby and Catherine Long, as of 2004, there were
only two cattle dipping vats recorded as archeological sites in the State of Georgia
(Historical Archaeology in Georgia, University of Georgia Laboratory of Archaeology
Series Report Number 39, 2004). However, Dr. Kent Schneider, former Regional
Archeologist for the Southern Region, recalled recording half a dozen dipping vats during
the late 1970’s while conducting survey on the Chattahoochee National Forest in Georgia
(Schneider, personal communication, July 2009).
The Arkansas Historic Preservation Program has nominated at least two cattle dipping
vats to the National Register of Historic Places. The Gregory Dipping Vat in Chicot
County was considered eligible to the National Register under Criterion A as it was
associated with the cattle tick eradication program in Arkansas between 1907 and 1943.
The Cogburn Dipping Vat in Montgomery County was considered eligible for the
National Register under Criterion A, and also under Criterion C, as the vat was
constructed in a curved shape following the ridge line on which it was built. Most of the
cattle dipping vats are constructed in a straight line.

Investigations of Contaminated Cattle Dipping Vats
In February 2003, BAT Associates, Inc. of Oak Ridge, Tennessee submitted a report to
the Southern Region of the United States Forest Service entitled “Inventory and
Preliminary Investigations of Cattle Dips, National forests of Arkansas, Louisiana,
Mississippi, Alabama, and Florida. BAT selected seven CDV’s for sampling, testing for
arsenic, chlordane, DDT, DDE, DDD and other contaminants in the surface soil, in deep
soil (18 to 30 inches below the surface), and in water samples. BAT used the evaluation
criteria adopted by the State of Florida for the acceptable soil concentrations (ASC) and
the groundwater maximum contaminant levels (MCL). For arsenic (As) the acceptable
soil concentration was 36 mg/kg. For drinking water and ground water, the maximum
contaminant level was 50 ug/L (50 micrograms per liter) (BAT 2003:5). It should be
noted that as of January 2006, the Environmental Protection Agency has lowered the
maximum contaminant level for arsenic in water to 10 micrograms per liter.
Arsenic Readings in Surface Soil Sample (4 to 8 inches below surface)
Dip Name
Indian Creek
Ozark NF
Middle North Fork
Ouachita NF
16WN431
Kisatchie NF
Bradford Brook

Inside Dip
17.5

Near Dip Pad
40.6

Downgradient
40.4 - 123

Background
22.6

210

154 - 420

92.9

14.2

13.1

38.5 - 48

3.06

1.59

NA

36.6 - 108

59.0

2.80
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Apalachicola NF
Yearling Trail
Ocala NF
Holiday
DeSoto NF
Perry County
Talladega NF

NA

60.3

ND

ND

NA

51.5 - 120

2.14

ND

74.7

5.46 – 16.3

101 - 147

1.9

Arsenic Readings in Deep Soil Sample (18 to 30 inches below surface)
Dip Name
Indian Creek
Ozark NF
Middle North Fork
Ouachita NF
16WN431
Kisatchie NF
Bradford Brook
Apalachicola NF
Yearling Trail
Ocala NF
Holliday
DeSoto NF
Perry County
Talladega NF

Inside Dip
NA

Near Dip Pad
29.7

Downgradient
12.7 – 18.6

Background
11.4

NA

412

NA

7.81

NA

76.7 - 184

NA

1.20

NA

48.9 – 57.4

36.4

ND

NA

ND

ND

ND

NA

160

1.17 – 2.00

NA

NA

1.34 – 2.1

208

NA

Concentration
212

MCL
50

Exceed MCL?
Yes

1/1

734

50

Yes

0/1

ND

50

No

Arsenic Readings in Water Samples
Dip Name
Bradford Brook
Apalachicola NF
Yearling Trail
Ocala NF
Holliday
DeSoto NF

Inside Dip
1/1

In November 2006, BAT Associates returned to the cattle dipping vat in Perry County,
Alabama for additional testing and to conduct an environmental assessment of the site.
The CDV is located in a rural, low population area where residences obtain their drinking
water from wells. It was estimated that 250 persons obtain drinking water from wells
within a four-mile radius of the Perry County CDV. BAT drilled four monitoring wells
to examine the groundwater in the vicinity of the CDV, and found that all four samples
were “below reporting limit” (BRL). Soil samples taken near the CDV, however,
recorded arsenic contamination downgradient from the CDV (89.9 mg/kg), west of the
southern end of the CDV (88.6 mg/kg), west of the northern end of the CDV (396
mg/kg), downgradient of the CDV to the south (72.5 mg/kg) and in the surface water in
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the CDV (125 ug/l). The contaminated soil samples were all in the upper three feet of
soil (BAT 2007:6-13).
BAT Associates recommended that the USDA Forest Service apply for “No Further
Remedial Action Planned” status from the U.S. EPA and the Alabama Department of
Environmental Management (ADEM) as the absence of arsenic in the groundwater
samples indicated that the risk of exposure of contaminants to the environment was low.
However, with the contaminated soil around the northern and western ends of the CDV
and drip pad, as well as downgradient of the CDV and drip pad, ADEM could require
remedial action to mitigate the surface soil containing elevated concentrations of arsenic
(BAT 2007:17).
In November and December 2007, BAT Associates did additional testing at the CDV in
Perry County, Alabama on the Talladega National Forest and at five CDV’s on the
Bankhead National Forest in Lawrence and Winston Counties, Alabama. For this testing,
BAT changed the evaluation criteria. Rather than using the State of Florida’s criteria of
36mg/kg for the acceptable soil concentrations (ASC), they used the Alabama
Department of Environmental Management (ADEM) guidelines and took four samples to
determine the natural background of arsenic in the soil. Any sample showing twice the
level of the “arithmetic mean of the background sample’s concentration” was considered
a “concern” (BAT 2008:5).
CDV’s Tested in Alabama – November and December 2007
CDV No.
1
2
3
4
5
6

Location
FS Road 124
FS Road 107
Leola Road
County Road 327
OC Dobyne Road
Cranal Road

County
Winston
Winston
Lawrence
Winston
Perry
Winston

USGS Quad
Addison
Black Pond
Upshaw
Poplar Springs
Buck Creek
Bee Branch

Forest
Bankhead
Bankhead
Bankhead
Bankhead
Talladega
Bankhead

CDV 1 - BAT’s testing of the soil found concentrations of arsenic ranging from a nondetect sample at eight feet below surface to 38.5 mg/kg at six feet below surface. The
background level of arsenic for the site was determined to be 5.18 mg/kg. Analysis of the
samples indicated elevated concentration levels of arsenic (compared to background) in
nine out of the 18 samples taken. These elevated concentration levels were found in six
downgradient locations at depths ranging from four to eight feet, at one crossgradient
location at a depth of four feet, and at one upgradient location at a depth of four feet. The
sample taken from sediments collected inside the CDV had an arsenic concentration of
24.6 mg/kg.
CDV 2 - BAT’s testing found concentrations of arsenic ranging from 0.872 mg/kg at
four feet to 8.31 mg/kg at two feet. The background level of arsenic was determined to
be 4.28 mg/kg. Analysis of the samples collected indicated elevated concentration of
arsenic in nine of the 18 samples. These elevated concentration levels were found in five
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downgradient locations at depths ranging from two to four feet, at two crossgradient
locations at a depths ranging from one to five feet, and at one upgradient location at a
depth of four feet.
CDV 3 - BAT’s testing found concentrations of arsenic ranging from 0.970 mg/kg at
four feet, to 87.9 mg/kg at eight feet. The background level for arsenic was determined
to be 26.6 mg/kg. Analysis of the samples collected indicated elevated concentrations of
arsenic in one of the 18 samples, found in a downgradient location at a depth of eight
feet. Arsenic was present in a concentration of 71.9 mg/kg in the sediment sample
collected from inside the CDV.
CDV 4 - BAT’s testing found concentrations of arsenic ranging from .880 mg/kg at five
feet below surface to 7.44 mg/kg at nine feet. The background level of arsenic was
determined to be 6.92 mg/kg. Elevated arsenic levels were found in two of the 18 soil
samples taken, in one downgradient location at a depth of nine feet and at one upgradient
location at a depth of one foot.
CDV 5 - The Perry County vat had been more intensively tested in November of 2006.
BAT’s testing in 2008 found concentrations of arsenic ranging from a non-detect result in
two samples at depths of one foot to 8.39 mg/kg also at one foot. The background level
of arsenic was determined to be 3.80 mg/kg. Results of the analysis of the soil samples
indicated elevated concentrations of arsenic levels in one of the six samples collected, at
a downgradient location at a depth of one foot.
CDV 6 - BAT’s testing found concentrations of arsenic ranging from 0.482 mg/kg at 12
feet, to 13.7 mg/kg at a depth of four feet. The background level for arsenic was
determined to be 2.68 mg/kg. Elevated concentrations of arsenic were found in five of
the 18 samples collected; found at two downgradient locations at depths of five feet and
eight feet, at two crossgradient locations at depths of four feet and eight feet, and at one
upgradient location at depth of ten feet (BAT 2008).
No water samples were collected on the Bankhead National Forest as the bedrock was
encountered at depths ranging from four feet to 18 feet. Based on the soil samples
collected, it appeared unlikely that any migration of arsenic would pass through the
bedrock and enter the groundwater (BAT 2008: 12).

Mitigation of Contaminated Cattle Dipping Vats
There are four main methods of dealing with contaminated soil, from cattle dipping vats,
or from other sources. They differ in cost and effectiveness, and land managers would
first want to assess the risk of a specific site before determining the mitigation.
Excavation and Off-Site Disposal - this mitigation involves the excavation of the
contaminated soil to an off-site treatment, storage, and disposal (TSD) facility. This
mitigation technique is highly effective and offers the highest protection by removing the
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contaminants from the site. Conventional heavy construction equipment is used, with
backhoes, bulldozers and front-end loaders doing the excavation and loading. Trees and
other vegetation are removed from the site, and protective measures are taken to prevent
re-contamination from dust emissions and erosion during removal. Once the
contaminated soil is removed, the site is restored with clean soil. The costs involved with
this mitigation measure include mobilization and demobilization of equipment,
excavation and removal of the contaminated soil, cost of the soil being disposed of as
hazardous materials, and backfilling of the site (BATS 2008:34-35).
Excavation and On-Site Solidification/Stabilization - this mitigation requires the same
excavation measures as above, but rather than disposing of the contaminated soils at an
off-site facility, the soils are treated on-site and placed back in the excavation. The
objective of this method is to lower the arsenic levels below the risk-based target levels
(RBTL). The solidification/stabilization process involves mixing the soil with binders
such as cement, lime, fly ash, cement kiln dust, or a polymer for solidification. This
process can be done with a trailer-mounted system that is set up adjacent to the
contaminated soils to minimize the movement of soils around the site. The method is
highly effective. The effectiveness of this method is dependent upon the valence state of
the arsenic, reduction-oxidation potential of the soil, the presence of organics, waste
characteristics, presence of fine particulates, and the thoroughness of the mixing. Since
the contaminants remain on site, there is a slight potential for long-term failure (BAT
2008:35-36).
Electrokinectic Removal of Arsenic - this method has been tested in the Blackwater
River State Forest, northeast of Pensacola, Florida. The CDV sites selected were on silty,
sandy soils with arsenic concentrations of 113 mg/kg (Redwine 2000:v). This method
applies a low voltage current across electrode pairs that are buried in the ground on each
side of the contaminated soil. The electrical current causes electoosmosis and ion
migration. The contaminants are removed from the soil surface and transported towards
respective electrodes depending on their charge. The contaminants may then be extracted
to a recovery system or deposited at the electrode. Surfactants and complexing agents are
used to increase soluability and to assist in the movement of the contaminants. Reagents
can be introduced at the electrodes to enhance contaminant removal
(https://portal.navfac.navy.mil/portal/page/portal/NAVFAC/NAVFAC_WW_PP/NAVF
AC_NFESC_PP/ENVIRONMENTAL/ERB/EKINETIC accessed 11/10/2009).
In the Blackwater River State Forest, solutions of sulfuric acid, phosphoric acid, and
sodium hydroxide were tested as extractants. While the sulfuric acid showed good
extractability at 12 days (115 ppm), only 4.7% arsenic migrated to the anolyte and 1.6%
to the catholyte. Phosphoric acid showed an extraction of 59 ppm after five days, with
25% of the arsenic moving to the anolyte. The test with sodium hydroxide was run for
only one day due to excessive electroosmotic flow, which caused the anode compartment
to pump dry and interrupted the current. The tests showed an extraction of 34 ppm of
arsenic after the one day, with no arsenic transport (Redwine 2000:4-1 through 4-3).
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The tests conducted in the Blackwater River State Forest concluded that electromediation
could be used effectively to remove arsenic from contaminated soil. Arsenic can be
extracted as an anion at the anode (negative charge). Electroosmosis produced flow to
the cathode, but arsenic does not accumulate at the cathode (positive charge). A solution
of 0.01 M sulfuric acid effectively extracted arsenic, but resulted in poor migration to the
electrodes. A solution of 0.01M phosphoric acid extracted less arsenic, but produced
better arsenic migration. The electrical current required to electromediate the soils was
estimated between 50 and 100 kilowatt hours per cubic meter.
Phytoremediation of Arsenic Contaminated Soil - this method is an emerging technology
that uses plants to draw the arsenic out of the contaminated soil and groundwater. It is
considered less expensive and less disruptive than soil removal or soil stabilization. The
use of plants to clean up contaminants goes back about 300 years, where plants were used
to treat waste water. Plants have been used to extract heavy metals out of contaminated
soil, and recently, used to extract arsenic.
“Hyper-accumulators” are conventionally defined as plants that can accumulate metals at
levels 100 times higher than non-accumulator plants. In 2001, Lena Q. Ma and others
found that Chinese brake fern (Pteris vittata) could hold extremely large concentrations
of arsenic in its fronds. Several other species of ferns have found to do the same, such as
Pitrogramma calomelanos (silver fern) and three ferns from Pteris genus (P. criteca, P.
longifolia and P. umbrosa).
Chinese brake fern accumulates large amounts of arsenic in its fronds. On one
contaminated site with 38.9 mg/kg of arsenic in the soil, the fern’s fronds held 7,526
mg/kg of arsenic. In an experimental setting, the plant was able to hold 22,630 mg/kg. A
fern was planted at the University of Florida in soil containing 0.47 mg/kg, and the plant
accumulated 136 mg/kg in its fronds.
Chinese brake fern is a hardy perennial plant with a large biomass. It is fast growing and
easy to reproduce. The above ground biomass can be harvested each season until the
contaminated site has been cleaned up. The harvested fronds can be disposed in a safe
facility (Singh and Ma 2003).
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12, 1914, July 9, 1915, August 13, 1915, September 3, 1915, October 15, 1915,
December 31, 1915, July 28, 1916, September 1, 1916, January 26, 1917, March 23,
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Springfield Sun, Springville, Kentucky. October 12, 1910.
The St. Petersburg Times, Florida. January 6, 1937, November 6, 1941.
The Tazewell Republican, Tazewell, Virginia. January 20, 1910, March 31, 1910, May
26, 1910.
The Times-Dispatch, Richmond, Virginia. July 26, 1906, August 28, 1906, September 1,
1906, September 21, 1906, April 30, 1907, March 13, 1911, June 23, 1911.
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The West Colbert News, Colbert County, Alabama. June 11, 1915.
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