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of cottonseed oil were stated to contain “# Gal. Net,” when, in fact, said cans
did not contain 3 gallon net, but each and every one of said cans contained less
than % gallon, to \Nit; 6.49 per cent less than a half gallon; that the quart
cans of cottonseed oil were stated to contain “ % Gal. Net,” when, in fact, said
cans did not contain % gallon net, but each and every one of said cans contained
less than % gallon, to wit, 9.02 per cent less than $ gallon.

On March 26, 1919, Jay J. Gerber and Norman J. Gerber, copartners, doing
business as R. Gerber & Co., claimants, having admitted that the product was
misbranded and consented to a decree, judgment of condemnpation and for-
feiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product should be
released to said claimants upon the payment of the cost of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $200, in conformity with section 10 of
the act, conditioned in part that the product should not be sold without the
measure of the contents being plainly and correctly stated on the outside of each -
package.

E. D. BaLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

7T158. Misbranding of Rival Herb Tablets. U. 8, * . *¥ * v, 144 Boxes of
Rival Herb Tablets. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (. & D. No. 9762. 1. S. No. 5624-r. §S. No. C-1073.)

On February 26, 1919, 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 144 boxes of Rival Herb Tablets, at Chicago, Ill., alleging that
the article had been shipped on January 21, 1919, by the Rival Herb Co.,
Detroit, Mich., and transported from the State of Michigan into the State of
Illinois, and charging misbranding in violation of ‘the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended. .

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted essentially of aloes, podophyllum resing,
capsicum, buchu, and plant extractives, in the form of tablets coated with cal-
cium carbonate and sugar.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the staterment
borne on the labels, to wit, “ Rival Herb Tablets Chocolate Coated,” was false
and misleading in that it led the purchaser to believe that the article was
chocolate coated, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not chocolate coated. It
was alleged in substance that the article was misbranded for the further reason
that certain statements regarding the curative or therapeutic effect of the article,
appearing on the carton and in the circular inclosed in the carton, falsely and
fraudulently represented the article as a remedy for dyspepsia, liver and kidney
disorder, rheumatism, la grippe, stomach trouble, female complaints, lame back,
nervous affection, sick headache, eczema, catarrh, all skin and blood diseases,
diseases arising from bad blood, inactive stomach, liver or kidneys, derange-
ments of the digestive organs, torpidity of the liver, constipation, weakened
action of the kidneys or skin, defective and impure blood supply, loss of nervous
energy, and all diseases dependent upon malnutrition, deranged secretion and
excretion, bad breath, biliousness, bad circulation, gout, influenza, nervous pros-
tration, neuralgia, neurasthenia, or any other nervous disorder, scrofula, ulcers,
glandular swellings, black heads, pimples, salt-rheum, itching and sores, Bright’s
disease, backache, painful, profuse and suppressed menstruation, bloating and
spinal tenderness, pains in the groins and abdomen, congestion and inflamma-
tion of the womb and ovaries, etc., for painless childbirth and prompt recovery
after delivery, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was not.
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On June 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
couit that the product should be destroyed by the United States marshal.

. D. Bairy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

7159, Adulteration of oranges. U. 8. * * * vy, 462 Boxes of Oranges,
Comnsent decree of condemunation and foxfeiture., FProduct ordered
released on bond. (F. & D, No. 9763.. I, 8. No. 12682-r. 8. No. E-1249.)

On February 19, 1919, the Uuited States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel of information, pray-
ing the seizure and condemnation of 462 boxes of oranges, at Boston, Mass.,
consigned on January 25, 1919, alleging that the article had been shipped by
the Fay Fruit Co., Riverside, Cal., and transported from the State of California
into the State of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel of information for the
reason that it consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed vegetable substance.

On February 28, 1919, Fred A. Russell, Boston, Mass., claimant, having filed
a satisfactory bond in conformity with secticn 10 of the act, judgment of con-
demnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product should pe delivered to said claimant upon payment of the cost of
the proceedings.

. D. Barn, Acting Seeretary of Agriculture.

7i60. Misbranding of Texas Wonder. YU, 8, * * = v. 36 Packages of
Texas Wonder. Defanlt decree of condemnatien, forfeiture, and
destruction. (¥, & D, No. 9617, 1, 8. No, 5622-r, 8. No. ¢-1036.)

On January 21, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Towa, 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 condem-
nation of 36 packages of Texas Wonder, at Burlington, Iowa, alleging that the
article had been shipped on or about December 4, 1918, by E. W. Hall, S$t. Louis,
Mo., and transported from the State of Missouri into the State of Iowa, and
charging misbranding in violation eof the ¥ood and Drugs Act, as amended. The
article was labeled in part: (On carton) “The Texas Wonder, Hall’s Great
Discovery, for Kidney and Bladder Troubles, Diabetes, Weak and Lame Backs,
Rheumatism, Gravel. Regulates bladder trouble in children,” (in eircular)
“Louis A. Portner * * * testified he began using The Texas Wonder for
stone in the kidneys * * * and tuberculosis of the kidneys * * * He
was still using the medicine with wonderful results and his weight had in-
creased.”

Analysis made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of a sample
of the article showed that it chsisted essentially of oleoresin of eopaiba, guatae,
rhubarb, turpentine, and alcohol.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the above-quoted statements, borne on the carton and included in the cir-
cular accompanying the article, were false and fraudulent in that it contained
no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the thera-
peutic effects claimed for it.



