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William E. McCaslin, Los Angeles, Calif,, alleging shipment by said defendant,
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about July 27, 1920,
from the State of California into the State of Louisiana, of a quantity of toma-
toes which were misbranded. The article was labeled, (wrapper) “W. E. Mec-
Caslin Co. Packers & Shippers, Los Angeles. TFancy California Tomatoes.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
it was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly
and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On March 28, 1921, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $25.

E. D. BaLy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

9370. Misbranding of Dr. Blacliman’s Medicated Salt Brick. U. S. * * =
v. 3 Cases * * * of Dr. Blackman’s Medicated Salt Brick. De-~
facvlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D.
No. 9077. I. 8. No. 4861-p. 8. No. E-1047.)

On or about June 17, 1918, the United States attorney for the Eastern Dis-
trict of North Carolina, 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 3 cases, each containing 30 packages, of Dr.
Blackman’s Medicated Salt Brick, at Ayden, N. C., alleging that the article
had been shipped by the Blackman Stock Remedy Co., Chattanooga, Tenn., on or
about April 8, 1918, and transported from the State of Tennessee into ithe
State of North Carolina, and charging misbranding in violation of the ¥ood and
Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part, “ Dr. Blackman’s
Medicated Salt Brick * * * Has Cured Hog Cholera * * * TFor Hog
Cholera * * * Ags A Preventative. * * *2

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of sodium chlorid, potassium
nitrate, ferrous sulphate, sulphur, lime, and strychnine.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the above-quoted statements were false and fraudulent in that the said
article was not 2 cure for and preventative of hog cholera, since it contained
no ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the effect
claimed, and the said statements were applied to the said article so as to create
in the minds of the purchasers thereof the impression and belief that the article
was an effective remedy or preventative for hog cholera, when, in truth and in
fact, it was not,

On May 13, 1921, 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.

H. D. BavLyL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9371. Misbranding of Injection Zip. U. 8§, * * * v, 43 Dozen Bottles
* * * of Imjcction Zip. Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 10879. I. 8. No. 15858-r. 8. No,
E-1628.)

On August 6, 1919, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
West Virginia, 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 4% dozen bottles of Injection Zip, at Charleston, W. Va.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Baker-Levy Chemical Co., In-
dianapolis, Ind., on March 30, 1919, and transported from the State of Indiana
into the State of West Virginia, and charging misbranding in violation of the



