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On April 24, 1923, 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.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11537, Adulteration and misbranding of sage. U. 8. v. Mecllvaine Bros.,
Inec., a Corporation. Plea of guilty. Fine, $200. (F. & D. No.
16963. 1. S. No. 15964-t.)

At the December, 1922, term of the United States District Court, within and
for the Ifastern District of Pennsylvania, the United States attorney for said
district, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the dis-
trict court aforesaid an information against Mcllvaine Bros., Inc, a corpora-
tion, Philadelphia, Pa., alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the
FFood and Drugs Act, on or about January 10, 1922, from the State of Penn-
sylvania into the State of New York, of a quantity of sage which was adul-
terated and misbranded. The article was labeled in part: ¢ MclIlvaine’s McIB
‘Whole Sage * * * Mecllvaine Brothers * * * Philadelphia.”

Examination of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted of Greek sage and contained no pure
whole sage.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
its strength and purity fell below the professed standard and quality under
which it was sold in that it was sold as pure whole sage, that is to say, Salvia
officinalis, whereas, in truth and in fact, it was Greek sage, that is to say,
Salvia triloba.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statements,
to wit, “ Whole Sage” and * Pure,” borne on the packages containing the said
article, regarding the article and the ingredients and substances contained
therein, were false and misleading in that the said statements represented
that the article.was pure whole sage, that is to say, Salvia officinalis, whereas,
in truth and in fact, it was not pure whole sage but was Greek sage, that is to
say, Salvia triloba. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the
article was a product composed in whole or in part of Greek sage, that is to
say, Selvia triloba, prepared in imitation of and offered for sale and sold under
the name of another article, to wit, whole sage, that is to say, Salvia officinalis.

On June 15, 1923, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf of
the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $200.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

11538. Adulteratiom and misbranding of vinegar. U. 8. v. 45 Barrels of
Vinegar. Consent decree of comndemnation and forfeiture,
Product released under bond. (F. & D, No. 16984, 1. 8. No. 155-v.
S. No. E-4227.)

On November 18, 1922, the United States attorney for the Distriet of Con-
necticut, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 45 barrels of vinegar, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at Waterbury, Conn., consigned by the Powell Corp.,
Canandaigua, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about
September 16, 1922, into the State of Connecticut, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was
labeled in part: “Pure Cider Vinegar Made From Apples Reduced To 4%
* % % NMan'f’d By The Powell Corp Canandaigua, N. Y.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that dis-
tilled and evaporated apple products vinegar had been mixed and packed
therewith so as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and
strength and had been substituted wholly or in part for the said article.
Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that the article was mixed in
a manner whereby damage or inferiority was concealed.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the labels on the barrels con-
taining the article bore the following statement, “ Pure Cider Vinegar Made
From Apples,” which was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
was an imitation of and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of
another article, to wit, cider vinegar.

On May 23, 1928, the Powell Corp., Canandaigua, N. Y., having appeared as
claimant for the property and having consented to the entry of a decree, judg-
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ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, aund it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to said claimant upon payment of the costs
of the proceedings and the execution of a good and sufficient bond, in con-
formity with section 10 of the act.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11539, Adulteration of shell eggs. V. S, v. 10 Cases, 17 Cases, and 363
Cases of Shell Eggs. Default decrees of condemnation and for-
feitnre entered with respect to a portion of the product. Con-
sent decree of condemnation and forfelture entered with re-
spect to the remainder. Produect ordered destroyed. (F. & Iy,
Nos., 17054, 17055, 17056, I. S. Nos. 74—v, 75—v, 251—-v. 8. No, E—4246

On December 22, 1922, the United States attornex for the Southern Dis-
trict of New York, acting upon reports hy the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district libels praying the
seizure and condemnation of 392 cases of shell eggs, at New York, N. Y,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Bell-Jones Co., Davenport,
lowa, November 17, 1922, and transported from the State of Iowa into the
State of New York, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: (Case) “ Bell Jones Co. Cold
Storage Recd. May 6-22.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that
ammonia had been mixed and packed with and substituted in whele or in
part for the said article.

On March 13, 1923, *the Bell-Jones Co., Davenport, Iowa, having appeared as
claimant for 365 cases of the product and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the said 365 cases of the product be destroyed by
the United States marshal and that the said claimant pay the costs of the
proceedings. On May 16, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the remainder
of the product, judgments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the said product be destroyed by the United
States marshal.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11540. Misbranding of Blacko kidney tablets. U. 8. v. Blacko Medicine
Co., a Corporation. Plea of nolo contendere. Fine, $10. (F. &
D. No. 12812. 1. 8. No. 7306-r.)

On January 26, 1922, the United States attorney for the Southern Distriet of
West Virginia, 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
Blacko Medicine Co., a corporation, Charleston, W. Va., alleging shipment by
said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended, on or about
June 18, 1919, from the State of West Virginia into the State of Kentucky, of a
quantity of Blacko kidney tablets which were misbranded. The article was
labeled in part: “ Blacko Kidney Tablets * * * The Blacko Medicine Co.
Charleston, W. vVa.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that the tablets were composed essentially of hexame-
thylenamine, methylene blue, boric acid, potassium nitrate, potassium bi-
carbonate, and plant extractive material, flavored with methyl salicylate.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the information for
the reason that certain statements, regarding the therapeutic and curative
effects of the said article, appearing on the labels of the bottles and cartons
containing the same and in the accompanying circular, falsely and fraudulently
represented the said article to be effective as a treatment, preventive, remedy,
and cure for kidney and bladder troubles, weak kidneys, urinary troubles, swol-
len joints, inflammation of the bladder, sediment in the urine, sudden stoppage
or retention of urine, puffiness under the eyes, voracious appetite. gallstone,
swollen ankles, frequent calls, dribbling, irregular heart action, pale skin, pains
when urinating, and enlargements of the prostate glands in old men, when, in
truth and in fact, it was not.

On May 25, 1923, a plea of nolo contendere to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $10.

HowaArp M, Gore, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



