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WE give in another column a report of the pro-
ceedings of the annual meeting of the Quebec
Pharmaceutical Association, held at the Montreal
College of Pharmacy, Lagauchetierre dtreet, on
Tuesday, the 13thinst. It was really disappoint-
ing to see such a smail number of members pre-
sent. A large meeting was confidently expected,
and that which could not fail to be disappointing
to the officers of the organization occurred. This
issue has been delayed to enable us to furnish our
readers the report, and we, for lack of space, will
postpone a fuller comment  One regretiable fea-
ture of the meeting we will refer to, and that wil}
be found in the President’s address. The Tinc-
ture question was touched upon by him in a man-
ner certainly not to inspire increased confidence in
the leaders of the “drug family ” of this Province
The following, which appeared in the Montreal

Gazetle recently, will indicate what called for the

President’s special reference to Tinctures :—
ADULTERATION I'ROSECUTIONS.

Several city druggists have Licen served with notices {rom
the Department of Infand Revenue calling upon them to
pay the cost of analysis for certain sxmples of tinciures suld
by them 10 the inspector of food for the province, which on
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partment’s official—as tincture B.P. Didthe
officer ask for B. P. all round or not? This may
perhaps affect the question to a certain degreg,
although tustom affurds, it has been claimed, the
cquivalent of law when the latter is deficient in ex-
plicit reference. Another question would be:—
Did those who were not asked specialiy for B. P.
tinctures furnish tinctures by the formula of the U.
S. P. or other standard work on materia medica ?

The Dominion ‘‘ Adulteration Act,” chap. 1c7,
49 Vicz., enacts as follows :—

‘¢ Every drug shall te deemed to be adulierated within
the meaning of the Act;

‘1. If when sold, cftered or exposed for sale under aor l:y
a name recognized in the British or United Siates Pharma-
copera, it ditfers frum the sandard of strength, quality or
purity laid down therein :

“2. If when sold, or offered or exposed for sale under or
by a name not recognized in the British «r United States
Pharm:copreia, bt which is found in some other generally
recognized Pharmacop«ria or other standard work on ma-
teria mediea, it differs from the standard of strength, quality

* ov purity laid down in such work.

examination were found to be adulterated within th- mean. !

ing of the Adulteration Act. The costs ia cach case amounts
t0 $12

One retail druggist states that he was asked for
the tincture samples furnished by bim to the De-

3. If ity strength or purity fals below the prof:ssed
standard under which it ix sold, offered or cxposed for sale,
&

The Dominion Government give a distinct line
as to standard. The Ontario lLegislature recog-
nize the British Pharmacopeia, and in adduion to
this the various Medical Faculues and the Montreal
Colicge of Pharmacy cducate students, using the
B. P. as a text Look or as #4e svurce for doses, &c.
Dociors may not mark their tincture prescriptions
¢ B. P.,” but the question is :—T)o they not inva-
riably mean B. P. when they prescribe a tincture
named in the B. P.?  * Neither the Dowminion or
the Local Legislatures have legislated on the sub-
ject.””  This statement of the President must fall for
inaccuracy, and, later on, in the address, the refer.
ence to the General Council of Medical Education
of Great Britamn will strike any one familiar with



