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PREFACE

Tick problems are apparently increasing in many areas of
the world due to intense management of certain wild and
domestic animals, as well as human development of previously
wild areas. Direct effects of tick bites (annoyance) are
compounded by disease transmission in many geographic areas.
Besides Acquired Immunodeficiency Syndrome (AIDS), Lyme
disease is now the most important "new" disease facing us
today. Tick specialists, which sometimes have been considered
curiosities or eccentrics, are back in the Limelight (or
should I say "Lymelight"). As for the future, the status of
ticks and tickborne disease at best looks unchanged and likely
will increase in importance as tick/human contact increases.
This report was written in an effort to minimize the effects
of ticks and tickborne diseases on military personnel by
providing information on the species present in an area, notes
on their biology, guidance for control strategies, and
descriptions of tickborne diseases.

Many individuals have been instrumental in the preparation
of this report. I received encouragement and helpful advice
from Lt Ccol D. Pinkovsky, Capt T. L. Carpenter, Dr Chad P.
McHugh, Col William H. Wolfe, and Col Alan H. Mumm, all of the
U.S. Air Force School of Aerospace Medicine (USAFSAM),
Epidemiology Division. Steve Bloemer, Tennessee Valley
Authority (TVA) Land Between the Lakes, Kentucky; Dr Fivaz,
Rhodes University, Grahamstown, South Africa, and Dr
Mumcuoglu, Hebrew University, Israel, provided a few key
specimens or photographs. Mr Ray Blancarte, USAFSAM/TSY,
prepared the tick drawings, and Mr Al Young (also from
USAFSAM/TSY) designed the cover. Ms Janina D. Casias and
Patricia C. Miller, USAFSAM/EKEN, typed numerous versions of
the manuscript. The section, "Definition of Terms Used for
Diagnostic Characters,” and Figures 70 and 71 were taken from
the United States Department of Agriculture (USDA) publication
by Strickland et al. (1976).

Capt Goddard's current address is: Bureau of Environmental
Health, Mississippi State Department of Health, P.O. Box 1700,
Jackson, MS 39215.

iii

Py Ta




Page

Chapter 5 BIOLOGY, DISTRIBUTION, AND MEDICAL IMPORTANCE OF

COMMON TICKS AFFECTING MILITARY OPERATIONB8.........55
Ornithodoros CoOriaceUS..c.enreeeoceces B 1
Ornithodoros hermsi.cccecesvecsccane D 1]
Ornithodoros MOUbataA.eceesteesececesssssssacsanses D9
Ornithodoros rYuUdiS..eeeeecesesescsvsscscccssonsseesbl
Ornithodoros £2laj . ceceereresecsscscsscscscsccsesssbh
Ornithodoros tUricata..eeceersececsecscsscecscscccesssb?
Amblyomma ameriCanUm..ccceeesessccccossssasconssecsell
Amblyomma CajeNNeNnSe..ccvsveecessvsoscsaccasassesssssll
Amblyomma hebraeUmM..ccceerecscsocccscsssscssoacsesald
Haemaphysalis CONCINN@..ccseessvoesosascssnasdonsassl8
Haemaphysalis leachiccceeeeeessoensancosssasessasess80

Haemaphysalis sSpinidgera....cccevececesccccsseseness83
Hyalomma 2SiaticumM.seeceevssvecsesssessenssssoasesas85

Hyalomma 2natoliCUm.eeecvecsccssecsvsassassesseaases86
Hyalomma marginatum..eccoeeceeccecsvesoscosoossasnsasd0
Dermacentor andersONi.c.cececececcccscescoccosoncsessd2
Dermacentor MmardinatlUS..cceeeeecccesorsoccsssvssesesdS
Dermacentor nuttalli...ceecececeesccecocencoosneesesd?
Dermacentor occidentaliS..ceeeereeeeesooececsaceeessad9
Dermacentor SilVarlUM.e..cecesecececcacccesosccssesal00
Dermacentor variabiliS....ceeecrecescocsccsoncecsssl04d
Ixodes dammiNicescseesecocsossrscaasosvasssocsssssseesl0f
Ixodes HOlOCYCIUS. v eveescssrsrsarscssosnosssssssessl0D
Ixodes PACIFICUS . ceeesesencsoncvsncnssnanenssesesslll
Ixodes persulcatuUS..ceerieeccscscrsvsvesssecesenenssall3
Ix0desS riCinUS.eeeeeeeseeeeesosanoencosoaonanses ...116
Ixodes sCAPUlATYiS.seeterevocaseesnaseracseesonasssllB
Rhipicephalus appendiculatuUS.....coveeeeeses eseesel20
Rhipicephalus sangquineus....ceeeeee.. teeseenene ..+123
Definition of Terms Used in Identifications.......125
ReferenCeS. . ceesceesasacerssssccsssososasassnsssseel3l

Appendix 8PECIMEN PHOTOGRAPHS......cecvevocnncecccveseseassl35

Fig.
No.

NoewN

LIST OF FIGURES

Comparison of Number of Tick Bites Received by Volant

Scorpion Students Versus Those Students Who Considered

the Problem to be Extremely Bad.......cooeeveeennnnnreccansnsd
Female and Male Hard TicKS...eeesieesnccoccsanse B K |
Comparison of Soft and Hard TicKS.....civevernescsseoncasesld
Motile Life Stages of Hard Ticks and Soft Ticks............15
Deer Heavily Infested with Lone Star TickS.....cevceeeevss.18
Drag Cloth Method of Tick Collecting.....cievieeencencasssa2d
Dry Ice Trapping £Or TiCKS....veervecoercsssosocossrssnsensslB

vi




yawe,

Chapter 1

Chapter 2

Chapter 3

Chapter 4

\mgl. .}»'.-Ej | Distribution/

e —————————

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
HISTORICAL ACCCUNTS OF TICKS AFFECTING MILITARY

PERBONNEL. :.¢2¢ cocecscesscessscososcasssocsscscsccscsscsscl
Camp Bullis Tick InfestatioN...eececescosnecassevoeee?
Little Rock AFB Tick InfestatioNeeecesevececccocosesel
RefeYeNCES.eeeeceresacrcasssserssasccssasassonssssseeell

BASIC TICK BIOLOGY AND ECOLOGY. :cccevsevoccoscccasssll
REfOIeNCeS et cteteessassossssssssssessssosessssscsnsevsl?

MANAGCEMENT OF TICK PROBLEMS ON MILITARY DEPLOYMENTS.21
Education ProgramS....ceeescessccscnccscsnscncsssesesl
Host Management..cceeeesccecseesocossccsssccsncncecesl
Vegetation Management...c.covvveernrnreconnvocsenesa2?
Training Site Selection.....cvcvevevieseeencnerenase24
Area Control...ivieeeieseeseeccessvtcsssccscsnnnoesslb
Aerial SpPraY:.cosescccccrsescccssvsonsssrsoncesnsvacseslB
Othar Methods of Tick CONtYol...ceeeeecoecencceanese?
Personal Protection.e..cieceeeeesccececosccecsoonasess28
Tick ReMOVAl.eseoveoorcorosescansosacscocnoasossscess30
L8 3 =Y 3 Lo =Y P 3

MAJOR HUMAN TICKBORNE DIBSEASES. ..veeceesscscesnssesel3d
Lyme DiSeas@..iieerescvececsoesesccassssasscasssnnealb
Rocky Mountain Spotted Fever......cceeeeeceesscasess38
Boutonneuse Fever....cceesessesssosssssecnacssscssaeedl
Siberian TicCK TYPhUS..eeveerrerescccscsccsarssasseessdl
TUlArelid.eeeceeeesssvonssosacasorsosansssossssnonosssedl
C010rado TiCKk FeVEeX..icvsseessosesscsscasssssassaasssd2
Tickborne Relapsing Fever....vveeeesseesccscassessesd3
Tickborne EncephalitiS..csceeeeerseenrerecnasonoaessdd
Crimean—~Congo HemorrhagiC Fever.......ceeeveesseeessdb
Kyasanur Forest Dise€ase.....veievececcssoscccsssoacsadh
American BabesioSiS..eceteecioirccsssrnsccncarsesessesdb
Tick PAralySiS.eieeesscscrsserecrssossossossccnnsssasd?
Human Ehrlichiosis...ieiereeceerrenceocencnssccsesssd8

DiscussSion.eeeeesiceccnecanns ‘A ey A9
(]]
REFETENCES. » o ovvvnrrnrnrnnn. oaCCESSE6n For, .

NTIS GRAs&I
DTIC TaB
Unannouncegd

Justification________‘_
Y —
By.

L Availability Codeg

‘_M~—_
Avail and/op i
Dist | Specia)

il




A e e

10
11
12

13

15
le6
17

19
20

21
22

23
24

27
28
29
30
31
32
33
34

36
37
38

40
41
42

43
44

46
47
48

49

Page
"Paping up" with Masking Tape for Tick Protection..........29
Recommended Method for Tick Removal.....ceseveosovocseesoss3l
Reported Cases of Lyme Disease in the U.S., 1980-88........38
Reported Cases of RMSF in the U.S., 1960-86....000c0cvessss39
Laxva (a), Foreleg (b), and Adult (c} of Ornithodoros
COYi1aACEUS .t eeosrsessseoscssscssseessnasscsosccsssssessnsacessdU
Geographic Distribution of Ornithodoros goriaceus..........57
Larva (a), Foreleg (b), and Adult (c) of Qrnithodoros
REYMS e ieeeeeeereesssssssssssscososssssosassscsssssscccceedd
Geographic Distribution of Ornithodoros hefmsi...cevievee..60
Dorsal (a) and Ventral (b) View of Ornithodoros moubata....61
Geographic Distribution of Ornithodoros moubata.....eeee...62
Larva (a), Foreleg (b), and Adult (c) of Ornithodoros
TUQIS.iuuuvenncocoossosseaeassosssesssssssssasssssccssocesssb3
Geographic Distribution of Ornithodoros rudisS..esecvecesesc64
Larva (a), Foreleg (b), and Adult (c) of Ornithodores
o= - Uy 1 B 11
Geograpnic Distribution of Orniuhodoros talaje..ccveseseess.66
Larva (a), Foreleg (b), and Adult (c) of Ornithodoros
3 s Ko | oF- AP -1
Geographic Distribution of Ornithodoros turicata......c....69
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Amblyomma amMeriCanUM....c.eeeessesscccesss?ld
Geographic Distribution of ZAmblyomma americanum.....cceeeee72
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Amblvomma CajeNNeNSe...evscevercscscssosses?3
Geographic Distribution of Amblyomma cajennense............74
Adult Female (a) and Male (b) Amblyomma hebraeum...........76
Geographic Distribution of Amblyomma hebraeum.......... e
Female (a) and Male (b) Haemaphysalis concinna@...esecsees..78
Geographic Distribution of Haemaphysalis concinna..........79
Female (a) and Male (b) Haemaphysalis leachi....ceesvevsse.,81
Geographic Distribution of Haemaphysalis leachi............82
Female (a) and Male (b) Haemaphysalis spinigera............83
Geographic Distribution of Haemaphysalis spinigera.........84
Female (a) and Male (b) Hyalomma asiaticum.......ccec000...86
Geographic Distribution of Hyalomma asjiaticum......cce00...87
Female (a) and Male (b) Hyalomma anatolicum......cvee.0e-...88
Geographic Distribution of Hyalomma anatolicum.............89
Female and Male Hyalomna marginatum.....eceeeeseeeeses —1
Geographic Distribution of Hyalomma marginatum....-........91
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Dermacentor andersoNi...-c.ceecesscscassess93
Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor andersoni...........94
Female (a) and Male (b) Dermacentor marginatusS........c....95
Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor marginatus..........96
Female (a) and Male (b) Dermacentor nuttalli.....eocceeees..97
Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor nuttalli............98
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Dermacentcy occidentalis......ceeveeeeee..100
Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor occidentalis.......101

vii

e e ot A TN e Nn AWt o A m m m s n wn wwes o




50
51
52

53
54

55
56
57

Page
Female (a) and Male (b) Dermacentor silvarumM.....cc.o.oe...102

Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor silvarum...........103
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of

Capitulum (d) of Dermacentor variabilis....ccceeeevseecees..104
Geographic Distribution of Dermacentor variabilig.........105
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of

Capitulum (d) of Ixodes dammini...eeeceeeeosceccscscecosssal07
Geographic Distribution of Ixodes dammini...eccceeeeecsseecl08
Female (a) and Male (b) Ixodes holocyClUS...ssveeseees +0.109
Geographic Distribution of Ixodes holocycluS.....eeees «..110
Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View _f

Capitulum (d) of Ixodes pacifiCuS..seseesecssssssasssesesaslll

59 Geographic Distribution of Ixodes pacificusS..cceeeeseesessll2
60 Female (a) and Male (b) Ixodes persulcatiUS...veceeesecscssec1ld
61 Geographic Distribution of Ixodes bersulcatiS.....ccees0..115
62 TFemale (a) and Male (b) Ixodes ricinUS.....eceevesesesssss116
63 Geographic Distribution of Ixodes ricinusS.....cceeeseeese01l7
64 Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Ixodes scapulariS.......eeceese0e0eeeses.118
65 Geographic Distribution of Ixodes scapulariS....ccceeeee..119
66 Female (a) and Male (b) Rhipicephalus appendiculatus......121
67 Geographic Distribution of Rhipicephalus appendiculatus...122
68 Adult Female (a), Male (b), Nymph (c), and Dorsal View of
Capitulum (d) of Rhipicephalus sangquineusS.....cc.coeeeeees+123
69 Geographic Distribution of Rhipicephalus sanguineus.......124
7@ Diagnostic Characters of Soft TiCKkS...ccceveerceneoevossssl29
71 Diagnostic Characters of Hard TiCKS...veeeeetsvsocoeoesss 130
LIST OF TABLES
Table
No.
1 Questionnaire Administered to Volant Scorpion Trainees,
Mar"'Aug 1988..ooooo.'00..'00Oo'.0O'0...l....oooo......'ocooos
2 Tick Bite Survey Results, Little Rock AFB, Arkansas,
Mar-Aug 19880.-...0...0-oo-oooooooo--oooo...oo.osoooooooooccs
3 Rating of the Severity of Tick Infestation and the Number

of Attached Ticks Reported by Students at Volant Scorpion,
Class 88-5 through 88-13 (11 Mar 88 = 19 ZUuY 88).cevcerssersd

viii

LIRS il ARt Wi

pou




o e ——

B A

TICK8 AND TICKBORNE DISEASES AFFECTING MILITZRY PERSONNEL
CHAPTER 1
HISTORICAL ACCOUNTS OF TICKS AFFECTING MILITARY OPERATIONS

Documented cases of ticks and tickborne diseases affecting
military personnel are scarce. However, military personnel
throughout history have probably been afflicted by various
tickborne diseases such as boutonneuse fever, relapsing fever,
tickborne encephalitis, Siberian tick typhus, and others. An
epizootic of tropical canine pancytopenia (TCP) affected
military working dogs (MWD) in Southeast Asia during the
1960s, with at least 160 MWD killed by the disease (Walker et
al., 1970!. Outbreaks of TCP were associated with severe dog
tick infestations and prevalence of the disease decreased or
disappeared in some kennels after rigid tick control measures
were enforced (Mac Vean, 1968). .Other undocumented cases of
tick problems have likely occurrasd. The lack of documentation
of tick problems may be due to the fact that infestations are
usually geographically localized with small areas being
extreuely infested and other great expanses being virtually
tick free. However, in a problem tick area, ticks can be so
severe that outdoor activity is almost unbearable.

Ticks generally affect military operations in two ways:
(1) directly, by tick bite and the accompanying psychological
stress, and (2) indirectly, by disease transmission. Various
bacteria, rickettsiae, viruses, and protozoans are transmitted
to people via tick bites (see Chapter 4). Relatively few
ticks may be in an area with disease transmission occurring,
or millions of ticks may be in an area with little or no
disease transmission occurring. Either way is bad enough by
itself. However, when both conditions occur simultaneously
(e.g., numerous +ticks and high probability of disease
transmission), military operations may be severely limited by
incapacitating disease among some personnel as well as other
troops hampered from performing their duty by annoyance from
ticks.

Two military training operations {(one historical, one more
contemporary)} that have been affected by ticks and tickborne
disease are presented here. Hopefully, by careful study of
the ecological and man-madz2 conditions involved in tick
infestations, we can develop effective methodologies to deal
with them (see Chapter 3).
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Camp Bullis Tick Infestation

In tha 1940s, a mysterious discase at Camp Bullis, Texas
(neaxr San Antonio) was characterized by low white blood cell
counts, fever, and severe occipital headache in more than
1,000 soldiers who had been involved in training (Woodland et
al. 1943; Anigstein and Anigstein, 1975). The disease,
subsequently named Bullis fever, was shown to have a
rickettsial etiology (Anigstein and Bader, 1943; Livesay and
Pollard, 1943) transmitted by ticks or chiggers. Since
Amblyomma americanum was extremely abundant in the area, it
was strongly suspected to be the vector (Brennan, 1945).
Pollard et al. (1%46) isolated what they believed to be the
causative agent from field ccught A. americanum and showed
that both the tick strain and the Luman strain (from blood of
an infected patient) induced a typical Bullis fever syndrome
in inoculated susceptible individuals. Further, cross
immunity was demonstrated indicating that the two strains were
identical. The exact nature of the Bullis fever rickettsia
was not determined, but isolates rfrem infected patients were
unrelated serologically to either Recky Mountain Spotted Fever
(RMSF) or Q fever {Livesay and Pollard, 1944). Although no
cases of Bullis fever have been repori:ed since the late 1940s,
Anigstein and Anigstein (1975) suggested that the Bullis fever
agent be named Rickettsia texiana based on retrospective
analysis c¢f the data. The author has proposed that Bullis
fever and the recently descri»ed human ehrlichiosis (see
Chapter 4) may be the same diseaiie (Goddurd, 1988).

Amblvomma americanum (the 1ln.e star tick), the suspected
vector in the Bullis fever cases, is a 3-host woodiand species
that is one of the most annoying and economically important
ticks in the United States (U.S.) because of its aggressive
and mostly nonspecific feeding habits and high population
densities.

The lone star tick has unusually long mouthparts, thus
producing painful bites. 1In several cases among the troops at
Camp Bullis, scars (scme of them still unhealed lesions) were
observed for as long as < years following removal of the tick
(Brennan, 1945). First stage lone star ticks (often call :d
larvae or seed ticks) are smaller than the head of a pin and
occur by the thousands in infested areas during late summer.
Often, it is these seed ticks that cause the most annoyance
because they escape detection and usually get on people in
high numbers.

The tick infestation was so intense at Camp Bullis in the
1940s that it prompted Dr J.M. Brennan, a prominent mnmedical
entomologist at the time, to maks this assessment of the
problem: "There is no record in literature of a greater




concentration of the lone star tick elsewhere in the United
States than at Camp Bullis." Some examples of the extreme
tick infestation noted by Brennan, 1945 are: (1) an Army
officer stated that on one occasion 294 ticks were detached
from an enlisted man, (2) $10 adult ticks were removed from
the head of a deer, (3) 1,160 nymphal ticks were removed from
another deer head, (4) a gray fox was infested with 3,064
ticks, anu (5) on July 24, 1943, 4 men collected 4,086 adult
lone star ticks beneath a small juniper tree (can you imagine
taking & 10-min nap under that tree!).

Later, on 13 June 1951, members of the 4th Army Area
Medical Laboratory removed 2,951 larvae, 50 nymphs, and 79
adults from a jack rabbit shot on the Bullis reservation.
Also in early July 1951, members of a preventive medicine
survey unit at Camp Bullis removed 1,150 ticks from a soldier
who had sat in a tick-infested thicket for 2 h (Webb, 1952).

All of these examples illustrate the severity of the tick
problem at Camp Bullis in the 1940s-1950s. Fortunately, the
tick infestation there now is not as bad. This decrease is
probably due to the arrival of the imported fire ant,
Solenopsis invicta, in the area. Some studies have shown a
marked decrease in tick populations in areas recently infested
by fire ants. This decrease is due to fire ants feeding on
tick eggs and larvae. However, you xave to ask yourself,
"Which is worse, fire ants or ticks?"

Needless to say, in an area infested with ticks to the
degree that Camp Bullis was in the 1940s (regardless of the
disease transmission potential), troops are not going to be
able to execute their military duties at an optimal 1level.
There 1is probably some tolerance threshold (see Chapter 3)
beyond which duty performance is significantly affected and
thus drastic tcick control measures are warranted, and the
author thiinks everyone would agree that 1,150 ticks on one
soldier is above that tolerance threshold.

Little Rock AFB Tick Infestation

An ondoing tick infestation affecting military training is
in the Volant Scorpion training area at Little Rock Air Force
Base {»FB), Arkansas, Members of the United States Air Force
(USAF) Military Airlift command's 1314th Ground Combat Readi-
ness Evaluation Squadron, also known as Volant Scorpion, train
and evaluate security police forces in maintaining the
security of tactical airfields during time of war. Volant
Scorpion consists of a cadre of approximately 50 personnel,
and trains about 2,000 troops each year. The 2-week course,
offered year-round, is conducted on 1,100 acres on the east




side of Little Rock 2FB and over 25,000 acres at nearby Camp
Robinson (an Arkansas National Guard Installation).

Little Rock AFB has a history of 1lone star tick
infestation, but since 1987 the problem Las been especially
intense (Goddard, 1987). In a survey of 13 sites on Little
Rock AFB and Camp Robinson, tick counts at some sites were as
high as 24,000 ticks collected per drag cloth hour (Goddard,
1987); and deer sampled had as many as 2,550 ticks per ear
(Goddars et al. 1988). Accordingly, Volant Scorpion personnel
sometimes acguire numerous tick bites during exercises.
Because of their extensive sneaking and crawling through
brushy areas, personnel playing the aggressors are especially
attacked by ticks.

The interest in the tick problem at Little Rock AFB was
heightened when three clinical cases of ehrlichiosis (see
Chapter 4 for a discussion of the disease) were identified in

1988. In a subsequent serological screening of the Volant
Scorpion cadre, three other persons were found to have
elevated antibody titers to Ehrlichia canis. In addition,

10/12 MWDs on temporary duty (TDY) to the Volant Scorpion
training course tested positive for E. canis in early 1988
after completion of training. All the dogs had tested
negative for ehrlichiosis in recent tests at their home bases.
As of this writing, USAFSAM Epidemiology Division personnel
were conducting apn epidemiological investigation of this
problen.

Goddard and McHugh (1989) conducted a study in the Volant
Scorpion squadron at Id*tlie Rock AFB to assess the impact of
the tick infestation on prrformance of military duties. The
study involved a questicnnaire (Table 1) completed by Volant
Scorpion participants upon completion of training. Students
were asked to estimate the number of attached ticks they found

as an objective measure of the tick problem. Two questions
(Nos. 3 and 5) required a more subjective assessment of the
tick problem. Information was alsc requested on personal

protective measures used by students and on the medical pests
encountered.
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TABLE 1. QUESTIONNAIRE ADMINISTERED TO VOLANT SCORPION TRAINEES,

MAR-AUG 1988.

1.

What wasi your course number and dates attended?

What was the most bothersome pest you encountered during this
training?
A) Mosquitoes

B) Ticks
C) Chiggers
D) Snakes

E) No pests were encountered

How would you rank the tick problem in the training area?
A) Slight

B) Moderate

C}) Bad

D) Extremely bad

E) Non existent

Approximately how many ticks attached to you during your
training?

A) <10

B) 10~24
C) 25-49
D) 50-99
E) >100

How significant was t-e effect of ticks and tick bites on
the execution of your duties during this training?

A) Insignificant

B) Significant

C) Very Significant (they greatly interfered with my duties)
D) Not Applicable - no ticks seen

Which of the following personal protection techniques did
you use to protect against tick bites? (Answer all that apply.)
A) Bloused fatigues
B) Used diethyl-toluamide (DEET) repellent (Army
green standard issue)
C) Permanone repellent
D) Other repellents
E) None
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The questionnaire was intentiorally short because troops
at the end of training are tired and generally unwilling to
conplete paperwork of any kind. The questionnaire was given
to 9 classes from mid-March to mid-August 1988 (roughly one
tick season). Completed questionnaires were returned to the
USAFSAM Epidemiology Division at Brooks AFB, Texas, and
responses were analyzed using Statistical Analysis System
(SAS) software.

Class size ranged from 44 to 370 students. Classes were
composed almost exclusively of males; females only
infrequently attended the Volant Scorpion program. Overall
response was 73.9% (956 questionnaires from 1,293 students).
Class response ranged from 54 to 100% with the 2 largest
classes having the lowest response rates. No attempt was made
to resurvey nonresponders, and the effect of this nonresponse
on the study is not known.

With the exception of the last 2 classes, 35-50% of each
class reported that ticks were the worst pest encountered
during Volant Scorpion training (Table 2). In those 2
classes, the most common response for worst pest encountered
was "chiggers"; however, larval lone star ticks (which peak in
numbers during ithose months) are extremely small and may
easily be mistaken for chiggers.

When asked to rank the severity of the tick problem, 5 of
the 9 classes had >60% of the responses indicating "bad" or

"extremely bad." Most classes in which the students ranked
the problem as "bad" or "extremely bad" were conducted from
April to June. This response is not unusual as ticks are

seasonal pests and most adult lone star tick feeding occurs in
the spring and early summer. There was a class in the spring
(28 Apr-11 May) in which both tick numbers and the severity of
the tick problem were reported as low. Weather data revealed
no unusually cool or wet weather during that class. Training
is accomplished at various sites on Little Rock AFB and Camp
Robinson and is not conducted at the same locations for all
classes. Whether training during that class was conducted in
an area(s) with fewer ticks (such as open meadows, on tc) of
high hills, in recently burned areas, etc.) is unknown.

In 6 of the 9 classes, approximately 40% or more students
received >10 ticks during training. Class 88-10 (May 30-June
12) had 65% of respondents reporting at least 10 tick bites.
Ten people, mostly in the first 4 classes, reported >»100 ticks
attached to them during the 2-week training period.

There was a direct relationship between nunber of tick
bites received and the perceived severity of the tick problem,




suggesting that despite some personal sgqueamishness about
ticks, the respondents were able to remain fairly objective in

their assessment of the tick problem. Table 3 shows a
breakdown of data comparing the rating of the tick infestation
vs. the number of tick bites rectived. When the ranking

"extremely bad" is pilotted against the number of tick bites, a
clearer pattern of the perception of the tick problem can be
observed (Fig. 1). Of those troops who received less than 10
tick bites, only 6.5% felt this representad an extremely bad
problem. When 10-24, 25~49, or 50-100 tick bites were
received, the percentage who rated the problem as extremely
bad increased to 25.5, 44.0, and 69.6%, respectively.

80 -
70~
60 —
50—
40 —
30—

20 -

10

% RANKING T!CK PROBLEM AS EXTREMELY BAD

<10 10-24  25-49  50-99  >100

NUMBER OF TICK BITES REPORTED

Figure 1. Comparison of number of tick bites received by Volant
Scorpion students vs. those students who considered
the problem to be extremely bad.
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TABLE 3. RATING OF THE SEVERITY OF TICK INFESTATION AND THE NUMBER OF

ATTACHED TICKS REPORTED BY STUDENTS AT VOLANT SCORPION,

CLASS 88-5 THROUGH 88-13 (11 MARCH 88-19 AUGUST 88).

Number and percentage of tick bites

Rating of tick

infestation <10 10-24 25-49 50-99 >100
Nonexistent (No Problem) 17(3) 0(0) 1(1) 0(0) 1(10)
Slight 183(29) 2(1) 2(3) 0(0) 1(10)
Moderate 233(37) 51(25) 11(15) 1(4) 2(20)
Bad 158(25) 102(49) 28(37) 6(26)  1(10)
Extremely bad 41(6) 53(25) 33(44) 16(70) 5(50)
Total 632 208 75 23 10




Approximately one~third of each class reported that ticks
had a significant impact on the verformance of their military
duties. Of those students receiving >50 ticks during
training, 66% (21/32) felt that ticks had a significant impact
on their duty performance. On the other hand, 20.7% (130/629)
of students who reported <10 ticks also considered tick
effects significant. Although only 6.5% felt that less than
10 ticks was an extremely bad tick problem, one-fifth of the
class felt this level of tick infestation significantly, or
very significantly, impacted their performance of duty. The
manner in which this interference was expressed was not
determinzed, but likely it was the psychological distress and
preoccupation with attached ticks which distracted troops from
their duties,

The use of chemical repellents by class members was
widespread and increased as the season progressed. The use of
repellents may have been due to recommendations by the cadre
(the cadre did recommend use of Permanone repellent to the
last few classes) or feedback from previous classes reaching
incoming troops. The use of nonchemical, mostly folklore,
tick~-repellent methods was occasionally noted on question-
naires. These methods included pantyhose, flea/tick collars,
Avon Skin-so-Soft, vitamin C, and double-sided tape.

Permanone tick repellent, one c¢f the best available
repellents, has been recommended for Volant Scorpion
participants previously by USAFSAM entomologists (Goddard,
1987). A few Volant Scorpion students used this repellent (1-
10%) in classes 88~5 through 88-10, but upon the strong
recommendation of the cadre, a majority of students reported
Permanone use during the last 3 classes.

In class 88-11, which reported the highest Permanone use,
no responders reported that "ticks greatly interfered with
performance of military duties." However, there was no
significant difference (chi-square, P = .05) in the number who
reported an impact of ticks on duty performance between the 3
classes with highest Permanone use (88-11, 88-12, 88-13) and
all the other classes.

In addition, in a statistical comparison (chi-square, P
=,05) of Permanone use alone vs. no repellents, the use of
Permanone made no significant difference in actual tick
numbers acquired durirqg training. The failure to demonstrate
an effect of Permanone on tick bites was surprising and may
represent a failure of the compound, inadequate application
technique, or behaviors such as crawling through brushy areas
which may have exposed untreated areas (hands, face, hair) to
ticks. Recall bias may also have influenced the responses.
Persons who used the repellent may have been those who were

10
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the most concerned or alarmed by ticks and may have overesti-
mated how many got on them. Conversely, the troops who did
not use repellents may have been unconcerned by tick bites ani
thus underreported how many bites were received during
training.

This subjective study indicated that the heavy tick
infestation at Little Rock AFB had an adverse effect on the
training of military personnel. Over one-third of all
respondents reported a significant or very significant impact
on duty performance. Even 9 or fewer ticks were sufficient to
adversely impact one-fifth of the troops. Use of Permanone
alcne had no demonstrable effect on the number of tick bites
reported. In my opinion, failure to demonstrate effectiveness
in this case is largely due to improper application technique.
My own experience has found Permanone very effective if
properly applied. In a recent U.S. Army study (Evans, 1989),
98% protection from ticks was attained by thoroughly spraying
both front and back of battle dress uniform pants and shirt
with Permanone.

Two effects may help alleviate the impact of ticks on
military personnel: (1) proper application techniques of
repellents will help reduce the number of tick bites and the
potential for tickborne disease transmission, and (2) an
educational effort to increase troop awareness of ticks, their
biology, their role in disease transmission, and the effective
use of repellents may help personnel put the tick problem in
perspective, If the impact of tick bites is largely emotional
distress, even a modicum of information may reduce troop
aversion to ticks, reduce the psychological impact of
attachment, and allow troops to concentrate on military
duties.
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