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On January 31, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. W. PucsLey, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9507. Adulteration and misbranding of prepared mustard. U. S, * % »*
v. 3 Cases and 38 Cases * * * of Prepared Mustard. Decrees
of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. ' Containers returned
to claimant of 38 cases. (F. & D. Nos, 14406, 14407. 1. S. Nos. 10193,
10225-t. 8. Nos. W-862, W-863.)

On February 7, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
‘of the United States for said district libels for the seizure and condemnation
of 3 cases, each containing 6 one-gallon jars, and 38 cases, each containing 3
dozen 4-ounce tumblers, of prepared mustard, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at Denver, Colo., consigned by the Kondit Co., Chicago, IlL,"
alleging that the article had been shipped from Chicago, Ill., on or about De-
cember 13, 1920, and March 31, 1920, respectively, and transported from the
State of Illinois into the State of Colorado, and charging adulteration and mis-
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled on
the respective cases in part, “3 Dozen 4 Oz. [Tumblers] Net Weight 4 Oz.
J. 8. B. Brand Prepared Mustard Natural Flavor * #* #* or “Six One-
Gallon Jars Reliance Brand Prepared Mustard. The Kondit Co., Chicago, Il
x %k %9

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that mus-
tard hulls had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, vand
injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted in part for
prepared mustard.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the labels bore the
statement regarding the article, to wit, ‘“ Prepared Mustard,” which was false
and misleading and calculated to deceive and mislead the purchaser in that the
article was not prepared mustard, but was prepared mustard mixed and packed
with mustard hulls.

On March 18, 1921, Logan Wallace having entered an appearance as claimant
for the 38 cases of the article and having admitted all material allegations of
the libel,.it was ordered by the court that the libel be taken as confessed against
the product, and it was further ordered by the court that, upon payment of the
costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, in
conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that the said product
be returned to Chicago, Ill., to be destroyed by the United States marshal, the
containers be delivered to the said claimant. On May 31, 1921, no claimant
having appeared for the 3 cases of the article, a decree of condemnation and
forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. W. PuesLEY, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

0508. Misbranding of Egyptian regulator tea. U. S. * * * v, 60 Small,
16 Medium, and § Large Packages of * * * Egyptian Regula-
tor Tea. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruc-
tion. (F. & D. No. 14442, 1, 8. No. 10197-t. 8. No. W-872.)

On February 16, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
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 condemnation
of 60 small, 16 medium, and 5 large packages of Egyptian regulator tea, con-
signed by the Kells Co., Newburgh, N. Y., remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at Denver, Colo., alleging that the article had been shipped



