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On or about September 21, 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. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

11023. Misbranding of Arthur’s emmenagoguae pills, Leslie’s emmenagogue
pills, Thomas’ emmenagogue pills, Bick’s nerve toniec, Bick’s sex-
tone pills, and Arthur’s sextone tablets. U. S§. v. 3 Boxes of Ar-
thur’s Emmenagogue Pills, et al. Default decree of condemna-
tion, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 15608, 8. No. C-3309.)

On or about November 26. 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern
Digstrict of Alabama, 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 3 boxes of Arthur’'s emmenagogue pills, 4 boxes
of Leslie’s emmenagogue pills, 4 boxes of Thomas’ emmenagogue pills, 4 pack-
ages of Bick’s nerve tonic, 4 boxes of Bick’s sextone pills, and 4 boxes of
Arthur’s sextone tablets, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages
at Selma, Ala., alleging that the articles had been shipped by the Palestine
Drug Co., from St. Louis, Mo. [E. St. Louis, Ill.1. June 11, 1920, and transported
from the State of Missouri [Illinois] into the State of Alabama, and charging
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed .that the Arthur’s emmenagogue pills, the Leslie’s emmena-
gogue pills, and the Thomas’ emmenagogue pills contained iron sulphate, aloes.
and extract of plant drugs, coated w'th sugar and calcium carbonate, colored
pink ; the Bick’s nerve tonic consisted of two products—brown tablets containing
phosphorus and compounds of zinc and iron, coated with sugar and calcium
carbonate, and yellow pellets containing compounds of iron, strychnine, and
phosphorus, coated with sugar and calcium carhonate; the Bick’s sextone pills
consisted of two products—chocolate-coated pills containing a small amount
of plant drugs, 50 per cent of sugar, 25 per cent of calcium carbonate, 7 per
cent of iron oxid, and 7 per cent of powdered tale., and orange-colored tablets
containing 31 per cent of metallic iron, 11 per cent of calcium carbonate, extract
of nux vomica, and sugar; the Arthur’s sextone tablets contained iron oxid,
calcium carbonate, a compound of zinc, and extract of plant drugs, coated with
sugar.

Misbranding of the articles was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that the following statements appearing in the label'ngs, rezarding the
curative and therapeutic effect of the respective articles, (Arthur’s, Leslie’s,
and Thomas’ emmenagogue pills) (box) “* * * for Amenorrhea, Dysmenor-
rhea and other Menstrual Troubles * * * beginning treatment * * *
before the regular monthly period * * * continue * * * until relief is
obtained,” (Bick’s nerve tonic) (wrapper) “* * * for Nervous Prostra-
tion and bodily aches and pains * * * q nerve * * * tonic * * *
for all female complaints * * * for YWeakness, Nervousness, Headache,
Kidney Trouble, and loss of Power in either Sex * * * for female weakness.
heart trouble and where a general breakdown of the nervous system exists,”
(Bick’s sextone pills) (box) ‘ Bick’s sextone p'lls * * * Composed of
* % %  Aphrodigiac Agencies * * *’ (Arthur’s sextone tablets) (wrapper)
“%* % % Pegigned to correct * * * Hvil Results Following Sexual or
Alcoholic Excesses. Overwork. Worry, Ete. * * * Sextone Tablets For
Either Sex Composed of * * * the Most Potent and Dependable Aphro-
disiac Agencies * * *” were false and fraudulent since the said articles
contained no ingredients or combinations of ingredients capable of producing
the effects claimed.

On May 20, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered. and it was ordered by the court that
the products be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11024, Misbranding of Dr. Locock’s cough elixir. U. 8. v. 3 Dozen Bottles
of Dr. Locock’s Cough Elixir. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruction. (F, & D. No. 15616. 8. No. C-3317.)

On or about November 19, 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern
District of Alabama, 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 seiz-
ure and condemnation of 3 dozen bottles of Dr. Locock’s cough elixir, remaining
unsold in the original unbroken packages at Mobile, Ala., alleging that the
article had been shipped by I. L. Lyons & Co., Litd.,, New Orleans, La., August



N.J.11001-11050.] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMEXNTS. 13

22, 1919, and transported from the State of Louisiana into the State of Ala-
bama, 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 de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of extracts of plant drugs includ-
ingtipecac and squill, small amounts of morphine and acetic acid, sugar, and
water.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that the labeling of the said article contained statements to the effect that it
was recommended as hastening a cure for whooping cough, pains in the breast,
asthma, croup, hoarseness, inflammation of the lungs and catarrhal affections,
pneumonia, incipient consumption, pains in the joints, bones, and muscles, and
difficulty in breathing, which said statements regarding the curative and thera-
peutic effect of the said article were false and fraudulent, since it contained no
ix;gyedzient or combination of ingredients capable of producing the effects
claimed.

On May 20, 1922, 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.

C. ¥. MARrvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11025. Misbranding of olive oil. U. S. v. 29 Half-gallon Cans and 47 Gal-
lon Cans of Olive Qil. Consent decree of condemnation and for-
feiture. Product released under bond. (F, & D. No. 15641. I, 8.
Nos. 13885-t, 13886—t. S. No. W-1034.)

On November 29, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Colo-
rado, 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 condem-
nation of 29 half-gallon cans and 47 gallon cans of olive oil, remaining un-
sold in the original unbroken packages at Denver, Colo., congigned by the
0ld Monk Olive Oil Co., Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped
from Chicago, Ill., on or about November 12, 1921, and transported from the
State of Illinois into the State of Colorado, and charging misbranding in vio-
lation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part:
(Cans) “ France Old Monk Olive Oil Virgin * * * F¥rom Nice, France O0Old
Monk Olive 0Oil Co. New York—Chicago—Nice Net Contents One Half
Gallon” (or “ One Gallon ).

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement, to wit, “ Net Contents One Half Gallon,” appearing on each of the
said half-gallon cans, and the statement, to wit, “ Net Contents One Gallon,”
appearing on each of the said gallon cans, were false and migleading and de-
ceived and misled the purchaser in that the net contents of the said half-gallon
cans was less than one-half gallon and the net contents of each of the said
gallon cans was less than one gallon. Misbranding was alleged for the fur-
ther reason that the article was food in package form, and the quantity of the
contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the
packages.

On January 10, 1922, the Old Monk Olive Oil Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, hav-
ing admitted the allegations of the libel and consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of the
costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $250, in
conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. F. MarvIN, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

11026. Adulteration and misbranding of milk chocolate dainties. U. S, v.
204 i-Pound Boxes of Milk Chocolate Dainties. Default decree of
condemnation, forfeitureéo and destruction. (F, & D. No. 15778.

I. 8. No, 8139-t, 8. No. E-3805.)

On March 17, 1922, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, 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 204 $-pound boxes of milk chocolate dainties, remaining in the
original unbroken packages at Allentown, Pa., consigned by Brewster Sons Co.,
Newark, N. J., alleging that the article had been shipped from Newark, N. J.,
on or about February 11, 1922, and transported from the State of New Jergey
into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration and misbranding in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: * Half
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