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Analysis of a sample of this product by said Bureau of Chemistry showed the fol-
lowing results:

Specific gravity, 15.6°C./15.6°C. ... ... ... ... 1. 146
Aleohol (per cent by volume). . ... ... .. ... 39. 42
Methyl alcohol (per cent by volume).. ... ... . ... ... ... . ........ None.
Solids (per cent) . .. oo e 18. 54
Vanillin (grams per 100 cc)... ... . i 0.77
Coumarin (grams per 100 cc) ... . ... .. ... 0.115
Lead number. . . ... ..o . il i 0. 256
Color value of extract..._.... . ... ... .. i..... 125

After precipitation with lead.. ... .. ... .. .. . . ... ... .. ... ... 11

Volume: Full.

Adulteration of this product was alleged in the information for the reason that a
substance, to wit, artificial vanillin, was substituted wholly and in part for tonka and
vanilla, which the food purported to be, as shown by the official analysis of said food
product by the Bureau of Chemistry of the Department of Agriculture. Misbranding
was alleged for the reason that the statement ‘“Tonka and Vanilla” borne on the
label was false and misleading to the purchaser thereof, in that said statement con-
veyed and intended to convey to the purchaser the impression that the product was
a mixture of tonka and vanilla, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was a mixture of
tonka, vanilla, and, to wit, artificial vanillin, and was further misbranded in that
it was labeled and branded so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser by being la-
beled “Tonka and Vanilla” when, as a matter of fact, it was not tonka and vanilla,
but on the contrary was a mixture of tonka, vanilla, and artificial vanillin, as afore-
gaid, as determined by the official analysis thereof.

On August 19, 1913, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the information and
the court imposed a fine of $1.

B. T. Garroway, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

Wasumngron, D. C., April 14, 1914.

3046. Adulteration and misbranding of neuralgic pills. U. S. v. William A. Webster Co. Plea
of gullty. Fine, $10 and costs. (F. & D. No. 5076. I. S. No. 14874-d.)

On September 3, 1913, the United States attorney for the Western District of Ten-
nessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district an information against the William A. Webster
Co., a corporation, Memphis, Tenn., alleging shipment by said company, in violation
of the Food and Drugs Act, on December 13, 1911, from the State of Tennessee into
the State of Mississippi, of a quantity of a product purporting to be neuralgic pills,
which were adulterated and misbranded. The product was labeled: 500 Pills Neu-
ralgic. Dr. Gross Quinine Sulphate 2 grs. Morphine Sulphate 1/20 gr. Acid Arsenous
1/20 gr. Ext. Aconite } gr. Strychnine 1/30 gr. Guaranteed by The Wm. Ay Webster
Co. under the Food and Drugs Act of June 30, 1906. The Wm. A. Webster Co. Phar-
maceulical Manufacturers. Memphis, Tenn.”

Analysis of a sample of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department
showed the following results:

Morphin sulphate in 5 pills, (a) 0.0051 gram, (b) 0.0048 gram, equivalent to approxi-
mately 1/65 grain per pill; shortage of morphin sulphate, 65 per cent.

Adulteration of the product was alleged in the information for the reason that the
label on the hottle bore a false and misleading statement, and showed, and intended
to show, that the product contained 1/20 grain of morphin sulpbate, whereas, in
truth and in fact, it contained a less amount of said ingredient, to wit, from 0.0048
to 0.0051 grain of morphin sulphate. Misbranding was alleged for the reason that
the statement ‘‘Morphine Sulphate 1/20 gr.”’” borne on the label was false and mis-
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leading, because it conveyed the impression that the pills contained 1/20 grain of
morphin sulphate, whereas, in truth and in fact, they each contained a much less
amount of morphin sulphate.

On October 21, 1913, the defendant company entered a plea of guilty to the infor-
mation and the court imposed a fine of $10, with costs of $12.95. While it was alleged
in the information that the product contained from 0.0048 to 0.0051 grain of morphin
sulphate, it will be noted that analysis showed that 5 pills of the product contained
0.0048 to 0.0051 gram of morphin’'sulphate.

B. T. GarLoway, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

WasHiNgTON, D. C., April 14, 1914.

3047. Adulteration and misbranding of lemon soda water flavor. U. S.v. 10 Gallons of Lemon
Soda Water Flavor. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
released on bond. (F. & D. No. 5078. S. No. 1702.)

On March 3, 1913, the United States attorney for the Northern District of Illinois,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court of
the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation of one
wooden keg of lemon soda water flavor remaining unsold in the original unbroken
package, in possession of the Elgin Bottling Works, Elgin, Ill., alleging that the
product had been shipped on July 1, 1912, by De Lisser & Co., New York, N. Y.,
and transported from the State of New York into the State of Illinois, and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The product
was labeled: ‘““De Lisser’s Soda Water Flavor 1 oz. Lemon for Lemon Soda Add
to each Gallon of Syrup 1 oz. Lemon 1 oz. Citric Acid % oz. Foam Guaranteed
by DelLisser & Co Manufacturing Chemists 455-457 West 26th St. New York under
the Food & Drugs Act, June 30, 1906, Serial No. 923.”

Adulteration of the product was alleged in the libel for the reason that a certain
substance, to wit, a dilute solution of alcohol, had been mixed with the article of
food so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and
for the further reason that a certain substance, to wit, a dilute solution of alcohol,
had been substituted in part for the article of food. Misbranding was alleged for
the reason that the product bore a label in the words and figures set forth above,
which said statement contained in the label was an imitation of and said article of
food so labeled as aforesaid was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another
article; that is to say, the article was labeled in imitation of and offered for sale under
the distinctive name of lemon extract, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not fla-
voring extract prepared from oil of lemon or from lemon peel, or both, and containing
not less than 5 per cent by volume of oil of lemon, but was a dilute solution of alcohol
containing less than one-tenth of 1 per cent of oil of lemon. Misbranding was alleged
for the further reason that the product was labeled so as to deceive and mislead the
purchaser into the belief that it was a lemon extract under the Food and Drugs Act
of June 30, 1906, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not lemon extract under said
act, but was a dilute solution of alcohol eontaining less than one-tenth of 1 per cent
of oil of lemon. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the statement
on the label set forth above was false and misleading, in that the label aforesaid pur-
ported to state that the article of food was lemon extract for flavoring soda water,
whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not lemon extract, but was a dilute solution of
alcohol containing less than one-tenth of 1 per cent of oil of lemon.

On May 5, 1913, the claimants, George W. De Lisser and Henry C. Murphy, doing
business as De Lisser & Co., New York, N. Y., having filed their answer admitting
all material allegations in the libel, and the court having read and considered the
same, and having heard the arguments of counsel, judgment of condemnation and
forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product should be
sold by the United States marshal. It appearing, however, that the product could



