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adulteration was alleged in that a substance, to wit, either. distilled vinegar
or dilute acetic acid and other- foreign materials, had-been. substituted in part
for f* Vinegar Reduced to 4% Acetic Strength,” which the ar ticle purported to be.-

Misbranding- of theé article was alleged in that the statement on the label

on the package containing the article, to wit, “Vinegar Reduced to 4%
Acetic Strength,” was false and misleading and deceived and: misled the pur-
chaser into the Dbelief that the article was vinegar reduced to 4 per cent acetic
strength, whereas, in truth and in fact, the article was not such vinegar, -but
consisted of a mixture of Tess than 4 per.cent acetic strength, composed in part
of either distilled vinegar or dilute acetic acid and other foreign materials.
Further misbranding was alleged in that the statement on the packages con-
taining the article, to wit, “ This Vinegar Contains Property Found in Pure -
Apple Cider Vinegar,” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser in that it represented that the article contained the properties of
pure apple cider vinegar, whereas, in truth and in fact, it did not contain the

)lopeltles of pure apple cider vinegar. Further mlsblandmg Was alleged in
© that it was an imitation of, and was offered for sale unde1 the distinctive name
of another article, to wit, “ Vinegar Reduced to 4% Acetic Stlength »

’\hsbl anding of the article shipped on or about I‘ebruaIy 13, 1919, was fur ther
nlleged in that it was food in package form, and the quantlty of the con-
tents was not plainty and conspicuously marked on the outside of the paclxacfe

On June 2, 1920, the defendant enteled a plea of guilty to the 1nf0rmat1on,
and the comt imposed a fine of $175 and costs.

. D. Bann, Acting Scerctary of Agriculture.

$104., Adultexation and misbranding of gelatin., V. 8. * * * v, 2 Barrels
of Gelatin.. Decfault deeree. of condemnation, forfeiture, and de-
"struetion., (F. & D. No. 10220. I. 8, No. 13277-r. 8. No. E--1365.) )
On May 16, 1919, the United States attorney for the Western District of Penn-
sylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demmation of 2 barrels of gelatin, remaining unsold in the original unbroken
packages at Connellsville, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
about March 1, 1919, by the W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo., and trans-
ported from the State of Missouri into the State of Pennsylvania, and charomg
adulteration and misbranding under the Food and Dr ugs. Act.
Analysis of a sample of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partiment showed the following results;
Solution in water: Very cloudy.
Odor: Slight resemblance to glue.
Reaction to litmus: Slightly acid.
A 3 per cent solution yields a semi-jelly of about 50 pﬂr cent of

standard, »
Total ash (per cent) . .t 3.12
Copper (mg. per kilo) 47.0
Zine (mg. per kilo) o __________ e 630.0

Adultemtlon of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that a substance, to wit, technical glue, had been substituted in whole or in
part for gelatin, which the article purported to be. Adulteration was alleged
for the further reason that the article contained added poisonous and delete-
rious ingredients, to wit, copper and zine, which might render the article in-
jurious to health. ' '

M1sb1'and1n0" of the article was alleged for the reason that 1t was an imita-.
tion of, and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of, another article,
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‘On Juhne 25,71920, no claimant having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.
- B. D. Baxr, Acting Seerctary of Agriculture.

8105, Adulteration and misbravding of evansvated milk, U. S. * * * v,
Aviston Condensed Milk Ce., n Corporation, Plea of guilty. Iine,
$25 and costs. (I. & D. No. 10257, I §. Nos. 11923-p, 6151-1.)

On July 22, 1919, the United States attorney for the Eastern Distriet of Iili-
nois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in thé District
Court of the United States for said district an information against the Aviston
Condensed Milk Co., Aviston, IIL, alleging shipment by said defendant, on or
about June 8, and May 16, 1918, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended, from the State of Illinois into the States of Missouri and Ohio, of
quantities  of - evaporated milk which was adulterated and misbranded. The
article was labeled “‘Turity’ Brand Evaporated Milk Manufactured Expressly
for Confectioners and Ice Cream Makers Digtributed by United Bakers’ Supply
Company Jobbers, Importers, Manufacturers Largest Supply House in the West
109-113-113" South Fleventh St. S, W. Cor. Eleventh and Walnut Sts. Saint
Louis.” and ¢ Our ‘Best’ Brand Evaporated Milk Manufactured Especially For
-Yee Cream . Makers and Confectioners Guaranteed to. Comply with all Provi-
sions of TFederal and State Pure Food Laws. Aviston Condensed Milk Co.
Aviston Illinois, U. S. A, Net Weight 8 Lhs.” , ,

Analyses of samples of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that the article labeled © Purity Bramd”’ contained 25. 64 per
cent of solids. and .7.34 per cent of far, and that the article labeled “ Best
Brand ” in the shipment of June 8 coutained 23.34 per cent of solids and 7.10
per cent of fat, aind in the shipent of May 16 centained 25.35 per cent of solids
and 7.35 per cent of fat. The © Best Brand.” in the shipment of June S, labeled
“Xet Weight S Lbs.,” showed in 4 cans an-average shortage of 2.25 ounces.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the -information with respect to
both ghipments for the reason that. an insufficiently condenged milk product,
low in fat and total solids, had been mixed and packed with the article so as to
lower and reduce and injuriously atfect its quality and-strength, and had been
substituted in whole ot in part £01 ev apmdted miiky which Lhe article purported
to be.

Misbranding of the article was alieged with respect to both shipments for the
reason that the statement “ livaporated Milk,” borne on the cans containing the
article, was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, in that
it represented that the article was evaporated milk, whereas, in truth and in
fact, gaid article was not evaporated mill, but was an insufliciently condensed
milk, low in fat and total solids. Misbranding of “ Oar Best Brand ¥ in the
shipment of June 8, 1918, wag alleged for the further reason that the statement
“Net Weight 8 Pounds,” borne on the cang, was false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser, in that each of said eans did not contain 8§
‘pounds of the article. Misbranding of both brands in the shipment of June 8
was alleged for the further reason that they were food in package form, and the
quantity of the contents theleof was not plamly and CODbplCllOHSl} m(ul\ed on
the outside of the package,

On September 17, 1919, the defendant company entelea a plea of gullty, and

the COUlt 1m'poscd a fine of $25 and costs.
L. D. BiLL, Llctm_/ Secr etau of AJI!C?LHTH&



