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Further misbranding, Section 502 (b) (2), the label of the article failed
to bear an accurate statement of the quantity of contents, since the label on
the container of the article bore no statement of the quantity of the contents;
and, Section 502 (f) (2), it failed to bear such adequate warnings against use
in those pathological conditions where its use may be dangerous to health, in
that it contained yohimbine hydrochloride and the use of a product containing
yohimbine hydrochloride may be dangerous to the health of persons with heart
disease, high blood pressure, and kidney disease, -and the labeling of the article
bore no warning against use by persons with such diseases and conditions.

DisposiTioN: February 17, 1948. A plea of guilty having been entered, the court
imposed a fine of $100 and costs. v

2361. Misbranding of Bra’zil’s Liguid Compound and Bra’zil’s Powder {LCompound.
U. S, v. Yancy T. Shehane (Bra’zil Medicine Co.). Plea of nolo conten-
dere. Fine, 8200. (F. D. C. No. 17875. Sample Nos. 19229-H, 19230-H,
22166-H, 22167—H.)
INForMATION FrrED: July 29, 1946, Western District of Arkansas, against Yancy
T. Shehane, trading as the Bra’zil Medicine Co., Arkadelphia, Ark.

ArreGED SHIPMENT: On or about April 16 and May 30, 1945, from the State of
Arkansas into the States of Minnesota and Illinois.

PropucT: Analysis disclosed that the Bra’zil’'s Liquid Compound was a dark
brown liquid containing chiefly salicylates and iodides of sodium and potassium,
water, alcohol, guaiacol, and plant extractive material including colchicine
and strychnine bearing drugs; and that the Bra'zil’s Powder Compound was a
white powder containing sodium bicarbonate and magnesium sulfate (epsom
salt).

NaTURE OF CHARGE: Misbranding Section 502 (a), certain statements in a leaflet
entitled “Arthritis and Rheumatic Sufferers,” which was enclosed with the
articles, were false and misleading, since they represented and suggested
that the articles when taken in conjunction with each other would be an
effective treatment for arthritis, neuritis, sciatica, inflammatory rheumatism,
soreness, swelling, and stiff tendencies in the joints, whereas the articles when
taken alone or in conjunction with each other would not be an effective treat-
ment for such conditions. :

Further misbranding, Section 502 (e) (2), the articles were not designated
solely by a name recognized in an official compendium, and they were fabricated
from two or more ingredients; the label of the liquid compound failed to bear
a statement of the quantity, kind, and proportion of alcohol, and a statement
of the quantity and proportion of strychnine in the article; and the label of
the powder compound failed to bear the common or usual name of each active
ingredient, i. e., epsom salt. Section 502 (f) (1), the labeling of the powder
compound failed to bear adequate directions for use, since the directions sug-
gested continued use of the article, whereas the article was a laxative and
should not be used continuously.

Further misbranding, Section 502 (f) (2), the labeling of the articles failed
to bear adequate warnings against use in those pathological conditions or by
children where their use may be dangerous to health, or against unsafe dosage
or methods or duration of administration, in such manner and form as are
necessary for the protection of users. The liquid compound contained potas-
sium iodide, strychnine, and colchicum seed, and its labeling failed to bear a
warning that a drug containing potassium iodide should not be used by persons
with lung disease, chronic cough, or goiter (thyroid disease), except upon the
advice of a physician; that a drug containing strychnine should not be used
by children; that frequent and continued use of a drug containing colchicum
seed and strychnine should be avoided; that the use by elderly persons of a
drug containing strychnine is unsafe ; and that use of a drug containing potas-
sium iodide should be discontinued if a skin rash appears. The powder com-
pound was a laxative, and its labeling failed to bear warnings that the article
should not be used in the presence of abdominal pain (stomach ache, cramps,
and colic), nausea, vomiting (stomach sickness), or other symptoms of ap-
pendicitis, and that frequent and continued use of the article might result in
dependence upon laxatives to move the bowels.

Disposttion: April 25, 1947. A plea of nolo contendere having been entered,
the court imposed a fine of $200,
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