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chaser into the belief that the article was condensed milk, whereas, in truth
and in fact, it was partially evaporated milk. Misbranding of the article was
alleged for the further reason that it was food in package form, and the quan-
tity of the contents of the packages was not plainly and conspicuously marked
on the outside of the packages in terms of weight, measure, or numerical count.

On May 30, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product should be sold by the United States marshal.

H. D. Barr, Acting Secrctary of Agriculture.

7194, Adulteration and misbranding of Orange Joog [Joej]. U. 8. * * =
v. 5 Barrels of Orange Joeg [Joej]l. Defaunlt deeree of condemna-
tion, forfeit®re, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 9840. I. 8. No. 6142-r.
S. No. (€-1098.)

On March 10, 1919, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filedtin the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
cendemnation of 5 barrels of Orange Joog [Jooj], remaining unsold in the orig-
inal unbroken packages at New Orleans, La., alleging that the article had been
shipped on or about November 5, 1918, by the Orange Julep Co., St. Louis, Mo.,
and trangsported from the State of Missouri into the State of Louisiana, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended.

 Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libgl for the reason that a prod-
uct composed of sugar, glucose, water, flavor, and artificial color had been
. substituted wholly or in part for orange juice sirup, and for the further reason
that it was artificially colored in a manner whereby its inferiority was con-
cealed, and for the further reason that it contained an added deleterious ingre-
dient, to wit, salicylic acid, which might render the article injurious to health.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statements
borne on the labels on the barrels, together with the pictorial designs thereon,
were false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbrand-
-ing of the article wag alleged for the further reason that the quantity of the
contents was not declared on the packages.

On April 8, 1919, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product should be destroyed by the United States marshal.

E. D. Bawr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7185. Misbranding of Federal Special Chocslate. U, 8. * * * vy, Federal
Cocoa & Chocolate Co., a corporation. Plea of guilty. K¥ine, $25
and costs, (F. & D. No. 9854, 1. 8. No. 16119-p.) -

On October 29, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for gsaid district an information against the Federal
Cocoa & Chocolate Co., a corporation, Baltimore, Md., alleging shipment by
said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about August 30,
1917, from the State of Maryland into the State of Washington, of a quantity
of chocolate liguor, invoiced as Federal Spec. Liguor, and billed as chocolate,
which was adulterated.



