N.J.8801-8830] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS. 219

transported from the State of Missouri into the State of Alabama, and charging
misbranding under the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was
labeled in part: (Carton) “A Remedy for Kidney and Bladder Troubles, Weak
and Lame Backs, Rheumatism and Gravel. Regulates Bladder Trouble in Chil-
dren;” (small circular, headed “ Read Carefully ”) “In cases of Gravel and
Rheumatism 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,
turpentine, alcohol, and water.

Adulteration of the arlicle was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statements on the carton or label above quoted, with reference to the thera-
peutic and curative qualities of said drug, were false and misleading and false
and fraudulent, and that the same were known to be false and fraudulent by
the manufacturer, shipper, and those thus labeling said drugs at the time they
were 8o labeled.

On September 6, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Bawr, Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.

8819, Misbranding of McConnon’s Sieck Tonie. U. 8. * * * v 6 Pails
and 19 Cartons of HeConnon’s Steck Tonic.,. Conscnt decree of con-
demnation and forfeiture. Geoods released under bond. (P & D.
No. 13011. I. 8. No. 232-r. 8. No. E-2411.)

On July 14, 1920, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Georgia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
irict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 6 pails and 19 cartons of McConnon’s Stock Tonic, remaining
unsold in the original unbroken packages at Rome, Ga., alleging that the
article had been shipped on or about June 19, 1919, and April 10, 1920, by
McConnon & Co., Memphig, Tenn., and transported from the State of Tennessee
into the State of Georgia, and charging misbranding under the Food and
Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: “ Horses * * *
for * * * epizooly, influenza * * * hog cholera * * * Teed two
large tablespgonfuls to each hog or two pigs 3 times a day. If diseased feed
4 to 6 Lablespoonfuls to each hog or two pigs 8 times a day * * *;” (booklet
accompanying both cartons and pails) “* * * (Cattle, Milch Cows and
Calves * * * Scours. McConnon’s Stock Tonic in doses of two or three
tablespoonfuls three times a day. In very bad cases add a tablespoonful of
powdered charcoal to the dose of the Tonic and mix with the regular feed
* % % THogs, Sows, Pigs and Shoats * * * Scours. Give two or four
tablespoonfuls of McConnon’s Stock Tonic to each pig in small amounts of feed.
If disease is very bad add one tablespoonful of powdered charcoal to the
regular dose of Tonic and feed until disease is improved, then use the Tonic
only. Hog Cholera. * * * Give each hog six large tablespoonfuls Ne-
Connon’s Stock Tonic in good, wholesome, easily digested food, such as ground
feed, rye, oats, etc., mixed with milk or pure water, every three hours until
cured. Be sure that each hog gets his proper share of the Tonic, otherwise it
will not act. 'The dose can be increased if necessary with perfect safety. If
you have hog cholera on your premises or in your neighborhood feed well
hogs four tablespoonfuls of McCennon’s Stock Tonic three or four times a day
in regular feed.”
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Analysis of a sample of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it consisted. essentially of salt, charcoal, American
wormseed, capsicum, gentian, fenugreek, and cereal filler.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
above-quoted statements, regarding the curative and therapeutic effects thereof,
appearing on the label and carton, and in the circulars and booklet accom-
panying and enclosed with said cartons and pails, were false and fraudulent in
that the same were applied to said drug knowingly and in a reckless and:
wanton disregard of their truth or falsity so as to vepresent falsely and
fraudulently to purchaserg thereof, and to create in the minds of purchasers
thereof, the impression and belief that the said product was in whole or in part
composed of and contained ingredients or medicinal agents effective, among
other things, as a remedy, a cure, and a preventive of the diseases named on
the label and carton, and in the circulars and booklet, and that the said drug
was not in whole or in part composed of, and did not contain, ingredients or
medicinal ageunts effective as a remedy, cure, or preventive of the said diseasesg
in horses, swine, and cattle.

On October 21, 1920, McConnon & Co., claimant, having filed an answer ad-
mitting the truth of the allegations of the libel and consenting to a decree, g
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be released to said claimant upon the payment of
the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $500, in.
conformity with section 10 of the act.

. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

£820. Adulteraition aond misbranding of flour. VU. 8. * * =x v, 4710 Sacks
of Floux. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod-
uct ovdered released on bond. (. & D. No. 907. 1. 8. No. 43206-b:
S. No. 321.)

On October 6, 1909, the United States attorney for the District of Indiana,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel, and on June 7, 1910, an amendect
libel, praying the seizure and condemnation of 410 sacks of flour, at Indian:
apolis, Ind., alieging that the article had been shipped on or about September 14,
1909, by the Larabee Flour Mills Co., Hutchinson, Kans., and had been shipped
from the State of Kansas into the State of Massachusetts, and thereafter re-
shipped from the State of Massachusetts into the State of Indiana, and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part, “ Hard Wheat Patent Loyal Flour.”

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was adulterated for
the reason that substances known as nitrites or nitrite reacting matérial had
been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect
its quality and strength ; for the further reason that said article had been mixed;
colored, and stained in a manver whereby damage and inferiority were cob-
cealed, and for the further reason that said flour contained added poisonous
and other added deleterious ingredients, which might render the same injurious
to health.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the article was
labeled “ Hard Wheat Patent Loyal Flour,” which said labeling represented thdt
the flour was a patent flour made from hard wheat, whereas such labeling was
false and misleading in that the flour was not a patent flour at all, and was not
made wholly from hard wheat, but was made from a mixture of hard and soft
wheats. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the ‘article was
offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article, to wit, hard wheat



