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14365, Misbranding of Moorite mineral powder. U. S. v. 10% Doien Pn.é'k?-,

nges, et al.,, of Moorite Mineral Povwder. Derault decree of cone
e 00on, 8. K. Welobs ) ruetion. (. & D. No. 20068, L 8,

On March 26, 1926, the United States attorney for the Northem Distriet of
Califorpia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
Distriect Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 1014 dozen 4-ounce packages and 11 dozen l-pound pack-
ages of Moorite mineral powder, remaining in the original unbroken’ packagcs

at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped by the

Moorite Products Co., from Seattle, Wash., October 8, 1925, and transported
from the State of Washmgton into the State of Cahforma, and chargmg mls-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. «*

Analysis by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of a sample of the

article showed that it consisted of clay. -

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the 11b=1 for the reason that the ,

following statements regarding its curative and therapeutic effects borne on
the carton containing the said article, “ contains wonderful Healing Properties
and when properly applied equals the best Medicinal Springs * * * Take

* * in any quantity the system may require * * * ‘espécially recom-

mended for the treatment of Rheumatism, Neuralgia, Neuritis, Indigestion, —:

Stomach Trouble, Kidney and Liver Trouble, Catarrh, Varicose Veins, Burns,
Scalds, in fact all inflamed conditions * * * Purlﬁes the Blood Aids Diges-
tion Eliminates Bowel and Stomach Gases, Relieves Aches and Pains, Un-
equalled for Scalds and Burns,” were false and fraudulent, since the article
contained no ingredient or combmatlon of ingredients capable of producmg
the effects claimed.

On or about May 14, 1926, ho claimant having appeared for the property,
judgment of condemnatmn and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Ww. M JARDINE, Secretary of Agrwulture
: i exat
14366. Misbranding of ﬁsh meal. U. S. v. 100 Sacks of Fish Meal. Consent

deeree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released nnder
bond. (F. & D. No. 19552. 1. S. No. 10685-v. 8. No. C—4627)

On February 3, 1925, the United States attorney for the DlStl'ict ‘of ane-‘

sota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agrlculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 100 sacks of fish meal, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at St. Paul, Minn,, alleging that the article had been shipped by
the Potomac Poultry Food Co from Baltimore, Md., October 10, 1924, and
transported from the State of Maryland into the State of anesota “and
charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act... The- article
was labeled in part: “ Chesapeake Bay Brand Tish Meal. Guaranteed Analysis

Protein (minimum) 57% Manufactured’ By J. "H. Cottman and Company,;, =

Baltimore, Md.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement “ Guaranteed Analysis Protein (minimum) 57%,” ‘borne on the
labels, was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser. -

On Apl‘ll 11, 1925, R. L. Gould & Co., St. Paul, Minn., having appeared as
claimant for the property and having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered. and it was 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 $300,
conditioned in part that it be relabeled and made to comply with the law.

W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

14367. Adulteration of tomato eatsup. V. S. v. 430 Cases of 'l“c.om'ato Catsup.
Consent decree of condemnation, forfeiture. and destruction. (F.
& D. No. 20764. I. S. No. 6975—x. S. No. E-5610.) -

On January 11, 1926, the United States attorneyv for the Distriet of Connec-
ticut, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 430 cases of tomato catsup, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at New Haven, Conn., alleging that the article had been shipped
by W. B. Robinson & Co., Laurel, Delaware, on or about November 25, 1925,
and transported from the State of Delaware into the State of Conmnecticut,
and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The article
was labeled in part: “ Polo Catsup.”
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