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offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article, to wit, pure cider
vinegar,

On January 19, 1925, 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 desiroyed by the United States marshal.

W. M. JArDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

12990. Misbranding and alleged adulteration of tomato saunce. TU. S. v. 36
Cases of Tomato Sauce. Consent decree of condemnation and for-
feiture. Product released under bond to be relabeled. (F. & D.
No. 19165. 1. 8. No. 20979-v. 8. No. W-1607.)

On November 13, 1924, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
the seizure and condemnation of 36 cases of tomato sauce, remainin® in the
original unbroken packages at Seattle, Wash., alleging that the article had
been shipped by Best Foods (Inc.), from San Francisco, Calif., September
20, 1924, and transported from the State of California into the State of
Washington, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
food and drugs act. The article was labeled in -part: (Can) *“ Tomato
Sauce * * * Packed By Hershel Cal. Fruit Prod. Co. * * * San Jose
Cal. Packers of Contadina Brand Naples Style Tomato Sauce.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
artificially-colored tomato paste had been substituted wholly or in part for
the said artiecle.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements- “ Tomato
Sauce” and “ Salsa Di Pomidoro” were false and misleading and deceived
and misled the purchaser.

On January 2, 1925, the Hershel California Fruit Products Co., San Jose,
Calif., claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and having couo-
sented to the entry of a decree, judgment of the court was entered, finding the
product misbranded and ordering its condemnation and forfeiture, and it was
further ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant
upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in
the sum of $500, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part
that it be relabeled under the supervigion of this department.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

12991. Misbranding of butter. U. 8. v. 2,010 Pounds of Butter. Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D. No. 18959.
1. 8. No. 18344-v. 8. No. C—-4472.)

On or about August 25, 1924, the United States attorney for the Rastern
District of Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
the seizure and condemnation of 2,010 pounds of butter, at Knoxville, Tenn.,
alleging that the articie had been shipped by the Sugar Creek Creamery Co.,
Louigville, Ky., August 14, 1924, and {ransported from the State of Kentucky
into the State of Tennessee, and charging misbranding in violation of the
food and drugs act. The article was contained in parchment wrappers bear-
ing the statement ‘““ Four Qunces Net.”

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded in
that the packages labeled “ Four Ounces Net ” did not each contain 4 ounces net
of butter but did contain a less amount.

On November 3, 1924, 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 sold by the United States marshal.

W. M. Jaroing, Secretary of Agriculture.

12992. Misbranding of butter. U. §. v. 55 Pounds of Butter. Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D. No. 18970.
I. 8. Nos. 18342—v, 18343-v. 8. No. C—4477.)

On or about August 28, 1924, the United States attorney for the Eastern _
Distriet of Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel pray-
ing the seizure and condemnation of 55 pounds of butter, at Chattanooga, Tenn.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Andrew Rohan Co., Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, August 12, 1924, and transported from the State of Ohio into the
State of Tennessee, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and
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drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Carton) “Red Ribbon One
Pound Net Creamery Butter * * * Churners And Wholesale Distributors,
The Andrew Rohan Co., Cincinnati, Ohio.”

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded
in that the packages labeled *“ One Pound Net” did not each contain 1 pound
net of butter but contained a less amount.

On November 3, 1924, 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 sold by the United States marshal.

W. M. JArpINE, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12993. Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 45 Packages of Butter. Defaualt
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D. No. 18969..

I. 8. No. 18341-v. 8. No. C—4476.)

On or about August 19, 1924, the United States: attorney for the Eastern
District of Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
the seizure and condemnation of 45 packages of butter, at Chattanooga, Tenn.,
alleging that the article had been shipped by the Evansville Pure Milk Co.,
Evansville, Ind., August 11, 1924, and transported from the State of Indiana
into the State of Tennessee, and charging misbranding in violation of the
food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “ Made From Pasteurized
Cream Evansville Pure Milk Company * * % Hyvansville, Indiana * * *
One Pound Net When Packed.”

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded, in
that the packages labeled * One Pound Net” by weight did not each contain
1 pound of butter but contained a less amount.

On November 3, 1924, 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 sold by the United States marshal.

W. M. JarDINE, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12994. Adulteration of chestnuts. U. S. v, 8 Cases of Chestnuts, Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No.
19416. 1. S. No. 16178~v. S. No. E-5053.)

On December 9, 1924, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of 8 cases of chestnuts, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by A. Princi, New York,
N. Y, alleging that the article had been shipped from New York, N. Y., on or-
about December 1, 1924, and transported from the State of New York into
the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration in violation of the food:
and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed vegetable substance.

On January 26, 1925, 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.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

12995. Adulteration of chestnuts. U. S. v. 2 Barrels of Chestnuts, Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D.
No. 19417, 1. 8. No. 16177-v. 8. No. E~5054.)

On December 9, 1924, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the-
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 2 barrels of chestnuts, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by F. Romeo & Co. (Inc.), New York,
N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped from New York, N. Y., on or
about November 19, 1924, and transported from the State of New York into the
State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and
drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it con-
sisted in whole or in part of a filthy and decomposed vegelable substance.

On January 26, 1925, 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.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.



