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9970. Miabranding of cottonseed cake. U.S. * * * v, Sherman Oil Mill,
a Corporaticn. Plea of guilty. Fine, $50. (F. & D. No. 11339. I. S.
No. 2069-r.)

On March 30, 1920, the United States attorney for the Bastern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Sherman Oil Mill, a corporation, Sherman, Tex., alleging shipment by said
company, on or about December 17, 1918, in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended, from the State of Texas into the State of Colorado, of a
quantity of unlabeled cottonseed cake which was misbranded.

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 May 16, 1921, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on be-
half of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $50.

C. W. PucsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9971. Misbranding of Hall’s Texas Wonder. U. 8. * ‘* * v. 6 Dozen
Bottles * * * of Hall’s Texas Wonder. Default decree of con-
demnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 12926, I. 8. No.
9958-r. S. No. C-1921.) )

On June 18, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Illinois, 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
condemnation of 6 dozen bottles of Hall’'s Texas Wonder, remaining in the
original packages at Quincy, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by
E. W. Hall, St. Louis, Mo., June 11, 1920, and transported from the State of
Missouri into the State of Illinois, and charging misbranding in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: (Car-
ton) “* * * A Remedy For Kidney and Bladder Troubles. Weak and Lame
Backs, Rheumatism and Gravel. Regulates Bladder Trouble in Children”;
(circular) “* * * TIn cases of Gravel and Rheumatic troubles it should be
taken every night in 25-drop doses until relieved.” ‘

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that it consisted essentially of copaiba, rhubarb, colchicum, guaiac,
an oil similar to-turpentine oil, alcohol, and water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
above-quoted statements regarding the curative and therapeutic effect thereof
were false and fraudulent, since the said article contained no ingredient or
combination of ingredients capable of producing the effects claimed.

On October 10, 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.

C. W. Puastey, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

DY72. Misbranding of Dr. Burkhart’s vegetable compound., U, S. * * ®
v. 24 Dozen * * *, § Dozemn * * *, and 1} Dozem * * *
Cartons of * * * Dr. Burkhart’s Vegetable Compound. De~
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (PF. & D.
"Ng. 13049. 1. 8. No. 10003-t. 8. No. W-634.)

On July 16, 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
California, acting upori 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 24 dozen small, 5 dozen medium, and 13 dozen large cartons
of Dr. Burkhart’'s vegetable compound, remaining unsold in the original un-
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broken packages at Los Angeles, Calif., alleging that the article had been
shipped by Dr. W. S. Burkhart, Cincinnati, Ohio, in part on April 19, 1920, and
in part on June 30, 1920, and transported from the State of Ohio into the State
of California, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this depart-
ment showed that it consisted essentially of aloes. podopbyllum, and capsicum,
in sugar-coated tablets.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the following curative and therapeutic effects were claimed on the cartons
containing the said article, (small and medium sizes) “* * * Recommended
for Kidney and Liver Disease, Fever and Ague, Rheumatism, Sick and Nervous
Headache, Hrysipelas, Scrofula, Female Complaints, Catarrh, Indigestion, Neu-
ralgia, Nervous Affection, Dyspepsia * * * and all Syphilitic Diseases
* % %7 (large size) “* * * Recommended for Blood Diseases, such as
Rheumatism, Kidney and Liver Diseases, Fever and Ague, Sick and Nervous
Headache, Erysipelas, Scrofula, Female Complaints, Catarrh * * * Indi-
gestion, Neuralgia, Nervous Affection, Dyspepsia. * * * which statements
regarding the said article were false and fraudulent in that it contained no
ingredient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the therapeutic
effects claimed.

On August 17, 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 disposed of according to law. The product was destroyed
by the United States marshal.

C. W. PugsLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9973. Misbranding of cottonseed cake, U, 8. * * * v, W, Preston Battle
(W. P. Batile & Co.). Plea of nolo contendere, Fine, $25 and costs,
(F. & D. No. 13173. 1. S. No. 12042-r.)

On October 30, 1920, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
W. Preston Battle, trading as W. P. Battle & Co., Memphis, Tenn,, alleging
shipment by said defendant, on or about February 24, 1919, in violation of the
Tood and Drugs Act, as amended, from the State of Tennessee into the State of
Kansas, of a quantity of unlabeled cottonseed cake which was misbranded.

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 October 11, 1921, the defendant entered a plea of nolo contendere to the
information, and the court imposed a fine of $25 and costs.

C. W. PuasLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9974, Misbranding of Gold Medal compound pennyroyal pills, U.S, * * ¥
v. 12 Packages of * * * Gold Medal Compound Pennyroysal
Pills, Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F. & D. No. 13505. 1. S. No, 10036-t. S. No. W-713.) \

On September 1, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
California, 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 12 packages of Gold Medal compound pennyroyal pills, remain-
ing in the original unbroken packages at Los Angeles, Calif., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the 8. Pfeiffer Mfg, Co., St. Louis, Mo., on or about



