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U.S. Department of Justice

Federal Bureau of Investigation

Washington, D.C. 20535

February 23, 2018

MR. JOHN GREENEWALD JR.
SUITE 1203

27305 WEST LIVE OAK ROAD
CASTAIC, CA 91384-4520

FOIPA Request No.: 1356840-000
Subject: LEBLANC, DUDLEY

Dear Mr. Greenewald:

You were previously advised we were consulting with another agency concerning information
related to your Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request.

This consultation is complete and the material is enclosed. Material consisting of 16 pages has
been reviewed pursuant to Title 5, U.S. Code § 552, and this material is being released to you in its entirety
with no excisions being made by the FBI.

For your information, Congress excluded three discrete categories of law enforcement and national
security records from the requirements of the FOIA. See 5 U.S. C. § 552(c) (2006 & Supp. IV (2010). This
response is limited to those records that are subject to the requirements of the FOIA. This is a standard
notification that is given to all our requesters and should not be taken as an indication that excluded records
do, or do not, exist.

For questions regarding our determinations, visit the www.fbi.gov/foia website under “Contact Us.”
The FOIPA Request number listed above has been assigned to your request. Please use this number in all
correspondence concerning your request. Your patience is appreciated.

You may file an appeal by writing to the Director, Office of Information Policy (OIP), United States
Department of Justice, Suite 11050, 1425 New York Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20530-0001, or you
may submit an appeal through OIP's FOlAonline portal by creating an account on the following web
site: https://foiaonline.requlations.gov/foia/action/public’home. Your appeal must be postmarked or
electronically transmitted within ninety (90) days from the date of this letter in order to be considered timely.
If you submit your appeal by mail, both the letter and the envelope should be clearly marked “Freedom of
Information Act Appeal.” Please cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so that it may
be easily identified.



http://www.fbi.gov/foia
https://foiaonline.regulations.gov/foia/action/public/home

You may seek dispute resolution services by contacting the Office of Government Information
Services (OGIS) at 877-684-6448, or by emailing ogis@nara.gov. Alternatively, you may contact the FBI’s
FOIA Public Liaison by emailing foipaquestions@fbi.gov. If you submit your dispute resolution
correspondence by email, the subject heading should clearly state “Dispute Resolution Services.” Please
also cite the FOIPA Request Number assigned to your request so that it may be easily identified.

Sincerely,

Dl

David M. Hardy

Section Chief,

Record/Information
Dissemination Section

Records Management Division

Enclosure
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B, INTERVIEW WITE TURNEY GRATZ

Mr. TURNEY GRATZ, 209 Dale Drive, Silver Spring, Mar..znd, former
Executive Director of the National Democratic Committee, was intcrviewed at
his office at 1627 K Street, N. W, Mr. GRATZ by way of backgroind advised
that he had been second in command in the National Democratic Zsmnittee up
until his acceptance of the position as Vice President of the Facacol
Company in March of 1951. Mr. GRATZ stated that he met DUDLFY LeRLANC a
short time before this when LeSLANC came into the Democratic Pariy National
Headquarters and introduced himself, GRATZ stated that shortly after their
meeting, in casual conversation, he told LeBLANC that he intender to et
out of politics and enter private business. Whereupon LeBLANC stated trat
re would hire GRATZ. Mr. GRATZ advised that LeBLANC offered him the position
as Vice President of the Hadacol Company and that he was to have charce of
all the export business, GRATZ advised that he told LeBLANC at the time
of his acceptance of this vice presidency that the only thing he wanted
to be connected with and handle would be the export business and that he
would not use his personal friends and contacts for any special favors for
LeBLANC. GRATZ stated that there was no doubt in kis mind tut that LeFLANC
wanted to make him Vice President of the Eadacol Company because of hig
(GRATZ') knowledge of people in public life. Mr, GRATZ advised that LeBLAMNC
had several pending matters in Washin:ton, D, C., that he wanted GRATZ to
handle, ~RATZ stated that these matters were not those pertaining to the
export business, and he merely did them as favors for LeBLANC. Ke stated
that in one situation he attempted to et alcohol rebates expedited for
LeBLANC but was unsuccessful. Ye went on to explain that in this insteance
the LeBLANC industry, which was a large user of alcohol, was entitled to
a tax rebate inasmuch as the alcohol which they purchased was for medicinal
purposes. Under the existing regulations, LeBLANC had to pay the reguler
tax on the alcohol at the time of purchase, but, upon application at the
Internal Revenue Bureau, the LeBLANC industry would be reimbursed for the
amount of excess tax which they had pzid. Mr. GRATZ adviced that,as a
result of this system, the LeBLANC industries had thousands of dollars
tied up in alcohol tax rebates. According to Mr, GRATZ, LeBLANC was
considerarly upset over this situation and presented the problem to
GRATZ and requested that GRATZ contact the Aleohol Tax Unit and see what
could be done to expedite these payments. Mr. GRATZ stated that, as a
result of this request by LeBLANC, he approached the Alcohol Tax Unit
and asked if they could expedite the payments. MNr. GRATZ did not recall
the name of the individual he contacted. He stated he was advised that
LeBLANC would receive his payment in the due course of business just like

any other claimant and that no special effort would be made to push his
ahead of other payments,
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Mr. GRATZ stated trat on znother occasion LeBLAN. reguested him
to attempt to gzet the Office of Price Stabkilization to render a favorable
decision regarding tre price of Hadacol. Mr, GRATZ stated that in this
instance LeBLANC had made arrangements to purchase tottles, machinery, and
lzbels in order to reduce the size of the bottle of Hadacol; however, he
wanted to retain the former sales price of the larger bottles of Hadacol.
Vr, GRATZ stzted that he personally contacted Mr, MIKE DiSALLE concerning
this situation and was advised b DiSALLE that he woulcd have to file an
application for the chance of price. 7GRATZ stated he had received no
special consideration at that time. ¥r., GRATZ advised that, to the best
»f his knowledge, nothin: furtrer had been done about this situation.

Mr, GRATZ pointed out that on another occasion LeBLAKC approached
him on the problem of getting honey rebates from the Department of Agri-
culture. Mr. GRATZ explained that in order to help the "bee industry" the
Government was offering rebates or subsidies to firms that found a new
use for honey. Fe stated that this was apparently set up so that the bee
industry would tecome more rrosperous. The Hadacol Company used approxi-
mately 12 drops of honey per bottle of Hadacol as a flavoring azent in
order to make the medicine palatable. As a result, the Hadacol Company,
accordin,” to Mr. GRATZ, became the largest user of honey in the "mited
States. Because of this, Mr. LeBLANC was of the opinion that this subsidy
should be paid to his firm. Mr. GRATZ stated that he went to the Depart-
ment of Agriculture with DIMLEY LeBLANC and in several conferences with
the Department of Agriculture attempted to get these payments. Here again,
¥r. GRATZ advised, he was unsuccessful in getting payments for LeEBLANC,

Nr. GRATZ could not recall whom he had contacted or had conferences with
in the Agriculture Depzrtment concerning this matter.

Mr. GRATZ advised that DUDLEY LeBLANC wanted him to go to the
Federal Trade Commission and the Food and Drug Administration on his
behalf and attempt to use his knowledge of the people connected with
these agencies for LePLANC's benefit. Mr. GRATZ said that tne only
contact he would make with the Federal Trade Commission would bte to
find out what they wanted the Hadacol Company to do and that, thereafter,
LeBLANC and his company would have to comply with the regulations as set
forth, He stated that he emphatically told LeBLANC that he could get
him no special favors. Mr. GRATZ advised that he knew Senatcr MFAD,
Chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, only as a political acquaintance.
He had no comnection with him socially or officially and that the only
time he had ever been in MFAD's office was in answer to a request of
MFAD for information during the investigation conducted by JOEN H, BASS.

= 38 =
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Fe stated that he considered MEAD to be a friend in a political sense.
He stated that his purpose for telling DUDLEY LeBLANC that MFAD was a 3

personal friend of his was to lay the groundwork for telling LeBLANC e
that he would not use his personal friends and political connections
to LeBLANC's advantage. Fe stated that he recalled Senator MEAD's -
calling him regarding some political matter and that, at that time, he
told Senator MEAD he was resigning from the National Democratic Committee J
to accept a vice presidency with the Hadacol Company. Mr. MEAD had told
him that they had had considerable difficulty with the Hadacol Company. A9
SRATZ continued that, at thzt time, Senator MEAD "told me he was awful e
glad that someone was getting in there who would make him (LeBLANC) i

behave." GRATZ stated that he told Senator MEAD he "would make LeBLANC
comply with Federal Trade Commission regulations and stipulations or he
would resign from the company.®

Mr. GRATZ advised that he could not recall LeBLANC's talking
to him or requesting him to attempt to get an individuval favorable to
the Hadacol fim appointed as a member of the Federal Trade Commission.
Fe further stated that he had never at any time attempted to secure the
aprointment of anyone to the Federsligrade Commission.

Mr. GRATZ recalled that LeBLANC had wanted to et someone
favorable to "patent medicine™ aprointed to the Food and Drug Administration.
Tn this regard, he had requested that GRATZ help him get someone appointed
to this Administration. CRATZ stated that he had asked for a biography of
an individual and gave a lot of thought to someone who could be appointed
to this Administration and that, as a result, he had introduced MAC HEDRICK
to OSCAR EWING, Federal Security Administrator, but he did not reéeall

making any recommendation of anyone for the appointment to the Food and

Drug Administration. Mr. GRATZ stated that he is not positive on this
point; that he may have recommended some individual, but that he could

not recall the name of anyone that he had recommended for a position

with the Food and Drug Administration. FHe stated that he recalled that

the meeting he had with OSCAR EWING at the time of the introduction of
FEDRICK was rather brief and that EWING had introduced them to some
subordinate in the Food and Drug Administration. He stated that this

was his only contact with the Food and Drug Administration in regard to

the LeBLANC industries.

On another occasion, Mr. GRATZ advised, LeBLANC asked him to
make arrangements for LeBLANC to have his picture taken with President
HARRY TRUMAN. GRATZ stated he told LeBLANC that he was not that well
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acquainted with the President and that he could not make such arrangements.
He stated that LeBLANC wanted to get this picture so that he could put it

on the labels for the bottles of Hadacol. Mr. GRATZ stated that subsequently
he received a letter from LeBLANC in which LeBLANC made the statement that

he (GRATZ) had told LeBLANC that he would get such a picture. Mr. GRATZ
pointed out that he explained to LeBLANC that such a thing was out of reason,
and one could not use the high office of the President for such matters.

Mr, GRATZ pc'nted out that LeBLANC had given him full authority
to set up a Washington, D, C., office representing the LeBLANC industries
with authority to buy the cest of everything. He stated that he was, by
this time, becoming suspicious of Mr. LeBLANC and proceeded very cautiously
in this regard. Instead of setting up the office under the name of the
LeBLANC industries, he purchased the space and furniture under his own
name., He stated he did it this way because he was no longer confident
that LeBLANC would do as he said he would. Mr. GRATZ stated that, in fact,
he had taken a five-year lease on the offices at 915 15th Street and that
he is presently subleasing this space.

Mr. GRATZ pointed out that he had been employed with the Hadacol
Company for a period of approximately six weeks and that he resigned on
April 20, 1951. He stated that all the foregoing incidents occurred during
that time and that his entire amount of personal contact with DUDLEY
LeBLANC would not total more than 100 hours at the most. Mr. GRATZ pointed
out that he "walked out on a quarter million dollars a year because it
smelled.” . He further related that he quit because of several reasons:

1. Because his reputation was suffering from his
association with LeBLANC and the Hadacol fimm.

2. The export business which LeBLANC had promised to him
was not being set up, and no efforts were being made
on the part of LeBLANC to do anything in this regard.

LeRLANC would not divorce politics from his business

and on one occasion on a visit to Louisiana, LeBLANC

had introduced him to a public gathering as Executive
Director of the National Democratic Committee. On

this occasion, he had rebuked LeBLANC and told him that,
if he ever introduced him in this manner again, he would
publicly refute the statement.

o I -
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L. He stated that he found on his visit to Louisiana
that the bank account of the Hadacol Company was

overdrawn and that their financial structure was
tottering.

Mr. GRATZ advised that he was acquainted with RICHAFD ERCWN, whom
he described as a conscientious, sincere young fellow, who was attempting
to keep the Hadacol Company on a sound footing. He stated that he was also
acquainted with MAC HFDRICK, whamhe described as a former newspaper and
advertising man, who represented himself as being the only man who could
*handle" LeBLANC. He stated that F:DRICK on several occasions requested
that he (GRATZ) take EEDRICK to meet Senator MEAD at the Federal Trade
Commission. Mr., GRATZ stated that he had never taken HFDRICK to the
Federal Trade Commission and did not know if he had ever become acquainted
with Senator MEAD. FHe stated on another occasion DUDLEY LeBLANC had advised
him that HEDRICK had no official connection with the firmm. HEe further
advised that he had no knowledze of any money having been given to FEDRICK
to "buy influence." Mr, GRATZ stated that L. E. TONNER and MAC FEDRICK at
one time were the advertising agents for the LeBLANC industries and as such
would have had access to a considerable amount of money. He stated that he
could furnish no information regarding any attempts by anyone connected

with the fimm to buy influence in Washington or do anything else wrong in
connection with Government contacts,
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C. HEVIEW CF FILES OF THS FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION

Mr. JAMES PIERSON, Division of Hupulatory Management, Food
and Drug Administration, Federal Security Agency, mide av%llable the
Food and Drug files concerning Hadaccl tc SA 31lLIAM K, FENIMORE and

SA ROBERT K. LEWIS.

These files were divided into two sections, the first section
conslsting of five volumes under number 19119 These volumes contained
various labels from Hadacol bottles and numerous Hadacol advertisements.

The files reflect a memcrandum dated October 21, 19i#, Peporting
an interview between DUDLEY J. LeBLANC, WALTER L. RUBENS, of the Rubehs
Advertising Company, Chicago, and GEORGE P. LARRICK, Deputy Coudesilipel
Food and Drug Administration. The memorandum indica‘es that LBkl
a letter with the Food and Drug Administretion commer.ting on the’ future
course of conduct to be folluwed in the distribution cf Hadacol, This
letter, dated October 20, 19Lb, contained in the file, states in part:
*] am anxious to comply with everyv requirement of the law.® The lettSer
points out that the Hadacol advertising will be altered, the product
will be given control tests, anc the booklets entitled "Good Health™
will be recalled.

The file contains a memorandum dated October L, 1948, reflect~
ing that J. SHELLY WRIGHT, Assistant United States Attorney, New Orleans,
called R. BE. DUGGAN, New Orleans Station, Food and Drug Admimjstrationm,
stating that he wished to bring a court action against Hadme
to know what Food and Drug was doing on the mstter. The mes
that WRIGHT was informed that reports were being subtmitted ¢
for decision and also that the Federal Trade Commission was p
interested in the case.

The file contains cosmunications from Louisiana representativi
EDWIN E, WILLIS, HENRY De LARCADE, JR., and F. EDWARD HEBBRT, all dated 1%
November 19L8, requesting information concerning the proposal ef the Foell.:
and Drug Administration that the name Hadacol be changed. The files cONW
a similar communication from Louisiana Senator ALIEN J. ELIENDER dated
November 26, 1948. The Food and Drug Administration replied to all ¥
inquiries that it had suggested a change of name but had mo‘legal action g
pending. :

A memorandum dated December 9, 1948, nnéu‘ & -gomference
between DUDIEY J. LeBLANC, WALTER L. RUEENS, Dr. GEOROR W, NOQVER, and
Dro PAUL B. DUNBAR, Commissiocner, Food and Drug Administration. This
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D. INTERVIEWS wITH FOOD AND DRUG ADMINIGT kA

.ne following interviews were Coldue tedd by
nHARRY anc SA ROBERT K. LEWIS:

Mr. RALPH F. KNEELAND, Jre, Assistant to ti- = Vidkiggigei:ry
Food and Drug administration, Federal Security Agency, - < ‘aod tige:. he®
bas held his present position since 19L0 and was active i1 lhe peyw 1398
of the Hadacol case. He stated that Food and Drug originally theaeht .
they could make a case against the LeBLANC Corporation on tiy taeery
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the booklet entitled "Good Health" which accompanied Hadacol shipments
could be considered as a label. He stated this booklet contained
numerous violations of the Pure Food and Drug Laws but that before
any action could be brought a Circuit Court decision held that such
booklets accompanying products could not be classed as labels. He
added that shortly thereafter LeBLANC recalled all these booklets

and Food and Drug was therefore unable to bring any action.

KNEELAND stated that he does not recall that he ever met

LeBLANC but added that LeBLANC may have called upon Mr. LARRICK, Deputy :
Commissioner, or Dr. DUNBAR, Commissioner, regarding his probtlems. He X
stated that with the exception of Dr. GEORGE HOUVER, he was never con:acted
by any representative of the LeBLANC Corporation. He stated that Dr.

ROCVER had contacted him three or four times strictly on the question of 3
labeling. He stated Dr. HOOVER who was formerly Chief of the Drug Division, ¥
Federal Security Agency, did not attempt to exert any influemce or pressure -3

in behalf of LeBLANC and in fact desired that the Hadacol label confcr=:
with the law,

KNEELAND ‘stated he had never received any gifts from 1eBlLaM ,
had no knowledge of any parties held by LeBLANC and nad no know.edge Of

any influence exerted at Food and Drug Administration by anyone in behalf
of LeBLANC.

Mr. MORRIS L. YAKOWITZ, Assistant to the Commissicner, “ooc
and Drug Administration, Federal Security Agency, advised he hz:z b-en
in his present position a little over four years and was agtive in the
Hadacol case until recently. He stated that when Hadacol was first
marketed, highly exaggerated claims were made for it, amd Food and Drug
considered action on the basis of booklets entitled "Good Healtn" which
if classed as labels were in violation of the Food and Drug Laws. He

stated that no action was brought since LeBLANC withdrew all tn-se book-
letse.

Mr. YAKONITZ stated that he metDUDIEY LeBLANC on only one
occasion which was an official matter regarding labeling of Hauacol.
He stated LeBLANC did not attempt any pressure or undue influence at
the time of this contact. He also advised that he had been contacted
by Dr. GEORGE HOOVER, employed by LeBLANC, whose views tenued to support
those of the Food and Drug Administration. He stated that HOUVER tried
to get LeBLANC to come within the bounds of good conduct.

- 31 -
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. He stated that he was never contact.ed by any other represent.a-
tives of the LeBLAND Corporation with the exception of a HAROLD W. BROWN
who had been employed by LeBLANC &8s a Label Consultant. He stated he

met BROWN who had come to Food and Drug on a different matter and was

not then employed by IeBIANC and BROWN mentiomed to him that LeBLANC

had once stated to him that he nad brought a large amount of money

to Washington and if necessary he would spend it to be allowed to stay
in business,

YAKONITZ stated that ten or twelve Loulsiana Congressmen
had made inquiry of Food and Drug concerning Hadacol and he said that
while inquiries from Congressmen were usually normal and routine, be
felt that the large number {nquiring about Hadacol was unusual and

might have been considered an ltte-pt to influence the Food and Drug
Administration,

YAXONITZ stated he never received any gifts from LeBLANC,
had no knowledge of any parties given by IeBLANC, and had no knowledge
of any attempt by anyone to influence the Food and Drug Administration

on the Hadacol matter.
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regarding hadacol investigation,

DETATLS:
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AT NE. CILZAIS, LOUISIANA

Results of interview with Z, C. B0UDREAUZ, in
charge FDA, New Orleans, La., and irformation from
file review of FDA at New Orleans set out.
met LE BLANC oniy once; knows of no attempts, un-

due influence or bribery and feels sure no suck attempts
were made in New Crleans District with FDA.
of no reason to Sugpect such attempts being directed
at officers of FDA in Jashington, D. C. File review
reflects large collections of labels and advertising
data on hadacol and reflects copias of considerable
correspondence from FDA officials in .ashington to
La, members of U, S, Congress in reply to inquiries

BTUCREAUX

Z2 Xnows

In connection with the oreparation of this repcrt, Mr, E. C.
BCUDRZAUX, in Charge Food and Drug Administration, was
interviewed and files of FDA at New Orleans were reviewed
consisting of Factory Inspection File #2671 and sample

reports on samples of hadacol taken from May, 1\45

of 1952,
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attempt to make a case against DUDLEY JOSEPH LE BLANC, du* mcsu of tne
data that had been compiled had to do with adverticsia~ of t-e oroduct
nadacol rath:r than with the labelirg and therefcr wes ~ wttor falling
within the jurisdiction of the Federal Trade Commi:sior .stier tnan

FDA. Mr, BOUDREAUX stated that FDA would have to makc ius cec. on mis-
labeling of the product as to contemts and composition o: = false claims
for the product appearing on the label or some paaohlet ac:~.:ranying

the product. He stated further that it appeered in 1942 that FLA had a
case against LE BLANC based upon a pamphlet that was Leiqg disiributed
which made fantastic claims for the therapeutic gualities of hadacol but
that copies of the pamphlet were recalled b7 the L. BLANT Cirooration and
its use discontinued, Mr. BOUDREAJX statec that subsecu=r: 4o this a
number of samples of hadacol were submitted to FDA, in .3as:irgten, Ds C.

contents shown on the label, but in each instance i* »as elernined that
there was substantial compliance in this regard. .. 3. LRIAUL stated
that he recalls neeting L. BLANC only once, on whiclh occasion .ir, LE BLANC
came to the FDA Office in New Orleans to inquire about the FDA investige-
tion of hadacol. BOUDREAUX stated that he told LE BLANC that an investi-
gation was under way because of interstzte shipment of the product; that

he could make no detailed discussion of the matter pending final decisions
in connection with the investigation.

BUUDRZAUX stated that L BLANC indicated that he was making
a trip to ashington, D. C., to discuss the matter with FDA officials there
in an attempt to clear the matter up, He advised further that to his
knowledge, L% BLANC had no further contact with the FDA Office in New

Orleans, but aprarently directed his attention to officials of FDA and
FIC.

Mr. BOUDRIAUX stated that he has no knowledge >f any attempts
being made by Li BLANC or his representative to bribe or influence unduly
any officials connected with the Hadacol Corporation. He stated that he
feels sure that Af any such attempts had been made, prosecutive action
would have been undertaken at once a8 "We were all very anxious here to
make a case in this matter," BOUDREAUX stated further that he had no
reason to belicve that LE BLANC had attempted to bribe or unduly influence
any person in "/ashington, D, C., comnected with the investigation, Mr,
BOUDREAUX emphasized that investigation conducted in the New Orl eans Dis-
triet had to do largely with colleetions of advertising and labeling data
and selections of samples for laboratory analysis and that there was very
little contact between local employees of FDA and L& BLANC as LE BLANC
conferred frequently with FDA officials in Washington, D. C.
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REVIEW OF PACTORY INSPECTION FILE Nu. IE" ORLEANS DIVISION, FEDERAL
D _AND DMOG & 110

A review of Pactory Inspection File #2671 of FDA, New
Orl:ans, roflecets a large collection of advertising anmd 1abe11ng data
on the product hadacol, copies of which ware forwarded to FDA in Jashe
ington, 5. C., and in the casc of advertising data the New Orleans
Office of thc FTC. There is included in this file a large gquantity of
advertising natcorial on hadacol which was received from other field
offices of FDA throughout the country and a great many lett:rs of in-
quiry about hadacol and/or complaints about th: product. These letters
were answercd to the effect that FDA is concemed with concducting ine
vestigations relating to violations of labeling laws and t=at FTC has
Jurisdiction over violations that might arise¢ in connection with adver-
tising matters. Those inquiring werc further advised tha* thc oroduct
hadacol contained approximately what the label indicated, zccoriing to
a number of laborztory analyses made of samples of the product. This
file also cont:ins copics of numasrous letters from FD. officials in
‘’ashington, D. C, to U, S. Senators from Louisiana and Louisiana
men wbo had made inquiries on behalf of L& BLANC abcut ths rhdacol Corpora=
tion investigntion during 1948 and 1949. Among those to :/hom this corrcs-
pondence was dirccted were Senator ELLENDER, Senator LONG ~nd Represcnta=
tives WILLIS, LARCADE, HEBERT, BOGGS and BROOKS.

A memo by Mr, E. C. BOUDREAUX dated October 13, 1948, indi-
cates that LI BLANC visited the FDi Office in Now Orleans on October 13,
1948 and conferrcd with Mr. BOUDRE,UX and Mr, 3. L, EDGERTON, He is indi-
cated as stating thot he planned to extend opcrations in the product
hadacol 1nd he wanted to know how he stood with Federal laws, This mamo
reflects tnt L3 BLaliC stated that he had contacted FIC officials in
“ashington, D. C, ~nd fclt that everything was "okch" wit- FIC. The
memorandun further indicntes that LE BLiNC was advised by Xr, BUUDREAUX
that investigntion wns under way but that he, BOUDREAUX, was not in a
position to discuss thc mattor fully pending final decisions., It was

indicated that LI BL.NC wns considering contacting FDA officials in
Jashington,

The fil: contnains an inspection report dated Febrary 8, 1949
made to FDA in J/ashington, D, C., ealline attention to th. usc of sound
trucks in the advertising of hadacol on which trucks appe~rod advertising
which was believed to be in violation of Food and Drug r«;zgul.-".tions.

The local office rcqucsted advice regarding possible viol-tions in this
reg:rd, Also contained in this file is a copy of a letter d'xtod June 16,
1949 from LE BLANC to GEORGE LARRICK, FDA Official, rcgarding the adver-
tising which was printed on the ~bove, This letter indieates that the
objectionable printing on all of the other trucks of the LEZ BLANC Corpora=
tion had becn painted over and this one truck which had not been re-paintod
through neglect on part of the garage man, had b en used through in-
advertence on this one occasion when it was photographed by inspectors of
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FDi. Thore ~1so appe"rs in this filc 2 copy of 2 letter d-ted June 30,
1949 from Ar. FXORGE . 1ARRICK, FDA, replying that he was glad to lenmn
that claims involving a number of ssrious dissases which appesired on tac

above truck uscd to transport hadacol remained on the truck through in-
advert mnc:,

Ths filc nlso reflects 1 memorandum dated July 30, 1951,
indicating th~t ur, I. He. LUTZKER, rcprcsant-tive of “ALTZR 5. HELLER
ard Compny, 1nd ilre MR AIS L. Y.KO'ITZ, Assistant to th: Jommissioner,
FDh, discuss:zd th. hndacol investigntion in conn.ction with inquiry
made b LUTZKZX whose firm had been rcquested to act as "fuctors” for
the LE BLaNC Corporntion., LUTZKER is reported to have st-*.d th~t he
had talked with Mr, HCRTON of FTC and got 2 copy of the stipulation
betwzen thce LE BLANC Corporation and FTC. LUTZKER indic-t-d that HOXTON
had said that FTC was about to investigate the present zdvertising of
hadacol to ascertain whether it complied with the ceuse and desist
agreement of ‘ugust, 1950.

This file furthcer indicates thnt a Factorv Inspection of the
Hadacol Corpor~tion is contumplatcd in th: ‘near future to determine the
conditions in %ac plant ard the extent ~nd method of present operations,

SAMPLES OF PRODUCT Hio,oOL SUBMITTED FUR LaBOR.TORY ANALYSI

o revelw of these files indicate that a great many samples
of hadacol werc submittod to the FDA in Washimgton, D. C., for labora-
tory analysis to dct.rmine whether there was any deficiency in the con-
tents and composition of the product as indic~ted on the labzls., In
each instanece it ms found that there was substantial compliance with the

law and the product contained approxim~tely what was indic~teod on the
label,

Samples were submitted on the following dates for analysis:

M~rch 15, 1945
M~rch 8, 1948
July 24, 1948
Sept cmber 22, 1948
Scptomber 24, 1948
Sapt amber 25, 1948
Scpt umber 28, 1943 (2 separnte samples)
- Scptamb.r 29, 1948
October 11, 1948
Jamuary 10, 1949
June 10, 19%9
May 2, 1941
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As was stated above, these samplcs werc found to comply
substantially with thc laws enforced by FDA and therefors, no further
investigation wis conducted in connecction with the various s~mples.
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REFERENCES:

"shington Field teletype to the Burecau ard New Orl:ans
dated January 3, 1953

Washington Field Airtel to the Burcau and New Orlcans dated
Jamary 13, 1953.
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