264 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY. [Supplement 118,

the curative or therapeutic effects which purchasers were led to expect by the
said statements, and which were applied to the article with a knowledge of their
{alsity for the purpose of defrauding purchasers thereof.

On November 13, 1920, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. ’

E. D. Bawy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9358. Adulteration and misbranding of tomato catsup. U. 8. * * * v,
76 Cases and 20 Cases of Tomato Catsup. Default decrees of con~
demnation, forfeiture, and destruoction. (F. & D. Nos. 14200, 14204.
I. 8. Nos. 5015~t, 5016—-t. 8. Nos. E-3053, B-3054.)

On January 19, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district libels of information
praying the seizure and condemnation of 76 cases and 20 cases of tomato
catsup, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Fall River and Boston,
Mass., respectively, alleging that the article had been shipped by Thomas
Page, Albion, N. Y., on or about September 4, 1920, and transported from the
State of New York into the State ofe Massachusetts, and charging adultera-
tion and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.
The article was labeled in part: “ Royal Kitchen * * * Tomato Catsup
* % * (Contents 16 0z.” (or “10 0z”) “=* * * Royal Kitchen Brand
Catsup is made from selected tomatoes guaranteed free from any artificial
coloring or any other injurious substances. *# * * Packed By Thomas Page
Albion, N. Y. * =* *2»

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that it
consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable substance,

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the article was
food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and
conspicuously marked on the outside of the package in terms of weight,
measure, or numerical count.

On April 29, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal,

E. D. BaLt, Acting Secretary of Agricultuie.

9359. Adulteration and misbranding ¢f vinegar. U.S. * * * v 8 Cases
of Vinegar * * *. Defaunlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (F. & D. No. 14395, 1. 8. No. 13158-t. S. No. E-3103.)
On February 17, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Maine,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 8 cases of vinegar, remaining unsold in the original unbroken
packages at Augusta, Me., consigned by the Naas Cider & Vinegar Co., Cohocton,
N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped {rom Cohocton, N. Y., on or
about July 20, 1920, and transported from the State of New York into the
State of Maine, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: “ C. C. C.
Brand Reduced Cider Vinegar Made From Apples Fermented. Cascade Cider
Co. * * * Net Contents 16 FL Oz. * * * Reduced With Water to 4%
Acetic Acid Springville, N. Y.”
Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that dis-
tilled vinegar had been mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly or



