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were false and fraudulent in that the said article eontained no ingredient or
combination of ingredients, capable of producing the curative and therapeutic
effects claimed for the article.

On October 11, 1919, H. Planter & Son, Brooklyn, N. Y., having appecared as
claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered,
and the product was ordcred released to the claimant on payment of the cosis
of the proceedings and the filing of a bond in the sum of $100, in conformity
with section 10 of the act.

L. D. Barr, Acting Secrctary of Agriculture.

7732, Adulteration and misbranding of spring water. U, 8. * * * v, 23
Cases of Water. Default decrce of condemmnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (F. & D. No. 9983, 1. S. No. 7801-r. 8. No. C-1135.)

On March 29, 1919, the United States attorney for the Fastern District of
Missouri, 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 23 cases of water, 19 of which contained 24 bottles of water
and 4 of which contained 50 bottles of water, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
on or about February 18, 1919, by the West Baden Spring Co., West Baden, Ind.,
and transported from the Siate of Indiana into the State of Missouri, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,
as amended. The article was labeled in part: “ Renders excellent service in all
nutritional disturbances sucl: as Gout, Rheumatism, Uric Acid, Diabetes, Obesity,
# #% % Active Cathartic West Baden Concentrated Spring Water No. 7 Forti-
fied with Magnesium and Sodium Sulphates * * * TWest Baden Springs Co.
West Baden, Ind. U. S. A. Chas. B. Rexford, Pres. * * %2

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel in that the article consisted
in whele or in large part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal and vegeta-
ble substance.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel in that the statements
appearing on the label on the bottle containing the article, regarding the curative
and therapeutic effecis of the article, were false and fraudulent.

On March 24, 1920, 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.

E. D. Barn, Acting Sccretary of Agriculiure,

7733, Adulteration of canned tomatees. U.S. * * * v, 50 Cases of Canned
Tomatoes., Default decrec of comdemnation, forfeiture, and de-
struction. (F. & D. No. 12543. 1. 8. No. 17487-r. S. No. E-2036.)

On April 7, 1920, the United States allorney for the District of Maryland,
acting upon a report by the Secrelary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and condemnation
of 50 cases of canned tomatces, remaining unsold in the original unbroken
packages at Baltimore, Md., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
about December 13, 1919, frem Norwich, Conn., and transported from the State
of Conmecticut into the State of Maryland, and charging adulteration in viola-
tion of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part, * Thomag’
Dest Brand Tomatoes Contents Weigh 2 1bs. Packed by W. J. Thomas & Co.,
Evans, W. Va., The Thomas Farm.”

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



