Proof e 85.8

Grams per 100 liters of 100 proof alcohol:
Total solids .. _________ o~ 291.9
Acids oo 9.8
Esters oo 12.1
Aldehydes 1.6
Furfural None.
Fusel Oflo o 16.0
Total color (degrees, brewer’s scale) _________________ 19. 8
Color insoluble in water (percent) __________________ 0.0
Color soluble in ether (percent) ... _________________ 0.0
Color insoluble in amyl alcohol (per cent) ____._________ 73.0

These results showed that all of the color present was artificial and
that the spirit was of the grade known as commercial alcohol.

On May 25, 1908, the facts were reported by the Secretary of Agri-
culture to the United States attorney at Buffalo, and libel for seizure
and condemnation was duly filed in the district court of the United
States for the western district of New York under section 10 of the
act, alleging that the liquor in question was adulterated and mis-
branded, in the following language:

That the said liquor is adulterated with neutral spirits, and colored with
caramel, the product being practically neutral spirits artificially colored in
imitation of aged whiskey, thereby concealing inferiority, and is misbranded in
that the product is an imitation of another product of distinctive name and
quality, without being labeled ¢ imitation,” and without having the word ‘ imi-
tation ” plainly stated upon the package in which the fluid or liquid is contained
and offered for sale, and is further misbranded in that it is sold under the
name of another article, and further misbranded in that it is labeled and
branded so as to deceive and mislead all purchasers.

The seizure was forthwith made and notice given to said defendant
to show reason why the said liquor was not subject to seizure and con-
fiscation by the United States for the causes stated in the libel, and
they having defaulted in filing answer, the decree hereinbefore set
forth was rendered by the court.

H. W. Winey,
F. L. DuxNvrap,
Board of Food and Drug Inspection.
Approved: -
W. M. Havs,

‘ Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
WasuINeTON, D. C., August 27, 1908.

(N. J. 16.)
MISBRANDING OF A DRUG PRODUCT.

(Sartoin Skin Food.)

In accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the Food and
Drugs Act of June 30, 1906, and of regulation 6 of the rules and regu-
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lations for the enforcement of the act, notice is given that on the 11th
day of July, 1908, in the United States district court for the western
division of the southern district of Ohio, in a criminal prosecution
brought by the United States against William E. Pilkinton and A. P.
Foose, doing business under the firm name of Globe Pharmaceutical
Company, at Dayton, Ohlo, for violation of section 2 of the afore-
said act in shipping and delivering for shipment from the State of
Ohio to the District of Columbia a tmisbranded drug product, that is
to say, a preparation labeled and branded “ Sartoin Skin Food,” the
said William E. Pilkinton and A. P. Foose entered pleas of guilty,
whereupon the court imposed upon each of them a fine of $10.

The facts in the case were as follows:

On November 22, 1907, an inspector of the Department of Agrlcul-
ture purchased from the Washington Wholesale Drug Exchange,
Washington, D. C., samples of a product labeled as follows:

SARTOIN
(Trade-mark)
SKIN FOOD
Prepared only by
GLOBE PHARMACEUTICAL CO,

Dayton, Ohio, U. S. A.

FORMTULA,

2 oz. Rose Water

4 oz. Sartoin

1 oz. Cologne Spirits
16 oz. Hot Water

ProprerTIES.—Produces a soft, velvety
tint on the roughest of skins and is
remarkably effective in the treatment
of pimples, blackheads, rash, blemishes
and sunburn and chapped skin. Also
highly beneficial for men’s toilet after
shaving; relieves all soreness and
smarting.

SEE CIRCULAR INSIDE.

The circular to which attention is drawn stated the directions for
using and recited the virtues of the preparation in part as follows:

Is probably the most effective remedy known to science for sunburn, rashes,
and all skin blemishes, as well as creating the normal growth of all parts not
fully developed or shrunken. It is absolutely harmless to the most delicate
skin, and if persistently used will benefit the worst complexion.
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One of the samples was subjected to analysis in the Bureau of
Chemistry of the Department of Agriculture and the result obtained
showed that it consisted essentially of commercial magnesium sul-
phate (epsom salts) colored with a pink dye.

The statements appearing in the label on the product representing
that it was a “ skin food,” that it would produce a “ soft, velvety tint
on the roughest of skins,” and was “ remarkably effective in the treat-
ment of pimples, blackheads, rash, blemishes and sunburn, and
chapped skin ” were false, misleading, and deceptive in the following
particulars: That there is no such thing as a “skin food ” separate
and apart from a food that nourishes all parts of the body; that the
said article and preparation could not possibly be a food under any
circumstances; that the chemical analysis thereof showed said article
and preparation to be simply commercial magnesium sulphate colored
with some pink dye; that the said commercial magnesium sulphate,
commonly known as epsom salts, is a mere purgative when taken
internally, and when applied externally, as directed by the circular
inclosed in each package of said article and preparation, could have
no beneficial effect whatever; and that the said pink dye was not a
food and in all probability would have poisonous effects.

The Secretary of Agriculture having afforded the manufacturers
an opportunity to show any fault or error in the findings of the
analyst, and they having failed to do so, the facts were reported to
the Attorney-General and the case referred to the United States
attorney for the southern district of Ohio, who filed an information
against the said defendants with the result hereinbefore stated.

H. W. WiLey,
F. L. Duxvap,
Board of Food and Drug Inspection.
Approved :
W. M. Havs,

Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
WasHiNeTON, D. C., August 27, 1908.

\~N. J.17)
MISBRANDING OF FLOUR.

(As to place of manufacture and name of manufacturer.)

In accordance with the provisions of section 4 of the Food and
Drugs Act of June 30, 1906, and of regulation 6 of the rules and
regulations for the enforcement of the act, notice is given that on the
10th day of June, 1908, in the supreme court of the District of Co-
lumbia in a proceeding of libel for condemnation of 1,200 sacks of
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flour, misbranded as to place of manufacture and name of manu-
facturer, wherein the United States were libelants and the Orrville
Milling Company, Orrville, Ohio, was claimant, said claimant having
admitted the allegations of the libel, a decree of forfeiture and con-
demnation was rendered in substance and in form as follows:

In the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia, holding a district court.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Libellant, :
V8. District Docket No. 770.
1,200 Sacks or FLOUR.

DECREE FOR CONDEMNATION.

On motion of Daniel W. Baker, esquire, attorney for the libellant, and it ap-
pearing to the court that upon libel filed herein a warrant of arrest was duly
issued and served on the 18th day of May, 1908, and that by virtue of the said
warrant the marshal has seized 1,200 sacks of flour, branded as set out in the
petition herein, and inventoried as of the value of $262.50, the said 1,200 sacks
of flour having been consigned by the Orrville Milling Company, of Orrville,
Ohio, from said Orrville, Ohio, to the Orrville Milling Company, at Washington,
D. C., the Sanitary Grocery Company, of Washington, D. C., to be notified, and
now being stored in the custody of the said marshal; and it further appearing
that the said Orrville Milling Company was duly warned to appear herein on
the eighth day of June, 1908, and that due and legal notice and publication was
had pursuant to the order herein passed on the 26th day of May, 1908, as ap-
pears by proofs of publication of the Washington Star and the Washington Post
filed berein, notifying all other persons having any claim, right, or interest
herein to appear on the said day to answer the exigencies of the said libel; and
the said Orrville Milling Company having defaulted in filing an answer to said
libel, but appearing herein by its attorney in fact and agent, Albert D. Brockett,
and consenting hereto, and no objection having been signified, it is this 10th day
of June ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the said 1,200 sacks of flour, with
contents as aforesaid, labeled and branded “ Cereta High Grade Patent Flour,
The Sanitary Grocery Company, Washington, D. C.,” be, and they hereby are,
declared to be misbranded in violation of the act of June 30, 1906, as charged
in the said libel; and it is further ordered that said 1,200 sacks of flour and the
contents thereof be, and they hereby are, condemned and ordered to be disposed
of by sale, as prayed for in the said libel and provided for in the said act of
June 30, 1906. It is further ordered that the proceeds of said sale, less the
legal costs and charges, shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States,
and should the proceeds of said sale not equal the costs in the case, it is fur-
ther ordered that the respondent, the Orrville Milling Company, be, and it
hereby is, required to pay the difference between the amount of said costs and
the proceeds of said sale. It is provided, however, that upon payment of all the
costs in these proceedings, including the costs of hauling, storage, watchman,
pbublication, and all costs incidental to or contracted in these proceedings, and
the execution and delivery by the said Orrville Milling Company to the libellant
of a good and sufficient bond in the penalty of a thousand dollars, conditioned
that the said 1,200 sacks of flour, with contents misbranded as aforesaid, shall’
not be sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to the provisions of the said act
of June 30, 1906, the said marshal shall redeliver the said 1,200 sacks of flour
to the said Orrville Milling Company or its agent, in lieu of disposing of them



