
VIET-DRY STATUS OF TEXAS COUNTIES AS OF AUGUST 31, 1972 

tlndicates sale of mLxed beverages is legal in all or part of county (59) 

*Indicates counties wholly wet (31), All others dry in part (56) 

COUNTIES IN WilleR DISTILLED SPIRITS ARE LEGAL: 146 

Anderson 
+*Aransas 

Archer 
Atascosa 

+*Austin 
+Bandera 
*Bastrop 

+*Bee 
+Bell 

+*Bexar 
+Blanco 
+Brazos 
*Brewster 
Brown 
Burleson 
Burnet 

+Calhoun 
+Cameron 
Carson 
Cass 
Castro 
Chambers 
Coleman 

+Colorado 
+*Comal 

Comanche 
Cooke 
Crane 

*Culberson 
Dallam 

+Dallas 
Denton 

tDe Witt 
Dickens 

+Dimmit 
+Donley 

+*Duval 

Eastland
 
+Eetor
 

Edwards
 
+*El Paso 

Falls 
Fannin 

+Fayette 
+*Fort Bend 

+Galveston 
Garza 

+Gillespie 
+Goliad 
Gonzales 
Gray 
Grayson 
Gregg 

+Grimes 
+Guadalupe 

Hardin 
+Harris 

Harrison 
Haskell 

+Hays 
Henderson 

+*Hidalgo 
Hill 
Howard 

+*Hudspeth 
Hunt 
Hutchinson 
Jackson 
Jasper 

+Jefferson 
Jeff Davis 

+*Jim Rogg 
tJim Wells 
Karnes 

Kaufman 
t*Kendall 

Kenedy 
Kerr 
King 

t*Kinney 
Lamar
 

tLa Salle
 
tLavaca
 

Lee 
Live Oak 
Llano 

+*Loving 
+Lubbock 
Marion 

+Matagorda 
+Maverick 
McCulloch 

tMcLennan 
McMullen 

+Medina 
Menard 

tMidland
 
Milam
 
Mills
 

+Montgomery 
*Moore 
Nacogdoches 
Newton 

tNueces 
Orange 
Palo Pinto 
Pecos 
Polk 

+Potter 
+*Presidio 

Rains 

*Reagan 
Reeves 
Refugio 
Rurmels 
San Jacinto 

+San Patricio 
San Saba 

*Schleicher 
Shelby 

+*Starr 
Stonewall 

+*Sutton 
+Tarrant
 

Taylor
 
*Terrell
 
Tom Green 

tTravis 
*Trinity 
Upshur
 

*Upton
 
Uvalde 

+Val Verde 
+Vietoria 
Walker
 
Waller
 
Ward
 

+*Washington 
+*Webb 

Wharton 
Wichita 
Willacy 
Williamson 

t*Wilson 
*Winkler 

+*Zapata 
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COUNTIES IN WHICH ONLY 4% BEER IS LEGAL: 14 

*Indicates entire county is wet for 4% beer, others only in part 

Brazoria 
*Brooks 

Caldwell 
Concho 

Ellis 
Frio 
Irion 

*Kimble 
*Kleberg 
Mason 

Robertson 
Sabine 
Stephens 

*Zavala 

COUNTIES IN WHICH ONLY 14% BEVERAGES ARE LEGAL: 2
 

Liberty Limestone
 

COUNTIES WHOLLY DRY: 92
 

Andrews 
Angelina 
Armstrong 
Bailey 
Baylor 
Borden 
Bosque 
Bowie 
Briscoe 
Callahan 
Camp 
Cherokee 
Childress 
Clay 
Cochran 
Coke 
Collins 
Collingsworth 
Coryell 
Cottle 
Crockett 
Crosby 
Dawson 

Deaf Smith 
Delta 
Erath 
Fisher 
Floyd 
Foard 
Franklin 
Freestone 
Gaines 
Glasscock 
Hale 
Hall 
Hamilton 
Hansford 
Hardeman 
Hartley 
Hemphill 
Hockley 
Hood 
Hopkins 
Houston 
Jack 
Johnson 

Jones 
Kent 
Knox 
Lamb 
Lampasas 
Leon 
Lipscomb 
Lynn 
Madison 
Martin 
Mitchell 
Montague 
Morris 
Motley 
Navarro 
Nolan 
Ochiltree 
Oldham 
Panola 
Parker 
Parmer 
Randall 
Real 
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Red River 
Roberts 
Rockwall 
Rusk 
San Augustine 
Scurry 
Shackelford 
Sherman 
Smith 
Somervell 
Sterling 
Swisher 
Terry 
Throckmorton 
Titus 
Tyler 
Van Zandt 
Wheeler 
Wilbarge 
Wise 
Wood 
Yoakum 
Young 
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LOCAL OPTION ELECTIONS
 

"Wet

There were fifty-four local option elections during the fiscal year 
ending August 31, 1972. Nine elections were called to legalize the 
sale of beer for off-premise consumption only; seven remained "Dry" 
and two became nWet'I. Twenty-two elections were called to legalize 
the sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only; 
fifteen remained "Dry" and seven became "Wet". Three elections 
were called to legalize the sale of all alcoholic beverages; two re­
mained "Dry" and one became IIWet". Twelve elections were called 
to legalize the sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed bev­
erages; four remained "Dry" and eight became IIWet". Two elections 
were called to legalize the sale of mixed beverages and both became 

ll 
. One election was called to legalize the sale of beer and wine 

arId the area became "Wet ll One election was called to prohibit the• 

~egal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only 
and the area remained "Wet ll Four elections were called to legal­• 

ize the sale of beer; one remained "Dry'l and three became "Wet". 

The voting for the fiscal year: 

ANGELINA COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.4, Angelina County, on February 5, 1972, voted 
227 IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption onlyll and 338 nAgainst the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. n This precinct was I'DryJ' 
before the election was held and remained II Dryll . 

Justice Precinct No.4, Angelina County, on April 8, 1972, voted 295 
nFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption onlyll and 482 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was IIDri' 
before the election was held and remained IlDry". 

BANDERA COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.1, Bandera County, on October 9, 1971, voted 
382 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages II and 103 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages." This precinct was "Wet ll for beer only 
before the election was held and became IlWet" for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages. 
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BELL COUNTY 

The City of Morgan's Point Resort City, Bell County, on September 28, 
1971, voted 40 I' For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including 
mixed beverages lt and 28 IIAgainst the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages including mixed beverages. II Morgan' s Point Resort City was 
f1Dry" before the election was held and became IIWet li for the legal sale 
of all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages. 

The City of Nolanville, Bell COW1ty, on November 6, 1971, voted 64 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption onlyil and 85 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bever­
ages for off-premise consumption only. II Nolanvillewas IIDry11 before 
the election was held and remained 1TDry". 

BRAZOS COUNTY 

The City of College Station, Brazos County, on October 9, 1971, voted 
1,080 IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages ll aLe 927 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. II College Station was IIWet'T for the legal 
sale of beer only before the election was held and became "Wet ll for 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages. 

BURNET COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.1, Burnet County, on August 8, 1972, voted 672 
IIFor the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only" and 548 
"Against the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only. II 

This precinct was ItDry" before the election was held and became 
ItWet" for the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only. 

COKE COUNTY 

Justice Precinct Nos. 1 and 3, Coke County, on June 6, 1972, voted 
251 II For the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only" and 
334 II Against the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only. It 

These precinets weI' e II Dry'l befor e the election was held and remained 
"Dry". 

COLliN COUNTY 

The City of Plano) Collin COW1ty, on June 2, 1972, voted 1, 504 II For 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption 
only" and 2, 289 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for 
off-premise consumption only. II Plano was "Dry" before the election 
was held and remained "Dry ll. 



DENTON COUNTY 

The Incorporated City of Lake Dallas, Denton County, on July 8, 1972, 
voted 259 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 243 11 Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II Lake Dallas was I1Dry" 
before the election was held and became 11 Wet 11 for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

The Incorporated City of Pilot Point, Denton County, on April 8, 1972, 
voted 345 II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 363 11 Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II Pilot Point was IIDry" be­
fore the election was held and remained II Drytl . 

DIMlvTIT COUNTY 

The City of Carrizo Springs, Dimmit County, on November 20, 1971, 
voted 642 11 For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages II and 557 IIAgainst the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. II Carrizo Springs was IIDryl1 before the 
election was held and became "Wet" for the legal sale of all alcoholic 
beverages including mixed beverages. 

DONLEY COUNTY 

The City of Howardwick, Donley County, on February 1, 1972, voted 
23 II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed bev­
erages 11 and 0 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages in­
cluding mixed beverages. II Howardwick was IIDryll before the elec­
tion was held and became I1Wet ll for the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages including mixed beverages. 

Justice Precinct No.1, Donley County, on April 11, 1972, voted 191 
I1For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption only 11 and 202 11 Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was IIDrytl 
before the election was held and remained IIDryll. 

GRIMES COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.1, Grimes County, on June 3, 1972, voted 402 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed bever­
ages 11 and 238 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages in­
cludinqmixed beverages. 11 This precinct was "Dry" before the elec­
tion was held and became tlWet ll for the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages including mixed beverages. 
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'ustice Precinct No.2, Grimes County, on June 3, 1972, voted 139 
'For the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only" and 273 
'Against the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only. " 

'5 precinct was "Dry ll before the election was held and remained 
"Dry" . 

lustice Precinct No.7, Grimes County, on July 8, 1972, voted 74 
-For the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption anlyl! and 

4 11 Against the legal sale of beer for off- premise consumption only. II 

is precinct was "Dry" before the election was held and remained 
-Dry", 

lustice Precinct No. I, Hays County, on April 8, 1972, voted 1,709 
"For the legal sale of ali alcoholic beverages including mixed bever­
sqes" and 1,314 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. tl This precinct was "Wet" for all alco­
holic beverages for off-premise consumption only before the election 
was held and became "Wet" for the legal sale of all alcoholic bever­
sqes Including mixed beverages. 

The Incorporated City of Tool, Henderson County, on July 15, 1972, 
wted 120 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 208"Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
eraqes for off-premise consumption only. II Tool was "Dryll before 
the election was held and remained "Drt'. 

COUNTY 

The City of Commerce, Hunt County, on April 8, 1972, voted 1,491 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages" and 1,169 "Against 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages." Commerce was "Dry" be­
fore the election was held and became "Wet" for the legal sale of all 
alcoholic beverages. 

TheIncorporatedCityof WestTawakoni, HuntCounty, on November 2, 
1971, voted 126 "For the legal sale of beer and wine" and 99 "Against 
the legal sale of beer and wine. II West Tawakoni was "Wetll for the 
legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only 
before the election was held and became lIWet" for the legal sale of 
beer and wine. 
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The Incorporated City of West Tawakoni, Hunt County, on November 
9,1971, voted 77 IIFor prohibiting the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption onlyll and 178 lIAgainst the pro­
hibiting of the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only. II 'West Tawakoni VJas lIWet" for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only before the 
election was held and remained IIWet l' , 

IRION COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.3, Irion County, on April 8, 1972, voted 57 flFor 
the legal sale of beer only" and 12 II Against the legal sale of beer 
only." This precinct vms lIDry ll before the election was held and be­
came IIWet 11 for the legal sale of beer only. 

LAMAR COUNTY 

The Incorporated City of Paris, Lamar County, on April 11, 1972, 
voted 2,992 IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off­
premise consumption only II and 3,948 II Against the legal sale of all 
alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. II Paris was 
ttDryli before the election was held and remained IIDryll, 

The Cityof Toco, Lamar County, on January 31, 1972, voted 29 IIFor 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption 
onlytr and 3 IIAgainst the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off­
premise consumption only. II Tocowas "Dry" before the election was 
held and became "lfiiet ll for the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
for off-premise consumption only, 

IJVE OAK COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.5, Live Oak County, on February 5, 1972, voted 
88 II For the legal sale of beer only" and 20 "Against the legal sale of 
beer only. IT This precinct was IIDryll before the election was held and 
became "Wet ll for the legal sale of beer only. 

LUBBOCK COUNTY 

The Incorporated City of Lubbock, Lubbock County, on April 8, 1972, 
voted 22,200 "For the legal sale of mixed beverages ll and 20,296 
IlAgainst the legal sale of mixed beverages. 11 Lubbock was "Dry" 
before the election was held and became lTWet ll for the legal sale of 
mixed beverages. 

MC LENNAN COUNTY 

The City of McGregor, McLennan County, on August 5, 1972, voted 
585 IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 718 I!Against the legal sale of all alcoholic 
beverages for off-premise consumption only. fI McGregor was IIDrt' 
before the election 'V,las held and remained IIDryli. 
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City of Northcrest, McLennan County, on June 10, 1972, voted 
18 II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed bev­

es ll and 143 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages in­
-ngmixed beverages. It Northcrest was IIWet" for the legal sale of 
only before the election was held and became "Wetll for the legal 

,e of all alcoholic beverages including mixed beverages. 

ION COUNTY 

ice Precinct No.5, Marion County, on November 30, 1971, voted 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed bev­

'ages" and 153 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages in­
uding mixed beverages. II This prednct was "Dry" before the elec­
on was held and remained IIDry". 

VERICK COUNTY 

lusticePrecinctNo. 3, Maverick County, onDecember 4, 1971, voted 
42 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages II and 150 1I Against 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages. 1I This precinct was lIDry" 
before the election was held and remained "Dryll. 

MONTGOMERY COUNTY 

The Incorporated City of Magnolia, Montgomery County, on August 
5, 1972, voted 56 II For the legal sale of beer ior off-premise consump­
tion only" and 106 IIAgainst the legal sale of beer for off-premise con­
sumption orJy. I' Magnolia was "Dri' before the election was held and 
remained "Dry". 

Justice P-.cecinct No.2, Montgomery County, onAugust 5, 1972, voted 
546 IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages l1 and 577 IIAgainst the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. 11 This precinct was IIDry 11 before the elec­
tion was held and remained "Dry". 

Justice Precinct No.3, Montgomery County, on September 4, 1971, 
voted 593 IIFor the legal sale of mixed beverages" and 477 "Against 
the legal sale of mixed beverages. 11 This precinct was "Wet" for the 
legal sale of beer and wine before the election was held and became 
"Wetll for the legal sale of mixed beverages. 

NACOGDOCHES COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.2, Nacogdoches County, on November 9, 1971, 
voted 270 II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only!1 and 599 IT Against the legal sale of all alcoholic 
beverages for off-premise consumption only_" This precinct was 
"Dry" before the election was held and remained !lDry". 
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NEWTON COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.3, Newton County, on June 2, 1972, voted 503 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption onlyrl and 432 11 Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was "Dryl' 
before the election was held and became "Wet" for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

POLK COUNTY 

The Incorporated City of Onalaska, Polk County, on November 8, 1971, 
voted 32 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages ll and 33 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. 11 Onalaska was IIDry li before the election 
was held and remained 11 Dry" . 

The Incorporated City of Onalaska, Polk County, on April 10, 1972, 
voted 42 I'For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages" and 42 "Against 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages. 11 Onalaska was "Dry" before 
the election was held and remained "Dry". 

The Incorporated City of Onalaska, Polk County, on August 3, 1972, 
voted 60 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 50 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. " Onalaska was I1Dry li before 
the election was held and became !IWet" for the legal sale of all alco­
holic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

RANDALL COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.4, Randall County, on September 8, 1971, voted 
3, 279 II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages including mixed 
beverages" and 4,019 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
including mixed beverages. '1 This precinct was "Dry" before the elec­
tion was held and remained !IDryll. 

ROBERTSON COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No. 3, Robertson County, on November 6, 1971, voted 
211 lIFor the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only" and 
365 "Against the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only. 11 

This precinct was II Dry" before the election was held and remained 
lIDry". 



SABINE COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.5, Sabine County, on August 5, 1972, voted 133 
"For the legal sale of beer onlyll and 103 I! Against the legal sale of 
beer only. II This precinct was I!Dryl! before the election was held and 
became I!Wet 11 for the legal sale of beer only. 

SAN PATRICIO COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.5, San Patricio County, on September 4, 1971, 
voted 413 II For the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption 
onlyJ' and 356 IAgainst the legal sale of beer for off-premise consump­
tion only. I! This precinct was IIDry1 before the election was held and1 

became IIWet ll for the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption 
only. 

SAN SABA COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.1, San Saba County, on August 12, 1972, voted 
741 11 For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 534 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was "Dry'l 
before the election was held and became "Wetl! for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

SCURRY COUNTY 

The City of Snyder, Scurry County, on August 5, 1972, voted 1,529 
"For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption only" and 1, 703 I! Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
eragesfor off-premise consumption only." Snyder was "Dryll before 
the election was held and remained "Dry", 

SHELBY COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.1, Shelby County, on June 7, 1972, voted 1,494 
IIFor the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption only II and 1, 444 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
erages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was "Dry" 
before the election was held and became "Wetll for the legal sale of 
all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

Justice Precinct No.2, Shelby County, on August 1, 1972, voted 465 
'For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption only" and 497 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bever­
ages for off-premise consumption only. II This precinct was I!Dry" 
before the election was held and remained "Dry". 
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Justice Precinct No.5, Shelby County, on April 29, 1972, voted 349 
II For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise con­
sumption only" and 637 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic bev­
eragesfor off-premise consumption only." This precinct was "Dry" 
before the election was held and remained "Dry". 

TITUS COUNTY 

The City of Winfield, Titus County, on April 8, 1972, voted 55 "For 
the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise consump­
tion onlyll and 132 II Against the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages 
for off-premise consumption only. II Winfield was "Dry" before the 
election was held alld remained "Dry". 

WALKER COUNTY 

The City of Huntsville, Walker County, on December 7, 1971, voted 
1,937 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 1,178 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic 
beverages for off-premisE consumption only. II Huntsville was IIDry" 
before the election was held and became "Wet ll for the legal sale of all 
alcoholic beverages for off-premise consumption only. 

The City of Riverside, Walker County, on September 4, 1971, voted 
25 II For the legal sale of beer ior off-premise consumption onlytl and 
52 "Against the legal sale of beerior off-premise consumption only. II 

Riverside was II Dryll before the election was held and remained "Dry". 

Justice Precinct No.4, Walker County, on October 9, 1971, voted 
210 "For the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption only' 
and 259 "Against the legal sale of beer for off-premise consumption 
only. II This precinct was "Dry" before the election was held and re­
mained II Dry" . 

WILSON COUNTY 

Justice Precinct No.3, Wilson County, on October 9, 1971, voted 
83 II For the legal sale of beer onlyll and 89 "Against the legal sale 
of beer only. II This precinct was "Dryl! before the election was held 
and remained II Dry!1 . 

WISE COUNTY 

The City of Bridgeport, Wise County, on November 6, 1971, voted 
208 "For the legal sale of all alcoholic beverages for off-premise 
consumption only" and 559 "Against the legal sale of all alcoholic 
beverages for off-premise consumption only. II Bridgeport was IIDry ll 

before the election was held and remained "Dryll. 
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