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too willing, running awlong and injecting something into the case that mnobedy
seemed to care anything abeut and which they were asked no questions about.
You will econgider the testimony of each witness as to whether it appears (e
be unlikely, uureasonable or improbable, and as to whether it is corroborated
by olher evidence wlhere you would expect it to be correborated if true, or
whether it is contradicted by other evidence. You will also take into considera-
tion the siluation in whieh each witness was placed as to enubling that wit-
ness to know the exact facts; as one witness might be much better situated and
laeated to know what the tacts were thawn anether witness who was just as
anxious to tell the truth. You will also take into aecount the interest that each
witiness hays in the case, as shown by his manner of testifying orv his relation
fa the case. The defendants having taken the stand in their ewn behalf, you
will weigh their testinmony by the same rules as that of other witmesses, includ-
ing their natural interest in the case.

The jury thercupon retired and after due deliberation returued a verdict of
not guilty.
C. F. dMarviN, Acting Sccrctary of Agiiculture.

6875, Adunlteration and misbrandging of Dolomel-Calomel and Dolomel-
¥odeoform. W. 8. * * * 5, Pulvola Chemical Ceo., & corporation,
Plea of guwilty, Fine, $25. (F. & . No, 9231, 1. 8, Nos, 3913—-p, 3914-p.}

On XNovember 14, 3018, the United States attorney for the Distiict of New
Jersey, acting uwpon a repeort hy the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district an informalion against the
Pulvela Chemical (o., a corporation, Jersey City, N. J., alleging shipment by
sald company, in vielaticn of the Food and Drugs Aci, on or about February
JF, 1918, from the State of New Jersey into the State of New York, of guantitieg
af articles, labeled in part “ Dolomel-Calemel,” and “ Dolomol-Todoform,” which
were adulferated and misbranded.

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
cdepartment showed thal the Dolomol-Calomel eontained 10.99 per cent of
eatomel, and that the Dolomel-ITodoform contained 7.09 per cent of iodoforn.

Adulteration of Dolomel-Calomel was alleged in the information for tlie
reason that its sirength and purity fel below the professed standard and
quakity wmder whickh it was sold, in that it was sold as a product which con-
tained 25 per eent of calomeel, whereas, in truth and in fact, it contained less
than 25 per cent of catomel, {0 wit, approximately 10.99 per cent of calomel.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statement, to
wit, ¢ Calomel 25 Per Cent,” borne on the labels attached to the eans containing
the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances contaimed therein,
was falge and misleading in that it represented that the article coniained no
Tess than 25 per cent of ealomel, whereas, in truth and in fact, it contained Iess
than 25 per cent of calonwel. to wit, approximately 10.99 per cent of calomel.

Adulteration of Deolomeol-Todofornr wag ableged for the reason that its strength
and purity fell below the professed standard and quality under which it was
sold in {hat it was sold as a product which contained not less than 10 per cent
of iodoform, whereas, in truth and in fact, it centained less than 10 per cent
of iodoform, to wit, approximately 7.09 per cent of iodoform.

Misbranding of the arliele was alleged for the reason that the statement, to
wit, “Todoform * * * 10 Per Cent,” borne on the labels aitached to the
eans, was false and misgleading, in fhat it represented that the article com-
tained not less than 10 per eent of iodoform, whereas, i truth and in fact,
it contained less than 10 per cent of iodeoform, to wit, approximately 7.09 per
cent of iodofarn.

On Dcecember 2, 1918 the defendant company entered a plea of guilty to
the information, and the eourt imposed a fine of $23.

C. F. MagrviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.
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6876, Misbranding of cottonseed meal or cake, U. S, * ¥ * v, Hollis Cot=-
ton 0il, Light & Ice Co., a corporation. Plea of guilty. Iine, $100
and costs. (F. & D. No. 9345. 1. S. Nos. 19738-m, 19739-m, 19740-m.)

On January 18, 1918, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Oklahoma, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agricullure, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said distriet an information against
the Hollis Cotlon Oil, Light & Ice Co., a corporation, Hollis, Okla., alleging
shipment by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or’
about November 23, 1916, December 26, 1916, and January 4, 1917, from
the State of Oklahoma into the State of Kansas, of quantities of an article,
labeled in part “ Cotton Seed Meal or Cake,” which was misbranded.

Analyses of samples of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed the following results:

Shipment of—

Determination.
Nov. 23, | Dec. 26, | Jan. 4,
1916. 1916. 1917.

Per cent. | Per cent. | Per cfm.

Ether extract (erude fat).. 5 35 5.23 5.40
Crudefiber...._............ 12 23 11.0 11.87
() 40 Lo L35 03 0775 b s U O 37.50 38.4 37.06

Mishranding of the article in the shipment on November 23, 1916, was al-
leged in the information for the reason that the siatement, 1o wit, “* * *
chemnical analysis: Crude Protein not less than 43 per cent Crude Ifat not
less than 6 per cent Crude Fibre not more than 9 per cent,” borne on the tags
attached to the sacks containing the article, regarding it aund the ingredients
a1 substances contained therein, was false and misleading in that it rcpre-
sented thal the article contained not less than 43 per cenl of crude prot~in, not
fess than G per cent of crude fat, and not more than 9 per cent of erude fiber,
and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and
miglead tLe purchaser into the belicf that t contained not less {hin 43 per
cent of crude protein, not less than 6 per ceni of crude fat, and not more thau
9 per ceni of crude fiber, whereas;/in truth and in faci, it contained less than
43 per cent of crude protein, less than 6 per cent of crude fat, and contained
more than 9 per cent of crude fiber, to wit, approximately 37.50 per cent of
crude protein, approximately 5.35 per cent of crude fat, and approximately
12.23 per cent of crude fiber.

Misbranding of the article in the shipment on December 26, 1916. was alleged
for the reason that the statement, to wit, “* ¥ * chemical analysis:
Crude Protein not less than 43 per cent Crude Fat not less than 7 per cent
Crude Fibre not more than 9 per cent?’ borne on the tags attached to the sacks
containing the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances con-
tained therein, was false and misleading in that it represented that the article
contained not less than 43 per cent of crude protein, not less than 7 per
cent of crude fal, and not more than 9 per cent of crude fiber, and
for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to de-
ceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it contgined not
less than 43 per cent of crude protein, not less than 7 per cent of crude fat, and
not more than 9 per cent of crude fiber, whereas, in tnuth and in fact, it con-
{ained less than 43 per cent of crude protein, less than 7 per cent of ciude
fat, and contained more than 9 per cent of crude fiber, to wit, approximately



