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An examination of 40 sacks of the cottonseed meal labeled “100 Lbs. Net”
by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department showed an average net weight
of 94.18 pounds.

Misbranding of the articles was alleged in the information for the reason
that they were food in package form, and the quantity of the contents thereof
was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the packages.

On June 30, 1922, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the information,
and the court imposed a fine of $75.

C. W. PuesLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10921. Misbranding of Dr. Martel’s female pills. U. S. v. 75 Packages of
Dr, Martel’s Female Pills. Default decree of condemnation, for-
éei2t31%§e;, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 13499, 1. 8. No, 12377-t. 8. No.

On September 2, 1920, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Ohio, 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 75 packages of Dr. Martel’s female pills, remaining unsold in
the original unbroken packages at Columbus, Ohio, consigned by the Royal
Drug Co., Chicago, Ill.,, on or about July 2, 1919, alleging that the article had
been shipped from Chicago, Ill.,, and transported from the State of Illinois
into the State of Ohio, 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 the pills contained iron sulphate, iron carbonate, and savin
oil.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the rea-
son that certain representations appearing on the label of the box containing
the article and in the accompanying cireular, to wit, (box) *“ Female FPills
* % * for guppression of the menses, dysmenorrhea (painful menstruation)
and similar functional derangements,” (circular) ¢ Female Pills * * * For
Disturbances of the Menstrual Functions * * * for Amenorrhea (Suppres-
sion of the Menses) * * * treatment * * * ghould be continued until
relief is obtained. For Dysmenorrhea (Painful or Scanty Menstruation)
* % % gur medicine will be found to give lasting benefit and genuine relief.
* # * o prevent difficult, painful, over-profuse and other morbid menstrual
conditions, and keep this important function normal, take * * * for a few
days before the expected reappearance of the menstrual flow,” were false and
fraudulent in that by reason of the said statements the said article purported
to contain and be a cure for said diseases, disorders, and symptoms, whereas
it contained little or no ingredients capable of producing the curative and
therapeutic effect claimed.

On February 17, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment 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. PucsiEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10922, Adulteration and misbranding of whole egg powder. U, S. v, Joe
Lowe Co., a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $50. (¥. & D. No.
14929. 1. S. No. 10226-t.)

On October 3, 1921, 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 an information
against the Joe Lowe Co., a corporation, Los Angeles, Calif,, alleging ship-
ment by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about
December 24, 1920, from the State of California into the State of Colorado,
of a quantity of whole egg powder which was adulterated and misbranded.
The article was invoiced as “ Hygrade Whole Egg Powder ” and was labeled
in part: “* * * W, B, From Joe Lowe & Co. * * * T.os Angeles,
Cal. * *= =2

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it was a commercial yolk containing approximately
83 per cent of actual yolk and 17 per cent of albumen or egg white.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a substance, to wit, commercial egg yolk powder, had been substituted
in whole or in part for whole egg powder, which the article purported to be,
and for the further reason that a valuable constituent of the article, to wit,
-white of egg, had been wholly or in part abstracted.
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Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, design, and
device, to wit, “W. H.,” borne on the barrel containing the article, regarding
the article and the ingredients and substances contained therein, was false
and misleading in that it represented that the said article consisted of a
whole egg product, and for the further reason that the article was labeled
as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that il
consisted of a whole egg product, whereas, in truth and in fact, it did not so
consist but did consist in whole or in part of commercial egg yolk powder.
Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was a produect
composed in whole or in part of commercial egg yolk powder, prepared in
imitation of whole eggs and so offered for sale and sold under the:distinctive
name of another article, to wit, whole egg powder.

On June 26, 1922, a plea of guilty to the information was entered.on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $50.

C. W. PuasLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10923. Misbranding of Giepsi Vemela. U. 8. v. 1 Gress Bottles of Glepqu
Vemela. Default decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod
uect disposed of according to law. (F. & D. No. 14972, I. S, No.
10703—-t. S, No. W-960.)

On June 2, 1921, 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 1 gross bottles of Giepsi Vemela, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Los Angeles, Calif., consigned by the Giepsi Vemela Co.,
Douglas, Ariz., alleging that the article had been shipped from Douglas, Ariz.,
on or about March 28, 1921, and transported from the State of Arizona 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
department showed that it consisted of vegetable extractives, sugar, and water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that the label of the bottle containing the said article and the accom-
panying carton and circular bore the following statements, (carton, English
and Spanigh) “* * * for the tuberculosis, colds, coughs, anemia and gen-
eral debility,” (bottle, English and Spanish) “* * * It is recommended
for tuberculosis, colds, coughs, anemia and general debility * * * In serious
cases,” (circular, Spanish) ‘ Giepsi Vemela was subjected to the laws required
by the United States of America before being placed on the market, which will
stimulate and increase the faith and confidence of patients who make use of
this medicine,” (carton) * Guaranteed under the pure food act,” which state-
ments were false and fraudulent, since the said article contained no ingredient
or combination of ingredients capable of producing the curative and therapeu-
tic 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.

C. W. PUGSLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10924. Misbranding of potatoes. U. S. v. James L. Leonard, Walter B.
Crosset, and George B. Riley (Leonard, Cr0lset & Riley). Pleas
of guilty. Fime, $50. (F. & D. No. 15005. 1. S. Nos. 5931~t, 5933-t.)-

On May 4, 1922, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Michigan, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
James L. Leonard, Walter B. Crosset, and George B. Riley, copartners, trading
as Leonard, Crosset & Riley, Greenville, Mich., alleging shipment by said de-
fendants, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about
January 18, 1921, from the State of Michigan into the State of Pennsylvania,
of quantities of potatoes, in sacks, which were 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 9, 1922, the defendants entered pleas of guilty to the information,
and the court 1mposed a fine of $50.

C. W. PuesiEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.



