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ples, blackheads, pruritus or itching piles, varicose ulcers, acne, piles, boils,
ulcers, carbuncles, burns, running sores, red nose, itch of all kinds, and hives;
and the latter to be effective, when used in connection with Am-O-Lox soap and
Am-0-Lox ointment, as a treatment, remedy, and cure for eczema and all skin
diseases, salt rheum, tetter, eczema of the hands, infantile eczema, psoriasis,
eczema of the scalp, dandruff, falling out of hair, and all diseases of the scalp,
barber’s itch, ring worm, pimples, blackheads, pruritus or itching piles, varicose
ulcers, acne, piles, boils, ulcers, carbuncles, burns, running sorcs, red nose, itch
of all kinds, hives, herpes, lichen, sycosis, dermatitis, and ivy poisoning, when,
in truth and in fact, the said articles would not be effective for the purposes
claimed in the said statements.

On September 12, 1921, a plea of nolo contendere was entered on behalf of
the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $25 and costs.

C. W. PuasrLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10361. Adualteration and misbranding of Mol-Ha mixuxg feed., U.S. * * x
v. Guy H. Patteson (G. E. Patteson & Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine,
$10 and costs. (F. & D. No. 13240. 1. 8. Nos. 6085-r, 6086-r.)

On January 31, 1921, the Un'ted States attoxney 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
Guy E. Patteson, trading as G. B. Patteson & Co., Memphis, Tenn., alleging
shipment by said defendant, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or
about January 16 and 235, 1919, respectively, from the State of Tennessee into
the State of Missouri, of quantities of Mol-Ha mixing feed which was adulter-
ated and misbranded. The article was labeled in part: “100 Lbs. Mol-Ha
Mixing Feed Manufactured by G. E. Patteson & Co., Memphis Tenn. * * *
Made Of Ground Rice Straw & Molasses. Nothing Else.” It was represented
by a salesman of the consignor, prior to the said shipments, that the article
contained 30 per cent of pure cane sugar, that it had been manufactured for
the United States Government, on contract, and in accordance with Govern-
ment specifications, and that the said feed was sold for the United States
Government.

Analyses of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of th's de-
partment showed that it was a mixture of molasses and rice straw, containing
less molasses and sugar than represented by the salesman and having a musty
odor. It also contained less fat and less carbohydrates than stated on the
labeling.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
it cons.sted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed vegetable sub-
stance.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that a horse and mule feed con-
taining less than 30 per cent of pure cane sugar, not manufactured on contract
with and in accordance with United States specification and not sold for the
United States Government, had been offered for sale and sold under the dis-
tinctive name of another article, to w.t, that it was a Government horse and
mule feed; that is to say, a feed containing 30 per cent of pure cane sugar,
manufactured on contract for and in accordance with United States Govern-
ment specification and sold for the United States Government.

On January 19, 1922, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $10 and costs.

C. W. PuasLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10362. Adulteratlon and misbranding of concentrated sweetener, U, S,
* v, § Cans of Sweetener. Default decree of condemna-
tlon, forfeiture, and destroction. (F, & D. No. 14963. 1. S. No.

2077—t. 8. No. C-30868.)

On or about August 3, 1921, the United States attorney for the Northern Dis-
trict of Mississippi, 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 5 cans of concentrated sweetener, at Water Valley, Miss,,
consigned by the W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article
had been shipped from St. Louis, Mo., about July 1, 1920, and transported from
the State of Missouri into the State of Mississippi, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was
labeled in part: “ Wood’s Special Concentrated Sweetener. * * * W, B,
Wood Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo.”



