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United States for said district a libel of information praying the seizure and con-
demnation of 25 dozen bofttles of a product purporting to be essence of lemon, remain-
ing unsold in the original unbroken packages at North Adams, Mass., consigned on
February 5, 1919, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Public Service
Drug Co., Glens Falls, N. Y., and transported from the State of New York into the
State of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration and misbranding in v1olat10n
of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.

Adulteration of the artlde was alleged in the libel of information for the reason that
it contained dilute alcohol containing citral and lemon in quantities less than con-
tained in true essence of lemon.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance f01 the reason that the statement,
‘“Essence of Lemon,”” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser,
and for the further reason that it was an imitation of, and was offered for sale under the
distinctive name of, another article, to wit, essence of lemon, whereas, in truth and in
fact, it was not essence of lemon. Misbranding of the article was alleged for the further
reason that it was food in package form, and the quantiiy of the contents was not set
forth upon the article of food.

On May 13, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of con-
demnation and forf(nture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product
should be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.
7223, Aduiteration of Cacapon Water. U. 8. * #* * vy, 26 10-Gallon Kegs of Cacapon

Water. BDefault decree of condemnatior, Iorieiwre, and destruction. (F. & D. No.
9991, I.S. No. 15570-r. 3. No. E-1284.)

On April 2, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia, acting
upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Supreme Court of said
District, holding a District Court, a libel for the seizure and condemnation of 26
10-gallon kegs of Cacapon Water at Washington, D. C., alleging that the article had
been shipped on March 17, 1919, by the Capon Springs Co., Capon Springs, W. Va.}
and transported from the State of West Virginia into the District of Columbia, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended.

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

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it 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 May 20, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of con-
demnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product
should be destroyed by the United States marshal,

E. D. Baiy, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7224, Adulteration and misbranding of olive oil. U. 8., * * % vy, 25 l4-gallon Cans and
15 5-gallon Cans of Qil Purporting to be Oiive Qil. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D. No. 9992, 1. 8. Nos. 2711, 2712-r. S, No. W-292.)

On April 7, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado, acting upon
areport 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 25 L4-gallon cans and 15
5-gallon cans of olive oil, consigned by Frank Carramusa, Kansas City, Mo., remaining
unsold in the original unbroken packages at Denver, Colo., alleging that the article

‘had been shipped on or about July 22, 1918, and transported from the State of Missouri
into the State of Colorado, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation
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of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The 25 }4-gallon cans were labeled in
part, “Extra Pure Olive Oil * * * 1 Gallon Net,”” and the 5-gallon cans were
unlabeled, but were shipped as and represented by the shipper to be olive oil.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that cottonseed oil
had been mixed and packed therewith and substituted for olive oil go as to reduce,
lower, and injuriously affect its quality. -

Misbranding of the article was alleged in substance for the reason that the 14-
gallon cans bore a statement regarding the contents thereon, representing that it was
pure olive oil, which statement was false and misleading and calculated to deceive
the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article con-
tained in the 5-gallon cans was intended [for]and was offered forsale under the distinc-
tive name of another article, to wit, olive oil, whereas, in truth and in fact, said article
was not olive oil. Mishranding of the ar uclﬂ in the 5-gallon cans was alleged for the
further reason that it was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was
not stated on the outside of the package or can.

On May 26, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of con-
demnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product

should be labeled so as to plainly. indicate that said cil was a compound or blend
of cottonseed oil and olive oil, and should be plainly and conspicuously marked, each
can on the outsids thereof, in terms of measure with the correct quantity of the con-
tents, and that it should be sold either at public or private sale by the United States
marshal, -
B. D. Bawr, Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.
7225, Aduiteration and misbranding of Daisy Daiyry Feed. U. S. * * % vy, 200Cases of Baisy
Dairy Feed. Comnseni Gecree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product ordered re-
leased on bond., (F. & D. No. 9995. I, 8. No. 16306~r. S. No. E-1283.)

On Maxch 4, 1919, the United States attorney for the Northern District of Georgia,
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 200 cases
of Daisy Dairy Feed, remaining unsold in the original unbroken packages at Gaines-
ville, Ga., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about December 31, 1918,
by the Sutherland Flour Mills Co., Cairo, Ill., and transported from the State of
Illinois into the Sfate of Georgia, and charging adulteration and misbranding in vio-
lation of the Food and Drugs Act. Said article was labeled in part, ‘“Daisy Dairy
Feed * * * Analysis: Protein, 13.25 per cent; Ifat, 3.50 per cent; Plbre 12.50
per cent. Sutherland Flour Mills Co., Cairo, I11.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason that
a substance containing lower percentages of protein and fat and a higher percentage
of fiber than those indicated on the label and tag had been mixed and packed there-
with and had been substituted wholly or in part for the article so as to reduce, lower,
and injuriously affect the quality of the said product.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the °tatﬂments borne on
the tags attached to the sacks containing the article, regarding it and the ingredients
and substances contained therein, were false and misleading in that the product did
not contain 13.25 per cent of protein and did not contain 3.5 per cent of fatand con-
tained more than 12.5 per cent of fiber, and for the further reason that it was labeled as
aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser and cause him to believe that the
product contained 13.25 per cent of protein, 3.5 per cent of fat, and only 12.5 per
cent of fiber, whereas, in truth and in fact, it did not contain 13.25 per cent of protein,
and 3.5 per cent of fat and contained more than 12.5 per cent of fiber.

On May 3, 1919, the said Sutherland Flour Mills Co., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered



