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OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY

IOWA COMMISSION OF PHARMACY, }
Des MoiNes, Jowa, December, 1888,

b his Baxcellency, BureN R. SuErMAN, Governor:

8ie—I have the honor to submit to you the second biennial report
of the Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa, compris-
ing & brief account of their transactions from the date of their lass
report, October 31, 1881, to October 31, 1883, with a few observations
and suggestions on the Pharmacy law, and a Corrected Abstract of
the State Pharmacy Register, to December 31, 1883.

Very respectfully,
(. A. WeAvER,
Secretary of the State Board of Pharmaey.




BIENNIAL REPORT.

SYNOPSIS OF BOARD MINUTES
For two years, from October 31, 1881, to October 31, 1883.

The first occurrence of note after the last biennial report was on
the amendment to the Pharmacy Law by the Nineteenth General
Assembly, when new forms and regulations were formulated and
adopted in accordance with the amendment, the law as amended pub-
lished, and a copy sent to each registered Pharmacist in the State.

At a meeting of the Commission, May 9, 1882, Regulations num-
ber eight, nine and ten were adopted and ordered published. After
receiving and approving the Secretary and Treasurer’s report for the
year ending May 8, 1882, the Commission adjourned sine die.

Commissioner Schafer’s first term having expired, but having been
re-appointed for another term by you, the new Board, consisting now
of R. W. Crawford, Ft. Dodge; C. A. Weaver, Des Moines, and
George H. Schafer, Ft. Madison, met on same day and organized by
electing R. W. Crawford, President; George H. Schafer, Vice-Presi-
dent, and C. A. Weaver, Secretary and Treasurer. C. A. Weaver de-
clining to serve, G. H. Schafer acted as Secretary pro tem. until July,
1882, when the office was moved to Des Moines, and Commissioner
Weaver took charge of the office as Secretary and Treasurer.

February 26, 1883, Revocation Order number three, was issued, as
follows :

Des Moines, JowaA, February 28, 1883,

Whereas, certified copies of court records showing final judgment of con-
victions against R. D. Townley, of Allerton, Wayne county, Iowa, for re-
peated violations of the State Pharmacy law have been presented to us, and
written notice served on said Townley to this day show cause, if any, why
his name should not be stricken from the State Pharmacy Register. We
find that no good or sufficient reason has been shown why we should not
strike his name from the Register, and therefore order and direct the Secre-
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tary of the Commission of Pharmacy to strike the name of the said R. D.
Townley from the State Pharmacy TRegister, and report the revocation of

his certificate, number 251, to the publie.
R. W. CRAWFORD,

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

The order was duly executed, and a copy of the order mailed to R.
D. Townley on the 28th day of February, 1883.
March 7, 1883, Revocation Order number four was issued as fol-

lows :
Des MoiNgs, lJowaA, March 7, 1883,

Whereas, certified copies of court records showing final judgment against
A. H. Keller, of Corydon, Wayne county, Iowa, for repeated violations of
the State Pharmacy law have been presented to us, and written notice
served on said A. 1L Keller to this day show cause, if any, why his name
ghould not be stricken from the State Pharmacy Register, we find that no
good or suflicient reason has been shown why we should not strike his name
from the register, and therefore order and direct the Secretary of the Com-
mission of Pharmacy to strike the name of said A. H. Keller from the State
Pharmacy Register, and report the revocation of his certificate, number 385,

to the publie.
R. W. CRAWFORD,

GEORGE H. SCHAFER,
C. A. WEAVER,

Commissioners of Pharmacy for the State of Iowa.

Order was duly executed, and a copy of the order mailed to A. H.
Keller,

On the same day, James Fitzgerald, of Emmetsburg, Iowa, having
been previously notified, appeared with his attorneys to show cause
why his certificate should not be revoked. After presenting written
petitions and affidavits of citizens of Emmetsburg, and written ob-
jections by his attorneys, his case was considered until the next day,
March 8, 1883, when the case was deferred for further consideration,
and the Secretary of the Commission instructed to notify the prose-

cution in the case to file additional evidence as authority or basis for

revoking his certificate.

The cases of Oscar Rodgers, of Corydon, Wayne county, and of E.

H. Armstrong, Wayne county, because of insufficient evidence, w
deferred for further consideration. ’
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In the case of David Thorp, of Van Wert, Decatur county, notice
having failed to reach him because of his having removed ﬁ:om Van
Wert, final action was also deferred.

Regulation number 11 was adopted and ordered published.

At the annual meeting, June 7, 1883, the case of James Fitzgerald
of Emmetsburg, was again brought up, Noadditional evidence lmv:
ing been received, Commissioner Crawford was directed to go to Em-
metsburg and investigate the matter personally.

After receiving and approving the report of the Secretary and
Treasurer for the year ending June 7, 1883, Commission adjourned
sine die.

Commissioner Weaver’s first term having expired, but having been
re-appointed by you for another term, the new Board, consisting now
of R. W. Crawford, George H. Schafer and C. A. Weaver, met on
the same day and organized by electing R. W. Crawford, President,
George H. Schafer, Vice-President, and C. A. Weaver, Secretary and
Treasurer, for ensuing year.

October 10, 1883, the Board met for the purpose of hearing addi-
tional testimony in the case of James Fitzgerald, of Emmetsburg,
James Fitzgerald being present in response to a summons to appear
to show canse why his certificate should not be revoked. Commis-
sioner Crawford then submitted, in writing, on oath, what he had
learned and seen in his investigation while at Emmetsburg. After
reading the charges to James Fitzgerald, he plead guilty to having
sold liquor to more than one person as a beverage, and that he kept
liquors in his back room, in a place or cupboard like a regular bar in
a saloon. He having plead guilty in addition to court records of con-
viction, his certificate number 1760 was ordered revoked, and his
name stricken from the State Pharmacy Register, as per order num-
ber five.

The case of L. Wells, of Des Moines, Iowa, was then taken up for
further hearing, he having been notified to show cause, on or before
September 8, 1883, why bis certificate should not be revoked, his an-
swer up to that time not being deemed satisfactory, His certificate,
number 43, was ordered to be revoked, but on his presenting addi-
tional answers, the order was suspended for the consideration of these
additional answers. But no good and sufficient reason appearing to
these additional answers, the former order was affirmed, and his name
ordered to be stricken from the State Pharmacy Register, the order
to take effect this day, October 10, 1883, as per order number six.
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COMPLAINTS ON VIOLATIONS OF THE LAW.

Of the complaints made to the Commissioners for alleged viola-
tions of the Pharmacy law, most of them have been anonymous com-
munications, to which in most cases no attention has been given;
but all complaints emanating from a source where reliable parties
have been willing to subscribe their names, or make complaints in
person, the Commissioners have endeavored to investigate, and have
righted, as far as possible, all irregularities ; and whenever deemed
necessary, a member of the Commission has been sent to investigate
the alleged violations.

Delays seeming unnecessary to some aggrieved individuals have
caused some mutterings, but the Commissioners have carefully en-
deavored not to in any instance over-step the authority vested in
them, and, without a precedent, have been compelled to take the ini-
tiative all through, feeling their way. Some of our acts have caused
litigation, and required the employment of legal counsel —in fact,
protracted and expensive litigation—but we are glad to state that in
all cases our acts have been sustained.

The basis of our action in cases of revocation of certificates of
registration has been upon properly certified copies of court records,

In some instances the court has disclaimed its duty under the law
to prosecute violators, seeking to throw it entirely upon the Phar-
macy Commission, which has no jurisdiction as a court.

MANNER OF CONDUCTING EXAMINATIONS.

For a time after the organization of the Pharmacy Commission

printed schedules were sent out to notaries public, to be answered un-

der oath by applicants. In some instances this mode was unsatisfac-
tory, and it has been entirely abandoned.

The examinations are now held at the residence of either Commis-
gioner, on stated days, or before the full Board at such time and
places as the Commission may appoint.

The Board also have an assistant Conductor of Examinations in

writing, at Council Bluffs, Dubuque and Sioux City All examina-
tions made by these assistants are submitted to each Commissioner
for his approval or rejection. If not entirely satisfactory, the appli-
cant is required to appear before either one of the Commissioners in
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person, and verify his former examination by another or supplement-
ary examination.

The question has been many times asked members of the Commis-
gion, “ How much do you make out of the receipts for fees and dues?”
sometimes inferring there is a bonanza in it. In answer, we invite a
careful and critical examination of our subjoined report of receipts
and expenditures. Also to the following, which will give something
of an idea of the labor required for each examination.

The party desiring registration usually writes some member of the
Commission to that effect. In reply, the applicant is furnished a
copy of the law, and a blank for formal application, which requires
testimonials of sobriety and good moral character, the credence of
whieh we investigate, if unknown, when the applicant presents him-
gelf for examination. The number of interrogatories usually pro-
pounded to each applicant at each examination is one hundred or
more, to answer which about five hours is usnally required. It re-
quires about two hours for each Commissioner to make his estimate
on an examination, after which the papers are forwarded to another
Commissioner, and so on to the third. If the applicant is found to
be sufficiently qualified,’in the judgment of the majority of the Com-
missioners, the Secretary enters his name upon the register in form,
and notifies the applicant. His certificate must then go the rounds
for the signature of each Commissioner. If the applicant is unsue-
cessful in his first examination, he is also notified, and has the privi-
lege to again present himself for re-examination within one year
without a fee. The Secretary has also to visit the Secretary of
State’s office, and there make duplicate register. It is safe to state
that each examination requires about ten hours’ labor, and if the ap-
plicant is re-examined, about twenty hours.

Every few months new examination interrogatories must be pre-
pued', which requires time, care and expense. Most all of our
examinations are required in writing, as each examination must be
approved by a majority of the Board ; hence, an oral examination
cannot be given except at least two Commissioners be present. In
giving oral examinations more than one applicant cannot be exam-
ined at the same time; hence, but little can be accomplished in a da
in this manner. ;

During the past two years a very small number of serious or fatal
errors have been made in dispensing. Generally the younger class

2
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of druggists of three and four years’ experience have made rapid
proficiency, which is indicated by the comparative superiority of
their examinations over those of like experience three years ago.
Quite a large number have aspired to enter the drug business, and
have proven themselyes incompetent; these have been prevented.

A large majority (more than nine-tenths) of the registered phar-
macists endorse and uphold the law; in fact, the good results are
abundant evidence of the necessity, efficacy and practicability in
many respects.

Section 12, of chapter 75, wisely provides that “this act shall not
apply to physicians putting up their own preseriptions,” and no
place is there any legal enactment defining who are and who are not
physicians. Any one who puts up a shingle, styling himself a physi-
cian, regardless of professional ability, is, under the law, allowed the
same rights as the most learned and proficient medical practitioner,

The professions of the physician and the pharmacist are closely
allied, in that the objects of both are adjuncts to health—the former
being to diagnose diseases and prescribe; the latter to prepare and
dispense the remedy. The legislative enactments of some sister
States have cut off many self-styled medical practitioners, who have
sought a field within our borders. The influx of these, together with
those formerly among us, make a large number, many of whom have
sought to enter the vocation of the pharmacist, thus placing us in a
position to better observe the lack of professional ability, and indi-
cates more foreibly to us than perhaps any others the necessity of
judicious legal enactments regulating the practice of medicine, and
to protect the commonwealth from the dangers of indiscriminate
practice.

Referring to section 10, relating to itinerant vendors, we have to
report that no money or license fee has been collected for the reason
that section 12 contains an exemption clause that said act “ shall not
apply to the sale of proprietary medicines manufactured in the State
and when same are sold and distributed by agents from an established
place of business”; the words, “manyfactured in the State,” being
deemed unconstitutional as in conflict with the Constitution of the
United States on inter-State commerce, and based on a decision of
the Towa Supreme Court in a case from Marshalltown.

The expunging of the words, “manufactured in the State,” would,
in our opinion, cure the defect, and we believe the reduction of the
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license fee to fifty dollars would yield a more certain revenue, as the
incentive to evade the payment of the same would be correspond-
ingly lessened:

Owing to the fact that we have been unable to impose the license
on itinerants, their vocation has been greatly increased, people have
been defrauded in the hope of receiving a balm for their ailments
from these silver-tongued, irresponsible, oscillating vendors who palm
off their worthless nostrums.

Many complaints have been made to us concerning these, and ask-
ing us to impose the license, but we are powerless.

SECTION SEVEN, RELATING TO ADULTERATIONS

and the responsibilities of registered pharmacists for the quality of
all drugs, chemicals, and medicine sold or dispensed by them, we con-
sider one of the best provisions of the law, and we are pleased to
report that no instance of violation of this section has been reported
to us during the past two years.

SECTIONS EIGHT AND NINE.

The liquor sections of the pharmacy law, owing to their close asso-
ciation with the irrepressible question of how to control the sale of
liquors for legitimate purposes, has given us much trouble and ardu-
ous labor, especially so since the enactment of the following amend-
ment to section 8 and the general liquor law, during the last three
days of the Nineteenth General Assembly:

A Bill for an Act to amend section 8 chapter 75, of th
5 g e laws of the h-
teenth General Assembly, and for an act to repeal section 1527, aleg to

amend section 1520 and section 1537, of the Code of 1873
the sale of intoxicating liquors. S

Bcsaenmdlbyx:cmmlmwyofﬂw State of lowa:

ECTION 1. section eight (8), chapter seventy-five (75

of the Eighteenth General Assembly of the Statotzt Iovs'a,)i):fa::le il: wt:
hereby, amended, by striking out all after the word * provided,” in the fifth
(5th) line of said section, and inserting in lieu thereof the following: * That
all provisions of chapter six (6), title eleven (11), of the Code of 1873, and of
any laws that may be hereafter made, amendatory or in addition ;hereto
regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors for mechanical, culinary, modici:
nal, or sacramental purposes, shall be applicable to persons selling liquor
under this act, or the act to which this is amendatory; Provided further, that
any registered pharmacist, who shall be convicted of any violation of said

.
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chapter six (6), title eleven (11), of the Code, or of chapter seventy-five (75),
of the laws of the Eighteenth General Assembly, or any law hereafter made.
or amendatory thereto, shall have his name stricken from the register by
the Commissioners of Pharmacy.”

8ro. 2. That section fifteen hundred and twenty-seven (1527), of the
Code of 1873 be, and the same is hereby, repealed.

8rc. 8. That section fifteen hundred and twenty-nine (1529), of the Code-
of Towa be, and the same is hereby, amended, by striking out the words
“ upon the presentation of such certificate and bond to the county auditor,”
and inserting in lieu thereof the following words, to-wit: ** Upon applica-
tion for permit, and filing the proper bond with the county auditor.”

Sro. 4. That section fifteen hundred and thirty-seven (1537), of the Code
of Towa be, and the same is hereby, amended, by striking out the following
words, to-wit: ** No person having a permit to sell intoxicating liquors un-
der this chapter, shall sell the same at a greater profit than thirty-three per
cent on the cost of the same, including freights and.”

8gc. 5. All acts, or parts of acts, in conflict with this act, are hereby re-

pealed.

This being returned by you to the Secretary of State within the
thirty days prescribed by the Constitution, without your signature,
though without your objections or veto, has been published in the
back part of session laws unpaged and unchaptered, and as such has
been declared by the Attorney-General as a valid law, and the fol-
lowing instructions given our Board to guide them in their official

acts relating thereto:
FIRST OPINION BY THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL.

OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL
Drs MoiNes, Iowa, May 23, 1882, }

Sie—I have considered your question whether the measure originated im
the House of Representatives, and known as substitute for House Files 161,
166 and 196, has become a law and will be in force after July 4 next. This
bill passed both the House and the Senate on the last day of the late Gen-
eral Assembly, receiving the constitutional majority in each House and
being duly signed by the Lieutenant-Governor and the Speaker of the
House. The evidence shows that it passed into the Governor’s hands March
17, the day of adjournment, It has thereon the following certificate:

STATE OF Iowa, }
Office of Secretary of State.

I hereby certify that this act was deposited in this office, April 15, 1882,
without approval of the Governor and without any objections filed by him.
J.A.T. HuLy,
Secretary of State.
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An interpretation of section 16, article 3, of the Constitution determines
the question. It provides: ** Every bill which shall have passed the Gen-
eral Assembly shall, before it becomes a law, be presented to the Governor.
If he approve he shall sign it; but, if not, he shall return it with his objec-
tions to the House in which it originated. * * * * If any bill shall not
be returned within three days after it shall have been presented to him (Sun-
«day excepted) the same shall be a law in like manner as if he had signed it
anless the General Assembly by adjournment prevent such return. Any
‘bill submitted to the Governor for his approval during the last three days of
4 session of the General Assembly shall be deposited by him in the office of
the Secretary of State within thirty days after the adjournment, with his
approval, if approved by him, and with his objections, if he disapprove
thereof.”

It will be observed that the Governor neither approved nor made objec-
tions to the bill in writing. But he #lid deposit within the thirty days in
ithe office of the Secretary of State. If he did not intend that it should be-
«come a law, why did he do that and why is the bill now of record in that
office? In the absence of objections it seems to me that this shows the pur-
pose of the Governor to have been to give approval to the bill. Otherwise,
why did he not retain it? And why take it from his own office to that of
‘the Secretary of State? But again it will not do to give interpretations to
«one part of the section disregarding all others. Suppose thelbill had passed
the General Assembly more than three days prior to adjournment? This
section of the Constitution savs: * If he approve he shall sign it, but if not
Ae shall return it with his objections.” But in the event he does neither?
The answer is, *“ the same shall be a law in like manner as’if he had signed
it.” And so I claim in this case. He neither signed nor objected thereto
-and the words, ** the same shall be a law in like manner as if he had signed
it,” it seems to me applies to a bill sent to the Governor within the last
three days of a session as well as to a bill sent to him more than three days
before the adjournment, provided he returns it to the Secretaryof State. I
think the bill is a valid statute and as such will be in foree on and [after
July 4, 1882, In addition to the language of the Constitution, I have re-
«eived considerable light from the following authorities to which I invite a
<areful perusal if you wish to investigate the question further:

Cooley’s Constitutional Limitations pages 152-154; People v. Hateh, 19 111,,
2583; Turlton v. Peggs, 18 Ind., 24-27; People v. Bowen, 30 Bab., 28-85.

Yours very truly,
SyirH MCPHERSON,
Attorney-General,
To Gro. H, SCHAFER, R
Commissioner of Pharmacy.
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COMMENTS.

The material part of the citation from Cooley on the Constitu-
tional Limitations, referred to by the Attorney-General, consists in
the assertion of the principle that the Governor is a component part
of the Legislature. Cooley refers to Fowler v. Pierce, 2 Cal., 165, in
which the court held that notwithstanding an act purported to have
been approved by the Governor before the actual adjournment, it was
competent to show by parol evidence that the actual approval was
not until next day. The California court relied on People v. Purdy,
2 Hill, 31, in which it is asserted that the court can go behind the
statute to inquire if the law under review had been legally passed.

People va. Hateh, 19 Illinois, is considered the leading case. A
representative apportionment bill had been passed, which the Gov-
ernor approved by mistake. His private secretary returned the bill
to the Legislature as approved, in the usual routine of his work,
Subsequently the Governor was made aware of his unintentional
action, and he immediately prepared a veto which he sent to the
Speaker of the House and also erased his signature from the bill
itself. It was held that the bill had not become a law. It had never
passed out of the Governor’s possession, after it was received by him,
until after he had erased his signature and approval, and the court
was of the opinion that it did not pass from his control until it had
become a law by the lapse of ten days under the Constitution or by
his depositing it with his approval in the office of the Secretary of
State. Depositing it with the Secretary affected the bill in no wise—
that it was a mere executed courtesy. But had the Governor re-
turned the bill to the House with a message of approval he would
have lost his option of control thereof. -

The present bill or law, whichever it may turn out to be, is not the-
one whioh the Pharmacy Commission and the friends of temperance
songht to have enacted. It is stated that the original bill was satis-
factory both to reputable apothecaries and temperance people, but.
that the law as passed is weaker in several particulars than the one
for which it is substituted.

A prominent temperance man was asked what he thought would be
the effect of the law if it stands the scrutiny of the courts. His
opinion was that it afforded a means in those counties where the
license theory is in the ascendant to open saloons whether the
Constitutional amendment prevails or not. In other words, that aud-
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itors of lax views-would issue permits to persons who would comply
with the forms of law in everything except doing a legitimate apoth-
ecary business. :

The public will watch for the outcome with much interest, for the
courts will thereby be called upon to settle the law on two questions

at once.
SECOND OPINION BY THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL.

Forr Mapisox, Towa, August 5, 1882,
Hox. Syirn MoPuersox, Attorney- General for State of Iowa:

Sir—Herewith find letter from a registered pharmacist which puts
some of the many questions asked in regard to right of druggist
without permit to sell liquor on physician’s prescription.

We have hundreds of letters asking if they have a right to sell
when a preseription contains medicine in combination with liquor,
and many other questions, all of which are pending your reply to my
letter of May 13th, and July 7th. The question also presents itself
to those who are able to give bond, how are they able to keep an ac-
count of each ounce of liquor sold by them in prescription or con-
sumed in the thousand and one processes of their intricate business
and be able to make their monthly report to auditor agree with their
receipts—it may safely be asserted it is impossible to carry out the
requirements of the law in detail—hence would ask if in your opin-
ion it would be legal to report the difference each month in one entry
as “used in the laboratory for manufacture of tinctures, etc.” Those
few druggists in the State who have applied for permit, run against
this stumbling block and declare the law impracticable, some have
withdrawn their application and will probably refuse to sell for any
purpose whatever or place themselves on their careful use and sale as
involuntary violators of a law they cannot see how they can possibly
comply with, if no more detailed and modified instructions are
given. * * * * *

Yours very truly,
Geo. H. Scnavrer.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL’S OFFICE,
RED OAk, Towa. August 7, 1882.}

Sir—Yours of the 5th at hand. The great difficulty is as to whether a
bill that passed both houses of the last General Assembly, but not signed

by the Governor, is a law or not. I have heretofore said to you in an opin-
ion that I believed the bill to be a law. There are doubts about it, and
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some of the best lawyers in the State maintain that it is not a law. But I,
as a law officer of the State, should be very certain before holding it not to
be a law, and assist in breaking it down. Therefore I must insist that it is
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the apparent hasty action of this sweeping legislation would be neg-
atived by your veto; especially so when a few days after the General

Assembly had adjourned the Supreme Court rendered the fnll‘ow-
ing decisions which confirmed the claims of legitimate ph.armnmstn,
and clearly showed that the aforesaid amendment to section 8 was
not only wholly unnecessary, but tended to vitiate the good that had
already been accomplished, and which was under such favorable pro--
gress in this exceedingly difficult labor of reform.

a law, and assist in trymng to enforce it, leaving it to parties who think
otherwise to carry it to the courts.
Under the Pharmacy law of 1880, it was generally believed, and I so be-
: lieved, that a druggist could sell liquors for medicinal purposes without a
permit. Some lawyers contended that the penalties of the liquor law, as
found in Code, were repealed. But the Supreme Court, in State against
Mercer, held otherwise.
8o that it is absolutely beyond question, that for a druggist to sell liquors
*4 for any purpose other than for medicinal purposes, he must first obtain a
i permit from the board of supervisors. Whether he must have a permit to
af sell for medicinal purposes without a permit, depends entirely upon the
question whether the bill not signed by the Governor is a law or not. T
shall hold, until the courts decide otherwise, that it is a law. If it is a law,
then a druggist cannot sell for any purpose, whether for medicinal or other
purposes, without first getting a permit; and it makes no difference whether
the liquor is obtained on a physician’s prescription or not, the druggist in
that case must have a permit. However, if a prescription is filled contain-
ing liquor, but is so medicated as to destroy its use as a beverage or intoxi-
cant, there can be no liability, whether the party selling has a permit or not,
A permil for such sales has never been required under our laws; and this is -
50 whether such compounds are sold by virtue of physicians’ prescriptions
or not.

As to the difficulties in keeping an account of liquors used for tinctures,
ete., does not involve any legal question. Excepting for the liquors lost by
waste, leakage, evaporation and shortage, there can be, it seems to me, an
account kept for all sales, as well as those used for tinctures, compounds,
etc. But these difficulties are not for me to solve. I am unable to under-
stand how any entry can be made not strictly true, and I cannot understand
how objection can be made to any entry that is truthful.

Yours truly,

SUPREME COURT DECISIONS.

STATE OF JowA v. KNOwWLES.*

Where, in a prosecution of a registered pharmacist for selling liquors as a
beverage, the agreed facts showed that the defendant had sold a pint of
whisky to a stranger upon the simple statement of such person that he was
accustomed to taking it and wanted it for medicine, held, that a judgment
of conviction would not be disturbed.

A justice of the peace has jurisdiction of a prosecution, under the phar-
macy act of 1880, for the sale of liquors as a beverage.

Appeal from Poweshick District Court.

An information was filed before a justice of the peace charging that the
defendant sold to W. Cullison intoxicating liquor. The defendant was con-
victed by the justice, and appealed to the District Court, where he was again
convicted, and appeals to this court.

John F. Lacey and T. C. Reed, for appellant.

Smith MePherson, for the State.

SeevERs, C. J.—The trial was had before the District Court, without the
intervention of a jury, upon an agreed statement of facts. No objection
was made to the manner the case was tried in the District Court. The prin-
cipal error relied on in substance is that the court erred in finding the de-
fendant guilty under the facts agreed upon. The stipulation is as follows:

“(1.) The defendant is a physician and registered pharmacist, and runs
and keeps a drug store at Searsboro, in said county. (2.) That on or about
the 18th day of May, 1881, one William Cullison, a stranger to the defend-
ant, called at defendant’s drug store and asked if they had whisky. The
defendant said they had. Cullison then said he wanted a pint. The de-
fendant told him he was not allowed to sell it except for medicine. Culli-

*Filed March 22, 1882,
3

8. MCPHERSON,
Attorney-General.
Gro, H. SHAFER, EsQ.,
Member Board of Pharmacy.

The enunciation of this interpretation of same by the highest
legal adviser of State officers, enjoined upon us to so conduct our offi-
cial acts as would conform to this opinion until the constitutionality
of same could be adjudicated by the courts and our duties otherwise
defined. The publication of these views caused much controversy
among the legal fraternity and much commotion among the regis-
tered pharmacists throughout the State who confidently believed that
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son replied that he needed it for medicine; that he was accustomed to taking
it, and wanted it for medicine. The defendant then sold him one pint of
whisky, and he signed his name on a book kept by the defendant, showing
that he got a pint of whisky for medicine. Said Cullison had no preserip-
tion from any physician. The defendant did not examine him or preseribe
whisky for him, but simply sold it to him on his statement that he wanted
it for medicine, in response to the defendant’s statement that he could not
sell it except for medicine. The only question is whether such a sale is in
violation of law, or whether the pharmacy law authorizes or makes such
sales lawful. The State claims it was merely an evasion of the law, or an
attempt at evasion of the law, for the suppression of the unlawful sale of
intoxicating liquors. The defendant claims that under the pharmacy law
he has the right to sell whisky to any one who calls for it and says it is for
medicine, unless he has reason to know that 1t is wanted for an improper
purpose.”

In 1880 the General Assembly passed an act to “ regulate the practice of
pharmacy and the sale of medicine and poisons.”” Miller’s Code, 950. It
provides that registered pharmacists and *‘ apothecaries * *  ghal) .
have the right to keep and sell, under such restrictions as herein provided,
all medicines and poisons authorized by the National, American, or United
States dispensatory and pharmacopeeia, as of recognized medicinal utility.”
It is, however, further provided it shall not be *‘ lawful for any licensed or
registered druggist or pharmacist to retail or sell or give away any alcoholie
liguors or compounds as a beverage.”

Previous to, and at the time of, the passage of the foregoing act, the sale
of intoxieating liquors was absolutely prohibited, except by a person duly li-
censed for that purpose. Code, 44 1528, 1526, 1540. 1t is insisted the act of 1880
repeals, or is 8o in conflict with, the foregoing sections, that the same, as to
druggists, cannot be enforced; and that druggists now have the right to sell
intoxieating liquer to any person who purchases the same for and as medi-
cine; the urgument being that the several dispensatories mentioned in the
statute recognize such liquors as being of ** medicinal utility,” and therefore
express power is conferred on druggists to sell the same. CONCEDING THIS
TO BE 80, IT IS EQUALLY CERTAIN DRUGGISTS CANNOT SELL INTOXICATING
LIQUORS AS A BEVERAGE, This being so, we turn to the agreed statement
of facts, and therefrom conelude this was left a debatable or unsettled ques-
tion, to be determined by the jury, or rather, in this case, by the court. Cer-
tain facts are agreed upon, which, it may be said, tend to show the liquor
was sold as medicine; but the ultimate fact, whether sold as a beverage or
medicine, is not agreed upon, but left open, to be determined from the evi-
dence; that is, facts agreed on.

We incline to think it is true liquors might be prescribed by a physician
and yet the circumstances surrounding the transaction might be such as to
warrant the jury in concluding the liquor was sold as a beverage. Conced-
ing a person may preseribe for himself and lawfully determine he should
take intoxicating liquors as medic!ne. and that a druggist in such case may
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Jwwfully sell such liquor, it does not follow that it is always so prescribed or
sold. It is undoubtedly tfue, the claim that it is taken and.Sf)ld as medi-
cine may be a subterfuge, and that, while in form sold as medicine, 1T WAs,
IN FACT, A BEVERAGE, AND 80 UNDERSTOOD BY BOTH BUYER AND SELLER
THE DRUGGIST MUST ACT IN GOOD FAITH, and t-h.e mere fact that
& person says he wants intoxicating liquors as medicine will not exoue‘rute
the druggist if the circumstances are such as to warrant the court or jury
in concluding that, in truth and in fact, it was sold as a beverage. We have
no means of knowing upon what ground the court below proceeded; but we
are of the opinion that, under the agreed facts, the court could well have
found the liquor was sold in fact as a beverage, and, therefore, under the
gettled practice, we cannot interfere with such finding, g P
It is urged the act of 1880 prescribes that the penalty fox.- a violation of
its provisions may be a fine of $100, and for ** repeated violations ™ the mu_ne
of the offender shall be stricken from the register. Itis urged that a justice
cannot fine an offender in a greater sum than $100, and, therefore, because
of the additional penalty, the justice of the peace did not have jurisdiction
of this prosecution. We think this is unsound, because the.justice diq not.
have power to strike the name of the defendant from the register. Besides,
this offense is the first violation of the act committed by the defendant.

AFFIRMED.

StAaTE oF lIowA vs. H. W. MERCER, APPELLANT.*
Appeal from Madison Cireuit Court.

The defendant was indicted for, and convicted of, the crime of nuisance.
In the indictment it was charged that the defendant, on the first day of Jan-
ary, 1879, and on other days between that time and the finding of the indict-
ment, erected and used in the county of Madison a building, with the intent
therein to sell intoxicating liquors contrary to law, and did then and there
keep and sell intoxicating liquors contrary to law.

In the indictment the defendant pleaded guilty as charged, and judgment
was rendered that he pay $300. Afterward the defendant moved an arrest
of judgment and for a new trial upon the following grounds: That the judg-
ment is contrary to law; that the facts stated in the indictment do not con-
stitute a crime; that upon the whole record, no legal judgment can be pro-
nounced; that the defendant could show, if allowed a new trial, that there
were no sales by him of intoxicating liquors to any one of the witnesses
whose names are endorsed on the indictment until after the FIRST DAY OF
APRIL, 1880; and the defendant did not know that he could so prove until
after the sentence was pronounced upon him: and, finally, that the fine is

April 21, 1882,
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unreasonable and oppressive. The court overruled the motion, and from its
order overruling the same the defendant appeals.*

A. W. Wilkinson, for Appellant.
Smith MePherson, Attorney-General for the State.

Avpams, J.—The defendant contends that the law under which the indict-
ment was found, Title 11, Chapter 6, of the Code, was repealed in part by
Chapter 75, of the Eighteenth General Assembly, Miller’s Code, page 950,

The act referred to is entitled **An Act to regulate the practice of phar-
macy and the sale of medicines and poisons.” It allows the sale by regis-
tered apothecaries of intoxicating liquors authorized by the National, Amer-
ican or United States Dispensatory or Pharmacopeeia as of recognized med-
ical utility. but only for the legitimate and actual necessities of medicine.
It provides a penalty for a violation of the provisions of the act by the sale
of Intoxicating liquors, somewhat different from the penalty provided in
Title 11, Chapter 6, of the Code, for a violation of the provisions thereof by
a sale of intoxicating liquors.

In our opinion, Title 11, Chapter 6, of the Code was not repealed, except,
possibly, so far AS WAS NECESSARY TO ALLOW SALES BY REGISTERED APOTH-
CARIES OF INTOXICATING LIQUORS FOR MEDICINE.

Nor do we think that it was necessary that the indictment should charge
that the defendant was not a registered apothecary. It charged that the
defendant sold intoxicating liquor contrary to law, Whether, if the defend-
ant had pleaded not guilty, it would have been incumbent upon the State to
prove that the defendant was not a registered apothecary, we do not deter-
mine. Judgment having been rendered [upon a plea of guilty, we see no
ground for setting it aside.

Nor do we think that we should be justified in reducing the judgment.
The presumption must be in favor of the correctness of the action of the
court below, and no fact or circumstance is shown to us tending to im-
peach it.

! AFFIRMED.

The above case disproves the incorrect idea promulated by a dis-
triot judge, that the pharmaey law of 1880 had entirely repealed Title
11, Chapter 6, of the Code, and to this judge’s misinterpretation of
the law and extraordinary instructions to the grand jury, thus praec-
tically nullifying the law in his distriet, do we attribute the animus
of representatives from said district, who pressed the amendment to
section 8 as a remedy which, in the light of to-day, may appear to
them as most unwise and injudicious. However, as a further show-
ing of the efficiency of the law as originally enacted, we refer to our
first biennial report, and we append the following decision of Judge
Given, which case was a virtual test of the constitutionality of the
law and the jurisdiction of our Board. :
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Isaac F. Hildreth, plaintiff, vs. R. W. Crawford et al., Commissioners of
Pharmacy for the State of Iowa, defendants. In the Circuit Court of
Polk county, June, 1882, No. 6272, law.

OPINION.

By the Court. A writ of certiorari was granted on petition of the plaintiff,
requiring the defendants to certify fully to the court a transeript of their
proceedings against the plaintiff. From the return it appears that the Com-
missioners, having received a certified copy of the indictment and proceed-
ings thereon, resulting in conviction of plaintiff for violation of the laws
relating to the selling of intoxicating liquors, they issued a notice to the
plaintiff to appear and show cause why his certificate of registration should
not be revoked. The plaintiff appeared in person and by counsel, and filed
a protest to the jurisdiction of the Commissioners, which was overruled.
Thereupon he filed an answer and an application for continuance. The
Commissioners held the application for continuance insufficient because not
sworn to and not showing of diligence.

The plaintiff thereupon filed a motion for dismissal, which was overruled,
whereupon jthe plaintiff was notified of'all the matters contained in the
transeript for the Distriet Court, and given an opportunity to introduce evi-
dence, which he failed to do, whereupon the Commissioners found from the
transeript that he had been guilty of and convicted for a violation of the
Jaw regulating the sale of intoxicating liquors, and that he had frequently
sold intoxicating liquors in violation of law, and * said conviction being a
final one,” they directed the Secretary to strike the name of said Isaac F. Hil-
dreth from the Iowa State Pharmacy register.

The plaintiff demurs to the return of the Commissioners, because—

1. Said defendants had no jurisdiction of said proceedings against him,
or in any or for any cause to revoke his said license, or to cause his name to
be stricken from the register of pharmacists.

2. Said proceedings were judicial in their nature and in !their character,
and defendants had no power under the law, or by reason of anything sta-
ted, whereby to make said order.

3. The eourt, before which said trial and proceedings are alleged to have
been had, alone had jurisdiction to order plaintiff’s name to be stricken
from said register.

4. Said return does not state facts sufficient ,to establish a "defense to
these proceedings.

1t is claimed, in support of the demurrer, that the act ‘‘ regulating the
practice of pharmacy and the selling of medicines and poisons” is uncon-
stitutional in this: That the act embraces more than one subject-matter;
that it invests the Board with judicial powers, and with author:ty to deprive
persons of liberty and property without due process of law.

Our Supreme Court has said, in determining whether an .act embraces
more than one subject, ** that the unity of objeet is to be looked for in the
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ultimate end, not in the detail or steps leading to the end.” The practice
of pharmacy and sale of medicines and poisons is the object to be attained,
and the end to be obtained is the regulation thereof.

Without multiplying words or citing authorities, I may say that it is very
clear that the act is not in contravention of Section 29, Article 3, of our
Constitution. The only discretionary power vested in the Board is in the
examination of applicants for registry as pharmacists. In addition to this
the act enjoins upon them the duty of keeping the registry.

Penalties are expressed in Sections 7, 8, and 9 of_ the act. For adulterat-
ing drugs, Section 7 preseribes a penalty not exceeding one hundred dollars,
and in addition thereto the pharmacist’s name shall be stricken from the
register. Section 8 authorizes the registered apothecary to keep and se]l
medicines and poisons authorized by the National, American, or United
States Dispensatory and Pharamacopmia, as of recognized utility.

Intoxicating liquors; being recognized as of medicinal utility, it is further
provided, “‘that nothing herein contained shall be construed so as to shield
an apothecary or pharmacist who violates or in anywise abuses this trust for
the legitimate and actual necessities of medicine, from the utmost rigor of
the law relating to the selling of intoxicating liquors, and in addition there-
to, his name shall be stricken from the register.”

Section 9, after preseribing the manner in which poisons may be retailed,
provide: “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 violation of the provisions of this section shall make
the owner or principal in said store or pharmacy, liable to a fine of not less
than twenty-five dollars, and not more than one hundred dollars, to be col-
lected in the nsual manner, and in addition thereto, for repeated violations
of this section, his name shall be stricken from the register.”

The power of imposing either or all of these penalties is vested in courts
of competent jurisdiction, and not in the Commissioners of Pharmacy.
They have no power to try and determine the guilt of a party under either
of these sections, nor to impose the penalty of striking his name from the
register. The language of the statute in each instance is, *‘His name shall
be stricken from the register.” His conviction in a court of competent
Jurisdiction alone determines whether his name shall be stricken from the
register or not, and when so convicted, it only remains for the Commis-
sioners to perform the clerical act of striking it.

They do not exercise judicial powers nor were there any proceedings before

them depriving the plaintiff of liberty or property. The provision by which
he was deprived of the right to exercise the profession of pharmacist was in
the district court of Decatur county, and a proceeding wherein his rights
was measured by “due process of law.”
- Waiving any question as to the right to demur in such case, I hold that
the law, in the respects complained of, is constitutional, and that the pro-
ceedings of the Commissioners, as shown in the transcript, are in accord-
ance with the law,

The demurrer is overruled.
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We would ask your especial attention to the clause restricting the
powers of our Board in regard to revocation of certificates of regis-
tration by limiting same to orders of courts of competent jurisdic-
tion which we believe to be the most practicable, wise and proper.
This opinion was based on the original act, but since July 4, 1882,
we have this doubtful amendment to section 8, which although not
for us to question, we have complied with as best we could in accord-
ance with the opinion of the attorney-general, but we deem it incum-
bent on us to direct your attention to the difficulties involved in our
assuming additional duties and expense, for which the State has made
no adequate provision, and for which the Executive Department of
the State has felt unwarranted by law, to provide; we refer parti-
cularly to the necessary expense of the Attorney-General in a case
whereby our action in execution of the law was contested in the
courts and maintained by them.

As an index of the disposition of our Board to carry out the pro-
visions of this amendment, we quote from a Board ruling in relation
to a case of a registered pharmacist, who was notified to show cause,
if any, why we should not strike his name from the State Pharmacy '

register:

“ [Under the present law and rulings it is not our daty to hold court, grant
continuances and listen to attorney’s legal technicalities. We are as a Com-
mission not obliged to undertake such duties. A Commissioner is expected
to make short work of cases, according to their best knowledge and belief,
under such regulations as are approved by the Attorney General. I think it
sufficient and best, in the complicated case before us, to have a commission
personally investigate this pharmacist’s mode of conducting his store, which,
as alleged by petition of many citizens of his place, is being conducted as a
saloon ; and have said Commissioner make his report thereon under oath,
and on this, with certified copies of court records showing conviction, base
our action and make our decision in the case.”

And in another quotatio;x of an opinion on the objection and an-
swer filed by a registered pharmacist’s attorneys :

“ To make my decision on points raised conform to the Attorney-General's
opinion on the validity of the amendment to section 8 by the last legisla-
ture, T must hold that the argument of the attorneys does not now hold
good, and does not affect our rights to revoke registration on a single con-
viction of any violation of said chapter 6, title 11, of the Code, or of the
Pharmacy law of 1882. Under these laws of the Nineteenth General As-
sembly I will feel authorized to revoke any registered pharmacist’s registra-
tion on a single conviction, and shall so hold in all cases where I am satis-
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* was to ask your honorable body to enact a pharmacy law that would

94 COMMISSION OF PHARMACY REPORT. (Es

fied said conviction was regular and no appeal taken. If parties feel ag-
grieved at this action, let them test the validity of this amendment, then we
will know positively how to act hereafter; but the more I think of it, the
firmer 18 my conviction that we must let the courts correet us, or the next
General Assembly correct the law,”

As an expression of the sentiments of the Iowa State Pharmaceut-
ical Association, and their sincerity to secure proper legislation on
this pharmico-liguor question, we here append the following memo-
rial, which was unanimously adopted and signed by all members in
attendance at their annual meeting, February 15, 1882:

BEssioNs OF THE IowA STATE PHARMACEUTICAL Assocwrron,}
ExposiTioN BuiLDING, DES MOINES, February 15, 1882,

1o the General Assembly of the State of Iowa:

Your petitioners ‘'would respectfully represent to your honorable
body that our association, now numbering five hundred members,
which is one-fourth of the registered pharmacists of the State, is the
representative association of the druggists and pharmacists of Towa.

One of the first incentives to form this Association two years ago

protect an honorable profession from the evils growing out of the in-
discriminate sale of intoxicating liquors by so-called druggists, under
the permit system of the general law in regard to the sale of liquors
for medicinal, sacramental, culinary and mechanical purposes, by
which system our profession was being degraded to that of a liquor
dealer. To remove this unjust imputation, we petitioned the Eight-
centh General Assembly to enact a law that would confine the sale of
liquors in drug stores exclusively for medicine, providing, as per sec-
tion 8 of the law enacted, that « nothing herein contained shall be
construed so as to shield an apothecary or pharmacist who violates or
in any wise abuses this trust for the legitimate and actual necessities
of medicine, from the utmost rigor of the law relating to the sale of
intoxieating liquors, and in addition thereto his name shall be stricken
from the register,” thus preventing the further abuse of the liquor
traflic under the guise of a druggist.

Owing, however, to some disreputable druggists violating the law
before the same could be enforced, or before the law could be prop-
erly understood, a disposition prevails in some minds to condemn the
pharmacy law before giving it a test, or that consideration its impor-
tance and Sincerity demands, Acting in good faith on the suggest-
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ions of the Commissioners of Pharmacy to amend the law so that no
one can question the force and intent of the law, we unanimously
recommend your honorable body to so amend the law as to make its
language unequivocal ; and, to the attainment of these laudable pur-
poses and perfection of this new law, respectfully ask your commit-
tees, to whom this may be referred, to hear our Committee on Legis-
lation in relation thereto, and we sincerely trust that you will give
the same your favorable consideration.
Respectfully submitted.

OAs a further showing of the wide-spread interest and importance
of this question to the public at large we annex a few only of the
various comments on same: '

COMMENTS OF THE IOWA STATE PHARMACEUTICAL ASSOCIA-
TION'S COMMITTEE ON LEGISLATION, AUGUST 30, 1882,

Owing to the many constructions put upon the substitute amend-
ment to section 8 of the pharmacy law, and the unsettled opinions
still existing, we deem it best, at this time, to reserve a full expres-
sion of opinion until the meeting of the association, when the same
can be fully discussed and the sense of the whole fraternit y expressed.
Until this amendment is repealed, or declared invalid by the courts,
we cannot do otherwise than advise as faithful compliance with same
as possible, and simply offer the following facts and comments that
fame may be correctly understood, and in hope that out of the pres-
ent conflict of opinion some good may result, that will enable us as
a fraternity, pledged to preserve the respectability of our profession,
either to refuse to sell liquors for any purpose whatever, or to be able
to sell what little may be necessary for the actual necessities of med-
icine, without the excessive requirements and approbium so often
attached to a permit dealer, who also sells liquors for “culinary,
mechanical and sacramental purposes.” The pharmacy law, now
being better understood, is regarded by all true temperance people
as

A WHOLESOME LAW.,

It has, during the past two years, weeded out forty per cent of the
so-called druggists who were, previous to 1880, using the drug busi-
1SS as a cover to sell intoxicating liquors. Every principle elaimed

for this law has been affirmed by the courts since the legislature
4
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adjourned, thus rendering this substitute wholly unnecessary, as re-
peatedly and earnestly stated to the few representatives who so per-
sistently advocated the enactment of the substitute; their convictions
or prejudices being based on their particular locality, where this new
law, like the old, may have been violated, and the new law not en-
forced because it was not understood. These representatives seemed
unprepared to credit the druggists of other localities with better mo-
tives; they evidently could not conceive why the practical druggist

was advancing
BETTER TEMPERANCE MEASURES

than their own and so they rushed their substitute along at a time
when its faults could not be shown up by discussion,—pressing it on
the Senate on the last day of the session as an urgent necessity, when
it could not receive the consideration it would otherwise have re-
ceived had its effects been known. But now that it is upon us, and as

its provisions are even
LESS RESTRICTIVE

but more obnozious, than the old liquor law, which the pharmacy law
of 1880 improved so far as it related to druggists, it behooves all
registered pharmacists to be more vigilant than ever not to again in-
our the reproach from which we feel we were being freed by the bene-
ficent effects of the pharmacy law; and being so

MANIFESTLY IN THE RIGHT,

with two years’ practical experience and Supreme Court decisions
back of us, we look forward with confidence to an early session of the
legislature to remedy existing hardships, which we deem it best to
comply with as near as practicable, hoping in the meantime, that no
spirit of malicions persecution will be tolerated by any judge or jury
in the State, especially not previous to the expectant interdictory leg-
islation on the present irrepressible question of how best to regulate
the sale of liquors for those purposes not prohibited by the Constitu-
tion. In this the lowa State Pharmaceutical Association can point
with pride to the practical methods for regulating its sale for mediei-
nal purposes to section 8 of the pharmacy law, in force from March
22, 1880, to July 4, 1882, and to the practical and complete en-
forcement of this wholesome law by the Iowa Commission of Phar-
maey in every properly formulated complaint—the courts having sus-
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tained the action of the Commissioners and aftirmed the principles in-
volved in every contested case. The association can also point with
pride to the unanimity with which they memorialized the Legisla-
ture, February 15, 1882, to continue to restrict the sales of liquors

by registered pharmacists to medicinal purposes, under the efficient

penalty of revocation of registration for violations, thereby indicat-
ing their desire to be free from all responsibilities or profits incident
to the sale of liquors for purposes other than the actual necessities of
medicine, and claiming

NO EXEMPTION

from laws regulating the ordinary traffic of some for a profit.

These principles and facts should be strenuously inculeated on the
minds of the public and members of the General Assembly, and the
practical operation of same shown up at home, where deliberate con-
vietions are formed that will result in wise legislation. At the last
session of the legislature our cause and principles received most
faithful advocacy by the members appointed, who worked through the
entire session without pay for time or labor. It is a matter of satis-
faction to them, that, notwithstanding the substitute passed, they feel
that the general disposition of senators and representatives was rea-
sonable; and we have no doubt a majority of the whole Assembly
would, in any other day and circumstances, have refused to sanction
this bill, as many, no doubt, have since had cause to regret their ac-
tion, the result of which must now be endured until it can be cured,
either by themselves or by the courts. We believe, however, it re-
flects the sentiments of our fraternity to patiently await the voice of
the people through their representatives, and to this purposes respect-
fully ask the

PRESS OF THE STATE

1o give such publicity of information given as will advance the cause
of right. And we trust that every registered pharmacist will keep
himself, his citizens, and the Committee on Legislation, thoroughly
informed of the situation.

L. H. Busu, Chairman, Des Moines,

Geo. H. Scuarrer, Fort Madison,

J. P. Morzy, Storm Lake,

Commiittee on Legislation.
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FURTHER COMMENTS.

The repeal of the liquor clause of the eighth secti-on of the phar-
macy bill, and the enactment in lieu thereof the permit act of the last
General Assembly, has caused the misunderstanding and dissatisfac-
tion among druggists all over the State. Under the original phar-
macy law, druggists were authorized to sell spirituous liquors as legi-
timately as medicine. Under the amendment known as the Permit
Act of the last legislature, druggists may not only sell liquors for
medicines, but also for culinary, sacramental and mechanieal pur-
poses. A large number of the druggists have no desire to keep and
gell liquors for the three last mentioned purposes, and many of them
will not do so. But the amended act of last wintey compels them to
enter upon this general sale, or else not to sell for medicinal use.
Thus the amendment forces upon us a measure that is seriously ob-
noxious to very many druggists of Towa, who, rather than take out
permits for this wholesale traffic in liquor, will not sell it even for
medicine. One of the primary objects of the pharmacy law was to
rid our profession and business of the stigma of being classed as li-
quor dealers, grog shops, ete. The pharmacy law most effectually
did this. At the same time, druggists who wished to do so could ob-
tain permits to sell for the several puiposes prescribed by the permit
law; but comparatively few druggists of the State availed themselves
of that privilege. The amendment of the last legislature only affects
those who wished to deal in liquors only as a medicine, and who do

* not wish to sell it for other purposes; and to require them not to dis- -

pense it at all, or else sell it for other purposes they do notwish to
connect with their business or engage in, is a very great injury to
them, if not an insult. Had not the legislature attached the per-
mit system to section eight of the pharmacy law, then those drug-
gists who wanted permits could have still availed themselves of it;
at the same time those who do not wish to engage so generally in the
liquor business could still have dispensed it for medicinal purposes
only. Therefore, it is only those druggists who are affected by the
amendment that do not intend to enter upon the general sale of in-
toxicating lighors. Unless the legislature persists in forcing this
class of druggists to the duty of ‘selling liquors for purposes they do
not wish to engage in, the amendment will be repealed at the earliest

possible opportunity.
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Those druggists who are seriously opposed to selling liguors for
any other purpose than that prescribed by the highest medical
authority, make no issue with those who sell it for other purposes;
there may be local causes or personal reasons for this privilege. But
we make the protest loud and ewphatic against coercing others into
such sales in opposition to their views and opinions as business men,

It is a mooted question whether the amendment referred to is a
binding eonstitutional law, for the reason that the Governor did not
approve it. The Attorney-General has given it as his opinion that it
is of foree and valid. Opposed to this view a very large number of
the legal profession claim that it is not a constitutional law, and is
mot binding. This question will have to be decided by the courts,
and whatever that decision may be, it is our duty to submit to with
respect. But it is unreasonable to believe that the legislature will

" continue an act that will deprive so many druggists of a legitimate

husiness strietly pertaining to their profession, because they are con-
secientiously opposed to extending the sale of intoxicating liquors to
purposes mot in harmony with their views and opinions of a legiti
mate drug business. And we conclude that this class will refuse to
take out permits, and will solidly and unitedly test the constitation-
ality of the amendment; while those who entertain different views
and opinions will avail themselves of the amendment.

A SPECIMEN INQUIRY.

, lowA, August 4, 1882,
“Geo. H. SHAFFER—Dear Sir:

Can you tell me just where a violation of Towa State law begins in the
sale of medicinal compounds containing alcohol or other intoxicating
liquors, by a druggist who has no permit? All tinctures come under this
«lescription; many liniments also; and we are frequently asked to fill pre-
seriptions containing more or less of the forbidden liquors, in regard to
which I ean get no satisfactory information as to whether they can be lg-
gally filled or not. Where is the line to be drawn?

In connection with this matter I may say, that while I favor prohibition
of the sale of intoxicating liquors as a beverage (in so far as it can be made
practically effective at least), yet I think the liquor section of the pharmacy
law, in its present shape, a very unreasonable enactment. The people of
Iowa certainly do not wish to prohibit the sale of these liquors for legiti-
mate use. If they did, we would not have the provision for granting per-
mits. Yet in many small towns and villages it does practically do so, or
make them obtainable only through a violation of the law by some one.
Many ..onest druggists will not apply for permits; indeed, no self-respecting
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man wants to go around among his friends, like a suspected criminal, beg-
ging them to give perpetual bonds for his good conduet, in about the amount
that would probably be required were he indicted for manslaughter. Were.
it not for the desire of the druggist (a commendable desire, surely), to be-
able to supply everything in his line that his customers required for legiti-
mate use, and the necessity of competing with those who do obtain permits,
or sell without them, I think we might presume that not one straight drug-
gist in ten would apply for them. In large towns and other places where
the filling of preseriptions is an important item, many may be found to.
swallow the dose, but it will be always unwillingly, and under a strong temp-
tution to ignore its conditions whenever it is so, and with a decided disgust:
toward those who make it necessary. In other places, where the pressure
i8 not so great, permits will not be applied for at all; and in these places.
liquor for any purpose will not be obtainable except through a violation of
the law. And it s worthy of note here that the temptation to violation
increases with the feeling of the parties that the restrictions are unreason-
able.

The principal objections to the permit system, to my mind, are three,
First—the bonds required, which are insulting in themselves (placing the
applicant in the position of a person under suspicion), and unreasonable in.
amount, Second—the monthly reports, which are very troublesome; and,
Third—the severity of the penalty, in connection with the fact that the
seller is made responsible for errors of judgment in himself and assistants,
as well as for willful violations.

Probably few people realize the difficulty of keeping clear of mistakes.
The seller has to deal with all sorts of people—honest and dishonest, truth-
ful and lying; with those acting in good faith, and those seeking only to.
miclead; with all these he must deal, careful as far as possible to give of-
fense to none, yet must question all, and perhaps cross-question many, sift-
ing the honest from the dishonest, and accommodating some while refusing-
others. All this must be done unerringly, else he is under the penalty of
the law, with his only hope lying in concealment. (Note the penalty.)
‘Where there provisions for supplying the demand elsewhere, so that the
druggist could let himself out altogether, it would not be so trying. But.
there is none. Any one, except grocery keepers and such, can obtain a per-
mit on the same conditions as a druggist, if he seeks it; but no one seeks or-
wants it, and the druggist, consequently, is the only person to whom his cus-
tomers look for a supply of their need, and he has to suffer a large share of’
their indignation if he cannot supply them,

And now, what are we to do about it? How can we expect soonest to ob-
tain a remedy? )

I believe, were the matter fully understood by the public, and did drug-
gists unanimously abide strictly by the law, while refusing to submit to the
degrading conditions on which permits are granted, the remedy would come:
with the first opportunity. There would surely be some more satisfactory
provision made for supplying the legitimate demand. At present we are
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under suspicion, and hence the difficulty. Whether or not such suspicion is
just, would be fruitless inquiry. The need now is its removal, and the
shortest or only road to this is to remove all grounds for it. If we observe
the law to the letter, and unanimously do so, the public will soon find it
out—find out, too, what the law is. And if the conditions on which they
invite us to supply them with such medicines are unreasonable, and we tell
them we will not accept them, their necessities will lead them to seek a
remedy. If we refuse to accept the place of persons under suspicion, we
will command respect; and if we simply carry out the law as they make it,
they will make it so they will not inconvenience themselves too much.

Please excuse the length of this. Idon’t know how far you may be in
gympathy with it, but have thought it well, considering your position and
the practical nature of the subject, that you should know how druggists
generally regard it, and have endeavored to express my views briefly and
plainly. To my question at the commencement of this I would like a reply,
if it will not be trespassing too much on your time, and enclose stamp so as
not to encroach on your purse also.

SPECIMEN OPINIONS.

A prominent official says: v

I do not think the substitute passed last winter is what is needed. T trust
that the Governor will deem it best to call an extra session; if he does, all
the legislation upon this question will no doubt be so changed as to protec
the druggist legitimately selling liquors, and wipe out those selling illegiti-
mately.

Another official and jurist says:

Substitute for House files Nos. 161, 166 and 196 destroys all the legal re-
strictions of the pharmacy law (so far as it relates to the sale of intoxicating
liquors). Under it any party who can ¢ive bond, and whose moral charac-
ter cannot be affirmatively shown to be bad, can sell liquor for four pur-
poses, to-wit: medicinal, mechanical, culinary and sacramental purposes.
While, under the law as it before stood, a registered pharmacist could only
sell for medicinal purposes, as shown by decision of the Supreme Court.
found in the Northwestern Reporter, for April. It is the freest whisky law
ever enacted in Iowa, and much less restrictive than any well regulated
license law.

A registered pharmacist writes:

I am heartily opposed to amendment to section 8, for the reason that it
places druggists on about the same plane with saloon-keepers. Or, in other
words, it presupposes that drug stores are grog shops. While it is truethat,
under the former law, some few druggists may have used it as a subterfuge
for the illegal sale of liquors, the major part did not.- And. as the law then
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stood, the penalty was so severe, taking away their registration, that it surely
was sufficient protection for the temperance people, backed up, as it was, by
the Supreme Court, in the Searsboro case. The druggists of the State must
enter a protest and have the present law modified at the next session.

From the Des Moines Register, June 28th, 1882:

The old pharmacy law which has been so much decried as relieving the
druggists from all responsibility for illegal sale of liquors, is proving to be
the best kind of law we ever had. The Supreme Court has already held that
it did not repeal the old intoxication law, except so far as to allow a druggist
to sell liguor for medicine, but it holds that he is not protected by a man’s
mere saying that he wants liquor for medicinal uses. The druggist must
act in good faith, and if he does not he is liable to the same penalties that a
soloon-keeper suffers. And now Judge Given has made a ruling in the case
of Dr. Hildreth, an account of which appears or our local page, in which he
holds that where a druggist violates the law relating to intoxicating liquors,
he, as a legal consequence of conviction, forfeits his certificate of registra-
tion as a druggist, and can no longer do business as a druggist in the State.
This is a wholesome law. It not only punishes whisky sellers, but it makes
an end of them, dismissing them from the business under cover of which
they violated the law. The law is so stringent that though a man has no
regard for the law itself, he will have too much regard for his business in-
terests to ineur the severe penalty of wrong-doing. It may be of added inter-
est now to the State to know that the law regulating the sale of liquors by
drug stores is much more severe than the law that Kansas has for the same

purpose.

Regarding the new law, the Cedar Rapids Republican says:

This new law places so many restrictions on druggists, and makes them so
liable to prosecution, even when they are not knowingly guilty of violating
the statutes, that they hardly feel like taking the risk of handling liquors at
all. Action similar to this is being taken by the pharmacists all over the
State.

A Vinton paper says:

You shouldn’t blame your druggist if he refuses to sell you spirituous or
vinous liquors, even under a physician’s prescription. There isn’t a drug-
gist in Vinton who can sell a drop of sueh liquors, whether for medicinal,
mechanical, culinary, or sacramental purposes, not even to answer the most
pressing necessity, without laying himself liable to a fine and loss of his
registry as a pharmacist. Not a druggist in Vinton or in Benton county
has a permit from the Board of Supervisors to sell, without which none can

:n lawfully sold for any purpose whatever. Do not blame them if they re-
use,
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From the Marshall T'imes- Republican :

The druggists of Cedar Rapids and Iowa City have united with those of
Howard and Winneshiek counties in declaring that after the amendment
becomes operative they will not sell any liquor for any purpose whatever,
until the legislature shall make a distinction between a pharmacist selling
lignor for actual necessities as a medicine, and the dram shop. The restric-
tions thrown around druggists by the amended pharmacy law are so exact-
ing, and the penalties for violation so heavy, that for those who desire to
strictly observe the law there is too great risk to run. Those who care not
how they sell will, of course, take the risk. An experienced druggist gives
it as his opinion it would be impossible to sell liquor under the pharmacy
law for a year without becoming liable, for purchasers who get liquor in
that way are generally those to whom a simple lie or even a false oath are
no impediments. However conscientious and careful a druggist might be
he would certainly be taken in sometime. It is not impossible, therefore,
that the druggists of the State will combine in the decision not to sell
liquors to any one for any purpose.

The Chicago Journal says:

The druggists are evidently not pleased with the pharmacy law. The
general opinion among them is that they cannot sell intoxicating liquors on
the prescription of a physician, and that they must obtain a permit to sell
for medicinal, mechanical and culinary purposes, precisely as before the
pharmacy law was passed. This was not what was intended by the phar-
macists. It was designed to give reputable druggists holding certificates
from the State Board of Pharmacy the right to sell for medical purposes,
and violations to work forfeiture of certificate and perpetual disbarment as
a druggist. This would place the drug business in the hands of reputable
and professional men, and break up the practice of drug store saloons. But
it seems that a man has only to get a permit from the county supervisors to
sell liquors, put in a few drugs, and a back door, to have a drug store saloon
as before. A large number of druggists are putting away all liquors, and
will not keep them for any purpose.

From Chicago Druggist, July, 1882:
PHARMACO-LIQUOR LEGISLATION.

lowa, two years since, succeeded in getting what was unquestionably
@ valuable law on the subject, but the reaction came in due time by the pas-
sage, last spring, of the substitute bill recently published in these columns.
This law is a long step backward, and imposes conditions more odious than
did the State liquor law from which relief was originally sought. State
legislatures are not in a mood at present to deal rationally with even the
most reasonable requests from pharmacists on this subject. A further illus-
tration of this was afforded by the last Illinois legislature in its vicious
treatment of the ** liquor section » of the pharmacy bill,

5
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From the American Pharmacist, New York, July 8th:

The Towa legislature passed, just before its adjournment, what was gen-
erally known as a *‘substitute bill,” to amend certain provisions of the
pharmacy law of the State. The principal point in the bill, as passed, is
that registered pharmacists will be obliged to obtain a permit from the
board of supervisors of their county before they can sell liquors for med-
icinal purposes. Having obtained such permit, however, the law allows
them also to sell for *‘ mechanical, culinary and sacramental purposes,”
thus apparently opening pretty widely the door for surreptitious illegitimate
sales. As, however, the law also provides that to obtain a permit a bond of
$3,000 must be filed with the county auditor and application made through
him for a permit, and that the druggist will also be required to make a
monthly report to the county auditor of purchases, sales, ete., it would seem
that the community was sufficiently protected against the turning of drug-
stores into bar-rooms. The law, we understand, is causing considerable
comment in the State, and there has been some question as whether it has
really become a law. It seems that it was passed by the legislature during
the last three days of the session, and was returned by the Governor to the
Secretary of State within the time preseribed by the constitution, without
his signature and without objections, thus leaving a doubt in many legal
minds as to whether It,_would become a law or not; but the Attorney-Gen-
eral has, however, given his opinion that it has become a law, it will, there-
fore, be in effect on and after July 4, 1882, and must be so accepted unless
the Supreme Court decides otherwiseé. From private advices we learn that
the druggists memorialized the legislature asking to have their right to sell
liquors restricted to the sale for medicinal purposes only, and it was a Leg-
islature which was elected as and supposed to be strictly ** prohibition,”
which passed the anomalous law from which we have quoted. In this the
pharmacists showed themselves—as usual—far in advance of, rather than
behind, public opinion, proving that the sentiment of the profession is unan-

Imously against the selling of Yquors in drug stores except for purely medi-
cinal purposes,

From the American Pharmacist, August 19, 1882:

We gave, in the American Pharmacist, some weeks ago (Vol. 11, No. 2, p.
80,) a synopsis of the objectionable section of the amended pharmacy law of
Towa, concerning the operation of which there was some doubt. It now '
appears, however, that the law is published with the other laws of 1882, and
it will doubtless be enforced. There is a deep-seated feeling among the
druggists of the State that this law is onerous and unjust, and this feeling
seems to extend to others outside of the business. Asthe law now is, no drug-
gist can sell any intoxicating liquors for medicinal, mechanical, culinary or
sacramental purposes, without first filing a bond of $3,000, and being
obliged to attend to the detail of registering the name of the applicant for
liquor, and such other minor matters as the old law called for. In addition
to this, by any violation of the law, the druggist so violating is obliged to

.
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give up his pharmacist’s certificate, and cannot continue his business. The
Dubugue Herald, of the 11th inst., attacks the law most vigorously. It says
that while some druggists in the State may have hitherto sold liquor in vio-
lation of the law, the fact ** does not prove that all druggists have been sell-
ing liquor in violation of the law. It would indeed be a sad commentary on
gome of the most respected men of the communities of the State to put them
down as open or covert violators of a plain statutory provision.” And it
adds that ““ meetings have been held in quite a number of towns, and the
dealers in drugs have pledged themselves not to sell liquor for any purpose
whatever, or, in other words, they refuse to put up the three thousaud dol-
lar bond. In this event they hold a pretty strong balance of power. No
matter what the exigencies of the case, no matter at what hour of the day or
night there is need of liquor, it cannot be obtained from the drug stores of
those who propose to fight the law with this array of negative forces. These
druggists in the inland towns say that their sales of liquor, presuming of
course that they are selling in accordance with the law, have not been suf-
ficient to warrant them in going to the trouble of giving such a bond when
they stand such a certain show of being subjected to annoyance in conform-
ing to the same. They say that if any man feels disposed to do them injury,
he can easily procure the services of some sneak, who will go through with
all the required formula, obtain his liquor, and then show by his disposition
of it that he did not buy it for any of the purposes for which it can be sold.
The druggist would then be brought before the grand jury, an indictment
found, and he would be subjected to perhaps a long and expensive law suit
in order that he might be able to prove that he sold the liquor with the belief
that the man wanted it for legitimate purposes. Even though innocent he
might be defeated, his bond forfeited, and his gold, red or green seal certifi-
cate taken from him. Hence the druggists say that on this account, and
upon other points, they do not propose to subject themselves to the annoy-
ance and positive danger which the law will put them in, but they will
refuse to sell any liquor whatever. Looking at it from an entirely unbiased
position, it would seem that the druggists should have some reasonable way
provided by which they could sell liguor for medicinal, eculinary, sacramental
and mechanical purposes, the same as they are allowed to sell any other
drug. In case they violate the law in any way, they should be prosecuted.
But it would seem that as liquor is such an important article in medicine
and surgery, it ought not to classed differently from other drugs. As the
matter looks now, it seems as though the druggists had their patrons and
the public in a very tight place. There will be an earnest effort made for an
amendment or a repeal of the obnoxious sections of the law, and it is
thought that this action of the dealers will have a large influence in effecting
the change.”

The foregoing has been purposely condensed to receive the atten-
tion which it deserves, and prove to all reasonable minds that this
doubtful amendment to the Pharmacy Law, which seeks to entail on
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an honorable and highly respected profession the serious burden of
selling liquors for purposes other than that required for medicine,
SHOULD BE CORRECTED, and the original section eight re-enacted and
properly amended if need be.

THE 10WA COLLEGE OF PHARMACY.

The same reasons that led to the enactment of the Pharmacy law
have led to the establishment, in Des Moines, of the Iowa College
of Pharmacy, which, like the law, has been supported entirely with-
out expense to the State, and its workings have given like satisfac-
tion and evidence to the people what its capabilities are for the wel-
fare of the Commonwealth.

In commending this college to your consideration, we would say
that it would be a just and wise provision to create for same a de-
partment of Pharmacy in the State University, where the objects of
the constitution, to cultivate the higher education of the arts and
sciences, could be more extended and its benefits to the public be more .
effectually demonstrated.

SECRETARY’'S REPORT.
From last biennial report, October 31, 1881, to October 31, 1883.

AS PER LAST BIENNIAL REPORT.

Number of applicants who had failed on first examination and entitled

B0 DORRIBEIBINI - 1 o 3y 4 L o ¥ vone ot nsSucabinh us v malians ¥ nepe e Ne s 58
Applicants whose papers were then in course of procedure. ............. 28
Number of new applicants received and examined during the two

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

BBURICCN 5 o60 wiviy yogilh o v ;

Number passed on re-examination
Number registered as graduates

--------------------------------------

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

Total 1 umber receiving certificates during two years ... ..

Number who failed on first examination and entitled to re-examination. 78
Number lapsed and number rejected on re-examination. ................ o1
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TREASURER’S REPORT.
From last biennial report, October 31, 1881, to October 31, 1853.

RECEIPTS FROM OCTOBER 31, 1881, TO OCTOBER 31, 1883,

From 552 applications for examination.................oooenei L $2760.00
From 6 applications as graduates...................ooiiainn 12,00
From 40 duplicate certificates..............ccooiiiiiiiiiiiiiii, 40.00
From 858 chapges of locality..........ccconiiiiiiiininiis tann, 179.00
Prom 1874 renewals for I882. .. ....viiirnneiiinnicniieiacnnrnnns 1,874.00
From 1748 renewals for 1883, todate.......................oooLL 1,748.00
Total from all sources todate............ioviiiiviinninnnnene $6.618.00
Deduct expenses for two years—
Paid for postago StaImpSs. .........ccccoceenvcivisnsens $ 2044
T R O S R 78.50
R O RN DL & Gx'ns " 55 a5% ¢ nneanabs howss aasasas 1,127.11
Paid for traveling expenses of Commissioners when
on Commission workonly........ccvviviinvninnes 301.95
PR TR RIERRMAR & - s e o donsins saintarnnsemendeside » 186.50
Paid for telegrams, express charges and miscellane-
ONB EXDADIE. - 5 o« o x /s isvike sods/mension Uesss s uasts 93.70  $2,031.80
Amount net receipts apportioned to commissioners. $4,581.20
1 FOR YEAR 1882,
LR L e R R e e $ 548.81
T N S LR S ety S 848.31
I IO 3 s o o A el 0. o WV 0 GT0 0 B ST ok 48 i o el 848.31
g e ey S P NN L L e S T R N g $2,5644.93
FOR YEAR 1883
T INTECIRAL, < o' {0 5 5 e 0 8 e R i e 50 e s T A s $ 678.76
SO0 T BANSPOE .o i kaihonine AR AT SIORSE 5 o gy Fagwd v & 678.76
05 WORVRR. . s sa s sviesaaisa S S AN e R N FE e 5 E BTN Sk e 678.75
WOORE, < 55 5w as Soek W S TR SR s < A S O e $2,086.27

The Secretary’s and Treasurer’s reports are necessarily condensed,
for if given in detail, as per original reports, would be too volumi-
nous for publication, but they would better show the amount of work
the Commissioners have to perform during the year. The Secretary’s
office alone has answered and mailed over nine thousand letters and
postal cards during the last two years, as the expenses for postage
will verify, and while many correspondents enclose stamp for replies
(a very good example for more to follow).

\
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In conclusion, would again ask your attention to the suggested
amendments to sections 8 and 9 and 10 and 12, and would further
suggest that the law should be amended, more fully defining the
powers and duties of the Commissioners of Pharmacy. Believing
the law is for the benefit and protection of the whole populace, it
should be made a State institution, with its revenues turned into the
State treasury and its Commissioners paid a fair salary and legiti-
mate contingent expenses.

All of which, with the subjoined Regulations and Abstract of
Register, is respectfully submitted to your Excellency, and thus in-
directly to the Legislatare and the citizens of Towa.

Very respectfully,

C. A, WEAVER,
Secretary.
By order of
R. W. CrawroRD,
«Geo. H. SonAVER,
C. A. WEAVER,
Commissioners of Pharmacy

PHARMACY REGULATIONS.

REGULATION No. 7.

In all cases where registered pharm acists have two certificates of registra-
tion, the last certificate issuedwill supersede the former, and renewals will
be required on it only.

Adopted May 6, 1882,

REGULATION No. 8.

The Commission of Pharmacy, to save time and expense to applicants for
examination, have heretofore sent schedules of questions under sealed in-
structions to notaries, to be answered by applicants under oath, but owing
to some complaints for supposed improper means used to secure registra-
tion, the Commission will, after June 1st, 1882, require examinations to be
made before the Commissioners, or either one of the Commissioners, at
their respective places of residence, have therefore adopted regular stated
days, which will be. until further notice, the first and third Tuesday of each
month.

Applicants, however, who reside in parts of the State remote from the
residence of a Commissioner, and who find it more convenient to go to
Couneil Bluffs, Sioux City or Dubuque, may apply for examinations to be
conducted at these places by a duly authorized person. These places being
established for the time and purpose of saving expense to such applicants,
it will be incumbent on them to pay such person a reasonable fee to conduct
the seme.

The Commissioners prefer, when practicable, to have applicants appear
before them where the regular fee of $5 only is required.

In all cases where applicants elect to go to Dubuque, Sioux City, or Coun-
cil Bluffs, they must first file with the Secretary, as per address on blanks,
properly executed applications, accompanied by the regular fee.

In cases where applicants appear before a Commissioner, they must have
previously obtained blank applications, and present the same with Mmon
ials of sober habits and good moral character.

Blank applications can be obtained from either of the Commissioners,

Adopted May 8, 1882,
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REGULATION No. 9.

When the Commissioners of Pharmacy have cause for believing any im-
proper aid was made use of by registered pharmacists, who passed examing-
tion on answers subscribed to under oath before notaries publie, acting un-
der official instructions, they will summon such registered pharmacists be-
fore either one of the Commissioners, or the Board of Commissioners, for a
supplementary examination to verify the papers upon whieh such decision
of their competency was based ; and if they fail to reasonably verify such
original examination when notified, the Commissioners will cancel their cer-
tificates and will strike their names from the register. And all persons reg-
istered ** without examination,” upon false representation, or by fraudulent
means, will be stricken from the register whenever the Board receive notice
of conviction, as per section 11 of the Pharmacy law.

Adopted, May 8, 1882,

REGULATION No. 10.

Changes in the Pharmacy law have made some new regulations necessary,
and rendered some heretofore made unnecessary. Therefore, all former
regulations in conflict with the above are null and void.

Adopted May 8, 1882,

REGULATION No. 11.

In all cases hereafter brought before the Commission of Pharmacy for the
purpose of revoking certificates of registration, as provided in sections 7,
Band 9, of the Pharmacy law, when said cases are based on court records,
the prosecution will be required to file with the Secretary of this Board cer-
tified copies of same, showing final judgment of conviction under the law
relating to the adulteration of drugs, chemicals or medicinal preparations,
as provided in section 7; or to the law relating to the sale of intoxicating
liquors, as provided in section & or 93 or to the law relating to the retailing
of poisons, as provided in section 9 of the Pharmacy law ; and that the con-
victed parties be identified by giving the numper of their certificate ; where-
upon written notice will be served on the convicted registered pharmacist
to show cause in writing, if any, why his or her name should net be stricken
from the State Pharmacy register,

3 R. W. CrawroRrD, Fort Dodge,
C. A. WEAVER, Des Moines,
GrorGE H. SCHAFER, Fort Madison,
Commissioners of Pharmaey.

SyiTH MCPHERSON,
Attorney General.

Approved ;
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...........

----------------

--------------------

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

4]

pm &

B - L 3 -

b RO - S L oy el s o ‘.
» T T TR, | TGRS | R
I : LT T T | S R | (RS

" LT i SR A M F o |

“ T e B R S SRS

[sse

........

Withoutexamin. [BEHghton . ... ....conefesasriesceinenis sos 1882-83
(Graduate. LT S R B 1882-83
- Withouf.‘examin. RIS R s s b % MBS Ao & 4m L6 sk A oo 1882 .

“
e
s
e

examination.
ithout examin.|Riehland.............|..... AL SRR S 1882
o R N R EER AR A Dead.

By exan‘x.ination. RO 5 5. 5 s Ingersoll.... ...... ... 1888

Out of business,

- B e s b sadies o aisanils snnin i
g T R e TR R R (A A SR (RS Dead.

Graduate.

Withouaexamin. R VN =5 =0 e dos o wis s v v s 5o e i 1882-83| Married name Walker
" I‘eti N‘?d.

“
153
.
.
“
o
ah
.
“
“
.~
i

HALSIHEAY LAOVHNYVHd ALVIS

Left State.
Dead.

4




Lo e

. e i
=g { : 8<
L =]
5 : 2% 8% REMARKS,
B £ I gé ok
_gE gs g 2
T -7 _l el = < e IV T B w
Without examin. |Ofumwa. . . .. .......1-... .ooovonennnn. 18 =
5 5 U PR R S PR [vvse... Left town >
£ L AN, S R SRR, 1882-88 =
#* I e o T T L e e 1882-83 =
& A 2 b Tl s s ienis e & 1882-83 -
e e T R e | R R 1882-53 =
iR s DAY B SR 1882, ., Left the town. >
| LTI TR A A R N 1882-88 E
* LT TR e A R S I Y A <« vxe. . Left town
56 TR S e o e b L s s fiiws sa 1 | -
s Fairfield. . ......... SRR e s a 1852-83 a
“ B e 1882, . . [Dead. =
ol LT SR e AR T R SRS S 1882-83 =
%examimﬁon..lowa T e dr G e S P W . v .| Left town. &
ithout examin. Spirit R U AR N I e .. 1882-83 @
v L AR e R A I e 1882-83
! R Aes, T TR e 0 S K «veo .. Left town.
..|By examination.. Winthrop ........... Storm Lake. .. 1882-83
GRS SR AT s SO « oven o | Lft town. =
i Peoria Cito ......... BRI .4 o2 au's.qrioiy 1882-83
- TR T 1882-88
. e N TS SR SR e ok 1882, . .| Left town.
v VI T T SEREERE N DO et S S . ... .| Left the town.
Without examin. N e I fom iy i ol 1882-83
on..|Wilton Juncton...... Atalissa........... 1882-83
ithout examin. West T O L e e 1882-83 Now Walker.
' R RO, . i s s o s dowas Bankl.. o it 1852-83
- b Moille, . .........x Ida Grove.......... 1882 =
H wﬂd@-n-nn cpprlspregapasoponsyagae 1882 w
U S R A S SRateRl. - s New Market 1582-831 7
i pe h'f%? i .. oy i o e 1883 4
2356/ Jennings, W. B i s 3 e 8 HPREEY .. encne casnesiafesnss varasersinosnaialeian et -'-
g e s it “ A A 1|-- 271888 Now at Vallisca.
97/Jones, 8. C......... Y. By examination. [Humboldt ... ......Jcccoocoenes
slJones, “ IR et Y e e b ... . 1883
2574/ Johnson, Wm. S,
5. €] Ly ﬂhﬂ. Jq (47}
Kern, J. B. -
Kitch, J. 8. o :
> s, B. M..... &=
Conrad A. "
inhaus, H.. = fos]
aball €
T A Doty GREEIRCDG IR 1882, . . Revoked ;
414/Klinkner, John H............... o~ T S P 1882-53 =
35 Koch, F - L Rt sl “ DAVenpOrt.. .. ....co.|ecenrescarsiiieainns 1852-83 b
o I e o el e ws i e, iy e 1882-83 (@]
“ e e S G NN 1882, . . Left town, ot
“ DAVORPOTt .. . o ovvenafessorsocivavieninns 1882-83/ =
“ S e e TG BTN | 1882-83) =
“ IS A il 000 RO . < ie s s 45 oo }ﬁ&: [y}
S e R o focla .5 a5 s & | 2-53 w
. u e A "I Carroli.. .. ... 1882-53 <
e T T T R - ) R KD SRR 1882-83 =
“ o o R S A TR RS S YN 'Dead. =
& TR e ] T R S e 1882-53
“ R e S | 1882-53)
“ TR T T R e S
i IR R B Rl waivsininads sins o wans oo 1882-83
“ LR T R TR T PR e | 1882-83
“ Marshalltown _.. .. .. oo manesonmonnananess 1852-83
o Monticello.. .........[cocecmmiciamarinn. }85;‘;{-&‘*'
L BBROL s sesucanvafrroonesascnansnonsvs s
LR T R R A B Tl o B 2 W sl 1882-84 e
. JER i & shale vin e o i 2 1882-83 7=

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




e
b . Prip

bt

I i — =g A5 U e
§ a8
b
3 of éa | 58
I °§ § | §'§ ; REMARKS.
= =
£ by E £ |
& 1- BN

<ol
Without examin. Plum Hollow P. O. ..
pe Decorah

................
----------------
...............
..............

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

..........

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

I3y examination.. Chariton ............
ithom.‘ examin 0antrll ... cooonis e ws

-.|By exan‘l‘mahon.. .............

MAISIHIY ZOVINUVHI ALVIS

-83!
|Left the county
........................... 1 |
ugh. ......[What Cheer....... 1882
e T R el R e 1882-83/ Now at Juniata, Neb.
; o L e T N P 1882
e e T T e e e 1882-83

1
79| Kno: Ly AR P ‘ amination. |Audubon ...........|Battle Creek....... 1882-84| =
,r".-f'?j-‘-,'.». ............. . - o Berington ........... LT i s ol 54 s BDO8 E
MSIKIng, B-R. ....covoovenneennnn Without examin. (CHntOn .. .. ....coooovifiininamianiiis 1882-83 —

_ 2063{Kaufmann, Edward J........... By examination. [Waverly . ..........oofseeereiieiieeiianen, 188253
= 2067 T S I SN R “ Steamboat Rock.. ... Emmetsburg ...... 1882-83
"‘~2' ................ 34 ETTE T TR A R e 1882-83
2109 R Without examin.|Vandalin . .....ccccooufuscsnereiee cereines
2114|Ki '2115&} ............... "By Ly & WL CMOSEAY. .o o esdbe Phvevn avr ot s e o e lot
AR T X examination. B e s irda: | - aiscnsie o
2167\ Kuenzel, Herman C o ; 5 1882-83

. .|Left town.

Resides in Fergus
[Falls, Minn.
Qut of business.

Guttenberg, Neb.

MIALSIOIY XOVINEVHd JLVIS

Now at Centerville.

I8
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REMARKS.

ertificate re-|
newed for

istration.
address.

Place of reg-

'Last reported

)

V.
|
f——

¢ C

... Left town,
2. .. |Superseded by 2430,

Retired.
9, Sugerseded by 2672.
Retired.

Out of business.

"HILSIOAY XOVIRUVHL ALVIS

2, W.E................
R L o 2

B I R

Out of business,

£d]

“
“
“
e
"
b
-
“
o
e
"
“
“

le m-................--. :

' Ly

SR rsen s

[#881

'''''''

s e e

) rence, WméB..............
ST oBoy, MIMRS .. . .onveeisesens
% ,(mr.n..............-

43/ ]
seenan

sreeruranans

Retired.

e er e

-------

Superseded by 1978,
Retired.

“
0
“
.

.
“
s
“
i
“
e
o
o

By examination..
w Coin
Without examin.
- Mil

Qut of business.
Superseded by 2012,
Left the town.

Clarinda

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

HILSIHNIH XOVINYVHI ALVIS

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

...................... v.r... Removed to Illinois.

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

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

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

.......

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

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

lﬂﬁi&-ﬁ:i\
1882-83|
1882, ..\ Removed to Idaho.
1882-83|
1882-83
\Superseded by 2218.
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= - ’ - e o g @ gt S A————— sl - e s ——— - - 4
R = Pl Prv:i‘!'.—‘,"'r'z"'-'—d-w- S = . : - — 7 e P
. g - v . o ~ — ;— -
=
- e —.
ke e . E
e i Gy N el "W 3G e

é
:
s

REMARKS.

address.
newed for. |

! |Last reported

H. : '
.................. Without examin.[Des Moines..........|..ccco.ciirmennnen
.............. Byexamgmt.ton.IowaFalls...........Newell............ 1882-83

.................. ] N LT ARG G S A iy [T
o Ly s N A Des Moines........ 1882-83
................... ‘ u L P .

.................... 5 ST RN T B SR |

L e 7 L e AR G LR 1882-83
......... IGraduste. .. .. .. KOt MAadieon. .. ... colcivossrios sonosavaes) 1888, ..

i 0 .|By examination .|Braddyville..........|....cccoumviiannnnn. 1882-83
............. - DEPRIDORDIN s o5 b v s Sl lh s & nu S mad omissenns ool aaon e pIiBEE GG SOWRL.

R 5 T s oW, SRR Left the town.
........ ERRETETRPRTS Ty Guthrie Center ......J....cccecevnevvevasfvsseos../Out of business.

... |Left the town.

2
HALSIOHY XOVNEVHI dLVIS

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

12\ Mills, Milton J............ ..Withouf.‘examin.Rea Left the town.

54 MeCullough 3 cseses

§ OO nead j.......... . ¥
O|Mok tanis, Ohas.. ... o ¥
3].):6. ........... o Aty 2
g9 McCandless, A. Bu.............. i

cCandless, Harry A........... =

- .
06 B Ganres s
" 1 by .
110/ M 0 IR s o560 v i s amamn.as ey 5
90 Miller, Bl D ...counenanncnenens
) )

BAIMOCIre, T- G v v vennrennonene “
7 Moore, John B......... AT o

%5! igCohr %Tﬁ ................. e
bl m - « awesen sae sasvass

"
“
= ADRINOBS « . «.ovnnenslies conmrmanannnsnn 1882-3
by vaingm ............................... 1882-3)
L R O e viohs s e a v 4o ndm i wr v g 1882-3|
s T R SN 1882-3
- . Webster .. ....... BRI & e v, sy 1852-3]
> Drakeville . .........J...ccovmeenenn. «o...(1882, , . . |Left the town.
W R O e PP 1882-3/
P Griswold. ... ........ Atlantie . ......... 1882-3
& T T S R L LT TR T

Superseded by 2315,

‘HALSIOTY XOVRYVHI ALVIS

Superseded by 1917. %




B i T—

7 - Eaa v—é = l e S
g < ‘ g . - io- |
- ' 23 | 8% |
< g g% REMARKS.
§§ .‘:g 3 |
L -1
= 3 B | S . |
i Sold out. & |
S
-
=
)
:
Dead. E
Q
Dead. o]
; =
=
oy
7
)
=
Retired. =
Superseded by 2598,
Sold out.
. =
w

.\ Left town. i
- Sy e f S &
L oR ke AR
Ft. Dodge........... TS 1882
Bt Dodge. . .. covaise Des Moines. .. ..... 1882-83 !
Ft. Dodge........... ...| 1882-83 Now at Des Moines.

. |Superseded by 2375.

Now in Kansas.
.../1S0ld out.
. .|Left the place.

HEILSIOEY XOVIRYVHA ALVIS

- .|Buperseded by 2365,

A




L
|

I
|
!
!

3 b & 1
s * é I g i g‘_ ‘ § [
g ‘ NAME. ?.E ] EE [ EE
- 3 < | -
ES g= 53 s
= = & | ©
916/Mallory, Adela................. Without examin./Boonesboro..........|.................... 1882-83
p22 Moersehel, Wm. ............c... = Lo TSR AN o TSSO S 1882-83
I MOETIBON., € J . -s ccoreoinsianiaos i Lo TR IR R e SR SR 1882-83
941 MeMullan, F. A... ............ “ IR . = il s o i ve s s v 1882-83
p64 Maxwell, Jno. H.. s a% Y T T | R e R 1882,
AT S SRS # Des Moines. ........ REFRERL A ewtnih g o d 1882-8:
| T N st % L T RN VU (e 1882-83
1 8] alfom,J B ens o e aven e TR R T N S S 1882-83
1088 Morgan. J. W ... .covnsnoscenas o JORRBIIS = e i i i v o i 7o 7o 1882-83/
1040 S R S = ‘
1050 B0, THOR. J. ..o o csniainvivesi =
b H. >
-‘ e
“
“

1882-83

1882...
| 1882-83

REMARKS.

..|Sold out.
q

'Left the town.

Superseded by 2235,

Superseded by 2409.

Out of business.

Dead.

|
iRep. out of business.

HAISIOEY IOVIRUVHI ALVIS

HAISIOIY XOVRYVHI dLVIS

ac
<o




: | £ |3

NAMES. s . 'é"*'é ' EE Eg REMARKS,
£ iz 3 £2
= = | - ]

.

2476|MeClintock. 3. ...\

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

----------------

By exam‘i‘nation. .

.

0 Without“enm‘m.

-

By exam‘i‘nation..

.
..

Without“exami.u.

.

By exam‘i‘nation.. ¥

Without examin.

.~

'

By axam}nation..

.

..........

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

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

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

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

.../Out of business.

Out of business.

........

Married name, Upson

Now at Garden Grove

HALSIDAY AOVIRNHEVHI d1LVLS

HALSIOHY XOVIWHVHJ ALVIS 881

16




g, |
8« |
g% REMARKS.
s
TE
| ©
I e ek s Without examin. [Lake Mills. .....c.coleivvireierinnnnnnnns 1882-83
DYPIRIBIRY, o0 & ais v n Wk B 0 Ly 1T IR | et R A U 1882-83
............ o AR ~ 4o o s 2o Daliin wvin s vk sounnls oo s sfenmanss s ALE Chis town.
§oc T T o S ot BSETRTRRRENS v, 5 a0x /o fh i d s s 5.6 6w mione o au s 1882-83
................. s f e R LRI (RSN ROR  |C
;o B s S A S N o LT T e e T | R < 1882-83
; Cornelius. ........... v 3 B e ks v s & 5 ok o p 1882-83
G0 TR R i L w8y P B h i i e 1882-86
RN & o ol iin e o ks 4 o LT TR o LR TS NN S Superseded by 2254
T R Lo 9 7 7 TSR A SN -

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

B I

ﬂithong_ examin.

-

“
“
i
.
“
.

--------------

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

........

........

........

Now at Rock Island.

Out of business.

<+ v vee.|Out of business.

‘HALSIOAY XOVIRUVHI ALVIS

29

(881

‘HALSIYHY X0VRNEVHd AIVIS



Certificate re-

newed for.

L R L

Now at Andrew.

Superseded by 1939,

Superseded by 2266.

"HAISIOIAY XOVIWEVHI dLVIS

HALSIOEY XOVRNUVHI dLVIS [¥s8t

96




—u = e vamiy B el i
= g e )

e e

96

Certificate re-
newed for.

4|3
H P I e sk e

. Alvi
ratt, Wm. T
T R

( Hel,
1514/ Phelps, John H
:\ Prim,j. LA AR RN TR
Porter, Edwin

Potter. B. B...
1644 Platt, W. D

“

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

...........

........

...........

.........

..........

...........

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

.. Left the place

REMARKS.,

Now at Afton.

Qut of business.

Superseded by 2332

‘HALSIOHAN ADVIWUVHI ALVIS

Superseded bf 2998.

Retired.

“
.
“
"
.
“
““
e
“
i
e
b
8 5
e
“
i
e
o
“
“
..
“
“
“w
.
o
“
“w

W examination..
ithou& examin.

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

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

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

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

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

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

..|Left the place.

£dl

[#s81

Retired.
Removed to Ark.

Retired.

HILSIOIY XOVRYVHI JLVIS

L6
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B N e

80 5 <
£ -
‘gg §'3 §'§ ‘ REMARKS.
= §8 T2
= S
%)
-
b
=
=
2]
:
B
[
a
L}
:
7
5
Out of business—at =
[Cherokee.

HAISIDIY XOVREVHd HLVIS

<o

- e et . —
. g S g — e - T A ——



ABSTRACT—CoNTINUED.

REMARKS.

: ;. I &

NAME. ? B3 2% | 8%

l E E ES | Sk

53 é.!z 3'3 | Eg
.................. Without examin.[Audubon ............|J.eeevernoennos.....| 1882-88
............ e L IERCRNE S T I RS, R
..................................... T

------------------------

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

------------------

----------------------

----------------

- —_—

Superseded by 2336.

..[Superseded by 2485.

..Now in California.
Retired.

Now in Montana.

001

HALSIDAY XOVWIVHI ALVIS

HAISIOHEY XOVRYVHI JLVIS

101

et S R = i



I

Certificate re-|
newed for, |

—
=
o

I
—||
|
|

|

|

REMARKS.

..|By examination .

3 By exmp‘ination 2

ithoua examin.

“
e
L
e
e
B
B
i
i

“ Altoona .

...........

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

Independéx'li By
ANIBEEIC .. o ovivnnas

.|Without examin.

By examination .

e
b
“
O
L
"
o
"
"
-
e
“
“
.
.
133

-

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

----------------

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

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

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

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

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

g

.|Out of business.

Out of business.
Now Selma.

Not in business.

"HAILSIDAE A0OVRUVHI ALVLS

...|Retired.

...|Now at Peoria, 111.

Now at Ida Grove.

HHEISIOEY XOVWHVHI ALVIS

€01




> £ T (o]
3 - “8 B "3 REMARKS
i NAMES. E °E e ki g :
g g gz i3 gs
z = A ] i | e
1882-53
1882-83
1882 Left the State.
........ Retired.

.../Out of business.

..[Sold out.

Superseded by 2279,
Left the country.

2

HALSINIY XAO0VNEAVHI dLVIS

HHELSIOHAY XOVREVHI dLV.IS

ol



NAME.

i

Es

Last reported
addregg.

i

Bl12 Schussle
15 Bimmons

}

'-'lmlﬂl
34/Stephenson, A. C....
36| Stemp ,AﬂhmH.--
37I8ill, | FE

743|Swan, Balmore F...............
'i*‘n (D;anYlB ................
64 R
778/Sanford, H. C.

epnens,

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

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

s sasane w

.| Without examin.

GEanell. . ... c....-.

Certificate re-
newed for,

Srb s AR s s ee e

REMARKS.

.... |Superseded by 2385,

Left the county.

: Superseded by 2230.

. .|Left the State.

Rem’vd to I'eoria, I11.

901

MUISINIY AOVREVHd dLVIS

':H.u-hn‘.‘r ......... aeew
931/8kiff, Harvey J. ................
; BISEBYORE. O, B .. .c..mvvranvaniies

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

--------------------

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

17 : 'w‘oPEri.:,..B. ..............
DOV dprague, Yarley B.. ...........
lol Sted » ,’J
1014/

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

E I T s v tivas
w

Wlthouﬁ examin.

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

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

Retired.

Superseded by 1940,
Left the State.

[¥s8E

HHISTOHEY XOVIWHVHA ALVIS

201



By mx&imtion..

Without. examin.

At Council Bluffs.

Des Moines
Ottumwa .

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

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

Now at Gillmore City.

Gone to Ohio.

Removed to Black
. [Hills.

Sold out.

'Sold out.

1882. . .|Out of business.

..\Now at

:

' 4dd A

80T

“HAISIOTH XOVREVHI ALV.LS

HALSIOEY AOVREVHI ALVIS

601



Sp———a
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—
| NAME. 3 3 3 g'é REMARKS.
k §E a'ﬂ = B
‘\ E =2 i B2
» = i 3 | ©
A -+ Now at Belle Plaine. E
...|Out of business. E
Retired. E
S -717 | Without examin. S
BiSmith, Howard B............... " 4
965 Stearns N S R L PPN i
1992 Stever, David H..... ........... By examination.. =
999 Saunders, Wm. J.. ... 00000 s TR A Sk e 1882.... /Out of business. 8
2004 8mith, Charles.................. g S SR Ll PR S N S 1882-83 5
2015 B BRI & o 0 s e s o Vo n T e s R T R TS A e 1982-83 =
2023 8tevens, Emma F. A............ Without examin.|La Fayette..........[.........c...couei 1882-83 =
2089'Slater, G. W............ ..... N & T R TSR WO N 1883. ..\ Now at Walnut. =
2064 ST S R By exsmination. I HambBuRg. .. ... icsciafinensicneie v sianion 1882-83 5
2069 Sevagalihe wenEss = T TR T R SR S S N 1882
2070 Sw o Towa Falls 1882-83
,‘ o 5k Rem’d to Geneseo,Ill.
j ...... Left the county.
=
selgrreprmayraprsreryrey "

[ #6881

883
- Now at Alden

Now in Nebraska.
Left the town.

HALSINIY XOVWHVHd ALVIS

QOut of business.

ITL




l'

|
|
|
|
|

il
|

ported

Certificate re- '
néwed for.

REMARKS.

s se v rer e

A
b Sehumache: senas wsasann

T G R

M) I

,

“r e

g
TR
'y A = 54, o & 4
- .

e e

"gJ- .IJ....-....... ----- s
i A e

TE e e et

S Fonrenos

D LI

thhout:,. examin.

-

a
i
b

LR S

. |Place of
: | istration.

..... B s e e i i ol
BRI R 1§t [ o o e b ety A
Durant ...... L e | L T Dt B
DI e R S R L T

MOAIRPOLIS . .. .. .. olosorrvomens i 1889-88
T R T Ye WA L 1882-83
Promise City ... ... R It 1882-88

......... B o SR

T SR
Allerton = ]

1882, ..
188,83/

1882-82,

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

.|Alexandria, Missouri.

.|Out of business.

Dead.
...|Revoked.
..{Onut of business,

Superseded by 2500,

Superseded by 1859,

Shellrock ... .. R L T A | 1882-83|

SBuperseded by 1753.

—_—
v

»

HIISTHAN XOVREVHI dLVIS

["#881

JISIDAY AOVRYVHI TLVIS

R

gl



ABSTRACT—CONTINUED.

. = é '
1 o . ~
¥ % £2 é : 2& |
NAMES. : T2 : o Z §'§ REMARKS.
s £ - &
X =] — ! 8 =
-] 5 : = i
N MEDOOE CERIRTR  BIEIDN. . . . » » -v iv o sea]iomnoinnseons ae moalss ......|Retired.
" L T e G 1882-83
5 o T b IR | e R 1882
:‘ L T T E s S R S S Superseded by 1851.
-
= .../Out of business.
By exnmination..
Without‘ ‘examin -
ol . .| Left the place.
examination.. S
ithout examin.
tion..
L Mason City
S G 77 e e BORDERYP. . ¢ . cis se b 1882-83
. Bragdyville. ........}iseeans RS e el e 1882
N Ty s S ST T | S e 1882-83
b - B O e R ok s d oo 1882-83
Without examin. |Boone............... Marshalltown. .. .. 1882-83

2159/ Thompson, C. D.......... Serdsh By examination .[Liscomb ............J.cccvnienninnnnn... 1882-83
2223/ Thompson, W. b Luzerne 1882-83
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B hy

“
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;w gm"rquhm?tMWT:I MR e i f e Y an:mmti Bl"fmmgm .....................................
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2378{Underwood, J. M............... By examination.|Grand Junction .. ... Battle Creek....... ....1888
2225 Upson—Rosa K. Martin ........ £ Itown. ...... Rosa Martin...| 1882-83
52(Van Leuven Jr.,G. M..... .| Without examin.|/Lime Springs........|.coccveeiieiinnieeeilieninnns
294 Van Meter, James G..... . . Belle e | 1882-83
00 Van Ww. ..... ot
58 Vs IR RIE RSt it da o -
4 - C. i ................. -
" m] ................. ot
1’3“’%&3 'G“;,"J' """"" “
7(Var Cise, Isaae P...... 0«
Vande Yoort, J. H............. i
an de Voort, S. H. B.......... ¥
ttetoe, Hiram C.............. “

.
.

..|By enqipation..

Now in Colento.
Not in business.
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! e Pella 1882-83 =
" 1882-83 B
“ =
“ 1882-83 a”
Sl WD T L SRR RIS R A Cert. f't'd; left State.
o 1882-83 Now at Mt. Pleasant.
............... By examination.. 1882 |Now at Omaha, Neb.
4 Van LR N S w | =
Van Schaack, C. P.............. il 1882. . . Left the State. -
Van Werden, Louis....... it 1882-83 -
Van Leuven, Jr., Geo. M.. ...... = 1852-83) -
‘ PR O = ....1883 Now in Wisconsin. &
Tt A P e e .1883Now in Rochelle, Ill. &
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Woods, Josiah......... ........ s ...|Out of business. =
Webb, R R e S i - =
T R R R . Revoked. -
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Yarmouth ......«. 1882-83 7
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.......

A B e Left the State.

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

Salem .
.|Rock Rapids ......

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

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

.........

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

..........

West Union ...
|Burlington

P L D g | 1w-&4j

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ISuperseded I»L‘Jlﬂs.
.................... ; vesnno. Removed to Louis-
o R, S | 1882-83| |ville, Ky.
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|
Superseded by 2244,
Now at Holstein.

Left the place.

Quit and skipped.

Left the town.
Left the town.

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

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

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

Out of business.
Dead.

Superseded by 2171,
3

Now in Dakota.

..|Out of business.

Superseded by 2222,

Now in West Side.

Left the place.

Out of business.

..|Out of business.

Now in Lincoln, Neb.
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SYNOPSIS OF STATE REGISTER.

Whole number of cerfificates issued to December 81, 1883.............. 2,706
Of these, the number issued without examination to parties in

business at passage of pharmacy law, with green seal.. ......
To graduates, without examination, with red seal...............
By examination, with gold seal..........ccoiviivan savrrnsinons

Number of certificates revoked......... .. cvivseevrvrnsoinonnnas
Number reported retired from business. ..........cc.ocvviiunanans
Numbar 7eported G888, . . .5 voxvs s viesosus doprssivios o S .
Number reported as having left the State........................
Number green seal certificates superseded by gold seal certifi-

L e S o g e e Al e etz s
Number out of business, left the State, and dead, unreported, or

delinquent. . ........ T T L
Number registered since March 22, 1883........cccvemvercieenenns

Number of active Registered Pharmacists in State Deec. 31, 1883.

Number of active green seal certificates.............. ..........
Number of active gold seal certificates......................co00
Number of dctive red seal certificates..... a9 i A o

Against 2,240 as per last report.

ERRATA

Page 23, in 23d line, for ** A Commissioner " read a commission, and in
26th line. for ** a commission ” read A Commissioner.
Page 24, th liae, for *“ Pharmico ** read Pharmaco.
Page 27, 21st line, for * in any other day " read on any other day.
Page 47, in the latest reported address column, read “ Greeley " to the
name of Milo Blodgett, and not to * Bion A. Baker.”
Page 51, for the place of registration of C. D, Beeman, read Waukon in-
stead of * Waukee.”
Page 52, In removal column, after the name of Theo. B. Burr read * 1882 "
as a blank.
Page 53, For the place of registration of W. J. Brownrig read Persia, not
Peoria.
Page 53, certificate No. 2543, read Orvis M. Burhaus, not Orris.
Page 61, cerficate No. 25385, read David 7. Densmore.
Page 66, after certificate No. 2249, read at ** At New Hampshire,” instead
of New Hampton.
Page 67, certificate No. 2658, read C. 8. Goodell, not E. 8. Goodell.
Page 67, certificate No. 256, read F. L. Gordinier.
Page 69, certificate No. 1599, read Fred. T. Goodall.
Page 69, certificate No. 1864, read A. M. Golliday.
Page 69, certificate No. 2361, for the latest address read Ogden, not Fred-
ericksburg.
Page 70, certificate No. 209, read P. C. Henry, not Heury,
Page 71, certificate No. 624, read Thos. M. Hedges, not Theo.
Page 73, certificate No. 1196, read Byron M. Hopper.
Page 73, certificate No. 1482, read Jas. 8. Herries, not Harries.
Page 74, certificates Nos. 1722 and 1781 read without examination, in-
stead of * by examination.”
Page 75, read the number of Charles ¥.. Hyde's certificate 1922, instead of
1929; and of Wm. Hinshaw’s certificate 1929, instead of 1928,
Page 77, read R. B. Ingersoll’s latest address Des Moines, instead of ** In-
m“'”
Page 77, certificate No. 183, instead of the word graduate, read without
examination. i
Page 80, certificate No. 1805, read Ernst Kroskuph, instead of Kroskoff.
Page 81 certificate No. 1995, read Bevington, instead of Berington.
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9 ERRATA.

Page 81, certificate No. 2038. read E. H. King, instead of E. R. King.

Page 82, certificate No. 849, read L.. W. London, not Loudon.

Page 85, certificate No. 42, read Milton F. Mills, not Milton J.

Page 89, certificate No. 1298, read F. M. Mathews, not Mathers.

Page 89, certificate No. 1411, read W. F. Merrell, not Merrill.

Page 89, certificates Nos. 1434 and 1443, read McCandless, not McCanduss,

Page 89, certificate No. 1672, read Charles H., McEwen, not Chas. A,

Page 89, certificate No. 1680, read Fred. D. Merritt, not Merrill.

Page 89, certificate No. 1776, read John K. Miller, not John R.

Page 91, certificate No. 2450, read John McMeehan.

Page 92, certificate No. 2600, read N. E. Mighell, not A. E. Mighell.

Page 93, for David Nowlan’s place of registration read Reasnor, not
Reasuer.

Page 94, in renewal column, after Adolph Oberman, read 18582-83 as blank,
he having left the State; and after Richard Olive read renewal for 1882-83,

Page 97, in latest address column, after Geo. H. Packard, read Webster
City, and after Ira W. Packard, in same column, read as blank.

Page 99, certificate No. 165 read U. A, Rice, not N, A.

Page 100, read number of Thos. H. Rowland’s certificate 770 instead of 779,

Page 101, certificate 1097, read Lon F. Rass instead of Lou.

Page 102, certificate No. 1441, read G. A. Reinicke, not Reiniscke.

Page 102, certificate No. 2029, read without examination.

Page 102, certificate No. 2049 read by examination.

Page 104, read Urbana P. O, after Marysville in certificate No. 191, and not
after Walkerville in certificate No. 157.

Page 108, certificate No. 1337, read Harvey L. Shutts instead of Henry L.

Page 110, certificate No. 2015, read Lewis O. Schaffer.

Page 112, certificate No. 2591, read Richard M. Smallpage.

Page 113, certificate No. 227, read G. F. Thormann.

Page 114, certificate No. 1828, read Thompson instead of Tomson.

Page 115, certificate No. 2275, read Colorado instead of Colento.

Page 116, certificate No. 1623, read Virden instead of Verden.

Page 117, certificate No. 217, read Zearing instead of Learing.

Page 117, certificate No. 403, read Z. A. Wellman instead of L. A. Well-
man.
Page 118, certificate No. 698, read 2203 instead of 2202,

Page 120, certificate No, 1683, read Willis instead of Willie; and same cer-
tificate read by examination instead of without examination.

Page 121, certificate No. 2185, read Fort Madison instead of Madison.
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