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COMMISSIONERS' REPORT.

IOWA COMMISSIONERS OF PHARMACY,
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY,
STATE CAPrTOoL, DES MOINESs, IowA, Dec 10, 1857,

To his Faxcellency, Wu. LARRABEE, Governor:

In accordance with the requirements of law, we have the honor to
submit herewith the fourth biennial report of the Commission of
Pharmacy, giving a brief account of the transactions of the Board
from the date of last report, August 15, 1885,and a corrected abstract
of the State Pharmacy Register to December 1, 1887.

A careful study of the first, second and third biennial reports in
connection with this fourth report, will disclose a gratifying progress
with the attainments and proficiency of the pharmacy law.

The pharmacy act of 1880, and amendments of 1882 and 1886, were
only tentative steps to fulfill the objeots of the law, that we believe
the State will never suffer to be taken backward either by men whose
commission is to make law, or by men whose commission is to admin-
ister and execnte it. This confidence is based not alone on the fact
that Iowa enjoys the honor and distinction of being the first State in
a list of twenty of the great States of the Union to enact a pharmacy
law worthy of the name; but because it is a good law and for the
protection and welfare of the whole people, as well as legitimate phar-
macists, to whose honor be it said, they were the first to ask for the
proper legal regulation of their avocation. In this connection the
Supreme Court of Indiana, Eastman vs. State, decided Jume, 1887,
cites cases from the courts of last resort in twelve different States.
We quote the following paragraph:

“The State has an interest in the life and health of all its citizens,
and the law under examination was framed, not to bestow favors upon
a particular profession, but to discharge one of the highest duties of
a Btate—that of protecting its citizens from injury and harm.”




9 COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. [Es

United States Supreme Court decision, December, 1887, (Kansag
eases) holds under our system of government the police power ig
lodged with the legislative branch of government. It belongs to
that department to exerl what are known as the police powers of
States. It must determine pri marily what measures are appropriate
or needful for the protection of public morals, public health or public
safety.

By applying such decisions to pharmacy cases it may be claimed
that registered pharmacists are granted extraordinary honors and ex
ceptional protection by the State. And why? Does their calling re-
quire a higher grade of intelligence or greater responsibility? “Other
occupations, like those of builders, engineers and manufacturers of
are charged with no less grave responsibility to the publie.
8 recognized as primarily due to the accepted fact that
on of the pharmacist is merely incidental to pro.
tection of the public from ignorance in a profession where the public
is, in the nature of things, unable to anticipate or detect it. It i8 a8
sumed that people are generally sufficiently intelligent to know the
identity of food products, and, in the event of adulterations, the dan-
ger is usually not 8o jmminent that it may not be averted. Besides,
adulterations are due to cupidity and not to ignorance, and for this
erime the public has a remedy at law. But with reference to the
jdentity of drugsin a prescription, or to fidelity in compounding, the
purchasing public may be assumed to have practically no knowledge
whatever. The diagnosis may be infallible and the remedy evident,
but neither purchaser nor patient have the slightest knowledge of the
identity of the medicine except through faith in the skill and care
of the dispenser. To give reason for this faith, to avert unnecessary
suffering and to save life, to provide for the deficiency of the public

information and its inability to distinguish the true from the false in
medicine, pharmacy laws are instituted. The State, through the
Board of Pharmacy, supplies the deficiency by certifying to the com-
petency of its pharmacy licentiates. How great the responsibility
devolving upon these Boards, and how momentous the issues of
examinations! Let the principle be carefully noted that pharmacy i
protected simply and solely as & means of protection to the
snd that the character and limits of legislation on the subject must
be governed by what the public welfare requires, and not by what
may be deemed the peouniary interests of trade.” ;
The most dificult part of Towa legislation is due to the fact that

many kinds,
The distinction i
professional protecti
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this State holds advance views in regard to temperance, and has ever
since it became a State, sought to perfect laws to accomplish such
yiews; coPlnry opinions and interests have, however, from time to
time so crippled and hampered the laws as to make them obnoxious and
ineffective even to sincere temperance people; causing the pendulum
of publio opinion to swing from one extreme to the other in the vain
hope to thus eliminate it from politics and admit the discussion of
other subjects ofgpublic import, this has recently been demonstrated
by the change of public opinion in Georgia, and as shown by their
late election is due not entirely to the way the colored people voted

but to the fact that sober thinking people realized that no proviaion,
had been made for the legitimate demands of such liquor as required
for the actual necessities of medicine.

In anticipation of this state of affairs in 1878 and 1880

olass of Towa druggists realized the necessity of some legi;l:l:ieoxl:::
would prevent their calling being used as a cloak or guise for the
trafficker in liquors ; hence practical restrictive laws to regulate the
gale of intoxicating liquors as a medicine, were first favored by rep-
resentative druggists to the Seventeenth General Assembly in 1878

and by memorials of the Iowa State Pharmaceutical Association u;
the Eighteenth and Nineteenth General Assemblies of 1880 and 1882

supported at each session with such suggestions as time and experi:
ence proved to be worthy of adoption. Some were enacted into law

not, however, without meeting with stubborn opposition from nmn:
ffmnod or designing extremists on both sides of this important ques-
tion, resulting in some ill-considered legislation which should have
Inen. carefully considered in the spirit of true inquiry that would
dominate scientific men maturing plans to accomplish any difficult
problem. Such legislation should now be fully matured by the legis-
lative bod'y and committees, to correct the defects of past legislation

due principally to adverse interests, prejudices and futile efforts u;
secure partisan advantage. As the true character of this formidable
w?rk, frees it from partisan influences, its best results cannot be ob-
x;’ i\:'nlu:l the legislative mind that creates it, frees itself from

and resolves to sincerel i

et peenie y deliberate and act for the good
: By virtue of the pharmacy law, a registered pharmacist becomes
in a measure a public official, empowered to discharge certain duties,
l.ld in such capacity the State has a legally constituted body of prac-
tical pharmacists from which the mere trafficker in narcotics or stim-
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means for dispensing liquors for the actual necessities of medicine
that the registered pharmacist will hail it with joy. :
The time has come, however, when, as publie officials in charge of
this perplexing branch of legislation, it becomes our duty to assert,
with due regard for the opposition it will meet from interested par-
ties, but without fear of successful contradiction, that the sale of
lignors that oan be used as intoxicants need no longer be provided
for the three other purposes now permitted by law; i. e., for mechan-
ical, culinary and sacramental purposes, for the reason that wood
alcohol or methylated spirit a8 now made, is equal to and superior for
all strictly mechanical purposes to grain aloohol, besides being
cheaper; while unfermented grape or fruit juices can be preserved
and made available for every reasonable requirement for culinary and
saoramental purposes. It is true this would indicate'a radical reform,
but no argument need be adduced to show that this is the most pro-
lific source of evasion, the open flood gate that casts consternation in
the ranks of temperance workers and destroys confidence in the prac-
ticability of restrictive liquor laws by which so called legally per-
mitted dealers in liquor ” boldly advertise as such, and thereby openly
become the supply-houses for saloons, and any one who says he wants
beer, ete., for mechanical purposes. Sufficient evidence of this fla-
grant means of evasion is apparent in every county where such per-
mits are still issued, and of which reference is made in our third
biennial report.
We here give an

ulants has been largely sifted out by the law (see secretary’s report
or abstract of pharmacy register appended). Under regulation No, 1,
each registered pharmacist is expected to decide what bitters, cop.
dials, etc., put up in the form of patent medicine, can be used ag an
intoxicant, or is reasonably liable to be used as a beverage, ag jy
would otherwise be impossible to designate the innumerable prepara.
tions whose name and composition is subject to change.

It devolves upon the incoming legislature to decide whether thoge
now on the register are worthy, as a class, of the duties assigned
them, or for the courts to further eliminate such as prove recreant
to the trust reposed in them.

During these experimental stages, the law has been largely sup-
ported by registered pharmacists, and we may now be expected to
give a favorable report of good resulting from the law.

Erroneous decisions of lower courts, prejudice, and a mulﬁpﬁoity
of causes for adverse criticism have been to a large extent negatived
and the main principles of the law sustained by the Supreme Court,
and more generally understood by the public. To detail the good
done by the law, or point out its benefits to the community, it would
be necessary to go into every town in Iowa, and note the improve-
ments in the manner of conducting drug stores, to that when anybody
could set up a sham drug store and deal out patent medicines, poisons
and whisky, ad libitum ; to examine the registered pharmaoists’ poi-
son registers and think of the consideration and care necessary to
exercise due discretion in the sale of poisons, opium, morphine, co-
ocaine, ete., aside from the sworn monthly reports and specifie reports
in duplicate, of each sale of liquor, one being on file in the phar-
macy, the other in the office of the county auditor. In common fair-
ness, then, we would say to the critic, put yourself in the pharmacist’s
place, when he must decide against his customers’ demands for such
articles as might be misused or applied to a dangerous if not eriminal
purpose. Consider the good faith and good judgment requisite to a
proper and respectful discharge of his duties under the law, in dis
pensing narcotics or intoxicating liquors ; borrow but a grain of ex-
perience from the daily experience of any legitimate, conscientious
pharmacist, and you will be more disposed to honor the profession to
which this onerous task has fallen. Certainly no one conversant
with the facts will claim that the legitimate demands of medicine,
afford any adequate compensation for the responsibilities assumed,
and it is safe to say that if the legislature can devise any better

ABSTRACT OF THE PHARMACY LAW.

Chapter 75 of the Eighteenth General Assembly, first enactment,
March 22, 1880, section 1 in force.
Section 2 in force. -
Section 8 is in force as amended b i .
. y section 1, chapter 83, T -

first General Assembly. S MRS
Beetion 4 is in force as amended b i i

y section 1, chapter 137, N
teenth General Assembly, s i
Section 5 is in force.
Seotion 6 is in force.
Section 7 is in force. 2
Section 8, substitute enacted b i
y section 2, chapter 83, Twenty-fi

General Assembly. s ’ e
Section 9 is in force.
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Section 10 is in force as amended by section 2, chapter 1387, Nipe
teenth General Assembly, and section 3, chapter 83, Twenty-first

General Assembly.
Section 11 is in force as amended by section 8, chapter 137, Nine

teenth General Assembly.

Section 12, substitute enacted by section 4, chapter 83, Twenty.
first General Assembly.

Section 13, publication clause.

Section 14, repealing clause.

There was no amendment during the Twentieth General Assembly,
but chapter 143, known as the prohibitory or penalty act, was held
by the Supreme Court a8 having repealed the original section 8 by
implication.

The allied laws of the Twenty-first General Assembly.

The Medical bill, chapter 104, was filed with the Governor April 5,

1886.
The Clark bill, chapter 66, was filed with the Governor April 5,

1886.
Pharmacy bill, chapter 83, was filed with the Governor April 7,

1886.
In connection with this we quote from a letter from one of our

attorneys :
LeoN, Iowa, October 28, 1887.

HON. Ggo. H. ScHAFER, Commissioner of Pharmacy, Ft. Madison, Towa:

DeAR Sir—I have yours of the 24th, in which you do me the honor to in-
quire what suggestions I have to make as to your biennial report. You
doubtless refer to that portion of the pharmacy law relating to the sale of
intoxicating liquors by druggists ; as that is the only part of the pharmaey
law in which I have had sufficient experience to make any suggestions,
which might possibly be of value to the Commissioners of Pharmacy. We

have discussed the subject together frequently ; and I think there is & sub-

stantial agreement among the members of the Board of Pharmacy and
their attorneys, as to the operation and effect of the present pharmacy 1aw,
and the amendments necessary to make it more effectual. It can be said, I
think, of the present pharmacy law that the penalties provided therein are
sufficient, and the law when put in force has been found sufficient to regu-
late the trafic in intoxicating liquors. The defect in the present law is in
the means provided for the enforcement of it and in a certain incoherence
in the original liguor law and the various amendments thereto, and the dif-
ficulty which exists in understanding just the relation the present phar-
macy law bears to the general liquor law. Thus while the present phar-
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law and the general liquor law furnish adequate penalties for the
yiolation thereof, so that they are sufficient for which they were intended in
all cases where violaters of the law have been actively prosecuted ; and
while the Commissioners of Pharmacy, by their attorneys and with the co-
operation of various county attorneys throughout the State have secured a
Jarge number of convictions, and in very few cases, I believe, have failed
to convict, and where required by law put out of business the persistent vi-
olaters of the pharmacy law ; complaints still arise in some localities that
the law is not sufficiently effective. The objection to the law, in addition
to its want of coherence and clearness, is that in its practical operation the
enforcement of it is too tedious and clumsy, and the means provided the
Commissioners for the enforcement of it too inadequate to be entirely sat-
isfactory. In my opinion some amendments might be made to obviate this
dificulty and make the law effective. To be more specific, in the first place
the task set before the Commissioners of regulating the conduct of 1,700
druggists, geattered over the 100 counties of Iowa, is a stupendous one. . It
is asking the Commissioners to do the work, which the entire power of the
State, as administered by the local authorities, have hitherto attempted,
but with partial suecess, and if the State expects them to perform this great
task it should furnish them adequate authority and means sufficient. Itis
of little use to say to the Commissioners that they can revoke the certificate
of a druggist for the violation of the liquor law, after the druggist has been
twice convicted, when by the slow process of law these two convictions will
only be obtained after two or three years ; and even the convictions may not
be obtained thr9ugh the supineness of the county authorities. The legisla-
ture should provide, in my opinion, that whenever the Commissioners of
Pharmacy were satisfied that any druggist is violating the law in respect te
the sale of intoxicating liquors, that they should revoke his certificate forth-
with, or at least suspend it until it can be satisfactorily determined by the
courts, or in some other legitimate way, whether the druggist is violating
the law. It may be objected that this power might seem somewhat arbi-
trary, and in operation somewhat severe; but this power of revocation is
nothipg more than is given with reference to other officials appointed by
State authority. Then there is a physical impossibility that three Com-
missioners should have or acquire actual personal knowledge of the conduct
of all the druggists over the entire State; and that they should do this in
addition to the many other duties imposed upon them by the law and yet that
is about what seems to be expected of them by the law at the present time.
If they are expected to have an actual supervision over each druggist, and
that, in my opinion, is the only kind of a supervision that will be tou'nd te
be effectual, they should be empowered to appoint agents and attorneys in
different parts of the State to act for them and investigate and prosecute
such cases as may be desirable, and obtain and furnish the Commissioners
l;irh i:tomuon as may be necessary for the intelligent performance of
uties. Of course such agents and attorneys can not be employed
'ithoum t compensation, and no adequate provision has yet been made for
. It may be asserted that it is the business of the county authorities,
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under the direction of the various eounty attorneys, to perform this work

but this has been found impracticable in the counties where the superyis.

ion was most needed. While in many cases over the State the county attop.

neys have rendered valuable assistance to the Commissioners in the per

formance of their official duties, yet they are not responsible to the Commis.

sion for the faithful discharge of their duties. And however good their ip.

tentions may be, they feel that the prosecution of liquor cases is only one of

various branches of eriminal prosecution that they are called npon to at-

tend to, and that they are ouly called upon to give that branch a fair share

of the attention, which they give to all branches of criminal practice. It
80 happens also that the counties where the pharmacy law needs most at-

tention are the counties where the county attorneys are so overrun with the
general business of their offices, that they are unable to give the time to
this branch that it requires and as they are not responsible to the Commis-
sion, there is no way of influencing any more than a perfunctory discharge
of their duties in this respect. [ have found in all cases where I have taken
gharge of prosecutions in behalf of the Commissioners, that the county at-
torneys were ready and anxious to cooperate with the Commission’s attor-
ney in the active prosecution of the cases, but they did not feel called upon
to take the initiative in such cases or make a specialty of such prosecu-

ns.

m:l‘here are some details of the law also which need amendment. Take, for
instance, the case of shipping permits. The object of shipping permits was
to prevent the reception of liguor by parties not authorized to receive it, and
to afford a check upon the liquor dealer as to the amount of his business in
that direction. The law attains its object as to the first particular, but not
as to the latter, for the reason, that while the auditor’s books may show
that a large number of shipping permits have been obtained, there is no
method of telling just how much liguor has been shipped on those permit‘s.
In my judgment the railroad company should be compelled, when they ship
liguor on parmits, to take a receipt from the druggist for the amount of
liquor shipped, which should be attached to the permit a.md returned to un
eounty auditor, with a return endorsed thereon, showing the amount of
business done by the particular druggist, whose case may be investigated.
And this would afford a guide as to whether he was handling more liguor
than the legitimate necessities w:lthin his loeality required.

County auditors should be prohibited from issuing shipping permits, ex-
eept upon the personal or written application of pharmacists, or from issu-
ing duplicate shipping permits, except upon satisfactory evidence in writing,
under oath, as to the loss of the original. In no case should an aunditor be
allowed to issue more than one shipping permit for a single shipment of
Tiquor, except as a duplicate, and the druggist should be compelled to make,
on oath, some satisfactory showing as to what he has done with the ship-
ping permit, if any are not returned by the common carrier as above indi-
oated. The law should provide that the shipping permits should momph!
the bill of goods in all cases, and should be transferred from one common
earrier to another with proper endorsements thereon; so that when the
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shipping permit reached the auditor’s office, it would show, by the endorse-
ments on it, the complete history of the whole transaction. And the per-
mit should be, at least, prima fucie evidence of the facts, which, with the
endorsements appearing thereon, and to show the fact that the druggist has
received the amount of liquor, for which shipping permits was issued.

I do not attempt here to give the precise provisions of the law, or amend-
ments, embodying these points, that should be passed upon this branch of
the law.

We have heretofore discussed the advisability of an amendment with ref-
erence to the blank application or sales of liquor used by the druggists.
Perhaps that could be more satisfactorily reached by a regulation. Butin my
opinion, nothing is more needed than some provision which should prevent the
druggist who seeks to use the permit for a cover for illegal sales from failing
to return to the auditor, at the end of the month, all the applications which
he has taken. I have found comparatively few of the druggists who violate
the law make the practice of selling liquor without having the purchaser
sign the application. The signing of an application is very easily procured,
and very few druggists wouud neglect so obvious and simple a means of self-
protection. But the druggist who is selling under color or in substantial
violation of the law, simply returns to the auditor, at the end of each
month, such of his applications as he thinks will make a fair show, and con-
sign the rest to the waste basket. This method of violating the law is,
under our present means of obtaining evidence, very difficult to detect.

In my judgment, a law or a regulation of the Commission, providing that
all druggists should obtain their blank applications from the State or from
the Commissioners of Pharmacy, at cost, each applieation numbered con-

secutively for each druggist, for which each druggist should receipt, so that
the failure to return any part of these applications would meet with imme-
diate inquiry and detection, would meet the necessity of the case and

. furnish, not only sufficient check on this practice, but also furnish an

effectual means of proof in case of prosecution.

1 think also the Commissioners or their agents should be authorized by
law to inspect drug stores, where deemed desirable, 1o examine their books
and their applications. * *

It may be, and by those who don't desire to see this law enforced, doubt-
less will be, objected that measures of this kind would seem to be arbitrary
and oppressive ; but they could oppress no druggist who was complying
with the law : and the object of the law is to make it very uncomfortable for
the druggist who is using his permit as a cover for illegal sales. Then, too,
I apprehend that these provisions and other provisions now existing in the
present law, are not more arbitrary or stringent than these provisions,
which the Federal government has found necessary to regulate the making
of intoxicating liquor by the wholesaler. In fact, it is my settled conviction
that no proyision which the legislature can make will be found effectual in
suppressing the illegal traffic in intoxicating liquor, which leaves anything
to the good faith of the man who handles it. Of course, there are men, and
I think the majority of druggists who are disposed to perform the trust

2 F
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Jnre State v. Von Hullzschuherr: First. Twenty-seven counts of an in-
formation for unlawful sales of intoxicating liquors were in the same lan-
as follows: ** For that defendant, at the time and place as alleged
in count one thereof, did sell intoxicating liquors, to-wit: one quart bottle
of beer, more or less, or other intoxicating liquor, to a person whose name
is unknown to affiant.” The court held that the prosecution should have
peen ordered to elect upon which one it would proceed, or that a demurrer
to all but the first should have been sustained. Brck, J., dissenting.

Second. The defendant was a licensed pharmacist, on trial for selling in-
toxieating liquors. The court in its charge enumerated the requirements
of law to be performed by a pharmacist before and after a sale of intoxi-
cating liquor, and instructed the jury that, after the prosecution proved the
sale of liguor, the burden rested upon the defendant to show, by a prepond-
erance of evidence, that the sale was lawful. Held error, as the * require-
ments after a sale, if not performed, would not make the sale unlawful.”

Third. While a licensed pharmacist is required by Code. Iowa, section
1587 and 1538, to make a report on or before the 10th day of each month, of
sales of intoxicating liquors made during the previous month, and is for-
bidden to sell the liquors at a greater profit than thirty-three and one-third
per cent, yet the violation of these provisions will not make him liable as
for an unlawful sale of such liquor.

honestly, but this law and these regulations are not for them. If there Were
none but them in business no regulations would be necessary. These regu-
lations are for the purpose of regulating those who do not desire to fulfil)
the trust faithfully, and no regulation which gives that class of persous the
slightest opportunity for evasion will ever be effectual in regulating the sale
of intoxicating liquors.

The Federal government had found it necessary to exercise, through thejr
agents, personal supervision over every gallon of aleoholic liquor manufae-
tured, from the time the grain leaves the car till it leaves the distillery,
And a supervision over the retailers which should be approximately as rigid
is, in my opinion necessary. I think, in addition to the above supervision,
the Commissioners of Pharmacy should have authority to institute proseeu-
tions in counties, where they think best. It has been found impossible to get
prosecutions even started in some counties in the State, on account of the
indifference and even active opposition of the legal authorities. In such
cases the Commission should have power to appoint agents or attorneys to
commence these prosecutions and exercise all the duties of prosecuting at-
torneys in connection with the cases, even to examining the witnesses before
the grand jury, and if necessary draw indictments.

As 1 have before indicated, the present liquor laws, taken as a whole, are
somewhat incoherent, not hard to understand perh.ips to one who has made
it a special study, but liable to confuse druggists and other persons, who
have not a special knowledge in the interpretation of statutes, as to their
rights. It seems that the whole intoxicating liquor law and the pharmacy
1aw should all be embodied into one chapter, and all the acts and parts of
acts inconsistent therewith repealed. I believe that with the amendments
above suggested to the present law, and others, which perhaps might be
advisable, that the pharmacy law could be fully enforced. It seems to me
to be right in theory and practicable in plan, but that the legislature have.
not gone quite far enough in giving the Commissioners of Pharmacy the
power they must have in order to carry it out in its fullest success. It
seems to me that the Commissioners of Pharmacy have done every thing
they could do with the power and means afforded them. No one who is not
famillar with the work done by them in the last two years has any idea of’
the immense amount of efforts made and opposition overcome and work
performed by the Commissioners of Pharmacy. And when it is considered
that all this work has been done by the Commissioners in the enforcement
of the liquor clause of the pharmacy law, without any extra compensation,
and at their own expense to a considerable extent, it seems that they will
hardly receive the amount of credit that is due them.

Yours,

We publish in full the decision in State v. Douglass :
IN THE SUPREME COURT, JUNE TERM, 1887,

THE STATE OF IOWA, APPELLANT, V. E. F. DOUGLASS.

Appeal from Tama District Court, HON. L. G. KINNE, Judge.
An information was filed before a justice of the peace in which defendant
was accused in different counts of ninety-seven offenses against the statute
for the suppression of intemperance.
Upon a trial to a jury he was convicted on forty-eight counts, an
erate judgment imposing a fine was pronounced umt hlmt:‘ponde:c:ez;
said counts. He appealed to the District Court from forty-seven of said
judgments. When the cause came on for trial in the District Court it was
stipulated by the parties that at the time the several sales charged in the
information are alleged to have been made the defendant was a registered
pharmacist and held a permit from the board of supervisors for the sale of
Intoxicating liquors for lawful purposes.

The District Court thereupon excluded the evidence offered by the State

in support of the information and withdrew the cause from the jury and

entered an order discharging the defendant and taxing the cost to th
From that order the State appealed. b

4. J. Baker, Attorney- General, for the State.
C. 0. Bradshaw and 8. C. Leland, for defendant.
REED, J.—Defendant was accused of selling intoxicating liquors to min-

R L. PARRISH.

Since the foregoing was written we have Supreme Court decisions,
State v. Von Hultzschuherr, filed October 11, 1887; State v. E. F.
Douglass, filed October 27, 1887, which may obviate some of the dif-
ficulties cited, and amplify others. !
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ors and to intoxicated persons, and to persons who were in the habit of pe.
coming intoxicated. Also of selling such liquors to be used as a bev,

The District Court ruled that as he held a permit from the board of supep.
visors for the sale of intoxicating liquors for the purposes for which ty
are allowed to be sold, he could not be tried upon an information for these
acts, but that he was answerable only upon indictment for nuisance. The
question in the case then is whether a person who holds a permit for the sals
of intoxicating liquors for lawful purposes is punishable eriminally for saleg
made by him for unlawful purposes.

This question depends upon the construction and effect which should be
given to certain sections of the statute for the suppression of intemperance,
Section 1523 of the Code is as follows:

 No person shall manufacture or sell by himself, his clerk, servant or
agent, directly or indirectly, any intoxicating liquors except as hiereinafter
provided o » L i » * -

Seection 1526 provides that any citizen of the State, except those belonglng
to certain enumerated classes, may buy and sell such liquors for medicinal
purposes only, provided he shall first obtain permission from the board of
supervisors of the county in which the business is to be conducted.

The following sections, up to and including 1538, relate to the manner of
obtaining such permit, and impose certain regulations of and restrictions
upon the business of selling under the permit.

Section 1539 forbids the sale of liquors by any person to any minor or in-
toxicated person, or to any person who is the habit of becoming intoxicated,
and imposes a penalty for sales to such persons.

Section 1540 is as follows:

* If any person not holding such a permit by himself, his clerk, servant or
agent shall * *  directly or indirectly sell * * * anyin
toxicating liquors to any person, he shall for the first offense be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction for said offense pay a fine of not
less than fifty or more than one hundred dollars, and stand committed to
the county jail until such fine is paid - ® - » s

Sales of liquors to the classes of persons enumerated in section 1539, are
not by the terms of that section declared to be misdemeanors, and the pen-
alty imposed by it can be enforced only by civil action at the suit of a citizen
of the county.

Section 1542 prescribes a penalty for owning or keeping intoxicating liquors
with intent to sell the same contrary to law, and makes the act a misde-
meanor, or triable (for the first offense) on information, and section 1543
makes the keeping of a building or place in which intoxicating liquors are
sold contrary to law, or are kept for sale contrary to law, a misdemanor
triable by indictment.

Section 1540, however, contains the only provision under which a party
can be punished criminally for the act of selling intoxicating liquors. But
by the express language of that section it is made applicable only to persons
* pot holding such a permit.”

It is to the acts of persons of that class that the penalties prescribed are
made to attach.

The sale of intoxicating liquors by a person holding a permit for any other

urpose than those enumerated in section 1526, is clearly forbidden, and it is
remarkable perhaps that no penalty should have been prescribed for the
doing of that act.

Persons holding permits, however, are subject to the penalties prescribed
by sections 1542 and 1543, for owning or keeping liquors with unlawful in-
tent, and for keeping or maintaining a place in which such liguors are sold
or kept for sale unlawfully.

And the fact that they had sold such liquors unlawfully would in either
case be competent and satisfactory evidence that they kept the liquors for
an unlawful purpose. As the statute expressly subjects them to these pen-
alties, and also in express terms attaches the penalties prescribed by section
1540, to the act of selling by persons not holding such a permit, the conclus-
jon is irresistible that it was not the intention of the Legislature that they
should be punished eriminally for the act of selling unlawfully.

The contrary intent cannot fairly be gathered from any of the provisions.
of the statute.

This is the view adopted by the Distriect Court, and on which the order
appealed from is based.

AFFIRMED.

While these cases have created much comment, especially among
the Board’s attorneys, as affecting other cases pending in the
lower courts, we are unprepared at this time to state how it may
affect further proceedings or legislative interests. The enforcement
of the pharmacy law or the pharmaco-liquor law, should receive the
open support of all law abiding citizens, not excepting the most zeal-
ous advooates of license or prohibition, it being essential in either
case that the sales for medicinal purposes be subject to stringent
regulations as therein provided. The opportunities for evading the
legitimate purposes of medicine are more difficult and less avoidable
than other purposes for which liquors are sold, but when required, for
the actual necessities of medicine, it should not be denied ; hence a
registered pharmacist who faithfully complies with the law and regula-
tions, should receive its full protection, and the violator should be
promptly punished. To facilitate and direct this work, this Board
distrioted the State by assigning certain counties to each Commis-
sioner, as per pharmacy notice number 4, page -—, and by retaining
attorneys at various points, making arrangements for compensation
therefor out of the twenty-five per cent enforcement fund provided by
section 2, chapter 83, laws of 1886. 3
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Nearly all of our attorneys, especially those who have shown great
fidelity, legal acumen and devotion to their cases, are deserving of
special mention and thanks,—particularly so on account of the inade.
quate compensation provided for enforcement ; on the other hand, we
regret we have abundant reasons for saying that but for the indiffer.
ence, laxity, or covert opposition of some county attorneys, subject to
local influences, our report of prosecutions would show a still greater
number of successful results for the enforcement of the law, such jn.
stances as permitting continuances from term to term, and such bar.
gains as defendant agreeing to plead guilty at the next term of court,
leaving the defendant in the meantime to pursue the even tenor of
his ways and the Commissioners subject to reproof as if permitting
such violations, the inferential hope of the defendant being that
he can amass sufficient political influence to have the law changed or
crippled to suit his purpose.

The greatest difficulty, however, arises from the collection of the
twenty-five per cent of fines appropriated to defray the expenses of
prosecutions and enforcement. We therefore issued a circular letter
May 5, 1887, to each county attorney, and here publish extracts there-
from :

DEeAR SIR—A question has arisen in the minds of certain of the county
attorneys of the State respecting the constitutionality of a provision of sece
tion 2, chapter 83, acts of T'wenty-first General Assembly, amending an actof
the Eighteenth General Assembly, known as the pharmacy law, to the effect
that twenty-five per cent of all fines collected, in cases arising under such
act, be paid into the State treasury, to be held subject to the order of the
Commissioners of ’harmacy, to be used by them as therein directed.

As the provision in question furnishes the sole fund available to the Com-
mission for the purpose of securing evidence, and bringing about prosecu-
tions and convictions for the manifold offenses prescribed in the original
law and the amendments thereto, and believing that the public interest will
be greatly jeopardized should they be compelled to drop all their investiga-
tions and prosecutions, and, in fact, give up all supervisory control of the
pharmacists, and leave them subject only to the prosecutions to be instituted
by the peace officers of the State, the Commissioners request me to present
the following views of law and public policy to yourself and,brother officers,
80 a8, if possible, to remove any doubt which may exist in your mind, and
secure your consent to their participation in fines collected in this clasa of
cases in your county.

Upon the question of law I will only call your attention to the following
provisions of the constitution of the State; viz., section 4, article 12, and
section 4, division 2, article 9. The former, in the expression “in the
manner prescribed by law ” plainly indicates a legislative power of distri-
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pution of a fine. This power is also still more plainly indicated by the use
of the words ** clear proceeds ™ in the second section referred to.

It will be observed, also, that this last section distinguishes between
money paid as an equivalent for exemption from military duty and fines, in
that it requires all of the former to be paid over, while with respect to the
latter it says * clear proceeds,” and this very distinction strengthens our
yiew of the correct meaning of the words quoted.

As to whether the twenty-five per cent clause in question applies to cases
against registered pharmacists for violation of the * prohibitory ” law, as
distinguished from the * pharmacy” law proper, [ beg to refer to the
opinfon hereto attached, and the concurrence of the Attorney-General
therein, given in a slightly different case from that now suggested, but nec-
essarily involving its consideration.

The main point, however, which I desire to urge upon you is the effect of
this controversy upon the Commission and through it upon the people of
the State. As I have said, tLis fund furnishes the only means at the com-
mand of the Commission for securing an enforcement of the criminal fea-
tures of the pharmacy law. The receipts from registration and itinerant
license fees are more than exhausted in the payment of the expenses of the
Commission in connection with that and other branches of their duties.
That the Commissioners of Pharmacy can secure, if the proper means be at
their command, a more rigid enforcement of the provisions of the phar-
macy law than is possible to be achieved by the peace officers of the State,
with the manifold other duties of the last named in other directions, would
hardly need to be argued. Their thorough familiarity with the law ; their
official and personal interest in its enforcement ; the fact that the public
expect them to correct all abuses of the law and thus the more freely com-
municate to them instances of its violation ; the power of revocation of
certificates when held by men who abuse the trust imposed in them ; these
and many other considerations render the Commissioners most useful as-
sistants to you in securing evidence and bringing about convictions of
pharmacists violating the law and of persons who are not pharmacists and
yet engaging in a business fraught with so much danger in the hands of un-~
skillful men. Then, again, there are portions of the State where local influ-
ences make it difficult to secure an enforcement of the prohibitory law
when abused by pharmacists, or of the pharmacy law itself. In such in-
stances counsel can be furnished by the Commission from other portions of
the State who will be untrammeled by business or social considerations. It
will also happen that a multitude of other duties, private and official, may
render it agreeable for you to have the aid of special counsel in the prepara-
tion and trial of this class of cases, who will relieve you of a large portion
of your labor. Such counsel will be gladly furnished by the Commission
and the entire expense paid out of their twenty-five per cent of the fine, if
they are permitted to have it. Many cases have been brought by the Com-
mission and successfully prosecuted, and are still being brought, which
would have escaped the attention of the public prosecutor, or which would
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‘
have 8o occupied his time as to interfere with his other and perhaps more
pressing duties.

In all of these cases where the fines are paid, seventy-five per cent goes to
the school fund of your county without any trouble or bother to you, ang
from a class of cases many of which might not have been otherwise broughg
to public attention.

1 frankly submit to your consideration whether your county will not regl.
ize more by allowing the Commissioners twenty-five per cent of all fineg
collected in cases against registered pharmacists violating the prohibitory
law and persons registered, or not, violating the pharmacy law, nine-tenths
of which cases will be instituted and prosecuted by the (‘ommissioners
without trouble or annoyance to you, than it will if you tie the hands of the
Commission and compel them to withdraw from the field by depriving them
of the only possible means of defraying their expenses. You probably do
not need to be assured that the Commissioners are deeply in earnest in geek.
ing to bring about a most rigid enforcement of all laws affecting the class of
business intrusted to their supervision. Until the passage of this act of
1886, they were wholly without funds to conduct criminal prosecutions,
That act, while greatly increasing the duties of the Commissioners, endeay-
ored to provide a fund for defraying the expenses incident to their proper
discharge. Since its passage they feel they have accomplished some good to
the people of the State, and I trust you will do all in your power to aid them
in their endeavors by seeing to it that they receive the percentage of fines
prescribed by that act, testing the question of its constitutionality, if you
have any question, as is being done in certain localities, in the class of cases
arising under what is known as the ** informer clause " of the prohibitory
law.

I should be glad to receive an expression of your views upon the points
suggested, and hope for your co-operation.

Respectfully yours,

moneys received as fines under the provisions of this act shall be paid into
the State treasury and reported to the State Auditor and] held subject to
the order of the Commissioners of Pharmacy as needed, to be by them used
solely to defray the expenses of prosecutions under, and the enforcement
of this act or acts to which this is amendatory.”

I think it is important to observe that the foregoing language is a part of
gection 2 of sald chapter 83, and that the entire section is a substitute for
section 8, of chapter 76, of the laws of 1880, In this view, the words ** pro-
visions of this act,” have regard to the entire act, and not alone said sec-
tion 8.

The power to distribute the moneys received as fines being vested in the
legislature, by section 4, Article XII, of the Constitution, in my opinion
the question of the proper distribution to be made of a particular fine is
determined by the law in force at the time such distribution is to be made
without reference to the state of the law in this respect at the time of the‘
convietion or of the finding of the particular indictment. A law changing
such distribution has none of the characteristics of an ez post facto law.

At the time of the finding of the indictments in the cases in question
section 8 of the pharmacy act (chapter 76, laws of 1586) provided in sub-‘
stance the same as the present section 8, in not relieving or excepting regis-
tered pharmacists from the utmost rigor of the law relating to the sale of
intoxicating liquors.

But for these exceptions or provisions, it might have been s

contended that registered pharmacists were not amenable to th:";:::tl:ilz
preseribed in the ** prohibitory liquor law,” and therefore all moneys re-
ceived as fines imposed upon registered pharmacists may be said to be
" moneys received as fines under the provisions of this act.”

The moneys received as fines in the cases referred to, in the district court
of Clarke county, being received after the passage of said chapter 83, of the
laws of 1886, and the fines being assessed and judgments therefor ;ntexed
after such passage, I am clearly of the opinion that twenty-five per cent of
each fine in question should be paid into the State treasury for the use of
your body, as directed by law.

As directed by you, I will submit this o
R e e pinion to the Honorable Attorney-

Respectfully yours,

Geo. F. HENRY,
Attorney for Commissioners of Pharmacy.

Des MoINEs, January 27, 1887,

Tb the Henorable Commissioners of Pharmacy of the State of lowa :

GENTLEMEN—Y ou have requested my opinion upon the following state
of facts, viz.: Certain cases have been determined in the district court of
the State of Iowa, in and for Clarke eounty, in which convictions were had
and fines were imposed, on the 19th day of November, 1886, upon pleas of
guilty under indictments for violations of the prohibitory liquor law of the
State. The indictments were found and returned before the passage of
chapter 83, laws of 1858. The defendants were registered pharmacists. The
question you suggest is, whether, in the cases stated, the indictments belng
found before the passage of the law referred to, but the convictions being
had and the fines veing imposed after its passage, the following provision
of said chapter 85 has any application, viz.: * Twenty-five per cent of all

Geo. F. HENRY.

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERA
Des MoiNgs, Iowa, January 31, 118‘51.

1 coneur in the conclusion of Mr. Henry, as stated in the foregoing opin-
ion. 1 may add as further reasons for such conclusion that the object of the
law, the evil designed to be remedied by the amendatory section 8, largely
influences my mind. The law as it was heretofore on the statute book had
lheall a dead letter, bee.m 10 person cared to incur the expense attending
Is enforcement. This amendment was designed to correct this, and there
is no resuon why it should not apply to all cases arising either before or
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after the enactment of the amendment, as there is nothing in its provisiong

the nature of an ex post facto law.
* Respectfully,

, to the support of common schools, or to the establishment of

. as the board of education shall from time to time provide.”
Section 4, article 12, provides as follows: ** All fines, penalties, or forfeit-
ares due, or to become due, or accruing to the State, or to any county therein,
or to the school fund, shall inure to the State, county, or school fund, in the
manner prescribed by law.”
These are the only sections in the Constitution which provide for any dis-
position of fines and penalties collected, from which any possible claim
could be made that the statute under discussion is unconstitutional. The
court will observe that the section first quoted provides two funds from
which money shall be paid to the school fund: One is the money paid by
persons as an equivalent from exemption from military duty: and the other
is the ** clear proceeds " of fines collected, as the fine in the case at bar.
There is a clear distinction in the phraseology by which the two funds are

for. The first provides that all money paid for exemption from

military duty shall go to the school fund. The second simply provides that
the clear proceeds of the fines collected 3hall go to the school fund.
The distinction is too clear for extended argument. If the words * clear
proceeds "’ mean anything, they must mean the proceeds left after the ex-
pense of collection and other disposition of the funds made by the Legisla-
ture is deducted.
The twenty- five per cent is paid to the State Treasurer for the use of the
Commissioners of ’harmacy, as the statute says, ** solely to defray the ex-
penses of prosecutions under and the enforcement of this act or acts to
which this is amendatory.” It is the amount paid for the expenses for the
enforcement of the law and the assessment and collection of the fines, by
which alone the law can be made effectual. The other seventy-five per cent
would be the ** clear proceeds,” which would go to the school fund.
This construction is supported by the second constitutional provision
above quoted, which expressly recognizes a legislative power of distribution
of fines, in the use of the words, ** shall inure 4 - in the manner
prescribed by law.”
The force and meaning of the language, * clear proceeds,” for which we
contend and which the court below recognized, is not without support in
the decisions of the courts of last resort. Lynch v. The Steamer Ecomomy,
27 Wis., page 69, was an action to recover a penalty under a law of that
State with respect to running steam propellers. One section of that law
provided that if any boat was propelled by steam contrary to the provisions
of another section, the owner should be liable to pay a penalty of $200, one-
half for the use of the county within which the offense was committed and
one-half for the use of the complainant. The court holds that the provis-
ion giving one half to the county isinvalid for the reason that the Constitu-
tion devotes the clear proceeds of all fines collected for a breach of any penal
statute to the school fund; but they expressly hold the remaining portions
of the law, which gave one-half of the fine or penalty to the informer, to be
valid, thus recognizing that an appropriation to an informer, or what is

A. J. BAKER,
Attorney- General,

As this question (State vs. Noel) is now before't.he Sopreme
Court, and is likely to be of legislative importance whichever way it
may l:e decided, we submit argument of our attorneys, and also refer
to seotions 3370 and 3371 of the code.

STATE OF IOWA, APPELLANT, V8. 0. A. NOEL.

Appeal from Olarke County District Court.
L

The state of facts sufficiently appear in the abstract. The defendant, 0.
A. Noel, was a registered pharmacist, having a permit from the board of
supervisors of his county to sell intoxicating liquors, granted toThhl: under
chapter 88, of the laws of the Twenty-first General Assembly. e pmg
authorizes him to sell liguor, under ee}'tain restrictions, as a m l::.
was indicted for a violation of his duties and privileges as a registered phar-
macist; and convicted. After the convietion, the court ordered that the
clerk of the said district court pay to the Treasurer of State twengy-ﬂn per
cent of the fine assessed, for the benefit of the Commissioners of mmm
The object of this appeal is to reverse this order of the dls@ﬂct. cou

Section 8, chapter 75, of the acts of the Eighteenth General Assembly, as

amended by chapter 83 of the acts of the Twenty-first GenenldAs:lo:bly.
says: ‘“Twenty- five per cent of all moneys recovered as fines un erm ”p:;
visions of this act ghall be paid into the State treasury, nn;ll‘i repo! o
State Auditor, and held subject to the order of the Commissioners s -
macy as needed, to be by them used solely to defray the expenh:; b
prosecutions, under, and the enforcement of this act oracts to wi o
amendatory ' The appellant has filed no argument in this case, l:l :0 ohp
we are at a loss to know just what position he takes; but the al::: o
girous that this question should be fully settled and discusses

uestions that could possibly arise.
: First, as to the constitutionality of the act. Second, as to whether the

is kind.
w:&:cl::’t‘)m Q:l:i?o: ‘;t. :rhtiole 9, of the Constitution of the State provides a8
follows: “‘The money which may have been or shall be uri;:: pm:
an equivalent from exemption from military duty, and phprrster
all fines collected in the several counties for any breach i :
shall be exclsivly appled 1o the sevet S it of wid v

fine co! , among

ri:‘:': p:.porﬁon to the number of youths subject to enungnﬂon in such
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synonymous, an appropriation for the purpose of securing an enforcement,
of the law, is not an appropriation of part of the clear proceeds.

In Dutton v. Fowler, in the same volume, p. 427, the same court, in passj
upon a law which declared that if the owner of sheep infected with ** foqt
rot »” shall permit them to be driven along any public road, he shall forfejt
a certain sum, the whole of which may be recovered by the person wig
shall enter complaint, ete., hold that the provision, giving the entire penalty
to the person making the complaint is invalid, because in violation of the
Constitutional provision referred to in the former case. Whether the law
could be sustained if a part only of the penalty hud been given to the in-
former and the remainder to the school fund, the court say cannot arise
upon the law in question, for there the entire penalty was given to the ip-
former; consequently there were no ** clear proceeds » for the school fund.

Referring to the former case they say it was assumed there rather than
decided that the words ** clear proceeds ”” did leave the legislature some dis-
eretion in the matter, and adds: ** It might well be that the legislature
could give the prosecutor a part of the penalty as a pecuniary inducement
to bring an action, while a pait should be reserved for the use of the school
fund.”

A, T. & 8. R. R. Co. v The State, 22 Kansas, 1, was an action by a relator
to recover of the plaintiff in error certain penalties for a failure to ringa

bell or sound a whistle at a street crossing, brought under the provisions of
a statute of the State of Kansas, clearly authorizing such action. The court
holds that the penalties sued for are ** fines,” so that the action comes under

the nperation of a provision of the constitution of the State, which is in
the following language :

“8ec. 6 All money which shall be paid by persons as an equivalent for

exemption from military duty, the clear proceeds of estrays, ownership of
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sioners of Pharmacs by the existing statutes, so that unless there be a clear
violation of the constitution, they shall not be deprived of the pittance
afforded by the law in question. 1t has been the policy of the legislature,
from the very creation of the Commission, in 1880, to make it self-support-
ing. No appropriation has ever been made for its maintenance ; the ex-
penses of the members, clerk hire, office expenses, ete., have been paid by
the registration and other fees required by the act. When the amendment
of 1886 gave to registered pharmacists the exclusive right to sell intoxica-
ting liquors for medicinal use, and expressly provided that such pharma-
cists should be subject to the utmost rigors of the law relating to such
liquors, there was also created a fund to enable the Commissioners to exe-
cute the law by the insertion of the provision in question. It was obvious
that violations of the law by those persons over whom they were given a
certain supervision, would be discovered by them more readily than by the
general peace officers of the State, and that they, of all persons or officers
in the State, were most interested in a rigid enforcement of all the provisions
of the law, from the very nature of their official duties It was equally clear
that their efforts would be futile without means with which to pay the le-
gitimate expenses connected with an enforcement of the law, and for this
reason the twenty-five per cent fund, as it has been termed, was created.
The Legislature had in mind, as did the framers of the constitution, the
practice existing from time immemorial, as expressed in the qui tam action
mentioned by Blackstone, the wisdom of which is manifest in its universal
acceptance, and has appropriated twenty-five per cent of all fines collected
from registered pharmacists for violations of the pharmacy act or the pro-
hibitory liquor law, for the use and benefit of the Commissioners of Phar-
macy, to be used by them solely to defray the expenses of prosecutions

which shall vest in the taker-up; and the proceeds of fines for any breach
of the penal laws, shall be exclusively applied in the several counties in
which the money is paid or fines collected, to the support of the common
schools.” The opinion on page 14, points out (as does the provision itself
above quoted) the distinetion between * proceeds » as follows: ** The *pro- IL.
ceeds of fines’ means of course the money collected from fines, the amounts
realized from fines, and just such amounts, no more and nov less. The *pro-
ceeds of fines’ evidently mean all the proceeds, not merely the clear proceeds;
not a portion thereof, but all. While the constitution in one clause of said
gection six provides that only ‘the clear proceeds of estrays’ shall be
devoted to schools, yet it, in the clause we are now considering, provides
that ‘the proceeds of fines’ shall be so devoted, and it provides that they
shall be * exclusively ’ so devoted, thereby leaving no possible room for any
portion to be applied elsewhere, or for any other purposes, or for any meré
informer to receive any portion thereof  The italics appear in the opin-
ion.

While this court must look at the queston now presented purely as one of
the proper meaning and construction of the language of the constitution, it
is not improper to refer briefly to the meaus of support afforded the Commis-

instituted by them, leaving the clear proceeds, or seventy-five per cent to go
into the school fund.

We think nothing further need be added upon this point.

Now, as to the other question, as to whether the statute applies to a case
of indictment of a druggist. We do not understand that the appellant
makes any objection on this ground, and we do not see how any could rightly
be made. This clause is found in section 2 of chapter 83 of the acts of the
Twenty-first General Assembly, as a part of a very elaborate substitute
for section 8, chapter 75, laws of 1880; and it refers to moneys recovered as
fines under the provisions of this act. Now **this act” either means chap-
ter 88 only, of the Twenty-first General Assembly, or it refers to fines re-
covered for the violation of the provisions of this act, although the fines
may be provided for in another section of the Code.

But it cannot be confined strictly to chapter 83 for the reason that chapter
83 does not provide for any penalties, and to say that it is confined to chap-
ter 83 is to simply say that this provision of the law means nothing, and
that could not have been the intention of the Legislature. But this chapter
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83 provides the circumstances under which the registered pharmacist

sell intoxicating liquors. This statute provides: * That nothing hereip
contained shall be so construed as to shield the person, who, in any wise
abuses his trust, for the legitimate and actual necessities of medicine oﬂ}y.
from the utmost rigors of the law, now or hereafter in force relating to in:
toxieating liquors.” Thus providing in effect that the penalties for the Vio-
lations of the provisions of chapter 83 should be the penalties preseribed
under the general prohibitory law, under which this defendant wag con-
victed.

Except for the clause last above quoted, it might be successfully gop-
tended that registered pharmacists were not amenable to the penalties pre-
scribed in the ** prohibitory liquor law.”

Without this clause section 8 would be a statute without penalties, anq
would provide no method of punishment for the violation of its provisions
by registered pharmacists.

Instead of enacting penalties in express terms, the Legislature adopted
the penalties of the *‘ prohibitory liquor law,” by making the druggists vio-
lating section 8 by a sale of liquor for any other purpose than that of the
** Jegitimate and actual necessities of medicine only,” amenable to the * ut-
most rigors of the law, now or hereafter in force relating to the sale of in-
toxicating liquors.” The Legislature were evidently of the opinion that
the penalties prescribed in the ** prohibitory liquor law’ were appropriate
and ample for the punishment of a druggist violating his trust, and the
adoption of a new and distinet set of penalties in section 8 would have
simply served to complicate the already somewhat elaborate legislation on
the subject of the illegal sale of intoxicating liquors.

We confidently submit that the action of the lower court with respect to
to the fine in question should be affirmed.

111,

Since the foregoing argument was completed we have been served with a
copy of the argument of appellant’s counsel, Hon. C. C. McIntire. Con-
trary to our expectation, counsel contends that the order of the court be-
low should be reversed because, conceding that section 2, of chapter 83,
acts of the T'wenty-first General Assemb'y, is constitutional, the section in
question does not apply to the present case. His position is that the lan-
guage ** under the provisions of this act, ete.,” limits the right of the Com-
missioners of Pharmacy to twenty-five per cent of all moneys recovered as
fines for violations of the pharmacy law by registered pharmacists, as dis-
tinguished from violations of the prohibitory laws. That the indictment in
the present case being for * keeping a nuisance,” as defined by the prohib-
itory laws, the case is not one in which the fine is collected under the provi-
sions of said section 2, of chapter 83, notwithstanding the defendant is &
registered pharmacist.

In addition to what we have already said upon this branch of the case, let
us briefly consider the legislative intention in using the words in question.
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By the adoption of said section 2, chapter 83, acts Twenty-first General As-
sembly, registered pharmacists were entrusted with a new and exceedingly
jmportant branch of business, viz.: the exclusive right to sell intoxicating
Jiguor for medicinal purposes. Careful and elaborate restrictions are im-

in connection with this right; all the safeguards then oceurring to
the legislative mind are inserted in this same section, with a view to protect
the public from all possible temptations, known to be many and varied, to
abuse the trust therein conferred upon the pharmacists of the State; noth-
ing therein was to shield the person violating such trust from the utmost
rigors of the law relating to intoxicating liquors; no express penalties, in
the way of fines, are imposed for violations of any of the many provisions
of said section; a body has previously been created—the Commissioners of
Pharmacy—whose duty it is made to see to it that all provisions of the law
relating to registered pharmacists are strictly followed, and all violations
punished, 50 far as possible; a fund is to be created to enable these Com-
missioners to defray the expenses of prosecutions under this very law, giv-
ing registered pharmacists their only right to sell intoxicating liquors,
—with all these considerations in mind the appellant’s counsel would have
your honors decide that the fines collected under the provisions of that very
act are limited to cases against registered pharmacists for selling drugs or
poisons improperly, and that it was not intended they should include cases
against registered pbarmacists for the illegal sale of liguois or other viola-
tions of the law relating to intoxicating liquors.

Counsel says on page 3: * The prosecution in this cause was not under
this act or any act to which this act is amendatory ; this being true, the
court had no authority to make this order.”

We confidently submit that the very opposite of this proposition is true.
The prosecution in this cause was under this act, because, were it not for
this act, the prosecution must have failed. The defendant, being a registered
pharmacist, having the right to sell intoxicating liquors, subject only to such
rules and regulations as were established by the Commissioners of Phar-
macy, could not have been indicted under section 4, chapter 66, acts of the
Twenty-first General Assembly, for keeping a nuisance, but for the provis-
ions of this very act expressly making him subject to the ** utmost rigors of
the law relating to intoxicating liquors.” Should your honors accept the
narrow view contended for by appellant’s counsel, you will charge the
last General Assembly with the most absurd piece of legislation in the
statutes of the State.

LY,

With respect to the constitutionality of what is called the twenty-five per
cent clause in question, appellant’s counse) has unintentionally misquoted
the provision of the Constitution, on page 4. He has printed it just as it
would have been written had it been intended to make no distinction be-
tween a fine and the ** clear proceeds ™ of a fine; that is, he hasleft out the
very distinguishing words themselves, and it appears as it would have ap-
peared in the Constitution, if appellant’s theory is correct, viz : ** Al fines
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collected in the several counties, etc.” He has correctly apprehendeg our
position, and he would convict the framers of the Kansas Constitution and
the Supreme Courts of Kansas and Wisconsin of the grossest ignorance in
distingunishing between the ** proceeds ” of a {ine and the ** clear Proceeds of
a fine;” that they saw the distinction overlooked by the learned counge|
clearly appears in what we have already said on this branch of the Caune:
He seems also to consider the income from fines as the bulwork of our com-
mon school system, and seems abundant reason to fear the overthrow of
that system should your honors recognize the well established principle eyi-
dently in the minds of the framers of our Constitution, enabling the legis-
lature, as the representative of the sovereignty of the people, to appropriate
a given portion of any fine for the benefit of an informer, “ as a pecuniary
inducement to bring an action!” But counsel seems also to contend, that
even if part of a fine can be appropriated for the benefit of an informer, yet
the present case does not come within this principle, because here the money
is to be used ““in the future, in paying of court expenses, attorneys’ fees
and other expenses, in aid of the Commissioners of Pharmacy, in prosecn-
tions of its own (!) statute.” Burely, counsel has conceived a distinetion
without substantial difference. The theory of all informer statutes or qui
tam actions is, as already stated, that the money received shall be an induce-
ment to bring the action, and here the money received is to be used to defray
the expenses of the action already brought or of other actions looking to an
enforcement of the statutes of the State and for no other purpose.

We can hardly believe the learned counsel is serious in this branch of his
argument, and we cannot believe this court will deprive the Commissioners
of Pharmaey of the only means at their command which can be used to aid
in securing an enforcement of the laws of the State applicable to registered
pharmacists, except upon well founded and indisputable prineciples.

All of which is respectfully submitted.

R. L. PARRIsH,
GEo. F. HENRY,
For the Appelles.

Notwithstanding the successful labors of this Commission as par-
tially indicated by this report, many citizens who do not understand
the power of the law or its benefits, or who believed it was based
upon selfish interests, are still disposed to criticise it from local stand-
points where various influences, juries, courts, et al. have been indis-
posed to favor enforcement, thus indicating that restrictive laws will
always be contested until all parties adopt their fundamental prinei-
ples.

A recent statement, “ the drug store saloons are doomed; that was
the most emphatic decision of the late election,” is eight years behind
the times. Such subterfuges were “doomed” when the pharmacy
law was passed in 1880.

187] COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. 25

I¢ the writer will examine the abstract appended to this and pre-
ceeding Teports, he will find that the conductors of a great number of
places as alluded to, have been hung on the outer walls of Iowa drug
stores. With a full load of such free expressions it is sustaining to
have & prominent paper conclude an editorial as follows: “ And yet
there are men in editorial chairs and on the streets, who, because some
short sighted or avaricious druggist here and there, has violated the
Jaw and yet continues to sell liquor undisturbed, are willing to swear
the pharmacy law is a humbug, and a thousand times worse than the
old law licensing the sale of inebriation in the saloons! Give the
pharmacy law a fair and thorough trial.”

In this connection we quote the concluding paragraph of a pub-
lished letter of Senator Clark: “For one, I am willing to help, but
I want you croakers to do the same and the sales will be largely
diminished. Another thing, give the Board of Pharmacy a chance to
aid you. The Board is composed of honorable gentlemen, as I be-
lieve, and I think they are trying to elevate an honorable business and
prevent the sales of intoxicants as a beverage, and I personally know
that much good work has been done by them in this line. Write to
them and name to them the men who are violating the law and let
them revoke their certificate, and drive them in disgrace from the pro-
fession as they have already done in some cases. I write this much
for the benefit of the friends of temperance and in vindication of
members of the Assembly against some very mean things said about
those who voted for the pharmacy law. For myself, I am used to
censure. I don’t think any good healthy growth can be made with-
out it. If this law is not the best thing for us, let us fight as hard as
we can for enforcement and then in another year improve it.”

There is a case now pending in the Supreme Court, 8. W. W. Straight
and H. G. Weber, appellants, vs. the Commissioners of Pharmaocy;
the appeal is taken from the judgment of the district court of Polk
county, dissolving a writ of ceritorari confirming the action of this
Board in revoking the certificates of registration authorizing appel-
lants to practice pharmacy in the State of Iowa. The proceedings
for revocation were commenced under regulation No. 20, and at first
impeded by an injanetion by Judge MceHenry, which was dissolved
by Judge Conrad. Since this appeal the Board have suspended pro-
ceedings under this regulation until it is decided by the Supreme
Court. :

The Board have acted upon 720 forfeitures as provided by chapter
4
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137, laws of 1882, and their action has been sustained by the Supreme
Court as shown by the following decision filed October 15, 1887:

SUPREME COURT OF IOWA. OCTOBER 15, 1887

BrRANIFF v. WEAVER ET AL., Com’rs, ete.

Druaa1sTs AND Pl .xRMACIST—]JCENSE—REMOYAL—EXAMINATIUH.

Section 1, chapter 137, acts Nineteenth General Assembly, lowa, provides
that druggists and pharmacists who were registered without examination
forfeit their registration when they have voluntarily sold, parted, or severeq
their connection with the drug business for two years at the place designateq
in their certificate of registration, and can only be registered by examination
under section 5 of said chapter. Held, that a druggist registered in Dallag
county, removing to Des Moines, must submit to an examination two years
after his change, upon which alone a certificate can issue.

Appeal from district court, Polk county; MARCUS KAVANAUGH, Judge.

Mandamus to compel defendant to issue to plaintiff, who is a pharmaeist,
a renewal of permit to practice pharmacy. A demurrer to the petition was
sustained by the court below. Plaintiff appeals.

John A. McCall, for appellant.
George F. Henry, for appellee.

Beck, J.—1. The petition shows that in 1880 plaintiff was a druggist doing
business in Dallas county, and in that year he was duly registered by the
board of pharmacy without examination, having been a druggist when the
pharmacy statute took effect, and a certificate thereof was issued to him. In
1884 he notifled the commission of his change of place of business to Des
Moines. The change was noted in the records of the commission, and a cer-
tificate thereof was duly given him, whereupon he removed to Des Moines.
He received renewals of his certificate for two years following 1884, but the
board declined to issue such certificate for the year 1887. He asks thata
writ of mandamus may be issued requiring the commissioners to issue the
certificate, A demurrer to the petition, on the ground that the plaintiff is
entitled to no relief upon the facts alleged in his petition, was sustained.

2. Chapter 187, section 1, acts Nineteenth General Assembly, which was
in force when plaintiff changed his business to Des Moines, provided that
** druggists and pharmacists who were registered without examination for-
feit their registration when they have voluntarily sold, parted, or severed
their connection with the drug business for a period of two years at the place
designated in the certificate of registration. Should such party who has
thus forfeited his registration wish to engage in the practice of pharmacy,
he is required to be registered by examination as per section five.” The
provisions of this statute are too plain to admit of doubt as to its meaning.
1t requires plaintiff to submit to an examination two years after his change,
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upon which alone a certificate of registration may be issued. The reason or
the policy of the statute is no concern of this court, as its meaning and con-
struetion are obvious. The petition does not show that plaintiff submitted,
or offered to submit, to an examination. He therefore fails to show that he
is entitled to the relief which he asks in his petition.
The demurrer was rightly sustained by the court below,
AFFIRMED.

1f the Wasbington press dispatches are correct that the United
States Supreme Court have decided that each State may regulate
the sale within its jurisdiction of imported liquors as well as do-
mestic liquors, it behooves this State to cut off the provisions
of section 1524, of the code, as such exceptions are not neces-
sary to preserve the constitutionality of the statute. Then such
parties, located in this State who are sending out circulars to the peo-
ple to sell such liquors in open defiance of existing laws and regula-
tions, will close up, and if the authority to regulate the shipment of
liquors into the State is properly vested and properly supported, it
will only be a question of time for energetic officers to prevent or de-
feat such bold infractions of the law as now practiced by dealers in
other States shipping into this State under the various covers or arts
of the smuggler, while it can not be claimed that this can ever be
fully accomplished and must be admitted it will be no easy task, it
certainly must be attempted, and followed up with more force than
existing statutes will warrant, to obtain anything approximating to a
perfect restriction of the sale of intoxicating liquors. In saying this
we are not unmindful of the fact that Iowa to-day, so far, has the best
law on this important branch of the main question, but it needs bet-
ter means for applying it to its purposes—in comparison it would be
well to consider the prohibition law of Kansas, which is notably de-
ficient in this particular. The liquor section of the Kansas phar-
macy law is a verbatim copy of our original section eight, and it is
somewhat proverbial that this section the precise langnage of which
was coined in Iowa should now meet with the praises of certain
Iowans, who, when it was in force in this State, did all in their power
10 secure its repeal.

Before concluding our report upon this most perplexing question
we refer to the first case on record for prosecuting a liquor purchaser
for false statements by submitting the following, and recommending
that section 1559 of the Code, under which this prosecution was made,
be applied by other registered pharmacists who are thus imposed
upon :
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Dn. E. H. KiNa, Registered Pharmacist, West Liberty, Iowa :

DeAR Sir—I congratulate you on the successful prosecution of party
making false statement to obtain intoxicating liquor from you. Some five
or six years ago I publicly declared that no one had ever prosecuted a party
for obtaining liquor under false oral statements made to permit dealers, not-
withstanding the monthly reports on file in every court house in the State
were teeming with lies. Inasmuch as the new pharmaco-liquor law pro-
vides that the sales for medicine only shall be under the regulation of the
Commissioners of Pharmacy, official form ** ,”” by which every applicant
makes a wrilten statement that he is not a minor nor in the habit of becoming
intoxicated, and that he applies for certain specified quantities and kinds of
liquor for the actual necessities of medicine. It isan easy matter for a reg-
istered pharmacist to show his good faith by promptly prosecuting parties
who practice such impositions.

Your truly,
Gro. H. SCHAFER,
Commissioner of Phurmacy.

EXAMINATIONS.

We have frequent inquiries in regard to the character of our ex-
aminations. In order to make a comprehensive reply to such ingui-
ries we subjoin a letter written to a commissioner of another State
that gives a general idea of the character of our examinations : we
attribute the general satisfaction with which our examinations are re-
ceived largely to the principles upon which our examinations are con-
ducted.

# # #* «Much has been said or written upon what may be
termed a proper standard by pharmaceutical examining boards, but
the greatest difficulties in arriving at an average standard is, that
none of our pharmacy laws make any distinction in the value of
certificates of competency of high, mediocre or low qualification. It
therefore becomes the duty especially of a State Board of Examiners
to consider the present requirements and by gradually raising their
standard, bring all up to one average of competency throughout the
State. The inequality of this as in favor of the city pharmacists
and against the country pharmacists should to a certain extent be
controlled by the board, always bearing in mind that too much laxity
in the requirements from country pharmacists would work an injus-
tice to the city pharmacists, as the certificates of either are equal in
law and good in all parts of the State, you may often wish the law
gave you the authority to issue modified certificates for small places
or until sueh time when by study and experience the possessor of

1887.] COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. 29

such certificate could obtain a first-class certificate of competency,
good in all parts of the State, but it is still a question whether the
welfare of the greatest number of people is not best subserved by
State Boards requiring of its licentiates by examination a certain min-
mum standard of proficiency throughout the State, this can be gradu-
ally raised by the board to meet the natnral progress of pharmacists,
which is sure to follow a well enforced pharmacy law, you will be
gurprised what an impetus it will give to the study of pharmacen-
tieal works of all kinds, and I believe this indirect effect is one of
the greatest benefits of pharmacy laws, but to have the full benefit
of this lively research of pbarmaceutical literature it will not do for
pharmacy boards to conduct official examinations like college exam-
inations or like England’s system of public examinations for which
candidates can make special preparation; a candidate for examina-
tion should have no means of knowing what questions will be pro-
pounded to him and the examiners should not be limited in their
questions to subjects taught by any college ; the rcquirements of the
State are : Is the candidate competent to assame the duties of a le-
gally authorized pharmacist as contemplated by the laws. This can-
not be determined alone by a pass examination of any set questions
but in the present State of pharmacy legislation in this country the
best that can be done is for official examiners to adopt the most prac-
tical methods of inquiry to ascertain the candidate’s general knowl-
edge and experience for the duties he assumes to be qualified for.
City boards can better facilitate such examinations than those who
have jurisdiction over a large State where time, traveling and hotel
expenses of candidates must be considered, to in a measure mitigate
same and secure prompt compliance with the law.” Our Board holds
examinations on the first and third Tuesday of each month at the
residence of the Commissioners and at the State capitol. Our Board
still adhere to the general principles governing their examinations
e

First. By strictly confining all board questions and examiners’
answers to the parties concerned.

Second. Written examinations within five consecutive hours, sup-
plemented if desired by oral examination and verified by deposition
on blank schedules furnished by the Board. These schedules, of
which we have many series, are under the strict surveilance of each
examiner and contains the questions with space for answers. The
questions and prescriptions submitted for criticism are such as would
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likely come up in the daily requirements of practical pharmacigt,
and the more practical and less theoretical you can make them tln,
more satisfactory will be your examinations.

Third. All examination papers to pass estimate and judgment of
each Commissioner, under a thorough check system, and be preserved
in the archives of the Board as evidence, should same be requireq to
show cause for registration or rejection, which is determined under
our law by a majority of the Board; the minority member, however,
need not sign the certificate if he does not approve. The majority
thus assumes the whole responsibility of their authority, and this re.
sults in most cases to a unanimous approval or unanimous rejection,

REFERRING TO REGULATIONS.

On another page we find those relating to the keep'ng and selling of
poisons as meeting with gradual acceptance on the part of those who
are to yield compliance thereto; the ones governing the sale of paris
green and other vermicides exciting the least opposition, and the one
on concentrated lye and potash, causing the issuance by wholesale
grocers. of Dubuque of a printed communication to this Board in
pamphlet form, which was mailed to the retail trade of the State, the
reply to which may be found on a subsequent page. The poison regis-
ter, official form 6, first biennial report, will answer every requirement
of the law forregistered pharmacists’ sales, by striking out the word
“liquor” in the third caption, now otherwise provided for by official
form “ E.” These poison registers must be dated, day and year, and
signed by the dispenser—not by initials or ditto marks, as the latter
cannot be identified by the courts. ]

Regulation No. 15, caution signals for poison containers, is meeting
with special approbation, and is being adopted in other States, and
will be more generally complied with as an official regulation if this
Board is furnished sufficient of this report to send one to each regis-
tered pharmacist in the State. We would call particular attention to
regulations numbers 16, 17, 18, 19 and official forms, and in connection
therewith refer to one difficulty—that of some county auditors charg-
ing fees for shipping permits; some pharmacists holding that the
auditor of a county is a salaried officer and is required to issue ship-
ping permits without fee. Referring to form “C,” pharmacists’ per-
mit, it is claimed by some county attorneys that they must be renewed
annually, whereas this Board holds that they are good in the town-
ship, town or ward for which the permit is issued, so long as certif-
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oates of registration are in full force and effect in such town. This
seems to them not only warranted by the statute, but it seems wholly
anneccessary that such renewal be required when the permit itself is
a mere piece of supplementary machinery that could be dispensed
with, without loss to the spirit of the law and tend to simplify one
of its complex features that has no virtue beyond that of requiring
gix months lawful conduct of a pharmacy as a precedent to obtain-
ing such permit, and this requirement can just as well be made to
apply to every registered pharmacist changing his locality. This
question is now before the Supreme Court.

IN THE SUPREME COURT—OCTOBER TERM, 1887.

Tae STATE OF IowA v. J. F. CLovGHLY, Appellant.
Appeal from Audubon District Court—Hon. H. E. Deemer, Judge.

The defendant was convicted of the crime of nuisance by the verdict of a
jury, and the court pronounced sentence, imposing upon him a fine of five
hundred dollars.

Jxo. M. Griaas and THEO. F. MYERS, for Appellant.
A. J. BAKER, Attorney-General, for the State.

REED, Judge : :

It is charged in the indictment that defendant kept a building and place,
in which he kept intoxicating liquors with intent to sell the same contrary
to law, and in which he sold such liquors contrary to law. The indictment
was returned on the 27th day of August, 1886, and it alleged that the offense
was committed on the 1st day of that month. The defendant is the proprie-
tor of a drug store. He is also a registered pharmacist. And on the 9th
day of June, 1886, the board of supervisors of the county issued to him a
permit to buy and sell intoxicating liquors for the actual * necessities of
medicine.”

First. 1t is first insisted that the verdict is not supported by the evidence.
There was evidence, however, which tended to prove at least one sale of
whisky in defendant’s drug store before the date of this permit. It is true
that the sale was not made by defendant in person, but the jury might well
have found that it was made from his stock, and by a clerk in his employ.
At that time defendant had no authority to sell liquor for any purpose. The
sale was unlawful and the jury might have found from the evidence that it
was made by the clerk in the ordinary course of his employment. There
was also evidence which tended to prove numerous sales after the permit
was granted, some of which the jury might have found was not for ‘“‘the
actual necessities of medicine.” It was proven that on one occasion a per-
son applied to defendant to purchase a bottle of beer, and that defendant
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gold and delivered to him a bottle of liquor which had the appearance of
beer. The customer who was examined as a witness in the tria] Was not
able to testify with certainty that the liquor in the bottle was beer. Jt fs
insisted that there was not sufficient evidence either as to the kind of liquor
sold or that it was intoxicating.

As the defendant, by delivering it to the ecustomer in answer to his request
for beer, represented it to be that kind of liquor, the presumption, ag againgg
him, is that it was beer, and the statute classes beer as an intoxicating lig-
uor, chapter 8, acts Twentieth General Assembly.

If there are kinds of beer not in fact intoxicating, the burthen was on de-
fendant to show that the beer in question was of that Kind, if he claimeg
such to be the fact. It is clear that we ought not to disturb the judgment
on this ground.

Second  Defendant offered to prove that he is a practicing physician, ang
that be was engaged in the general practice of his profession at the time of
the transaction in question. His counsel stated when this offer was made,
that he would follow it with proof, that the sales in question were made by
him in the course of his practice as a physician. But the evidence was ex-
cluded. It may be conceded for the purpose of the case, that a physician
who, in the course of his practice, should find that his patient required in-
toxicating liquors, might Jawfully dispense such liquors to him. That, how-
ever, does not appear to have been the character of the transactions in ques-
tion. The liquors were dispensed, not upon the judgment of the physician
as to the needs of his patients, but upon the demands of the customers,

. That is, they did not apply to defendant for medical treatment for their dis-
eages, and leave it to him to determine what remedies should be adminis-
tered, but determined for themselves that whisky or beer was the proper
remedy for their maladies, and applied to him to supply it, the transactions
on his part was commercial rather than professional.

|Eg

T hird. The District Court instructed the jury that on proof of the sale

of intoxicating liquor in defendant’s place of business the burthen would
be on him to prove that the sales were lawful. The instruction is right.
The sale of intoxicating liguors generally is forbidden by the statute, It
permits the sale, howevec, for special purposes by persons holding permits
to sell for these purposes. ‘I'he privilege of selling for those purposes is in
the nature of an exception, prohibition being the rule of the statute. De-
fendant claims that his sales were within the exception, and the burthen is
on him to prove that fact. 1 Greenleaf on Evidence, Sec. 79.

Fourth, The court also directed the jury that if it was proven that per-
sons drank intoxicating liquors in defendant’s pharmacy, that fact would
be presumptive evidence that the liquors so drank had been unlawfully sold
or given to the parties by defendant. It is expressly provided by chapter
83, acts of the Twenty-first General Assembly that the fact of drinking
intoxicating liquor in the place of business of registered pharmacists shall
be regarded as presumptive evidence of the unlawfal sale of the liquors.

We have found no error in the record.

AFFIRMED.
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Since riting the foregoing in relation to permits we have received
Sapreme Oourt decision there alluded to, namel‘y. Sdate of Towa vs.
Henry Courtney, filed Dee. 20, 1887. The following is a syllabus of

the decision:

L

Chapter 83, laws of 1886, contain all the provision of law relating
1o registered pharmacists in what they must do to obtain a permit

from board of supervisors.

II.

Said chapter repeals by implication, so far as they relate to regis-
tered pharmacists, the provisions of the Code on this subject.

1II.

Held: That a registered i:uharmaoist is not required to give bond
provided for by section 1528, Code, and in absence of any limitation
as to time pemit shall continue in chapter 83, laws 1886, he is not re-
quired to obtain a new permit {from the board of supervisors each
year, so long as his registration is in full force and effect for that

township, town or ward.

This decision fully sustains this Board in their rulings and regula-
tions in regard to permits for the sale of intoxicating liquors under
chapter 83, laws of 1886.

We also publish in full, on page 31, Supreme Court decision, State
w. J. F. Cloughly, filed Deec. 21, 1887.

This decision decides some points that are of interest to registered
pharmacists, among others, that the permit or privilege to sell intoxi-
cating liquor for a lawful purpose is in the nature of an exception,
prohibition being the rule of the statute. The defendant claimed
that his sales were within the exception, but the court held that the
burden was on defendant to prove that fact. Also that the fact of
drinking intoxicating liquors upon the premises of a registered phar-
macist would be presumptive evidence of unlawful sale.

CORRESPONDENCE.

Necessary as it is for us to curtail correspondence and reduce same
to a minimum by the issuance of official cireulars and use of printed
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office forms, etc., the total average for the year will exceed ten thoyg
and communications by mail; a few replies of a general charactey
may be found on another page of this report.
In conclusion to the foregoing we beg leave to call attention g
tabulated statements, special reports, ete., following this general pe.
port, confining our specific recommendations only to the pharmagcy
law, a8 follows:
First. That section 2, of chapter 75, acts of the Eighteenth Gep.
eral Assembly, be amended by inserting after the words “of thig»
and before the word “section” in the sixth line of said section 2, the
words “and the preceding.”
Second. That section 3 of chapter 75, acts of the Eighteenth Gep.
eral Assembly, as amended by section 1, chapter 83, acts of the
Twenty-first General Assembly, be amended by adding thereto the
words “a copy of the records of the Commission or of any portion
thereof, certified to by its Becretary, under seal of said Commission,
shall be deemed lawful evidence in any court of this State.”
Third. That section 4, chapter 75, acts of the Eighteenth General
Assembly, be further amended by striking out the words *“a duplicate
of which is to be kept in the SBecretary of State’s office,” in the sec-
ond and third lines of the original section, for the reason that since
the office of the Commission is in the State capitol, and the records
and the original register is kept therein, it is no longer necessary to
keep a duplicate register in the Secretary of State’s office, besides
saving of labor it prevents complication in certifying to records for
the use of the courts.
Whatever legislation may be deemed necessary, it will appear to
any good ocitizen or representative that the time has come when this
law has demonstrated its usefulness and self-supporting basis upon
which the State can turn over all moneys and fees received by the
Commissioners into the general fund, and provide that the Commis-
sioners be paid a salary commensurate with the duties of their office,
which require a strict, constant and reliable supervision, by men of
undoubted honer and ability.
Respectfully submitted,
Gro. H. Scnareg,
Jonxy H. Piokerr,
C. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy.
Attest: 0. A, WEAVER, Secretary. Y
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IOWA PHARMAQCY LAW.

CHAPTER 75.

ACTS OF THE EIGHTEENTH GENERAL ASSEMBLY AS AMENDED BY CHAP-
TER 187, ACTS OF THE NINETEENTHE GENERAL ASSEMBLY, AND CHAP-
TER 83. ACTS OF THE TWENTY-FIRST GENERAL ASSEMBLY, TO REGULATE
SALE OF MEDICINES AND POISONS.

AN ACT to Regulate the Practice of Pharmacy, and the sale of Medicines
and Poisons.

Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of Iowa :

secrioN 1. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlaw-
ful for any person, not a registered pharmacist within the meaning of this
act, to conduet any pharmacy, drug store, apothecary shop or store for the
purpose of retailing, compounding or dispensing medicines or poisons for
medical use, except as hereinafter provided.

8kc. 2. That it shall be unlawful for the proprietor of any store or phar-
macy to allow any person except a registered pharmacist to compound or
dispense the prescriptions of physicians, or to retail or dispense poisons for
medical use, except as an aid to, and under the supervision of, a registered
pharmacist. Any person violating the provisions of this section shall be
deemed guilty of & misdemeanor, and, on conviction thereof, shall be liable
to a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars, nor more than one hundred
dollars, for each and every such offense.

Sec. 3. The governor, with the advice of the executive council, shall ap-
point three persons from among the most corpetent pharmacists of the
State, all of whom shall have been residents of the State for five years, and
of at least five years’ practical experience in their profession, who shall be
known and styled as commissioners of pharmacy for the State of Iowa; one
of whom shall hold his office for one year, one for two years, and the other
for three years, and each until his successor shall be appointed and quali-
fied ; and each year thereafter another commissioner shall be so appointed
for three years, and until a successor be appointed and qualified. If a va-
cancy oceur in said commission, another shall be appointed, as aforesaid, to
fill the unexpired term thereof. Said commissioners shall have power to make
by-laws and all necessary regulations for the proper fulfillment of their du-
ties under this act, without expense to the State. Except that the secretary
of state is authorized to furnish said commissioners with stationery and
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blanks necessary for their office. And said commissioners are authorizeq
to administer oaths, and take and certify the acknowledgments of instry.
ments in writing.

Skc. 4. The commissioners of pharmacy shall register in a suitable book,
a duplicate of which is to be kept in the secretary of state’s office, the Dames
and places of residence of all persons to whom they issue certificates, and
dates thereof. Druggists and pharmacists who were registered without ex-
amination forfeit their registration when they have voluntarily sold, parted
with, or severed their connection with the drug business for a period of twq
years at the place designated in certificate of registration. Should such
party who has thus forfeited his registration wish to re-engage in the prae.
tice of pharmacy, he is required to be registered by examination as per 86c-
tion 5. Every registered pharmacist who desires to continue his professioa
shall, on or before the 22d day of March of each year, pay to the commission
of pharmacy the sum of one dollar, for which he shall receive a renewal of
his certificate unless his name has been stricken from the register for viola-
tion of law. It shall bs the duty of each registered pharmacist, befors
changing his locality as designated in his certificate of registration, to no-
tify the secretary of the commission of pharmacy of his new place of busi-
ness, and for recording the same and certification thereto the secretary shall
be entitled to receive fifty cents for each certificate. It shall be the duty ot
every registered pharmacist to conspicuously post his certificate of registra-
tion in his place of business. Any person continuing in business, whe
shall fail or neglect to procure his annual renewal of registration, or who
shall change his place of business without complying with this section, or
who shall fail to conspicuously post his certificate of registration in his
place of business, shall for each such offense be liable to a fine of ten dollars
for each calendar month during which he is so delinquent.

Skc. 5. That the said commissioners of pharmacy shall, upon applica-
tion, and at such.time and place, and in such manner as they may determine,
examine, either by a schedule of questions, to be answered and subseribed
to under oath, or orally, each and every person who shall desire to conduct
the business of selling at retail, compounding, or dispensing drugs, medi-
cines or chemicals for medicinal use, or compounding or dispensing physi-
cians’ prescriptions as pharmacists, and if a majority of said commissioners
shall be satisfied that said person is competent and fully qualified to conduet
said business of compounding or dispensing drugs, medicines or chemicals
for medicinal use, or to compound and dispense physicians’ prescriptions,
they shall enter the name of such person as a registered pharmacist in the
book provided for in section 4 of this act; and that all graduates in phar-
macy, having a diploma from an incorporated college or school of pharmacy
that requires a practical experierce in pharmacy of not less than four years
before granting a diploma, shall be entitled to have their names registered
as pharmacists by said commissioners of pharmacy without examination.

Skc. 6, That the commissioners of pharmacy shall be entitled to demand
and receive from each person whom they register and furnish ajeertificate
as a registered pharmacist, without examination, the sum of two dollars;

1687.] COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. 37
and from each and every person whom they examine orally, or whose answers
to & schedule of questions are returned subseribed to under oath, the sum of
gve dollars, which shall be in full for all services. And in case the exami-
pation of said person shall prove defective and unsatisfactory, and his name
not be registered, he shall be permitted to present himself for re-examina-
tion within any period not exceeding twelve months next thereafter, and no
charge shall be made for such re-examination.
8gc. 7. Every registered pharmacist shall be held responsible for the
quality of all drugs, chemicals and medicines he may sell or dispense, with
the exception of these sold in the original packages of the manufacturer,
and also those known as ** patent medicines ;” and should he knowingly, in-
tentionally and fraudulently adulterate, or cause to be adulterated, such
drugs, chemicals or medical preparations, he shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor, and, upon conviction thereof, be liable to a penalty not ex-
¢eeding one hundred dollars, and in addition thereto, his name be stricken
from the register.
Section 8. Pharmacists whose certificates of registration are in
full force and effect, shall have the sole right to keep and to sell un-
der such regulations as have been or may be established from time
to time by the commissioners of pharmacy, all medicines and
poisons, including intoxicating liquors only for the actual necessi-
ties of medicine ; provided that such pharmacists shall have procured
permits therefor as hereinafter prescribed. Provided further, that
nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to shield the per-
son who in anywise abuses this trust, for the legitimate and actual
necessities of medicine only, from the utmost rigors of the law,
now or hereafter in force relating to intoxicating liquors, and in ad-
dition thereto, for a second violation thereof, his name shall be
stricken from the register by the commissioners of pharmacy upon
receipt of transeript of conviction, which shall be transmitted by
the court or by order of the court, before whom conviction is had.
Twenty-five per cent of all moneys recovered as fines under the pro-
visions of this act shall be paid into the state treasury, and reported
to the state auditor, and held subject to the order of the commis-
sioners of pharmacy as needed, to be by them used solely to defray
the expenses of prosecutions, under, and the enforcement of this
act or acts to which this is amendatory. In order to procure a per-
mit to sell intoxicating liguors as aforesaid and a shipping permit
he shall present to such board of supervisors a petition signed by at
least one-fourth of the freeholders having the qualification of elect-
ors of the township, town or ward wherein such business is located,
certifying that the registered pharmacist applying is a person of good
moral character, is not a minor and is, and for the six months last
preceding has been lawfully conducting a pharmacy as proprietor in
such township, town or ward, and that they believe him to be a
proper person to buy and sell intoxicating liquors for the purposes
Bamed in this act. The board being satisfied that all the provisions
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of the law have been complied with, a permit shall be issued. Ppg.
vided, however, that any resident of the township, town or ward
may appear and show cause why such permit should not be granted,
and the same shall be refused unless the board are fully satisfieq
that all the requirements of the law have been complied with, tey
days notice of the time of granting such permit having been given
by publication in a newspaper published in the county, or by post-
ing notices in the township, town or ward in which the business is to
be conducted. The county auditor shall issue to such pharmaeist, his
certificate of registration and his permit to buy and sell being in
full force and effect, a permit to receive intoxicating liquors withiy
the county in which he does business, and the presentation of said
permit to any railway company, express company or common carrier
within the borders or traversing the territory of the state, shall con-
vey full authority to receive, transport and deliver intoxicating
liquors to the person named in such permit; provided, that such per-
mit shall be for specified packages and kinds of liquors, and that a
certified copy of such permit shall be kept on file in the office of the
auditor issuing the same, The Commissioners of Pharmacy shall, on
the revocation or forfeiture of any certificate of registration, subse-
quent to their last biennial report or abstract of the state pharmacy
register, report such revocation or forfeiture to the county auditor
of the county wherein such certificate was last in force. On or before
the tenth day of each month said pharmacist shall make to the
county auditor a complete report, verified by his affidavit specific-
ally showing all sales of intoxicating liguors made during the pre-
ceding calendar month, to whom sold, and the purpose for which
the same was to be used as represented by duplicate applications ex-
ecuted by each purchaser. The registered pharmacist to whom ap-
plication is made shall refuse to execute same, if he has reason to
believe the application is not made in good faith, and that the liquor
would be used as a beverage. He shall not accept an application
from a minor or from any person who is in the habit of becoming
intoxicated, or when any relative of such person has given written
notice to said pharmacist that such person uses intoxicating liquors
as a beverage. The drinking of intoxicating liquor in a pharmaey,
whether under a permit or not, shall be presumptive evidence that
the same was sold or given away by such pharmacist contrary to
law.

Skc. 9. It shall be unlawful for any person, from and after the passage of
this act, to retail any poisons enumerated in schedules*' A " and * B,” ex-
cept as follows :

SCHEDULE A.

Arsenic, and its preparations, corrosive sublimate, white precipitate, red
precipitate, biniodide of mercury, cyanide of potassium, hydroeyanic acid,
strychnia, and all other poisonous vegetable alkaloids, and their salts, es-
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tial oil of bitter almonds, opium, and its preparations, except paregoric

-y ther preparations of opium containing less than two grains to the

and 0
ounce. .
SCHEDULE B.

Aconite, belladonna, colchicum, conium, nux vomica, henbane, savin,
ergot, cotton root, cantharides, creosote, digitalis, and their pharmaceutical
pmparmons. eroton oil, chloroform, chloral hydrate, sulphate of zine, min-
eral acids, carbolic acid and oxalic acid, without distinetly labeling the box,
vessel or paper in which the said poison is contained, and also the outside
wrapper ur cover, with the name of the article, the word ** poison,” and the
name and place of business ‘of the seller. Nor shall it be lawful for any
person to sell or deliver any poison enumerated in schedules ** A” and * B”
unless, upon due inquiry, it be found that the purchaser is aware of its pois-
onous character, and represents that it is to be used for a legitimate purpose.
Nor shall it be lawful for any registered pharmacist to sell any poisons in-
cluded in schedule “ A " without, before delivering the same to the pur-
chaser, causing an entry to be made, in a book kept for that purpose, stating
the date of sale, the name and address of the purchaser, the name of the
poison sold, the purpose for which it is represented by the purchaser to be
required, and the name of the dispenser; such book to be always open for
inspection by the proper authorities, and to be preserved for at least five
years. The provisions of this section shall not apply to the dispensing of
poisons, in not unusual quantities or doses, upon the preseriptions of prac-
titioners of medicine. Nor shall it be lawful for any licensed or registered
druggist or pharmacist to retail, or sell, or give away, any alcoholic liquors
or compounds as a beverage, and any violations of the provisions of this
section shall make the owner or principal of said store or pharmacy liable
to a fine of not less than twenty-five dollars, and not more than one hun-
dred dollars, to be collected in the usnal manner; and in addition thereto,
for repeated violations of this section, his name shall be stricken from the
register. :

SEC. 10. Any itinerant vendor of any drug, nostrum, ointment or appli-
ance of any kind, intended for the treatment of diseases or injury, who shall,
by writing or printing, or any other method, publicly profegs to cure or treat
diseases, or injury, or deformity, by any drug, nostrum, or manipulation, or
other expedient, shall pay a license of one hundred dollars per annum, to be
paid to the treasurer of the commission of pharmacy. Whereupon the sec-
retary of sald commission shall issue such license for one year. Any person
violating this seetion shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall,
upon conviction, pay a fine of not less than one hundred nor more than two
hundred dollars; all moneys received for licenses to be reported to the
Auditor of State. The sum of two thousand dollars per year, or as much
thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated out of the moneys 8o
received for licenses for the expenses of said commission, all exceeding said
amount to be paid into the State treasury.

8EC.11. That any person who shall procure, or attempt to procure, reg-
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istration for himself or for another under this act, by making, or causing g
be made, any false representations, shall be deemed guilty of a mxademmcr
and shall, upon conviction thereof, be liable to a penalty of not less than
twenty-five nor more than one hundred dollars, and the name of the person
so fraudulently registered shall be stricken from the register. Any person,
not a registered pharmacist, as provided for in this act, who shall conduet 3
store, pharmacy, or place for retailing, compounding or dispensing drags,
medicines or chemicals, for medicinal use, or for compounding or dmpem{n
physicians’ prescriptions, or who shall take, use or exhibit the title of reg.
istered pharmacist, shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon cop-
vietion thereof, shall be liable to a penalty of not less than fifty dollars niy
more than two hundred dollars.

SEC. 12. Physicians dispeusing their own preseriptions only, are
not required to be registered pharmacists. Provided, that nothing
in this act (chapter 83, laws 1886) shall prevent any person not a reg-
istered pharmacist or not holding a permit, from keeping and selling
proprietary medicines, and such other domestic remedies as do not
include any intoxicating liquors or poisons.

Skc. 18. This act, being deemed of immediate importance, shall take ef-
fect from and after its publication in the Iowa State Register and lowa State
Leader, newspapers published at Des Moines, Iowa.

Sec. 14.  All acts and parts of acts in conflict with this act, ‘are hereby
repealed.

Original Act, chapter 75, approved March 22, 1880, published in the lowa
State Leader, March 27, 1880, and in the Iowa State Register, March 81, 1850,

Chapter 187, approyed March 17, 1882, published in the Towa State Leader
and the lowa State Register, March 18, 1882,

Chapter 83, approved April 7, 1886, published in the Iowa State Leader
and Iowa State Register, April 8, 1886.
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SYNOPSIS OF BOARD MINUTES, FROM AUGUST 15, 1885,
TO AUGUST 15, 1887.

December 14, 1885, the first business recorded since last report be-
ing the case of A. T. Doll, North English, Iowa, certified copies of
sourt records having been filed in this office showing convictions for
yiolations of law, it was ordered that the regular notice be sent A.
T. Doll to show cause, on or before January 4, 1886, why his certifi-
cate should not be revoked.

January 13, 1886. The office of the Commissioners of Pharmacy
was removed to the State capitol to-day.

Board met in State land office room. Members all present, Geo.
H. Schafer, R. W. Crawford and C. A, Weaver. Meeting had been
called for January 7, 1886, but owing to snow blockade Mr. Crawford
could not attend sooner. The case of A. T. Doll was taken up, he
having been notified to show cause, on or before January 4, 1886,
why his certificate should not be revoked. The answers and aflida-
vits offered by him were carefully considered but not deemed suffi-
cient, his certificate, No. 1947, was revoked and the Secretary ordered
to strike his name from the State Pharmacy Register, to take effect
this day, January 13, 1887, and report the revocation of his certifi-
oate to the publie, which was done and a copy of the order served on
A. T. Doll, being revocation order No. 16. After other routine work
meeting closed.

April 8, 1886, Board met in rooms in State capitol. Members
all present. R. W. Crawford in chair. As chapter 83,laws of Twen-
ty-first General Assembly, amending chapter 75, laws of 1880 and
chapter 137, laws of 1882, became a law to-day, the first business was
to formulate and adopt regulations in conformity with section 2 of
chapter 83, laws of 1886. Regulations Nos. 15 and 16 were adopted,
official forms «A,” « B, «(,” «D,” «E,” «F” and “@,” special no-
tices Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 8 were formulated and Secretary or-
dered to have an official circular published containing the State phar-
macy l:ws, chapter 75, laws of 1880, chapter 137, laws of 1882 and
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chapter 83, laws of 1886 and sections 4037, 4038 and 4040 of the Oodg,
together with all regulations in effect, including regulations
and 16, all official forms under regulation No. 16 and special notigeg
from Nos. 1 to 8, and Supreme Court decision, State vs. Norton, being
official circular of April 8, 1886.

May 6, 1886, Board met in their office in the State capitol. Preg,
ent, Commissioners Geo. H. Schafer, R. W. Crawford and ex-Cop.
misgioner C. A. Weaver, also John H. Pickett, newly appointed Cop.
missioner to succeed C. A. Weaver. After attending to some gfg
Board work, C. A. Weaver, Secretary and Treasurer of old Board,
was requested to prepare complete report from date of last audited
report up to April 24, 1886, and Commissioners Schafer and Craw-
ford appointed an auditing committee to audit report when prepared
by the Secretary.

May 7, Board met at their office in State eapitol. Present, Commis.
sioners R. W. Crawford, Geo. H. Schafer, John H. Pickett and ex.
Commissioner C. A. Weaver. A preliminary organization was ef
fected by electing R. W. Crawford temporary chairman and 0, A
Weaver temporary secretary, the by-laws were revised and adopted
as revised,

May 7, 1886, new Board organized by electing R. W. Orawford
President, John H. Pickett Vice-President and C. A. Weaver Secre.
tary and Treasurer for ensuing year., Regulation No. 8 was amended
and adopted as amended. See regulations. Official form «E”» was
amended and adopted as amended.

May 8, 1886, Board met in room in State capitol. Members all pres-
ent. C. A. Weaver, Secretary and Treasurer, submitted his bond to
the State of Iowa as Treasurer of the Commission, which was ap-
proved by the Secretary of State and filed with him for the State.
Also bond to the Commission as Treasurer, which was approved by
the Commissioners and deposited with the Secretary of State for
safe-keeping. Regulation No. 17 was adopted. Secretary was in-
structed to have an official circular published, being official circular
of May 7, 1886, publishing pharmacy notices Nos. 1 and 2, regulation

No. 8 as amended and regulations Nos. 17 and 18, amended forms
“E” and “F,” Board opinions 1 and 2 and Secretary’s notice Nos, 1
and 2,

May 8, Secretary was instructed to send to judges of the supreme
court and to circuit and distriot judges, to clerks of the courts, and

Nos. 15
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. 4ices of the peace that reside in towns, a copy each of April 8
2549 7 circulars, with blanks of official form “G.” :
gl .o it was ordered that each Commissioner be authorized to

s IIO“.O: ttorneys in each county in his district, where needed,
e ‘"‘t .nt. fee of one-half of the 25 per cent of fine covered
E oonstm'ie treasury, on all prosecutions under the law 1n regard to
o Wm“ enforcement fund, and other expenses attending same
i od the balance of such 25 per cent. Meeting closed.
no;{t;Oye;:e regulation No. 18, and pharmacy notices Nos. 1 and 2,

’
";: Sd;: ‘;?x.blioation and issuance of official circular of May 7.

J::; 3,,Board met in rooms at the Staf.e capitol. Treasurer. ;?re-
sented old Board report for year 1885, which was referred to auditing
committee and approved.

July 1, official form F” lmem%ed. : 2 e

August 17, Board met in room in State eapn.ol;' me'm ers all p
ent. Transcripts of court records, C. W. fonon, ]uu'uo.e of the peace,
Linn connty, Iowa, were filed to day, showing co.nvwnon under tl‘xe
pharmacy law of J. N. Ayers, registered pharma?lst, I.*Io. .2870,'of Ce-
dar Rapids, for violating the law in the sale o.f lntoxxpatlng hquox:s.
J. N, Ayers surrendered his certificate and waived notice thereon, in
writing, to show cause why his certificate should not be revoked.
On motion, certificate, No. 2670, was revoked, anc} the nufxe of J. N.
Ayers was stricken from the State pharmacy register, being revoca-

i B

ho;:gr:l:l;iioNo. 19 was adopted. Office of the Commission was
moved into the rooms assigned to them, Nos. 14 and 15, basement of
State capitol. :

August 18, regulation No. 20 and pharmacy notice No. 3 was
adopted. i

September 9, 1886, Board met in their office rooms; members all
present; minutes of May 7 and 8, June 8, and August 17 and 18, were
read and approved. Regulation No. 21 was adopted. Becretary was
directed to have all the regulations now in force, with phs'rr.naoy no-
tices, special notices, amended official forms and Board opinions ll.ld
rules published in official circular, and a copy mailed t.o each regis-
tered pharmacist, to all county auditors, judges and district attorneys
and attorneys of the Board. Regulation No. 14 was amended and

adopted as amended. Seocretary was directed to caption each regula-
lation setting forth the general purport of the regulation. Regula-







16 COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. [Es COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. 47

1887.]
the names of H. G. Weber, certificate No. 1436, and 8. W. W,
Straight, certificate No. 259, from the State Pharmacy Register, whig
was done.

(. L. Yost's certificate, No, 3003, was next revoked for convictiong
under the law for obtaining registration fraudulently, and A, B,
Stedman’s certificate, No. 2630, was revoked for aiding C. L. Yogt to
obtain registration fraudulently, personating C. L. Yost in an exam-
nation, and their names were stricken from the State Pharmacy Reg-
ister.

January 21, 1887, Board met in room in State capitol. Memberg
all present. Mr. Crawford in the chair. E. J. Conger, registereq
pharmacist No. 2204, being present was given a hearing in defenge of
charges preferred against him. The matter was referred to Commis.
sioner Schafer for further action.

On certified copies and transeripts of court records of conviction for
violation of law, with the order of the judge ordering the transeripts
sent to the Commissioners of Pharmacy, as per chapter 83, laws of
1886, against R. A. Greenfield, of Creston, Iowa, the Board re-
voked his certifioate No. 2296, and his name was stricken from the
State Pharmacy Register.

March 80, 1887, Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Members
all present. R. W. Crawford in the chair. The secretary was dir-
ected that in applications for renewals, both green and gold seals, he
should require all to fill out correctly the application blanks before
issuing renewals for 1887,

March 31, 1887, Board met in their rooms in capitol. Members all
present. R. W. Crawford in the chair. Regulation No. 24 was this
day adopted. The secretary was directed to notify the supervisors
of Polk county, that, whereas, H. E. Swafford, registered pharmacist,
certificate No. 204€, was granted a permit under the pharmacy law in
February, 1886, to buy and sell intoxicating liquors before he was
eligible to such permit, having by false representation, fraud or other-
wise secured the signatures of one fourth the freeholders necessary,
certifying that he had “for the six months last preceding been law-
fully conducting a drug store or pharmacy as an owner,” when in fact
he had not been a registered pharmacist three months, and could not
have conducted a drug store lawfully for six months as an owner or

otherwise.
The secretary was directed to notify James Temple, registered
a8 per certificate No. 2352, that the time would be extended for another

supplementary examination, and notify him to appear on the 5th or
19th of April, under regulation No. 9.

The case of A. H. Person, registered as per certificate No. 2228,
was then taken up. Complaints having been made that he obtained
his registration fraudulently, he had been duly notified to appear and
verify his original examination as per regulation No. 9. In default
of his appearance after having the time extended his certificate of
ngistntion No. 2228 was cancelled, and the secretary of the com-
mission directed to strike his name from the State pharmaocy register.
The ease of O. A. Noel was then taken up, and his certificate of
registration No. 2660 was revoked, and his name stricken from the
State pharmacy register on transeripts of court records of convictions
of Ularke county, filed by order of the court. .
April 1, 1887, Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Members
all present. Continued during the day examining and passing npon
applications for renewals.

April 26, old Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Members
present Geo. H. Schafer, John H. Pickett, and R. W. Crawford in the
ohair. Commissioners Schafer and Pickett were appointed an audit-
ing commitiee, and treasurer’s report referred to them.

April 27th, 28th and 29th, continued during the three days and
evenings auditing accounts and unfinished business.

April 30th, members all present. The auditing committee were
allowed more time, and report subsequently on completion of their
report.

During temporary absence of Mr. Crawford, a complimentary res-
olution was passed in reference to the retiring member of the Board,
and gecretary directed to enter the resolution upon the records of the
commission, and present a copy to Mr, Crawford. After some further
routine work, old Board adjourned sine die.

April 80, 1887, New Board met in their rooms in State capitol.
Members present, Geo. H. Schafer, John H. Pickett and C. A.
Weaver. Organized by electing G. H. Schafer President, John H.
Pickett Vice President, and C. A. Weaver Secretary and Treasurer for
the ensuing year.

First business transacted was reading and amending by-laws. Reg-
alation No. 8 was amended, and adopted as amended.

The case of Albert Wuest, registered pharmacist No. 1796, of
Tripoli, was taken up. After due consideration the registration of
Albert Wuest, certificate No. 1706, was revoked, based upon tran-
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July 21, Board met in their rooms. Members all present. Occu-
jed during the day in routine work.

July 29, Board met in rooms in Anderson House, Atlantic. Mem-
pers all present. Continued in session all day considering the matter
of petitioners from Atlantic against G. 8. Montgomery and Frank Har-
desty, registered pharmacists of Atlantic, under Regulation No. 20.
Present during part of the session G. 8. Montgomery with his attor-
neys Rockafellow and Delano, also H. G. Caurtis, attorney for peti-
tioners, and County Attorney Scott.

After full and complete consideration the following order was

made :

48

seript of eourt records “A” and “B,” of Bremer county court,
December term, 1886, Judge Ruddick, and the name of Alber
Wuest was stricken from the State Pharmacy Register.

June 8, 1887, Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Mem.
bers all present. Geo. H. Schafer in the chair. Engaged in regular
routine work when Attorney Wilson, of Osceola, appeared and offered
a petition in regard to rescinding the revocation of O. A. Noel’s
certificate. After consideration the petition was withdrawn by the
attorney, and the attorney was informed that as the Board had acted
acoording to the-transcripts of court records filed with them by order
of the court, they could take no further action except upon the order
of the court upon which the revocation was based.

June 9, Board met in their room in the State capitol. Members
all present. Commissioner Schafer in the chair. Regulation No, 20
was amended, and adopted as amended.

June 10, Board met in their room in State capitol. Members all
present. Geo. H. Schafer in the chair. The matter of James Tem-
ple, registered as per certificate No. 2352, was taken up. After due
oonsideration it was ordered, that in default of his appearing to verify
his examination, after repeated opportunities had been given him and
in accordance with Regulation No. 9, his registration as per certificate
No. 23562 be cancelled and his name stricken from the State Pharmacy
Register, which was done, and county auditorCnotified as required
by law.

Regulations Nos. 10 and 11 were amended and adopted as
amended.

June 11, 1887, Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Mem-
bers all present. G. H. Schafer in the chair. Regulation No. 15
was amended, and adopted as amended.

It was ordered that the Secretary have a new official circular pub-
lished, to contain the new and amended Regulations and all Reg
ulations in force, all official forms, Board opinions, Pharmacy and
special notices that are in force. Pharmacy Notice No. 4 was changed
and amended, and adopted as amended.

July 20, 1887, Board met in their rooms in State capitol. Mem-
bers all present. G. H. Schafer in the chair. Official Form “G " was
amended, and adopted as amended, and Secretary directed to have
one thousand copies printed, and copies sent to clerks of court, jus:
tices of the peace, and prosecuting attorneys.

RooMs AT ANDERSON House.
ATLANTIC, IoWA, July 22, 1887, }
In the matter of petition to revoke the certificate of registration

No. 9527, of Frank Hardesty, of Atlantie, Cass county, Iowa.

The matter coming on for hearing on the petition of S. Brott and
others, due notice thereof having been served on the said Frank
Hardesty and affidavits filed in duplicate in support of said petition,
and duly served on said contestants ; also answers and affidavits filed
by said contestants, all in accordance with pharmacy regulation No.
30, and after full investigation of the matters charged, and full and
careful examination of the evidence adduced and being fully advised
in the premises the Commissioners find that the charges in the peti-
tion are not sustained by the evidence addunced, the case is therefore
dismissed, and the Secretary of this Commission is hereby directed
to notify the said Frank Hardesty of their action. Signed by the
Commissioners.

A copy of above order was sent to the address of Frank Hardesty.
‘In the matter to revoke the certificate of registration of G. 8.
Montgomery, the following order was made :

RoomMs AT ANDERSON HOUSE,
ATLANTIC, JOWA, July 22, 1887,

In the matter of petition to revoke the certificate of registration
No. 283, of G. 8. Montgomery, of Atlantic, Cass county, lowa.

The matter coming on for hearing in the petition of 8. Brott and
others, due notice thereof having been served on the said G. 8.
Montgomery, and affidavits filed in duplicate in support of smd peti-
tion and duly served on said contestants ; also answers and affidavits

7
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filed by said contestants, all in accordance with pharmacy regulation
No. 20, and after investigation of the matters charged and carefu]
examination of the evidence adduced, and bearing of petitioner’s at.
torney, H. @. Curtis, and G. 8. Montgomery and his attorneys, Rock-
afellow & Delano, it was ordered that action be deferred.

Attest:  C. A. WEAVER, Secretary.

Board returned to Des Moines at midnight, and meeting closed.
Attest: C. A. WEavERr, Secretary.

SECRETARY’'S REI'ORT.

From last biennial report, September 1, 1885, to September 15, 1887,
REGISTRATIONS, REVOCALS, FORFEITURES, ETC.

Number of applicants examined on first examination.................. 749
Number of applicants examined on second or re-examination.......... 240

Total number of exXAMINALIONS......ccvivrviivuriniiririnennonsnnas 1,019

Of this number, 357 have passed successful examinations, and gold seal
certificates have been granted them; about thirty-five per cent of the exam-
pations being successful.

Green seal, 3

certificates revoked ..........o0c0nees Red seal, —
e Goldseal, 1
ber registered pharmacists who have died gerﬁen“l’ =
who have —
. . Gold seal, 10
—_— 33
Number certificates canceled on owner’s requoss{godud ) ”§
um can
v Gold seal, 47 5
Number certificates without examination.. .. { Green seal, 74
Superseded by certificates by examination .... | Red seal, 2 !
Red seal, 11
Number certificates forfeited by law .......... Green seal, 269
i —_— 300 o

Total number certificates revoked, canceled, forfeited
superseded (became void)......cecovvenen vennnnans 497

Number certificates issued during the same tlme{ (ml:;i, u‘?

897 897
100 100
Showing that oNE HUNDRED more certificates have become void,
than the number of new certificates issued during this period
Number of certificates in active force in the State as per last
report, September 1, 1885........... 1,848
Number of certificates in force in the State September 15, 1887, 1,720
114

Being 114 less September 15, 1887, than at last report, September 1,71885,

s

jedh i e
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Applied on the expenses of the Commission from
May 10, 1885, to April 24, 1887, follows:
R. W. Crawford’s bill from May 10, 1885, vo July
T TR SRR B o TR $ 89.15
R. W. Crawford’s bill from July 31, 1885, to April
TREASURER’S REPORT. SR R R e QSRR Ay 211.65 PR
H. Schafer’s bill from May 10, 1885, to July 31,
From July 31, 1885, to April 24, 1386. Oommissioners of Pharmacy for the State » T IR o S y....s 18.90
i iong, 0.4 Weawer, Sryioere, G. H. Schater’sbill from July 31, 1885, to April 24,
RECEIPTS FROM JANUARY 81,1885 TO APRIL 24, 1886. OSSR N R e AT e T 1_1 _1_21_0 Sl
9,
A S I $ 2800 GUA- Weaves's bill from May 15, 1888, to July 81,
48 renewals £Or 1884 ., . ..vverurmremrsnnsoss conieanes 43.00 lssvg’bmtro Atllssstolt 56.56
170 TeneWalS £Or 1885 .. .. c.vv vvrsressrnsoraseranaanes 170.00 C. A2’4 l::“ s m Augus Apr o
1,700 renewals for 1886 . ... .......ocoieiiiiis canns 1,700.00 1808, .. 000 in NN e Sginy ek TN v Sk VN AR 3 PP
6 duplicate certificates. .............oooivvniiiiiin. 6.00 N
91 changes of 10CAILY. .. ..ovv cvoveriiiiminiiiuniinns 45 50 8 660.56
10 applications for graduates..... ......... TR L 20.00 (Clerk hire one year for Secretary....... % 600,00
181 applications for examination............... - 905.00 Total contingent eXpenses. .........vvuvuuers vaeeinaeenns $ 1,260.56
$ a8 Deduet intinerant license fund as above...............coevuies. 1,000.00
Apvortioned as follows : Balance due Treasurer............. SR Rt ceeae $ 260,56
One-third to R. W. Orawford ..... L L $ 970.83
One-third to Geo. H. S8chafer ; 970.88
One-third to O, A, Weaver........ A S naias kv ? 84
- $ 291250
REPORT OF O. A. WEAVER, TREASURER OF COMMISSION OF
PHARMACY.
ITINERANT LICENSE FUND.
Collected from July 31, 1885, to April 24, 1886,
T. J. Wheeler (first license issued) July 16, 1885 ............ ve ool 100,00
Dr. Geo. B. McClelland, August 13, 1885...... S R P d s s e 100.00
Dr. Wm., H. Graham, November 17, 1885 . .....cvvenivinianannnne 100.00
Dr. J. E. Anderson, November 21, 1885........cc0cvvviiininsnions 100.00
Dr. R. C. Flower, November 28, 1885..... ...c.ce.vevicsuicnsis 5 100.00
Dr. A. M. Pickett, December 17, 1885 .......... ..... T S 100.00 .
Dr. J. 1. Hamilton, January 28,1886................. ubasdigonney 100.00
e SRR g L e R ——— 100.00
Dr. W. E. Closson, April 20,1886 ............. e i 100.00
S0 G0 D). More, ARt 90 3808, ... 0. orconssnesoriennios . 100.00
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TREASURER’S REPORT.

From April 23, 1888, to April 24, 1887, Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State
of lowa, O. A. Weaver, Treasurer.

REPORT OF C. A. WEAVER, TREASURER OF COMMISSION OF
PHARMACY.

Ttinerant License Fund from April 23, 1886, to April 24, 1887.

RECEIPTS. oo o=

From Apnil £3, 1886, to April 24, 1887. Dr. Wm. Todd, May 27, 1888.. ... .o covevarismrnenayannnnsensanand § 100.00

Dr. F. G. Lameroux, May 20, 1888 ..........0...coiiueniiaiiianinnnns 100.00

416 examInALIons ......ooviiiiriiiiiiiitii s e $2,080.00 Dr. J. F. Fleming, Junes, 1886 ..........cccoiiramieiominmianinanns 100,00
10 BERAUBIO8. . o oconresernrariransnsorsosisescsosanarnrssnsnnsasrons B IR, JUBB I8 T80 .« .. . ov oo acisvrnvisvasssobnssosbnsons 100.00
148 changes of 10ealitY......ooveriirs v ver vana S g L T O e S SR S RN SRR e 100.00
14 duplicate certificates. .. .........coveveiriraciiiriiiiiiiiians J.D. Townsend, August 4, 1886 ......o..ouiiveienrnnruienreereanens 100,00
8 renewals for 1882....... .. ..ve0is e i S PG SR WD, Hinohaliff, Augast 4, 1808 ......vv0ioumns sivivaressnnvasnars 100.00
AR PO BN - s vs s sexsresnons s acnsncrspnvvayessiesrssassoras Byron A. Belcher, August 4, 1886, ........ovvevemiarianinsernarises 100,00
16 renewals for 1884, ... covirvii i Dr. Geo. B. MeClellan, September 7, 1886.. ....vvuveiiesnens sonen 100.00
DD RIS TR BRI 7S fvos i raien consnsnnseninamorss  sons bnabnns Leopold Elle, October 2, 1886........c.vveeveennen. b A A TR 100.00
121 renewals for 1880, .. ......oocivin TP T T PRI Wi Hanfeld, Ootober 87, 1886, .. oo v reinsssasons srasbornss . 100,00
PR T U A R R A R S 1,588.00 B0 Bleadmian, Deosmber 6, 1888, .. .. v e vsessn snossnesrsnnasaces 100.00
Amount received from schedules....... .......... r IR O Ui DotemnbBr 0, 1888, .. . v p.snusivesas s o vassovenassas 100.00
e A e N R SR G o $3 T T, FOLROarY 18, IBBY /.. ... leraisarnosionarasosossuans 100.00

MO Roe, Mareh 8, 1887.. ...ccuosvsssrsnvsrssivasassosvasronasannennse 100.00

Apportioned as follows: Joseph Wheeler, March 23, 1887 ...........0uc0 P Bt B 100,00
One-third to B. W. Orawford...........ocoiieinnnnin,s $1,330.88 | DT Y B W SN S S R 100,00
One-third to G. H. Sehafer,..........ccoovivummiaciinnns 1,830.88 Jedaeknon Crider, April 13, 1887, oo Coihistncavireasnone shnsesiosass 100.00
One-third to John H. Pickett..............cooviivinnens 1,830.84 G T S e e R S 100.00

$3,992.50
PO YOnolpts £Or the YORT. .. v sosnsisonvassnasrannsavssss .$1,900,00

Applied on the expenses of the Commission from April 23, 1886, to
April 24, 1887, as follows:
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0. A. Weaver, on bills:

April 24, 1856, balance due him on old account..$  260.56
Bill from April 23, 1886 to October 24, 1886....... 633.65

Bill from October 23, 1886, to April 24, 1887...... 657.60
——————

Geo H. Schafer:
Bill from April 28, 1886, to October 24, 1886......% 89.40
Bill from October 23, 1886, to December 24, 1886. . 58.60
Bill from December 20, 1886, to April 24, 1887. ... 40.15
_— $ 18815
R. W. Crawford :
Bill from April 28, 1886, to October 24, 1886...... $ 74.50
Bill from October 23, 1886, to April 24, 1887, ..... 68.20
g $ 142700
J. H. Pickett : 2
Bill from April 28, 1886, to October 24, 1886...... $ 58 65
Bill from October 28, 1886, to April 24, 1887 ...... 45 40
——— § . M
. Total contingent eXpenses .........couevevieas. $ 198171
Deduet itinerant fund as above............. 1,900 00
Balance contingent expenses due treasurer.... $ 81.71

TREASURER’S REPORT. g

From April 28, 1887, to October 24, 1887, Commissioners of Pharmacy for the
State of Iowa. O. A. Weaver, Treasurer.

RECETPTS.

From April 28, 1887, to October 24, 1887:

152 applications for examination............ .. NIRRT
G TOOOWRIETOL TABY. ¢« 2o cinanianonsinanns ST R s 69.00
11 applications for gradustes ........... ..o cevvvvernnsans

11 duplicate certificates..........

Apportioned as follows:

One-third to Geo. H. Bchafer....................
One-third to Jno. H. Pickett .................... 302.88
One-third to C. A. Weaver..........coovuuiuneen. 302.84
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REPORT OF C. A. WEAVER, TREASURER OF COMMISSIONERS
OF PHARMACY.

Ttinerant license fund from April 28, 1887, to October 24, 1887,

Collected from—
April 30, E. McCOnKeY .........oviieruranrisicinnnirnaiiione, $ 100.00
May 2, H. W. WIbUr...ooooiiniemrianiacmssoiis sunirannss 100.00
July 7, Chas. A. Burgess 100.00
July 7, J. L. Carpenter 100.00
July 7. 8. F. Lameraux 100 00
July 15, C. A. Lockwood 100.00
July 19, E.Bchneller .....cccciciiiimiinainiriasciscinrocrans 100.00
July 25, A. SLraussman...............coee 100 00
Aug. 24, R. W. Dunham : 100 00

Total receipts to October 24, 1887........ «evvevere- bk ..§  900.00
Applied on the expenses of the Commission from April 23, 1887, to October 24,
1887, as follows :

0. A. Weaver, Treasurer.
April 24, Balance due him on account......... ve 3 81.71
Bill from April 28 to October24.................. 822.85

‘Geo, H. Schafer.
Bill from April 23 to October 24....... 167.00

J. H. Pickett. '

Bill from April 23 to October 24...........00uusus 58.75

Total contingent eXpenses..........ccevenvsiesee $ 630381
Balance contingent fund on hand.............. $ 26960
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AMOUNT OF TWENTY FIVE PER CENT FUND.

Paid into the State treasury as reported by the State Treasurer from July 8, 1536,
to November 28, 1887.

July 8, 1886, receipt NO. 1...ooveurimrmininiiie e,
August 18, 1886, receipt No. 2
August 19, 1886, receipt No. 3
September 18, 1886, receipt NO. 4......ooovirnniinnniiiniiien...
October 12, 1886, receipt NO. 5.....cccoceviiiiiiiiiiiiniiinia...
October 22, 1886, receipt NO. 8. .......covvveeeiiiiiiiiniiiininians N
November 26, 1886, receipt NO. 7.....ccovieviiininiriareicsncnnnnins
December 1, 1888, receipt No. 8..... ke e 5 5 b e BTN ¥ oI o SR B
December 23, 1886, receipt No. 9
January 11, 1887, receipt No. 10. i
January 14, 1857, receipt No. 11......ooooviniiinnen i
January 27, 1887, receipt No. 12.......cooviieiiinnnnniiiiiiiniieeins
February 1, 1887, receipt No.18............c00t

February 1, 1887, receipt No. 14..............

February 1, 1887, recelpt N0.15.......ccovovvuinnann ke A Sk LR
April 12, 1887, receipt No. 16
April 18, 1887, receipt No.
April 18, 1887, receipt No.
April 15, 1887, receipt No.
April 21, 1887, receipt No.
April 21, 1887, receipt No.
April 21, 1887, receipt No.
May 2, 1887, receipt No. 23..... sk

June 2, 1887, receipt No. 24..........c00v00ns
June 2, 1887, receipt No. 25
June 2, 1887, receipt No. 26.......

S R IR e G RIS Ry SN SR P v 5 e, ST
R T e O A D R
ARG A R BT N A B S & 6s o0 08 5.4 bny 6orvis uyambaansicnglon
July 12, 1887, receipt No. 30....... ST -y AN s DS et
September 10, 1857, receipt N0. 8l.....ccciuevriviisnriosciosnroannas
September 14, 1887, receipt N0.82...........000vvnnnns Svya e A e s
September 15, 1887, receipt No. 33
September 19, 1887, receipt No. 34
September 19, 1887, receipt No. 85
October 11, 1887, receipt No. 86...........
October 26, 1887, receipt No. 387......
November 28, 1887, receipt No. 88. .
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ORDERS DRAWN ON TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT EN-
FORCEMENT FUND.

DATE 28| TO WHOM PAID AND ON WHAT ACCOUNT. | AMOUNT.
E a2
L.J. Pmrson attorney, services in case State .
vs. J. N. Ayers, Linn Co., as per bill........ $ 43.75

r bi
Bapida collectlng evi-

September 3 2lP. M. Reeder, Cedar
dence in case State vs. J. N. Ayers, Linn Co.,
R DR DUL i ds et nneevshsnasasy 5.00
September 3 3 R.S. Ervin, nt,tome) services, in case State
vs S.C Myers, Webster Co , as per bill . 15.00

4/ Louis J. Pierson, attorney, services in case
State vs. J. Cain, Linn , as per bill Sep-
SO Y AR L erspaac s a5 e 12.50

September 18

LR

October 25( 5/L.J. Pierson. attorney services in case State
vs. D. B. Cole, Linn Co., as per bill October
- GY21 lsglnhtto ................ a3t 6.25
November oung & Parrish. a meys expenses in case
State va R. D. Townle ayne Co., as per
bill of November 18,1886 .......c..cc00ueen. 12.19
November 24| 7|L. J. Pierson, att.omey services and expenses
in case State vs. Geo. Allen, Benton Co., bill
Of NOVermbDEr BB, 1888, o o ov s s vssesane sinnsssns 4.87
December 18| 8/M. W. Gipe, Waterloo, expenses in arresting
FtiNOrant VONAOr. .., ccsesee sue sacssocrssaasas 4.00
December 1 9|Young & Parrish, attorneys, expenses in case

State vs. Jason Roberts, Clarke Co., bill De-
ounbEr 14, 1880, . .. o vaaes s s smeraiossonses 18.14
December 21| 10|L. J. Pierson, attorney, services and

in case State vs. B. M. Hopper, Linn bill
Sy December 20,1886 ... .......coinene Sws’s Wa's 9.90

January 8/ 11/Louis J. Pierson, attorney, services and ex-
. penses in case State vs. 3grou Griffin, Dela-
December 30,

u\ B Sl 80.50

January 20 R. W. Crawford, e . W

Walker and 8. C. yers, of........ Co., ex-

penses to Mallard, Wi . Raaz
case, Rockwell City, as per bill of October|

Ny 31 13023111?&3& .............. m LooDlel 80.55
s er, eXpenses n, Davis
egrams from June 18, smto.lnlys,
&erbﬂlofOctoberzs 1800 i averiai 28.50
January 21 14.1 H.H tt. cedu'llupidl.to
ca.rroll and telegram, as per|
. uo"ﬂl‘% berzs.wso S iass 26.70
January 2 uverSocm oxpenleafrom y
dcﬁober"z?xm.upubmofw
AT PR 8.71
February 1 Loth Plorao services in case
State vs. D. B. .unn(lo..uperbllloti
January 15, 1887....cccovivrrransiosansvanvas 6.25
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ORDERS DRAWN ON TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT ENFORCEMENT

FUND—CONTINUED.

[E3 1887.]

AMOUNT,

1 '¢
DATE. 5;%\ T0 WHOM AND ON WHAT ACCOUNT.
EE|
-~ Tt MR
Febn;ufr’,y 17‘( F. Henry, a bome‘y”serviees in case H. G.
[ ‘?eb?‘r ang 8. W Straight and Regula-
Q. BV cnsssasrevesssssvrnse voesantsnns
| 18/R. W. Crawford, expenses to Spirit Lake, Sac,
i W \ Cit y and Newell, as per bill of October 23,
R O T Rl o
18 IOGeo H. Schafer, expenses to Creston, as
Sepyey bill of October 23, 1886 ... ..o.vvneen. 0. W
ey 18 1o ot gt Yot Watolos and
18 0, ar Rapi nton, Waterloo an
e 1l | Marshlitown, billGf Qotobet 28, 1686, .|
March 81| 2 Parrish, e: nses n case vs. Da
& Stutsman, lxlpe L. Cooledge and J. E Rein-
inghouse. Van Buren Co., bill of February
March L AT R P i R 1
22R. L Purttnh expensesin case State vs. J. D.
Hepford, O. A Noel, J. R. Landis and Jason
Rol ;bill of February 23, 1887...........
April 1| 23|L. J. Pierson, attorney services and expenses
in cases State vs. J. Ross Cameron and State
V8. HB.B;) Bmltb Delaware Co., bill of March
April 19 sund No. 25 were accidentally destroyed. See
0T e i T T
April 80 Louis J. Pierson, stbomey gervices in case
Bhta vu F. J. Atwater, — Co ; bill of
April 2 mtg uouoh b ik of ‘court, Benton Co., for
cxmilﬁ;d’ tinnscrlpt, of court records, bill of
April Milt H. Ahen attorney services in case State
vs. W. reen, and State vs A. Schoel,
O’Brlenco bill of April 23, 1
May 200G, F. Iienry. aworno{ services in Weber and
Straight case, diuo vingiujunccion and writ,
certiorari, bill of Marchl, 1
May 30/G. F Henry. ntwrnoy services in cases State
Klnney. and State vs. A, B. Smlt.h
'.-‘olkbo bill of April 28, 1887 .....couv0res
June 10, 81)J. A me , attorney services in
881 H. . Polk Co., blll of .hmo 9,
June 1 ¥; f’ Jiihnao"'hi'.r;l" ' mviges """ 1&. éﬁ%ﬁ%&i&’ior
an )
PR’ et o & oy
une 10 expenses, bill ‘of June 10 1887
m } & by &wford.emnm hulof.l;nke 10, 1887
. axpemu case 0
P lo&bﬂlofOotoberu. s L
expenses enforcemen
e hﬂ.mmmm.lw Yo 'l'o'f" e
14,15and 29, 1887 .. ..vvvuennians pru

1887,
June

EEEE 8 & € €

DATE.

P ——

10!

10
1

10
.
10

10

10

10)
10

1
1

:

e e

-

B. E. A. Simons, attorney, services in
Suta va. Allard, Montgomery

wu';'uil-y 3.15;1. 1, sttornﬁ services in
Al
State vs. ank Jirounh

September 16, 1887
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QRDEBS DRAWN ON TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT ENFORCEMENT
FUND—CONTINUED.
5| . |
B |
2| TO WHOM PAID AND ON WHAT ACCOUNT. | AMOUNT.
H
38‘ H. Schafer, expenses to Cedar Rapids as per
bills of June 19, 1888, and August 18, 1886,
and August 4, R M TR $ 86.55
89/Geo. H. Schater, expenses to Clarinda, Shen-
andoah and Red Oak, August 4 to 8, 1886 . 43.15
40/Geo. H. Schafer, e‘pensesto Osceola, Creston,
Red Oak and Atlantie, bill of Nov. 9 and 14, 5
.................................... 1.30
1 G H Schafer, expenses in Gillfillen case, April s
................................... 10
42 G H Schafer, expenses as per bill of April 27, o
a3l KL Pickett, expenses to Cedar Rapids, May T
27, 1886, June 17 to 20, 1888, bill of October
23 L N e 2 s = il S S A 33.18
44!). H. Pickett, expenses in Hansen case, Des
Moines N. J. Darling case, Story Co., and
erYe nses in Kinny case, Des Moines, as per,
g e e R N Y R T 20.25
45/J. H. Pickett, expenses to Des Moines and
Audubon, bill of October 23, 1886........... 25.75
46(J. H. Pickett, expenses. bill of April23 1887.. 87.30
47\J. H. Pickett, expenses to Des Moines and
Marshalltown, bill of April 23, 1887......... 81.45
48|G F. Henry, attorney services in case State vs.
Hi s, Polk Co., bill of April 30, 1887.. 12 50
49|L. J. Pierson, attorne expenses in ‘case State
x; Selg. Marshall btlln of Feb. 12, and e
ay 26
50/L.J. 'Plauon. attorney exp nses “in case State
vs. Darling, bill of May 4y T e 9.00
51|Gregory & jicks, attorneys senrlcea in case
State vs. R. A Greenfleld, Creston.......... 8.25
52/G. F. Henry, attorney services and costs in eir-
cular letter to oount{ atwmeya. snd filing
- Biutormntlon as per bill of June 4 ’t ....... 1870
rney. expenm n prosecu-
tions, bill ot Mnf epodbadtosdopi ] 8101
54/R. L. Parish, services m cues ag per his bill of
yls Ly R e e S 205.00
55| L. J. Pierson. attorney, services in case Shto
vs. G. F. Ellis, bill o! 1px'u 0, 188%..v oo . 8.25
56(L. ©. Coppock, constab ses in
Btate vs. F. A. Bryant, Griswold bill of
e A OO 4 byl Pea . kv WA 5.00
‘ber m,wsawn:i?m%unotam.
m ABBYL L5 wies it g fR Ny e ves 5.61
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ORDERS DRAWN ON TWENTY-FIVE PER CENT ENFORCEMENT
FUND—CONTINUED.

) TO WHOM PAID AND ON WHAT ACCOUNT. | AMOUNT,
1847 -

septe L. J. Pierson, attorney, expenses in case State

o ml i vs. Pine, Tipton, ‘of ptember 18 1887..|% 9.90

October 14| 61|R. L. Parrish, attorney, expenses cases

Twining, Salts and lby. Coming bill of
OBEONEE Ty VB vt s il o a3 o s il et 10.08

DATE.

number,

Beaumont, attorney, expenses in case
. s‘Z?t:'n B.F. Etb, Carroll, bill of October
................................ 10.68
Octol L Pmlnh attorney, expenses in H. L.
s 08 B farric and ‘others. Polk Go., bill of Jaly 21,
b T | 24.50
64|Gregory & Wicks, attorney services in case
— Btate va. . A.Greenfleld, Union Co., billof
Movenber L1887, ,. 0. o0 cuc - hoasssssiigs 50,00
December L. J. Pierson, lttomey, services in case State
vs Dlrlin and expenses in cases of Thomp-
ur‘ ‘ord, bill of November 17, 1887..... 54.18
December 66lJ. Slti lggkett, part of his expense bill, October nk
December 10| 67J. H. Pickett, part of his expense bill of Octo- ;
T A 50.00
December J. H. lligkett. balance of his expense bill o
December 10| 69(G. H. Schafer, ex;;éii'e'ﬁin'b't October 24, 1887 w’u"
December 700, A. Wenver. expense bill of October 24, 1887 18.07
December 1lG F. Henry, attorney, services in Braniff case 8500
December G, F, Henry, atborney, services in O. A. Noel -
December 10| 78(G. F. ﬁ'en"ry""""'""&‘i&ih‘é&‘ixi'é’tm'iit"&
Weber beforeegupreme Court.... ..g ..... 50.00
Amount orders drawn.................o00.. | 1,942.00
Amountorders paid..........c..cvvvvnuenns 880,30
Amount of orders unpaid. ................. $ 1,061.70

Nore—Of these orders upon the twenty-five per cent fund the numbers 1
to 82, lnclusive, numbers 48 to 58, inclusive, and numbers 55 to 65, inclusive,
amounting to $880.30, have been paid. The following orders, numbers 88 to
47, inclusive, number 54 and numbers 66 to 73, inclusive, amounting to
$1,061.70, have not been paid for want of funds in the treasury. In some
counties where fines have been imposed the county officials have refused to
pay the twenty-five per cent into the treasury, as required by section 3,
chapter 88, laws of 1886, awaiting the decision of the Supreme Court ; this,
with appeals and stays of execution, have not only prevented the paymentof
‘expenses incurred, but limited the more extended enforcement of the law.
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PERMITS ISSUED—CONTINUED. PERMITS ISSUED—CONTINUED.

———————— D) -
=58z | EZlEg 2532 | EETE
B2 EEsiii 25.° REEEIEoy
28 |25(Bclax B8z 3E8oinEl
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17 9 Number forfeited
lg': 18 Number not in use........... o e LR S
22,. o Total number in fOrce................ .. i, A L, IS 3 858
i}* Reported total general permits issued and in force August 15, 1887 161

*General permits will expire August 27, 1887,
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November, 1836. State v. Geo. Allen; before C. W. Burton, justice of the
e for Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution. Geo. Allen,
an unregistered pharmacist, was convicted for illegal sale of medicines and
poisons and fined $25 and costs.

geptember, 1885. State v. Geo. H. Brown; before N. 8. Hammack, justice
of the peace, Des Moines county. ‘G. H. Brown, an itinerant vendor of
medicines was fined $25 and costs for violation of section 10 of the phar-
macy 1aw. C

February, 1886. State v. 8. C. Myers; before G. W. Hyatt, justice of the
peace of Sac county; R. 8. Erwin, attorney for prosecution. 8. C. Myers, a
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2779, was convicted and fined $75 and
costs for false representation in obtaining registration for another fraudu-
Jently—in violation of section 11 of the pharmacy law.

——,1886. Btate v. H. C. Smith; District Court of Taylor county; Dis-
trict-Attorney Flick for prosecution. H. C. Smith, a registered pharmacist,
certificate No. 1697, was convicted for unlawful sale of intoxicating liquors
and fined $100 and costs.

——, 1886, State v. H. C. Fordyce; District Court of Taylor county;
Distriet-Attorney Flick for prosecution. H. C. Fordyce, a registered phar-
macist, certificate No. 841, was convicted and fined $150 and costs for unlaw-
ful sale of intoxicating liquor.

——,1886. State v. R. B. Rockwell; District Court of Taylor county;
District-Attorney Flick for prosecution. R. B. Rockwell, a registered phar.
macist, certificate No. 2387, was convicted and fined $150 and costs for un-
Jawful sale of intoxicating liquor. .

———, 1886, State v. H. C. Hansen; before D. C. McMartin, justice of the
peace of Polk county; J. A. Harvey, attorney prosecuting. H. C. Hansen, a
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 1581, was convicted for failing to have
his certificate conspicuously posted in his place of business as provided by
section 4 of the law (20 months) and fined $200 and costs. )|

October, 1856, State v. D. B. Cole; before C. W. Burton, jastice of the
peace, Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney prosecuting. D. B. Cole was
convicted for conducting ajdrug store and]selling medicines and poisons
without registration, fined $50 and costs.

~ January, 1887. State v. D. B. Cole; before A. 8t. Clair}Smith, justice of
the peace, Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney prosecuting. D. B. Cole,
now a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 8072, was convicted for unlaw-
ful sale of intoxicating liquor—without permit—fined $50 and costs, and
certificate revoked, and business closed.

January, 1887. The certificates of H. G. Weber, No. 1435, and 8. W. W.
Straight, No. 239, were revoked under Regulation No. 20, for unlawful sale
of intoxicating liquor.

January, 1887, 8. M. Casey, attorney for prosscution; A. B. Stedman, a
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2330, was bound over for false pre-

A PARTIAL LIST OF PROSECUTIONS SINCE LAST REPORT,
AUGUST 15, 1885.

November, 1896, State v. R. D. Townly; before J. W. Rankin, justice of
the peace, Wayne county; B. L. Parrish, attorney for prosecution. R. D,
Townly, of Allerton, Wayne county, was convicted for violating the pro-
hibitory law and for violating pharmacy law; condueting a drug store with-
out registration. Fined $100 and costs; fine paid.

December, 1886, State v. B. Griffin; before 8. L. Doggett, justice of the
peace, Delaware county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution. Byron
Griffin, an unregistered partner of a registered pharmacist, convicted for
gelling intoxicating liquor under the permit of his partner and fined $150
and costs; fine paid.

December, 1886. State v. B. M. Hopper: before C. W. Burton, justice of
the peace, Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution. B. M.
Hopper, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 1196, was convicted and
fined $75 and costs; fine paid.

December, 1886, The certificate of W. E. Wolfgang, No. 1908 and the cer-
tificate of J. E. Hardenbrook, No. 2358, were revoked under regulation No.
9, for frand in examination.

November, 1886, State v. B. A. Greenfield; Superior Court, Creston,
Judge Wilson; Gregory & Wicks, attorneys for prosecution. R. A. Green-
field, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2296, convicted and fined $400
and costs for the unlawful sale of intoxicating liquor, and certificate re-
voked on the order of the court; fine paid.
August, 1866, State v.J. N. Ayers; before C. W. Burton, justice of the
peace for Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution. J. N.
Ayers, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2670, convicted for unlawful
sale of intoxicating liquor and fined $350 and costs, and certificate revoked
and business closed.

September, 1886, State v. J. G. Cain; before A. 8t. Clair Smith, justice of
the peace for Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution. J. G
Oain, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 10, was convicted for unlawfu)
sale of intoxicating liquor and fined $100 and costs.

October, 1886, State v. E. W. Walker; before G. W. Hyatt, justice of the
peace for Sac county; J. W. Cory, attorney for prosecution. E. W. Walker,
a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2009, registered by fraud. (8. G
Myers, a registered pharmacist), certificate No. 2779, personating E. W.
Walker in an examination, was convicted and fined $75 and costs and Tegls-
tration canceled.
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tenses, cheating and perjury, in aiding registration for another; in defauylt
of appearance, judgment entered and his certificate revoked by the Com-
mission.

June, 1587. 8. M. Casey, attorney for prosecution; C. L. Yost,
as per certificate No. 3008 was bound over for fraudulent registration by
false pretense and subornation of perjury; in default of appearance judg-
ment rendered, and certificate revoked by the Commission.

, 1887, State v. F. A. Bryant; before yjustice of the peace,
Cass county; G. W. Rightmire, attorney for prosecution. F. A. Bryant, a
physician, convicted for violation of the pharmacy law in compounding and
selling medicines and poisons and not being a registered pharmacist; lefg
the State.

April, 1887. State v. F. J. Atwater; before 8. L. Doggett, justice of the
peacs, Delaware county; L.J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution; F. J, At
water, registered pharmacist, certificate No. 891; convicted and fined $25
and costs for violating section 2 of the law, allowing a non-registered clerk
to compound and dispense prescriptions and poisons.

April, 1887. State v. W. W. Thompson; before J. Kent, justice of the
peace, Benton county; L. J. Pierson and county attorney, attorneys for
prosecution; W. W. Thompson, a registered pharmacist, certificate No,
9928, was convicted on ten counts and fined on all of them; defendant
demurred, and District Court, Judge Kinne, sustained the demurrer; State
appealed; SBupreme Court sustained the ruling of the District Court. See
SBupreme Court decision in State v. E. F. Douglass, which is a similar case,

March, 1887. . State v. Henry C. Smith, and State v. J. R. Cameron; before
8. L. Doggett, justice of the peace, Delaware county; L. J. Pierson, attor-
ney for prosecution; Henry C. Smithand J. R. Cameron, unregistered clerks
of J. E. Conger, convicted and fined each $100 and costs for selling intoxi-
cating liquors.

April, 1887, State) v. Geo. F. Ellis; before A. St. Clair Smith, justice of .
the peace, Linn county; L. J. Pierson, attorney for prosecution; Geo.F.
Ellis, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2350, was convicted and fined
$50 and costs for violation of pharmaco-liquor law.

April, 1857. State v. W. C. Green; before I. Carr, justice of the peace,
O’Brien county; Milt. C. Allen, attorney for prosecution; W. C. Green was
convicted and fined $50 and costs for conducting a drug store without reg-
istration.

April, 1857, Btate v. Wm. Hamler; before I. Carr, justice of the peace,
O’Brien county; Milt. O. Allen, attorney for prosecution; W. Hamler, an
unregistered clerk, was fined $50 and costs for violation of pharmacy law in
compounding preseriptions and not under the supervision of a registered
pharmacist.

April, 1887, State v. A. Schoel; before I. Carr, justice of the peace,
O’Brien county; Milt. C. Allen, attorney for prosecution; A. Schoel, a reg-

pharmacist, certificate No. 2286, was fined $25 and costs for violation
of section 9 of pharmacy laws, for not keeping a record of sales of poisons;
was also convicted and fined $300 and costs for unlawful selling of intoxica-

ting liquors.

April, 1887. State v. A. B. Smith; before J B. Johnson, justice of the
Polk county; Geo. F. Henry, attorney for prosecution. A. B. Smith

(of the {irm of Kinney & Smith), a registered pharmacist, No. 8189, was

convicted and fined $50.00 and costs for allowing an unregistered person

to dispense poisons, in violation of section 2, of the law, and store closed.

April, 1887. State v. G. W. Kinney; before J. B. Johnson, justice of the
peace, Polk county; Geo. F. Henry, attorney for prosecution. G. W. Kin-
pey (partner of A. B. Smith), unregistered, was convicted and fined $100.00
and costs for conducting a drug store without registration; also fined $100 00
and costs for selling poisons without registration, and store closed.

April, 1887. State v. Frank Higgins; before J. B. Johnson, justice of the
peace, Polk county; Geo. F. Henry, attorney for prosecution. Frank Hig-
gins, an unregistered owner of a drug store, was arrested and bound over to
await the action of grand jury, under section 11, of the law, for conducting
his drug store without registration; indicted and plead guilty in district
court, Polk county, before Judge Given; fined $100.00 and costs, and busi-
ness closed.

———, 1887, State v. James Braniff; before L. B. Calendar, justice of the
peace, Polk county; G. F. Henry, attorney for prosecution. James Braniff, '
whose certificate of registration, No. 444, had been forfeited, was convicted
and fined for conducting drug business without registration.

——, 1887, Btate v. E. F. Douglass; before ——, justice of the peace,
Tama county; L. J. Pierson and County Attorney, attorneys for prosesution.
K. F. Douglass, a registered pharmaeist, certificate No. 2891, was convicted
before the justice on a large number of counts, and fined on each count; he
appealed to the district court, Judge Kinne, who dismissed the case; State
appealed to Supreme Court, where the ruling of the district court was
afirmed. See Supreme Court decision, S8tate v. Douglass.

July, 1887, State v. L. Allard; before C. M, Mills, justice of the peace,
Montgomery county; B. E. A. S8imons, attorney for prosecution. L. Allard
was convieted and fined $25.00 and costs as an itinerant vendor of medical
appliances and professing to cure diseases of the ejes, in violation of sec-
tion 10, of the pharmacy law.

August, 1887. State v. L. F. Ross; before H. C. French, justice of the
peace, Montgomery county; ———, attorney for prosecution. L. F. Ross,a
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 1097, was convicted for violating
section 2, of the law, and fined $25.00 and costs for permitting unregistered
clerks to dispense medicines and poisons when not under the supervision of
a registered pharmacist.

Beptember, 1887. State v. H. C. Shank; District Court Montgomery
county; ——— attorney prosecuting. H. C. Shank, a registered pharma-
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county; W. A. Spurrier, attorney for plaintiff. 8. K. Booth, a registered
. certificate No. 2848, prosecuted for nuisance, unlawfully selling
intoxicating liquors. Prosecution asked for an injunction. Pending the
hearing the defendant removed his store from the building. Then on the
defendant’s plea of having abated the nuisance himself the Judge refused
to grant the injunction.

__—,1887. State v. Allen C. Houghland; District Court of Washington
county; Dewey & Eiecher, and county attorney, attorneys for prosecution.
Allen C. Houghland, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2857, was con-
victed and fined $1,000 and costs for unlawful sale of intoxieating liquors.

November, 1857. State v. H. W. Gifford; District Court Marshall county;
L. J. Pierson and county attorney prosecuting. H. W. Gifford, registered
pharmacist, certificate No. 820, was indicted, tried, and jury disagreed.
———,1887. James Braniff v. Weaver et al., Com’rs; District Court Polk
eounty, Judge Kavanaugh. James Braniff, whose registration had been for-
feited by law, having removed for a period of two years or more from the
place where he was registered, was refused a renewal of his certificate by
the Commissioners, whereupon he applied for a writ of mandamus to compel
the Board to renew his registration. The court refused the writ. Braniff
appealed to the Supreme Court. Ruling of District Court affirmed. See
Supreme Court decision, Braniff v. Weaver et al., page 26.

November, 1887. State v. T. H. Varner; before justice of the peace
Boone county; H. A. Hoyt, attorney for prosecution, T. H. Varner, regis-
tered pharmacist, certificate No. 2851, was convicted for unlawful sale of in-
toxicating liquors, selling under a permit that had been forfeited. Appealed
to District Court.

——,——. State v. J. F. Cloughly; District Court, Audubon county.
J. F. Cloughly, registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2450, was convicted
for unlawful sale of intoxicating liquor and fined $500 and costs. Appealed
to Supreme Court. Decision of District Court affirmed. See page 31 of this
4th Biennial Report for decision.

——, ——. Btate v. Shaw & Pine; District Court, Cedar county; L. J.
Pierson, attorney prosecuting. A.Shaw and P. R, Pine were indicted for
unlawful selling of intoxicating liquor. Verdict of jury not guilty.

~—, ——, BState v. Marc Menter; before justice of the peace Linn county;
L. J. Pierson, attorney prosecuting. Marc Menter, registered pharmacist,
certificate No. 2160, was arrested for unlawful sale of invoxicating liquor.
Trial continued for three days. Justice failed to put the defendant under
appearance bond. Pending the continuance the defendant disposed of his
store and is now a fugitive from justice.

——, —, State v. H. M. Griffin; before justice of the peace Webster
county; A. E. Clark, attorney prosecuting. H. M. Griffin, an unregistered
partner of a store was convicted and fined $25 and costs for dispensing
poisons without registration.

cist, certificate No. 1095, was convicted and fined $350 and costs for unlay.
ful selling of intoxicating liquor.

September, 1857. State v. Frank Jiroushek; before A. 8t. Clair Smith,
justice of peace, Linn county; L. J. Pierson. attorney for prosecution. F.
Jiroushek, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 3063, plead guilty of
gelling intoxicating liquor without a permit, and fined $150 and costs.

October, 1887. State v. B. F. Erb; before John Heater, justice of peace,
Carroll county; Thos. Beaumont, attorney for prosecution. B. F. Erb,
whose registration had forfeited by law, was arrested and bound over
to await the action of the grand jury; grand jury failed.to indict.

September, 1857. State v. H. E. Swafford; before J. B. Johnson, justice
of peace, Polk county; , attorney for prosecution. H. E. Swafford, 3
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2048, permanently enjoined from the
sale of intoxicating liquor; business closed.

October, 1887. State v. L. J. Anderson; before G. 8. Garfleld, justice of
peace, Humboldt county; County Attorney, for prosecution. L. J. Ander-
son, registered pharmacist, certificate No. 641, plead guilty and was fined
$100 and costs and certificate revoked; business closed.

Qctober, 1887. State v. John W. Craig; District Court Calhoun county;
County Attorney, for prosecution. J. W. Craig, registered pharmacist, cer-
tificate No. 8108, enjoined for unlawful sale of liquor.

October, 1887, State v F. M. Cumpston; before John Heater, justice of
peace, Carroll county; E. H. Hurd, attorney for prosecution. F. M. Cump-
ston, an unregistered pharmacist, plead guilty to five counts and was fined
$125 and costs for conducting a drug store without registration; business
closed.

October, 1887. State v. A. J. Salts; District Court Adams county; B.
Brown, county attorney, H. T. Granger and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for
the State. A. J. Balts, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 2450, con-
victed and fined $500 and costs for unlawful selling of intoxicating liquors;
appealed to Supreme Court.

October, 1887, State v, 8 D. Selby; District Court Adams county; H. T,
Granger and County Attorney, for prosecution. 8. D. Selby, a registered
pharmacist, certificate No. 8122, indicted for unlawful sale of intoxicating
liquors; case continued. {

October, 1887, State v. E. T. Twining; District Court Adams county; H.
T. Granger and County Attorney, for prosecution. E.T. Twining, a regis-
tered pharmacist, certificate No. 399, indicted for the unlawful sale of intox-
ieating liquors; jury disagreed, 1v for conviction and 2 for acquittal.

October, 1887. State v. Pat. Hester; District Court Palo Alto county;
John Jeswold, jr., attorney for prosecution. Pat. Hester, an unregistered
owner of a drug store, was convicted for selling intoxicating liguor unlaw-
fully and permanently enjoined, A

Oetober 1857. State v. 8. K. Booth; District Court, Judge Conrad, Polk
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Reininghaus, a non-registered pharmacist, was indicted for conducting a
drug store and selling medicines and poisons without registration; case
still pending.

February, 1887. State v. Davis & Stutsman; District Court Van Buren
county; Ben Johnson and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for the State. Davis,
an unregistered partner of Stutsman, plead guilty to unlawfally selling in-
toxicating liquors; fined $300 and costs; stayed; by agreement case dismissed
as to Stutsman.

April, 1887. State v. B. F. Garretson; District Court Clarke county; C. C.
MelIntyre, County Attorney, and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for State. B. F.
Garretson, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 810, was convicted and
fined $800 and costs for unlawful sale of intoxicating liquor; fine stayed.

May, 1887. State v. J. W. Crofford; District Court Decatur county; M.
T. Stookey, County Attorney, and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for State. Was
convicted and fined $50 and costs for conducting pharmacy, not being a reg-
istered pharmacist.

January, 1887, State v Hugh McCoy; District Court of Wayne county;
C. W. Steele and Young & Parish, attorneys for State. Proceedings before
justice of peace for illegal sales, and injunction proceedings in District
Court. Trial before justice of peace, jury; defendant acquitted. Injunc-
tion proceedings sustained by agreement and injunction against defendant
from sale of intoxicating liquors, and costs paid by defendant.

April, 1887. State v. 8. Landis; District Court Clarke county; C. C.
Meclntyre, county attorney, and R. L. Parish, attorneys for State; S. L.
Landis, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 847, was indicted, plead
guilty, fined $300 and costs, and fine paid.

April, 1887, Statev. H. E. Gould; Distriet Court Ringgold county; Robert.
Askren, county attorney, and R. L. Parish, attorney for State; H. E. Gould,
anon-registered pharmaecist, convicted and fined $50 and costs for conduct-
ing a drug store without registration; fine paid.

February, 1887. State v. J. D. Hepford and V. P. Hepford; District
Court Clarke county; C. C. Mclntyre, county attorney, and R. L. Parish,
attorney for State: convicted of keeping a nuisance and fined $200 and
costs,

April, 1887, State v. H. L. Cooledge; District Court Van Buren county;
R. L. Parish and county attorney, prosecution for State; H. L. Cooledge, a.
registered pharmactst, certificate No. 1369, was fined $300 and costs and
permanently enjoined for selling intoxicating liquors; fine stayed.

September, 1887 State v. L. U. Singer & Co.; before T. C. Mann, justice
of the peace, Taylor county; R. L. Parish, attorney for State; L. U. Singer
& Co. plead guilty to failure to keep certificate posted up in store; fined $100
and costs, and submitted to injunction against sale of intoxicating liquors.
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——,—. Statev.D. M. Johnson; Distriet Court, Calhoun county; county
attorney prosecuting. D. M. Johnson, registered pharmacist,
No, 1982, convicted and fined $300 and costs for selling intoxicating liquors
unlawfully. :

August, 1887. State v. C. W. Harritt & Co. and W. E. Guilford and ¢,
W. Harritt; before Marcus Kavanaugh, Judge, Polk county; R. L. Parrish,
attorney for State; injunction proceedings. Perpetual injunction issueq
against Harritt & Co., and costs paid by Harritt & Co.; case dismissed as to
W. E. Guilford, and still pending as to C. W. Harritt.

November, 1886, State v. O. A. Noel; District Court Clarke county; C, g,
Melntyre and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for State. O. A. Noel, a registered
pharmacist, No. 2660, plead guilty and was fined $100 and costs.

February, 1887, State v. O. A. Noel; District Court Clarke county; C. ¢,
Melntyre and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for State. O. A. Noel, a registered
pharmacist, No. 2660, was convicted and fined $300 and costs; certificate of
registration revoked by Commission of Pharmacy on transeript of convie-
tion.

November, 18%6. State v. Jason Roberts; before L. A. Trent, justice of
peace, Clarke county; R. L. Parrish and M. Temple, attorneys for State.
Jason Roberts, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 1083, convicted for
unlawful sale of intoxicating liquor, fined $100 for benefit of school fund
and costs; agreed to send his liquors out of the State at once, and submitted
to injunction and to quit business by May 1, 1857; sold out; stayed the fine—
since paid it.

November, 1887, State v. Jason Roberts; District Court Clarke county;
C. 0. McIntyre and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for State. Jason Roberts, a
registered pharmacist, certificate No. 1033, convicted and fined $300 and
costs for unlawful sale of intoxicating liguors.

January, 1887, State v. J. H. Nauerth; before O. T. Brainard, justice of
peace, Tama county; , attorney for the State. J.H. Nauerth, a regis-
tered pharmacist, certificate No. 2191, was convicted and fined $50 and costs
for unlawful sale of intoxicating liquors.

February, 1887. State v. Frank Snodgrass; before , justice of peace,
Fremont county; R. L. Parrish, attorney for the State. In this case, F.
Snodgrass, a registered pharmacist, certificate No. 640, was before the jus-
tice under indictment for selling to a minor. Justice held that a druggist
could sell to a minor if he had not been notified to the contrary by a relative
or guardian, and case dismissed; after the justice made above ruling, the
prosecution proceeded against him by injunction for nuisance, illegal sale of
intoxicating liquors. This case was subsequently settled, defendant agree-
ing to abate the nuisance and submitting to temporary injunction against
the illegal sale of intoxicating liquors and pay costs of suit.

February, 1887. State v. J. E. Reininghaus; Distriet Court Van Buren
county; Ben Johnston and R. L. Parrish, attorneys for the State. J. E.

10
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results in cancellation of county permit. See section 2, chapter 83, Laws
of 1888, and Regulations.

What kind of bitters come under Regulation 177

The l_}oard does not undertake to classify or specify the innumerable pro-
prietary preparations that can be used as an intoxicant. Every registered
pmmncist must decide this question for himself until the courts determine
the same.

Is it required by law for the druggist to record the sales of poisons to
physicians?

Yes.

First. Oan a registered pharmacist, withouta U. 8. license, yet holding
4 county permit, carry liguors for compounding and manufacturing medi-
cines, but not for selling?

I would answer yes.

Second. Can a registered pharmacist, holding both U. 8. and county pa-
pers, give liquors to a minor when the minor presents a written order from
4 person over 21 years of age?

I would answer: Yes, if the order is by Official Form E, and you recog-
nize the signature of the adult, physician, parent or guardian, and that he is
4 proper person to sell to.

Third. What is the penalty for failure by the registered pharmacist to
secure the signature of the purchaser?

1 would answer: The same as for selling liquors contrary to law (Chap-
ter 6, Title XI, as amended).

Fourth. Does the law excuse, or will one be subject to prosecution for
oceasional neglect to secure such signatures because of rush of business or
any other such distracting circumstances?

I'would answer: Sales of liquors should not be made under such circum-
stances.

Fifth. 1 mnotice by the last temperance report that few pharmacists have
taken out permits to sell for mechanical, ete., purposes; can you inform me
how sneh pharmacists satisfy such demands, which, though possibly small,
are nevertheless real?

I would answer: They should not satisfy such demands for any intoxi-
cating liquor; you can sell wood alcohol for mechanical purposes, unfermented
grape juice for sacramental purposes, and utterly ignore the demand for so-
called “ culinary purposes.”

ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS.

The Commissioners of Pharmacy receive many letters cont&ining
questions like the following:
Can any one not a registered pharmacist, by employing one who is, open
and lawfully conduct a drug store, himself acting as principal?
Can any one not a registered pharmacist who is the owner and proprietor
of a drug store, and is having the business conducted by a registered phar-
maeist in bis employ, acting as prineipal, continue the business lawfally
when his registered clerk is absent?
Can any one not a registered pharmacist employ an active practicing
physician who is a registered pharmacist, and lawfully conduct a drug store
by hanging the physician’s certificate of registration up in the store?
Oan & practicing physician who is a registered pharmacist conduet a drug
store lawfully and leave his store in the hands of those who are not reg-
istered, while visiting his patients?
Can a registered pharmacist who is conducting a drug store lawfully leave
his business in eharge of clerks who are not registered?
Upon all these points sections 1 and 2 are plain, and to all we must answer
in the negative.
Any one not a registered pharmacist, who procures the services of another
who is registered, believing thus the trust imposed by law in the registered
pharmacist is also extended to himself, is in error.
The hanging up in a store the certificate of a registered pharmacist affords
no legal right to dispense medicines to any one other than the person to
whom the certificate was issued.
First. Can a druggist holding a permit sell liquors to a person whose sig-
nature is illegible or who purposely writes his name so that no one can read
ity
Answer: Such sales would not be in good faith, as provided by law. Reg-
istered pharmacists should identify all illegible signatures by underwriting
same,
Second. If any person becomes intoxicated on liquor sold for medicinal
purposes, is the druggist responsible for his intoxication?
Answer: No; unless said liquor was sold in bad faith, i. e., ostensibly for
a beverage.
Third. Can a druggist’s permit be revoked unless he has been legally con-
victed by the courts of selling liquors contrary to law?
Answer: Yes; by Regulation No. 20. Revocation of pharmacy certificate

3 The objects of the law is to provide for the protection of human
life, by placing the distribution of medicines and poisons in the
M of those who have acquired skill sufficient to dispense them
with acenracy and intelligence. "

Some registered pharmacists in the State are still using the old
editions
of the United States Pharmacopeia. There is but one correct official text
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or guide to govern pharmacists in the manufacture of official preparationg,
Many and important changes have been made by the committee of revision
of the United States Pharmacopeia of 1880; in some u!;iclg. the strength
of the new official preparations differ from that laid down in former editions,
An {llustration is tincture of opium (laudanum), which i8 stronger in the
new than the old by 6 grs. to the ounce, or about 17 per cent. Public safety
demands unifermity. - We therefore recommend that all registered pharmg-
cists and all jobbers manufacturing official preparations for sale within the
State to use only the formula of the United States Pharmacopoia of 1880,
and that all who sell any preparations varying in strength from the official
be required to label the same before being sold, with the strength of the pre
paration or its formuls. The honor of the profession and the public safety
demand a strict compliance with the above recommendation, and we also
recommend that the same be incorporated into the law.

PHARMACY REGULATIONS.

Rggnht.ion Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 4 having become null and void are
omitted. (See Regulation No. 10.)

[GOVERNING SALE OF PARIS GREEN.]
REGULATION No. 5.

The sale of Paris green (i. e, arsenic and its preparations), being
one of the poisons included in schedule A, section 9, of chapter 75,
of the acts of the Eighteenth General Assembly, should be entered
in the Poison Register. Itis, therefore, unlawful for any person ex-
cept a registered pharmacist to retail the same for any purpose what-
ever.

Gro. H. SBonarer,

R. W. CrawFrorD,

O. A. WeAvER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy.
Adopted June 4, 1881,

[I.ILATING TO SALE OF HOMEOPATHIC mxclm.]

REGULATION No. 6.

The sale of Homeopathic medicines (not proprietary), properly
come under the regulations of the pharmacy law. The sale, there-
fore, of any quantity of arsenie, aconite, nux vomica,"belladonna, and
other poisonous preparations enumerated in schedules A or B, section
9, should be sold as therein required. A technical construction is
warranted in the sale (except as provided in section 9), of a single
bottle of these remedies, notwithstanding the contents of an entire
bottle proved harmless, as the purchase and use of several bottles of
same might prove fatal.

Geo. H. ScHAvER,

R. W. Crawrorp,

C. A. WEeAvVER,

0, g

Adopted January 4, 1881. e
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aames from the Register. And sll persons registered “without exam-
ination,” or “by examination,” upon false representation, or by frand-
 glent means, will be stricken from the Register whenever the Board
receive notice of conviction, as per section 11 of the pharmacy law.

Jonx H. PiockerT,

Geo. H. Scuarer,

Cuas. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy.

[SUPERSEDING OF CERTIFICATE.]
REGULATION NO. 7.

In all cases where registered pharmacists have two certificates of
registration, the last certificate issued will supersede the former, angd
renewals will be required on it only.

Adopted May 6, 1882.

Adopted October 15, 1887,

Attest:
C. A. WrAvER, Secretary.

[TIME AND PLACES FOR EXAMINATIONS.)
REGULATION No. 8.

As amended April 30, 1887. [BEGULATIONS ANNULLED.]

REGULATION No. 10.
As amended June 10, 1887.

Examinations will be conducted at Des Moines, Fort Madison and
Ames, on the first and third Tuesdays of each month.
Blank applications can be obtained of either Commissioner, and
should be filed with the Commissioner before whom the applicant will
appear, in advance of examination day.
Gro. H. Scaarer, Fort Madison,
Joun H. PickerT, Ames,
C. A. WeavEer, Des Moines,
Commissioners.

Changes in the pharmacy law have made some new regulations
nevessary, and rendered some heretofore made unnecessary. There-
fore, all regulations and parts of regulations in conflict with later
regulations are annulled.

Gro. H, ScuAFER,

Joux H. Pickerr,

C. A. Weaver,
Commissioners of Pharmacy.

Adopted April 30, 1887.

[CANCELLATION OF OERTIFICATES FRAUDULENTLY OBTAINED.] Adopted June 10, 1887.
REGULATION No. 9.

As amended October 15, 1887.

|REVOCATION OF CERTIFICATES ON TRANSCRIPT OF COURT RECORDS.]
REGULATION No. 11.

" When the Commissioners of Pharmacy have cause for believing o
any improper aid was made use of by registered pharmacists, who S5 ammags Juny T (8
passed examination on answers subscribed to under oath before no-
taries public, or any person acting under official instructions, or be-
fore a Commissioner of Pharmacy, they will summon such registered
pharmacists before either one of the Commissioners, or the Board of
Commissioners, for a supplementary examination, to verify the papers
upon which such decision of their competency was based; and if they
fail to reasonably verify such original examination when notified, the
Commissioners will cancel their certificates and will strike their

In all cases hereafter brought before the Commission of Pharmacy
for the purpose of revoking certificates of registration, as provided
in sections 7 and 9, of the pharmacy law, when said cases are based
on court records, the prosecution will be required to file with the
Becretary of this Board certified copies of same, showing final judg-
ment of conviction under the law relating to the adulteration of
drugs, chemioals or medicinal preparations, as provided in section 7;
or to the law relating to the retailing of poisons, as provided in sec-
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tion 9 of the pharmacy law; and that the convicted parties be ideng.
fied by giving the number of their certificate; whereupon writey
notice will be served on the convicted registered pharmacist to shoy
canse in writing, if any, why his or her name should not be strickep
from the State Pharmacy Register.

Joux H. ProkerT, Ames,

C. A. WEAVER, Des Moines,

Grorer H. Scuarer, Ft. Madison,

Commissioners of Pharmacy.

pusiness for a period of two years at the place designated in certifi-
cates of registration,” and no renewal of certificates without exami-
pations will be issued to such delinquents unless they file an affidavit
showing that they are legally entitled to same.

Joux H. Pickerr,

Gro. H. ScHAFER,

C. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.
Adopted November 2, 1887.
Adopted June 10, 1887.

[sALE oF VERMICIDES, ]
REGULATION No. 14.
As amended September 9, 1886.

[RELATING TO ITINERANT LICENSES. ]|
REGULATION No. 12.

Section 10, of chapter 75, acts of Eighteenth General Assembly,
as amended by chapter 137, acts of the Nineteenth General Assembly,
entirely governs the licensing of itinerant vendors of appliances of
any kind intended for the treatment of diseases or injury. The words
“any itinerant vendor,” applies to each traveling agent or seller who
travels from place to place selling such appliances, and not to the
manufacturer, unless said manufacturer also acts as an itinerant
vendor.

Licenses issued under this section are transferable for the nnexpired
term by the last owner of said license sending same to the Secretary
for record of transfer and indorsement thereon.

Gro. H. ScHATER,
R. W. CraAwFoORD,
C. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of ITowa.
Adopted December 8, 1884,

The sale of “ Rough on Rats” or any Vermicide containing poisons
included in schedule A, section 9, of chapter 75, of the acts of the
Eighteenth General Assembly, as amended, should be entered in the
poison register. It is, therefore, unlawful for any person except a
registered pharmacist to retail the same for any purpose whatever.

Gro. H, Sona¥ER,

R. W. CrawroRrD,

Jonx H. Pickerrt,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.
Adopted September 9, 1886.

[CAUTION SIGNALS FOR POISON CONTAINERS.]
REGULATION No. 15.
As amended June 11, 1887.

As an additional precaution in the dispensing and sale of poisons
and potent medicines, registered pharmacists are required to affix a
strip of rough emery paper or emery cloth around each shop bottle
or other container from which they dispense morphine and other
poisons, The aforesaid strip to be of not less than one-fourth of the

[FORFRITURE OF REGISTRATION.]
" REGULATION No. 13.
As amended November 2, 1887.

It is the ruling of the Board that hereafter renewals shall be refused
to all pharmacists registered without examination, who have “volun-
tarily sold or parted with or severed their connection with the drug
11
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width of the altitude of the dispensing bottle, and to be pasted under

the label of contents. [DOoMESTIC REMEDIES.]

Geo. H. Scaargr, REGULATION No. 18.
Jonx H. Piokerr,

C. A. Weaver,
Commissioners of Pharmacy.

The words *“such other domestic remedies,” as referred to in section
4, chapter 83, Laws of 1886, are hereby construed to mean:
Un-official remedies, or such simples as are kept or non-secret prep-
arations that are made in one’s own home. The law itself provides
shat same * do not include any intoxzicating liguors or poison..”

Gro. H. ScuAFER,

Jonx H. Pickerr,

R. W. Crawrorp,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of ITowa.
Adopted May 25, 1886.

Adopted June 11, 1887.

[oFFiCIAL FORMS.]
REGULATION No. 16.

In accordance with Chapter 83, Laws of 1886, we have this day
adopted the following official forms:

A.—Petition of Freeholders.

B.—Notice of Application for Pharmacists Permits.

O.—Pharmacists Permit to keep and to sell Intoxicating Liquors,

D.—8hipping Permit.

K.—Duplicate Applications for Purchasers.

F.—Monthly Reports to County Auditors.

G.—Reports of twenty-five per cent Enforcement Fund.
Geo. H. Bcuarer,
C. A. Wraver,
R. W. CgawroRD,

Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.
April 8, 1886,

[RELATING TO PHARMACISTS' PERMITS.]
REGULATION No. 19.

Form A as amended August 17, 1886 (Petition of freeholders);
form E as amended May 7, 1886 (Duplicate applications for purchas-
ers); form F as amended July 1, 1886 (Monthly Reports to County
Auditors), are this day adopted as official forms, in accordance with
law.
The duplicate applications for intoxicating liquor as a medicine
must be countersigned at the time such sale is made by the Registered
Pharmacist holding permit or by his registered clerk. No clerk, ap-
prentice, or other person who is not a Registered Pharmacist can law-
fully make such sales by form “E” or otherwise.
County Auditors are hereby authorized to refuse to issue shipping
permits, unless the registered pharmacist holding a permit, makes a.
monthly report of sales of intoxicating liquors or files an affidavit
he has made no sales of same since date of last report.

Gro. H. Souarer,

R W. Crawrorp,

: Jon~x H. Pickerr,

Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.
Adopted August 17, 1886.

[PROPRIETARY MEDICINES CONTAINING INTOXICATING LIQUORS.]
REGULATION No. 17.

All Bitters, Cordials, Hlizirs, Wines, etc., put up in the form of
proprietary medicines, that can be used as an intoxicant, can only be
sold by Registered Pharmacists having pharmacist’s permits, and then
only in the same manner as any other intoxicating liquors, by requir-
ing purchasers to apply as per form “E.”

Gro. H. SonarEg,

Joux H. Piogerr,

R. W. Crawrorp,

Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.

Adopted May 8, 1886,
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[REGULATIONS TAKE EFFECT.]

REGULATION No. 21.

[REVOCATION OF CERTIFICATES BY DIRECT EVIDENCE.]

REGULATION No. 20.
All Pharmacy Regulations to take effect and be in force ten days

after the date of their first publication in the Official Circular of the
Commission of Pharmacy.

As Amended June 9, 1887.

In all cases hereafter brought directly before the Commission of
Pharmaoy for the purpose of revoking certificates of registration for
violations of sections 7, 8 and 9, of the Pharmacy Law, the petitioners
will be required to state name, locality and number of certificate of
party complained of and to file with the Secretary of this Board aff.
davits in duplicate, specifically showing the violations upon which
revocation is sought; whereupon written notice shall be served by
the petitioner on the Registered Pharmacist against whom such com-
plaint is made, to show cause within twenty days, by affidavits in
duplicate, why such action should not be taken and his name stricken
from the Register. The Registered Pharmacist contesting such
action will, upon request, be furnished one set of the duplicate affida-
vits filed by petitioners, for the purpose of making his answer, and
the petitioners, upon request, will be furnished one set of the con-
testant’s affidavits before such investigation is closed, and ten days
time shall be given for filing affidavits in rebuttal.

Either the Registered Pharmacist or the petitioner shall have the
right to cross-examine any party making such an affidavit, touching
the matters contained therein, before a notary public, at the place of
residence of such affiant, upon five days notice to the other party;
such cross-examination to be at the expense of the party demanding
and conducting it, for witness and notary fees, and to be in all re-
spects governed by the statutes of the State controlling the taking of
depositions to be uged in the District Court, so far as applicable. All
notices required by this regulation shall be served in the manner
provided by the statutes of the State for the service of an original
mnotice in the District Court, and due return of such service shall
accompany each notice.

R. W. CrawroRrD,

Jon~x H. PickEeTT,

Gro. H. ScHAFER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa.
Adopted September 9, 1886.

[PROPRIETARY MEDICINES CONTAINING POISON.]
REGULATION No. 23.

Under the provisions of chapter 83, laws of 1886, all proprietary
medicines containing poison can only be sold by Registered Pharma-
cists as provided by the Pharmacy Law and Pharmacy Regulations.
» Jon~x H. PickerT,

R. W. CrawFoORD,

Geo. H. ScHAFER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.
Adopted September 9, 1886.

[GOVERNING SALE OF CONCENTRATED LYE AND POTASH.]
REGULATION No. 23.

Concentrated lye and potash are “poisonous substance ” (see sec-
tion 4038 of the Code) that have caused more deaths and accidental
poisoning than all other poisons. As the sale of these poisons are
now within the puryiew of the Commissioners of Pharmacy, in ac-
cordance with chapter 83, laws of 1886, providing that Registered
Pharmacists shall have the sole right to keep and to sell all poisons,
therefore concentrated lye and potash can only be legally sold by
Registered Pharmacists who are hereby required to sell the same as
provided by schedule B of section 9 of the Pharmacy law.

Gro. H. ScHAFER,

Jonx H. Prckerr,

R. W. CrawFoRD,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa.
Adopted September 9, 1886.

Gro. H. ScHAFER,

Jou~n H. Pickgrr,

C. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Towa.

Adopted June 9, 1887,
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[A PHARMACIST'S AUTHORITY TO BUY AND SELL LIQUOR UNDER 4

PERMIT. |
CoMMISSION PHARMACY—OFFICIAL ForRM A, as amended Aug. 17, 1886,

i PETITION OF FREEHOLDERS.

REGULATION No. 24.

A Pharmacist’s Permit indicates the authority under which he
keeps and sells intoxicating liquors as a medicine to any physician,
druggist, or other person, who applies per official form “E,” and whe
is not interdicted from receiving liquors, or the Registered Pharm

7o the Honorable Board of Supervisors of ..........ooevneennnn. County, Iowa.
We, the undersigned freeholders, having the qualification of electors of

oist from delivering to such applicant, as provided by the last three B R O . cocr v svossrenssonsss , State of Towa, do hereby certify
paragraphs of section 2, chapter 83, laws of 1886 and the regulations R R S e Registered Parmacist,
of the Commission of Pharmacy. isa citizen of (OWD O €ItY). ..vouvinniiiniinniiininnns , Towa; that he is a

person of good moral character, and is not a minor.

* i ist holding a permit may purchase i i
5 gt ad Thnruss B s ‘X * AND WE FURTHER CERTIFY, that we personally know that he is now, and

fming liquor for re-sale for medical use, t:rom a wholes'ale dealer s?ll. 1as been for the six months last preceding, a proprietor of, and lawfully
ing under a General Permit (chapter 6, Title XI), provided he furnish conducting the drug store or pharmacy in the (township, town or ward)
a shipping permit (“offieial form D”), to accompany each shipment, | .. ...icieiees en s , county, Towa,
and not otherwise.
There are now no legal permitted retail dealers of liquor for the pur-
pose of medicine except as provided by the pharmacy law of 1886,
and it does not debar a Registered Pharmacist holding a pharmacist’s
permit from selling to another Pharmacist-holding such permit,
When a Pharmacist holding a permit purchases intoxicating liquor
for re-sale from alocal or distant Registered Pharmacist, he is required
to apply as per official form “E,” and if to be transported by any rail-
Way company, express company, or any common carrier to furnish a
shipping permit as per “official form D,” to accompany each ship-
ment.
‘When he or any one buys intoxicating liquor for medicinal us, and
NOT T0 8ELL, he is only required to furnish duplicate applications as
per “official form E” to the registered pharmacist holding a permit
to sell for the aotual necessities of medicine onlyyas provided by seo-
tion 2, oh.p‘gr 83, laws of 1886 and the regnlations of the Commis:  F  cvvieerinr vonrinns vomrnsannsiisnsens [ionuesasinniins sonisnsnisnsiissins .o
T B e e I e e O R P b PR R RIS PR OO
Gro. H. ScHAFER,

Joux H., PickerT,

R. W. Crawrorp,

Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa.

Adopted March 31, 1887,

.................................

person to buy and sell lnwxicating liquor for the actual necessities of med-
h’nﬂ-

Wge ALSO CERTIFY, that he exhibited to us before we signed this pe-
tition, a certified statement from the Secretary of the Commission of
Pharmacy, under the official seal of said Commission, that he is a Regis-
. tered Pharmacist, and that his certificate of Registration No..............
is now, and has been for the six months last preceding, in full force and
B B EIB BOWILOF. - o w0 55 nares v msicnsiho poms avassdronnmess o county, Iowa.

NAMES. NAMES,

...........................................................................

........................................
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B i - 1 PRrOOF OF PUBLICATION OF Nowiog
1B u or
§ i APPLICATION FOR P X ;
i § S SR g::rnu [Commission of Pharmacy—Official Form C.]
SRS SR AND TO SELL INTOXI- PHARMACIST'S PERMIT TO KEEP AND TO SELL INTOXICATING LIQUORS
§ iy i 2 CATING LIQUORS. FOR MEDICINAL USE ONLY.
H . H . B S
S HEE ey seiy. 3
Frtag 14 om .
: i g STATE OF IOWA. }ss
A y T E E ¥ : g Filed Aels 105 DUREE ossssennese e ssssanese
g I O - B 3
E $dadod 5o § dna ol ki haee sk, e WHEREAS, ««sveveenenseessssscsnssesnneensnsnss s  Bogistered Pharmacist,
g ¥ g F E Auditor, LT e a S R TR R T M 4 did on
” e o i -l Ll g T Daiiieg’ I N 05, 308 o wveasntmiusiss das ,A. D......, file with
A 0 S e el the Auditor of said county a petition for a permit to keep and to sell intox-
é i 8 2 STATE OF I0WA, icating liquors for medicinal purposes only, in the (township, town or ward)
s g3 - 3 .. County. $" ety L e R L RO et 4 oy
e g B g ; T in the oounty and Statb aforesaid ; snd it appearing that said Begist.ered
: % 3 feed - on oath depose and say that on the Pharmacist’s Certificate of Registration, No............ , is in full force and
2| i B e R R S T e, n secordanco ith the Pharmacy laws of the Sta‘ta ot Towa, and the
LR 5 & within is a correct copy, in the ,..... ' Board of Supervisors being duly satisfied that the requirements of the law
P A i i = Wl e Townsbip, ........ have in all respects been fully complied with, and that said applicant is en- .
= SERE é porgy s irpebstonboiiopua titled to a permit as provided by Chapter 83, Laws of 1838, it is ordered that
5 I n Subscribed and sworn to before me be be and is hereby permitted to keep and to sell intoxicating liquors for
R g 7 TSR S seavaneed medicinal purposes only, at the place aforesaid, so long as his Certificate of
P o W 9 cnnsies ~ Registration is in full force and effect, under such regulations as have been
s' . . : éf .............................. or may be established from time to time by the Commissioners of Pharmacy
) 1 -1 ¥ for the State of Jowa.
E faaa = IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, and pursuant to and order
78 e el o of the Board of SUpervisors of. .. ............. voveen.
P19 ivE county, Towa, madeon the......................day of
f i ieigf I eveeniensenearonnscnsieesy As D, 185.., 82id board has
i i i 3 ¢ caused these presents to be signed by its Chairman, and
? g i 8 é : f caused the seal of said county to be hereunto affixed.
e il -3 B A PR AL
5 i 3 g E § Ohah-man Bomdq{ Bupervinn
¥ g 3 - 3 ATTEST:
% i E T R R R TR RS T Avditor,
i PEE |®
W
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SHIPPINC PERMIT. (To be retained In Office of Connty Auditor.)

) Registered Pharmacist, is authorized to receive
E Intoxicating Liquors in . County, Iowa.
presen Permit to an: Oonpugueommnmarwlm the borders or traversing the territory of the State of
mmvuﬁ:m Tull mﬁw nl:d mn’qnl&wm ing sp and Kinds of lneurx‘xrccu.lns l?lqnnr«’lg lbt:eltun*:nrd
SPECIFIED PACKAGES. KINDS OF LIQUOR.
[ e e U N T T S o
|SEAL ] U o ol R TR LN R A K o Y P County Auditor.
R v R S Lo s A Mo PR b e Bwiese y Deputy.
1 o R ommml Du plicate are to be filled out by the Pharmacist and sent to the Count; Audltm- who attaches his signat
SHIPIIE PRRMIT. msml soal, ee%:’ﬂu ‘End files the Duplicate o his office, And reburns the Original to Lhe humum 1 r?.rwm'm Qh?;'f;ﬁ“r ;i
e R
Registered Pharmacist, is authorized to receive :
Intoxicating Liquors in . .. County, Towa. 3
** And the gmunumn of this Permit to any Rail O or carrier within the borders or traversing the terrl of the Btate of £
j Iawt,mvclg oruytomlvo and and the following specified s and kinds of Inboxieiang quutgaym the aforesald §
o st <
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smmnm.—mm uotations from the Pharmac) h-ud-uhzﬂ-uduueha -
tion blank, but it should at least be ummuorm’ollha-.wtonn Wyurnf-rt::

. The Is't:&ull- mxﬁhu!ed to whom application is made shall refuse to execute the same If hie hias reason to be-
Heve m’mm is oy faith, and that the llqlwt d beuned nlbcmm He shall not accept an appliestion from & minor nr]
such pes LI mllqm m cxln?m'd int mu l.i i nhun?:ym:ﬁgm‘:‘ du'rm § mﬁud ‘:»t:."l':‘n“f m onad
as 8 X! ng under a permit or not, ! pre-

Ihmm same was sold or given away by such pharmacist tnry ll ‘

[COMMISSION OF PHARMACY. OFFICIAL FORM E-As AMENDED MAY T, 1888.]

bt Lo D B, Lo SO PR 7 A L
To Reg. Ph., No.

I am not @ minor, am not in the habit of becoming intoxicated, and hereby ap-
ply for

AMOUNT, KIND OF LIQUOR.

T e ¢ R

SIGXTED IV DUFDICATE.

Which may be done by the use of Carbon paper.

Which shall be wsed only for the actual necessities of medicine.
For

Purchaser

Dispensed by

(N. B. This form representing only one of the duplicates.)
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On or before
MONTHLY REPORT. % oi5 timber of appiications in biank space, then execute this &'ﬁ‘.‘“.:’i'n'i’a Y’z ”’:"n n'.‘é’t‘:.!‘,ﬁ';"“.‘.‘.‘ﬂ&',‘r g
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PHARMACY NOTICES.
No. 1.

Wazreas, Certain registered pharmacists who are not qualified by
law to obtain a permit to sell intoxicating liquors, have by false rep-
resentation, fraud, or otherwise, secured the signatures of one-fourth
of the freeholders necessary to procure such permits ; and,

Wuzreas, In one instance, a board of supervisors have issued per-
mits on such showing, notwithstanding a resident appeared, as pro-
vided by law, “to show cause why such permits should not be
granted,” the Commission of Pharmacy give this notice to whomso-
ever it may apply, that all parties who assume to aot under a permit
fraudulently obtained will be prosecuted for keeping or selling intox-
icating liquors contrary to law, and thus contest the validity of such
permit in the courts.

Adopted May 25, 1886.

No. 2.

The recent amendment to the pharmacy law cures the defects that
have heretofore in & measure prevented the enforcement of the law
" against certain classes of itinerant vendors, including itinerant ven.
dors of proprietary medicines or so-called patent medicines, and now a
large number will be compelled to retire from the business or be re-
quired to pay the itinérant license fee of $100.00 per annum as re-
quired by section 10, chapter 75, Acts of the Kighteenth General
Assembly as now amended.
Woe request all interested in the enforcement of the law to notify

the Commission of any violators of the law, when they will be

promptly prosecuted,
(Signed) R. W. CrawFoRD,
Jonn H. Pickerr,
Gro. H. ScuA¥ER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy fbr the State of M
Adopted May 25, 1886,

~ Adair, Allamakee, Audubon, Bremer, Black Hawk, Bullumn. Butler,
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No. 8.

The public demand for beer even for dietetical (culinary) purposes
porders so closely upon its use as a beverage that many people do not
hesitate to stultify themselves, by making application therefor to
Registered Pharmacists under the pretense that it is to be used for
the actusl necessities of medicine. This has a tendency to lead to a
great abuse of the Registered Pharmacist’s privilege to sell intoxica-
ting lignors. We therefore most earnestly recommend that Regis-
tered Pharmacists refrain from selling beer exceptin cases of extreme
pecessity.

R. W. Crawrorp,
Jonx H. Pickerr,
Gro. H. Sonarer,
Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa.
Adopted August 18, 1886.

No. 4.

For the purpose of facilitating the enforcement of the pharmacy
law, the State has been districted, and the counties assigned to each
of the Commissioners as follows:

To CommissioNer Gro. H. Scuarer, Fr. Mavisox.—The counties
of Appanoose, Adams, Cass, Clarke, Cedar, Clinton, Davis, Decatur,
Delaware, Des Moines, Dubuque, Fremont, Henry, Towa, Jackson,
Jefferson, Johnson, Jones, Keokuk, Lee, Linn, Louisa, Lucas, Mills,
Montgomery, Monroe, Muscatine, Page, Pottawattamie, Ringgold,
Socott, Taylor, Union, Van Buren, Wapello, Washington and Wayne.

To CommissioNer Joun H, Piocgrrr, AMes.—The counties of Ben-
ton, Boone, Buens Vista, Calhoun, Carroll, Cherokee, Clay, Craw-
ford, Dickinson, Emmet, Greene, Hamilton, Hancock, Harrison, Hum-
boldt, Ida, Kossuth, Lyon, Marshall, Monona, O’Brien, Osceola, Palo
Alto, Plymouth, Pocahontas, Sac, Sioux, Story, Tama, Webster, Win-
nebago, Woodbury and Wright.

To Comurssioner C. A, Wraver, Des Morses,—The counties of

d ,Gnﬁﬁe,ﬂudin,nmd..‘l’npet.lbdimm, ahaska,
hel Polk. thlok, Shelby, wmmmmw
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No. 5.

The Commission of Pharmacy have heretofore given frequeng
notice to all concerned in the enforcement of the law, that violators
would be promptly prosecuted. The successful prosecutions ang
Supreme Court decisions affirm the force and effect of the law; the
law clearly indicates what is a violation of the law in any mannep,
The law itself indicates what would be held an “ abuse of the trugy»
reposed in Registered Pharmacist’s by distinctly providing that the
sale of liquor as a beverage, its sale to a minor, to a person in the
habit of becoming intoxicated or when any relative of such person,
has given written notice that such person uses intoxicating liquors ag
a beverage or if sales are not made in good faith, that same would be
used as a beverage, is a violation of the law and not within the trust,
and the drinking of such liquor in a pharmacy is by law declared to
be presumptive evidence that the same was sold or given away con.
trary to law. For all these violations and violations of ether features
of the law, ample penalties are provided.

The Commission will take cognizance of and institute legal pro-
ceedings in all properly formulated cases, when reliable witnesses
are cited or evidence furnished that can be used in the courts. All cases
of violations so reported will receive the prompt attention of the
Commissioner in charge of the district (as per pharmacy notice No,
4) in which the violation has been committed, either in person or by
an attorney.

Adopted September 10, 1886.

SPECIAL NOTICE.

The Commissioners desire to call the attention of all Registered
Pharmacists to some of the important points of the law :

1st. That none but Registered Pharmacists can conduct a drug store
or pharmacy, they must be the Principals and managers of the store
in all its management; wueither can they allow anyone not registered
to sell medicines or poisons, or dispense physicians’ prescriptions,
excopt under their direct supervision.
(See Supreme Court decisions, State vs. Norton.)
9d. Sales of medicines and poisons, including intoxicating liguor
for medicinal use, can only be made by a proprietor, principal or clerk
who is a Registered Pharmacist,and who is required to keep a record
of poisons, and countersign all applications for intoxicating liquors
executed by him. :
4d. The certificates of all Registered Pharmacists must be con-
spicuously posted in the place of business or pharmacy which they
are conducting, or in which they are employed, with the renewal cer-
tificate placed in the lower left hand corner and change of locality
certificate (if they have changed their locality) in lower right hand
corner of each certificate, to show to the public that their certificates
of registration are in full force and effect.
4th. Under a late decision (see Regulation No. 13) all Registered
Pharmacists who were registered without examination (green or red
seal certificates) forfeit their registration when they have voluntarily
#old, parted with, or severed their connection with the drag business
for a period of two years at the place designated in certificate of reg-
istration; that ie, those who voluntarily sever their connection with
the drug business and remain out of businees for a period of two
years forfeit their registration, and those who voluntarily sell out
their business or remove to another place forfeit their registration
in two years from the day they sold out or severed their connection
with the drug business at the place designated in certificate of regis-
tration.  All such who wish to re-engage or continue in the practice




* however, the certified statement up to date of the Secretary of the
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”wmidention secure the respect of the people, all of which will
favor its rigid enforcement. And this is to notify all, now that some
mesns have been placed at our disposal for its enforcement, prosecu-
ons will be more prompt in the future than in the past.
Respeotfully,

Geo. H. ScHAFER,

R. W. Crawrorp,

C. A. Weaver,

Commissioners of Pharmacy.

From Official Circular of April 8, 1886.

of pharmacy are required to be registered by examination, Cer.
tificates of registration by examination are non-forfeitable.

5th. All Registered Pharmacists, when they change their lOOllity,
are required to notify the Secretary of the Commission, and have
their change of locality recorded, otherwise they are liable to a figg
for each month’s delinquency, and when so delinquent their certifi.
cates are not in full force and-effect.

6th. On April 8, 1886, we published the pharmacy laws in the or.
der in which the different acts were enacted, with the marginal notes
to those sections which have been changed, showing how amended,
repealed and substituted by the later acts. Since then we have it
printed as amended.

7th. A Registered Pharmacist’s certificate is regarded “in Sull
Jorce and effect” when he holds a renewal of his certificate from
March 22d to March 22d of the current year and change of locality
certificate if he has changed his location, unless subsequently for.
feited or revoked, and County Auditor notified of same by Commis
sioners of Pharmacy, as required by law. Evidence of such annual
renewal and change of locality may be furnished boards of supervisors
by submitting the original or copies of annual renewals and change
of locality certificates, as proof that the registered pharmacist’s cer-
tificate ““ig in full force and effect.”

Special notice Tth of the official circular of' April 8, 1686, is hereby
amended this 10 day of September, 1886, by adding the following
thereto: :

‘Whereas, annual renewals are not required or issued for the first
part of a year preceding the 22d day of March, the pharmacist’s cer-
tificate of registration is evidence that it is in full force and effect
from the date of its issuance to the following 22d day of March;

t

SECRETARY’S NOTICE.

No. 1. N. B. It may not ocour to registered pharmacists the
smount of time it takes in looking up the records of a Registered
Pharmacist without having the number of his certificate, as well as
the difficulty sometimes in identifying his name without his number.
It is impossible to keep a correct alphabetical list of names, owing
to the constant change, some names retiring and new names being
added. When we have the number of a certificate we can turn to
the records in a moment on the numerical list.

Having frequently made the request heretofore, we again earnestly .
request all registered pharmacists when corresponding or desiring
any matters of information from this office to give the number of
their certificate with their names.

From Official Circular, May 28, 1886.

Commission of Pharmacy under official seal of said Commission, is
regarded the best legal evidence as to whether a person is registered
or not. E

8th. It may appear superfluous to say to all Registered Pharma-
oists what is necessary to say only to some; but we must add a few
words of cauTioN, for all to study the pharmacy law and regulations
to comply with same themselves, and have others.comply with the
law; and when necessary for us to enforce it, to turnish full and ac-
ourate information, with names of witnesses, etc.

The law is now free of doubt, and “doubtful substitutes,” and will




100 TOMMISSION OF PHAEMACY REPORT. COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. 101

1887.]

» of section 4038 of the Code, thus bringing this section under
the purview of the Commissioners of Pharmacy and the words “any
person who may dispose of at retail any poisonous substance or liquid
to any one for any purpose,” authorizes no other construction.

Under the law it is the duty of the Commissioners of Pharmacy to

establish regulations to more particularly designate unknown “ poison-
ous substances,” or compounds, by whatever popular name they may
be sold, and to declare new substances, that are discovered or coming
{nto use from time to time, Posoxs if such they be. Many poisons
snd Prepnntions like chloral, cocaine, ete., would otherwise be indis-
sriminately sold and used, unless the public are apprized by a caution-
label of their baneful effects and poisonous nature, and unless restric-
tions areimposed by such general terms asimpliedly cover all poisons.
Carbolic acid is often largely used as a disinfectant, but such use
does not exempt it from the law regulating the sale of this poisonous
substance. The fact that arsenic, carbolic acid, and concentrated lye
are used in large quantities does not make them any less dangerous
than when sold “ by the grain.”
1f it can be maintained that the sale of concentrated lye and potash
cannot be placed under official regulation when it is not used as a
medicine what is to be done with “Paris Green,” “ Rough on Rats”
and other poisons in common use for other than medicinal purposes?
The question is asked whether there has ever been a case of poison-
ing from concentrated lye that would not have taken place if the sale
had been made by a druggist instead of a grocer. The answer to this
question would be more difficult if the grocer had followed the
requirements of & provision which has been on our statute books for
twenty years, and had labeled the packages “poison.” This much
needed protection to the public will be, in a measure, secured by
restricting the right to sell in the future to registered pharmacists.
Numerous instances of deaths from handling unlabeled packages of
concentrated lye have been brought to our notice, and can be far-
nished you at any time. To detail them here would prolong this
communication to a useless length.
One of the results of such regulation will be subject to the dealer
selling concentrated lye in violation of its requirements, to an action
in damages, by any person injured as a result of such violation;
again, when the people more generally see the propriety of restriot-
ing the indiseriminate sale of poisonouns substances, they may demand
more striot enforcement by collection of penalties.

Orrice oF TR COMMISSIONERS OF PHARMAcY
FOR THE STATE oF Iowa,
Des Moings, Iowa, Deec. 11, 1888.

Messrs. Poole, Gilliam & Co., and other Wholesale Grocers of D“b"?“‘.

Towa:

GenruemeN—Reply to your communication of October 25th hag
been, necessarily, delayed until present meeting of the Board, whey
all members could be present to consider same,

In reference to the legal propositions advanced by your attorneys,
we subjoin the opinion of our attorney, and in reply to the genersl
arguments we submit copy of communication published in the Stats
Register of November 14th, with the following answers to such par
ticular inquiries as are not therein referred to:

Regulation No. 25 does not seek to prevent any dealer from selling
at wholesale unopened cases of lye and potash. It applies only to
dealers selling to consumers; it does not interfere with a purely coms
mercial transaction as between a wholesale and retail dealer. Under
a similar ruling this Board has held that wholesale druggists who do
not retail medicines and poisons are not required to be registered phar-
macists, and in the exereise of a discretionary power to make reguls-
tions relating thereto the Commissioners do not deem it necessary to
control such sales, except as provided for sales direct to consumers.
This construction is based upon the law “ regulating the practice of
pharmaocy and the sale of medicines and poisons,” from which we
quote:

Sec. 2. For any person “ to retail,” except as therein provided.

Sec. 5. Providing for examination of persons “ who shall desire to
conduct the business of selling at retail.”

Sec. 0. “To retail any poisons.”

Sec. 11. “Place for retailing,” etc.

Hence, wherever the words “to sell ” or “selling” are used they
are construed to mean the same as “ to relail” or “ retailing,” and not
to wholesale transactions between dealers.

There is no demand for a change of this rule since the enactment
of chspter 83, Laws 1886, which restricts the sale of all poisons to
registered pharmacists, and by implication repeals the words « orother
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cepts from its operation poisons dispensed in not unusual doses upon
the pmoript.ions of physicians.

In this state of the law I think it must be conceded that any per-
son could gell poisonous substances, not for medical use, npon a com-
plisnce with the provisions of section 9, of chapter 75, Acts of
Eighteenth General Assembly, with respect to poisons therein enume-
rated, and a compliance with section 4038 of the Code as to others.
In this state of the law chapter 83, Laws of Twenty first General
Assembly, is passed. It provides, section 2: “Pharmacists whose
cortificates of registration are in full force and effect shall have the
sole right to keep and to sell under such regulations as have been
or may be established from time to time by the Commissioners of
Pharmacy, all medicines and poisons, including intoxicating liquors
only for the actual necessities of medicine,” etc. Plainer language
conld not be used to manifest the legislative intent that none but
registered pharmacists whose certificates are in full force and effect
shall have the sole right to keep and to sell, under regulations to
be made by your Board, all medicines and poisons, including intoxi-
gating liquors, only, for the actual necessities of medicine.

I have no doubt whatever that since this law was passed, the sole
right to sell all poisons is in registered pharmacists, under the regu-
lations of the Board, and that this applies as well to poisons enume-
rated in section 9, as to all other poisonous substances or liquids.

Ita lex seripta est.  Thus the law is written. As to the wisdom of
the legislative body, you have nothing to say; that body has thrown
the responsibility upon the Board, and you must provide the necessary
regulations,

As to any criticisms of the regulation which have come under my
observation, particularly with respect to a circular from the wholesale
grocers of Dubuque, that circular appears to overlook the sweeping
effect of chapter 83, acts of the Twenty-first General Assembly. The
two paragraphs on page 2 of the circular afford a clear analysis, I
think, of the law prior to the enactment of said chapter 83. It is con-
ceded on page 3 that if the statute (sec. 9) contained the expression
“and all other poisonous substances,” we would then have a case which
would bring concentrated lye within the purview of the law, if it can
be said to be poison. Now, we have even more general words en-
grafted into the law by chapter 83, where it says, “all poisons.” It
must be borne in mind that chapter 83 is but an amendment of the
old section 8, chapter 75 of the laws of 1880, and a comparison of

These various considerations and the advice of our counsel lead ng
to decline to rescind our action as expressed in Regulation No, 23
1f satisfied that it or any other regulation is contrary to the welfarg
and demands of the general public, we shall exercise our discreti
power in enforcing the same 80 that it will work no hardship to any
one. We appreciate your course in endeavoring to arrive at an uy.
derstanding of our position, and if it appears to you to be unwar
ranted in law, we invite you to the further effort to make up g
agreed case for early submission to the courts, that the matter may
be set at rest.
Yours respectfully,

Gro. H. Sonareg,
R. W. CrawFoRrD,

J. H. PickerT,
Commissioners.

Des Mormxgs, Iowa, December 10, 1886,

To the Honorable Commissioners of Pharmacy of the State of Towa:
Sigs—I have examined your Regulation No. 23, with respect to
the power of your body to make the same, and would submit the
following for your consideration :
Hection 4038 of the Code provides that if any person shall sell and
deliver any poisonous liguid or substance, without the proper label, he
shall be punished by a fine and imprisonment, also that any person
who may dispose of at retail any poisonous substance or liquid, to
any one for any purpose, shall register same in a book, etc., and any
failure to comply with the requirements of the section shall subject
the party to fine, eto. .

Chapter 75, of Acts of Eighteenth General Assembly, provides in
section 1, that no person not a registered pharmacist shall conduct 4
place in which to retail, compound or dispense medicines or poisons
for medical use, except as thereinafter provided.

Section 2 provides that no one not a registered pharmacist shall
compound prescriptions or retail or dispense poisons for medical use,
except as an aid to a registered pharmacist.

Section 9 enumerates certain poisons which it shall be unlawful
for any person to sell, except as therein provided, and especially ex-
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the two sections, I think clearly shows the legislative intent, whigh
is, that registered pharmacists shall have the sole right to sell W)
poisons, and that it is the duty of the Board to bring all poisons pey
enumerated in section 9, under similar regulation as to method of
sale, which is done by Regulation No. 23 in question.

As to the legal maxim quoted on page 3, it has no application, ag
there can be no question but that when section 9 was originally enac.
ted the legislature did not intend to include concentrated lye in the
schedules, but to leave it under section 4038,

It is contended, however, in the circular referred to, that chapter
83 of the laws of 1886, does not change the general doctrine of the
pharmacy law a8 it stood prior to the passage of said chapter 83, aud
«that the restriction of the sale of the unenumerated poisons to
registered pharmacists " still has reference only to sales for medical

1887.]

ing the then parenthetical words “including intoxicating liquors,”
and it would read “all medicines and poisong, only for the actual
neoessities of medicine.”

That section 8 as amended was intended to vest in registered phar-
macists the sole right to sell poisons for all purposes, is supported by
gection 12 passed at the same time. The provision in said section 12
permitting all persons to keep and sell proprietary medicines and
domestic remedies, restricts such right to those proprietary medicines
and domestic remedies as do not include any poisons. The language
is as follows: “Sec.12, * * * Provided, that nothing in this
aot shall prevent any person not a registered pharmacist or not hold-
ing & permit, from keeping and selling proprietary medicines, or such
other domestic remedies as do not include any intoxicating liquors or
poisons.” If the presence of poison in a domestic remedy, in any
quantity, is to bring such remedy solely under the operation of the
pharmacy law, why should an admitted poison, snch as concentrated
Iye, be allowed to be sold broad-cast without any restriction?

All attempts to arrive at the duties of the Board under the broad
language of Sec. 8, as it now stands, must be made with the thought
in mind that such section is the last amendment by the legislature of
the then existing pbarmacy act, and it is not strange that words or
phrases may be found in other parts of the entire act at variance
with the idea of the exclusive right of registered pharmacists to sell
all poisons, as asserted in Regulation No. 23 in question. The pres-
ent law is an expression of many minds npon a subject of great dif-
ficulty, and it is only strange that more conflicting clauses have not
erept into it. Such a conflict originally existed between Sec. 8 and a
portion of Sec. 9 of the old law, and was pointed out in the opinion
of the Supreme Court in Hildreth vs. Crawford et al., and the legisla-
ture seem to have tried in the act of 1886 to cure this conflict, and if
they have in doing so created another, which I do not admit, still the
last act is certainly the one to govern the Board in its action.

The question is asked: *“ What good purpose will be subserved
by restricting the sale of concentrated lye and potash to registered
pharmacists.” Many answers to this question will doubtless occur

to your body. It may not be improper for me to refer to a few con-

siderations.

It must be conceded that you have the same power to regulate the

sale of these articles as of any other “poisonous substance” not

14

use. :

1f it be conceded for the purpose of the present argument, that the
exclusive right of registered pharmacists to sell poison was limited
by the laws in force prior to the passage of chapter 83 of the laws of
1886, to their use as medicine, yet the Commissioners had asserted
their power to control the sale of poisons for other than medicinal
use, in Regulation No. 5, dated June 4, 1881, with regard to Paris
Green, and Regulation No. 14, date of August 10, 1885, and amended
September 9, 1886, with regard to “ Rough on Rats.” This had been
done in one instance almost five years before the passage of said chap-
ter 88, and the legislature of 1886, possibly recognizing the presence
of the doubt suggested in some criticisms of Regulation No. 23, and
intending to remove all questions as to the authority of the Commis
sioners, expressly ratify in said new section 8, all the regulations
which have been established touching the sale of poisons and give to
registered pharmacists the sole right to sell poisons for all purposes,
It must be conceded that were there a comma between the words
“liguors” and “only” in the opening lines of the new section §,
that the words “only for the actual necessities of medicine” would
apply to “medicines” and “poisons” as well as “intoxicating Ii-
quors,” and the absence of that “least of all punctuation marka”
could not have been the result of oversight. The merest novice in
the use of English would never have constructed a sentence like that
with a comma inserted. "

1t would then read “all medicines and poisons, including intoxies-
ting liquors, only for the actual necessities of medicine” or eliminat-
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enumerated in schedules A and B in Sec. 9, and one effect of ghe
Regulation in question will be to prevent the sale of these two dap.
gerous compounds without the proper labeling. That section pro-
vides: “It shall be unlawful for any person, (now applying solely to
registered pharmacists), to retail any poisons enumerated in scheduleg
A and B, except as follows: * * *  without distinctly labeling
the box, vessel, or paper in which said poison is contained, and algy
the outside wrapper or cover, with the name of the article, the word
‘poison,’ and the name and place of business of the seller. Nor shall
it be lawful for any person (now applying solely to registered phar.
macists), to sell or deliver any poison enumerated in schedules ‘A’
and ‘B,’ unless, upon due inquiry, it be found that the purchaser s
aware of its poisonous character and represeuts that it is to be used
for a legitimate purpose.” None but registered pharmacists have
ever observed these provisions. The legislature were probably aware
that concentrated lye and potash were placed upon the market with.
out the slightest regard to the provisions of Sec. 4038 of the Code;
with the right to sell them limited to registered pharmacists under
your regulations, the same safe-guards will be thrown around all poi.
sonous subatances which Sec. 9 extends to the poisons therein enu-
merated,
These considerations furnish ample support for my construction of
the law and your Regulation No. 23, without regard to the saperior
qualification of a pharmacist, the skill he has acquired and must exer-
cise in the handling and sale of poisons, his ability to distinguish
pure from impure or adultered articles, his discernment in preventing
the misuse of poisonous substances, his tact in making “due inquiry”
a8 required by law and the readiness with which proper antidotes osn
be supplied at his hands in cases of poisoning.
The objeot of regulating the sale of poisons being to lessen acci-
dents from poisoning—a law or regulation would be of little force if
it only required the labeling of poisons when sold as a medicine, a8
medicines are not intended to be prescribed in poisonous doses
Most cases of accidental poisoning are cansed by poisons sold for
other than medicinal use, such as corrosive sublimate, strychnine or
arsenio as vermiocides, and concentrated lye and potash, which are
left standing around in solution where children or careless persons
may drink them or mix them with their food.
Finally, with the law as it stands, your body could not do less than
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bring the retailing of concentrated lye under the operation of the
pharmacy law and your rules, as you have done in Regulation No. 23;
more than this you have not done.

Yours respectfully,
Gro. F. Hexrv.
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the part of the Commissioners to be time servers they would not
have adopted a regulation for the sale of concentrated lye and potash,
put let them continue to be sold in the easy manner that they have
been, regardless of distinot provisions of the law relating to the sale
of “poisonous substances,” and then when some “friend” of this
easy going way, furnished a victim-as a sacrifice to such “eritic’s”
opinion or some more dire accident ensued, or crime was committed
thereby, to let the just criticisms of the public fall upon the Com-
missioners for failure to discharge their duty in the premises. It
was expected that a regulation for the sale of concentrated lye and
potash would cause some stir, and it is well if it causes the public a
better realization of the danger of these common substances and the
manner the law requires they should be sold.

The following official reply to an inquiry on this subject will give
the position of the Board :

[From the State Register of November 14th.]

CONCENTRATED LYE.

THE DECISION OF THE PHARMACY COMMISSION CLASSING
CONCENTRATED LYE AS A POISON.

A LETTER FROM ONE OF THE COMMISSIONERS STATING THE REASON FOR
THE RULING.

The following communication from Mr. Schafer of the State Phar.
maocy Commission, in reply to the criticism of the Register and other
papers on the ruling of the Commission in declaring concentrated Iye
to be a poison and therefore to be regulated in its sale as other pois-
ons are, was received in October and in the pressure of the political
campaign was overlooked. As it is a very important matter we print
it now and call attention to it, as a matter of considerable importance.
1t will be seen that the ruling of the Board was mandatory under the
law, and that some pretty good reasons are given for it besides :

OFFICE OF COMMISSIONERS OF I'nuuncvl ‘
FOR THE STATE OF [OWA,
Des MoiNks, lowa, Oct, 9th, 1886, ’

———M. D.—la.

DeAr Sig: In reply to your letter of the 6th inst. I have to say :
First—The Board have their duties to perform under the law, one of which
is to see that the laws relating to the sale of medicines and poisons are prop-
erly enforced, that is their first and most important duty. The law says :
 Pharmacists whose certificates of registration are in full force and effect
shall have the sole right to keep and to sell under such regulations as have been
or may be establised from time to time by the Commissioners of Pharmacy,
all medicines and poisons, including intoxicating liquors only for the actual
necessities of medicine, ete.” Section 9 of the pharmacy law requires all reg-
istered pharmacists to distinctly label the boz, vessel or paper both inside and
outside wrapper, in which poison is contained with the name of the article,
the word poison, and the name and place of the seller. Section 4038 of the
Code provides that ** no druggist or other person can sell and deliver any
arsenie, corrosive sublimate, prussic acid or any other poisonous liquid or sub-
stance without having the word peison and the true name of the article writ-
ten or printed upon a label attached to the vial, box or parcel containing
the same : ** for violation of this part of the section he shall be imprisoned
or fined, ete.,” then further says, * any person who may dispose of at retail
any poisonous substance or liquid to any one, for any purpose, is required to en-
ter in a book, to be kept by such druggist or other person so disposing, the
name of the poison, when bought, by whom, and for what purpose, and if
the person who calls for such poison is not personally known to the vendor,
when such person shall be identified by some one known to the vendor,
whose name shall also be entered in such book.” The penalty for a failure

FEditor State Register—Pharmacy Regulation No. 23 has now
probably had sufficient adverse press comments to warrant an expres.
gion in its defense. However “unjust” the criticisms, any publie
discussion of other features of the pharmacy law but the new
liquor section, now being discussed and enforced by the courts, was &
change, I think, not altogether displeasing to the Board, and some-
what of a relief from their more onerous and difficult labors on other
features of the law, confident that more salutary opinions would fol-
low & better understanding of the basis of this regulation after it had
been published or tried long enough to properly show up its merits
or defects ; besides, election times are always given to more or less
adverse oriticism in favor of what may appear the larger voting con-
tingency it would not take a very shrewd politician who is at all fa-
miliar with legislative records to expose such fallacious arguments
and turn them to account if Ais party had given greater support to
such progressive measures as were enacted for the welfare of
the whole people. I believe if there was any disposition on
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then by degrees cheaper grades were introduced through other channels.
Ina commercial sense this apparent discrimination will do the grocer no
parm. His responsibility is lessened and by degrees the druggist will give
up the sale of grocers’ goods not strictly regarded in the line of a legitimate

t. The benefits to the public by pharmacists furnishing strictly
cream tarter, bicarb. soda, etc., are so well known that it would be an
inviduous comparison to more than refer to same here, and so far as the in-
convenience of buying concentrated lye, etc., in small places where there is
10 registered pharmacist, it is sufficient to say that no case of such kind has
ever been prosecuted by the Commission, and unless there is a flagrant viola-
tion, and no necessity exists for non-compliance with the law; it is not
likely that the courts would oppress the dealer in places where there is no
registered pharmacist. The motto upon the seal of the Commissien of
Pharmacy is **Be sure you are right!” Ithas been its guiding star in every
move or action for more than six years of arduous, official labor for the pub-
licgood. Every certificate of registration bears this imprint as their advice
to every licentiate of the Board. Nomore fitting counsel could be given to
a druggist assuming the active duties of a registered pharmacist than this
watehword of Iowa Pharmaeists. Would it not often be well if newspapers
and correspondents would be sure they are right before flying their words
recall; most criticisms are undoubtedly well meant, some are
very kindly written and all received are duly considered. I am confident
when the Commission finds any regulation unwarranted by law they will
promptly reseind it, or if really contrary to publie policy they exercise such
diseretion as they have to so apply the regulation that it will not be unjust
to any one, and thus demonstrate the benefits of a Commission in such
cases.

to comply with this part of the section is also imprisonment or fine, ate.
This section has been a law for twenty years, and has never been repealeq
except as enumerated by schedules A and B, of section 9, of the Phﬂ’lﬂe’
law of 1880; and as to who shall sell poisons by section 8, of chapter sg,
this being a latter law, repeals by implication the *other person,” and says
registered pharmacists shall have the sole right to sell poisons, but the modes
of selling has not been repealed only as to certain articles named in section
9, of the pharmacy law. Now to your first question. ** Is the decision of
the Board ultimate 7’ No ! not if they find they have erred; the Board
make these regulations according to the general construction of the law.

Second—* Do they propose to enforce it?” It is their duty to call atien-
tion to the requirements of the law, trusting that the intelligence of the
people will soon lead them to conform to the law without compulsory en-
forcement.

Third—** In what way is it more safe for a druggist to sell posionous arti-
cles than a grocer?”’ It would be natural to suppose that a druggist who is
required by law to be specially and particularly educated as to the nature
and qualities of medicines and poisons, would be better qualified to sell
poisons than persons not so educated, I might almost for same reasons ask
you why an educated physician was more safe to practice medicine than a -
person that is not so educated. I have to differ from you when you say that
“any adult person knows that Iye is a poison.” I think that fully as many
adult persons know that corrosive sublimate isa poison, and yet corrosive
sublimate is never sold except in rare instances without being labeled, and
when sold without labeling the act is universally condemned as criminal
and yet yon know that a full draught of a concentrated solution of potash—
caustic potash—or of a concentrated solution of soda ash—caustic soda—
* goncentrated lye’—is nearly as sure to cause death as a solution of cor-
rosive sublimate : then why should they not both alike be labeled poison when
gold so as to remind everyone handling them of their nature; then again
concentrated lye being in such general use people become careless and leave
it in remch of children, while if it were properly labeled poison it would
make people more careful in using it.] 4

Respectfully,:

GEO. H. SCHAFER.
Fort Madison, October 18, 1856,

C. A. WEAVER,
Secretary Commission of Pharmacy,

Section 4088 of the Codé of 1878 and section 2, chapter 83, of the laws of
1586, amendatory thereto, is the basis and authority for this regulation.
The latter simply gives life and spirit to the former provisions. No one
reading the same can truly say that the pharmacy regulation is ** unjust” or
that any legislator for the past twenty years is regponsible for it, it is a law
for the people, by the people, and in the true interest of the public health.
The placing of the sale of all poisons in the hands of registered pharma-
cists is a legislative act and in effect simply restores the sale of this danger-
ous chemical to where it belongs. **Concentrated Lye" in its original purity
and strength was first introduced and almost exclusively sold by druggists:
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SUMMARY OF TREASURER’S REPORT.
Receipts since last Report, July 1, 1885 to October 24, 1887, 2% years:
FROM ITINERANT LICENBES.
For 9 months, year ending April 23,1886 ............0ovviivnninn. § 1,000.00
For 12 months, year ending April 23,1887 ...........civvvvnnnnnn 1,900.00
For 6 months, ending October 83, 1887........... civciviinininnn. 900,00

Which has been applied on the contingent expenses of the Board (clerk
hire, traveling and hotel expenses during meetings, etc).

Xearonding ADril B8, 1888, .i . .ivsiv, onxisnsnsoneyecs $ 1,000,00
Year ending April 24, 1887......v00ievivemiinaiannion . 1,800.00
Six months, ending October 24, 1887..........ccovvunns 630,81
$ 3,680 81
Leaving balance on hand October 24, 1887............ $ 20080
Fees received from all sources during 2t years, since last report,
ULy, 1885 00 Oetober M 88T, .. ... e ocine i onnunnsssnarssagn $ 781200
Apportioned as follows:
Nine months, ending April 23, 1886, to each Com ....,.$ 970.83% $ 201250
Year ending April 23, 1887, to each Com......... .... 1330 83+  3,99250
Six months, ending October 23, 1887, to each Com...... 302.88% 907.00
8 7.812.00
Average receipts of each Commissioner per year................ 1,041.60

Expenses incurred by the Commissioners from April 28, 1886 to °
Ootober 24, 1887, and for which they have drawn orders on 25

per cent enforcement fund amounting to.................... 1,842.00
Of these orders dr_nwnt.henhaveboen L L 580.30
Balance unpaid for want of funds in the treasury... ....... $ 1,067
Of this amount there is due to attorneys for services........... 315.00

Balance due to the Commissioners for expenses paid............ 74670 .

Total. ... A S o e R PSR Vo sentes $ 1,061.70
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87
e Delinquent 1 year,

Superseded by 2186,
Fe'r’foelwd. 4

Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfeited,
Superseded by 3316,
Delinquent 1 year.
Forfelted.

Canceled by request.
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June 18, 82 1882
Mar. 22,
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v§2Pezeese
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. o=
PLACE OF REGIS-| ot 1 E:'; REMARKS.
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: -
43 i1
=] =]
rasenscssnsaenasssanns|enes -, —, —, —| Forfeited,

Left town : forfeited.
Out of business.
Dellnquent 3 years,

Forfelted.

Forfelted.
Revoked.

Delinquent 4 years,
Forfelted.
Delinquent 1 year,
Left the place,

Out of business,

ERE e

, ==, == | Dellnquent 4 years.

In Nebraska.
Oul of business.
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Asowner...... Murray... .... ....

sessssansennrasianacanl i

185, B0,

3 253
222
2192

i 1zEz2
&1

Izzz=

PlzzeEeey

1884, —, — —|Delingquent § years.
1HA3, KG, £4, 87 10 111
IBRE, 6, BT

RS, BT,
R0, 86,

Tnois

AT
E Delluguent 1 yenr,

—, =, —|Forfeited.

Forfeited.

—, — Left town ; forfeitd

......... Dead.

—|Forfeited,
~ | Forfeited,
--|Forfeited,

Forfeited.
Dead.

Left town; forfalted,
Forfeited.

Ceeeeann.|1882, 83, 84, —, —, —-| Forfeited.
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Certifl
news
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P
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Eugene o
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m«m& D -
“"‘E J..,.é.: 2
Praatz, Sbred. Chas
. 'Walter H.
Fowlier, Addison

i

h,

LR e
ug, Alex P,
Edward W..

S8/ Fraseh, 3. T..on..

Northwood .., ...
WA,

pEmaee

5

Couneil Bluffs .. .
Grand Junction . .

pom BaSbal-pBEe

OUUImWa, . oevs o
orth: d

| Date of lnst
change.

2

EEREEEE

BEBEELEED

BB BEBERER
1 3EERERS
HE BRS04

EEIERERERE

£
B

1883, 83, 84, -~
1882, 83, 84, 85

1882,

it ‘11, 86{1882, &3, 84, 85, 86,
... |1882] 83, B4, £5, 86, 87

46| 1852, &3, 84! 85, 86, --
82, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87

[1882; 5o 84, -, —, —
1852,

5

BEREERERE
EEEzzEEaz

1882, 83, 84, 85, 6, 87

g

|1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87

i

s 86, &
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
.| 1882, B3, B4, B, 86, 87
1882, 83, --, —, --, —|Forfelted.
83, 84, 85, 56, 87/

| %3

53

Forfeited.
Superseded by 3183,
Forfeited.
Delinguent 1 year.

Delinquent 2 years.
Forfeited.

Forfeited.
Left the town.

Dellmkl,uent 6 years,
In Nebraska.

85/1882, 83, 84, 85, 56, 87|In Kansas.’

Left town,
Forfeited.

celed b, u
Revoked, L S

In Nebraska.

Canceled by request,

: linquent 8 years,

In Minnesota,

. |[Now In Missourl.

Forfeited.
Ll

Forlelted.

—|Forfelted,

Delinquent 1 year,

Forfelled.
Superseded by 2283,
[Superseded by 3166,

Forfeited.

‘Porfalled.

83, 84, —, -, — Forfelted.
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§ .5 . g
HOW REGIS- [PLACE OF REGIS-| LATEST REPORTED : 28
i = TERED, TRATION. ADDRESS, S& g3 IERSLAT
Sz b | =
£t § g2
a S

June 11, 80|As principal. . Knoxville . ..c.vvifeneennn NG ae e wiien S 882, —, —, —, —, —|Forfeited.

June 29, 80|As owner.....| i 5 t. 1882, 83, ceseea | Dead.

June 3, 80| As assistant... y 2/ 1882, 83, Suj ded by 3153, w

June 3, 80/As owner..... N o) Forfeited. =
une 3, = . |18R2, &3, 84, 85, >

June B, = 1882, 83, 84, 85, Forfeited. -
une 5, &0 = 1882, &3, 84, 85, Forfeited. =
une g:lo assistant... 1882, 83, 84, 85, Superseded by 3087,

June b, 8¢|As owner..... .|1882, Forfeited. o}
une 3, 80 " .|1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87 =
une 17, 1882, 83, 84, 85, --, --|Delinquent 2 years. >

.[June 14, 1882, —, --, --, --, -—~|Forfeited.
23, .|1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
8, 882, 83, --, --,~—, --|Forfeited.
29, v == ==, ==, =| Forfeited. 3]
21, 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87 <
X, 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 81
12, -|1882, £, 84, 85, 86, --|Canceled by request. g
15, IR82, 83, 84. 85, 86, --(Superseded by 5149, 2
16, .|1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, —-|Canceled by request. =
9, 1882, 83, 81, 85, 86, 87 17}
9, 1882, 83, &4, 85, 86, --/Canceled by request. =
4. 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 8T =
4, 1882, 83, 84, 86, 86, — [Forfeited. ®
23, 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
3, . 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
12, — --|Forfeited.
1;. Superseded by 8229,
y
3: Del t
inquent 1 year.
2, Forfeited. '
g. 82|1882, 83, 84, --, —, --/Forfel
X i
Iy 21, 9 -~|Forfeited.
% Forfeil

i

5
EgrB

z

Delinquent 2 years,

i
3

Z
2

Left town,

5
2

e. 1
Feb, 1

Forfeited.
Delinquent 4 years.

.| 1882, K3, 84, 85, 86,
. |1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
2(1882, 83, --, —, —, --|Left town.

1BR2, ¥3, 84, 85, 86, 87
. |1882 -=|In Nebraska.
Left the State.
Delinquent 5 years,
Delinguent 1 year,
Canceied by request.

Atlantic...
Des Moines

. [1882, -~ 4
1882, 83, 84, 85, &
. |1882, 83, 84, 85,

Out of business.

2 Delinquent 4 years,
N
Gone to New York.
Canceled by request.
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- P Lace : E Sy
’g % : | mow xma- [riagh or asois-| ravm mmrenTa | Zy l -:,_Jg | m—m
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3201| Funk,
ton,
.|Dead.

-

-
oo
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i >,
EEZETEXELEEE

B fe o momm o om.
BEEZ

As om‘)er P
»

As OwDer .....

As assistant...|Cresco,

PEEemSanesREEE

une -
BN esraesrescrassass Y s Denison.........../Atlantic
luggm. une As assi Newton.. .
Ww. une 1 Asowner,.....|New Hampton....|.
une 1 " Ot ssaw sewas
W [Pratis Gty

Prairie Cf
kford

My 27, B

0 Da; 3
Asowner...... Vlo’;':n.... "

|Tan. 12,84
.|May 12, 82

Apr. 28,

.. |1882, 83, 84, 85, 56

85, 88,

1482, 83, B4, 85, 86,
1882, 83, 84, 85, -

1852, &3, 84, 85, 86, -
1 P g

14%3, 84, 85, 86, &

1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, &7
1882, 83, 84, 85........ | Dead

1852, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87

1882, K3, B4, 85, 86, 87
841882, 83, 84

.| Dead.
Forfeited.

.
Delinquent ‘b year,
Superseded by 3108,
Forfelted.
Forfeited,
Forfeited.

--|Forfeited,
Forfeited.

- Forfeited.
Superseded by 2214,

eand,
- =|0ut bus, ; forfeited.
Forfeited.

-~ Delinquent 1 year,
Forfeited.
d by 2695

Forfeited.

861883, 83, 84, 85, 86, | Forfeled.
*|1882, 83, B4, K5, 86, 8T

Suqrneded by 3121,
Delinquent 1 year,
Forfeited,
Forfelted.
Forfelted.

Forfelted,
Canceled by request,
Forfelted.

--|Forfeited,

.. |Dead.

-|Forfeited.
Sold out; forfelted,

.| Dead,
1882, 83, B4, Forfeited,
1882, 83, —, ~-, --, —|Forfeited.

Forfeited.
- Left town.
~|Delinquent | year,

_; Delinquent 3 years.
~|Forfeited.

1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, —ISuperseded by 3097,

Left town; forfeited.

Superseded by 3130,
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SEmans Ea
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San=
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AS OWDEr.....
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-
-

8. 80 o
4, - 8 oy
12, 80| As assistant. .. Sigourn
23, 80| As owner,....|
14, 8 - 1
lz. K

s
" 0
4,

.|odebait ..
Humboldt .

<|May 29,53 s3]
Juh 30. 87 mn.

1882,

W.

. 86, :
BG

1883, 84, ~=, -, —
87

1831, 85, 88, &7
. 86, 871

eane

gaEaa))

|1 88

882, K3, 81, 85, 86, 87
RB2, 83, &4, RS, RE, —
882, K3, B4, K5, 6, K7
R82, K3, B4, R, KO, —
1882, B, R4, B, 88, &7
1RRY, 83, 81, K6, 84, §7
1882, RA, R, —, —, —
RS2, 83, B4, 85, 86, 87
882, —, ==, —, ==\ —
84, 85, 6, —
R4, 8%, 8, KT
R4, 85, 86, 87
, R4, 85, 86, 87

5

225533838

aﬁsﬁkaﬁﬁsJ

zE3E3
NI 1 12N

ERIEERE| REIIEE;

L [1982, 83, 84, RS, #6, —
..|maaﬂ4mmu~
. |1RN2, 83, B4, 85, 84, AT

. |1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, 8T

1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87

REMARKS,

| | Forfel

| Deunqnenl 6 years.

(lona to Nebmka.
|Re\o ed
-|Out of the State.

(mt of business,

1883, BJ &5 86, - -|Canceled by request.
- Delinquent 4 years.

~| Forfeited.

Canceled uy request,
Forfeite

Left mwn forfeited,
Left town; forfelted.
Forfelted.

Delinquent 1 year.

Revoked.

Forfeited,
Forfeited.

Dead.

Dead.

Forfeite:

Ruperued(-d by 8136,
Forfelted,

Retired; forfelted.

Forfelted.

.|Dead.

Forfelte
&wnmdvd by 3190.
Forfeited.
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® 'PLACE OF REGIS-LATEST REPORTED i S 25 ‘
TRATION. k] S 3 a—

Sg og £2 ‘

§= =% Ee |

a = = :
= =y ==, =, — Forfeited.
une 7T
une

£

]
sl

Forfeited.

—y =, —. —|Forfeited; in Cal.
e —{Sold out; forfeited.

8

.

0 .

i

glelel

&

B apwREBms
EeEe

LT

Superseded by 3181,
Sold out; forfeited.

Forfeited.

Forfeited.
ead.

Forfeited.
Forfeited.
-- |Forfeited.

86, --|Dead.
87

-
[3=1

87

R R R RIS TE BRI ERRBILE

. : i 3
Y Y Y 5 WA Y Y B Y 3 Y 1 B Y i3

Forfeited.
Canceled by request.

Dead.
--|Retired; forfeited.

Forfeited; see 3245.
Forfeited.

orfeited.

Forfeited.

--|Forfeited.

Forfelted.
Delinquent 1 year,

7
--, - | Forfeited.

-|Forfeited.

~~|Forfeited.

. |Buperseded by 2003,

Sold out. Forfeited.
Forfeited.

Forfeited,

Dead.

Revoked.
In Dakota ; forfeit«d.

Delinquent 2 years.
n Neb. Forfeited.
ml{wrseded by 817
Delinquent 1 year,

Forfeltad.

[Superseded by 8141,
Retired. Forfeited.
Superseded by 2863,
Forfelted.

Superseded by 3310,
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HOW REGIT- [PLACE OF REGIS- | 5 &=
! N = TERED. TRATION, ADDRESS. = g o REMARKS,
=
§§ § it
- H -
&1
;;'; :: g 84, li:ur;elte:li.
- orfeited,
WJuly 27, &, Forfelted.
ot 8

X . .
d Junction,..
b

v
1
\Graduate .....
81 B
- By examinat'n|

E8aaNBoR

=

RES.8
BERERERBRERERBZE

Des Moines
Gray ...
Story Ci
Anderson ..
Audubo

.|Nov

.|Dead.
Forfeited.

Forfeited. See 8319,
Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfeited.
22, 85| 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, §7
1882, 83, 84, —, —, —Forfelted.
1882, 83, 81, 85, 86, &7
—\ = —, —, —, —|Forfelted.
1882, 83, 84, 5, 56, 87
29, 84/1882, 83, 84, 85, —, —|Forfelted.

. 20, 82

. 22,83
. 12, §6

18R, oo, oy ooy unl s
1842, RS, 84, 85, 86, 87
««| 1882, 83, 84, K5, A6, KT

L e i -|Forfeited.

o B8, ==y =, ~=,
.| 1882, #3, B4, A5, 88, BT

JJIBRD, ==, v, <a, v wu

|1
1

1842, B3, &4, 85, £, BT
18K2, 83, Bi, 85, £6, 87
BEZ, 83, =, —, ==, -
1882, A3, B, 85, 86, &7
1852, K3, 84, 85, Ko, 87
1882, K3, B4, 85, B4,
IRBD, <oy =s, ony =o, =
1RBY, 83 B4, 85, K6, 87
IKBE, 83, B4, 85, 86, 87

K2, 83, B4, K5, 88, BT

JRRS, R4, 85, 86, KT
1889, B4, 85, B8O, B7
1883, B4, 85 -

g i,
1883, 84, 85, 88,
1883, 84, 85, 86,
1883, -, ==, ==
1483, 84, B5, 86
1R83, 84, 65, B8,

6

1883, 84, #5, 86, 87’

Dellnguent § years,

Delinquent b years,

~| Delinguent b years.

Our ol business,

In Omaha,
Out of business,

Dalinquent 1 year,
Delinquent b years.

Out of business.
Dead.

“|Revoked.

Delinquent 5 years.
Delinquent 1 year,
Revoked.,

Dellnquent 4 years,

Delinquent 2 years,
Left the State,

Left the State,
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#BEEBsn BEZ,

R

i sey
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313

ewmsrnssesassntensanny

cereresrines

—ii

150

CEEPTY

-t

3333

E|EEEEEznan

|E8EZ

8. |
&
%e REMARKS,
S5
o
E2
(=]
1883, 84, 85, 88, 87
1883, 84, 85, 86, 87|In [linots.
1883, &4, 85, 86, §7
1583, 84, 85, 86, 87
1883, B4, 85, 88, 87
1883, 84, 85, 86, 87
1888, 84, 83, 86, 87
1884, 85, 88, 87
1884, 85, 86, 87
1884, 85, 56, 87
—, —,—, ~=|Delinquent 4 years.
1884, 85, 86, 87|In Kansas.
&3, 1884, 85, 86, 87
3 1884, 85, 86, 81
s 1884, 85, -, —|Delinquent 2 years,
16, 83| Dubuque . . v == ==, ==|In Montana.
. 28, 83| 8 Creston, . 1884, 85, 886, 87
. 18, 83 o .6 Mars . 1884, 85, 88, 87
15, 84| - Winterset 1884, 85, B8, 87
, B4 Greenfleld 1884, 85, 86, 87
. 20,84 1884, 85, 86, 87
Mar. 20, 84/ 1884, --, --, --|Delinquent 3 years.
15, 84! 1885, 86, --| Delinquent 1 year.
6, B4 1885, 86,
May 28, 84 1885,
13, 84 1885, 86, --(Delluquent 1 year.
3, 84 1885, —Delinquent 1 year.
15, 84 1885, 86,
15, 86 —, -, —-|Canceled by request.
uly 26,84 BT
3, 84
18, 84
8,
%

4
o
i

Now In Denver,
Delinquent | year.

Superseded by 3340,

Forfelted,

-|Forfelted.
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, -~

Delinquent 1 year.
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ABSTRAOT—CONTINUED.
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es Sk
=3 58 |
= [+
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L Jeppsol weee
amison, eorse W
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| April 185, 81
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a;
. Deg 6,

g B

=

randon
| River Sionx
JArso!

D
As assistant. ..

By examin. ...
AS prlnclpnl

811By examin ..

By examin, ...
Graduate .

T

iﬁhumﬁiu e li|sept, 88

erloo
Wllum Jnnctmn t

June 21, 82
April 16, 85
INuV. 17,84

1
7,86

wransenes

- [1ase! &

ilE

IW 83, s&. F5 86

"t -e
lm.!l..‘.ﬁ. &, 7

XWB!G &\lﬂl‘l

INM. SB.N u.m 87
K82, - — -
IUBS.HI RS, 86, 87
1843, B4, 85, M
1883, B4, K5, 86,

1883, B4, 85, 45, 87
1883, N.&b M.B‘I
1833

s .BD;

.
—|Forfeited.
|Dead.

Dead.

Forfelted.
Forfelted.
Forfelted.

Snpeueded by 3181,
Forfeled,

Solddout forfeited.

en
Su emdedb a176.
LIt town

= v — = Loft town; forfelted,

Left the town,

Left town; forfeited,

—Cnnce\ed by request.

Superseded by 3206,
vut of business,
Delingquent 5 years,

Delinquent 5 years,

~=Dalinquent | year,

7
Now In Kansas.
-|{Canceled by request,

Forfelted.
Forfeited.

.. |Buperseded by 2307,

Forfelted,

Delinquent 1 year.
Forfeited.

Left State; forfelted,
Dead.

orfelted.
84, 85, —, ;_ meeled by request,

Canceled by request.
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25, 81/ As assistant...Vandalla. .
B sn owner, West Chest
Y € i

o

Graduate. ..../Humboldt.
By examinat'n|Forest City

81 Fort Dodge

ge .
it Lineville . ..
b, Dunreath ........
= |Dnbnqm.......
o [Moulton...

Y Nugent's G
™ Oelwien. .

z22
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£ EE

BEEEE

22| 8) | BEREEE
%% %) | 532555

R 22| ERERER

122
| B3]
|85
15
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%23
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| 2% | 2228 =)

z|

EREEEE]

secc BEEE

gEE3E

| EEpEEREE

&
]
£E |

1885,

87
87
L.1d
87
87
87
L1
87
#
87
&7
87
87
#7(In Minnesota.
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87
87

Sold out ; forfeited.

T Dead.

————— Forfeited.

Forfelted.

, 85, —, —{Delinquent 2 years.
, 88, 86, 87(Superseded by 3 99,
 — —, —|Retired ; forfeited.
s £5, 86,
, 85, 86,

ey =y ey —, —| For{eited

SHpursedéd by 8216.

Forfeited.
Retired ; forfeited.

Forfelted.

Oanceled by request.
Left the country.
Delinquent 3 years.
In Nebraska.

In Nebraska.
Delinquent 2 years,
Forfeited,

Forfelted.

Forfeited.

Delinquent b years,

In Minnesota,
Canceled by request.

Caneceled by request.

Forfeived.
In California.

Delinquent 4 years,
In Minnesota.
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ARSTRACT—CONTINUED.
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NAME. HOW REGIS- [PLACE OF REGIS- i 2%
. TERED. TRATI b % 3 REMARKS.
=
g g3 g%
- s o rS =
_m-b -[Oet. 7,8 By exami 1885, 86, 87
EEaE e
r i 2 , 86,
e ’g. 5 lssl:ﬁ, E Dellnquent 1 year,
g June 4, &= 1886, 87
2w/ Keliey, July o " 1586, 67
Kneist, ~|Mar, 2 o o
K 8, B3| As graduate, .. 1857
e ’z 5’ oudmlu:u'u Kal 1887
KMK“ s a; B;gerx:n;‘?n:i"ﬁ n;_:n Delinguent 1 year.
Kiedaisch 12 SlAs grad oot
y JF. 3 3 uate...
Klmu ‘von A 12, e : :%
“0', 4 } By examinat'n 1887

==
1)
~
:
=
4

-
]

-

an, M.
illheffer, J. F...00000000007 [Se;

-3

Cimsssstaeraseanel

Em

#

-

sppmER

EExSpnBuai
£z

evean

3. e

VJOIR Osooavissnosncnas

. |1882, 83, 84, 85, 85, 87
85, -, -=|Forfeited.

—, —|Forfeited.

Forfeited.

Forfelted.
—|Forfelted.
; Delinquent 2 years.

WHer......

80| As prinelpal .,
aaug:v:.n‘ar?f.” i

80/ As assistant...
80/ As ov!‘nor.....s

Mar, 30, 87
July 19, 87

13, 87

y 9, 821882, 83,
ee el 11882, B3,

L1

~—|Retired: forfeited.

—|Retired ; lorfeited.

superseded by 262,
Retired : forfeited,
Out of bus's, forl'd.
Superseded by 8306,

E|Zxx2xz 228 388 )
B BRRXAF| | IR | I2¥1 |

Sold out; forfelted.

Forteited,
Out of bus's, for'fd.

Forfeited.
Forfeited.

Retired; forfeited.
Forfeited,

#6(1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, —|Forfeited.
1852, 83, 84, 85, 46, —

Buperseded by 3123,
Superseded by 1978,

Retired. Forfeited.
Forfeited,

Out of bus. Forft'd,
Bu ded h’ 2012,
Left town. Forft'd,
Forfeited.

Buperseded by 3208,
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wrence,
06| Lenocker,

A A,...
Al

i By ,
AME. HOW REGIS- &S
- g TERED. 32 ’ REMARKS,
= |
S I E§ ‘
1 As = ‘
'4,' owner ..... &3, 84, 85, —, — Superseded by 3226.
la. By examinat's " 83, 84, s_'r‘%"emd'
2 g; assistant. .. \ —, 84 —|Forfeited. See 8120,
~= a1 , 88, - ==, =={Out of the State.
1 5 , 88, - »- {Out ol‘:‘;n:'nem
s =y ==, ==, —|Cancel st
:.g £3, 84, 85, 88, 87/ S
e 83, 84, 85, 86, 87|
o o recescenanenans. (SUperseded by 2218,
- . 88, 84, — —, —Out of business,
o 83, 84, 85, 86, 87|In Nebraska.
g 2, 83, 84, 85, 86, §7
. 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
y 3, ;. s—ﬁ. 8-8' = ‘F'(lrfellteg. "
, 84, 85, 86, --ICancele y request,
83, 84, 85, 86, 87|In Illinois, 5 N
g. B4, 85, 86, 87
h = —y =, —|Out o
8 80 o5 00 { business,
83, 84, 85, 86, 87
o ale 83, 84, 85, 88, 87
g 83, 84, 85, —, —|Forfeited.
26, 81 — g -
s =, =, —iLe e town.
2 “ 1882, 83, 54, 85, 86, &7 =
w  |Guthrie Center...\...... =y == Out of business.
1‘3: g s ;'I:‘I’Mu City.. == Out of business.
e 53 - (L:n'rm ll:; Omaha.
3 » == — Left the town.
wal 1882, 83, 84, 85, 50,87
”:. 3 lm.“.“.”.ﬁom
Sy s, ) ==, S of busin
wa - 1585, &4, F5, &, 47 by
,& - 1883, 84, 85, 88, 87 n
“ He S

L igfl

g5z

G’
H
»ErGEalResBR

1
BERRERTREER

3

BREPEY s c2 e noonass

2
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x
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REis
~EEEReeEE

BARRRARRNARREZBEEE

53

-

5
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PEEAR EpBapam

PP

-

-
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.| University” Place

April 14, 86
Jun. 18, 86
April 18, &7
Oct, 27,87

#Hl 12,83
ay 19,861
Dec. 84

ereassssassarssrrasune

n Wyoming.
- Delinquent 3 yoars,

Delinquent 2 years,
- Canceled by request.

Left town; forfelted.
..|Dead.

Superseded by 3269.
Superseded by 3127.
Superseded by 3170,
Dead.

Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfeited.
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ABSTRACT—CONTINUED
’ \
= | B
HOW REGIS- [PLACE OF REGIS- LATEST REPORTED gc ’ 83 | SEMARIE.
= TERED, TRATION. ADDRESS. jos- g3 ‘ A
£ 55 |
E
a | S |
WJune 10, B0/As 1882, 83, — -~ -~ —|Forfetted.
une 14, B0jAs 1882, &S, 84, 85, 86, 87
une 4, 1882, 83, B4, —, —, —|Forfelted.
une 14, 80 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
une 17,80 crairerensns seeves s [SUpSrseded by 2818,
une 15, 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
June 4,80 1882, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87
SO IETORIY & St EIRNIRE ol i o5 U2t monnonar bpahansiotnesa] vn s v sasosde fosss s s v s saaee- | DeRd.
une 4, .| 1882, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87
une 22, .| 1882, 83, B4, 85, 86, &7
une 19, 80 .| 1882, 83, B4, 83, 86, 8T
une 1§, 80| As assistant... #R82, &3, B4, BB, 88, BT
une 12,80 As 2, 83, 84, 85, £6,
une 5, 80/ ~, ==, ==, ==, ==|Left town; forfeited.
une 17,80 As 882, 83, B4, -, --, —-{Sold ont; forfeited.
une 4, 80|As B B4, 85, Forfeited.
nne 4, 80, e Superseded by 1917,
une 4, 80/As Sold out; forfeited.
une 3, 80/ As assistant, Forfeited.
10, 80| As owner. ...
10, BO| A assi: en
8. B0/ As owner ....
1. .
17 “

Forfeited.

s |ﬂ. 83, 84, 85, E6, ¥

P <o |Superseded by 2869,
It.'._.:—' g
| o, —.:-.E% bisinia; farte.

ewoEsh

e
€§:4

101050 o0 B g0 g0 00 8

As assistant. ..

As prlnolpu o
OWRer......

-|June 30, 83

evssavpasneelonnpeniiiiranenansneedls

Sold out ; forfelted.
Sold out; loxlalted

— — — —» —| Forfelted.

Left mwn; forfeited.
- Ifnr(u ted,

dead,
F orfelted.
Forfrited.

Forfaited,
| Forfeited.

1842, 83, 84, 85, 84, 8T
- |18%2, &3, &1, 84, 86, 87
1882, K3, 84, k5, 84, BT
1882, 83, ¥4, 85, —, — [Superseded Dy 2013,
.munusu&-,mn
- [ 1882, B3, 84, 5, &

Forlelwd.

Delinguent 1 year,

srsafzé:,

Forfelted,

[Superseded by 2375,
Delinquent 2 years,
Forfelted,
Forfeited.
Sold out: forfeited.
Forfelted,
Forfeited.
Caneeled by request,
.5 Forfelted,
llﬁi 83 N Bb M - (um-elvd by request,
18K —|Forfeited
?;msneded by 8101,

. eal
.. [Superseded by 2365,

2, -
83[1882, 81 B4, &:
1882, 83
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As assistant. ..
As owner ...
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HOW REGIS- PLACE OF REGIS- LATEST REPORTED v
= g TERED. TRATION, ADDRESS % % gg REMARKS.
-4 3
® -] |
§§ i< E2
=2 o |
une :. 84, 85, E;Foﬂelted.
une 9,
uly 85, 80 ..|Dead.
uly 8, 80 87
m :'. == Forfeited.,
une 3, 80 87
une 11, 80, —|Delinquent 281«511.
n“:g :. g 8—7 Left town; forfeited.
une 30, 80

o \Vest Liberty..
Winfleld ...
Waterioo

882, 85, 86
- 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 8T

= Forfeited.

¥

—{Forfelted. See 2045,
[Superseded by 3185,

——, —, ==, ==y ==, -=| Forfeited.
— — Sold out. Forfelted.

In Kansas. Forfeited.

x 3
Newell..ooooeenine

“

D

on ..
Atlantie,
Vinton ...
Des Molnes .......{..
Pleg?'t’n(ﬂ‘rdng)

-|1882, 88, B4, 85, 86, BT

:|1882, 3, 84, 85, 56, 87
- [1882, &3, 84, 85, 86, 57

Forfelted.
Superseded by 3207,
Superseded by 3238,
~|Forfeited.
-| Removed, forfeited.

Forfeited.

. 85, 86,

s uperseded by 2u88.
:.; e vl
e Forfelted,

Forfelted.
Delinquent 1 year.
Forfelted.
Superseded by 2400,

N'me of town ch’nged
Retlred; forfeited.

.|Dead.

Dead.

Forfeited,
Forfelted.
Forfelted.
Delinquent 1 year, -
Dead.

Delinquent 4 years,

Dellnquent 4 years,

-=|Forfelted,
Forlelted.

.IDead

| Delinquent 4 years.
In Ilinols,

Forfeited,
Forfelted.
Forfeited,

Dead.

Delinquent 6 years,
Delinquent 4 years,
Delinguent 1 year.
Canceled by request,

1882, 83

, 86, 87
-, = Forfelted.

ey g =g ==y Delinquent 6 yoars,
1882, 83, 84, 85, - Forfelted.

1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, -~ | Forfeited,
1882, 83, 84, -~, ==, ~<IForfelted,
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reglstra-

Dato of
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TRATION.
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Date of 1ast
change.
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REMARKS.
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EEES

Westerville
Newell ..., eo0e
Monona
Stusrt...
Council Bluffs
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avis City .
Se;

BESE

2EE
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CEETS
BERRY
='-
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=
=

e
EEE
2Bl BREEE ..
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-
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pewBREEE:

-

Hpes

-
-

3

BEERBERERSREEERE

-
-

>,

- s
R

-
2

zz(C

EER

«(Jan. zu,'{q
uly "i&.'ss'l

@)
=

.| 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
—Canceled by request.

M )
Dee.

July 3, 87
JAUR 8, B2(1882, 83, 84, B5, 88, —
d 1882, 88, 84, 85, 6, 87
1BR2, 3, 84, 85, 84, 87
: :::‘l 88, 84, 85, 86, 87

. i)y =y ey -, ey
. |1882, 83, 84, 8S, 86, 87
1882, 3, 84, 85, 86, 87
1882, 84, 84, 85, 86, BT
1882, #3, 84, 85, 86, 87
. | 1882, #3, 84, 85, 86, 87

&
%
-]

222

22z 222
E!lzzz3)

[N

1

-{ottumwa

BERRBF

Out of business.

—1(‘m\n~)ml by request.

{Out of business.

Delinquent 1 year,
In Nebraska,

Delinquent 5 years,

Out of business.

Dead.

Delinquent 3 years.

(Delinguent 8 years.

Delinquent 2
Delinquent 1 yoar.

Delinquent 3 years,
Dellngquent 4 years,
Out of business.

Forfeited.

= Delinguent 1 year.
~-|Delinquent 3 years,

Delinquent 2 years,

Dellnquent 8 years,
Canceied by request,

Dead,
Canceled by request,

Delinquent 2 years.
Canceled by request,

In Nebraska.

1 Out of business.

Now in Kausas,
Forfelted.

Caneeled by request.

Now In Chicago.

EX2EER
2133333

Kxpired.
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£
- gl 3, |3
PLACE OF REGTS-|LA RTED 5 1
e o ADD! bt - §‘3 REMARKS,
; - ==
= e
2 < 8 =
Feb. 19, &7 1888, &

7
- Delinquent 1 year.

887/
o Now In Ottawa, Ills.
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1 fill I
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Al
‘d ““Ll i

i

2
=

b

3
]
-3

——y ==, ==, —, —, —| Forfelted.
—|Forfeited.
~|Forfeited.
Delinquent 2 years,
Dead.

H S

veeee | Eddyville
s »dd;{lle

<
B
@

EorrRerroBrrBrfeRnlorunforin

a8

, 87
= 7 Forfelted.

7
86, & Delinguent 1 year.
Forfelted.

Sold out; forfeited.
........ superser]ed by 2784.
Forfeited.
Forfelted; see 3209,

In Illinols.
In Trenton, Mo,

~|Havelock »oererrertt | July
.|Shefield M

xprll 17,

:
&
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Delinquent 2 years,
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o Rovoked.

— = Delinquent 3 years,

Delinquent 2 years.
Out of business,
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As
B0/As
BolAs
80(As
B0|As
80| a8
8U|Graduate .....|Fort De
80| As owner .....|Keokul
80| o Linevil
80|As
B0|AS
80
80
80|
80|
80
B0,
8y

1882, 83, --, —,
1882, B3, 84, 85, 86,

Dunlap .

trenseesesrissasinians

FEER

1
7!
L
®1
L
&7

|1 B2

April 28, 81

1882, 83, 84, 85, £6, &7

+

.|1882, 83, 84, 85, 86,

87
86, --|Forfelted.
B

Forfelted.

Forfeited.

..|Superseded by 1939,
Dead

Forfeited.
Sold out.

Forfeited,

.- |Superseded by 2268.
Forfelted.
Forfelted.

—|[n Nebraska.

Forfeited.
Forfelted.

Superseded by 2091,

Canceled by request.
Oanceled by request.

81
Forfelted by explrat'n
887

7
In Washington Ter.

Forfelted,

Forfeited,
.| Dead,

.. |Dead.
Forfeited,

}hllﬂld. forfelted.
0
Forfelted,

Sold out, forfelted.
Out of business,
Delinquent 2 years.
Forfelted.

Forfeited.
Forfelted.

Forfelted.
Sold out ; forfelted.
Dead

el
Superseded by 3180,
Forfeited.

7]
Forfeited.

Dakota, forfeited.
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rogtstea-

L

, Edwin O ...

BrEeooba-aREREEEEN

OWNEr.....0
A3 assistan

wan

Rippe
Sl ll:eyy ve
Boo:

ERe BB EREREEEE

-
®
22B2BRRR222 2R 22N

BhanBNREEREY

23ﬂ8!!888888_8§§ BEETTBEEE

IWHER. ...

o
By examinat'n
W M

Lii
By extmlnu’n 8

Boon
Kirkville ..

Buffalo Grove.....
10)

ALY . cveee
Blairstown
Ald

»|June 16,

«|1B82, 83, B4, 85, 86, 87

B R |
April 19, 84
Oct. 18, 86
Feb. 21,83
17, 88

82| 1852, 83

\ -

1882, &3, 84, A5, 86, 87

1882, 83, 84, 85,

1682, 83, 84, 85, 86, 57
1842, 83, B4, 85, 86, BT
1842 B3, == -\ ==

HOW REGIS- [PLACE OF REGIS-| LATEST REPORTED| 3
= TERED. TRATION. ADDRESS. o % REXARES,
=
o35 =
gu g'a
une 9, Sy As assistant, .. Mon! .
une 23, 80|As owner..... Out bus. ; forfelted.
4, g M Forfelted.
une 5,
une 9,
uly 6, ..|Superseded by 2332,
une 16,
une 14,
une 22, Forfelted.
June ::
une
Pool. Doy une 3, Retired ; forfelted.
Powell, Geo. R.. .. une 4, Left town ; forfeited.
Payne, Miss uly 8, .|Superseded by 2208,
Fegram. Hardi aly 7, Forfelted.
Prather, Bl oy H ottred forfelted
W B, y = . Retired orfelted.
Palmer, Almon uly 9, , B3, --, =-, —, --|Forfeited.
Powers, Geo, P uly 6, 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
Palmer, Alvira une 12, Sy , ==|Forfeited.
03 m.ém H. une 21, " 1882, &3, 84, 86, 86, — |Forfeited.
Wm. T. une 21, 80 = Solon....... iaesasenvassll , 84, —, ~-, --|Forfeited.
Painter, David une 23, n i canrasall s 87
Potter, Jas. M . une 2, 80 " Shefeld . April 13, 831852, &3, 84 Forfeited.
Palmer, Jacob une 3, 5 wanesl Forfeited.
6{Puduey, Nathan une 11, 80/ i 8) Retired ; forfeited,
Parks, Hinton F une 3, 80 “ n Ark.; forfeited.
5 Penn, u&pouo une 10, 80| Y Sidney ..
Parker, Wm, L une 38, 80|As assistant...|Sibley .
une 8, 80/As owner.....|Sioux City 1882, B3, 84, 88, —, --|Forfelted.
| Palmer, June 9, o . |1882, 83, 84, &5, 86, 87
Palme: June 2, 80/As 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
une 2, 80/As ey ==y ==, ==, ==, ~=|Retired ; forfelted.
lune 14. 80| As 1882, 83, 84 85, 86, ~-|Forfelted ; see 3192,
une l:.’ 83, 87
8

Retired; forfelted.
Superseded by 3124,
Forfeited.

orfeited
Forfelted.

Forfelted.

eited.

Dead,
tetired ; forfelted.

Forfeited.

Dellnquent 4 years,
Delinquent 6 years

7
Gone to Ohlo.

i
Forfelted.

Forfelted.

T
Gone to Michigan,
Id out,

ol
Delinquent 4 years.
Canceled.

Gone to Kansas,
Revoked.

Canceled by request,

.eft State; forfeited.
<, Saginaw; forfeited.
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tion.

Date of registra-|

ertificate re-
newed for.

REMARKS,

!dw'nllldA...............
Charles, ¥. "

As owner.
As prinei

AS OWRe......

AS OWDeT...... -
As assistant... B;dnlo
As owner .....|Birmingham..

H
2
- |

22222
BARRR 1 R

eremeerias

Ll

I

e

887
Now in 8t. Paul, Minn.
887

(5]
15, 84, 85, —, —|Canceled by request,
28, 84, 85, 86, 8T
23, 84, 85, 86, 87
, 84, —, -, —|Orookston, Minn.
3, . 85, 86, 87
ﬁ"- 1583, 84, 85, 86, &7 .
i —=y —, ==, —|Left the State.
«|Dee. 1, 1883, 84, 85, 96, &7
<|dan. 18, —, == —, - | Delinquent 5 years,
Mar. 2, 1883, 84, 85, 86, &7
N \ 85, 86, &1
. ——, —, —, —Canceled by request.
July 25,83 i

Canceled by request.
In Colorado.

7
= Delinquent 1 year.

87
1886, —|In Missouri.
Expired.

o..|Expires July 19, 1589,

1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, BT
1R82, £3, 84, 85, 86, 87

~.7|1882, K3, &4, £, 86, 8T

1882, B3, 84, 85, 88, -~

&
1]
=
%
3

&
&

z
5=
EEERER
FEET R

Delinguent 2 years,

Forfeited.
Dead.

Forfeited.

Canceled by request,
Forfeited,
Forfeited,

Delinquent 1 year,

..|Superseded by 2336.

Forfelted.

Forfelted ; In Dakota.
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.§ - R
@ HOW REGIS- [PLACE OF REGIS- LATEST REPORTED| & . 83
5. . TERED. TRATION. ADDRESS. ‘é§ 83 | REMARES,
-1
g 3 1
a )
une 10, 84, 85, 86, —|Forfelted ; see 3256,
une 5, 84, 85, 86, &7 7 s ®
une ’: 8. g, 86, 87 s <}
june 24, , 85, 86, 87 rseded by 5288,
une 10, -, —, —=, — | Left town; forfeited. :
&4, 85, 86, 87 =
::. ;l‘li. gg - gell'nqu%nl. 1 year. e
, 84, 85, 88, — | Forfeited, )
2, 80/ A5 OWNET..... 1882, 83, 84, 85, 86 3 Calify =
- 8 :
. 83, 84, B5, 83, orfeited,
7, 80| As assistant. . — — —2 == == —| Lelt town; forfelted. g
30, 80 .|1882, 88, 84, —, —, —(Forfeited. -
5, 80|As owner..... .| 1882, B3, &4, 85, 86, 87 ]
14, 80 As assistant. «[18%2, 83, 84, 85, 86, K7 |
7,80/As owner..... .|1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
5, 80| As prineipal .. 1842, B3, B4, B5, 86, 87 =
5, 80|As OWRer ... 1882, &, 84, 85, 86, 87 2
6, 80/ . 88, 87 =
3, 80 = 83, 86, 87 w
4, 80) . £6, 87 =]
12, 80/As prinelpal .. 86, 87 =
3, 80(A8 OWEeT ..... Superseded by 3085. ~
5, 80) pr Delinquent 1 year,
14, 80
T, 2 Chelsea .. ¥ . ) 84,
7, 80/As assistant... Dubggue 5 2 - —, --|Forfeited.
y S Denison . . L. . e 2485,
8, 80{As owner..... Crerenrsaes [1882, 83.. —_ .
g: i . ‘(i):lt,.o 9:. : llg. ::' z gg, g:, — [Buperseded by 3182,
21, %0/ assistant... N o o
5,
$
e )

Sold out; forfelted.
-\ Forfeited,

Forlelted.
Superseded by 3837,

E Forfelted.

Delinguent 1 year,
Sold out; forfeited,
Out of bus, ; forfelted.
Superseded by 8243,

.+|Dead.
Out of bus,; forfeited.

s
>

.[June 9§, 86/1882, 83,
Apr. 10, 84|1882, 83,
Mar, 22, 82(1882, 83, Superseded by 3172, -
Forfelted ; see No. 3086
Out of business,
Left the town,
In Nebraska.

ERapem
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Delinguent 1 year.

-

Delinquent 4 years.

Sold out,

.| Dead.
, —|Forfelted,
Sold out.
In Nebraska,

rame snrecuns
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HOW REGIS-

newed for,

change.

REMARKS,

By
&1

555588888
PR 05

e

m
Ks As cosnovanrocsonceld

3
e
;i
=

E22 | [Certifeate re-

==

zpEEes |

SERERREZBERE ] |

 ZEEEEE

&

{Delinquent § years,

Superseded by 3284.
Out of business.

Ret'd ; eanc'ld by r'q.
Delinquent 6 years,

--|Canceled by request.

l)eluulm-n 1 year,
Canceled by request.
Left town.

- Uelmquen't 4 years,

s .. |Dead.

Delinquent 2 years.

..|Dead.
.. |Dead.

Out of business,

16 M&rs. .c....enu.|

EEEE

g
BE| B3

i
55

I

113

28328118
27| 33

upﬂ:clpal (sm ﬂllll
..|Grinne
As owner..... Minb
As assistant

inquent 2 yeam.,
?):‘hnmt 2 years.

Left the Btate,

Now in Denver, Col,
Delinquent 1 year.

L1
In Omaha, Neb.

Superseded by 8224,

Forfelted ; see 3320,
Left State : forfelted.

Forferted,
Delinquent | year,
Retired; forfeited.
Forfelted.

-, =, —| Forfeited,

09
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PLACE OV
TRATION.

. reglstra-|

Date of 1ast
change.

|

newed for,

Certificate re-

REMARKS.

As owner .....|Decatur City...

Cedar Haplds ......0

ool
Sept. 19, 82|

Forfeited.

Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfelted.

Forfelted.
Forfeited.
Forleited.

87
Superseded by 2279,

Forfelted.

Korfelted,

«|Superseded by 1907,
--[Revoked. y

Forfeited.

o145 Forfelted.
s, N i e W @
Dead.

L P 1 :4‘.&

me |

Lt

o e

px5

Griswold ...

E? LEE R

3

el
‘ort Mad

R

prppereEEin R e BEE B B s S

oines..

T

T

| A prli 9, #if18e2; &3

rrssnuanenie

.

£
BE3)
2E2E)

i
ZZEEREE

i
z

i

EEZE
: %1 23331

%
ZEZE

i

22| ZRBE2E

L

SIEE
%% 33133

28
B8
22

i
22
25138

gxepE

ERE
SEBBEEB LB
5]

4

87
Superseded by 5205

|

Forfeited. See 352,

f

Forfeited.

Dead.
Forfeited.

In Dakota.
d by 1983,

1883, 83, 84 o
1RK2, 83, B4, 85, 80, —
1882, 83, 84, 85, &6, 87

P
orfelted,
'Ul elieda.

orfelted,
Jellnquent 1 year,

-|1882, &3, 84, 85, 86, 87
. 1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, BT

Forfeited,
Buperseded by 3175,
Forfeited.

% x
-|8old out. Forfelted.
Dead.

Buperseded by 2385,

ted.

I; forfeited.
Forfeited.
Superseded by 2230,

Removed. Forfelted.

orfeited.

orfel

Ly
In Peorla, Forfelted.

87
85, --(Superseded by 3208,
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 57 4
eeeresennss 18852, 83, 84, 85, 88, -~/ Delinquent | year,

>
o
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ABSTRACT—CONTINUED.

tion.

LATEST REPORTED
ADDRESS,

3 3| Date of registra-

SEEEE
-ttty

= g.‘
uly 2,
i %

July 2,
une 3,
une 5,
une 7T,
june 21,
june 25,

PEEaNaSranes @

[As owner . ...

aven

sesesesarsenenian

y
Sy
B
g3 REMARKS.
-3 3
2
S
.| 1882, &3, 84, 85, 86, &7
. |1882, 83, 84, 85, 88, 87|Sold out.
.|1882, 83, B4, 85, 86, 87
. |1882, RS, 84, 85, 88, 87
1 B - vaisnssssses | DOBE.
—, — | Forfeited,
Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfelted.

Delinquent 2 years,

. [Superceded by 1940,

Forfelted.
Forfeited.

In Dakota; forfeitdd.
Forfeited. See 3014,

Left town. Forfeited.
Delinquent 1 year.

Forfeited.

i

&8k

As owner ..
(:. As OW.ILIEI’..

FeBERY

Wesiern ..
«+|Chariton ..
Knoxville.

wwford:
Interset ...
reston ...

. |Big tirove .
Ft. Madison

FE]

aly 2.
ug. t
\ug. 22,
Bons. %

9,

o
uly 39,
‘Aug. 2,

s, —, -]
. | 1682, 83, 84,
1882, 83, 84,
. |1882, 83,
1882, 83,
. |1B82, R3, 84, A5, B0, 8T
.|1882, 83, 84, 85, —, —|Delinquent 3 years.
.|1882, B3, 84 45, 86, 67
. |1882, &3, #4, 85, —, —|Delinquent 2 years.
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, — |Su| by 3217,
1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, BT
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
1 53, 84, 85, 86, — | Forfeited,
— y =y —, —, —, —| Retired ; forfeited.
1 B3, 84, 85, 88, 87
.|1882, 83, 84. 85, 86, 87
.. |1842, K3, B4, B5, 86, 87
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, &7
. [June 26, 85|1882, &3, 84, 85, 86, — | Forfeited.
.[Mar, 22, 82|1882, &3, 84, 85 ......|Dead.
.|Dee. 26 -y =, =, — | Forfeited.
— B4, 85, 86, 87
84, 85, -, -- | Forfeited.
—, =, =, = |Furteited.,
84, — | Forfeited.
- «|Forfeited.
A pr [uDakota; forfeited.
4 g
| e 3 Forfeited.
. |Oct 31,88 , — [3uperseded by 3108,
nes . April 19, 84/ 1852, 83, 84, 85, %6, — | superse ded by 3189,
1582, 86, 87| [n Nebraska,
- —, =-|Forfelted.
86, 87
#8, 87
84, — |Forfeited.
86
86,
86, --|Forfeited.
Forfeited,
Forfeited.
Superseded by 3125,
- |Forfelted. o
..|Dead.
Delinquent 6 years.
Left the State.

¥9
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ABSTRACT—CONTINUED.
: : by
k- § FLACE OF REGIS-LATEST REFORTED| é s §§ REMARKS.
oy St |
: 1M

21,
A 19, 80
o& B, B0
ﬁ.u

ert. IB.N
Sept.

s
ot 21, 80
Oct. 25,

Oct. 30, 80
Nov. 18, 80

18, 80)

s

=
]
B28S08-Eepla

EEEES
22222232:2&2:323”&5

b F ot
== =
2252885
EEE B

<%

2k
ZBRER

Btovenn, R. Appleto
Im Stevens,
166|Sam

4

SR

“

E
wRES

)

)
Hept. 3, 80|By mmlnn’n
Sept. 23, 80

11, 80| By examinat'n|MOUIton...........
A::. 11, 4 : Dexter Mare

AVE: 38 Bolas owner
_JIIP{ : aaee ot

cedu Euplds ..I?
o West Point.
Vin

..|Mar. lo.

“|Nov.” 'ss'.'sa

Oct. 21, 82|

?ﬁﬁﬁJ

=

5 87
. |1882, 83, 84, 85, —, —Out of business.
87

Im. 88. H 85 86, 87
1882, 83, M. BB. 86, 87

owner......
By enmlm’n Afton

“
“
o
“
“
"
“
“
"
"
"
“

2EEEE

mooomm
ZEFESE
Se-BoEs5EaBa
22EREB22=

3
zzzzERe

i

A

B
338
NESE

o
1]

EE
38

“
“
“
“
“
“
“
“
"
"
“
“
“
"
“
“
“
“

Amll ﬂﬂ.

.. |May 18, 84

May 10, 84
April 23, 84

3/ 1882, 83, 84, sa.u.m
. |1882, 83, 84, 85, 86,

SEREERRE ) &2

EEZZEE) | Z2

E2ERERS| 22
%) (XN | FRRRT ) | 1 2%

2 BER
B 2EE

Sold ouc~ forfeited.
Forfeite
-~ l’or!el(ﬂ

82, Supelseded by 3157,
883, Forfeited.

882, Forfeited.

882, Dead.

882, Retired.

882,

1882, 83, Forfelted.
1 -, Forfeited,

Sold out ; forfelted.
Now at Omaha.

—, ==, =, —, —, — Dellnquent 6 years.
ut of business.

--|Forfelted.
Forfeited,

-ggf’telud.‘.
Delinquent 6 years.
ut of

um.menm. n.

an nle gounty.

or(c ud
Delinquent 4 years,
Delinquent 2 years,

beu the State.
Delinquent b years.
Delinquent 5 years,

In Nebras

k.
Dellnquom 4 yem,
Left the tow

Dellnquent 4 years,
Delinquent 2 years,
Out of business.

Out of business.

Removed to BI'k Hills

HALSTOTY XOVIWHVHA JLVIS

ad.
————— Retired.

business.

Delinquent 4 years,

MALSIOEN LOVIUVHI FLVIS

— o, — Out of business,

Gone to Kansas.

— vy e, = | Delinquent 5 years,
Delinquent 1 year,

49




ABSTRACT—CONTINUED.

Sassaserasnas

8,

CEETS b TP

ADDRESS.

LATEST RRPORTED

Date of last

Certificate re-
newed for

i | ohange.

wasssesenvenn|iaiinnes .

-\Liscomb . ... 100000 | April 28, 88|

LR EEERERRRE
2 2

"
“
“
“
“
“
“
“
"

Des Moin
Cedar Rapids .

Couneil Biuffs,
Bedf

Macksbuirg.... ..

wanee

:m.ﬂ.lﬁ.t&ﬂ

..|Dead.

1BANA, B8,
1RES, B0, B

Sold out.

Delinguent 3 years,
Delinquent 1 year,

-|Gone to Nebraska.

Left the State.
Canceled by request,

Revoked.
In Kansas City.

Gone to Wisconsin,

1888, —\Delinquent 1 year.
1858, 87

1887(Now In Towa Clty.

—— Out of the State,

1887|Expires Dec. 7, 1837,

89
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newed for.

change.

Oertificate re-

aae Be

tat;

25

052

B

Somes
EEEEREZEERERERE

-

EeE

»
y=4

-

B2z
® ¢ [Date of last
] .

By examin ....

As assistant...
+ A

A.sow?.er.....

“
“"

r>

owner .....
"

i

As
AS OWDEr.....
As

=T

BEBTBE

- s
Sx=5

BhaseEo;

-

“

ineipal ..
8 principal .. |1

REMARKS,

Sold out; forfeited.
Removed; forfeited.

Forfeited.
Forfeited.

Revoked.
Retired ; forfeited,

In Dakota.

- |Forfelted.
~|Forfelted.

assistant...

As owner ...

aleom .
As assistant...[Mason City..
As owner .....|Maquoketa..

REH7
FeBaBREnnEEScal
2

- Forfelted.

Sold out ; forfeited.

Dead,
Dead.

87
Superseded by 2204,

«ISuperseded by 1758,

Retired ; forfelted,

|Buperseded by 1851,

Buperseded by 8271,
l'ng;" ted.

Forfelted,

Forfeited.

Canceled by request,

Dellnquent 3 years.

Forfeited.
Left town; forfeited.

Forfelted.

- Delinquent 1 yesr.

In Minnesota.

In Kansas,

Forfelled.

Forfeited ; see 3204.
Delinquent 8 yoars,
Now in Omaba, Neb.

—y =, =, = Delinquent 6 years.

0L
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Out of bus. ; forfeited,
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newed for.
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BESERE o

i1

FHEE

« [June
P
. [June

Des Moines .

-|Dés Moines ..

il
F4:

| BEE |

Baa
| B2 | (Certificate re-

g
23

£

ZREE

T

g
EEREREIEE |

2

2
BZ2% | ZRER

®
2.

E5

11283

1 838 |

3583718183

Delinquent 4 years,

Now in Colorado.

— Out of business,

Canceled.
‘Now lu Illinols.

Out of business.

Sy - Left the State.

Delinquent 2 years.

87
~ Delinquent 1 year.

Canceled by request.

6L

HHLSTOFY XOVIRHVHA dLVIS

Asowner
80 0

Asowner

“
prinel
o

Asowner
As principal...
As assistant. .. |Os0

As assistant. .,

3, B0lAsowner .....
10, 80| A assistant. ..
”. .

WRET. . ..
"

es
7, 80lAs owner..... Lime S8priugs
s " Koo Phaine
:: As P
o ue
4,80/A8 owner..... o o
8, "
11, 80{ As assistant. ..
24, B0lAS owner.....
8. L] M
:. As assistant...|
6
3,
8,
8,
9,

De Witt..

Des Moines .
Nugent's Grove.
Volga. ...

pril 4, &8

-|June 19, 62

85, 86, —

~11BY2, 83, &1, #5, 46, KT
1843, 84, 85, 48, B

7 Delinquent | year,

1883, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
g llbl.::: 84, 85, --, --| Forfeited.

Su ded !l)) 3139,
Left town, Forft'd,

Forfeited.
Forfeited.,

Delinquent 1 year,

Forlelted.

Forfelted.

Sold out: forfelted,
Forfeited.

Forfelted,

Canceled by request,

Left the State.

Now in Wiseonsn,
Now in Illinols,

.|Now In 8t, Louls.

Forfeited,
Out of bus's, for'fd.

Revoked,
Forfelted.

««|Superseded by 1857,
Dead.

87
Forfelted,

Forfelted,

WALSTOAN AOVRHEVHd HLVIS
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newed for.

REMARKS.

o
i
3

nderlich, George W..
ord, James

FEmm

BB

»

M

West Polnt........
Morrison . [

| 4 Certificate re-

—{Forfelted

% %515

B 5 BRESERE
22| % 2! BRIE

B2z &

222 | 2!

-3

%% 1% mam| 2wy g

B2 222

-

-
BEEER 2%

B N T L T

58
£2
BEE

al ..|Harper ... ... 000
4, B0lAs ownelP.‘.i... Bmwben? Point, | ...
- " Steamboni Roek.. Marshal

1
'

RN

BEER
ZEEES

seaessrnens

225
: BE8.

iezz

19, 84| 1882, 83, B4, 85, 86, —

Forfeited.
Forfeited. See 341,

orfelted,

orfeited.

Forfeited.

Forfelted.
Dead.
Left town; forfeited.

Forfeited.

Superseded by 1938,

Forfeited.
Out of business.

veee|Dead,
-|Forfelted.

Bold out ; forfeited,

Forfelted,
Forfeited,

T
Forfelted.

Forfeited.
Forfelted,
Forfeited.

Forfeited.
Canceled by request,

Buperseded by 1930,

|Buperseded by 3184,

Forfelted.
Superseded by 3147.

|Buperseded by 3150,

Forfeited.
Forfeited.
Forfeited,

-3
e
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ABSTARCT—CONTINUED. 3.?
=
g,
2 38
= & §v REMARKS,
= a2
03 =2
- £®
2o < -]
= o
June 10, 841882, 83,81, 85, 86, &,
1882, 83, 84, 85, 86, 87
1882, B3, &4, 85, —, —|Forfeited.
1882, 83, — - it .
1842, 88, —, —, -, — eited.
1852, 83, 84, 85, 56, AT
1842, B3, 4, 85, 84, &7
1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, 87
— ==, —, —, —, —IForfeited.
182, 8Y, 84, 85, 88, 87
1882, 83, 84, &5, 86, 87
-, —, —|Forfeited.

Forfeited.
.|Dead.

&
%
‘e ey

hester ..

HHELSTOAH AOVRUVHI HLVIS

istant .. Manel 5 ded by 2185.
18, 80| As prinelpal .. [Oskaloosa ... , ==|Forfelted.
14, 80/|As owner.....|St, Ansgar . , —|Forfeited.
16, 80| As assi ..IAtlantie. ... .|Revoked.
“« Independenc —|Forfeited.

Burlington .|Dead.

va Forfelted.,

o Superseded by 2244.
Forfeited.

Delinquent 1 year.

882, 83, B4, 85, 6, 87
BR2, 83, 84, 85, 86, — | Forfeited; see 3282,

&8, B4, ¥5, —, —|Retired; forfeited.
:, B —. —..—7 Forfelted.

2

7k ‘:‘; b %]
U ,
')i 3, B0| As ussistant. .. |Patl
th. ui.nuowger »enea | Tipton
Oct. 4, 80As )
l“nt. ﬁ'm:: res |y =y =n1 w=y =y ==| Left town ; forfelted.
| (B’a& 1, 80| As owner . jApril 22, Forfelted,
) Oct. 8, 80| As princi April 22, 851452, 83, 84, 85, 88,
: l0ct.  7,80[As owner ..... 1882, 83, 84, BS, £6, 87
:)‘ex-t. 28, ﬂ assistant. , 83, 84, :;. 86, 87
Oct. 16,80y O et e i — Out of b'sin’s; forft'd.
I Aug. 9, 80By examinat'n Revoked,
. J% 19, 80/ As owner ..... Forfeited.
(Oet. 27, 80 = | Dead.
. Oct. 19, o R Superseded by 2171,
A Nov, 8, 85, Forfelted.

882 86
.. [1882, 83, B4, 85, 86, 8T
.| 1882, B3, 84, 85, 86, 87(In Kansas.
— ==y ==, —, ==, —|RéVOked.
48, —, —, —, —(8old out.

. [1B52, RS, B4, RS, BE, BT

1882, B3, B4, 85, 86, 87

1882, =, —, =, ==, —lOut of b'sin’s; forft’d.
= Superseded by 2222,

By examinat'n

In Dakota.
- [Forfeited.
In Nebraska.

Graduate .
By examinat’n _‘l eville
“

HILSTOFTY XOVRUVHJ ALVIS

trawberry Folnt, ..
- Des Molnes .......
|Graduate* ...,
8 As assistan

Forfelted. See 3019.
Forfeited.
Delinquent 3 years,
Delinquent 8 years,
Deliuquent 5 years,
Removed.

Out of business,

.|Correctionville.. Oct. 31, 82| 88,
.|Coon Raplds........[Oct. 22, B7|1882, 83, B4, &5, 86,
[Clearfield ,.......... April 1,871 86,

Ll
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SoBBErnBira sk SEE EE

seeiz

£

£az

2~ BRRESexBEEES

g
ppomamaBan
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28

ERRERARR

5
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Farley ....
Mitchellville.....

-|Aug. 1888

.|Elma.....
(Fayette only)..

...... sessins .

New Hartford ...
r‘olkclgﬁi.....
Des Moines.

AR AR AR AR ARG R A xR AR ABE

#BRepwe

3 Date of last
change,

June 23, 8

April 29, 84

Nov. 18, 87|,

: g
§.= | REMARKS,
o3
Sk
o
Ee
Canceled by request.
In Missouri.
Dead.
?1:1501 business.
g nquent 5 years,
—_— — —|Retired. *
=i == ==, ==, ~=|Left the place.
1883, &4, 85, 88, 87
1883, —, —|Delinguent 4 years.
et B ==, ==| Jut of business.
1883, 84, 86, 87/0ut of business,
= = —» —|Lelt the place.
==, —, 85, 86, 87
1883, B4, 85, 86, 87
1883, 84, 85, 86, 87
1883, 84, 85, —, — |Canceled by request,
1883, —, —, —, —|Out of business,
1883, 84, 85, 86, 87/ Out of business.
1883, 84, 85, 86, 87/ In Washington Ter.
1884, 85, 86, 87
1884, 85, 86, 87
1884, 85, 86, 87
1884, 85, 86, 8T
1884, 85, --, —In Kansas.
1834, 85, 86, 87 r
88,
86,
88,

-|Revoked.

n Indiana.

——, ==|In Wisconsin.

Expired Nov. 3, 1887,

~-|Certificate not dellv'd

.| Explres Jan, 14, 1888,

8.
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i L AS
2 2 gt s s 8.
B | §ii2 33 3N
Bsez: ¢ iyl

ZEEEE & g AR EiEp LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS, BY COUNTIES,
AL

55 ADAIR COUNTY.

*20] PAMIT
eyt
“
8
TOWN. -8 NAME. TOWN.
2 he—
“‘pfuwyo z
5% Jo 9381 1141 [Seott, Cavin B .. .....|Fontanelle,
H 2077 |Sunmipson, Frank B .. |yree: fleld.
623 Teawu~, Albert E.....|Greenfleld.
5) 2huz| Trumbull, Ira F, [ Adalr.
 Adalr. 8278| Wishard, Samue .. |Adalr.
Bridgewater. RS T wsssasensbrenRNEY
Ig ADAMS COUNTY.
! a s e Boyonsosesss| PRESOORE. 1476/Sweet, Homer L..... |Mt. Eina,
L : Barkalow, D. G. E ...|E«st Nodaway. 2140 !eih{. J. Milton. Jarbon,
o 2 25| C‘oakley, Joshua W...|Mt. Etua. 2419/ Stilliams, W, A... Corning.
T T 728 Pﬂ'rgvr . 8....|Brook 24%0(Salts. Andrew J......[Corning,
T Peregring ¥ 3063 {Smith, John H Corning.
; SR 8122|8elhy, 8, D ... “arbon
B i g 394 Twining, J. 1
2 Biiagit ¢ faiiilise 1366| Walker, 'L H,
B EEl R i el :
5 B T EE COUNTY.
SCGZziaaiES2223 253823583
R T Ts 11 8 ¢ um, Obas. O........| Rossville, 1878/ Kennedy, John ¥ ... [Waukon,
¥ R it g & 1808 Heeman, C. D.........| Waukon, 83| Murkley, Geo. H.,.... La.nslw'g.
i 4ud qi 21 % 4 Dotglst, B. Noove.oro|Postvilie, . |12779|Myers, 8.C...... : ilfe.
=1 H s g% s 5 Earle, W. U, Waukon. 21| Nachtwey, Theo ing.
k 2::: ;ﬁ:::::: S::ig: E:g -‘vm.LD. Wu':'knnfz 1291 g:hmm.A&::P
s.‘ 2§§ ";éi E; 3; g- z New Albin. 1087 su";da:, Anton .
243% - 2 I 08, .« ..v. | LADSING, Staadt,
— = enned A...|Waukou.
2238592222502555 ‘Ea“ﬁis:: y. James
" cgs 1 el r:v'i’d'ﬁ'.: )
ey 29 APPANOOSE COUNTY.
e
=
£

3
181 DG..
200 Robrts, A. ...

werraanee
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LIST OF BEGISTERED PHARMAGISTS—Oonrisuss; LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

BENTON COUNTY. BUCHANAN COUNTY.

& &

§ g NAME, ADDRESS, 8§ NAME. ADDRRss, APDRESS. §§ NAME, ADDRESS,
Eg 88 5E 3
Pt} SE s
2 i Hazleto =

Jrubaker, Joseph 8 ..|Vinton. 1283 - azleton. 2025/ Longneckard, Albart, [Ind s ™
% Blelenberg Jnc'c’. R. ..|Keystone. 3192 Horne, Winthrop. 1672/ Me n d:pe:d:::::_
8161|Brubaker, Ohas. W, ..|Vinton. 303 Blairstown, Independence. inthrop.
3006/Capwell, D. H....ov... ( ! 5 inger, James T.... Norway, ..|Winthrop. Winthrop.
2291/ Dingman, Jr., Geo. W.[Urbana. 514{Springer, 8. H ... Norway, alrbank, a
807|Hunter, W. A.........|Belle Plaine. 1888 Speers, . W Vinton, Fairbank. esup.
1280| Hopwood, Alonzo L..|Vinton. 2971|Steffa, G. A.. . ... Belle Plaine, Brandon, d
3200 Hummer, James 8 ... |Vinton. 2529 Townsend, James Shellsh d

La Grange, O. D......|Garrison. 2223 Thompson, W. W...... | Belle Plalge, |Quasqueton. ey
295 Nichols, Edward Belle Plalne. 3038 Van Horne, E. R. ....|Vinton, Independence. pend
2112|/Oren, Samuel A . ......|Mt. Auburn. 204/ Van Meter, James G.|Belle Plaine, . |Jesup. ...|Hazleton,
1281/ Palmer, Henry N.....|Vinton, 2886/ Wolf, Hugo . .......... Watkins, Emmo ::ton. 2852| Wallace, Arthur H ..|Independence,

BLACK HAWK COUNTY. BUENA VISTA COUNTY.
, Wm. O Uedar Falls. =y {205 Brown, Daniel D .....|Storm Lake. 3267 Hamill, Joyn_ Ransom|Newell. ’

:«zigg:n“tm L Ta Porte Oity. on, Chas. E ....[Alta, 1853/ Johnston, 1'.. M ..oere|Blorm Lake.
1336 Barber, Earle aterloo. 1187|Hoskins, Bd .... .|Sioux Rapids. 180¢|Morey, James P ......|Storm Lake,
1408/ Cummins, M. L. La Porte City. Hall, Solon G .. Alta, 2519\ Morey, Herbert ... ..|Alta.
1338|Fowler, K. P.... aterloo, rtson, Wi den, David E.....[Alta. 2368 Niemann, Theodore ..|Newell,
1841|Forry, Wm. W........|Waterloo. 1337|Shutts, Harve Waterloo. J. C......0nn.|Storm Lake. 2426 Warren, J. N . .......|Storm Lake.
O Sauton_ Houty v |Godar Faila,  [[3137/Shismer. 3. M. oreoes Hadson

ohuson W Jo M. . ud
% James, 1saac ... Porte City. 3168/Snowden, Albert Waterloo. BUTLER COUNTY.

oder, Josiah K 00, 404| Wise, Chas, A. (v};au Falls.
2515 Knapp, James J Waterloo. 1338/ Wangler, C. D.... . aterloo, o Olarksvill
1885 Meyer, ‘Waterloo, 1339| Wangler, R, O. ...|Waterloo, 599| Nevins, John G rped
FiiMoran, G20. 8. ...... Cedar Falls. 3147| Wyant, E. M. ... ....|Waterioo, 1727/Oser, J. Fibead
107/ Miller, . B... ...cont 00. 2, Playter, John' B ow,

123 Bhond:‘, (Clarksville,
1178 !Sutane Sh nem"
€]
BREMER COUNTY. 273(Smith, W. H Shell Rock.
) 1176/ Thorp, L.....|Shell Roek.

1691 Q}A averly. mxmﬂm,kd..l......wsm % 3140/ Wick, Rollin E........[New Hartford.
2335/ Bennett, ees|Waverly. 2913 Moore, Chas. W.......|Jan % gohurg.
T Covert Sidge Wavers 17| Whlaom . N | Sumes. | 3

Lovert, ney. o . o sarssenens e
2007 Guthrle, John .. - | Tripoll.” 3286| Wnitney, W. .. -... TFipoll. CARROLL COUNTY.

BOONE COUNTY.

5&!.8 Boineessonsran m.
Gardner, Andrew J.
Hutten, Henry........

sses sunel
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CoNTINUED, LIST OF RGISTERED PHARMACISTS —CONTINUED.

CALHOUN COUNTY.

CEDAR COUNTY.

§§ NAME. ADDRESS,

Foley, W. 0 .. ..., .| Manson.

Lnsee, A Lake Clty,
Mu!lm, M. K. Pomeroy.
Young, B. F... Manson.

.|Durant,
Hochmr

uacnnnlesvllla.

Lake ity.
Lorhville.
Rockwell.
Pomeroy.

Farnhamvile, 4 1

.|Downly. 395/ Smd . Heo, l
% luhwluvﬂle. 2688/ schumacher, H..
Lowden.

CHICKASAW COUNTYV.

3258 Lundon, Judd E
941 [MeMullen, ¥, A
@ Olm-lﬁml Earl )

CERRO GORDO COUNTY. 1. = Mew Hampton, |

fn-derlcksburg.

-;rmtnrd. 2299| R Nashua
7 } !:: :!l:m:tg:. 14 ?:trmun MI}oﬂL I'rﬂ:.crlcnburg. -
et o oity. 3075 Phillips, H. Bradwa; mpton, i <[ Nushua.
2187 Hu‘u.'nn.' 7 mu g H:g: m;. rp il "3;‘ Chne it 3 E:wmm Ing;}wmmme. M. L....|Nashua.
dufeid. R.lllul Hﬁn City. uolWelhcnn s elDiicciin ) . %
bizetl, John b ..o ... Lake.

CRAWFORD COUNTY,

CLAY COUNTY,
Donisos - A e CL
ren. seese N
v iopper, W T cenenes| POLOOE, Dow City. 3249 Merlllum..l. dooo | Charter Oak.
a554| De Witt, W, W | Iw 1!: L DellaT .. Spencer, viuoilla, 1ehwrd: | West side
1211| Palnter, David.. 3131 Wililams, J, L........|Peterson. Dentson. 144 sahlumutxi n i
- Onnml Oak. PM! .?. %nll.son

OLARKE COUNTY.
" Landis, Jesse K.......
| 23 0, M. oo Tevensnns
rige Rbert O =unuy" &mn‘.’.‘h&n
BIR [ iousnnsl 3 h
87| Landls. 8. L . . M Reel, Z. T...
lam‘i«. Rdward .. |Osceols. eel, A R ..

CLAYTON COUNTY.

345

R Edgnvno 1994

smmu 82
Havaistek: Mo . g Bikaee. 80 v?)":»-'uw.?&bn"l'zl"“"'
4| . wene veasas
- '""' coin[Btrawberry Polnt. || 881 Wood. Annl
Holz:’e. L e u mm :;g: Wllﬂlll_}ﬂﬁ ld:vud B.

8

Kennedy, Marshali 6 nou 1857 White, Wylys Po.0000
Knensol, etman O - (AImamIn o, e DO

CHEROKEE COUNTY.

1674[0ld s, Ben) R ..

ellman, Z A.i.ia..

_£3E83
o
L E)
l
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED,

DALLAS COUNTY.

DECATUR COUNTY.

g #
ADDRESS, 8’3 NAME.
. =2 3 ADDREss
CE
z
3109 Morton, Olarence B.. Perry, — e

437 Richmond, Jas, A .... 1as Center,

1684 ll{:bem, Kuryo Dallas Center.
D.........|Van Meter,

53 Seidler, Willlam. ... h
2753{8imeoke, J. L......... l{lnbum.
g%&mley.‘“...l‘ Dexter,

ownsen saac L., .. a3

1047| Willls, Arthur E...... :"".

3186 Wll!la Frank . ’er?,

25604 Young. Geo, M..... . |Linden
—_—

r, W. A. ....|Leon.
Arhmu...... Westerville.

Grand River.

Dtvl- Clty.
Hardin; {
Davis Clty,

Winter,

Mitehell, Enou........

iBa fciy

DELAWARE COUNTY.

61|Harwood, Geo..
H’rﬁ: Oig Hugl
| n,
1202 Bonv” Thomqlgs J
919/ Smith, hen

.|Maneh,
630| Will{amso VR ... |Hopkinton.

Wade, .n.u’........... Mason

vilie.

2/ Niehaus, E, W..
tm Price, J. W
291|Richter, Adol h H.

/B
w Robinson Dnvld Do
99(Salmon, M, M......en B
mo Shafer, J. A

Schenk,

[ e
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

DUBUQUE COUNTY.

TOWN. NAME. TOWN.
buque. Livermore, Ohas. A...|C d
Dubuque. Melnneme 'l'hou.ﬂ Dubuquc.
New Vienna. Oldri .|Farley.
ubuque. omr. ﬂdwtn a. Dubuque.
Dubuque. Palen, Joseph
Dubnque. Ruete. 'l‘heo w.
Dubuque.
Reche, y Ohas...|Dubuque.
Smith, Dlvl 8, ......|Dyersville,
&hneldat. Hanry
5|Salot, Geo. W.... D1
'lbm'mnnn Fred D
Dyersvile. rbert, W. H,...ooee[Du
Dubuque. \ttmer, Joseph’ W .
Dubuque. Weis, John....... vone

EMMETT COUNTY.

“zmlume.u. A, ........|Estherville.

=~ FRANKLIN COUNTY.

F. L. ..00oneen.|Shefeld,
T T e 3200/ Nichols, W. E .-...... [Shemeld.
w51 M.......|Hsmpton. To%8TIad O H ..
Hutehins, James H. .. |Hi m Weaver,
B Ha 928 Weaver,
3142 West,

IT[Newhouse, W

Peterson, Perry H,...|0el eln.
%odu. Joﬁn vesssses | FAYO ye

West Union.
gin.
ayette,

Iat Unlon,

*|Oelwein,

lwein.
wkeye,
gl eye.

o Fermon B
102 Walker, F. 8..
‘Waterbury, M
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CoNTINUED,
FLOYD COUNTY.

LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

HAMILTON COUNTY.

L o
55 NAME, ADDRESS 8§ NAME. i'gﬁ
2 T ADDRES, * NAME. TOWN. - NAME. TOWN.
s3 5= % s
P e g S5
201 Asper, IL. Marble Rock. 8263 Fulton, J. L...... Z =3
955\ Birney, Clavios O..... Nura Springs, 176/ Hubbard, F, M 1909| Petarson, O, Peter ... (Strafford.
1142| Birney, Cathurin | Floyd, mu Hauford, Geo. 8 3172( Rodearmel, R. H. Jewell,
1 Blme{ Lewls, . Floyd. 282 1, Jubn G . 014 Flddler, mllsmullme, Ri Webster Olty.
1198 Brineken, Anton « Roek nrd nn viles, Henry F Gerber, Louls .| Williams, , ', Q00 W.oiiaines Wehatercny
3400} Brittan ‘sj.'d [3 +| Koektord. 1124 gllab\wll;‘nrlf Wilier. A I -| Webstec Otty. 2016 Thomu, L M.........|Ellsworth.
“, sessn o« Nora n) | May, Geo. K ..., L cannsnas ar City.
BIOrAne, Q. W orororess CBALIES OIby. 2{Pesrin, Willnrd smtiModbery = —
Clarke, Columbus J. .. Marble Rock. 3.26| Paddleford, J. F
sMT|Clemens, Mike........ Chiries City, 11847| Powell, L. B . HARDIN COUNTY.
FREMONT COUNTY. men. 207 Kolis, Conrad A ......[Ackley.
o | Provldence m ;:’l"llll.lllr 'Zl."l?d e lAlfx't‘:llgrd
H‘Adm\mm ¥ 2006 Penn, J. H 2220 20ees. 10D d 68 -| Ackley.
}v&n ¥ lmtman. T.L R’ Eldora.
Toss o 3. el & 14 fowa Fats
ll. R WL s veeene|Unlon, 2996/ Sher mnr({ Iden.
mu Hpe , Lewls B 1 d, John H...|Eldora, IIO Wlnehmr. Eldora.
C.H. .. ¥ 08g, J. b2 vuzsoeeena [lOWa Falls, 3002) Winchester, E. B, ... | Eldora.
168 1"umuz W, B Vur aut0 Hibuer, Geo. M...... | Towo Fulls.
lm son, Jas, B ........[Rand,
Wlllllmu. David M ... Flum A
e

HANCOCK COUNTY.

GREENE COUNTY.

‘ﬂmer I'qu:IWu— I‘.P.. g:r’:W

. . |Garner. s04/Smith, Horace W. Il Garner.
1465 Olive, m«-hud......., » 2 mm,vl m. 8. .......|Britt, Wallace, T B ... .....
1| Hiley, F. M .. e
ﬂgr.And
 BAw, ris, 2 4 Seranton. HARRISON COUNTY,
s oo, & 4
cm:r . nnd ucnol. BT[N h&wg-* 1 e [.
3 .......!lppey. gmes... ... | Kiver Sloux. ol McColm, %.. Persia.
. B.vusisoeds|Duninp. Moudamin. %
W, J Persia.

GRUNDY COUNTY, o
- " 22 06| Sutterlee, ngg 2227 Duniap.
E"“’m "' W :3_- 8 Keiter, Louls M ... .. [(rand, o sesunes]
noc Humme, ’l::n u:""%m % m’let; ﬁc’snu g ﬂm -m}em |m§l|”' Efrmen l’nulnp. YRy
bl s - Wissourt Valley. Y A | P
s o, Hog - &'&q nter, R ' " |Porsia. s L

HENRY COUNTY.

GUTHRIE COUNTY.
7V T _ﬁnv«. | &7 B
:&nhy. smir...... e 33/ Robingon %4.1!' ?}f "ME

R34{8oider, e
36| Snider, Scnmi B M
L2{Strandb, Paul ¥, ......|Mt Pleasant.

Mahion .
s e .. Mt Flssant
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED, LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

HOWARD COUNTY. JASPEB COUNTY.

§ b -
gg o ATDEm. ;:‘; BARN, ADDREsg, §§ NAME. ADDRESS,
dg cg :g
= Z e
Anderson, A, P, ......[Eima, 2414
1492| Brown, Wm. C........ [Eims. 1854,
Babeock, F. J. -+« |Busti. 487
1401 |Clemmer, J. J. Cresco. 2357
Connolly, Wm. |Cresco. 2932| W
HUMBOLDT COUNTY. A
2687 (Shrad: A
e o g
s cFarland, urner,
2600/ Fleld, G, W......sseee|ThoT. 645 Nickson, . D+ - | Hotous Ulty. . 2091 ghgley. 0. N
IDA COUNTY.
JEFFERSON COUNTY.
ﬁm:.mm g}: szlmons. :,L%\. iﬁr“"m
mers, J, W, .. .|Ida Grove, =%
Battle Oreek. 3309|SImons, W, E,.. Ida Grove, w, A. 0. D rlirﬂeld. 1390|Jones, Cornelius X
i ol 1d. 1063 Mealey, David H Plaln.
mﬁ'&::;& 3262| Walker, John T.......|Holstein, b ln‘;‘i:;‘;hon. 2012/ Ro , Mahlon 1 Plain.
Jatavia. 3320/ Starr, Juo, W... irflel
e d. 1708 Qmm.. hlohsi)od i
I0WA COUNTY. m.jq,u. [¢3 g fleld 752| Warner, lo 1 veeo | Libertyville,
ones, Albert :
Marengo. lgé #mu,.{!ulo sesessifl
el, Wm,.
d. ) X‘“‘# JOHNSON COUNTY,
*|Maren; City.
City.
&
City.
Ohy:

JONES COUNTY.
5 M G R .reanns. lOXIORd Junction.
Onslon oA P, Rt &+ Wontioellor

oW,
ello. ”
1017 Rummel, David
'".!'unmon. 778(skinner, Wm. B

y unection. || 276{8kinner, W. M.
bt u.m{ %;"’Mm‘"{% :
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED,
KEOKUK COUNTY.

LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

LYON COUNTY.

-
® . =
é‘; B. ADDRESS, - N RES g
= NAM 8 o 3 AME, ADD; | 8¢
E2 % é NAME. ADDRESS, g NAME. ADDRESS,
g il % -
- = =
2971 ..|Keota, 509| Laffer, Emanuel Slgourney g3 4
1830 Klan {oross. 8:;: n\:cﬁlm laIG 0 )lﬂma.lm." A |
19 3o 9 eliride. Isral Wi
'm *|3outh Bagllsh. 699| Me Farlane, Daniel . K;ﬁ’{"- ,..lqomn. Frank A..... Rock Rapids. 2379, Wyeckoff, Wil C ...... Rock Rapids.
+o|%outh Eaglish, 2517\ Mitehall, Andrew F | -|Sigourney,
oo |Keswick. gi8( Noreross, Danlel L. .. Keotw,
. Vamau 2818/ Newell, Shiron C ledrick, LINN COUNTY.
2298| Payne, ‘Annie E iehignd,
5 ﬂnnﬂeld BardGutin, Edward s Chos ar Kapids, Jiroushek, Frank..... [Ced =
edrick. 2314/Quinn, Edwar What (] 3 ] Cedar 363 Jiroushek, Frank..... ar Raplds,
Rigourney. 2346 Robinson, J. Ther Munl“(.%;g_ 800 Adams, Uhas. e Marion P |..... Joh A H... ... |Cedar nglds
1173/ Ford, Samnel .........|Talleyraud, 2502 Riehardson, J, .. arper, |Cedar Ruplds. 754 Ketiering, Solomon .. [Lisbon,
1424 Franken, B ..........[Sigourney. 1700[8mith, C. F ..........[KInross, s 2383 heys, J. N ooeeanannn. Walker,
2834, Pomylhe, Robert . ..., | What Oheer. 2127(Schiriever, Wm ..., . | Richland, “edar R wpids. 4218/ Kirk, A. M. Cedar Rapids
3043 Franken, Edwin,..... 4lnourm=y. 3274 Shaul, Albert J .......|K n&y Mids, 9:0|Lilits, L. M.. Marion.
138l GriMth, J A . What Cheer. 3268 Thomaw, J. O ....... .|Cedar Rapids. 82| McCundless, A. (.edn Bwlds.
57(Himpod, Mrs. D, M What Chser. 977 Vlnrlue. Hlmm (4] Harper. n 1444 Me(andleu,ﬂ R Cedn
508| Haldeman, Newton , |Thornburg. 3235| Whaley, Sumuel E....| What Cheer, (edar Rapids, 2385| Miyers, Jos, V. Mt Vemon.
2215/ Hamil lon.o. M ....../Thornburg, 010, 717| Mateer, Juo. (Cedar Rapids,
Mt. Vernon. 3269 Moorhrad. James o
Nugent’s Grove. ||3027/0wen, C. N...... .|Marion.
Nugent's Grove. |28 Pukvr. Leander T, .. |Uedar Blfldl.
KOSSUTH COUNTY. . |Marton, 3113| Plercy, A, T.,......... [Centra 07
Cednr Raplds. 1869 ( Reed, A, L .. Cednr Rapids.
TUTTETTS, 7, B P b R (‘rm‘;-r Polut. m|au-venl. uclu La dl::yrtu.
8| Ut ONA. t. Vernon. Cedar Rapld
2797 | Lacy, Gé < [Lverne: Cedur Rapids. 3159|Svacha, an'k. < Ely.
2178 M-me. wW. Bancroft, (‘edar Rapids. 3205 Severa, W. F aieseene. [Uedar Rapids,
1479) . -.|Wnittemore, . |Wanubeek. 3210{Schminke, K. O, H.... /Marion.
f :ﬁluy, %m ve|Al 254 Ilead B, Q. Algona. Cedur Kapids. 1166/ Tathwell, Edwin E.... |Springville.
I h, B.G ........|Algona. 240|Sheets, L. A ..........|Algona. Marion. 41| Walson, L. L ... Ce!
. |Cedar Raplds. 412 Wilsou, G L
Rorinevitie: (i Wb, Geo. 9
1 i e, V' y Lieo, J.
LEE COUNTY. Obane Rapids.  ||2616| Woods, Frank
ged:\:" N‘wlldn 2647| Ward, Perry ...
S— - “n LY.
131[A vevereess|PONDEINON. 122|Poters, 0. W .......... Ft.ﬂEhm. :
1667/ Axt., Jmmn’ Creiaves| KROKUK, 2399( Parvin, F. 0 .10 :
428 m.N 118/ Relsener, F. O .. -
2173|0amp, Ceokuk, 119{Relsener, Mrs, LOUISA COUNTY.
2889/ Draw, eokuk, 1723| Roos, Julius G . ’
la Fuller, eokuk 2701 hard, Franel:
Fuller, & «|Keokuk. 2951 ] N o .|Keokuk, e |MOMLE Sun, 2736/ Lamberson, W, B..... Columbus June.
mﬂnveo. Heo. B........|West Point. 36(stempel, Arthur H .. [Kt. Madison. . (‘olumhun June, 16|00k, F. Wapello.
1724 Heiser, Rudo! eokuk 547(Salmon, Toseph ... [Fr. Mad June, || 1ses l'lm. 1A -| Wapello.
1676| [ngalls, Joseph E.....|Denmark, 1848{Sulmon, Theodore ... |Ft. Mad June.  ||3300 Ilommn Jno A Lot
643 Korr, David A ., ... |Keokuk, . Geo, Ft. M 0 166/ W»llmh‘ mil Grandview.
lednisch eokuk. 2638 surry, W, W . Ft. M. m 0 2708| W saseen sase|COlUmbus June,
1805 um;lloph. rrist. Hoknk. 1851/ Thomas, Oamp . Ft.
%088/ Kledutarh c:'hm.i:r;d eokuk. 6% Wilkiusin, &, J Keokulk. !
ard, Thomas l
2886/Ochlitree. Vietor B...|Keokuk.

MADISON COUNTY.

i, Winfer<et. 3314 Null, H [Winferset. 1
SR COUNLY. Ellote, & % Euribam, K97|SAwy ors. Bavid . [Macksburg.
D T i 'éﬁ.u'n':f.‘!-of."‘bm ‘ﬂ:!'&“%: oy laier Wil 0 1 taekabur *‘
1951 , D, s esenus y 4 .
‘ w;n:h 031 w Ry . |8t. Charles. 8238 Wray, . H . .cavvsees .| Winterset,

B o <ro
Emey.('hu R, Winterset.

ma sStover, Em ry E .....|Lu

2843(Stanton, John H...... | hariton.
2239 Throckmorton, T, M.|D=rby,
1520 Vhyn ok, Hannal J..|(
2244 Waynick, W. W ......|Chariton.
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.
LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMCAISTS—CORTINUED, MILLS COUNTY
MARION COUNTY. : =
i 8
) g - ADDRESS. .ag " NAME. ADD
y Ll
8g &g % =
_g NAME. ADDRESS. bt NAME. ADDREss, g z
ag °= i@ middinger, J. W ......|Hastings. 3 ucclusko’. ) A . R Glenwood.
g i Flammaat, Michael .| Mineola. 901 Munger, Jas. P .......|Malvern.
Bl 5 Gwathmey, G, O .....|Glenwood. 1214/ Moore, W. G . ...... . Stiver Olty.
Auld, James H. Knoxville, win, Chas. F 501 a“fdu' O.H . Malvern.,
1417|Brinkhofl, F. W, Pella. ans|Howe, A. J - 554/Shipman, R. M.
8074|Berringer, Will . |Pleasantville. LH.. 1603|Trwin, Ohas. 626\ Way, James R ..
Cole, 1F Be:ore Marysville. 1308/Seoles, Hamilion .. 147/ Moore, John B Emerson.

14%9(Cole, D. L. .| Bussey. 2708/ Todd, C. E ... ....

.|Knoxville. 1061|Van-de-Ven, H. J..

.|{Pella. 1062 Van-de-Ven, H....... MITCHELL COUNTY.

Tr: 675 Woodruff, M. W.. ...,
2746/ Wright, Lafavette D .|Knoxvi)
-8 h{ vl 1S ESEE, man. .| West Mitehell, 1428/ Helfritz, R ...........[St. Ansgar.
%V' 1567| Young, James G , ..., Cutler, Morris L Riceville. 1027| Lezott, Chas. H. Osage,
84| Kirkwood, J. W.. ....|Otley. 2062/ Yocum, Albert L.....[Newbem. ¥ ... ()sage. 942 Phillips, G, F.........|Riceville,
1170/ Kenbles, Ben). ¥, ....|Pella, 3295/ Young, 0. P.. ... vons 1029| Bvans, W. L. R 26(8chen, Charles. .
1171/ Keables, J. B, ........|Pella. Fellows, Harris Riceville. 219/ Schancks, F.
dall, Parr.. Osage. 3044(8

MONONA OOUNTY, !

Rust, David .. ting.
. Rice, John D .|Mapleton.
. 3256/ Roberts, F. J «|Ute.
«-.|Mapleton. 2427|8t. John, L. E.........|Blencoe,
rezennass|ONAWA, 2698 Yockey, Clement C...|Castana.

MONROE COUNTY.

270 Morrison, Ella A .....[AlDla.
128 Newell, W. M.........|M
971/0'Connor, J. .. .
1

985|

Smits, Henry .........
2407 n, Jesse G .
1089 Wells, Will A.....

:?I‘F A Melrose

, F. 8. . | Me
A Parsons, Giimore T .. |Loviil
Ramsay, Alfred A ... uhu.‘

MARSHALL COUNTY.

Ayer, Ohas. F......... Low! 2611 Mayer, Peter. ........
R e D ol R L

op saus M
. 2] . Bennin, Red Oak.
Brimhail Hunno&u -[Btate Cen Morgan, Benning TR
Oanter, Villisea,
Itown. Red Oak.
Itown, Red Oak,
erguson. Red 8:5
Mar-halltown, Red Oak.
o8, Red Oak.
n Itown. Villisea,
«|Marshalltown, 607| Ward, Wm. J
2031 y «[Marshalltown. 2886| Wiley, O. R .
1188 Lander, Chas. J,...... Marshalltown.  ||3326] Wheeler, F. E .
1400| MeBride, Wi, 8.... .| Marshalltown. " David A ... Museatine,
il Bty Muscatine,
. Wm Wi
Wm. C. Muscatine.
i ne,
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED, LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS —CONTINUED.

OSCEOLA COUNTY. POLK COUNTY.

§s 8¢ s
33 NAME, TOWN. _:‘3 NAME. NAME. ADDRESS. .53 NAME, ADDRESS,
o= oZ -
z =2 2

17(Huston, James T, ....|Sibley. 1226 Parker, Wm. L. eossss|BI 2595
g\o Hamliton, R. G.. Orcheyedan. m'ﬂwunu, W.B.. mbﬁ 2015,
1210{L.awrence, W. R.. Blbh-y 3294 Teal, Corpelius .......|Orcheyedan, 2957
2060/ M asters, Stephen 'H...|Ashton :‘g

el
O'BRIEN COUNTY. P
s
1208 rs, Warren L Sheldon. 2143|McElwain, R. H. Zhar.
2004| Roham, 1m0, O Sutheriand. 2097|Price, L. J. .... utheriand, i
29%8|Ballard, . E... Paulina. 2668| Paul, Chas. S . Paullina, 4217
%826 Harmon, Fran Caullina, 3257 Paul, B, F... «..| Paullina,
2951 |Howard, nmm... sheldon, 2004 [Smith, Chas. born
267H|LODE, J. M...roeeness| Primghar, 2286| Schoel, August |.... " [Sauborn,
3056{ Louthan, J. M........|Sutherland. 2885| Searies, Frauk L......| Hartley,
PAGE COUNTY.
823| Burrows, Jno. P, Olarinds 1708/ Lundy, W. L...
360/ Bagnall, John J. College Springs. n 9|l.awrence, L. O
8237\ Brockett, Frank Com, 988 Meacham. J. E. . 3
3062|Conrad, Carl J.... (Clarinda. m Nichols, Cornelius. ... |Essex.
129 Duffield, H, P doah lP rott. Joseph D ... |Blanchard.
8348| Krrlesson, G, Exsex. 2588| Pruit, Geo. A. B ancha;
2461|Hite, Robert B, +«|Clarinda. 23%5 Smith, Chas. E .8
2585| Henderson, Win. Clarinda. 2456(Stevens, 2. O . .|Shenand
Isl tester, Lucy O, Coin. 1241| Webster, Joslah O....|Shenandoah.
s046lJay, George.. Sh doah
PALO ALTO COUNTY.
2200| Anderson, Edwin,... [Kuthven. 2612|Levch, John W.......[Emm
2479|Bachman, K W.......|West Bend. 2408 Moffett, H. P...... vee |Emm
8071|Cuplin, Pasecal I, .....[Emmettsburg. 1471|Oppermann, Heury ..[West Bend.
8080) avies, J, C,... Kmmettsburg, 750 ohn ‘| Emmetts I i
567(Henry, W. G...........Emmetisburg. 536! Wolfgang, A. .. JEm 1 ker, anW'
man, J. W......

POOCAHONTAS COUNTY.

E--xlmd L. E.........IGll ore Oity.

..|Launrens, l’lml ‘atterson, M. F.......
eessee- | Rolfe, !

1896| Bothwell, G,
1670|Onrroll, J. M
8138/ Core, George W

'nlet,.l. Wases sebe ase er

ines, 3. Weeceooorin
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POTTAWATTAMIE COUNTY,

3 | :'

55 NAME. ADDRESS, gg NAME.

55 g%

ZW Counol glug
unce!

’gll Council BUTs.

1535

1662

2382

2906/ Lenocker,
2148 Mitchell, A. J.

Belding, Albert L. ...
Ballantyne, John C...|
ope, W. L .

er, L
2211(Slater, David F,
rank P
2884 Smith, Calvin C..
2894, ders, J. O

e
canne

s129jAsbury, T. P ... ... Tingiey. 2155/ King, Albert E........
707 |Camp, A 1 2149 Maxwell, .J, P,
708(Cump, e[ Kelloiton, 3084 Merrill, John
911(Horue, John ... ..... ME Ay, 2197Selby, R. W ...

RINGGOLD COUNTY.

BAC COUNTY,

’] STATE PHARMACY REGISTER. 89
LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CONTINUED.
SIOUX COUNTY.
|
) |
8l
ADDRESS. :g NAME. ADDRESS,
e
;’:
3128| Leland, W. L, ccvavuue
m’MOBHd0.0 M
2205 Owens, A. P
1| Plumbe,
2370 Quigle
2827

SCOTT COUNTY.

435 Koeh, Francis J.. ...
K E
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACISTS—CoNTINUED. LIST OF REGISTERED I'IARMACISTS—CONTINUED.

w N INTY.
VAN BUREN COUNTY. ARREN COUNTY

——— — |s ‘
. o 8.
§ §s £ - 1
g , | ME. . ADDRESS, — NAME. ADDRESS,
33 NAME. TOWN. .:.g NAME, TOWN, :g; i ‘fg
2 és
éa g-,‘i, - z
z 'ﬂ;.pplu,.l ¥ . .ceoeo.|Indianola. 62| Nunnally, L. B «+o|Hartford,
87| Bowmer, John B ... Mt Sterliog. 2018/ P Bentony - He | Geo, B ‘.n.ooun. 93| Pouge, J. A » . . |Locona.
1961 | Biackmer, Ben]. P. .| Bonaparte. 310 Birminghes, i nnud "David W.....[Milo. 90| Swallird, Tslal 1. Carlsle.
2978/ Baker, W. 8 ar 28761 Milton, 2607 L m... 7 ..Ibeny Center. 2120/ Spuniding, Indianola.
680 2015 uu . Wm. Norwalk. 1504 Wilson, New Virginia.
656/ : 869/ Milton, = 10 xulolu. John X¢) Palmyr& 1595 Wilson, James H .....|N2w Virginla.
1369 Heory L ... 1821 Kilburn, 259 MeKay, Wm. T . Milo.
1604 "'“'Jd'i‘nﬁ"""" ""'&‘1‘. z;{: A I8
Jantril,
o] ek £ 574 : ‘;L’;:,‘;:,m WASHINGTON COUNTY.
1‘ McBeth, Wm ......
———— Washiogton. ‘Mu Longwell, Jesse Wellman. .
: lv%llo':s‘a.xm o (R«“v'd Dnni&l s Wuh{ngmn
NTY. ashington. man, A, A . ngton
SIRL000 Washlogton. 2645 Ritter, Jno, M . .| Kalona.
. guhimﬂon. msmﬂk. lp)_n\d l' easses Weumnn.
2220/ Hetlesae! rt..[Sheldabl, verside, 27 n
40| Hostotter, oo T - ogadbl- ashington. 3108/ Stewnrt, Chas,
2562| Hansen. James B Brighton. 3105 wm 38 :
ones, s khton. 4 ker, W. A
b 2y m“B x!ol:‘nd. .| Washington,
mu A.

2161| Lax, Frederick ..
m Land,

Slater.
Lewis, Roland, .......
mo Pickett, John H, N’mnm
Isaac S

WAYNE COUNTY,

3193| Phi lps,
Ot e ATMBITONg P < 3 1820) FTDKIE, GO0, W ..ooons
3297/ Th e e R 2288 K ing, 1
*|oito. 2193 MoCoy,
TAMA COUNTY. 1873| RARKID, o,
3525" s‘.'D = Ovryn-lm
a0 Allen, M, L. oo 2191 Naverth, J, f ———
3093, rmmu& 1118] ﬂrmlnlon)l. a
i Rmoey, s s WINNEBAGO COUNTY.
2371 |Berry! Moutour.
o, Enu - | Tama Oity. mk +---.|FOTest Oily. I 11|Nerby, Levi B ........|Lake MIlls.
1| Doug! vesnse| DySHIt, Kuneler, Chas. E. .|Lake Mills. I\ Plnckney Jawes . Forest Cil
| Han "5umli pret i amo.ﬁ. 0 e erestt* | Horest Gity. Plnckney, B & oo Forest Gity:
ale, Frank
som R‘ Horry: Paor. ' i o e |
181 Marsh, Loonasd .....?ﬂlng. Ium Woolley x'r‘;';'ms RS OUHEY: ‘
Manrid, Romanus ... | Dysart. 2038| Wiley, Tk -
Sots i‘sféu“v""‘.n AR s
WAPELLO COUNTY. v John ¥ .. |Ft. s
900 VoL Dodge

1|McKechnie, N. w.... Ft. g:gg
“}x'f rs, Harry

e, o NLumwa,
QBSJMA vevee [OrtUmMWA,
r\.lhﬂé.....
Chester O, ...[(
ayett

WINNESHIEK COUNTY.

Osslan. o78| Rudolph, (‘hu Epe i
inson. I Kudolph, R. F
l’)‘oe:t‘:h. Btll . ur £

ohn ... ma
” Tower. Hannible E Atkinson.
mvmun Fordyee....,.. #

799| We ser, Emillius T....[Decorai.
mrl Webb, N. H ..........\Hesper,

ison, J. B weeen
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LIST OF REGISTERED PHARMACIS 'S—CoNTINUED,
WORTH COUNTY.

: g §o -
L . o 2 z z
&3 ADDRESS §§ i E 3 |
3§ NAME. 2 NAME. ADDREss, 8 H
£ | iy
shermnn Nucyn.. G:&m ——— =
ie Witson. 'N ..... Sacrags ozmm""“" , ’
] Ll “J0§ pamau
o g -1 WP 1
WOODBURY COUNTY. —]
5 1
Rioux City. 2994 < ofiueyo |
.|8loux City. 1472 A. = eu] JO 298|
. {Sloux City. 1419/ Rice, Oh, 2 :
Sallx. 1420 (4]
Sioux City. 30i2{Scherling. Gusta < a
- Bloux City. 960/ Smith, Frank = =
-|Danbi 3304(Sedgwick, Willis B g
1624 Weeks gij &
: £, He =
g =
a Z 53 3
WRIGHT COUNTY. g & 2 |
g 3 : 8 |
% i Y |
0] o:.' gguorse.(}huﬁ ...... & Grove, <4 B i
1834/ Hamilton, 8. B +|Clarion. 2462 Newma §= Lk
8141|Harr, D, D... Belmond. 2157 Strickler, B E . 2 T
161 nlwum ﬁ --|Belmond 1918 Westveer, Henry 58 =t |
2983 Mty J. 4 . ul, F. = | 8 id
B & e ciiEsicin
b 383832883 88337!88 RERIRER
g s ;ggm T e f e R e R e e
Jdxe jo s1eq EE] EREEED éigi
ol Bilalii FLH L S D
) Bs:ssss:sssss‘a:ss:z:sss:szss
won nic-‘a'o’a‘s‘aeflfg‘e--u‘aaugivﬁ'dd’vi—d’-‘
§ TR R eyl

NAME.

R -
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Number certificates issued to those who were in business at the Passags of
the law without examination:
Green seal Certificates........ DT CAIPIRRE S E R ST
Number certificates issued to graduates wmlout examination:
TR NRL ORCTRODRIDE o v vr/sv oo + 5o evameinaenrvnrere
Number who passed successful exmnmauonu to whom gold m]
certificates were issued..............c.cc0nvunns YRy waen

Total number of certificates issued to September 15, 1857,
Of this number

7 ERRATA—IN APPENDIX,
T £ el

Page S Qertifioate No. 2662, In latest address eolumn, instead of Harlan, read DeSolo,
Page 11, Certificate No. 2330, read date of last ch P ber 94, 1887, Instead of Sep-
tomber 24, 1881.

Page 18, Certificate No. 3836, for place of Registration read Fidon Instead of Eldora.

Page 14, Certificate No. 609, Albert Cummings, has forfeited.

Page 84, Certificate No. 2837, instead of W, H. Higley read W. H, Highley.

Page 45, Certificate No. 518, Instead of W. C. Modern read W. (. Morden,

Page 46, Certificate No. 1212, J. ‘W. Morrison, read six years dellnquent, in Kansas, and for-

felted.
Page 40, Oertificate No, 1214, W. G. Moore, Is not in Kansas nor forfeited.

n
15
——
330

G
There were revoked for violation of law.. .. 2&%2:?&]:;! 3
Red .

Green seal.,, 88

Registered Pharmacists reported dead ...... Ited eeal ,,,. . Page 48, The Certificate of W, L. Miller is No. 2045.
Gold seal..., 80— s Page 48, Certificate No, 2458, Instead of McMechan read MeMechan.
Green seal, 9 Page 60, Certificate No. 2035, for date of last ch read N ber instead of April.
Oanceled by request of the owners ...... .., { Red seal..:: 2 Page 51, Certifieate No. 2368, for date of last change read November lnstead of April.
Gold seal.... 47— - Page 59, Certificate No, 837, for date of 1ast change, read 87 lostead of 81, and to New Lon-
Certificates wlthoutenmlnntlon superseded | Red seal . 4 don Instead of Newburn.
by certificates by examination.......... }Green seal.. . 141— Page 57, The Certifieate of H. 0. Rawson is No, 881,

Page 63, The Certificate of Charles Snyder Is No. 834 Instead of 734,

Page 67, Certificate No. 2093, Instead of Primrose City read Promise City,

Page 68, Certificate No. 2588, O. H. 8proul, Is not delinquent.

Page 76, Certificate No. 1322, for date of last change, lnstead of April read November.
Page 78, Certifioate No, 2608, for date of last change, Instead of April read November.
Puge 80, Certificate No. 1560, Charles E. Yount, is delinquent six years and forfeited.

Page 80, Certificate No. 1507, Jas. G. Young, I8 not delinquent.

Page 80, Certificate No, 1600, 0. . Young, Is delinquent six years and forfelted.

Page 80, Certificate No. 1993, WIill G. Young, is not delinquent.

Page 81, Adalr county. Certificate No. 1140, instead of Mc¢Donell read MecDermid.

Puge 82, Black Hawk county. The number of C. E. Miller’s Certificate is 3101 Instead of
ser. -

Page 83, Butler county. The number of Rollin E, Wick's Certificate Is 3150 Instead of 3140,
Page 86, Deestur county, Artemus Brown's location read Leon Instead of Westerville,
Page 8, Dickinson county. The number of Elias L. Brownell’s Certificate Is 760 Instead of
m. B

Page 89, Honry county. The number of Theo, Wolbel’s Certificate is 2755 Instead of 2725,
Page 90, Howard county, The number of Wm. Connolly's Certificate s 2040 Instead of
.

Page 91, Jones county. The number of Mary A. Skinner's Certificate 18 277 instead of 278.
Page 92, Keokuk county. Certificate No 688, read David L. Norcross instead of Dandel.
Fage 92, Kossuth county. Certificate No. 262, read Forbush Instead of Eorbush.

Page 92, Loe county. The number of Thomas Ward's Certificate Is 886, Instead of 686.
Tage 93, Linn county, Certificate No. 3088, read Colvin Instead of Calvin.

Fage 8, Linn county. The number of Delos D. Stevens’ Certificate 1s 973 Instead of 923.
Fage 95, Mills county. Certificate No. 901, read Joseph P. Munger instead of Jax, P,
:I&Nonmmty. The number of E. W. Bachman’s Certificate 1s 2497 Instead of
Page 88, Poweshlek county. Certificate No. 1621, Wm. Cary, has forfeited.

14

Certificates without examination forf.
per section 4 of the law elt.edau ggenu:nl T

Certiflcates delinquent; owners out of the State... ........ 118
Certificates delinquent; the owners whereabouts unknown. 282—
Certificates in force whose owners reside out of the State ... ...
Certificates in force, and whose owners, or most of thcm.mln

active business in the State.................

sesmerunarnan

B R S L P A

‘il-‘i B3 % 5 o

i —




CERTIFICATE.

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, ;

|

1

\

|

Towa CommissioNErs or Puarmacy, ) J(
State Carrror, Des Moings, Iowa.

|

I, Cuas. A. WeavER, Secretary of the Commissioners of Pharmacy 1‘]
for the State of Iows, hereby certify that the foregoing Abstract of the A
State Pharmacy 'Register is copied from the original Register on file
in this office, and that the same is true, correct and complete.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the
seal'of the Commission, this 1st day of December a. p.
[smAL.] 1887,

C. A. Weaver,
Secretary of the Commissioners.






