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w RITCHEY
EAR TAG'

IN OUR
6TH YEAR

FOR CATTLE, SHEEP, SWINE, GOATS
One piece flexible ear tag with a func-
tional design so clean it eliminates the
major reasons ear tags come out.

« Made of finest materials available.

. Write on numbers brands, codes, etc., with

paint applicato
* Paint (not |nk) developed and formulated by

our company. Tested for three years. Guaran-
teed for life of tag.

¢ Installing tool — one piece stainless steel
about the size of pocket knife.

* Unbelievable stay ability.
WRITE FOR FREE SAMPLE:

RITCHEY MANUFACTURING CO.
Dept. N « Route 3 « Box 58
BRIGHTON, COLORADO 80601
Phone: (303) 659-0681
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dependables

Mucovax/IVliJcovax3*/RhfvaxP'
BOVINE VACCINES FROM PITMAN-MOORE

And for good reason. Before a new vaccine is marketed, it undergoes years
of laboratory and in-use testing. Then it is released only when it has passed critical

evaluation for purity, potency, safety and stability.

Different antigen combinations in the family of Pitman-Moore vaccines allow

you the versatility of immunizing against more than one disease with a single dose.
Pitman-Moore, a pioneer in research and development in the field of bovine
diseases, produces bovine viral antigens in a continuous cell line, homologous tissue
culture for added assurance of the exclusion of pathogenic passenger agents.

Get all the dependable bovine viral vaccines you need from one source—

your Pitman-Moore representative.
MUCOVAX* Bovine Virus Diarrhea Vaccine

MUCOVAX* 3 Bovine Rhinotracheitis-Virus
Diarrhea-Parainfluenza 3 Vaccine

RHIVAX* P Bovine Rhinotracheitis-
Parainfluenza 3 Vaccine
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PITMAN-MOORE

PITMAN-MOORE, INC., FORT WASHINGTON, PA. 19034
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