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9245, Adulteration and misbranding of Blaeckbexry Punch, Port Wine,
Mexican Hot, Cherry Tip, Loganberry Punch, Port Wine Punch,
and Blackport Panch., U. 8. * * * vy, Certain Allezed Neonzalco-
heolic Beverages * * *, Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 14162. 1. 8. Nos: 10219-t, 10220~t;
10221-t, 10222-t, 10446-t, 10447, 10448—t, 10440-t, 10450-t. 8. No. W-832.)

On or about January 20, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of
Colorado, 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 certain alleged nonalcoholic beverages, to wit, 1  barrel  each
of Blackberry Punch and Port Wine, shipped on or about December 2, 1920,
1 barrel each of Mexican Hot, Port Wine, and Cherry Tip, shipped on or
about August 18, 1920,”and 9 kegs of Port Wine Punch, 6 kegs of Mexican Hot, 5
kegs of Blackport Punch, and 7 kegs of Loganberry Punch, shipped on or about
September 17, 1920, consigned by The ‘Lyons ‘Bros. Co., Dallas, Tex., -and re-
maining unsold in the original.-unbroken packages at Denver, Colo;, -alleging
that the articles had been transported from the State of Texas into the State
of Colorado, and charging adulteration and misbranding: in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The articles were labeled in part, * Lyons’
Non-Aleoholic Blackberry Punch” (“ Port Wine,” “Mexican Hot,” ¢ Cherry
Tip,” “Loganberry Punch,” “Port Wine Punch,” or ‘ Blackberry Punch,” as
the case thight be).

Adulteration of ‘the articles was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
artificially flavored bevérage sweetened with saccharin had been mixed with
and substituted for the articles, so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect
their quality; for the further reason that said articles were mixed and colored
in a2 manner whereby damage and inferiority had been concealed; and for the
further reason that they ccntained an added poisonous and deleterious in-
gredient, to wit, saccharin, which might render said articles injurious to health.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement of the nawmes of
the articles on the label was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser; for the further reason that they were imiitations of, and were
offered for sale under the distinctive names of, other articles; and for the
further reason that they were food in package form, and the quantity of the
contents of the packages was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the out-
side thereof.

On February 28, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the products be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Bayr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9246, Misbranding of Nervosex Tablets, U. S, * * * v, 10 Boxes and 10
Boxes % % * of Nevrvosex Tablets. Default decrees of condem-
nation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. Nos. 14202, 14203. 1. S.
Nos, 12105-t, 12106—t. 8. Nos. C-2698, C-2699.)

On January 20, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Nebraska,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and condemnation of
10 boxes and 10 boxes, more or less, of Nervosex Tablets, remaining in the
original unbroken packages at Columbus and Fremont, Nebr., respectively,
alleging that the article had Dbeen shipped by the United Laboratories Co.,
St. Louis, Mo., on er about August 18 and 20, 1920, respectively, and transported
from the State of Missouri into the State of Nebraska, and charging misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled
in part: (Box label and wrapper) “ Nervosex Tablets * * #* A compound
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of nerve and musecle stimulants for low vitality, lack of energy, sexual weak-
ness.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that the tablets consisted essentially of strychnine, phosphates,
and iron, zine, and calecium galts.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that the
above-quoted statements, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects, ap-
pearing in the labeling, were false and fraudulent in that the said article con-
tained no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the
effects claimed.

On March 19, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

I.'D. Barr, Acting Secrctary of Agriculture.
247, Misbranding of Pildoras Uriseptic or Uriseptic Pills, U. S. * * =*
v. 7 Dozen Bottles, Formula No. 1, and 10 Dozen Bottles, Formula
No. g, of Pildoras Uriseptic, and 2Z Dozen Packages of Uriseptie
Pills. Consent decrees of condemnation nand forfeiture. Product
released under bond. (F. & D. Nos. 14260, 14485, I. 8. Nos. 9762-,
9763-t, 9779-t. 8. Nos. E-3020, E-3135.)

On January 25 and February 19, 1921, respectively, the United States at-
torney for the Distriet of Porto Rico, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said district
libels for the seizure and condemnation of certain quantities of an article
known as Pildoras Uriseptic or Uriseptic Pills, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at San Juan and Mayaguez, P. R., respectwely, allegmg that
I dozen bottles, Formula No. 1, and 10 dozen bottles, Formula No. 2, of Pildoras
Uriseptic had been shipped by the Davis & Lawrence Co, New York, N. Y., on
or about July 14 and August 13, 1920, respectively, and that 2 dozen packages
'(I‘ounula No. 2) of Uriseptic Pills had been shipped by the America Com-
mercial 8. A., New York, N. Y., on or about June 25, 1920, and that the articles
had been transported from the State of New York into the Island of Porto Rico,
and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that the pills (F01'111u1a No. 1) cousisteq essentially of cubebs,
methylene blue, salol, and kava-kava.

Misbranding of the articles was alleged in substance in the llbels for the
reason that the following statements regarding the curative and therapeutic
effect thereof, (IFormula No. 1) (bottle label, in Spanish) ¢ Uriseptic Pills

* * Anti-Gonorrheic * * * TUsed in the treatment of gonorrhea, in-
flammation of the bladder or urethra and other forms of secondary diseases
which usually follow blennorrhagic infectiom, * * *” (Formula No. 2)
(bottle label, in Spanish) *“ Uriseptic Pills, Anti-Gonorrheic * * * cannot .
be surpassed by any other medicine in the treatment of Gonorrhea nor in the
treatment of chronic Inflammations (or acute) of the bladder or urethra and
other forms of secondary diseases which usually follow blennorrhagic infection
* % =7 (circular, in Spanish) ¢ Gonorrhea * * * Uriseptic Pills
(white coated Formula No. 2) combine medicines which have been beneficial
for a long time in the cure of gonorrhea and chronie eystitis. In Uriseptic
Pills (Formula D No. 2) the pfment will find a sedative remedy of highly bene-
ficial action. Besides, a decisive influence in the cur e, due to the actlvlty ex-
erted by the medicinal agents composing them, will be observed by the patient
* * ¥ The curative treatment with Uriseptic Pills either No. 1, blue coated,
or No. 2, white coated * * * TUriseptic Pills are fit for the cure of Gon-



