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Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel, in that cer-
tain statements in the booklets accompanying, on the cartons enclosing, and on
the bottles containing the article, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects
of the article, falsely and fraudulently represented the article to be a non-
poisonous tonic, and to be effective as a remedy for unnatural discharges of the
urinary organs, catarrh, hay fever, and inflamed, ulecerated, itching counditions
of the skm and mucous membrane or linings of the mouth, nose, throat, eye,
and ear, gastritis, hemorrhoids, gonorrhea, gleet, balanitis, bubo, inflammation
and swelhng of a lymphatic gland of the groin, leucorrhea, whites, and catarrh
of the vagina, whereas it was not effective.

On September 25, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property,. judg-
meént of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and -it-was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

1. D. BaLr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

8445, Miskbranding _Gf oclive oil. V. 8. =# * ¥ v, T2 Cans of Olive Oil.
Defanlt decree of condemnation and forfeiture, Product ovdered
sold. (F. & D. No. 10555. I. 8. No. 15006-r. §. No. I:-1401.)

On June 12, 1919, the United States attorney for- the Middle District of Penn-
sylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 72 cans of olive oil, at Wilkes-Barre, Pa., alleging that the article
had been shipped on or about April 22, 1919, by the Venice Importing Co., New
York, N. Y., and transported from the State of New York into the State of Penn-

sylvania, and chmomo misbranding in violation of the Food ‘Llld Drugs Act, as
amended. : . _

Representative sampleg of the article, consisting of 22 caus, examined by the
Bureau of Chemistry of this department showed a shortage in quantity of the
contents of 5.41 per cent.

Misbranding of the ar tlcxe was alleged in the libel .in that the statement on
the label of the can, regavding its contents, to wit, “.One Quart,” was false and
misleading in that it represented that the contents of the cauns were 1 quart,
whereas they were less then 1 quart. I'urther misbranding was alleged in that
the article was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents of the
said package was not correctly stated on the package..

On January 19, 1920, no claimant having appenved for the property, judgment
of condemnation andAforfeitm'e was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be sold by the United States marshal.

. D. BaLy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

844G. Misbranding of Short Stop products. U. S8, * * * vy 2 Dozen,
Hore ox Less, Bottles of a Drug Labeled “Short Stop Injcction,
First Stage,” 2 Dozen, More or Less, Bottles of a Drung Labeled
« Shert Step Injection, Second Stage,” and 3 Dozen Bottles, More
or Lesgs, of a Drug Labeled “ Short Stop Capsules.” Defanlt decree
of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (I, & D. No. 10839,
I. 8. Nos. 7791-r, 7792-r, 7T793-1r. 8. No. C-1367.) :

On July 15, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Ohio, 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 a certain quantity of certain products, labeled * Short Stop,” at Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, consigned on or about June 14, 1917, and December 7, 1918, by the
Massmann Chemical Co., Covington, Ky., alleging that the -article had Dbeen



