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into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and mLSbmndmg in vio-
lation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the réason
that it was composed of a certain substance, to wit, glue, which said substance,
containing excessive amounts of arsenic, copper, and mercury, had been substi-
tuted for ground gelatin, which the said article purported to be, and had been
mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its
quality and strength, and for the further reason that it contained added poison-
ous and deleterious ingredients, to wit, zine, eopper, arsenic, and mercury,
which might render the article injurious to health.

_Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was an imita-
tion of, and was offe1ed for, sale.under the distinctive name of, another article,
to wit, ground gelatin. ’

On Jupe 2, 1919, the J. O. Whitten Co., .claimant, having.consented to a
decree, :judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product should be labeled, “ NOT TO BE USED
FOR FOOD, OR FOR THE MANUFACTURE OF FOOD ARTICLES,” and
released to said .claimant upon the payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of
the act. '

K. . BALL,
Acting Secretary. of  Agriculture. .

739%, Misbranding of Brown’s Blood Treatment. U. S. * =y, 2§ Dozen
Bottles of a Drug Known as ¢ Brown’s Blood Treatment.” Defaualt
decree of condemnation, forfeitare, and destruction. (I & D. No.

110221, . 8. No. 13933-r. S. No, 1I-1369.) ,

On May 8, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
New York, 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 con:
demnation of 23 dozen Dottles of a drug known as Brown’s Blood Tlﬂeatment
remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at New York, N, Y., dlleging
that the article had been -shipped on or about April 26,1919, by B. L. Brown,
Philadelphia, Pa:, and transported from the State of Pennsylvania into the State
of New York, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part, “ Brown’s Blood Treatment.
This Preparation is Recommended by us for the Treatment of Contagious Blood
Poison. B. L. Brown Sole- manufacturer. 935 Arch St. Philadelphia, Pa.”

Analysis of a sample of the article made in the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted egsentially of an aqueous solutlon of 10dxds
of potassium and mercury, and sugar.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was not capable
of producing the therapeutic and curative effects claimed for it on the labels,
cartons, and circulars, and such statements were false and fraudulent and the
bottles, labelg, cartons, and circulars contained statements as to the curative
and therapeutic effects of the said drugs and of the ingredients and substances
contained therein, to wit, (carton and bottle labels, in part) “Brown's Blood
Treatment * * * is Recommended by us for the Treatment of Conta-
gious Blood Poison,” (circular) * Syphilis and Blood Poison * * * Dr,
Brown’s Blood Treatment is recommended to be used in Syphilitic Diseases of
the Bones, Syphilitic Ulcers, Syphilitic Mucous Patches, Syphilitic and Scrofulous
Skin Diseases and Diseases of the Blood arising from Syphilitic Inoculation,”
whereas, in truth and in fact, the article consisted essentially of an aqueous solu-
tion of potassium and mercuric iodids and sugar, and the product contained no
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ingredients or combination of ingredients eapable of producing the curative
and therapeutic effects claimed in the statements upon the labels, cartons, and
circulars. ‘ v

On June 4, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal, ,
B E. D. Barg,
Acting Scc; ctary. of Agmcultwe

7399, Adhlteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. * :* * v, 35 Cases
-, of Butter. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture.  Prod-
uct ordered released om bond (F. & D. No. ,10224“ I S. No. 1'(_3358—1’.
S, No. B-1372.)

On May 8, 1919 the Umted States attorney for the Southem Dl.StllCt of
Georgla, actmg upon a report by the Secretary of Ag1 1culture filed 1n i;he DlS—
tuct Court of the Uln*“ed States for said (llstnct a libel for the S(-)lleIe and
condemn‘mon of 385 cases, each contaunno 30 cartons of butter, 1emq1n1n~
unsold in the original unbroken paclxa"es at Savannal, Ga., alle0111° that thov
article had been shipped on or about April 11, 1919, by the Springfield Cleamely
Co, Springfield, Mo., and t1ansp0rted from the State of Mlssouu 1nto tho
State of Gemgla, and charging rulultelatlon and misbranding in \1olat10n of
the I'ood and Drugs Act, as amended, The article was labeled in part,
“ Supreme Fancy Cr eamely Butter 1 Lb. Net Weight.”

Adultelatlon of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance deficient in milk fat had been substituted wholly or in palt for
creamery butter, which the article purported to be. ‘

Mlsb1andlnv of the article was alleged for the reason that the cartons were
labeled as containing 1 pound net weight, whereas, in truth and in fact, S’ud
statenient was false and nnsleudmo in that the cartons contamed matenally
less than 1 pound net weight each. Misbranding “of the altlcle was alleged
» for the further reason. that it was food in, package form, and the quantxty of
1ts contents was not plalnly and consplcuoas]v marked on the outside of tho
mcl\a‘yes in terms of weight. Misbranding of the article wag alleged for the
further reason that the stqtement to wit, “ Cle%mery Butter,” was false and
mlslea(hng and deceived and misled the purchaser into the belief that it was
creamery butter, when, in truth and in fact, it was not, but was a ploduct
deﬁc1ent in milk fat.

On May 23, 1919, the said Springfield Cleqmely Co., clalmant having ﬁled an
appealance and claim, judgment of condemnation and f01felture was entered,
and it .was ordered by the court that the product be dehvered to said claim-
ant upon the paymenL of the costs of the proceedings and the e\ecutlon of a
bond in the sum of ‘B1,200 in confonmty with section 10 of the act.

~ E. D. BarLi,
Acting Seccretary of Agmculture
7400. Adulteration and mlsln anding of Santal Midy Capsules. U.S. * * =
v, 55 Dozen Bottles of Santal Midy Capsules. Default decree of
, condemnation, forfeiture and destluction (F. & D. No. 10524, I. S,
No. 15721-r. 8. No. E-1509.)

On June 6, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland, act-
ing 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

53 dozen bottles of Santal Midy Capsules, consigned on May 9, 1919, remain-
ing unsold in the original unbroken paclsages at Baltimore, Md., alleging that
the article had been shipped by E. Fougera & Co., New York, N. Y., and trans-
ported from the State of New York into the State of Maryland, and charging



