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Examination of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of thig
depariment showed an average shortage in 13 cans of 5.10 per cent.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that the statement, to wit, “ Net Contents 4 Gallon,” borne on the cans con-
aining the arvticle, regurding the article, was false and misleading in that it
represented that each of waid cans contained ] galion nei thereof, and for the
further reason that the article was iabeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and
mislead the purchaser into the helief that each of the cans contained 3 gallon
net thereof, whereav, in truth and in facl, each of said cany did not contain
} wzallon net of the article, bul contained a less amount. Misbranding wus
alleged for the further reason that the article was food in package form, and
the quantily of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on
thie outside of the package.

On November 17, 1920, tle defendanig entered pleas of guilty to the in-
formation, and the court imposed a fine of $25.

. D. Bary, Aeling Secrctary of Agriculture.

8734, Misbranding of olive wil, ¥. 8§, ¥ ¥ * v, Gabriel Carbateas and
Niecheolas S, Monnhes (V. S. Monahes), Fleas of gunilty. Fine, $235.
(I, & D. Ne. 11988, 1. 3, No. 18157-r)

On November 12, 1920, the United Srates atiorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting vhon a report by the Seeretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Disirict Court of the United Siates for »2id distriet an information against
Grabriel Carbateas and Nicholas N, Monshos, copartners, trading as N. S. dMona-
hos, New York, N. Y.. alleging shipment by said defendants, in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, on or abour April 9, 1919, {from the State of New
York into the State of Flovida, of a guantily of oil which was mishranded. The
article was Iabeled in part, “Mouaho's Olio di Oliva Termini Imeresxe.”

Examination of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed an average shortage on 14 cans of 4 per cent.

Mishranding of the article was alieged in the information for the reason
that the statement, to wit, “Net Contents 1 Quart,” borue on the cans con-
taining the article, regarding the article, was false and misleading in {hat it rep-
resenled that cach of the cang contained 1 quart net thereof, and for the
further reason that the article was labeled as aforesatid so as to deceive and
mislead the purcliaser into the helief that each of the cans contained 1 guart
net thereof, whereas, in truth and in fact, each of the cans did not contain 1
quart nel of the article, but econtained a less amouni. Mighranding was alleged
Tor the further reasom thac the articie was food in package form, and the quan-
tilty of the contients was nol plainly end conspicuously marked on the outside
of the package.

On November 17, 1920, the defendantis entered pleas of guailty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $20.

K. . Barr, Acting Seerctar y of Sgricultuic.

8753, Hishranding of dried brewers® graims. T, § * * * v, K, & E,
Neumound, a Corporation. Plea of nelo contenderce. Fine, $25 and
costs. (1N & D No, 71920, I, 8. No. 10Gs7-1.)

On April 21, 1920, ithe United States attorney for the Lastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the Cuited States for said district en information against K. & E.
Neumond, a corporation, St. Louix, Mo., alleging shipmenti by said company, in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about December 2, 1918, {rom the
State of Missouri into the Siate of Indiana, of a quantity of dried brewers’
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grains which was misbranded. The articie was labeled in part, * ‘¢ Goldnes
Kaly’ Dried Brewers’ Graing * * % I, & E. Neumond, Ine.” :

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
pariment showed that il contained 5.85 per cent of fat, 21.2 per ceni of protein,
and 16.6 per cent of crude fiber.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
ihat the statement, to wit, “ Guarantee > * * not less than G.0 per cend
of ¢rude fal, 24.0 per cenl of crude protein., not more than 13.0 per cenl of
crude fiber,” borite on the tags attached to the sacks containing the article, re-
garding il and the ingredients and substances contaiuned therein, was false and
misleading in that il represented that the article containeC not less than G per
cent of crude fai, not less than 24 per cent of crude protein, and not more than

3 per cent of crude fiber, and for the further reason that the artlicle was«
labeled as alorexaid ¢o as to deceive and mistead the purchaser into the belief
that il conlained not less than 6 per cent of crude fat, not less than 24 per cent
of c¢rude protein. and not more than 13 per cent of crude fiber, wheveas, in {ruth
and in facl, it contained less crude fat and crude protein and more crude fiber,
to wit, approximately 3.85 per cent of crude fat, 21.2 per cenl of crude protein,
and 16.0 pev cent of erude fiber.

On November 10, 1920. a plex of nolo coniendere 1o the information was ¢p-
{ored on behulf of the defendanti company, and the court imposed a fine of §25
and costs

B, . Bam, Aeting Sceretary of Agriculiure.

S736. Hisbranding of The Texask Weonder, TS0 % 2w, 3 Doren Pack-
ages of The Texas Wonder., Defanlt decceee of condemaation, for-
feiture, and destruction. (1. & D No 12125 1.8 No ¢32-r. S No.
L-1043.)

On January 30, 1920, the United Scales aftoingy for the Soulhern Disirict
of Georgia, acling upon a report by the Recretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the Umited Stateg for suid district a libel for the seizure and
condemmation of 3 dozen packages of The Texas Wonder, remaining unsoid in
ihe original puckages at Savaunnal, Ga., alleging that {he article had Leen
shipped by I8 Strocker, St. Louis, Mo., gn or about January 19. 1920, and trans-
ported from the State of Missouri into the Slate of Georgia, and charging wis
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, a« amended. The article was
labeled in part: (Luckage) “Texas Wonder -~ % IO W, Hall, Sole Muanu-
Eacturer St. Louis. Mo.; 7 (ecarton) “ The Texas Wonder, Hall's great discovery
for Liduey and bladder irouble, diabeles, weak and lawe hacks, rheumatism
-7 1 Gravel regulatex bladder trouble in children;” {cireular, testimonial
of Louis A. Poriner. St Louis, Missouri) - © Began using The Texas
Wonder for stone in the Kidneys, inflammation of the bladder. and tubevcu-
losis of 1he Kkidney« T Jrine contained 40 per cent pus. *  * ¥ Still
usiung e medicine with wondcrful results and his weight had increase:d

Analysis of u sample of the article by {he Bureau of Chemistry of this depurt-
ment showed that it was composed essenilially of copaiba, rhiubarb, colehicum,
guaiac, turpentine, alcohol, and water,

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reuseon that the above-quoted statemenis appearing on the cavien and iabel
and in the civeular were false and fraudulent since ihe article contained uno
ingredient or combination of ingredienls capable of producing the therapeutic
cffects claimed.



