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“few hours followed by 1 every hour, if necessary. ¥or Influenza, Rheumatie
Pains * * * 1 every 2 or 8 homs as required.”

On June 27, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condumnatmn and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed-by the United States marshal.

ARTHUR M. Hypg, Secretmy of Agriculture.

16941, Aa.nlteration and misbranding o¢f solution citrate 0f magnesia,
. 8. v. Henry B. Gilpin Co. Plea of guilty. Fine, $5. (. & D.
No. 28743, 1. 8. No. 08462.)

On November 25, 1929, the United States attorney for the District of Mary-
land, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for the sald distriet an information against the
Henry B. Gilpin Co., a corporation, Baltimore, Md., alleging shipment by said
company in vwlatmn of the food and drugs act, on or'about September 5, 1928,
from the State of Maryland into the State of West Virginia, of a quantity of
solution citrate of magnesia which was adulterated and misbranded. The
article was labeled in part: ‘ Gileco Solution Citrate of Magnesia. This prepa-
ration is not that of the U. S. P., but represents in each fluid ounce Magnesium
Oxide 5.1 grains and Citric Acid 30.5 grains and is palatable, and efficient in
action * * * The Henry B. Gilpin Company * * * Baltimore, Mary-
land.” '

Analysis of a sample of the article by this department showed that the
solution contained magnesium citrate, corresponding to not more than 4.38
graing of magnesium oxide per fluid ounce, equivalent to not more than 0.96°
gram per 100 cubic centimeters. '

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it was
sold under and by a name recognized in the United States Pharmacopoeia and
differed from the standard of strength, guality, and purity as determined by
the test laid down in said pharmacopoeia official at the time of investigation,
in that it contained mugnesium citrate corresponding to not more than 4.88
graing of magnesium oxide per fluid ounce, equivalent to not more than 0.96
gram per 100 cubic centimeters of sgaid article, whereas said pharmacopoeia
provides that each 100 cubic centimeters of the solution of magnesium citrate,
to wit, golution of citrate of magnesia, should contain magnesium citrate corre-
sponding to not less than 1.5 grams of magnesium oxide and the standard of
strength, quality, and purity of the article was not declared on the container
thereof, Adulteration was alleged for the furthet reason that the strength and
purity of the article fell below the professed standard and quality under which
it was sold, in that each fluid ounce of the article was represented to contain
5.1 grains of magnesium oxide, whereas each fluid ounce of the article contained
less than 5.1 graing of magnesium oxide, to wit, not more than 4.38 grains of
magnesium oxide.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statefnent, to wit, * Solution
Citrate of Magnesia ThIS preparatlon J* % % repregents in each ﬂmd ounce
5.1 grains - magnesium oxide,” borne on the label, was false and misleading in
that the statement represented that each fluid ounce of the article contained
5.1 grains of magnesium oxide, whereas each fluid ounce of the article did not
contain 5.1 graing of magnesium oxide but did contain a less amount.

On November 25, 1929, a plea of guilty to the information was entered ‘on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $5.

Arraur M. HypE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16942, Adulteration and misbranding of Zunical. U, 8. v. 123 Bettles of
Zunical., Default decree of adult(,ruuon and misbranding. Prod-
net gjulere(l destloyed. (F. & D. No. 28873, I 8. No. 07113. 8. No.

2054
On July 9, 1929, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
California, acting upon a report by the Secretary. of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States tor said district a libel praying seizure’
and condemnation of 123 bottles of Zunical, remaining in the original unbroken
package at Los Angeles, Calif,, alleging that the article had been shipped by
Antonio A, Zuniga from New York, N. Y. on or ubout Hebruary 23, 1929,
and transported from the State of New York into the State of thiornla and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act
as amended.
‘ Analysis of & sample of the article by this department showed that it con-
. sisted essentially of eggs, ereosote, copaiba, sugar, and water.




