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Mrs. Whitaker : 


M r .  Cromartie, would you begin by t e l l i n g  me something 


about your career,  when you went w i t h  the  Department? 


M r .  Cromartie : 

I f i rs t  went w i t h  the  Food and Drug Administration i n  

1931 as  an inspector i n  Los Angeles, California. After 

about three  years there  I transferred t o  San Francisco, 

California, where I spent about three  and a half  years. 

Then, from San Francisco, I was transferred t o  Boston, 

Massachusetts, where I stayed u n t i l  1941, January the 

l s t ,  a t  which time I transferred back t o  the Insect ic ide  

Division.5.n Agriculture. I n  1941 I w a s  t ransferred t o  

Atlanta and covered the s i x  southeastern s t a t e s  u n t i l  

A p r i l  1945 a t  which time I was transferred t o  WashingUon. 

I was t ransferred t o  Washington as  a chief inspector 

a t  which time we had f ive ,  i f  I remember correct ly .  

There was one on the West coast t h a t  covered the  t e r r i t o r y  

from the Canadian border t o  the Mexican border; one i n  

Chicago t h a t  covered from the Canadian border down t o  the 

Southern s t a t e s ;  one i n  Baltimore tha t  covered p a r t  of 

the Southern s t a t e s ;  one i n  New York that  covered the 

Northeastern s t a t e s ;  and the Atlanta s t a t i o n  covered 

the  seven Southeastern s t a t e s  which was cut  back one 

s t a t e  i n  1942. From 1945 t o  1966 I w a s  employed i n  

Washington as an administrat ive o f f i c e r  which covered 

the enforcement and inspection work. A t  the time I 

r e t i r e d  I w a s  chief of the inspection and r eg i s t r a t ion  

sect ion.  



;,lrs. Whitaker : 


yoilr time i n  government included the period when it was 


under Food and Drug and you were under the  supervision 


of M r .  Campbell? When you went back t o  Agriculture, 


rho was the first chief w i t h  Agriculture? 

M r .  cromartie : 

D r .  Reed took over. D r .  Reed i s  the one t h a t  took me 

back t o  Washington. D r .  McDonnell was chief of the 

Division when I t ransferred over. The f a c t  i s ,  he had 


been chief of the Division from the time D r .  Haywood 


died u n t i l  he r e t i r e d  a t  the age of 70. A t  t h a t  time 


we were under the  Livestock Branch i n  PMA, AMS--they 


changed names during the  war--and a t  t h a t  time i n  Wash- 


ington there w a s  D r .  Reed as chief of the  Division, 


D r .  Gr i f f in  a s s i s t a n t  chief .  Each had a secretary .  


I was administrat ive o f f i ce r .  I had a secretary .  There 


w a s  a c le rk  t y p i s t  and two f i l e  c lerks .  That w a s  the 


force t h a t  operated a t  t h a t  time, along k i t h  the  f i v e  


inspectors.  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Where were your o f f ices?  Were you i n  the South Building? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


In  the  South Building. 




!;,,. Whitaker : 

T.iere were SO many years t ha t  Insect ic ide  wasn't even 

Division. Was it a Division during those years a f t e r  

it went back to  Agriculture? 

Mr. cromartie : 


The way I remember i t  w a s  t h i s .  Sections, Divisions, 


and Branches switched from one t o  the other  and you 


d idn ' t  know what you were. You could have been a Seceion 


2 t  one time and had as much author i ty  a s  a Division 


l a t e r  on. Division, I guess, right now i s  the  highes,t. 


N o ,  the Branch i s  the highest, then the  Divisions, then 


the Sections. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


From the records, I had the  impression t h a t  t h e  Department 


of Agriculture d idn ' t  r e a l l y  know what t o  do with yow 


people a f t e r  1940. 


Mr. Cromartie: 


That is correct .  When they took Food and Drug out  of 


Agriculture, they d idn ' t  have anywhere t o  put  the  InGec- 


t i c ide  Division. Someone came up w i t h  the  idea tha t  we 


had dealings with l ives tock preparations so  t h a t ' s  wihere 


we wound up. We had about the  same problem with t h e  


Livestock Branch as w e  d i d  with a l l  the  r e s t  of them. 


They d i d n ' t  know anything about the  work. The strange 




.ning ebout it, u n t i l  they s t a r t e d  r a i s i n g  ca in  about 


residues, Agriculture d i d n ' t  have too much i n t e r e s t .  


Wnen Ribicoff s t a r t e d  inves t iga t ing  and a l l  the  r e s t  


of them, we got i n  t h e  headlines.  ARS a t  t h a t  time 


rea l ized t h a t  it w a s  more important than they had ac tua l l y  


figured. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


~ u ti t  wasn't r e a l l y  u n t i l  consumer pressures were put  


o n . . .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


That's r i gh t .  It r e a l l y  started branching out  when the  


new a c t  was passed and the  new in sec t i c ide s  and fungiaides 


s t a r t e d  coming on t h e  market. They j u s t  had t o  spend 


more a t t e n t i o n  with it. 


Mrs. Whihaker : 


Concentrating f o r  j u s t  a l i t t l e  while on the  pe r sona l i t i e s ,  


people t h a t  you worked with . . . T e l l  me about D r .  


McDonnell. I f ind  very l i t t l e  on h i m  as a person. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


You're going t o  have t o  censor some of t h i s  s t u f f .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


We can take it out .  




Id?. Cromartie : 

ae was very easy going. D r .  Gr i f f in  w a s  the key t o  the 

whole thing. O f  course D r .  McDonnell was chief of the  

Division but D r .  Gr i f f in  was the one t h a t  ac tua l ly  knew 

the background of the work and was fami l ia r  with a l l  

angles. He had knowledge of bacteriology, insect ic id&s,  

and fungicides al together.  He had been i n  the laboratory 

before he became a s s i s t a n t  chief .  I would say t h a t  he 

knew more about the  Act and i t s  workings than anybody 

before o r  a f t e r .  

r . Whitaker : 


Now, t h i s  was D r .  Gr i f f in?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. I n  f ac t ,  he p rac t i ca l ly  wrote the insec t ic ide  act 


of 1947. He answered a l l  the questions, he handled the 


industry, i n  conferences, They had ce r t a in  objections 


t h a t  they d idn ' t  want i n  it. He p rac t i ca l ly  brought the  


Act t o  i t s  f i n a l  form with the objections of industry 


corrected. A t  t h a t  time, industry had qui te  a power 


and we couldn't  be too hard on them. I n  o ther  words, 


they didn ' t  want you t o  jump out  and start cleaning up 


everything. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Was there any pressure from environmentalists o r  consumer 


groups ? 




1.1~.cromartie : 


T9el-e wasn't any such thing. I never heard of them befo,re. 


I don ' t  remember anybody ever representing consumer groups. 


There wasn't  any Such th ing a s  residues a t  t h a t  time. 


DDT, chlordane, heptichlore and the  herbicides weren't  


even on the  market. They hadn' t  even been developed. 


I.lrs. Whitaker : 


~ o o d  and Drug w a s  ge t t i ng  a l l  of  the  f l a c k  about t h e  


a r sen ica l  residues on f r u i t ?  You r e a l l y  d i d n ' t  have 


anything t o  do with t ha t ,  d id  you? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


The only residues t ha t  I remember--and I'm su re  I ' m  rimt 

on that--the residues they checked f o r  were lead and 


arsenic .  I ' v e  picked up hundreols of samples, f r u i t  and 


t h a t  s t u f f ,  where they were checked f o r  lead and arsenic .  


Those a r e  the  only residues t h a t  I know of a t  Food and 


D r u g .  After the  new chemicals s t a r t e d  coming i n  and i$ 


was found t h a t  they could be harmful, Food and Drug had 


t o  branch out  on t h e i r  residues. Up u n t i l  '45 o r  l a t e r  


there  wasn't  any such th ing  as residues, except lead 


and arsenic .  A t  t h a t  time they d id  a l o t  of checking 


on lead and arsenic .  You'd get  i t  i n  your food products, 


maple syrup f o r  instance.  They'd have t h e  sap buckets 


Painted with white lead paints .  Syrup has a grea t  a f f i n i t y  


f o r  lead, pa r t i cu l a r ly ,  and when the  sap was concentrated 




down to  about 20 t o  1 o r  40 t o  1. 

Mrs .  Whitaker : 


Where were you s ta t ioned i n  '35 o r  '36? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I n  '35 I was i n  Los Angeles. No, up u n t i l  about the  middle 


of '34 I was i n  Los Angeles and then from '34 t o  '37 I 


was i n  San Francisco. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Then, i n  both s ta t ions ,  you would have had associat ions 


wi th  the  lead arsenate residue on f r u i t  coming out  of 'the 


Northwest? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


In  those days we would s e t  up s t a t i o n s  i n  various pa r t s  


of the  West and we would s top  trucks as they would be 


leaving Colorado and going t o  Texas and take samples. 


And there  was  a chemist there  and we would t e s t  the  samples. 


By the  time the  trucks got t o  t h e i r  des t inat ion we knew 


whether the  crops had excessive residues on them. We 


d idn ' t  have any au thor i ty  t o  s top  those trucks.  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


T h a t ' s  a matter of  public record, I think. 




:,IT. Cromartie : 

I worked a t  some of these quarantine s t a t ions  i n  Arizana. 

They were the only ones t h a t  had them a t  t h a t  time and 

we would s top trucks there. I would ship  the samples 

in .  We would check the manifest t o  see where i t  was 

going. The samples went back t o  the laborator ies  and 

they were checked f o r  residue. O f  course, by t h a t  time 

the produce was already gone. Produce goes i n  a t  about 

two o r  three  i n  the morning and i t ' s  gone by ten. 

Mrs. Whitaker : 

The Secretary acknowledged during t h a t  period t h a t  there  

was l i t t l e  authori ty f o r  Set t ing a residue a t  a l l .  That 

was the b ig  problem i n  the 1938 food l a w .  They did w&nt 

some method of s e t t i n g  a tolerance because before then it 

was simply an administrative a c t ?  

M r .  ammartie : 

You had to s e t t l e  each case i n  court, i f  they contested 

i t .  We brought a t r ia l  case i n  Vermont with maple syrup 

w i t h  lead i n  it. We l o s t  the case. If you ge t  a jurv 

i n  these s t a t e s  where maple syrup o r  something e l s e  is 

produced, you c a n ' t  win them. But it w a s  a t e s t  case. 

The last  I remember lead and arsenic  were about e ight  

parts  per mil l ion and they had been lowen than t h a t  art  

one time. They kept changing them u n t i l  more researah 

developed. 



. Whitaker : 

D i d  you t e s t i f y  i n  any of the court cases? I w a s  p a r t i -

cular ly  concerned with f r u i t .  D i d  you t e s t i f y  i n  any 

of those cases? Were you i n  the courtroom, f o r  instance, 

when the case agains t  the  Washington Dehydrated Apple 

corporation ................ 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I was a t  the maple syrup case. I don' t  remember but one 


o r  two t h a t  I t e s t i f i e d  i n .  I n  other  words, i f  there 


was a c l ea r  cu t  case, they wouldn't argue. When something 


new came up--dehydrated food o r  maple syrup--industry 


would f i g h t  something new t h a t  way but something t h a t  


was established they would ju s t  go ahead and e i t h e r  plead 


gu i l ty  o r  nolo contendere and l e t  the  judge s e t t l e  it. 


M r s .  W h i taker: 


D r .  Gr i f f in  had a l so  mentioned the d i f f i c u l t y  of ge t t i ng  


a court decision where a jury heard the  trial.  Was it 


rea l ly  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  you t o  win a case i f  i t  went before 


a jury? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Were the  jur ies  hos t l l e  t o  government? 




yr. cromartie : 

They were invariably,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  when you picked yes .  

them up i n  the a r ea  where the indust ry  w a s  located.  The 

~ o o d  and Drug l o s t  a Case up i n  North Georgia before I 

went in .  The Food and Drug man t h a t  interviewed me was chief 

the Savannah s t a t i o n  then and came down home. He was 

t e l l i n g  about a tuberculosis  cure i n  the mountains of 

North Georgia t h a t  the  government l o s t .  It w a s  a jury 

t r i a l .  You have some ju r ies  t h a t  way t h a t  have a s t m n g e  

viewpoint. 

14r-s. Whitaker: 


I think some of your not ices  of judgment would ind ica te  


tha t .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I think we had the  l a r g e s t  f i n e  i n  t h e  In sec t i c ide  Division 


a t  t ha t  time on a d i s in fec tan t  manufacturer i n  Baltimore. 


I think i t  was  $5,000. He pled nolo contendere. It was 


hard t o  get  a case i n t o  court ,  be l ieve  it o r  not,  even 


through the  o f f i ce  of the  General Counsel. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Why was t h a t ?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


We were not important. I s e n t  cases down t o  the  o f f i c e  




of the General Counsel a t  the  time I was there  and they 


j u s t  wouldn't f i l e  them. They kept put t ing them of f ;  they 


d idn ' t  have the  c l e r i c a l  help, e tc .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


T think the records p re t ty  well ind ica te  t h a t  it w a s 
-
d i f f i c u l t  t o  get  cases on the  docket. 

f<r.Cromartie : 


jje sent  cases down t h a t  were c l ea r  cut .  They j u s t  f iddled 


around and never did f i l e  them. I got  so  mad a t  one time 


I to ld  them I wasn't going t o  send any more down. It 


took a l o t  of work working up those cases. When we sen t  


them down, a l l  they had t o  do was wri te  out informatirons 


and f i l e  them. Of course, they had t o  go through the  


channels but they were p re t ty  hes i tan t  about it even 


up to  the time I l e f t .  


Mr. Whitaker: 


Some of these cases would take seven years t o  ge t  before 


a judge. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


And a judge i s n ' t  going to look very kindly on a case 


l ike  that .  I know we got  some strange cases of these 


federal  judges. They're powers i n  themselves so  thew 


don't  have t o  worry. 




. Wnitaker: 

yoL mentioned the d i s in fec tan t s .  That w a s  one of the  

-,hingS I did want t o  t a l k  about because i t  seems almost 

-ironic t h a t  more of the  cases t h a t  d id  reach the  cour t  

-4nvo l~ed  dis infectants  ra ther  than a g r i c u l t u r a l  i n s e c t i -  

.ides. And you found t h i s  t o  be t r u e  even a f t e r  you 

joined the Department i n  1931? 

M r .  Cromartie : 


One reason I th ink  i s  t h a t  a t  t h a t  time t h e  manufacturers 


could control  the  output much ea s i e r .  I n  o ther  words, i f  


YOU a r e  making a 50 per  cent  l ead  a r sena te  dust ,  a l l  you 


have t o  do i s  weigh up hal f  with f i l l e r  and ha l f  with t h a t  


and mix i t  thoroughly. A l o t  of v io la t ions  r e su l t ed  from 


poor mixing. E i ther  t h a t  o r  they would ge t  too  much of 


an overrun on the  product. A s  a whole, a g r i c u l t u r a l  i n -  


sec t i c ides  were p r e t t y  wel l  control led.  Not only thak, 


there  w a s  another reason f o r  it. The s t a t e s  spent  mare 


time on the  ag r i cu l tu r a l  insec t ic ides  than they did an  


the  d is infectants .  The fact is, a l o t  of t h e  s t a t e s  


d idn ' t  have l a w s  t o  cover the  d i s in f ec t an t s .  


H r s  . Whitaker: 


And so t ha t  became a f ede ra l  j u r i sd i c t i on?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. 




2 

,. ~ i n i t a k e r :  ~.. . 

. . le tiis I r , s ec t i c ide  Act was  w i t h  Food and Drug, do you 


, , . . ~  

..:: the f a c t  t h a t  d i s i n f e c t a n t s  a r e  s o  c l o s e l y  r e l a t e d  ., 

- .edicine in f luenced  t h e  emphasis on d i s i n f e c t a n t s  ? 

~ ' O U  t h i n k  t h a t  Campbell was more i n t e r e s t e d  i n  d i s i n -  

:cccents? 

. . crornart ie :..,-
l\io, I d o n ' t  t h i n k  so .  The whole reason was t h a t  t h e  d i s -  

Lncectants t h e  I n s e c t i c i d e  D iv i s ion  covered were f o r  u s e  

o n  inanimate o b j e c t s .  Food and Drug had t h e  germicides  

2nd t h a t  type f o r  human use .  Another reason  i s  t h a t  d i s -  

i : ; fectants  a r e  very  compet i t ive .  There was a h igh  p r o f i t  

i n  then.  Some of t h e  manufacturers were very  u n e t h i c a l  

i n  t n e i r  dea l ings .  You'd go t o  t h e s e  c o u n t i e s ,  i n  t h e  

South p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  where t h e  s h e r i f f s  d i d  t h e  buying 

and the  salesmen would make kickbacks.  The margin o f  

p r o f i t  w a s  s o  h igh  t h a t  t hey  d i d n ' t  have t o  worry, back 

i n  t he  e a r l y  ' 4 0 ' s  p a r t i c u l a r l y ,  and t h e y  would g i v e  

away shotguns,  t r a v e l i n g  bags, o r  any th ing  e l s e  i n  o r d e r  

t o  g e t  t h e  o rde r s .  You could a lmost  t e l l  when you went 

in a county o f f i c e  t h e  way they  r e a c t e d  whether somebody 

Cot a kickback o r  no t .  They were very h e s i t a n t  about  

Sour sampling t h e  m a t e r i a l .  It w a s  exp la ined  t o  them 

t h a t  we weren ' t  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  anyth ing  b u t  t h e  f a c t  

tha t  t hey  g o t  what t h e y  p a i d  f o r .  Once i t  w a s  expla5ned 

to them, they  w e r e n ' t  nervous a t  a l l .  There w a s  a l o t  



of  competition, there s t i l l  is .  

. Whitaker : 


you picked up a Complete range of products? 


Mr. cromartie : 

hat's r ight .  YOU had to .  You had t h e  whole area.  

Mrs. Whitaker: 


Was a project  type th ing assigned t o  you? Would you be 


advised what kind of product t o  sample a t  a pac t icu la r  


time? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


No. The inspectors were on t h e i r  own i n  the f i e l d .  We 


would get  assignments from Washington on follow-ups. 


They might have a product t h a t  was marginal and they'cl 


want an addi t ional  sample of it. The inspectors,  i n  


checking the  plants ,  would have shipments going ou t  of 


t h e i r  t e r r i t o r y .  With our correspondence between the  


inspectors,  they would send over shipments f o r  me t o  


cover i n  New Orleans that were shipped from Chicago. 


Other than that, we had our sampling manual and anything 


i n  t h a t  t h a t  hadn't  been covered we would sample. Naw 


f o r  each t e r r i t o r y ,  the  inspector was responsible f o r  


h i s  products. If I picked a sample from an Atlanta manu 


facturer  and the  schedule ca l led  f o r  only one sample 




that product from each manufacturer, then that  w a s  

,,+:ten off  and I wouldn't bother with t h a t  u n t i l  next 

. We got most of our leads from checking the shipping 

rc.copjs i n  the manufacturers' plants .  We d i d n ' t  have 

authority t o  do t h a t  e i t h e r  u n t i l  the new Act. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

I n  the period before the  Insect ic ide  Act went t o  Food 

and D N ~ ,  Haywood did not use factory inspection. It 

wasn't u n t i l  Campbell took over t h a t  insec t ic ide  inspectors 

went i n t o  the fac tor ies .  I ' m  not sure  why Haywood would 

not use factory inspection. Do you know anything on t h a t  

. . . why he refused t o  l e t  h i s  inspectors go i n t o  fac-

tor ies?  

Mr. Cromartie: 

I can t e l l  you t h i s ,  i n  my opinion factory inspec t iom 

were of l i t t l e  o r  no value at  a l l .  It wasn't l i k e  Food 

and Drug. They can take act ion on f i l t h  conditions and 

close up a plant  on it. On insect ic ides  and fungicides, 

the condition of a plant  had no bearing on the  composition. 

I know under the Food and Drug I spent hours making factory 

inspections and wri t ing them up. I made some t h a t  would 

*aka week t o  wri te  up. We d id  it on overtime mainly. 

We d idn ' t  have the time, you had your assignments during 

the day. A s  f a r  as 1 know, under the Food and Drug Act, 

Other than the shipments, I don't  know what value they 



were. We Cut them out when I got t o  Washington. They 


don' t  do i t  now, I don ' t  think. Itwas time wasted. I n  


other words, we were only in te res ted  i n  the  product t h a t  


reached the  consumer. They could take any kind of miking 


equipment, some of i t  is very simple. You can take a 


s t e e l  drum and put a motor and a pulley on it and make 


as  good a mixture of an insect ic ide  and some as well as 


these mil l ion do l l a r  corporations. It takes more time 


and you don't have the  volume. That's the only difference. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


When Insect ic ides  went back t o  Agriculture i n  1940, w h t  


was the  pract ice  i n  those f irst  years? Did you continue 


factory inspections when you took over? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


We d idn ' t  have time. We only had f i v e  inspectors a t  one 


time and we had t o  keep the3abora tor ies  occupied. A t  


t ha t  time there  w a s  a laboratory i n  San Francisco, one 


i n  Chicago, one i n  New York, and one a t  Bel t sv i l le .  soon 


a f t e r  I w a s  t ransferred t o  Washington, due t o  funds, and 


the Livestock Branch was ac tua l ly  the  reason, Harry Reed 


figured t h a t  we d idn ' t  need the one i n  San Francisco 


and the one i n  Chicago and they were closed out.  And 


the personnel--they only had maybe one chemist o r  two 


a t  each s ta t ion ,  they did  a l l  the ana ly t ica l  work i n  


New York and Bel t sv i l le .  They jus t  closed them . . . 




leek of funds, the  main thing.  They've never opened 


,!,,, yet  t h a t  I know. They s t i l l  have the  one i n  New 


-cork, I imagine, and the  one i n  Be l t sv i l l e .  When you 


pLaVe f i ve  men i n  the  f i e l d ,  even i f  f ac to ry  inspect ions  


had been of any appreciable value, we wouldn't have had 


time znyway. We v i s i t e d  the  p lan t s  where they were making 


the products and checking the  records but we weren't  too 


in te res ted  i n  the  manufacturing process. We did  do a l o t  


of sampling a t  t h e  p lants .  That w a s  because we were checking 


t h e  materials  t h a t  they got  t h a t  they were mixing. I n  


other  words, i t  was t o  t h e i r  advantage f o r  us t o  do %hat 


because if a manufacturer so ld  them a f i v e  per  cent  dust  


concentrate, l i k e  Rotenone o r  pyrethrum and they were 


shor t  changed, when they made t h e i r  products t h e i r  mater ia ls  


would check shor t .  And t h a t  w a s  the  excuse t h a t  many 


of them used, t h a t  t h e i r  raw mater ia l  w a s  de f i c i en t .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


The old Act covered r a w  materials ,  I bel ieve.  You could 


bring s u i t  agains t  t h e  manufacturer of the  raw materkal? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


If it was shipped i n t e r s t a t e .  Now, of course, r a w  InBterial 


in i t s e l f  i s n ' t  very descr ip t ive .  By t h a t  term we'd mean 


product t h a t  was f u r t h e r  processed. Some of i t  Y m  

could use i t s e l f ,  as i t  was, if you wanted a concenbrate. 

You could use s t r a i g h t  Rotenone powder o r  s t r a i g h t  pyrethrum 



powder. But it was too expensive and it w a s  only f o r  


ce r ta in  uses. So a r a w  material,  i n  the terms I a m  using, 


j u s t  means something t h a t  was t o  be fur ther  processed. 


It was an insect ic ide  i n  i t s e l f .  Otherwise we couldn ' t  


have covered it. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


A s  we approach World War 11, t he  emphasis again was an 


increased production. Were you i n  any way ins t ruc ted  


t o  cut  back on the amount of inspection t h a t  you d i d  of 


agricultural .products o r  insect ic ides  f o r  ag r i cu l tu ra l  


use? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


No, i t  d idn ' t  make any difference as f a r  as I know. 


The f a c t  i s  t h a t  as far as the w a r  was concerned the  only 


handicap it had with us was t ravel ing conciitions and 


things l i k e  that .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


You continued the  same kind of projects?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


The same routine t h a t  we had. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


You mentioned a case i n  Bsltimore on a d i s infec tan t .  




D i d  you t e s t i f y  i n  t h a t  case? 

M r .  Cromartie: 


NO, I d idn ' t  t e s t i f y .  We presented the  f a c t s .  They pled 


nolo contendere. We explained the case t o  the  judge and 


tha t  was a l l  t h a t  happened. There wasn't any testimony 


except what we gave. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Very seldom did  the  courts  impose any kind of jai l  sentence, 


though t h a t  was possible under the Act. What w a s  the 


fee l ing  from the  administrative standpoint concerning 


ja i l  sentences? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


A s  far as I know, they weren't too in t e re s t ed  i n  jai l  


sentences. The type of v io la t ion  w a s  more of an economic 


cheat and not a heal th  hazard. Of course, under the new 


Act t h a t  made i t  dif ferent .  I don't  know whether anyone 


has been sen t  t o  jail o r  not. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Can:you pinpoint the time at which judges became a l k t t l e  


more exacting i n  what they imposed i n  the way of f i n e s ?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


The more publ ic i ty  insect ic ides  got, the  more the  judges 
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bc,,!e c~nsc ious  of them. We had a case--it  w a s  a EMtirnore 

. . . : - e - - ~ h e r e  he'd never heard of the Act. He sa id  tnat .  .--t. 
,... 3, didn ' t  hes i ta te  t o  f ine  them. Maybe t h a t ' s  one 
A 


.:-the reasons t h a t  he did it. He was used t o  cases under 

pWd and Drug i n  Which there  were health hazards involved. 

G, fined them more than we expected. We would have been 

tazisfied with a two o r  three  thousand do l l a r  f ine .  We 


had never had One t h a t  large before. That kind of threw 


t > e  fear  of God i n  the manufacturers. They know everything 


that  goes on. Not only tha t ,  they take the  notices of 


;udgment around t o  t h e i r  prospective customers and show 


what t h e i r  competitors are i n  v io la t ion  of. They would 


do anything t o  s e l l  merchandise. 


X ~ G. Whitaker : 


I wondered i f  manufacturers might object  t o  the notiaes 


of Judgment from the standpoint of publ ic i ty?  


M r .  Cronlartie : 


They d idn ' t  l i k e  it at  al l .  They would admit t h a t  they 


would rather pay a thousand do l l a r  f i n e  and forget  the  


whole matter. But the l a w  d idn ' t  read t h a t  way. These 


cases had t o  be published i n  some form o r  other.  
 I ' m  

j u s t  wondering now how they publish them. 

- Whitaker : 

I noticed i n  some of Haywood's correspondence i n  the 



. r . . . , . .  cases t h a t  he w a s  f requently f r u s t r a t e d  by what he .-.-." 

co,si,jered incompetence on the p a r t  of the  f ede ra l  a t to rney  


x:io would be handling the  case because he d idn ' t  know 


,x..,i,ing about the  law. Did you f ind  t h i s  t o  be a problem 


M r .  Cromartie : 


IZ was and probably s t i l l  is.  We would go i n  when we had 


a case t o  the U.S. a t torney 's  o f f i c e  and t r y  t o  explain 


the case so t h a t  they would know. They were completely 


Ignorant of the Insec t ic ide  Act i n  most d i s t r i c t s .  Some 


0,' them might never have had a case. We would go i n  and 


hnve a conference with them and explain the  case and then 


they would get  a d i f f e r e n t  viewpoint on it. On t h i s  case 


i n  Baltimore, Miller of the  Office of the  General Counsel 


and I had conferences with the  U.S. a t t o rney ' s  o f f i c e  


and explained the  background of the  firm and the  v io la t ions  


involved. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


That's Lowell Mil ler? 


x?- Cromartie : 

yes., Lowell Miller.  He was  the one t h a t  handled the  Cases. 

talked wi th  the  a s s i s t a n t  down there  t h a t  was  going t o  

handle the case severa l  times. We had t h e  case i n  good 

There were severa l  v io la t ions  involved. It was 



cu t  and dried.  Ue s t i l l  had t o  present it t o  the  judge 


so  he would understand it. He said he had never heard 


of the  Act s o  i t  d i d n ' t  make any di f ference  i n  t h a t  case. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


I read one case i n  which the judge had charged the  jury 


with having t o  consider the  i n t e n t  of the  manufacturer 


t o  defraud. Apparently he confused the  Food and Drug 


Act with t h e  Insec t ic ide  Act. You d id  not have t o  prove 


the  i n t e n t  of the manufacturer under the  Insec t ic ide  Act? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That must have been an  old  case. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


It was an old  case. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I ' l l  t e l l  you why.  It was a case of fraud.  I n  f raud up 


u n t i l  the  new Food and Drug Act went i n ,  i t  w a s  d i f f i c u l t  


t o  prove fraud. I t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  now. Even i n  income t ax  


cases they have a job doing t h a t .  O f  course, the  1937 


Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act corrected t h a t .  But before 


'37 they had t o  prove in ten t .  That w a s  never i n  t h e  Insec- 


t i c i d e  Act. 


M r s .  Whitaker: 


I n  t h i s  pa r t i cu l a r  case the judge was confused and every- 




thing the United Sta tes  at torney did f a i l e d  t o  convince 


him tha t  it w a s  not necessary t o  prove in t en t  under the 


Insect ic ide  Act. The s o l i c i t o r  i n  the Department of Agri- 


cul ture  w a s  extremely concerned t h a t  they had l o s t  t h i s  


case. They t r i e d  f o r  seven o r  e ight  years t o  convict 


t h i s  par t icu la r  manufacturer. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I be t  he was from Baltimore. 


M r s .  Whitaker: 


I am not sure. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


He was a character.  I never d id  see h i m .  D r .  Gr i f f in  


discussed h i m .  The funny par t  i s  t h a t  he w a s  r igh t .  


He came i n  with a cane and a top ha t  and long coat .  


I f  i t ' s  the one I ' m  thinking about, i t  was a one-spot 


f l e a  k i l l e r  f o r  pets--dogs and cats--and the way he got 


the  idea  f o r  the  name $1one spot" was  t h a t  you put it 


on the back of t h e i r  necks. That's where the  f l e a s  con-


centrate,  on the back of the  neck and the back too. 


H i s  argument w a s  t h a t  f l e a s  moved up towards the head, 


which they do. They never did get  it of f  the market, 


if tha t  was the case t h a t  I ' m  thinking of .  It could 


have been one t h a t  was very similar. They never did  


get  i t ' o f f  the market. It 's s t i l l  on the market and 




:njeled properly. 

v r s ... Whitaker: 

--:ley had a l o t  of problems a l s o  with systemic insec t ic ides .  

Under the  old ac t ,  Some of these were out-r ight  frauds 

I would suspect.  DO you r e c a l l  any of these cases where 

tney simply put a t a b l e t  i n t o  t h e  poultry drinking water, 

instance, and it was supposed t o  take ca re  of l i c e  

and mites? 

Mr. Cromartie : 

They had those--I th ink  i t  was potassium permanganate 

t ab le t s  t ha t  they used a l o t  i n  the  drinking water--whLch 

were e f fec t ive  under c e r t a i n  conditions. We had very 

feu  poultry and l ives tock  v io la t ions .  There weren't  too 

many manufacturers and most of them were p r e t t y  reputable.  

There weren't too many l a rge  companies. O f  course, you 

would run across the  shys te r s  t h a t  would bring.;  up a new 

Product on the market and rush it through and it would 

be ineffect ive.  I don ' t  remember a s ing l e  case of l i v e -  

Obck o r  poultry v io la t ion  t h a t  we had. There a r e  bound 

to have been some but they d idn ' t  wind up i n  prosecution. 

have c i t a t i ons  and se izures .  

Mrs. Whitaker: 

mat years were these? 



cromartie: 

I:; 30's I think. 

KT,. Whitaker : 

id you deal much with the c a t t l e  dips t h a t  t he  Bureau of 

Animal Industry Would have been concerned with? 

xr.  cromartie : 

yes, the BAI had a t  t h a t  time a l ist  of permitted dips 

and disinfectants  t h a t  they d idn ' t  approve but they accepted 

them. They had previously tes ted  them. We sampled t h ~ s e  

the sane as  the r e s t  of them. We did  have viola t ions  

on those but none went t o  court. Maybe we'd se ize  them 

but we never prosecuted. You see, i f  a manufacturer had 

a permitted dip and dis infectant ,  he wanted t o  maintain 

n standard on it because i t  w a s  a s e l l i n g  point.  I n  otther 

words, BAI would use it. I f  there  w a s  an accepted dip, 

then a firm would have a much b e t t e r  chance of s e l l i n g  

It to  somebody t h a t  wasn't with the  government. 

Mrs. Whitaker : 

You mentioned seizures.  Haywood had tried seizures t o  

nome extent i n  the ear ly  period, not w i t h  a great  deal  

Of success however. But a f t e r  Insect ic ides  came under 

"e  h o d ,  Drug, and Insect ic ide  Administration i n  1927 

Campbell increased the  number of seizures.  What W a s  

the Practice a f t e r  you came i n  i n  1931? Were you using 



multiple seizures t o  any extent? 

M r .  Cromartie: 


oh, yes. They s t i l l  use themyunless they've changed. 


In  other  words, as I remember it, the courts held tha t  


the  government could make multiple seizures on ce r t a in  


violat ions.  On the economic cheats they had t o  s e t t l e  


one before they could make others.  I n  other  words, this 


one had t o  be s e t t l e d  i n  court  before they could make 


others.  But on the heal th  hazards there  wasn't any l i m i t .  


We made multiple seizures a l l  the time. I n  other  words, 


there  i s n ' t  any reason why i f  t h i s  wholesaler has 500 


cases of a product t h a t ' s  deficient--somebody's going 


ko get  gyped o r  get  ineffect ive  material--and another 


fellow over here has the same mount o r  half the  amount 


and i t  i s  def ic ient ,  both of them should be off  the market. 


Not only tha t ,  you take a large produce grower, i f  he 


ge t s  an i n e f f i c i e n t  product it can hur t  him. 


Mrs. Whttaker : 


You mean as f a r  as  not protecting h i s  crop? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Yes. 


M r s .  Whitaker: 


With the  old  arsenicals ,  not only were the crops not 




protected but sometimes the products ac tua l ly  damaged the -

vegetation i t s e l f .  Was t h a t  one of the concerns t h a t  you 


had? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Tha t  was on the basis  of water soluble arsenic.  On a L 1  


the  arsenicals  they had t o  s t a t e  the percentage of waker 


soluble arsenic.  I f  there  was too much soluble it would 


burn the crop badly. They had a l o t  of cases l i k e  thlat .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


D i d  you see  much of t h a t  yourself? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


We never came i n  contact w i t h  i t  too much. They couLd 


have had it; we wouldn't have known about it. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


Your contact was  almost excluSively with the manufacUmer 


and d is t r ibu tors  themselves ra ther  than the consumer? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


We contacted the consumer a very small percentage of the  


time. Thereld be a l o t  of d i r ec t  shipments. A consumer 


w i l l  ge t  maybe two o r  three  packages o r  something lilQe 


tha t .  What we t r i e d  t o  cover were the la rge  l o t s ,  t he  


d i s t r ibu to r  o r  wholesaler. On some products where there  




,, 


very small amount made and shipped we would contact  was 

If a user  got one container  i t  w a s  general ly-,..e,. user. 


OF cn ,, you had t o  have an  unopened container .  You had 


. have ar; l e a s t  more than one container  before the  sample 

of any value. We couldn' t  prosecute on open containers  

b,t we could s e i ze  and we did  take opened drums of pyFethrum 

etc .  It could be opened--it might be 200 pounds--

aqd i t  might be de f i c i en t  and t h e  manufacturer had used 

par t  of i t .  If the  sample was def ic ien t ,  we would s e i z e  

the remainder because the value j u s t i f i e d  t h e  se izure .  

Ye didn ' t  o rd inar i ly  s e i ze  on a shipment unless  i t  w a s  


$100 or  $250. I n  o ther  words, you had t o  f i g u r e  your 


court costs .  It may not  be worth it. I f  t h e r e  i s  no 


hnzard involved, i t  i s  cheaper f o r  t h e  t ax  payer t o  l e t  


I t  go. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Especially i n  view of the  t rouble  you had g e t t i n g  appro- 


pr ia t ions?  


M r .  Cromartie: 

Not only tha t ,  on an  open container  you ran  a chance of 

being used before you could g e t  t o  it. It would take 

a couple of weeks f o r  a se izure  t o  go through once it 

analyzed. We had to write  up the  recommendation 

which covered the  v io la t ions  and then send it around 

the of f i ce  of t h e  General Counsel and they would have 



.. - up the l i b e l  and then i t  had t o  go t o  the u.S. 

He hadat,rney i n  the d i s t r i c t  where i t  w a s  located. 

LO f i l e  i t  and then i t  had t o  go t o  the U.S. marshal. 

aonl t  believe it Would go through i n  two weeks unless 

:t was a very urgent s i tua t ion .  It was a pre t ty  elow 

procedure. 

Hrs. Whitaker : 

you mentioned the divis ion being a s o r t  of a step-child 

-athe department a f t e r  it reverted i n  1940 t o  the Depart- 

l en t  of Agriculture. Did you have trouble during those 

:;cnrs gett ing appropriations adequate t o  your needs? 

~r . Cromartie : 

iinrry Reed was chief of the Livestock Branch a t  t h a t  t i m e  

and he was the one t h a t  brought Webster Reed in .  They 

weren't related.  H e  d idn ' t  know anything about it. blauUr 

of them f e l t  t h a t  D r .  Gr i f f in  should have been appoihaed 

chief and Harry Reed did say later, I heard, t h a t  if he 

had known to  s t a r t  with what he did, D r .  Gr i f f in  would 

have been appointed chief .  D r .  Gr i f f in  d idn ' t  have tne 

Personality; he had the knowledge. He  w a s  blunt  a t  tjlmes, 

1 guess. He understood the background of i t  and so he 

didn ' t  hes i ta te  i n  t e l l i n g  o r  expressing h i s  views. 

YcbfJter Reed came over i n  1944. A 1 1  of them had t o  depend 

0" Dr. Griffin. 



urs. %hitaxer:  


-. so,e the  correspondence I have t h e  impression t h a t  
r m m  of 

2. u c ~ o n n e l l  had more o r  k?SS groomed Dr .  G r i f f i n  t o  be 

3 1 6  successor. 

xr. 	 cromartie : 

onlyt h a t ,  when D r .  McDonnell r e t i r e d  everybody thought 

t;wt D r .  Gr i f f in  w a s  going t o  be appointed, but  he waw't. 

2 don ' t  know the  reason f o r  t h a t .  I ' v e  forgot ten .  John 

Coyne was never chief  of the  Division. Dr .  G r i f f i n  r e t i r e d  

in 1955 while D r .  Reed was s t i l l  chief  and Coyne was 

brought i n  as  D r .  Reed's a s s i s t a n t .  He (Coyne) l a t e r  

went back t o  Packers & Stockyards as adminis t ra t ive  ofYicer. 

I think D r .  G r i f f i n  r e t i r e d  as e a r l y  as he d id  because 

he w a s  not made chief of the  Division. When D r .  Reed 

re t i red ,  M r .  Ward w a s  made chief and remained So u n t i l  

Dr .  Hays came i n  which w a s  about May 1965. I r e t i r e d  

December 31, 1966. White was M r .  Ward's a s s i s t a n t .  

I think D r .  G r i f f i n  w a s  about 65 when he r e t i r e d .  A l l  

he had t o  do was s i t  up the re  and answer questions. 

He knew the answers. He used t o  d r ive  m e  nuts sometimes 

On these se izure  recommendations and not ices  of judgment 

and Prosecutions. I had t o  wr i t e  them up. There were 

Only three of us there .  He went i n  f o r  commas and every- 

thing, and charges had t o  be j u s t  r igh t .  So I f i n a l l y  

got where I could th ink  l i k e  he d id  So then I ' d  send 

UP and they'd go through. I had t o  l e a rn  t o  th ink  



,,,, 


," , . ,  e a .  I learned more from him on enforcement 

k.Or:: r;nan anybodjr e l se .  He ju s t  knew it, that ' s  i t .  

3,ck i n  those days, they were more accurate.  I don ' t  

I don ' t  th ink it served a purpose, but it must 

:lave. 

Hrs .  Whicaker: 


Tnis was the mid-40's you a r e  t a lk ing  about; 


Mr. Cromartie : 


yes. Every coma had t o  be r igh t .  You had t o  quote l abe l s  


i n  the charges and sometimes you'd have two pages of a 


l abe l  t o  quote. He would check those l abe l s  j u s t  l i k e  


t h e y  were printed and i f  t he re  w a s  a comma omitted, he 


would send it back. I don ' t  th ink i t  made any di f ference  


at a l l .  O f  course, when you messed up a charge as it 


should be, t h a t ' s  e n t i r e l y  d i f fe ren t .  That 's  the  only 


way I ever learned t o  write them up without them bouncing 


back two o r  three  times, w a s  thinking l i k e  he would. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


In the chain of command, d id  you have much associa t ion 


w i t h  the Secretary of Agricul ture o r  were you s o  far 


down the . . .?  


w. Cromartie : 


we were too f a r  down. Maybe once i n  a blue moon. 
 I 




zDr..et2iiie~ think the  Secretary d i d n ' t  know anything about 

,I-,insect ic ide  Act e i t h e r .  But you see, a t  t h a t  time, 

. - . l e a s t  a t  the  end, was over the  In sec t i c ide  Division .-,
r, .--, . 
,, well as a l l  the  o thers .  SO the  head of ARS and h is  

e e p t i e s  were the  ones we had t o  deal  with. The Secretary 

voGld only cone i n  when some Congressional committee would 

G-art inves t igat ing o r  Agricul ture would start. The Last 

o r  three years I was there  I think we spent  most of 

ol;r time wri t ing up repor ts  e i t h e r  f o r  Ribicoff o r  the  

Secretary. There'd be complaints, kicks, and everything 

c l s e .  I n  the  l a s t  one--to give you a good example of 

thnt--the records were i n  the  o f f i c e  a t  Washington. 

Zb lcof f  spent months inves t iga t ing  t h e  In sec t i c ide  

Dlvlsion, got a l l  t h i s  publ ic i ty ,  but i n  t h e  end when 

they wrote out  the  repor t  i n  about th ree  volumes, about 

one inch thick, hardback, the  Insec t ic ide  Division was 

cleared. They'd enforced it. They'd done what they 

mre supposed t o  but  nobody ever  heard of that. So we 
spent about half our t i m e  furnishing information; somebody 

m.6 always up there.  

Mrs. Whitaker : 


?his was a f t e r  the  new a c t  i n  '47? 


N r - Cromartie : 


Yes, t h i s  was j u s t  th ree  o r  four years before I r e t i r e d .  


And tfien they weren't s a t i s f i e d  with t h a t  inves t iga t i an .  




,, 

7::e secretary appointed a committee t o  inves t iga te ,  t h a t  

ebout a year and a half ,  I guess, o r  two before I l e f t .  

--I~.,. cppointed D r .  Hays as chairman of it and then they 

?md several s t a t e  people. They d idn ' t  have anybody from 

: n d u ~ t r y that  I remember. They spent two o r  th ree  months. 

Dr. Ward re t i red  soon a f t e r  t h a t  and then D r .  Hays, the 

..-irman of the committee, was appointed head of the  Ln-

~ ~ c t i c i d e  It is my understanding t h a t  he 's  beenDivision. 

pushed upstairs  now. He W a s  with the  National Academy 

0: Sciences a t  the time. 

xro . Whitaker : 


m e  time a t  which he began the  invest igat ion? 


nr.  Cromartie : 


Yea. B u t  of course when he was appointed chief  of the  


Division I guess he'd have t o  ge t  out  of it. But he 


dldn't know much about it. Then everything w a s  breaking 


dawn and there were a l l o t  of headaches on residues and 


s t u f f  l i ke  that .  So he w a s  i n  a year o r  so  before I 

mt i red .  He was very easy t o  work with. I never worked 

anyone tha t  I enjoyed more. I guess one reason 

' h a t  he d idn ' t  bother me, he d idn ' t  know enough about 

:t- I always sa id  I w a s  going t o  ge t  out  as soon as 

I could, even back i n  '31. 



a.cromartie: 

I had over 35. But the pressure was ge t t ing  too so. 

rGch. I mean, it was Sundays, Saturdays, nights,  hol i - 


dn:;s; you jus t  had more work than you could handle, t h b t  


was the whole thing. We were understaffed. Now they 


have about  three people doing what one used t o  do before. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


~ U W  many inspectors d i d  you have under your supervision 


a t  the time tha t  you r e t i r ed?  

Mr. Cromartie : 

hbout seventeen, I think. There at the  end we brought 

i n  f ive o r  s i x  i n  one year. I spent a l o t  of time traveling,  

interviewing them. We got most of them from Food and 

Drug. There were several  reasons f o r  it. They had a 

l o t  of inspectors t h a t  were d i s sa t i s f i ed ,  as many as 

they  have, some a re  bound t o  be d i s sa t i s f i ed .  It would 

take two o r  three years t o  t r a i n  a new man i f  he'd never 

had any experience and maybe $50,000 i f  you start f igur ing 

t h e  and a l l .  I knew them a l l  anyway a t  one time o r  ofther 

00 when w e  wanted a new inspector we'd have the inspector 

in that  area inquire around who wanted a t r ans fe r  and 

*e got a l l  we wanted already trained.  



Mrs. *h%i taker  : 


<ere tne  s a l a r i e s  Commensurate? 


x r .  cromartie: 


n e y  were the same. Some of them a r e  probably making more 


,, than they ~ o u l d  have had they remained with Food and 


H r s .  Whitaker: 


When you took over t h e  administrat ive p a r t  of the  inspect ion 


YOU had only f i v e  o r  six men? 


X r  . Cromartie : 


F i v e ,  i f  I remember cor rec t ly .  I ' m  su re  it w a s  f i v e  be- 


cause we had San Francisco, Chicago, Baltimore, New York 


nnd Atlanta. A t  t h a t  time they had an  a s s i s t a n t  i n  New 


York and then when I was moved t o  Washington, we moved 


Urn to  Atlanta, and we s t i l l  had f i ve .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 

Mere you subjected t o  much pressure from manufacturers 

f a r  as not prosecuting a product t h a t  you knew w a s  

h violat ion of the  law? 

Nr. Cromartie: 

at al l .  The way i t  operated is t h i s .  When a ~ i o l a t i o n  

Occurred, we would i s sue  what we ca l l ed  c i t a t i o n s .  That 



_c ,  i s  incorrect .  They were ac tua l l y  no t ices  of v io la t ion ,  

llnd Zney had an opportunity t o  come in..and show why they 

-..n.,.ldnlc be prosecuted. O r  they could answer by m a i l .....-
3, larger  ones would come i n  but t h e  smaller  manufacturers 

would tend t o  have t h e i r  at torneys answer the  charges. 

b ! o ~ t  of them had some kind of excuse. One of the  common 

ones was t ha t  t h e  superintendent of t h e  p lan t  w a s  res-

~ , ~ n s i b l eand he i s  no longer with them. That got  t o  be 

joke. The main purpose was  t o  give an opportunity t o  

ohow why they shouldn' t  be prosecuted. If we made a se izure ,  

they  e i t h e r  had t o  l e t  i t  go by defaul t ,  take it ou t  untler 

bond and reprocess it, o r  contes t  it. After  t h a t  we would 

issue a notice of v io l a t i on  on which you could prosecute. 

Ao far as I know, t he re  never was any problem at  a l l  on 

tat. There wasn't much pressure they could bring. It 

was seldom ever done. Towards the  end we had one o r  two 

t h a t  they'd f i g h t  but the  way I remember it, they l o s t .  

One of the  w e l l  known rodenticides ........ 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

Was this under t h e  new Act? 

M r .  Cromartie : 

Yes. The old  Act d idn ' t  cover rodenticides.  We would 

have maybe f i f t y  o r  s i x t y  c i t a t i o n s  a month, and maybe 

twenty-five o r  t h i r t y  se izures .  It would vary. From 

there On it would depend on the  background of t h e  case 



.- .,," f a r  you were going and the reasons they gave why -.. . 

...eJ. s . i lo~ldn ' t  be prosecuted. .... 

U ~ S .  Whitaker : 

Soze of the charges t h a t w e r e  brought against  the Depart- 

=,,t in the more recent years, a f t e r  the 1947 Act was 

,,~sed,vas tha t  manufacturers could put p o l i t i c a l  pressure 

through t h e i r  Congressmen upon the Secretary perhaps t o  

n o t  prosecute a product. What i s  your opinion ........ 

nr . Cromartie : 

I never had t h a t  experience. We would have cases l i k e  

t h i s .  We'd have a viola t ion and the fellow would write 

h i s  Congressman and h i s  Congressman would c a l l  us up 

or something and then we'd go up and t a l k  t o  the  Congress- 

mn. It never changed our recommendation one way o r  the 

other. Those cases were very few. We had the  cases 

pretty well under control .  We weren't ge t t ing  out on 

a h n b ,  real ly,  because we were too small. We couldn't  

afford to .  It w a s  bad enough when you had a prosecution 

"d l o s t  it, much less bringing it when it w a s  not US'-

r l f ied .  I would have thought that the  objection most 

?cople would have had was ahat we d idn ' t  prosecute enough, 

and I think t h a t  came out  l a t e r .  I know we d i d n ' t  prasecute 

Cn0Uf3h. But we d idn ' t  have the personnel and the  Cases 

too important. The U.S. attorneys and other  

:actors were involved. 



~ r .cromartie: 


5 ,  to the  Jus t i ce  Department. 


nrs. Whitaker: 


50, if there was a delay o r  i f  t h e  s u i t  w a s  not  prosecuted, 


:hen i t  might sometimes be because t h e  Attorney GeneraL's 


o i i l c e  d i d  not follow through? 

nr. Cromartie : 


They had the more important cases.  An i n s e c t i c i d e  Cage 


in a d i s t r i c t  court  wasn't  a drop i n  t h e  bucket, r ea l l y .  


They had so many important cases t h a t  they had t o  handle, 


and there was probably more pub l ic i ty  t o  them than t o  an 


i m e c t i c i d e  case. 


Mrs.  Whitaker: 


You had already mentioned t h a t  even t h e  s o l i c i t o r ' s  o f f i c e  ....... 


X r .  Cromartie : 


h e y  were slow i n  f i l i n g  them. I don ' t  know whether I ' d  


rant t ha t  i n  p r i n t  o r  not. I t o l d  them t h a t .  I t o l d  


t!mnt ha t  severa l  times. They had l e g i t h a t e  excuses. 


lhey d idn ' t  have the  help and they had more important 



5 

:,ings too,  I guess. 

nrs.  Whitaker : 


so there rea l ly  ~ a s n ' t  any pressure put  on them t o  ca r ry  


tr;mugh on some of the  things.  


Hr. cronart ie  : 


There should have been. We'd c a l l  them up-- I'When a r e  


you going t o  firle t h i s ? "  ''We haven't  got ten  t o  it ye t .  I1 


George i s  i n  the Insec t ic ide  Division? 


. Whitaker : 

yes.  He's with the  EPA now. 

Mr. Cromartie : 


And Lowell Mil ler  is  too, I guess. Mil ler  came over 


before I le f t .  Mil ler  wanted t o  ge t  i n  a long t ime  ago. 


And White, inc identa l ly ,  ge t t i ng  back t o  t h a t ,  w a s  one 


reason I think he d i d n ' t  g e t  i n  e a r l i e r .  He got  i n  a f t e r  


D r .  Hays got in .  I recommended him t o  D r .  Hays and D r .  


had him over and interviewed h i m .  He impressed h i m  

very much. 

Xrs .  Whitaker: 


T h i s  i s  Lowell Mil ler?  


CrOmartie : 

Yes.  Way back Lowell wanted t o  t r a n s f e r  t o  t h e  Insec t ic ide  



-,.-. ,ion and I mentioned it t o  M r .  Ward. White s a i d  we 
J - 1 - 


d:dn at need any more lawyers up here with you t o  handle 

enlorcement. Of Course Mil ler  would have been handy t o  

I d i d n ' t?,,, up there because of h i s  l ega l  background. 

any l ega l  background except experience. Somebody 

c o u l d  nave passed on these l ega l  questions before they 

down there t o  the  s o l i c i t o r ' s  o f f i ce .  We never had 

ang. problems with them because we worked s o  c lose ly  to -  

tether. I don ' t  know what Mil ler  i s  doing now. 

xrs . Whitaker : 

i:c is not i n  General Counsel. 

M r .  Cromartie : 

I was i n  Washington a month on business about two o r  

three years ago. They had b u i l t  some new o f f i c e s  down 

there s ince  then. I know from what I ' v e  heard t h a t  they 've 

got i t  pre t ty  well  s ca t t e r ed  now. Of course i t ' s  ge t t i ng  

oo b i g .  I know i n  At lanta  the re  I ca l l ed  up the  o ld  o f f ice  

i n  Decatur last  July, I th ink I was i n  Atlanta,  and a g i r l  

-wered the phone. I asked her  where the  inspector  i n  

charge was and she s a i d  he w a s  i n  an o f f i c e  downtown i n  

Atlanta. I d idn ' t  even know they had two o f f i c e s .  When 

I was there we had the  one i n  Decatur. I only hear from 

about once a year; 1 hear from seve ra l  of the  i n -  

OpectOrs. They br ing me up t o  date.  I ' v e  never a c t u a l l y  

gotten a f u l l  run of how they ' re  operat ing now except 

At 
s i .  




-..,:
-. . they a r e  a whole l o t  l a rger  than they used t o  be. 

,-,. .. . m i t a k e r :  


:;:-enking of how they Operate, would you t e l l  me something 


the changeover i n  1947, how your r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s  

cht,nqed and what problems presented themselves a f t e r  you 

became responsible f o r  r eg i s t r a t i on  of products? 

xr  . Cromartie : 


KO, i t  was mainly a t i t l e  rea l ly .  They s e t  up a branah--


:?ley had a d iv i s ion  and a branch and then t h e  sec t ions .  


;inen they decided t o  s e t  up a branch, they asked M r .  Ward 


who to make head of the  branch. He s a i d  I w a s  the  only 


one that  he could th ink of so I was made branch chief  of 


r eg i s t ra t ion  and enforcement. I couldn' t  even handle 


anforcement r ea l l y .  I mean, I had more than I could do 


there. He l e t  White, his a s s i s t a n t ,  supervise r e g i s t r a t i o n .  


Of  course we had a sec t i on  chief i n  r eg i s t r a t i on ,  who had 


formerly been my a s s i s t a n t .  I n  f a c t ,  he w a s  the  f irst  


one I brought i n  after I got  t o  Washington. He w a s  made 

the head of r eg i s t r a t i on .  They operated p r e t t y  much @n 

:heir own. You d idn ' t  have any problems. The l abe l s  

went through and it w a s  a c l e r i c a l  process r ea l l y .  Most 

the time we had t o  spend was on enforcement. Regis-

tration took care of i t s e l f .  



.c 

,,,.
 xnitaker:  

.-.."- ,<,re some of the  first problems i n  enforcement a f t e r  
I ...-L. 
. ,I,- lew went i n t o  e f f e c t ?  

x,. cromartie : 

d i d n ' t  have any problems. The problem w a s  

personnel and funds. The opera t ional  procedures were 

YOU d i d n ' t  have so  many inspectors  and you knew 

each one of them personally.  You ta lked t o  them on t h e  

?hone i f  anything Came up, and the re  wasn't  any problem 

u c e p t  overwork. 

~ r s. Whitaker : 

Did you change the proc edur#eany as far as the  kind of 

projects you wanted the  inspectors  t o  work on? D i d  you 

cursign projects  t o  the  d i f f e r e n t  inspectors  i n  the  d i f -  

ferent  areas? 

Mr. Cromartie: 


Wc would send out  assignments f r o m  Washington. More 0lf 


them went out  a t  the  end than a t  first because t he re  Mere 


fewer products t o  start with and l a t e r  the re  were l i t e l ra l ly  


hundreds of them. you couldn ' t  cover a l l  of them rea l l y .  


A:ter the  new a c t  came i n  we had t o  wr i t e  a new manual. 


I t  changed everything completely. Number of samples, 

of products you had t o  concentrate on, th ings  lik 

that--sO we had t o  rewri te  the  manual and sampling p a -  

ccdures. After  the  new a c t  went i n ,  the  v0 l~me  W a s  such 



-. what we d i d  before w a s  a p icnic .  

. whitaker : 

your react ion-- this  would have been during the  iil,,t 


Mr years--to the  new products as they became availabLe 


i a l l y ?  With DDT f o r  instance, d id  it require  any 


d:i-ferent procedure? 


nr. cromartie : 


uc had t o  work out  new methods and everything e l se .  ?hey 


jiot so involved and they developed s o  many new methods 


:!mt they jus t  had t o  keep working a l l  the  time. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Do you think your inspectors  rea l i zed  the  s ign i f i cance  


or the new products t h a t  were coming on the  market? 


Mr. Cromartie: 


Yea. We'd hold conferences i n  Washington a t  l e a s t  once 


a year. And I would ge t  out  i n  t h e  f i e l d  on t r i p s  anti 


we kept them up t o  date p r e t t y  wel l  t h a t  way. Their m i n  


Pmblem was t o  cover t h e i r  t e r r i t o ry - - t ha t  i s ,  cover the  


Products manufactured i n  t h e i r  terr i tory--and send i n  


representative co l lec t ions  of what w a s  manufactured i n  


the i r  t e r r i t o r i e s .  I n  o the r  words, they cou ldn ' t  s t i c k  


to dis infectants  which they wouldn't because they were 


Oo hand t o  sample, drums and that kind of stutf. They 




, d n ~ zl i m i t  t h e i r  operations t o  j u s t  a few products. 
c 0;;-

t o  give it a P re t t y  comprehensive coverage f o r  "ley . 
t e r r i t o ry .  NOW they have Such s m a l l  a reas  t h a t  they 

,,,, do i t .  3ut then i t  W a s  a job with the  l imi ted  number 

inspectors t h a t  we had. 

y r s  . whisaker : 


I; m u s t  have been a problem, espec ia l ly  i n  t h e  Southeast 


where you had vegetable crops, cotton, f r u i t .  


~r . Cromartie : 


I 've  covered the  s i x  Southern states from '41 t o  '45  and 


ua had such a var ie ty  of products down here t h a t  t h e r e  


v a s n ' t  any l i m i t  t o  the  number of samples you could coUec t .  


I remember one year I co l lec ted  499 samples i n  one monrth. 


Tlmt's the most I guess t h a t ' s  ever  been co l lec ted  and 


over w i l l  be now the  way they operate.  I f igured on 9 0  


but I counted wrong a t  t h e  end of t h e  month. But I dildn't 


do that often, it was killing-work. That w a s  i n  Florada, 


Incidentally. I would g e t  t o  Flor ida  somewhere around 


the mlddle of January and leave after Apr i l  1st o r  Apr i l  


15th and then I 1 d  go back t o  At lanta  f o r  maybe a month 


m d  then I ' d  start out  f o r  o ther  p a r t s  of Georgia, South 


Chmllna, Mississippi,  Alabama, and Louisiana. You h i t  


a town l i k e  New Orleans, you could spend a month t he re  


Md not cover it. 




xrs. x3itaker : 

Did you go t o  feed s t o r e s ?  yImt eid you do? 

xr. cromartie: 


Feed s tores ,  wholesale drug houses, wholesale grocery 


>2\ises, r e t a i l  places,  those were t h e  main ones we covered. 


. Uhitaker : 


uhnt was your reception i n  those places? 


~ r .Cromartie: 

ninety-nine times out  of a hundred they 'd  want t o  cooperate 


once i t  was explained t o  them. Of course, a l o t  of them 


uhen you got in ,  no inspector  had ever  been t he re  before. 


I don ' t  think I had but  one time, and t h i s  w a s  a so  and 


no In Pensacola, Florida,  a seedstore.  


Wla. Whitaker: 


Yhat year w a s  t h i s ?  


Mr. Cromartie: 


1 t h i n k  it w a s  the  f i rs t  year  I w a s  down there.  Nobody 


had been there  before and he was anti-Roosevelt. 
 I t o l a  

-*c what I wanted and he s t a r t e d  r a i s i n g  h e l l  about t h e  

W n i s t r a t i o n .  I s a i d  yoil can vote l i k e  you want t o  and 

I'm going t o  do the  same thing, but I have a job t o  do 

I ' m  going t o  do i t  whether you let  me o r  not,  whether 



want me t o  o r n o t .  Well, he cooled o f f  without any 

problem. YOU wouldn't run i n t o  t h a t  once i n  a year. 

urs . W h i  taker  : 


aid you buy these  samples? 


px. cromartie : 


yes,  you'd pay f o r  them. But he re ' s  t h e  problem there.  


men you got a sample, you had t o  ge t  a copy of the  invoice, 


a copy of the  f r e i g h t  bill--you had t o  show it w a s  i n t e r - 


s t a t e  shipment--then you got  a d e a l e r ' s  statement where 


a man signed t h a t  t h i s  mater ia l  t h a t  you sampled came from 


that shipment. You had t o  be sure  it w a s  because he aould 


come up l a t e r  and say 11I was  mistaken. " That sample d idnr  t 


come from t h a t  shipment. If  you had a prosecution, t h a t  


was it .  They would never do t h a t  because it w a s  alwaxs 


explained t o  them why you needed t h a t  dea l e r ' s  statement 


just t o  complete our records. But down South you d i d n ' t  


have any problem l i k e  you did i n  New York, f o r  instanOe, 


o r  some of those o ther  places.  The people down here Were 


nore cooperative than they were any place  I ever  worked. 


In Los Angeles, you h i t  a l o t  of the  shys te r  manufacturers 


M d  Some of them j u s t  don ' t  want t o  cooperate anyway but 


the Southern s t a t e s  you d i d n ' t  have any problem. I 


didn ' t  have any i n  Boston and t h a t  area.  I know aroWld 

new York and t h a t  a rea  and Chicago we had i t  a l l  the  t h e .  

You had a d i f f e r en t  type of manufacturer r e a l l y .  You 



uc.Lld go i n  a  place of business and you might spend th ree  

There w a s  a manufacturer i n  Plant  City. or four  days. 

sDend four o r  f i ve  days the re  where you'd ge t  a l l  

:,,,, samples. Then i t  would take the  g i r l  maybe an hour 

or two to  d ig  up the  records and then by t h e  time you 

ccF:ed them 2nd got the  dea le r ' s  statements,  you'd t a b n  

..- a lor; of t h e i r  time. I can see  how they could have -> 

Eatten i r r i t a t e d  but they j u s t  d i d n ' t .  But when the  mnu- 

cacturers would come i n t o  Washington they weren' t  an tagonis t i c  

a t  a l l .  They wanted t o  ge t  things s t r a i g h t  i f  they could 

d t h o u t  going t o  court .  They were the  ones t h a t  were 

ac tual ly  behind the e igh t  b a l l .  They were the  ones t h ~ t  

had to j u s t i fy  t h e i r  ac t ion.  They d i d n ' t  r e a l l y  have any 

mason t o  get  i r r i t a t e d .  O f  course, they hated a l l  t h a t  

trouble and a l l  but they knew they were wrong. A t  l e a s t  

we figured they were. They knew t h a t  they had an 0 p p o P t u n i t ~  

to f igh t  i n  court  but  you don ' t  f i g h t  those things i n  cour t  

1f you can help it. Your expenses, your time, and a l l  t ha t .  

h e  large manufacturers would send t h e i r  a t torneys  in-- 

:hay wouldn't foo l  with i t - - theyld  have an  a t to rney  e i t h e r  

In Washington t h a t  handled it o r  the  a t to rney  i n  t h e i r  

ho-e of f ice  would do i t  o r  they would come i n  themselws.  

had attorneys i n  Washington, t h a t  w a s  a l l  they did  

handle Food and Drug cases, i n sec t i c ide  cases.  Of 

'OUrSe they knew what t h e  s to ry  was .  A l l  they could do 

"a to  s t i c k  t o  f a c t s .  



I.irs. Whitaker: 


D i d  you dea l  t o  any extent  of t h e  with the  manufacturers' 


associa t ions ,  insec t ic ide ,  d i s in fec tan t  manufacturers? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Oh, yes, a l l  the  time. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


What were your r e l a t i ons  with them? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Very good. I c a n ' t  remember the names now. They were 


always there .  They would send t h e i r  representa t ives  i n  


on conferences, the  Insec t ic ide  and Dis infectant  Manu- 


f ac tu re r s  Association and then the  Agr icu l tu ra l  Manufac- 


t u r e r s  Association . . . I ' ve  forgotten.  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


M r .  Hitchener, I believe. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


M r .  Hitchener was  there.  I S  he s t i l l  the re?  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


He was u n t i l  j u s t  recently.  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Joe Noone w a s  Hitchener 's a s s i s t a n t .  He w a s  a very good 




Hitchener was the  one who s a t  i n  on ir-e:,d Of D r .  Reed. 

- - ,nese meetings when they were working on the  a c t .  
3- i 

D r .-!==hener represented the a g r i c u l t u r a l  end of i t .  .. 
:isn.!lton would represent  the  d i s in fec tan t  manufacturers. 

was when they were going down the  a c t  paragraph by 

psrcgraph. I don' t  know how maw conferences we sat i n .  

T,,:was t o  Washington, when there  were-. when I f i r s t  went 


only three of us there  r ea l l y .  


K r E  . Whi taker : 


m a t  would be yourself and . . . 


Y r .  Cromartie : 


Dr .  Gr i f f in  and D r .  Reed. Dr .  G r i f f i n  w a s  the  one who 


hnndled the  technical  end of it. D r .  Reed d i d n ' t  know 


i t ;  I d idn ' t  know i t  except what I ' d  gathered i n  twenty 


years working i n  the  f i e l d .  Dr .  G r i f f i n  wrote the  Act 


u l d  he handled a l l  the  problems t h a t  came up i n  these 


conferences. Of course, Agricul ture would have a rePre8-


IIentatlve there,  ARS, o r  whoever was handling i t  then. 


R4A a t  one time and then AMA and then AMS and then ARS, 


I dontt remember t h e  order.  I th ink it was PMA, Produc:tion 


and Marketing, t h a t ' s  what i t  was when I first went t o  


uasnington, no, when I first t rans fe r red  over.  Then 


it went t o  AM, then AMS, then they took it ou t  of t h a t  


and put it under ARS, and now i t ' s  under EPA. 




M r s .  Whitaker: 


Was Hitchener pa r t i cu l a r ly  demanding? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Very, very reasonable, and so was the  d i s in fec tan t  group. 


They cooperated a l l  the  way and the f a c t  is ,  I don ' t  think 


the Act would ever have been passed without the  support 


of the two groups. They could have fought it.  They 


real ized that the  Insect ic ide  Act of 1910 was obsolete 


and they could see t h a t  these new products were coming 


i n  and something had to  be done. There wasn't any way 


t o  cover them. They were in te res ted  i n  the  legi t imate  


manufacturers. That 's  a l l  they wanted t o  protect .  O f  


course, they had t h e i r  own members. They wanted products 


t h a t  complied with the l a w  on the  market the same as ufe 


did .  A s  far a s  I know, there never w a s  any rub. Even 


up t o  the  end, the  Division had the f u l l  cooperation 


of both groups. 


M r s .  Whi taker  : 


About DDT now, when it first came i n  . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


The way I remember it, DDT f i r s t  came on the  market i n  


t h i s  country i n  1945. A t  t h a t  time Geigy had the American 


patent and theore t ica l ly  everybody had t o  c l e a r  it Mith 


them before they could put it on the market. B u t  DDT 




1 2 5  ,, easy t o  make t h a t  anybody could make it. I don ' t  

.,~, ~ e i g yever exercised the  patent  on it. There was 
-..-..x 

3 3 ~  over the  country. A t  t ha t  t i m e  people were coming 

., Lhe office--and there  was only a S m a l l  force  a t  t h a t  -.. 

-*a".a e , D r .  Gr i f f in ,  D r .  Reed, and myself--and we d i d n ' t  know 

,, such about DDT. A l l  we knew was t h a t  i t  was used i n  

i t a l y  fo r  l i c e  on humans. When it came over here a s  an 

insect icide,  they Would come i n  the  o f f i c e  with solut ions .  

k l l  YOU had t o  do was mix kerosene and DDT. Kerosene 

dissolve about f i v e  per  cent  DDT, t h a t  was as far 

i t  would take without another solvent ,  I mean, l i k e  

benzene and t h a t  type, the  petroleum der ivat ives .  They 

were s e l l i n g  it f o r  anywhere from $1.50 a quar t .  They 

wanted the l abe l s  corrected a t  t h a t  time before they 

put i t  on the market. So everybody and h i s  brother  t h a t  

could get hold of DDT was coming i n  t o  ge t  the  l abe l s  

commented on so they could put it on the  market. You 

could have taken $5,000 worth of DDT a t  t h a t  time and 

re t i red ,  the  pr ice  w a s  high compared t o  what i t  i s  now. 

Tne main thing they used it f o r  then t h a t  I know of w a s  


for household, mainly roaches, t h a t  type of thing. They 


Yere going t o  town on it. Things were hec t ic .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


'hat was even before the  '47 Act. A l l  t h a t  you needed 


fo do a t  t h a t  time was  t o  check t h e  l abe l s .  




,,. ,-rornartie : 

~ C S . ,,,cc; the l abe l s .  T e l l  them t h a t  we d idn ' t  have any 

..lections on it and they could use it. A t  t h a t  time 
L -
- , j o f l l t  thinK they even had t o  have an adequate precautionary 

s-ate,ent. It was j u s t  a household spray, t o  spray om the  

m6s or f loors  o r  whatever it was .  They d i d n ' t  know any-

thing about DDT. They d i d n ' t  know too much about the  

-&xicity of it, f o r  t h a t  matter. They d i d n ' t  know th&t  

residues remained over an i nde f in i t e  period of time. 

7.qwere p r e t t y  l i b e r a l .  Of course, nobody knew how 

:ar you could use it. From an enforcement angle,  we had 

be f a i r l y  careful .  A t  t h a t  time, when it broke i n  

t h i s  country, I don ' t  th ink  the re  were any a g r i c u l t u r a l  

uses fo r  it. I th ink i t  was s t r i c t l y  household o r  human. 

Of course, a f t e r  t h a t  they j u s t  went rampant on DDT, t h a t  

UM everything. It was good f o r  what a i l e d  you. 

Mrs. Whitaker : 


It replaced the  a r sen ica l s?  


Mr. Cromartie : 


% be frank with you, I never got  as hot  and bothered 


about DDT as  a l o t  of o ther  people have. I n  my opinion, 


LQd mine i s n ' t  s c i e n t i f i c  e i t he r ,  some of these  o ther  


chlorinated hydrocarbons a r e  worse than DDT. 
 They j u s t  
don't  diss ipate  and t h a t ' s  the  whole thing.  



xrs.  g:,itaker : 

""5 ,here any con f l i c t  between the  Insec t ic ide  Division 

.kgriculture and Food and Drug over the  use of DDT? 

gr. crornartie: 


? tot  a t  f irst .  They d idn ' t  know too much about it. 
I 

=::ll don' t  know what the  tolerance i s  on DDT. I t ' s  not  

now on food crops. TO me i t ' s  s t i l l  a good in sec t i c ide  

1: you can keep i t  where i t  won't run i n t o  t h e  creeks ;or 

rivers .  After DDT came out  and some of t h e  o ther  new 

chenicals, every time you had a f i s h  poisoning o r  any- 

t!ling e l s e  they blamed it on DDT. We were always i nves t i -  

gating these outbreaks. They'd have a f i s h  poisoning down 

I n  the Mississippi River. DDT running o f f .  Well, they 'd  

r ind  out it was something e l s e .  It w a s  a l l  over the  

country. We were always checking on these  repor t s .  BIalf 

the time i t  was something t o  d o w i t h  nature  o r  something 

else. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


&fore 1947 you couldn ' t  have taken any a c t i o n  agains t  


DDT anyway, could you? 


Mr. Cromartie : 


J u s t  On the misbranding o r  adu l te ra t ion .  
 DDT w a s  the 

rirst one and then they j u s t  kept  coming out  ....... 



Xrs. Whitaker : 


I n  t h e  la te  ' 30 ' s  and e a r l y  ' 401s ,  during t h e  time t h a t  


t h e  f r u i t  growers were s o  concerned about t h e  spray ms idue ,  


t he  a r s e n i c a l s ,  t h e r e  were a number of substances--rotenone 


was one of them--tried ou t  as a s u b s t i t u t e  f o r  a r sen ic .  


Was DDT viewed as s o r t  of a . . . 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Not a t  t h a t  time. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


I mean i n  the  1 4 0 ' s  when DDT was introduced. Did a g r i -  


c u l t u r i s t s  look t o  t h a t  as the  s a l v a t i o n  from the  a r s e n i c a l  


problem? 


M r .  Crorflartie: 


Yes. A cure -a l l .  And it w a s  p r e t t y  good. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


It d i d  accomplish what they s e t  ou t  t o  do? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


It i s  about as good all-around as you can g e t .  I d o n ' t  


t h i n k  you can use chlordane on a g r i c u l t u r a l  crops.  You 


c a n ' t  use DDT now. They had DDT f o r  everything:  house~hold, 


a g r i c u l t u r a l .  The f a c t  is ,  you c a n ' t  use it now. I ' v e  


go t  a yard spray o u t  t h e r e  now--I d o n ' t  know how long 


I ' v e  had i t - - p a r t  of  it i s  DDT. I only use i t  on t h e  




I don ' t  th ink You can buy i t  anymore. I th ink they 've 
Yard. 

-&sen ;t off the  market. Now they recommend chlordane 

I th inklor non-agricultural uses which is j u s t  as good. 


=qe residues bui ld  Up i n  t ha t .  I don ' t  see  much di f ference .  


I don't  know, I ' m  no s c i e n t i s t ,  i t ' s  j u s t  from the p r a c t i c a l  


end of i t .  


M ~ S .Whitaker : 


men a f t e r  the 1947 Act you did have r e g i s t r a t i o n  and the  


bulk  of the products t h a t  you were r eg i s t e r i ng  involved 


~ m ,I suppose? 


nr . Crornartie : 


no, they had a l o t  more of them a t  t h a t  time. From '45 


to ' 47  they s t a r t e d  coming out  with new ones. he advantage 


of the 1947 Act was t h a t  they had t o  have proper precautionary 


labeling. They a l so  had t o  e s t a b l i s h  the  ef fec t iveness .  


n e y  couldn't  j u s t  say t h i s  is  good; they had t o  show 


that i t  was e f fec t ive .  They had t o  have da t a  t o  show 


Wt. Of course t h a t  ran i n t o  mi l l ions  f o r  these  b ig  


Mnufacturers. They could spena mil l ions on research 


to develop new products t h a t  were e f f ec t i ve .  Af te r  DDT, 


DDD came out and then they jus t  kept branching of f ,  maiaing 


products. I don' t  know how many. They'd change One 

O f  the chlorine groups and they'd have a new product. 

h.Whitaker: 

the  1947 Act you had t o  prove i n  each case whether 



or :,,, the product w a s  e f f ec t i ve  or  not .  

we'd nave to pick i t  up. 

xrs. Whitaker : 

hnd then a f t e r  r e g i s t r a t i o n  the  product had t o  be shown 

o.cfective f irst .  Then. i f  you picked up a product under 

?,he 1947 Act and it did  not  comply with the  r e g i s t r a t i o n  

epecifications you would have an  automatic case aga ins t  

them ? 

Mr. Cromartie : 

Thnt's r igh t .  If they used a l a b e l  t h a t  was d i f f e r e n t  

from what they had regis tered ,  even i f  the  composition 

was di f fe ren t ,  t he re  would be a v io la t ion  t o  the  e f f e c t  

that the label ing d i f fe red  i n  composition t o  t h a t  accepted 

i n  the reg i s t ra t ion .  If they changed di rec t ions ,  t h e  

directions were d i f f e r en t .  So there  were two c lear-cut  

cases. Once they reg i s te red  a labe l ,  they had t o  use 

that number and they had t o  use the  same l a b e l  t h a t  was 

registered. NOW, of course, there  were times when we 

would f ind  out l a t e r  t h a t  we had accepted a l a b e l  thak 

l a t e r  had t o  be changed. It wasn't anything ser ious .  

Ye a g h t  f i nd  out it wasn't e f fec t ive  f o r  t h i s  one tMng 

and then we would contact  the  manufacturer o r  reg i s tnan t  

adthey would br ing it i n t o  compliance. Not only t h a t ,  



if we found out  something wasn't e f fec t ive  o r  the precau- 


t ionary statement wasn't correct ,  we'd jus t  cancel the 


reg is t ra t ion .  They had t o  s t a r t  over. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


The cost  then of reg is te r ing  a product would have f a i r l y  


well removed the small businessman from the insec t ic ide  


o r  d is infectant  business? 


M r .  ~ r o m a r t i e! 


Not on regis t ra t ion,  f o r  the simple reason t h a t  i f  he w a s  


buying r a w  materials--I mean by raw materials  products 


t h a t  he could take i n t o  a small p lan t  and formulate-- 


the manufacturer would furnish him with labeling. He 


might say it was adequate. I n  o ther  words, the manufacturer 


had already registered.  So if he was buying DDT, say, 


from a manufacturer and he wanted t o  make a simple house- 


hold spray, the manufacturer could give h i m  a d i s t r i b u t o r ' s  


l abe l  t h a t  would conply. In  o ther  words, he could use 


the manufacturer's l a b e l  which the l a t t e r  had regis tered 


with a qualif icat ion.  A 10%of them did, d i s infea tan t  


manufacturers and agr icu l tura l ,  too, f o r  t h a t  matUer. 


They could r eg i s t e r  one product. I know of one case 


t h a t  they had over Pive'hundred d i s t r i b u t o r ' s  labels. 


In other  words, you took h is  label and took a stamp o r  


printed your name on the bottom, "dis t r ibuted by." A l l  


t he  manufacturer did w a s  r eg i s t e r  t h e i r  l abe l  and as they 


found a new customer they would send i n  h i s  name as a 




d i s t r i b u t o r  and so  the  d i s t r i bu to r  was i n  compliance with 


the l a w .  He used the same number, the  same r e g i s t r a t i o n  


number. I n  o ther  words a manufacturer could s e l l  h j s  


product under numerous d i s t r i b u t o r l s  l abe l s .  Disinfectants  


were one of the  types on which there  were hundreds of 


d i s t r i bu to r s  l abe l s .  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


For the same product? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


The same product. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Disinfeceants remained a f a i r l y  s u b s t a n t i a l  p a r t  of your 


enforcement work, then, a f t e r  1947. 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Very much so. I t e l l  you why.  They became such a value 


i n  hospi ta ls ,  the  s an i t a t i on  end of it. Various i n s t i t u -  


t i o n s , j a i l s ,  any public housing. Back i n  the  o ld  days, 


you could go by a county jail and you could t e l l  what 


they used f o r  a d i s in fec tan t .  It w a s  a coa l - t a r  d i s in - 


f ec t an t .  You could smell i t  two blocks. They wanted 


something t h a t  d i d n ' t  have t h a t  obnoxious odor. They 


developed these d i s in fec tan t s  t h a t  were e f f e c t i v e  witthout 


giving o f f  t e l l i n g  odor. Your bathroom deodorants at+e 




- E r ~ s o lsprays without the  d i s in fec tan t  q u a l i t i e s .  Same5. 

of them have both cha rac t e r i s t i c s .  What's t h i s  wel l  known 


cne t h a t  used t o  be a coal - tar?  It is  used a l o t  i n  house- 


5olds.  It used t o  be coal- tar  and they've got  it now where 


i t ' s  deodorized. They s e l l  mil l ions of it every year.  


I don ' t  remember these names, i t ' s  been so  long. We 


s?ent  a l o t  of time a t  hospi ta ls .  About the  bes t  th ing  


t h z t  a hosp i ta l  could have would be a good housekeeper, 


.=s f a r  a s  the  s an i t a t i on  w a s  concerned. The jails and 


nursing homes and hosp i ta l s  use many d i s in f ec t an t s .  


!.:rs. Whitaker : 


YOU would pick up these  samples? 


K r .  Cromartie: 


A l l  the  time. That 's  some of the  points  t h a t  we conaen- 


z ra ted  on f o r  the  reason tha t  they would buy i n  quan t i t i e s .  


The way we d id  i n  t h e  war, the  way some of these  supgly 


depots bought was funny. I covered one place, it was 


down i n  Alabama, they had 50 55-gallon drums of f l y  spray 


t h a t  they wouldn't use up i n  years.  Not only tha t ,  f o r  


mosquito control  these  army camps would buy dis infecuants  


from t h e  d i s in f ec t an t  manufacturers and it wasn't anything 


but  crank case o i l  with coal - tar  d i s in f ec t an t  i n  it. 


Then the  army camps f i n a l l y  got  smart and w i t h  a l l  these  


t rucks and jeeps they had, they would use the  drained 


crank case o i l  f o r  mosquito control .  If you g e t  a:heavy 




r a in  down i n  P4ississippi o r  Louisiana, you get  water col-  


l ec t ing  and pre t ty  soon you got mosquitoes and half the 


camps were i n  mosquito prone areas.  They were paying 


$1.50 o r  more a gallon f o r  crank case o i l  f o r  mosquito 


control .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


D i d  you have a cooperative arrangement with the Public 


Health Services as f a r  as your enforcement work . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


As far as  I remember, we never worked with Public Health 


a t  a l l .  The f a c t  is,  I don' t  know how they operate. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


I don' t  e i the r ,  f o r  t h a t  matter. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


These supply depots, I don ' t  know what they are ,  what the 


name of i t  i s ,  but GSA I guess would be one good example. 


They would buy i n  quant i t ies  f o r  the d i f f e ren t  agencies 


but we would only sample when they would ask us o r  when 


they had received something by checking and found i t  hadn't  


been registered.  A t  f i r s t ,  they weren't too particuLar 


about reg is t ra t ion .  They did get  t o  be l a t e r  on. They'd 


c a l l  up i f  they were i n  doubt about anything. I know 


the re ' i n  Washington, when I was there  by myself as  chief 




U-. m i t a k e r :  


S m e  of them bought On t h e i r  own spec i f i ca t ions?  


Hr .  cromartie: 


~ m t ' sr ight .  They had t h e i r  own spec i f i ca t ions .  GSA 


had it. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


So ac tual ly  a product t h a t  would go t o  GSA, f o r  instance,  


under GSA speci f ica t ions  . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


We wouldn't do anything a b u t  it unless we had a spec i a l  


mquest . 


M r a . Whitaker : 


Those products were general ly not  labeled i n  any Way 


Other than with GSA spec i f i ca t ions?  


M r .  Cromartie: 

They would be labeled with the  manufacturer 's regular  

b b e l  but they 'd have t h e i r  own spec i f i ca t ions  j u s t  l i k e  

Sears Roebuck and Montgomery Ward. They have t h e i r  own 



Thec.,,,to~ies and they would check t h e i r  products. -a 


,I,:;facturer s e l l i n g  t o  Sears Roebuck, e i t h e r  Sears Roebuck 

,2e manufacturer had t o  have t h a t  l a b e l  reg i s te red .  
3.' 

check d i s in fec tan t s ,  they would check everything. -,,... 
3,j.had good labora tor ies .  

V - g .  Whitaker:... 

3 check speci f ica t ions?  

Mr. Cromartie: 

YCS . 

Mrs. Whitaker: 


~ h n twas the a t t i t u '  r i  t h i n  the  Insect  i d e  Division 


concerning the  1954 Mil ler  Amendment where the  toleranoes 


ware t i ed  back i n  with your Act? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


There wasn't too much we could do about it. That af fee ted  


nainly Food and Drug. A t  one time, I ' v e  never been ce r t a in ,  


Food and Drug, r i g h t  a f t e r  the  residue problem broke, Would 


h.ve l iked t o  have taken the  Insec t ic ide  Division back, 


when they saw t h a t  it overlapped s o  much. Food and Drug 


.aid they d idn ' t .  That w a s  the  last quest ion t h a t  was  


me on t h i s  inves t iga t ing  committee when D r .  Hays w a s  

I was the l a s t  one they ca l l ed  i n  enforcement 

"' ...---.......Lemon, I th ink  he's commissioner of 



SOOd, Drug, and Insect ic ide ,  he asked me i f  I thought t h a t  

,?, ~ o o d  and Drug Administration could enforce the  Inse~c t ic ide  

YOU knowActbe t te r  than the  Insec t ic ide  Division could. 

=,e answer t o  t ha t .  I wasn't going t o  say yes even if I 

believed it but I d i d n ' t  th ink  they could do it as good 

l o r  the simple reason t h a t  I Spent about t e n  years with 

:hem on the enforcement a c t  and I knew how they enforceld 

them then. It would have t o  have been d i f f e r e n t  when a l l  

these other  new products came out .  Fodd and Drug was j u s t  

-0 big r ea l l y  t o  take on any more. They have more tham 

they can handle now. The 1947 Insec t ic ide  Act turned out  

to be a bigger job than a l o t  of them f igured when it W s  

passed. I s t i l l  don ' t  be l ieve  t h a t  Food and Drug could have 

done i t  be t t e r .  I d idn ' t  have any prejudice aga ins t  Food 

and Drug at  a l l  because my t e n  years  o r  eleven o r  whatewer 

i t  was were very pleasant.  The only reason I transferned 

wae because I wanted t o  ge t  back South. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

Prom the correspondence i n  t h e  National Archives and oOher 

rources I do have a f ee l i ng  t h a t  t he re  was a l i t t l e  tens ion 

between the Insect ic ide  Division i n  the  Department of Agri- 

cul ture and Food and Drug t h a t  perhaps Food and Drug might 

have f e l t ,  especia l ly  concerning to lerances ,  t h a t  Insec t ic ide  

not doing a l l  it could do. Did any of t h i s  come dawn 

to the ac tua l  working l e v e l  where you f e l t  any of it? 

R.. 



,.cr. ~ - 0 s a r t i e: .. 
-,,o,ldn't have come down t o  the  enforcement end of it.- "  

T t  would have been mainly with t h e  s c i e n t i f i c  sec t ion .  -
7 d i d  get  i n t o  t h a t  residue angle. O f  course, Foad-
,d Drug would get  out  i n  l e f t  f i e l d  a t  times. You re -

---&ex- the cranberry deal.  That 's  a good example where 

:!ley were e n t i r e l y  wrong and the  taxpayers wound up paying 

the growers f o r  the  damage. It wasn't  the  Insec t ic ide  

Division a t  a l l .  One of t h e  s t a t e  agencies, o r  county 

ngencies, had j u s t  used the  s t u f f  and it wasn't  even 

registered f o r  t h a t  use. They'd ge t  out  i n  l e f t  f i e l d  

now and then. I ' d  see  it a l l  the  time. They'd f i n d  a 

iew cases of something. What was t h i s  pota to  soup t h a t  

they had a l l  t h i s  t rouble  about? They broke the  firm 

and they only had one batch o r  two. O f  course, I can 

see t he i r  viewpoint too, t h a t  they c a n ' t  a f fo rd  t o  take 

a chance. We've seen two o r  th ree  repor ts  i n  t h e  papers 

here the last f i v e  o r  six months with tuna coming in .  

They'll f ind  one, t he re  might be one batch, t h a t  i s  bad. 

W course, i f  i t ' s  botul inus o r  something l i k e  that ,  

they've got  t o  s top  it r i g h t  quick. 

melr work i s  more immediate than t h e  In sec t i c ide  Division. 

S r n a p s  you had a l i t t l e  more leeway i n  products t h a t  

You were dealing with? 



- c r o m r t i e  : 

mi.,-.. thing of i t  i s  t h a t  when they'd r e g i s t e r  a product, 

h%en they'd s e t  up tolerances,  the  manufacturer had t o  

e,,,ish data t o  show t h a t  the  uses wouldn't exceed those 

-&lerances. A t  t he  end we were sending l abe l s  t o  Food 

Drug t o  pass on and one o r  two o ther  agencies.. Well, 

:t slowed things up So. A l o t  of these  things Food and 

Drug d idn ' t  know the  answers to .  Towards the  end there-- 

and I don ' t  know what they ' re  doing now--when a residue 

*as involved then the  l a b e l  was sen t  over t o  Food and Dmg 

:or them to  review. And there  w a s  one o r  two o t h e r  agancies,  

I think it was entomology maybe, maybe i t  was j u s t  Food 

and Drug. A t  one time a l l  our l abe l s  where a residue was 

involved Food and Drug had the  f i n a l  sayso on. They could 

refuse r eg i s t r a t i on  on it. These overlappings d i d n ' t  work 

out too well  f o r  expediting r eg i s t r a t i on .  

Mrs. Whitaker : 


Did the manufacturers general ly . . . 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Oh, they were r a i s ing  h e l l  a l l  the  time about holding Up 


the labels ,  f i v e  o r  s i x  weeks, o r  two o r  t h r ee  months. 


we f i n a l l y  s e t  a deadline on it, t h a t  they had t o  be 


back within a reasonable length of time. 


Krs. Whitaker: 


This was j u s t  an informal arrangement between you and 


k i  



rood 	and Drug. 

cromartie : 

..:. informal arrangement with Agriculture t h a t  pressure 

brought on. The two Secre tar ies  had t o  get  together  on 

s . Whitaker: 


After 1 9 9 ,  a f t e r  the  Mil ler  Amendment, do you th ink  t h a t  


t!:e pressures you were subjected t o  from manufacturers 


:r.creased considerably from what they had been before? 


W r . Cromartie : 

I wasn't concerned with t h a t .  You might say mine w a s  

o:'f i n  a d i f f e r en t  sec t ion.  I do know t h a t  the  manufac- 

turers  wanted t o  get  a product regis tered .  I n  o t h e r  words, 

you send a l a b e l  in, say, November, you want t o  g e t  t h a t  

product on the  market f o r  the  spring, p a r t i c u l a r l y  if it 

I n  an ag r i cu l tu r a l  insec t ic ide .  I f  t h a t  label was held 

u p  two o r  three  months, they would m i s s  a whole Season. 

SO they probably put pressure on t o  ge t  the  l abe l s  handled. 

we had pressure a l l  r i g h t  because we d i d n ' t  handle them 

quicker but we couldn' t  handle them quicker. F inal ly ,  

deadline was s e t  on them. A t  t he  time we e i t h e r  ha61 t o  

t e l l  them yes o r  no. 

Mrs. 	 Whitaker : 

the enforcement problems compounded a f t e r  1954Q 
. . 



,,@ 

, cromzrtie:.. 

l" 
-- d i d n ' t  make any di f ference  t o  us. When..it came to  u s ,  

=he labels  were f inished.  The products e i t h e r  had t o  

o,l,,ly o r  not so we weren1t i n  a l l  those hass les .  The 

work was done before they ever  got  t o  us. 

!<rs.  Whitaker: 


YOU simply picked up samples? 


Mr. Cromartie : 


:,,'ter i t  was through and after it was processed, then 


we took them from there.  We d i d n ' t  have any of those 


croblems, thank goodness. There were a l o t  of problem5 


From ' 5 0  t o  '65. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Did the Department of Agriculture,  o r  the  In sec t i c ide  


Division ra ther ,  have its own labora to r ies  o r  were you 


using the general l abora to r ies  t h a t  ARS furnished?. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


We had our own labs.  


U r s  . Whi taker  : 


in the South Building? 


Mr. Cromartie : 


No, they were out  a t  Be l t sv i l l e .  We had t e s t i n g  s t a t i @ n s  




?.
: , , i t s~i l le f o r  fungicides and insec t ic ides ,  then we :-
-.,,rodenticide laboratory and chemical laboratory.  :.=a " 


v3e:g would ac tua l l y  do f i e l d  t es t ing .  So i f  they had 


,;,.,gicide they wanted t o  t e s t ,  t h a t  they had reg i s te red  


&.d they wansed t o  be sure  i t  was e f fec t ive ,  we'd go 


aneyi and t e s t  i t  i n  t h e  f i e l d ,  you know, on a c t u a l  p lan t s .  


~ ~ of ,
d course, on a l l  your household i n sec t i c ide s  when 

:r,ey weren't c e r t a i n  of these,  they 'd  t e s t  them aga ins t  

=aches, f l e a s ,  l i c e ,  e i t h e r  on animals o r  on p lan t s  or 

on the areas,  one of the  three .  We had a pharmacology 

lnb, a bacter io logical  lab,  and a chemical l a b  and the  

test ing s t a t i ons  Out a t  Be l t sv i l l e .  W e  had a chemical 

lab i n  New York. A l l  they did  was t o  analyze the  samples 

and report whether they were de f i c i en t  o r  no t .  They' d 

60 to Washington and they would be reviewed. They wenu 

through each sect ion.  The Chemistry s ec t i on  would handle 

them f i r s t ,  then if they were a d i s in f ec t an t  o r  germicides 

l o r  inanimate objects ,  they'd go t o  the  bac te r io log ica l  

l ab .  If i t  had entomological claims, the  entomologica~ 

nection would handle.i t .  The fungicides,  t h e  p l an t  pathology 

section would handle it. For precautionary statements, 

~harmacology would handle it. Each one of them would 

.=ndle i t  before i t  got  t o  enforcement. If chemistry 

round tha t  it was def ic ient ,  they would make a repor t  

tnat  e f fec t .  I f  bacteriology found it inef fec t ive ,  

'"ey would make t h e i r  report .  The r e s t  of them Would do 

'he same thing. Then when it got t o  us  i n  the  enforcement 

we would have t o  consolidate those charges o r  v io la t ions .  

i& 




- - -,there were no v io la t ions ,  the  cases were placed i n  

.,,.anent abeyance i n  which no ac t i on  w a s  indica ted .. - -

,.,-_ _ .__ what the  sec t ion  would say i f  i t  w a sb r ,  a l l  r i gh t .  

y e n it would go On t o  the  next sec t ion.  It went through 

:2, rounds t h a t  way before it ever  got  t o  enforcement. 

urs. Whitaker : 

Sonewhere i n  my reading I have encountered suggestions 

:or reg i s t ra t ion  on the  federa l  l e v e l  as far back, I bel ieve,  

ns the lg201s .  When do you r e c a l l  the  question of re@-

trnt ion f i r s t  a r i s i n g  on the  f ede ra l  l eve l ?  I wonderad 

I: i t  was before D r .  G r i f f i n ' s  d r a f t .  

r .  Cromartie : 

I t  was i n  t h e i r  minds f o r  years because t h a t  w a s  one of 

the  main things t h a t  they wanted t o  incorporate i n t o  'dhe 

new ac t .  It was e a s i e r  t o  make the  correc t ions  before 

it got on the  market because we knew t h a t  you couldn' t  

cover a l l  of them. A l l  we were doing w a s  spo t  checkiag. 

When w e  S tar ted  out  on r eg i s t r a t i on ,  D r .  Reed asked US 

t o  give an estimate of t h e  number of products t h a t  we 

thought we would r eg i s t e r .  I came up, I bel ieve,  with 

:he answer 55,000. Before we got  through it w a s  probably 

130,000. I don ' t  even know what it is  now. The number 

Of Products on the  market then w a s  tremendous, even i m  

'47 and '48. 



- - 

. . ; q r i i  ya:ceia: 


-,:ere would hcve been no way f o r  seven inspectors  t o  . . . 


xr. cromartie : 


!i,, a hundred cou ldn ' t  do it. 


!.trs . Wnitaker : 


And it was never s i gn i f i can t  enough t o  t h e  Department t o  


increase your appropriat ions t o  any ex t en t  a t  a l l  during 


:he years p r i o r  t o  19&7? 

. cromartie : 


They were f i gh t ing  f o r  appropriat ions even up t o  the  time 


I l e f t .  We increased the  inspect ion fo rce  as much as we 


cou ld .  They increased the  reviewing sect ions ,  they increased 


the  laboratories .  But the  products were coming on t h e  


narket f a s t e r  than you could handle them, t h a t ' s  t h e  whole 


thlng.  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Prom your experience with a l l  of t h e  d i f f e r e n t  Secretavies 


Who handled the  department, and you i n  a per iphera l  Wag, 

,.
-ror.whom d i d  you get  the  most cooperation? Did any 

one of them express more concern with i n sec t i c ide s  perhaps 

='-n the o ther  ones? 



, . ,,,ted because pes t ic ides  had becone more involved-..-e-

,,, public  was more concerned. cnc 


Krs. Whitaka : 


..:=t were some of your experiences with farmers and o ther  
.. 

consumers? 

yr. cromartie: 


=he users on these  farms weren't  too wel l  educated. The 


owners and a l l  probably don ' t  know any more about it than 


they do. They j u s t  buy what the  salesman t e l l s  them i s  


~ o o d  fo r  it. What I w a s  a c tua l l y  doing was sampling some 

seed treatment material ,  I th ink  i t  was i n  For t  Valley, 

Georgia, down i n  your neighborhood, and I w a s  t a lk ing  

to this Negro the re  and he w a s  p r a c t i c a l l y  cr ippled and 

I asked him what the  t roub le  was. He s a i d  he thought 

he had been poisoned dust ing cot ton seed. Those seed 

treatment materials  f o r  that type a t  that time were a l l  

eercury preparations. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

What year was t h i s ?  

Mr. Cromartie : 

It was '41 o r  '42, somewhere back i n  there.  I d i d n ' t  Say 

*thing. I knew h i s  time was l imited.  He never would 

B e t  old. They were using th i s  drum duster-you know it 

a cot ton gin, they so ld  cot ton seed and f e r t i l i z e 3  



-- farmers. They would buy t h e  seed and then they 'd ::;,._ 
,,,,t them. They Were using a drum, a 55 ga l lon  drum with 

e l e c t r i c  motor, l i k e  I w a s  t e l l i n g  you, f o r  simple mixing. 

A 1  1 t h i s  dust w a s  coming back through the re  and he was 
He Would probably d i e  an  i nva l id  but t h e r e  brecthing it. 

nothing t o  be done f o r  him a t  t h a t  time, not  on mercury. 

;,?d ?arathion, people were Careless with the  use of it, as 

toxic as  that  i s .  I remember here i n  Tampa, whoever used 

:he parathion threw the  bags out  and these  kids,  I t h n k  

:!ley were colored chi ldren,  took the  bags--you know titese 

old time swings you'd put on a l i m b  with a rope and a 

board. Well, t h e  board got  a l i t t l e  hard, I guess, and 

they covered t h e  s e a t  with parathion bags and it k i l l e d  

about three of them. There wasn't a th ing  i n  the  world 

you could do. We had cases i n  Louisiana where these  house 

t o  house salesmen were s e l l i n g  parathion f o r  roach k i l l e r s  

i n  the homes. Well, i t ' s  e f f e c t i v e  a l l  r i g h t  i n  more 

ways than one. It was j u s t  p l a in  ignorance. A l o t  of 

them d idn ' t  know how t o  use i t  and d i d n ' t  ca re  i f  it 

nur effect ive.  Getting back t o  t h e  Secre ta r ies  of A@-

culture,  I don ' t  think any of them were i n t e r e s t e d  o r  

ramlliar with t h e  Act u n t i l  they started having these  

kills, these d r i f t s  of weed.rkillers. Spray them 

0" one f i e l d ,  they'd d r i f t  over and they 'd  c lean out  

t h e  crop on the  other.  They got  so much pub l i c i t y  om 

thattha t  they j u s t  had t o  do something. These weed 



Mrs. Whitaker : 


And t h e  weed k i l l e r s  were not covered under the old ac t .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Under the  1910 Act, they weren't. Tomatoes and cotton a re  


pa r t i cu la r ly  sens i t ive  t o  some types. Weed k i l l e r s ,  when 


they d r i f t ,  w i l l  de fo l ia te  them. Those a re  things tht 


they use f o r  t e s t ing  f o r  d r i f t ;  they use tomato plant~s.  


But I guess they've got those p re t ty  we31 under control .  


They had so many l a w  s u i t s  t ha t  the insurance companies 


would make them i f  nothing e lse .  


M s .  Whitaker : 


We were ta lk ing  a few minutes ago about the careless  


use of these materials.  This brings up the question 


of use and applicat ion which i s  one of the c r i t i c i sms  d i - 


rected against  the  1947 Act, t h a t  it did not take inao 


consideration the  f a c t  t h a t  a product might be recommended 


f o r  a pa r t i cu la r  use but there  was no way t o  insure $hat 


the consumer would ac tua l ly  use i t  under those condiWons. 


D i d  discussion on control l ing the  use and appl icat ion 


of insect ic ides  come about while you were s t i l l  i n  the  


Department ? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


No. You c a n ' t  l e g i s l a t e  against  ignorance. There's 


nothing i n  the world you can do. You can put i t  on 


the label .  Everybody now says read the  l abe l  but a 




- of  then s t i l l  don ' t  read the  l abe l .  If they follow 
- C Z  

.,.e-.. labels  on p r a c t i c a l l y  a l l  the  products now, t hey ' r e  

- ifhen you t e l l  a k i d  don' t  s t i c k  your f i nge r  on t h a t  z.:.Ie . 

!,,-, stove, he may be curious and do i t  anyway. 


!.!:-s . Whitaker : 


.:,nd YOU think t h a t  by l i cens ing  opera tors  o r  users  of 


insect icides,  o r  pes t i c ides  a s  they a r e  re fe r red  t o  now, 


,i@t eliminate t h i s  under the  new l a w ?  


!<r. Cromartie: 


On the new Act, do they l i cense  opera tors?  


!<rs. Whitaker : 


Yes. It i s  my understanding t h a t  c e r t a i n  products . . . 


M r .  Cromartie: 


I ' ve  got the  new Act but  I ' v e  never read it. I know they 


were ta lk ing about i t  f o r  years. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


This  i s  what I wanted t o  get .  Who introduced the  idea, 


t h i s  concept of use and applicat ion? Do you r e c a l l  when 


You f irst  heard t a l k  about t h a t ?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


No. 
 A l o t  of t h e  s t a t e s  l icensed them but  t h e  f ede ra l  

k-; government d idn ' t .  They should have made them ob ta ln  



iicenses because these pest  control  operators ........1 

the yard people here c a n ' t  even use insec t ic ides  

,-'_:?lout being licensed. They ' l l  put out  f e r t i l i z e r  but 

t i ley can ' t  put out insect ic ides  because they have t o  have 

license. Some s t a t e s  have had t h a t  f o r  qui te  a while. 

T d i d n ' t  know the federal  government had it. I know 

they had been ta lking about it. The operators were exempt 

under the '47 Act. 

s . Whitaker : 


nt the t i n e  t h a t  D r .  Gr i f f in  was wri t ing the 1947 Act, 


was there any suggestion t h a t  use and appl icat ion be 


included? 


F!r. Cromartie : 


I don't remember f o r  sure  but there  undoubtedly w a s  because 


the f ac t  t ha t  they were exempt came up. I imagine a t  t h a t  


time everyone f e l t  there  was Jus t  a l i m i t  t o  what you could 


enforce. What the  new a c t  covered w a s  more than could 


be enforced, you know, with the  personnel they had. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


And the appropriations t h a t  you were get t ing.  


!-k.Cromartie: 


Not only tha t .  I imagine they f e l t  too  t h a t  bf some of 


the responsibil i ty reverted back t o  the s t a t e s ,  they would 




,, do that. For years ,  some of the  s t a t e s  d i d n ' t  

have an i n sec t i c ide  a c t .  Even when I l e f t ,  some-

o, them d i d n ' t  cover d i s in fec tan t s .  They came under the  

- , : d  a c t  f o r  the  simple reason they were fungicides.  That 's  
L + 

--,-.. way they incorporated them, the  f a c t  i t  was a fungicide.  

The old a c t  d i d n ' t  even cover d i s in f ec t an t s ,  I mean, as 

yrs .  Whitaker : 

I remember i n  my research I encountered t h e  argument t h a t  

D r .  Haywood was not i n  favor of having d i s in f ec t an t s  c l a s s i -  

f l e d  as  fungicides i n  1912. By 1914 he had changed h i s  

zind and then, of course, the  campaign aga ins t  d i s in r ec t an t s  

became very ac t ive .  What w a s  your f ee l i ng  on t h a t ?  Do 

you think t h a t  d i s in fec tan t s  belong under the  i n sec t i c ide  

a c t ?  

Xr . Cromartie : 


Definitely. I th ink  it could be c l a s s i f i e d  as a fungicide. 


And then you could s t r e t c h  it on. You know how they i n t e r -  


pre t  some of these laws now. The way they i n t e rp re t ed  


tnem then was very conservative t o  what they do now. 


i t  held up i n  court  s o  t h a t ' s  a l l  you need. Most people 


think of a fungicide as an a g r i c u l t u r a l  product but a t h l e t e ' s  


root i s  a fungus. When they start recommending a t h l e t e ' s  


foot preparations f o r  use on your socks and dust ing i n  your 


Ghoes, then it becomes subject  t o  the  Federal  InsectPcide, 




Fungicide Act. As long as  they confine it t o  your f e e t ,  

then i t ' s  Food and Drug. A s  long as they can get  a n  

inanimate object  i n  there they bring i t  under the Insec t i -  

cide Act. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

I noticed i n  the 1930's especial ly,  about 1935 o r  1936, 

the  Insect ic ide  Division of Food and Drug a s  well  as  

Food and Drug i t s e l f  were bringing s u i t s  against  the  

same products. I wonder i f  you have any reco l lec t ion  

about tha t ,  whether there  was a pa r t i cu la r  campaign on 

a t  t h a t  time t h a t  required both ac t s  t o  get  some unde- 

s i r a b l e  product off the  market, f o r  instance. 

M r .  Cromartie : 

I don' t  remember any par t icu la r  cases but it could very 

e a s i l y  have been on many prhducts. The treatment of 

athlete's foot  would have been-one. If t h a t  was imeffective 

on your f e e t  and socks and shoes, both a c t s  would cover 

it s o  they'd cover it under both acts .  Quite a few products 

overlapped, even some of the stock remedies would overlap. 

Even germicides could overlap, f o r  t h a t  matter. I n  other  

words, i f  you had a germicide t h a t  you were spraying on 

your desk or  your telephone mouthpiece, i t ' s  subject  t o  

the other a c t  i f  recommended f o r  human use. I f  they say 

spray it on f o r  sunburn, then you got the  two ac t s  i n  it. 

I imagine there  must be many many products t h a t  a r e  on 

the  market now. 



t*irs.Whitaker : 


That would come under both ac t s?  I thmght  perhaps i f  


the courts d id  not uphold the one case against  an unde- 


s i r a b l e  product, perhaps another judge o r  another jury 


i n  some o ther  d i s t r i c t  might. I wondered i f  you might 


r e c a l l  the philosophy of the thinking behind tha t .  


Mr. Cromartie : 


Well, I imagine i f  one d i s t r i c t  d i d  t u rn  i t  down on a 


s i t ua t ion  l i k e  tha t ,  unless it was way off  base, I imagine 


the  other  d i s t r i c t  judge would use i t  as a precedent and 


t u r n t h e  same thing down. O f  course, there  could be 


t echnica l i t i es .  Another judge might have found them 


gu i l ty  without any question and the  second judge would 


have found them gui l ty  jus t  on the  precedent. T h i s  pre-


cedent thing i s  a big fac tor  i n  these enforcement cases. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Did you f ind t h a t  it worked t o  the detriment of enfqrcernent? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


I would say no. It would be kind of hard t o  say on it. 


In  many cases an enforcement agency wants t o  ge t  a pre-


cedent. They w i l l  go t o  court on a case t h a t  they know 


they may lose  but they want t o  get  a precedent. So t h e y ' l l  


go t o  court  on it and i f  they lose  it, i t ' s  out  them so 


they ' re  through with it. If they win, then t h e y ' l l  start 




branching out. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

During the time:that you had enforcement under your con-

t r o l ,  i f  there was a product t h a t  you f e l t  should not 

have been on the market, but you thought perhaps you 

could not get  a court  decision favorable t o  you, would 

you withhold bringing s u i t  on the basis  t h a t  i f  you could 

not get  a conviction against  the company it was almost 

a l i cense  then f o r  the  company t o  continue operations? 

M r .  Cromartie : 

If you c a n ' t  get  i%off the  market, it i s .  Getting back 

t o  lindane vaporizers, we were never able  t o  prove t h a t  

they were dangerous t o  human use. We had cases where 

they had, but they were such examples, I mean they wwldn ' t  

have enoughueight i n x o u r t  f o r  you t o  outlaw them. So 

we would have t o  s t i c k  t o  e i t h e r  non-registration o r  

ineffectiveness.  I guess they ' re  of f  t he  market now 

because we kept ge t t ing  behind them so. I haven't  seen 

a lindane vaporizer i n  years. When the  fad got over, 

there  weren't but two o r  three manufacturers t h a t  putt 

them out. It was a fad, more o r  less, I think. Even 

though they were effect ive ,  i f  you d idn ' t  s t ay  i n  the room 

and breath the  vapors, t h a t  was a l l  r igh t .  I think the 

f a d  wore off  and then they got on these s t r i p s .  We had 

l e t t e r s  complaining on those a t  times. They'd use Dhem, 



say, i n  a t r a i l e r  and the s t r i p s  had adequate precautionary 


label ing on them but we would have complaints about some-


body becoming ill. We don ' t  know whether t h a t  did it o r  


not  but we had t o  follow up on then anyway. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Going back t o  the vaporizers, I remember reading about 


t ha t .  There r e a l l y  was qui te  a controversy about that .  


I think the American Medical Association was involved i n  


it and Food and Drug. 


M r .  Crornartie: 


Everybody was. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Do you remember any par t icu la r  cases where you had taken 


a product t o  court? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


No, we never did take one t o  court.  I don ' t  remember one. 


I know we d idn ' t  take oreon tox ic i ty .  I ' m  sure  of t h a t .  


I know we worked on it. I ' v e  forgotten it s ince you men- 


t ioned t ha t .  We t r i e d  t o  get  the support of some other 


agency--it could have been Food and Drug, I won't say f o r  


sure--but we couldn' t  get  them t o  back us up. So we had 


t o  s t i c k  t o  ineffectiveness and back t o  r e g i s t r a t i o n  again. 


They couldnl t reg i s t e r  them unless under pro tes t .  We 


wouldn't r eg i s t e r  them f o r  some reason o r  other.  We 



wouldn't r e g i s t e r  then f o r  the  f a c t  t h a t  they hadn' t  furnlshed 


s u f f i c i e n t  da ta  t o  show they weren't  harmful. If they would 


sh ip  them out  anyway, they could s e l l  them i n t r a s t a t e  but 


they couldn' t  sh ip  them out  of s t a t e .  That w a s  the  only 


way we could control  them. That 's  what happened i n  t h i s  


Texas case where the  courts  wouldn't go through with the  


se izure ,  it wasn't regis tered .  It w a s  s t r i c t l y  i n  v io la t ion .  


That was the  only way we could slow them up. We never 


r eg i s te red  it. Af te r  s o  much publ ic i ty  came ou t  about the  


danger of them, we'd r e g i s t e r  them under p ro tes t .  They 


q u i t  manufacturing them. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Did you have much problem with t h i s  r e g i s t r a t i o n  under 


p r o t e s t ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


A t  the  time I l e f t ,  I don ' t  th ink  t he re  xere  more than 


one o r  two i f  t h a t  many. I don' t  remember one lindane 


vaporizer being reg i s te red  under p ro tes t .  We had t rouble  


with it but they d i d n ' t  follow through on it. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


The manufacturer did not?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


The manufacturer would not  because he knew i f  he followed 




under p ro t e s t ,  the  penalty was a whole l o t  worse. The 


t rouble  was t h a t  they could r e g i s t e r  under p r o t e s t  and 


it might take us five,grears t o  show t h a t  it w a s  dangerous. 


We might not ever be able  t o  show it. Some of these things 


take a long time t o  support i n  court ;  some of them you 


never can rea l ly .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Do you think t h a t  t h e  cour ts  i n  t h e  last  years  of your 


se rv ice  with t h e  Insec t ic ide  Division became more coapera- 


t i v e  with you? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. They j u s t  became more f ami l i a r  wi th  it. There was 


s o  much publ ic i ty  on i t  t h a t  they couldn ' t  help but  become 


more familiar with it. Not only t h a t ,  they began t o  


recognize the  importance of these  types of products, 


weed k i l l e r s ,  insec t ic ides ,  fungicides,  those types of 


products. There was so  much damage done and i n  95 per  


cent  of it it was misuse. If they had used it according 


t o  the  l abe l s ,  the re  wouldn't have been any problems, 


t h a t ' s  the  whole thing. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


You s a i d  you cannot l e g i s l a t e  use without having regis-  


t r a t i o n  of the  operators.  




i.;r. Cromartie : 

hat's r igh t .  You can ' t  l e g i s l a t e  against  ignorance. 

Never been able to  yet .  There a t  the  end we were spending 

hours and hours where damage had been done e i t h e r  t o  

hunlanS o r  crops o r  something s t r i c t l y  from misuse. I 

know we'd get  a complaint on Friday on somebody k i l led ,  

say, i n  Missouri. Well, I ' d  have t o  get  on the phone 

and c a l l  the inspector i n  t h a t  a rea  and t e l l  him t o  get  

over there.  He could get  over there  on Saturday. We 

l iked  t o  ge t  there  as soon as  we could. He'd get  over 

there  and he couldn't  get  any reports  from the  family 

par t icu la r ly .  What you'd wind up with, this fellow was 

out spraying i n  the summertime i n  h i s  shor ts  and he had 

had several  drinks and he wasn't using any care and the 

spray got a l l  over h i m  and consequently k i l l e d  him. You 

can ' t  s top that .  I know I spent a week down i n  Mississippi,  

o r  up i n  Mississippi from here. A fel low had about s f~xty  

cows k i l led .  I went over there and I couldn' t  ge t  too 

much information from the vet. He gave me enough thak 

I could start operating on. You see, t he  insurance corn- 

panies get  involved i n  th i s .  There a r e  claims. And i f  

i t ' s  misuse o r  something l i k e  tha t ,  they a r e n ' t  going 

t o  pay a claim l i k e  that .  So what had happened was &hat 

t h i s  fellow turned t h i s  Negro loose t o  spray the c a t t l e  

and he used cotton spray. Well, you can imagine what 

it did. It k i l l e d  the c a t t l e  r i g h t  o f f .  There wasn't 

anything we could do on it. It w a s  s t r i c t l y  misuse. 



no federa l  v iola t ion was involved. A l l  we could do was 


j u s t  wri te  up a report  on what we found and what had 


happened. O f  course, it was a p re t ty  expensive experience 


f o r  t h a t  grower. He w a s  a big  grower. I don ' t  know 


whether they ever col lected on the  insurance o r  not. 


Mrs. Whitaker :: 


They were time-consuming on your par t .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


We had t o  follow them up. We'd have c a l l s  from the  Secre- 


t a r y ' s  o f f i c e  and everybody e l se .  What had we d p i o n  it. 


A l l  those reports  took time. And a l o t  of running around. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


After  t h e  Rachel Carson book, S i l e n t  Spring, came out  i n  


1962--that was  i n  t h e  last  years of your service  there-- 


what was the  department's react ion t o  Miss Carson's pub- 


l i c a t i o n ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I don ' t  know what the  department thought. I got an kdea. 


She was a marine b io log is t  and d i d n ' t  know too much about 


insec t ic ides  i n  my opinion. O f  course it w a s  spectacular  


and t h a t ' s  what it took t o  s e l l  the  book. She did bring 


i t  t o  the a t t e n t i o n  of the  public. I 'll hand t h a t  t o  


her, .which w a s  good. I never thought too much of the  


f ac tua l  end of it onwhat she wrote. 




M r s .  Whitaker : 

Do you remember Albert  Deutsch? Does t h a t  name c a l l  up 

any memories f o r  you? He was i n  New York, a j ou rna l i s t ,  

and he wrote t h e  first s e r i e s  of r e a l l y  sensat ional  a r t i c l e s  

about DDT as a danger t o  human l i f e .  Short ly a f t e r  h i s  

a r t i c l e s  appeared i n  1947, Food and Drug and t h e  Depart- 

ment of Agricul ture issued a j o i n t  statement concerning 

t h e  use of DDT i n  da i ry  barns. Have you any reco l lec t ions  

on t h a t ?  

M r .  Cromartie: 

I don ' t  remember t h e  name. I remember t h e  Food and Drug 

s t a r t e d  checking residues i n  milk. They found a l o t  of 

i t .  Dair ies  a l l  over t h e  country were stopped from s e l l i n g  

milk u n t i l  they cleaned out,  and i t  was qu i te  a job. 

Wisconsin, up i n  there ,  we worked wi th  them closely .  

I know they had s eve ra l  d a i r i e s  closed. I ' v e  forgoteen 

t h e  d e t a i l s  on it. I know we had volumes of l i t e r a t u r e  

both pro and con where DDT wasn't as harmful as they made 

out.. It was e f fec t ive ,  I ' ll  say t h a t  f o r  it. I ' m  s t i l l  

not  convinced t h a t  DDT is as dangerous as they make out .  

A s  far as I know t h e r e ' s  never been a case of death caused 

by DDT. Whether they've got it now o r  not,  I don ' t  know. 

There have been cases where DDT was involved but it was 

petroleum d i s t i l l a t e .  I n  o ther  Vzords, you can drink 

kerosene. You know t h a t  as wel l  as I do. Therelve been 

dozens of cases of death from j u s t  drinking t h e  kerosene 



and turpent ine .  B u t  as  f a r  as  I know, t h e r e ' s  never been 

one death t h a t ' s  ever been t i e d  down t o  DDT i n  i t s e l f .  

The theory, I guess, i s  t h a t  the  residues bui ld  up. I 

guess the  reason i s  I went through t h a t  period when i t  

f i r s t  came on the  market and they used so  much of i t  

t h a t  I never could get  exci ted about the  use of i t .  

I would use it now i f  I could get  it but  I would know 

w h a t  I w a s  doing. 1'11use chlordane around the  house 

f o r  roaches and down here you ge t  them by the  mi l l ions  

but  I won't spray it ins ide .  1'11 take a pa in t  brush 

and go around the  door s i l l s  and t h a t  way 1'11know i n  

my mind i t ' s  pe r f ec t l y  sa fe .  I th ink they l e t  them use 

it t h a t  way, I ' m  not  sure.  But I wouldn't spray i t  i n  a 

room and s t a y  around very long. I wouldn't do t h a t .  

They hopped on f i f t e e n  o r  twenty of the  o thers  t h a t  were, 

i n  my opinion, worse than DDT. O f  course, the  residues 

do bui ld  up. It seems t o  me l i k e  I read an a r t i c l e  some- 

where where they found DDT i n  some f i s h  t h a t  had been 

frozen i n  the  Arc t ic  f o r  200 years.  

Mrs. Whitaker : 


Yes. I have read similar a r t i c l e s .  I n  f a c t  t h e  most 


recent  one concerned t races  of residue i n  some Egyptdan 


tomb t h a t  had recent ly  been unearthed. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I remember reading t h a t  but I ' v e  fo rgo t ten  the  d e t a i l s  


on it. 




Mrs. Whitaker : 


Did you make any changes a f t e r  a l l  of t h e  controversy 


about DDT i n  milk as far as the  r e g i s t r a t i o n , t h e  recommen-


da t ions?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Oh, yes .  They.-cut it o u t  f o r  d a i r y  use and food crops 


f o r  c a t t l e .  When Food and Drug s t a r t e d  f i n d i n g  res idues  


i n  anything t h a t  they  considered dangerous, of  course we 


would have t o  automat ica l ly  c u t  ou t  i t s  use.  We'd cancel  


r e g i s t r a t i o n s  f o r  those uses r i g h t  away. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


What was the manufacturer 's  response when you cancel led  


t h e  r e g i s t r a t i o n ?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


H e  cou ldn ' t  do anything about it f o r  t h e  simple reason 


t h a t  he hadn ' t  shown t h a t  t h e  use of t h a t  product f o r  


t h a t  purpose would no t  be dangerous. He'd shown t o  t h e  


b e s t  of h i s  a b i l i t y  but  they  come along and f i n d  o t h e r  


th ings .  Well, t h e y ' r e  always f ind ing  th ings  t h a t  cause 


cancer i n  anything now, you know. I guess i f  you ate 


enough corn meal it would probably cause cancer.  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


A f t e r  1947, d i d  the  major manufacturers o b j e c t  t o  charges 




brought agains t  them f o r  the  same reasons t h a t  they would 


have i n  the  e a r l i e r  years ,  t h a t  i s ,  the use of a not ice  


of judgment f o r  ins tance  by a competitor? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


They couldn ' t  objec t  because there  wasn't  anything they 


could do about it. It w a s  public information. They knew 


i t  was unethica l  and they wouldn't do i t .  The l a r g e r  


manufacturers d i d n ' t  worry too much. I f  y o u ' l l  check the  


no t ices  of judgment, y o u ' l l  f i n d  very f e w  ser ious  v i a l a t i ons  


agains t  them because they would f i re  a p lan t  manager. I f  


he d i d n ' t  have control ,  they f i r e d  many of them t h a t  way. 


I f  you take a firm l i k e  Niagara, Standard O i l  had them, 


and two o r  th ree  others ,  but  take any of the  l a rge  manu- 


f ac tu re r s ,  they weaen't going t o  t o l e r a t e  many viola%ions 


f o r  the  simple reason t h a t  they a r e  so  s e t  up t h a t  t h e i r  


operat ion w i l l  give them a guaranteed p r o f i t  with making 


a leg i t imate  product. So they don ' t  want t h e  pub l i c i t y  


anyway so  they j u s t  won't t o l e r a t e  it. 


M r s .  Whitaker: 


Most of the  v io la t ions  t h a t  you did f i nd  i n  the  l a t e r  


years  were from s m a l l  operators? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Ei ther  t h a t  o r  unintent ional .  Now a l o t  of the  small 


ones were unintent ional .  Where the  small ones had prob- 


lems w a s  t h a t  they d idn ' t  have any con t ro l  measures. 




You see,  these large manufacturers had t h e i r  own labora- 

to r ies .  Not only tha t ,  they would keep samples of every 

batch f o r  two o r  three years so i f  anything came up they 

could go back t o  t h e i r  check sample and f ind  out whether 

what we found was r igh t .  I f  i t  was, then they had no 

argument. It could be poor mixing, you see, something 

l i k e  tha t .  Another sample might have been bad but it 

would never come up because they'd never have any ocoasion 

t o  use t h e i r  laboratory sample. We had never sampled t h a t  

pa r t i cu la r  batch. The la rger  manufacturers t r i e d  t o  have 

good control .  They don't  want violat ions.  It i s n ' t  worth 

the trouble t o  them. They're going t o  make a p r o f i t  i f  

they s e l l  it at  the pr ice  they ' re  asking and i f  i t ' s  made 

according t o  the formulation, so they a r e n ' t  worried. But 

t he  smaller outfit--you take a dis infectant  manufacturer, 

f o r  instance--he can make a mistake unintentionally.  

Small ag r i cu l tu ra l  mixers--and there  a re  a l o t  of t h e m - -

t h a t  jus t  do i n t r a s t a t e  business. I f  they ' re  honest and 

want t o  put out  a good product, which they should fo r  

the simple reason they want repeat orders,  they can get  

these formulations without any trouble. I t ' s  ju s t  a 

matter of weighing, t h a t ' s  a l l .  But some of them cut  

corners o r  some of them w i l l  ge t  too b ig  an overrun, 

say a 2,000 pound batch of insect ic ide  dust .  They'll  

mix it up f o r  t ha t ,  f o r  2,000 pounds, and i f  they get  

a 200 pound overrun they know something is wrong some- 

where, even i f  t h a t ' s  only 10 per cent.  But i f  we picked 



up a sanple  10 per  cent  s h o r t ,  we'd take a c t i o n  aga ins t  


them s o  they shouldn ' t  g e t  any overrun l i k e  t h a t .  They 


nay g e t  a few uounds. Now i f  they g e t  too  much of an  


underrun, then  somebody's i n  t rouble  with the  head o f f  i c e .  


When they  s tar t  with t h e  r epor t s ,  you ' r e  supposed t o  have 


2,000 pounds the re  and you go t  1,800, t h e y ' r e  t e n  p e r  cen t  


s h o r t  on the  s a l e s  r i g h t  the re .  They have t o  have it 


p r e t t y  w e l l  under con t ro l .  I t h i n k  95 per  cen t  of the  


manufacturers are l eg i t ima te ,  maybe h igher  than  t h a t .  


Tine way th ings  a r e  now they have t o  keep t h e  good w i l l  


of t h e  customers. Say, we made a s e i z u r e  with a whoiesaler 


on a p a r t i c u l a r  product, t h e y ' r e  going t o  h e s i t a t e  on 


buying anything from t h a t  man next time because i t ' s  a 


l o t  of t roub le  t o  them. They've had t h e i r  merchandise 


t i e d  up. They've got  t o  g e t  t h e i r  money back from t h e  


manufacturer. They may be ou t  of t h a t  product f o r  two 


o r  t h r e e  weeks. Most of them want t o  p u t  o u t  a l e g i t i m a t e  


product.  


M r s .  Whitaker: 


I n  t h e  l a t e r  years ,  then,  you found less need f o r  mul t ip le  


s e i z u r e s ?  For ins tance ,  i f  t h e r e  were n o t  as many g ross ly  


v i o l a t e d  products on t h e  market. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Tha t ' s  r i g h t .  You might make one s e i z u r e  on a manufiacturer 


and you might p ick  up t e n  more samples. Each one of those 




saqples might be a l l  r i gh t .  I f  you picked up f i v e  mope 


of h i s  samples vrhich were bad, then you'd go ahead and 


make f i v e  more se izures  on it .  Whether they 've cu t  out  


mult iple  se izures  i n  the  Insec t ic ide  Division, I don ' t  


know. It seems t o  me l i k e  they have;why, I don1t know. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


But they were s t i l l  making multiple se izures  i n  '66 when 


you l e f t ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


We'd make up t o  50 i f  there  were t h a t  many v io la t ions .  


Of course, there  weren't  t h a t  many. I t ' s  j u s t  a f i gu re  


of speech. They weren't  i n  compliance and they were 


e i t h e r  i ne f f ec t i ve  o r  adul tera ted  o r  misbranded, o r  a l l  


three .  You had t o  get  it off  the  market. It i s  my under- 


s tanding t h a t  they have loosened up on se izures  during 


t h e  last f i v e  years .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I n  the  l a t e r  period, i n  the  1950's and 196o1s, anything 


t h a t  you can th ink of t h a t  is  s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  I have 


not  asked about, I would l i k e  f o r  you simply t o  t e l l  me 


about it. 


M r .  Cromartie: 


If you ask questions, I could answer them. The reason 


I c a n ' t  th ink them up i s  because f o r  the  l a s t  f i v e  years 




it was wiped out  of my mind. I was through wi th  it and 

t h a t  w a s  it. There wasn't any occasion t o  do it. I even 

had long dis tance  c a l l s  f o r  doing consultant  work. I 

wasn' t  i n t e r e s t ed  i n  it. When I l e f t  I w a s  through with 

i t .  What occasion would there  be? If I w a s  going i n t o  

outs ide  work on i n sec t i c ide  a f t e r  r e t i r i n g ,  I would j u s t  

have stayed up the re  because I made nlore money and I was 

bui ld ing up ret i rement  so  what w a s  t h e  reason t o  do it 

a f t e r  I got out. 

Mrs. Whitaker : 

I th ink  i t  +as i n  1954, perhaps, when M r .  Ira D. Cardiff--

does t h a t  narne r i ng  a bell?--brought a case aga ins t  Pood 

and Drug t o  s top  fac to ry  inspect ions and got  a cour t  

decis ion t h a t  d id  s top  fac to ry  inspect ions.  It d i d n ' t  

a f f e c t  your work? You were not  using fac to ry  inspec8ions 

anymore by 1954, were you? 

M r .  Cromartie : 

No. To start w i t h ,  we d idn ' t  have t h e  personnel; we d i d n ' t  

have the  time; we d idn ' t  have the  money. I n  o the r  words, 

you could go i n  a p l an t  and it would take  a l l  day long t o  

inspect  it. You could take two days, o r  two nights ,  o r  

one day and one night  t o  wr i t e  i t  up. A l l  you have the re  

i s  j u s t  the  way h e ' s  manufacturing. He can give  you a l l  

these  formulas he ' s  got. Now, how do you make nicotdne 

d u s t ? ,  Well, 99 pounds of t h i s  and one pound of nico6ine 



sulphate  o r  whatever type of formulation he wants. T h a t ' s  


no good. When he makes the  next batch, he may cu t  it down 


50 per cent  and then what good does it do. Now, on sani-


t a t i on ,  food products and drugs, it i s  e n t i r e l y  d i f f e r en t .  


On insec t ic ides ,  I did  much of t h a t  under the  Food and Drug 


Act t h a t  I thought w a s  a waste of time. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


That was  under f ac to ry  inspect ions.  


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. Of course, they worked on the  p r inc ip l e  t h a t  . . . 

well,  t h e r e ' s  another pr inciple ,  I guess . . . you had t o  


spend s o  much time on the  i n sec t i c ide  a c t  i n  order  t o  


j u s t i f y  the  al lotment  t h a t  they gave them t o  enforce it. 


The Insec t ic ide  Act i s  mainly regulatory and o ther  than 


r e g i s t r a t i o n  i t ' s  j u s t  a question of whether the  products 


comply with the  reg i s te red  l a b e l  o r  whether i t ' s  up t o  


i t s  composition. I t ' s  j u s t  t h a t  simple. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Walter Campbell s e t  up, I think, the  fac to ry  inspect ion 


a t  the  time t h a t  he w a s  s t i l l  chief  inspector .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I don ' t  know how t h a t  started. O f  course, 1927, I was 


i n  four. years  l a t e r .  I know we did it up u n t i l  t h e  time 




I l e f t .  Even one of the  o r i g i n a l  inspectors  f o r  the  Insec- 


t i c i d e  Division was i n  Boston a t  t h a t  time. After  they took 


over he w a s  appointed inspector  f o r  the  Boston a r ea  but he 


died soon a f t e r  t h a t  and they never put another one up till 


years  l a t e r .  Years a f t e r  I got  i n ,  we put one back up there.  


Even a t  t h a t  time they were making fac to ry  inspect ions .  


There weren't  too  many t o  make up there .  It was mostly 


d i s in f ec t an t s  and t h a t  type. There weren't  too  many a g r i -  


c u l t u r a l  insec t ic ides  manufacturers i n  New England f o r  


the  reason t h a t  ag r i cu l tu r e  i s n ' t  t h e  mainicrop there.  


I never d i d  see  any except apples and t h a t  kind of s t u f f .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


This may be outs ide  of what you were concerned with i n  t h a t  


time but  i f  you have any recol lec t ions  on it, I ' d  be glad 


t o  have them. The matter of a phenol coe f f i c i en t  on a 


l a b e l  f o r  a d i s in f ec t an t  w a s  the  subject  of a g rea t  deal 


of  a g i t a t i o n  during *he 1920's and again i n  the  1930'9. 


Af te r  about 1936 I have seen nothing f u r t h e r  on t h a t .  


Do you r e c a l l  the  circumstances, why t h e  manufacturer$ 


dropped t h e i r  push f o r  including the  phenol coe f f i c i en t  


on the  l a b e l ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


No, I d i d n ' t  know t h a t  had ever been a problem. They 


d i d n ' t  have t o  make a statement but i f  they made it i t  


had t o - b e  cor rec t .  I n  o ther  words, no matter  w h a t  they 




put on t h e  l a b e l  had t o  be t rue  i n  i t s  e n t i r e t y .  So 


i f  they s a id  the  phenol coe f f i c i en t  was 7 and i t  wasn't  


7 i t  was j u s t  misbranding. We've had cases, I ' m  sure  


of tha t ,  we had charges where the  phenol coe f f i c i en t  


wasn't  what they claimed. The product was e f f ec t i ve  


b u t  the  phenol coe f f i c i en t  wasn't. I don ' t  remember 


t h a t  ever  coming up i n  the  '40 's  o r  even before t ha t .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


The push f o r  t h a t  must have d i s s ipa ted  about the  time, 


o r  before the  time t h a t  you went t o  Washington. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


It would have. It could have been something l i k e  t h i s :  


t h a t  the  Insec t ic ide  Act--and I don ' t  remember t h i s - -  


could have required them t o  put the  phenol coe f f i c i en t  


on and they d i d n ' t  want to .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


No, it did  not  require  t h a t  it be s t a t e d  on the  l a b e l  bu t  


a c e r t a i n  group of manufacturers w a s  t r y i n g  t o  ge t  the  


Act amended t o  require  a phenol coe f f i c i en t .  It w a s  never 


done and I wondered i f  you remembered the  circumstances 


on t ha t .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


No, 1 -don ' t  remember t h a t .  




Xrs. Whitaker: 

It probably was no longer a problem by the time you went 

t o  Washington a s  the  head of the inspection and enforcement 

i n  1945. It had probably already worn i t s e l f  out  i n  the 

course of t ine .  

M r .  Cromartie : 

I c a n ' t  see t h a t  i t  would have been much of a major problem. 

The f a c t  i s  t h a t  anything they put on t h e i r  l abe ls  had 

t o  be a t rue  statement so they d idn ' t  have t o  put it on. 

Something e l s e  though, t h a t  could have been a sekl ing 

point  f o r  the dis infectant  manufacturer. Something's 

coming back t o  me now. One manufacturer might put on the 

same type of&sinfec tan t  the coef f ic ien t  of 7-1/2, another 

one might put 5. Well, h i s  competitor would take t h a t  

l a b e l  and say our coeff ic ient  i s  2-1/2 times more than 

h i s .  You're ge t t ing  a be t t e r  product. He wouldn't nec-

e s s a r i l y  have been ge t t ing  a be t t e r  product. I can see  

where something l i k e  t h a t  might come out  i n  the  sa l e s  

end but as far as use and e f f ec t  was concerned, i t ' s  been 

so long I've forgotten how the phenol coef f ic ien t  works. 

I ' m  no bacter iologis t  so I won't comment on tha t .  I had 

it down at  one time but i t  must  not have been too important 

because I don ' t  remember ever running i n t o  it. We had a 

very good bacter iologis t  i n  Washington. He died of a hear t  

a t tack.  He w a s  capable, easy going, and well  l iked by 

industry.  



I s .  t ihitaker : 


What w a s  h i s  name? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Stua r t .  They gave him an honorary doc tor ' s  degree from 


a Pennsylvania University and they don ' t  give them out  


unless  you a r e  worthy of it. He w a s  t h e  head of the  


department there .  He was r e a l l y  good. The whole country 


recognized him as an outstanding bac te r io log i s t  and he 


was. We never had any t rouble  on d i s in fec tan t s  but  they 


knew t h a t  he knew what he was ta lk ing  about i n  what we 


found. They never questioned those f indings .  


M r s .  Whi taker :  


Af te r  1945 -when you did go t o  Washington and it w a s  j u s t  


you, D r .  Reed, and D r .  Gr i f f in ,  you must a l l  have known 


p r e t t y  well  what w a s  going on between t h e  th ree  sec t ions?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


The way i t  operated was t h i s :  D r .  G r i f f i n  would take care  


of o f f i c e  c a l l s  and t h a t  kind of s t u f f  and D r .  Reed would 


be t h e  one t h a t  signed t h e  ac t ions  and I prepared a l l  the  


cases.  I had t o  go through D r .  G r i f f i n  and he'd review 


them and D r .  Reed would s ign  them and they 'd  go out .  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


To t h e  s o l i c i t o r ' s  o f f i ce?  




'
M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. Then it got  so voluminous t h a t  each s ec t i on  would 


s i g n  them. 1 would s ign  them a l l .  Then they would go 


out  t h a t  wag. A t  t h a t  time the volume of work we did 


compared t o  what we had to  do l a t e r  i s  not  even comparable, 


f o r  the  reason t h a t  we d i d n ' t  have as many cases,  and we 


d i d n ' t  have as many inspectors .  The amount of work t h a t  


f i v e  inspectors  could turn  i n  t h a t  you'd have t o  proc$ss 


and the  amount t h a t  f i f t e e n  o r  twenty could t u rn  i n  was 


a d i f f e r e n t  s i t u a t i o n  a l together .  You've got  more se izures ;  


you've got  more not ices  of v io la t ion;  you have more pro- 


secut ions ;  you have more respons ib i l i ty  i n  dh-ect ing 


inspect ion work. We had t o  keep them so they were covering 


t h e  r i g h t  f ie lds .  And then we got  word we had more inves- 


t i ga t i ons  t o  make and things t o  follow up on. I th ink 


back i n  '45 and what it w a s  i n  '55 and i t ' s  not  even Tunny. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


You were not  given a proport ionate increase  i n  appropriat ions 


o r  i n  personnel? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


The more work you had, you had t o  do i t  yourse l f .  The 


output doubled. O f  course there  w a s  a l i m i t  t o  t h a t .  


Things have changed a l o t  s ince  t h a t  t i m e .  It used t o  


be when I w a s  an inspector ,  you d idn ' t  q u i t  a t  4:30 o r  


5:30. A f t e r  the  w a r ,  e i gh t  hours w a s  considered a  dary. 



:4rs . Whitake r : 


Whether the  work was f in ished o r  not. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


They'd put i t  off  till the next day. Conditions were 


so changed t h a t  they could do it. The way it was i n  


the  old days you worked during the day and wrote up reports  


a t  night .  If you d idn ' t  ge t  them wri t ten  up a t  raight, 


you did it over the  weekend. I guess everybody thinks 


they work harder than the  ones t h a t  move up. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


I ' m  sure you did have a tremendous work load. The records 


ind ica te  t h a t  and especia l ly  when I review the  amount of 


appropriations t h a t  you had and the meager increases t h a t  


came through the  years. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Well, they were even f igh t ing  f o r  appropriations when 


I l e f t .  I don' t  know what they were. I think we did, a t  


one time ge t  over a mil l ion and t h a t  w a s  b ig  money. You 


start working on $250,000 a year o r  $300,000, t h a t  i s n ' t  


much even f o r  a l imited number of people. You d i d n ' t  do 


any t r a v e l  much. A l l  the t r a v e l  had t o  go t o  the  inspectors.  


Ofcourse ,  a t  t ha t  time I've t raveled on $3.50 a day per 


diem, then i t  would go up t o  $4.50, and then $5, and when 


I l e f t .  I think we were on $17 o r  $18. Even a t  t h a t  you'd 




l o se  money on these s h o r t  t r i p s .  I d go f o r  two o r  three 


weeks and i t  would cost  me $200 o r  $300. Hotel b i l l s  


would be $16 a day and then the  incidenta ls  added up. 


They're much more l i b e r a l  now, I imagine. I don ' t  know 


what they get.  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I don ' t  know e i the r .  I would welcome any fu r the r  recol- 


l ec t ions  you have, anything t h a t  I have not covered. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I t ' s  hard t o  add t o  it. If you have ce r t a in  questions 


t o  ask. 


M r s .  Whltaker : 


D i d  you do much cooperative work with the s t a t e s ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


We did a l o t  a t  the  time tha t  the  1947 Act went i n t o  


e f f ec t .  The new Act authorized the  department t o  cooperate 


with o ther  f ede ra l  and municipal agencies, I think is  the 


term they used. O f  course, t h a t  brought i n  the  c i t i e s ,  


f o r  t h a t  matter, and the  s t a t e s .  Pre t ty  soon a f t e r  the  


Act went i n  they s t a r t e d  contacting the various state 


agencies t h a t  had insec t ic ide  a c t s  and several  of them 


d i d n ' t  have them at  t h a t  time. The main s t a t e s  t h a t  had 


them were the  ag r i cu l tu ra l  s t a t e s  l i k e  California,  Missi-


s s ipp i ,  Alabama, Louisiana, Georgia, and Kansas.. Wisconsin 




( they  were mainly d a i r y )  but they were very cooperative. 

There were three o r  four  more. It seems t o  me l i k e  we 

had fourteen s t a t e s  on the  cooperative program. Well, the  

way i t  s t a r t e d  out  w a s  they would have the  s t a t e  enforcement 

o f f i c i a l s  come i n  t o  Washington once a year  on a  conference 

and there  they would discuss r e g i s t r a t i o n  po l i c i e s ,  l abe l ing  

po l i c i e s ,  and new things t h a t  would come up. Sorne of t h e  

s t a t e s  a f t e r  the  1947 Act went i n t o  e f f e c t  a l s o  passed 

a c t s  t h a t  required reg i s t ra t ion .  Quite a few of them 

d i d .  By checking there  they would give us t h e  information 

on t h e i r  r eg i s t r a t i ons  and then we could double check. 

If they had a  product reg i s te red  t h a t  we d i d n ' t  and i t  

w a s  shipped i n t e r s t a t e ,  we knew r i g h t  o f f  t h a t  t h a t  w a s  

i n  v io la t ion .  Most of the  s t a t e s  worked on the  bas i s  t h a t  

if the  f ede ra l  government accepted the  r e g i s t r a t i o n  they 

would accept it. That ' s  a l l  they had t o  do w a s  give them 

t h e i r  number and l abe l .  Then on the  enforcement end of 

i t  a t  t h a t  time the  Department was sho r t  on personnel 

and funds s o  we s e t  up a program where they could c o l l e c t  

samples and analyze them and we would take a c t i o n  on 

what they found. One problem there  was t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  

inspectors  weren't  familiar with the  f ede ra l  procedures 

i n  t h a t  they d idn ' t  have t o  have i n t e r s t a t e  records.  

They would see  a product on the  she l f  and t h a t  was it. 

They d idn ' t  care  where it came from. We t r i e d  t o  work 

out  a  program where they could c o l l e c t  samples f o r  us 

and send them i n  and we would analyze them on t h e i r  col-  

l e c t i o n  records. We s e t  up what was  r e a l l y  a very informal 



procedure where they could c o l l e c t  samples and we made 


some se izures  on samples they co l lec ted  which were i n  


v io la t ion .  We wauld take ac t ion  on t h e i r  f indings ,  mainly 


chemical, tha t ' s  a l l  they had. That took considerable 


work because you had t o  describe the  sampling procedure 


t o  the  s t a t e  inspectors  with which they weren't  familiar 


becausd we went i n t o  it i n  much more d e t a i l  than they d id .  


We had t o  fu rn i sh  them the  forms t o  ob ta in  the  information 


t h a t  we used. You c a n ' t  send an inspector  out  t h a t  has 


never had any experience i n  co l l ec t i ng  a sample t h a t  was 


sub jec t  t o  t h e  f ede ra l  l a w .  That ran i n t o  a l o t  of work 


i n  t r y ing  t o  c l a r i f y  t h a t .  When the  inspectors  would ge t  


i n t o  the  a reas  where the s t a t e  inspectors  were cooperating 


they would work with them and t r y  t o  c l a r i f y  the  proc~edure 


t h a t  we used. It was very e f f ec t i ve  a s  f a r  as it went 


bu t  the re  were l imi ta t ions .  You cou ldn ' t  expect a s'aate 


man t o  go out  and c o l l e c t  a sample l i k e  a f e d e r a l  inspector  


who had had years of t r a in ing .  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


Would i t  have helped you p a r t i c u l a r l y  during the  growing 


seasons when c e r t a i n  seasonal kinds of poisons were on 


the  move--cotton poison, f o r  ins tance?  


M r .  Crornartie : 


You could be more productive a t  t h a t  t i m e  than any o the r  


f o r  the  reason t h a t  the re  were more products ava i lab le .  




Xrs . Whitaker : 


Was t h i s  a problem f o r  you when you were control l ing 


inspection, t ha t  is, t h a t  it was so  seasonal? D i d  you 


have t o  co l l ec t  samples a t  a par t icu la r  time of the year? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Well, you have to,  rea l ly .  You take Florida,  f o r  instance. 


They would s t a r t  shipping economic poisons, insect ic ides ,  


fungicides e t c .  down i n  November and December tha t  they 


were going t o  use i n  January and February because the 


crop i s  much e a r l i e r  here. We would t r y  t o  cover these 


products before they got out. O f  course, your season 


r i g h t  now i s  s t i l l  running on some products. Second 


crops of tomatoes, they've been planted within the last 


month o r  so, the last s i x  weeks a t  l eas t .  Pret ty  soon 


your Florida crops a re  going t o  be over. That 's  why you 


move up t o  Georgia and South Carolina and the  other Southern 


s tabes where the season might be three o r  four  months behind, 


anywhere from two t o  four. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


You seldom had more than one inspector i n  a region even 


i n  the last  years that you were with the government? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


No. We wouldn't have more than one i n  a region. You 


might take a region of four o r  f i v e  s t a t e s  and have only 




one man there.  

Mrs. Whitaker : 


You were always understaffed then? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. You take f i v e  o r  s i x  s ta tea ,  i t ' s  d i f f i c u l t  f o r  


an inspector t o  cover that many s t a t e s .  It jus t  gets  


down t o  spot checking. O f  course, they d i d n ' t  know where 


we were going t o  check and i f  they d i d n ' t  know, they were 


going t o  t r y  t o  keep it under control  everywhere. Not 


only tha t ,  we could,under the cooperative agreement, i f  


we d idn ' t  have a man i n  a par t icu la r  t e r r i t o r y  and we knew 


t h a t  a shipment had been made there  by some inspectolr 


checking the shipping record, we could request the s t a t e  


t o  pick up a sample. We had twelve o r  fourteen stabes 


t h a t  cooperated f ine .  California, Mississippi,  Georgia, 


Wisconsin, a l l  of them cooperated f ine .  They were very 


in te res ted  i n  the federa l  a c t  f o r  t he  simple reason t h a t  


it made it eas i e r  f o r  them, since they were dealing w i t h  


regis tered products. That is, they were going i n t o  the 


s t a t e  so  they d idn ' t  have t o  do the research work o r  the  


label ing review t h a t  we did.  They took our reg is t ra t ions  


per s e  and that was it. A few of the s t a t e s  had no pes t  


control  a c t  at a l l .  If I remember correct ly ,  I think 


Kansas was one and Nevada was one. 




Ms. Whitaker : 


This w a s  i n  1966? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. The main ones on the West coas t  were Colorado, 


California,  Washington, Oregon, and Arizona. They were 


i n  the  cooperative program. Then you got i n t o  Arkansas, 


they were very cooperative, and Mississippi ,  Louisiana, 


Wisconsin. I don ' t  th ink I l l i n o i s  . . . they might have 


had an a c t  but it wasn't  very comprehensive. Whether 


they passed another a c t  o r  not,  I don ' t  know. I imagine 


they would though by now. Qui te  a few of those s t a t e s  


had a c t s  t h a t  went back a s  far a s  ours,  you know, the  


1910 Act, and i t  wasn't as comprehensive a s  t h a t  r e a l l y .  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


This i s  a complete change of subject .  Yesterday you 


mentioned something I w a s  i n t e r e s t ed  i n  and did  not  pursue. 


During t h e  time you were a Food and Drug inspector  you 


mentioned the  hydrocyanic ac id  gas on the  d r ied  f r u i t .  


M r .  Cromartie: 


What they had t o  do, they had t o  fumigate i t  i n  o rder  


t o  keep i n sec t s  out  of the  f r u i t .  The dr ied  f r u i t s  were 


not  only on t h e  docks, they were i n  the  warehouses down 


i n  t h e  f r u i t  growing area .  O f  course, they t r e a t e d  them 


The dr ied  f r u i t  would take up the  HCN and of course when 




they shipped it out  they had some poison cases on it. 


They had it on r a i s i n s .  They had it on a l l  of the  dr ied  


f r u i t s  f o r  t h a t  n a t t e r .  It was a trenendous amount of 


work a t  - tha t  time spent  on checking dr ied  f r u i t  f o r  residue.  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


What year . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That would have been around '35 and '36 when they were 


having a l o t  of l abor  problems on the  West Coast. Harry 


Bridges was head of the  Longshoreman's union and I guess 


s t i l l  is.  They t r i e d  t o  deport him but the  Supreme Court 


ru led  aga ins t  them. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


He  had i n s t i ga t ed  these  s t r i k e s  . . . 


M r .  Cromartie: 


And the  longshoremen d i d n ' t  know too much about it r ea l l y .  


I know a t  t h a t  time the  salmon indust ry  would sh ip  a l l  


the  canned salmon down t o  San Francisco and put  it i n  


the  warehouses. We did  have inspectors  up the re  i n  Food 


and Drug days but then they found it was e a s i e r  t o  sh ip  


a l l  the  season's  pack down there  and then sample i t  a t  


one time. A t  t h a t  time I was sampling salmon and i t  w a s  


i n  these  warehouses. The canners would fu rn i sh  t h e  l abor  




which was longshoremen t o  handle the  cases.  They'd be 


stacked up f i f t e e n  high and there 'd  be for ty-e ight  cans 


t o  a case and we only took two cans out  of a case. I f  


you'd t a l k  t o  the  longshoremen, half  of them j u s t  went 


by what t h e  union sa id .  And i t  happened along about 


Thanksgiving o r  Christmas t h a t  a l o t  of them . . . well ,  


i t  hur t  them a t  t h a t  time of year.  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


While you were co l lec t ing  samples of foods, were you 


working with drugs a l so?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


We were working with drugs. We'd work with a l l  of tihem. 


You might go out  one day and pick up a drug sample, an  


i n sec t i c ide  sample, and a food sample, and a caus t i c  


poison sample; i t  was possible,  because they were enforcing 


those d i f f e r en t  a c t s .  Whatever the  assignment happened 


t o  be . . . You could go i n  a wholesale drug house and 


cover your drug, your caus t i c  poison and then on another 


v i s i t  t o  a wholesale grocer house you might pick up a 


food sample and an i n sec t i c ide  sample too because i n s e c t i -  


c ides  were handled by sqme wholesale grocers .  Well, 


you take  a l l  of your household sprays, t h a t  type, they 


handled them. We d idn ' t  do much on t h e  import milk a c t  


a t  t h a t  time; it w a s  p r e t t y  well  under control .  On the  


t e a  ac t ,  they general ly had a t e a  inspector  and a tea 




examiner but i f  he got s i c k  o r  something they might send 


you up t o  sample t e a  coming in .  I ' v e  done t h a t  a t  times. 


So you had a l l  the  a c t s  t o  cover. It was possible,  you 


could ac tua l l y  cover four  a c t s  i n  one day. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


About the  caus t i c  poison ac t ,  you were, of course, not  


i n  t h e  inspect ion service  at  the  time t h a t  was passed. 


Do you r e c a l l  anything i n  pa r t i cu l a r .  Who was r e a l l ~ r  


a g i t a t i n g  f o r  the  caus t i c  poison a c t ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I don ' t  remember who t h a t  was. I th ink  they revised t h a t  


a f t e r  1940, t h a t  stayed with the  Food and Drug. I know 


the  l abe l ing  on ce r t a in  of t h e  poisons had t o  have a e r t a i n  


type l abe l ing  and c e r t a i n  precautionary label ing.  I don ' t  


a c tua l l y  know who s t a r t e d  t h a t  c aus t i c  poison. Of aourse, 


I imagine it o r ig ina l l y  s t a r t e d  with ch i ld ren  ea t i ng  lye  


and t h a t  type of thing. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


we would not  have been covered under t h e  In sec t i c ide  


Act unless  it were a component of an  i n sec t i c ide  i n  some . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


O r  recommended f o r  treatment of inanimate ob jec t s  Wich  


lye  w a s .  They used i t  around hog r a i s ing  places .  I t ' s  




a good dis infectant .  

Mrs. Whitaker: 


And i f  i t  had d i s in fec tan t  qua l i t i e s  o r  claimed d i s in -  


f ec t an t  q u a l i t i e s  then you could pick i t  up under the 


Insec t ic ide  Act? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That s r igh t .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


You had t o  check the  labels  then as you were picking up 


samples. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


We would only check it f o r  the  in sec t i c ida l  claims o r  


d i s in fec tan t  claims, whichever it happened t o  be. Of 


course, then it could be i n  v io la t ion  of both the  claustic 


poison a c t  and the  Insect ic ide  Act, pa r t i cu l a r ly  i f !  it 


wasn't registered.  Food and Drug d i d n ' t  require  it t o  


be registered.  If they sen t  a product i n  l i k e  t h a t  t o  


be registered,  i t  would have t o  be forwarded t o  Food and 


Drug f o r  them t o  comment on claims t h a t  came under them. 


I n  other  words, you had two d i f f e ren t  agencies t h a t  were 


involved. They would have t o  pass on it too before we 


would r e g i s t e r  it. 




M r s .  Whitaker : 


T h a t  was a f t e r  19&7? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Yes. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


During the 1930's and I think as  f a r  back a s  the 1920's 


there  w a s  a grea t  deal of ag i ta t ion  f o r  requiring a coloring 


agent t o  be put i n t o  insect ic ides  which might i n  some way 


resemble food products. The insec t ic ides  were sometimes 


mistaken f o r  f lour .  Do you r e c a l l  any experience t h a t  


you had with t h a t  par t icu la r  problem? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


The way I remember it, the  a rsen ica l  and f luor ide  dusts 


were required t o  be colored. Tints of pink and blue. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I think some of the s t a t e s  had laws o r  amended the ex is t ing  


laws t o  require tha t .  


M r .  Cromartie: 


Now they did have a few products t h a t  d id  . . . sodium 


f luor ide ,  f o r  instance, it had t o  be a ce r t a in  shade of 


blue. There have been many people k i l l e d  w i t h  sodium 


f luor ide ,  using it instead of f lour .  Of course, there  




were many of them k i l l e d  w i t h  o ther  products too, I meen, 


you know, lack o r  color .  Sodium Fluoride and the  a r sena te  


dusts  a r e  the  only ones I can think of r i g h t  o f f  that 


required colorat ion.  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


I n  your inspect ion work then t h a t  would have been one 


of the things t h a t  your inspectors  would have checked 


f o r ,  I suppose. 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Yes, and the  a r sen ica l s  i f  I remember co r r ec t l y  had t o  


have a c e r t a i n  hue. Certain products were required t o  


have c e r t a i n  hues but I ' ve  forgotten.  They had a s t m d a r d .  


They had a color  chart t h a t  they would compare it with. 


Arsenioals and sodium f luor ide  a r e  the  only two I can 


th ink of .  There could have been others .  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


Have you thought of anything s ince  our last sess ion  t h a t  


I did  not  ask  you about t ha t  you might l i k e  t o  add llo t h i s ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I couldn' t  th ink  of anything. The last  I heard the  s t a t e  


cooperative program had p r e t t y  much gone out .  They pro- 


bably have some kind of  cooperative program but  what i t  


i s  I d o n ' t  know. I am not familiar with the  l a t e s t  amended 




act.  The las t  I heard, the  last time I ta lked t o  anyone 


t h a t  w a s  familiar with it, they s a id  t h a t  t h e  s t a t e  coopera- 


t i v e  program as  we had s e t  it up i n  the  l a t e  ' 40 ' s  w a s  


nonexistent.  It may be t h a t  they increased the  number 


of inspectors  t o  where they wouldn't have t o  depend on 


outs ide  help. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


I do th ink  of one question tha t  concerned t h e  e a r l i e r  


period. Do you r e c a l l  any discussion concerning an informal 


arrangement between t h e  Federal Trade Commission, fox 


instance,  and the  Insec t ic ide  Division i n  the  days b~efore 


rodenticides were covered, t h a t  is ,  before 1947? I noticed 


i n  the  Federal Trade Commission records t h a t  the  FTC did  


occasionally br ing s u i t  aga ins t  a rodent ic ide  manufacturer 


f o r  un fa i r  t r ade  p rac t i ces  and t h a t  seems t o  have been 


the  only con t ro l  over ~ o d e n t i c i d e s .  Can you r e c a l l  anything 


on t h a t ?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


I don ' t  know of any p a r t i c u l a r  case but  I do know t h a t  


we cooperated with t h e  Federal Trade Commission. I n  


some ins tances  t h a t  w a s  about t h e  only way you could 


g e t  t o  f a l s e  adver t i s ing.  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


To the  manufacturers ? 




Nr . Cromartie : 


Yes. That w a s  a t  a time t h a t  Mil ler  was w i t h  the  FTC. 


He was familiar with both ac t s .  I don ' t  remember too much 


about t h e  extent  of cooperation t h a t  we had with Federal 


Trade except t h a t  we did exchange information t ha t  way 


and they would take ac t i on  i n  some ins tances  i n  cases 


t h a t  we couldn' t .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


If you could not  touch a product. Most of t h e  i n t e r -  


agency arrangements must have been done on an  informal 


basis, j u s t  person t o  person, o r  by telephone, perhaps. 


M r .  Cromartie: 


Tha t ' s  r i gh t .  You would c a l l  up and ask  them sometlhing 


and they would give  you t h a t  information. A t  the  end 


t he re  it got  where the re  were qu i t e  a few agencies involved. 


There w a s  Food and Drug on t h e  residue end of it and Agri- 


cu l t u r e  on the  l abe l ing  end of i t  and o ther  agencies too  


f o r  t h a t  matter.  It g o t  p r e t t y  involved a t  times. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


Can you th ink  of a p a r t i c u l a r  ins tance  of another  agency 


being involved? 


Mr. Cromartie: 

No,>I c a n ' t  f o r  t h i s  reason that most of t h a t  would have 



been w i t h  the r eg i s t r a t ion  sect ion because mine was strictly 

enforcement a r t e r  everything had been cleared, e i t h e r  not 

regis tered o r  found t o  be i n  violat ion.  
. , .-

Mrs. Whitaker : 


After  1947 i t  stopped being a three-man operation as  it 


had been before. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That 's  r igh t .  It ceased t o  be. It kept ge t t ing  l a rge r  


and l a rge r  and s t i l l  i s ,  I guess. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I think we touched on t h i s  yesterday about the  lack of 


a t t e n t i o n  given t o  the  Insect ic ide  Division o r  Section 


however it happened t o  be described a t  a pa r t i cu l a r  time. 


When you reverted t o  the  Department of Agriculture, did 


i t  seem t h a t  the  Insect ic ide  Division w a s  almost a  nuisance 


t o  the  Department? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


Well, it w a s  a s tepchi ld ,  I 'll say t h a t .  They weren't 


f ami l ia r  with it. It was a small organization. Unti l  


the  new chemicals s t a r t e d  coming i n  a f t e r  '45, there  w a s  


very l i t t l e  t h a t  the  public even knew about i t .  You know 


when a federa l  judge doesn' t  know i t ,  i t ' s  not too important. 


It w a s  a p r e t t y  small organization from 1911 u n t i l  1947. 




Mrs. Whitaker: 


Haywood seems always t o  have worked very d i l i g e n t l y  t o  


keep the  Department aware of the  existence of the  I n s e c t i  


c ide  Act. He seemed t o  have been a very f o r c e f u l  man. 


Did D r .  McDonnell continue that same kind of fo r ce fu l  


a t t i t u d e ?  


Mr. Cromartie : 


I d i d n ' t  know D r .  Haywood. I knew D r .  McDonnell. I f  


D r .  Haywood was aggressive t o  t h a t  extent ,  I would say 


t h a t  he and D r .  McDonnell were two d i f fe ren t  pe rsona t i t i e s  


a l toge ther .  D r .  McDonnell w a s  easy going, not  aggressive, 


so  you'd have t o  have a pioneer o r  somebody a t  t h a t  time 


t o  push something l i k e  t ha t .  We d i d n ' t  have many i n  


the  Insec t ic ide  Division. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


D r .  G r i f f i n  was not  pa r t i cu l a r ly  aggressive e i t h e r  i n  h i s  


r e l a t i ons  with the  Department ? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


No. No one was  as far as I know from the  time t h a t  I 


went in .  We had t o  operate . . . we had funds which were 


l imi ted .  W e  had l imi ted  personnel and they had t o  do the  


be s t  they could with what they had. Unt i l  a l l  these  


spectacular  cases came before t h e  public  a f t e r  '45 no 


one had ever heard . . . I ' d  never heard of it u n t i l  




I went with Food and Drug. O f  course, I wouldn't be 


supposed to,  r ea l l y .  


M r s .  Whitaker: 


Food and Drug a l s o  was l e s s  i n t e r e s t ed  i n  the  Insec t ic ide  


Act, I should imagine, than they were i n  t h e i r  own a c t  


from the  period 1927 t o  1938 o r  '40. It would have been 


shunted as ide  t o  some extent  even the re ,  I would imagine? 


Under Campbell's control .  


M r .  Cromartie : 


A t  t h a t  time they would appropriate  so  much money f o r  


the  economic poison a c t  which I imagine was very small. 


The Insec t ic ide  Act w a s  l a r g e r  so  they would have t o  


p rora te  the  inspectors '  time on the  appropriat ion he 


had. So they had a lower appropriation, they wouldn't 


take  an inspector  o f f  Food and Drugs t o  do In sec t i c ide  


work because food and drug na tura l ly  w a s  more important 


and they had a much l a r g e r  appropriat ion.  It j u s t  got  


back to--they had t o  do t h e  bes t  they could wi th  what 


they had, even Food and Drug. The only advantage w a s  


t h a t  they had more inspectors  and they could cover more 


of it with l e s s  time and l e s s  expense. 


M r s .  Whitaker: 

I would imagine t he re  was more public  concern w i t h  Pood 

and Drug's a c t i v i t i e s  than there  was wi th  yours. 



M r .  Cromartie: 

O h ,  yes. Food and Drug was always very aggressive. 

Campbell, D r .  Dunbar, Larrick, John Harvey, a l l  of them 

were very aggressive and they were before Congress a l l  

the  time f o r  more appropriat ions.  O f  course, Congress 

could s ee  the  need of i t  but I guess they were l imi ted  

on funds, too. 

M r s .  Whitaker : 

Actually the i n sec t i c ide  s i t u a t i o n  was as s i g n i f i c a n t  

i n  i t s  own way a s  food and drug w a s  but no one seemed 

t o  have pushed during those years,  from 1930 t o  about 

1945, f o r  increased appropriat ions.  

M r .  Crornartie: 

Well, i t  wasn't as big  a problem then a s  it was l a t e r  

because the  number of products involved j u s t  w e r e n ' t -  

as hazardous. You take that l i s t  on those annual repor ts  

there,  I don ' t  th ink  they had more than 25 o r  30 types 

of products--the arsenicals ,  t h e  sodium f luor ide ,  n ic~ot ine  

preparat ions,  t h e  lime and sulphur so lu t ions .  Right 

now they'd be classed very elemental. They're not  com-

parable at  a l l  t o  the  number of products now. I haven' t  

seen any sodim1 f luor ide  i n  years .  I doubt i f  they use 

it f o r  roach con t ro l  anymore. A s  far as I know, the  

amount of  a r sen ica l s  used now i s  80 much smal ler  than it 

was back i n  the  ' 2 0 ' s .  That ' s  a l l  they had w a s  calcium 



and lead arsenate, P a r i s  Green and a few others f o r  f r u i t  


and vegetable and cotton crops. I t ' s  jus t  so f a r  advanced 


i n  the l a s t  twenty-five years. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


I read somewhere i n  my research t h a t  Paris  Green continued 


t o  be used i n  the l a t e  1940's because of i t s  effectiveness 


i n  the control  of mosquitoes. D i d  you work any with the  


mosquito control  program i n  any way? 


M r .  Crornartie: 


No. I d idn ' t  know it was used f o r  mosquito control .  


It was used mostly f o r  insects .  A t  one time the main 


use was the potato beet le .  They used tons of i t  f o r  


t h a t  but then they got DDT and other things t h a t  were 


more effect ive ,  cheaper too, I imagine. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


You were not i n  the  Department, of course, a t  the  titme 


t h a t  calcium arsenate w a s  used so heavily f o r  cotton. 


They continued t o  use that, I suppose, a l l  the way through 


the 19301s? 


Mr. Cromartie : 


Until  '45. I sampled carload a f t e r  carload of calcium 


arsenate. And you wouldn't f ind  one v io la t ion  i n  a hundred. 


Theyhad it so well standardized t h a t  there  j u s t  weren't 




any viola t ions .  Another reason i s  the l a rge r  manufacturers-- 


tne main ones t h a t  made it, you d idn ' t  ac tua l ly  have many 


manufacturers of calcium and lead arsenate--would take 


the calcium and lead arsenate and mix i t  up i n t o  d i f f e ren t  


percentages, you know, blend it, they'd use anywhere 


from maybe one per cent t o  ten per cent,  I guess. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


And most of t h a t  was i n  dust form. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I n  dust  form. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I noticed a l so  i n  my research t h a t  there  w a s  some contro-


versy i n  the 1920's about the advantages of dust  over 


spray and spraying equipment then became avai lable  f o r  


l i qu id  applicat ions of ce r t a in  products. Was t h i s  a 


continuing controversy? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


I don ' t  remember its ever being controversial ,  t h a t  is, 


t o  my knowledge. Of course, a t  t h a t  t i n e  they hadn't 


developed the spray equipment l i k e  they have now. 
 I 

don' t  know whether they even dust down here now. I think 

i t ' s  mostly spray material .  I know i n  the cotton areas  

where they have la rge  acreage they can dust .  For the 



small crops, very few of them do it t o  my knowledge. Of 


course, you know you had your a i rp l ane -dus t e r  of beans, 


peanuts, cot ton,  corn, anything e l se ,  and 11;w a s  so much 


cheaper. To what extent  dusting i s  used now . . . I 

imagine i t ' s  l imi ted  t o  c e r t a i n  crops and l a rge  acreage. 


A t  l e a s t  I would th ink from a layman's viewpoint. A l l  


these  orchards i n  the  South, peaches, c i t r u s ,  e t c .  as 


far as I know there  it i s  mostly spray equipment. You can 


do it so  much f a s t e r  and you can have b e t t e r  control .  I f  


t h e  wind's blowing, you c a n ' t  do much dusting. I guess 


you can g e t  b e t t e r  coverage with your sprays anyway. 


You take even your small gardeners, 90 per  cent  of them--


I guess more than that--they use a spray; they won't dust .  


M r s .  Whitaker: 


During t h e  1930's when you were inspect ing r a the r  than 


a c t i n g  as a n  administrator,  were those sprays general ly 


so ld  i n  a concentrated form and then d i l u t ed  by t h e  con-


sumer? 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That ' s  cor rec t .  The ob jec t  was why pay f r e i g h t  on water. 


And of course they st i l l  do f o r  t h a t  matter.  


M r s .  Whitaker : 


That l e f t  it up t o  an uninformed opera tor  t o  make t h e  


d i l u t i on .  Was there  a problem with g e t t i n g  t h e  righa 


concentrat ion on the  crops? 




Mr. Cromartie : 


I f  they d i d n ' t  follow the di rect ions .  There was one case 


where they would have excessive residues a f t e r  '45even. 


I f  they d i d n ' t  follow directions,  they'd use too much. 


Consequently they wound up with residues i n  excess of 


the  tolerance on many of the crops and it w a s  jus t  simply 


misuse. I f  they sprayed o r  dusted according t o  di rect ions  


f o r  use, the tolerances should not have exceeded t h a t  s e t  


by Food and Drug. They d idn ' t  always do tha t .  


Mrs. Whitaker : 


A s  a kind of overview of the whole program, looking back 


from 1966, do you think t h a t  ac tua l ly  the  Insec t ic ide  


Division accomplished as  much as you were able to, given 


the Act t h a t  you had t o  work with and the  appropriations 


t h a t  you had t o  work with? 


M r .  Cromartie: 


I wauld say it did. I ' d  say t h a t  they covered more than 


they could have been expected t o  because 99 per cent  of 


them were conscientious workers and they did the  best  


they could. 


M r s .  Whitaker : 


Is there  any aspect of it t h a t  you might have done d i f -  


f e r en t ly  o r  might have recommended t h a t  it be done d i f -  


ferent ly?  I know t h i s  is Monday morning quarterbacking, 




hindsight ,  but was there  any aspect  of i t  t h a t  you might 


have handled d i f f e r en t ly?  


M r .  Cromartie: 


I r e a l l y  c a n ' t  th ink of anything t h a t  I would have handled 


d i f f e r en t ly .  The way t h e  conditions were and what you had 


t o  work with, I don ' t  know how they could have done it 


b e t t e r ,  r e a l l y .  The f a c t  is,  I th ink  the  In sec t i c ide  


Division, i f  they had any way of  proving i t ,  operated 


as e f f i c i e n t l y  and productively wi th  what we had t o  work 


with as any government agency. When you consider  t h e  


number of people.they had and the  amount of money they 


had t o  work with and you go back t o  t h e  annual repor t s  


on what they accomplished, I don ' t  s ee  how they could 


have done any d i f f e r en t .  1 don ' t  see  how they dLd a s  


wel l  as they did. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I'm inc l ined  t o  agree with you from what I have read 


t o  date.  One of the  c r i t i c i sms  leveled  aga ins t  the  depart-  


ment--you know them b e t t e r  than I do probably--was Chat 


t h e r e  w a s  too  much cooperation between indust ry  and govern- 


ment i n  the  years a f t e r  1945, perhaps t o  the  presen% time. 


Do you th ink t h a t  indust ry  ac tua l l y  was a hindrance t o  


you o r  do you th ink t h a t  . . . 


M r .  Oromartie : 


No. I th ink industry helped a l o t  because they cooperated 




and, as we said yesterday, the associa t ions  vranted t o  c ~ n p l ~ ~ .  


They wanted standard products on the  market. You w i l l  


f i n d  these  overnight manufacturers everywhere. You have 


it i n  anything f o r  t h a t  matter.  A l l  t he  time I was i n  


Washington t o  my knowledge we couldn ' t  have had any kick 


on the type of cooperation t h a t  indust ry  gave us. O f  


course, we worked with t h e  Associations. Tine manufacturers 


would cooperate when we got.:out i n  the f i e l d .  I don ' t  


know how it could have been any be t te r .  


Mrs. Whitaker: 


Then the  pressure from the  environmentalist  groups cane 


a t  a period a f t e r  you l e f t .  


M r .  Cromartie: 


Af te r  I l e f t ,  thank goodness. Of course, it had s t a r t e d  


two o r  th ree  years  before, a couple of years  maybe, when 


Ribicoff . . . you know h i s  inves t iga t ion .  They omly 


had two up u n t i l  t h e  time I r e t i r ed ,  t h e  one Ribicoff 


in i tLa ted  and then t h e  o ther  one from the  Department 


i t s e l f .  O f  course, t h a t  resu l ted  from complaints from 


e i t h e r  t h e  environmentalists o r  congressmen, the  p o l i t i c a l  


ends of it. When an agency inves t iga tes  i t s e l f  they 


a r e n ' t  going out ,  you know, and pick out  every l i t t l e  


d e t a i l .  A s  far as I know, the  Insec t ic ide  Division never 


did come up on the  bad s ide .  




Hrs. Whitaker: 


Can you th ink  of any products t h a t  might have been reg i s -  


t e r ed  on which t he re  w a s  reservat ion within the  Department, 


t h a t  you had perhaps not the  s c i e n t i f i c  resources ava i lab le  


t o  you ib s top  r e g i s t r a t i o n  of  any products? D i d  you 


yourself personally ever  f e e l  t h a t  any product should 


not  have been regis tered?  


M r .  Cromartie : 


No. They were very ca re fu l  i n  those days. O f  course 


they found l a t e r  t h a t  they had reg i s te red  products Tor 


c e r t a i n  uses they shouldn' t  have but they d i d n ' t  know a t  


t h e  time. They had t o  work on t h e  da ta  t h a t  w a s  ava i lab le  


and on knowledge of the  uses. There wasn't any way you 


could cor rec t  t h a t .  I n  o ther  words, time. Many products 


on the  market used years and years  ago a r e  not  i n  use any 


more. You take back i n  t h e  o l d  days, turpent ine  and ca s to r  


o i l  used t o  be a general  family remedy. I don ' t  th ink  


they ever  use turpent ine  any more f o r  medicinal purposes. 


They l ea rn  by experience. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


Some of the  c r i t i c i s m  then would not  be j u s t i f i e d  slmply 


because you did not  have ava i lab le  t o  you . . . 


M r .  Cromartie : 


There w a s  nothing you could do about it.  Of course you'd 




s t o p  the  use of these  chemicals l i k e  they have DDT. They 

c a n ' t  s t o p  them a l l .  Aspirin you know has k i l l e d  more 

people than insec t ic ides .  You j u s t  c a n ' t  say t h i s  o r  t h a t  

should o r  shouldn' t  be used. 

Mrs. Whitaker: 

Were you ever  personally ca l l ed  upon by any congressmen 

o r  representa t ive  of any of the  environmental groups o r  

eco log is t s  t h a t  you can r e c a l l  during your last  years 

t he re?  D i d  they ever  come t o  the  agency and t a l k  with 

you o r  D r .  G r i f f i n  o r  D r .  Reed about perhaps amending 

t h e  Act as it stood? 

M r .  Cromartle : 

Not a t  t h a t  time. I don' t  remember any. The only dealings 

we would have with t h e  congressmen would be where some 

of t h e i r  const i tuents  complained and then t h e  congressman 

would want t o  hear both s ides  of it. They had t o  s aa i s fy  

t h e  const i tuents  too s o  we had t o  s a t i s f y  t h e  congressmen. 

We d i d n ' t  have too much of t ha t .  It was p r e t t y  wel l  c u t  

and dried.  The only experience I would have had, anyway, 

would have been t h e  enforcement end of it and of course, 

we had t h a t  a l l  the  time. The congressmen never gave 

us any problem on t h e  enforcement end of i t .  I had t o  

go up and t a l k  t o  one o r  two congressmen about some of 

i t  but once they s a w  what the s i t u a t i o n  w a s  the re  wasn't  

much they could do about it.  They passed the  law, we 



d i d n ' t .  The experience t h a t  we had during t h e  time t h a t  


I w a s  there  was very reasonable. They weren' t t ry ing  t o  


put pressure on you not t o  prosecute t h i s  man o r  don ' t  


s e i z e  anything l i k e  t h a t .  I f  h i s  cons t i tuen t  ca l l ed  him 


o r  wanted him t o  do something, they had t o  do the bes t  


they cauld. The whole time t h a t  I was the re  up u n t i l  


t h e  very end things were working very smoothly. O f  course 


they got  more colnplex and a re  s t i l l  ge t t i ng  more so, I 


guess. Outside of t h e  pressure from the  work and the  


l im i t a t i ons  you had on personnel and funds, things were 


very smooth. I f  I had t o  do it over again, t he re  a r e  


very few things t h a t  I think of t h a t  I ' d  do d i f f e r en t ly .  


The f a c t  is ,  I c a n ' t  th ink  of any. O f  course, I made 


p lenty  of mistakes. 


Mrs. Whitaker: 


I ' m  sure  you could not  have made very many t o  have aome 


through with as f i n e  a record as you have. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


That I s  questionable too. 


Mrs. Whitaker : 


I c a n ' t  th ink of any more questions now. I ' m  sure  1 w i l l  


have some when I reach home. 


M r .  Cromartie : 


If you do, j u s t  wr i te  them down i n  longhand and send them 




down and I'll t r y  t o  answer them. 
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