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TRE9., Adulteration and misbranding of sciroppo tamarindo. U. 8. * +*
v. 200 Cases of Seiroppoe Tamarindo. Default decree of condemmna-
tion, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 10635. I, 8. No. 10601-1.
8. No. C-1295.)

On June 19, 1919, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secrelary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
frict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and
condemnation of 200 cases of sciroppo tamarinde, remaining unsold in the
original unbroken packages at Chicago, Iil.. alleging that the article had been
shipped on or about September 18 arnd 21, 1918, by Achille Starace & Co., New
York, N. Y., and transported from the State of New York into the State of
Illinois, and charging adulteration and misbranding under the Food and Drugs
Act. The article was labeled, in part, ¢ Sciroppo Tamarindo.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reascn that a
substance consisting of, to wit, 30 per cent sugar solution, flavored with tar-
taric acid and artificially colored, had beén substituted in part for tamarind
sirup, which the article purported to be. Adulteration of the article was
alleged for {the further reasgon that it had been artlificially colored with caramel
in a manner whereby its inferiority wag concealed.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason thal the cases and
bottles containing the article bore the statements, to wit, “ Sciroppo Tama-
rindo” and ‘““ Tamarinde,” which said statements were falgse and misleading,
in that the said statements, together with the piclorial designs and devices
appearing upon cach of said botitles and the said cases, represented to the
purchascr that the article of food was genuine tamarind sirup, whereas, in
fruth and in fact, a substance consisting of 30 per cent sugar solution flavored
with tartaric acid and artificially colored had been subsiituted in part for
genuine tamarind sirup. bIisbranding of the article was alleged for the further
rearon that it was an imitation of tamarind sirup and was offercd for sale and
sold under the distinciive nane of another article, to wit, sciroppo tamarindo,

On Octoher 17, 1919, no claimant having appeared for thie property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfciture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal,

L. D. Barx, Acting Seccretary of Agriculture.

7880. Adulieration and misbranding of evaporaied milk, U. 8. * * * v,
Union Rieat Ceo., a Cerporation. Plea of guilty. Kime, $100. (V. &
D. No. 10137. I 8. Nos. 16188-p, 16191—p.)

On July 30, 1919, the Uniled States atterney for the District of Oregon, acting
upon a report by the Secrelary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court of
the United States for said district an information against the Union Mecat Co.,
a corporation, Portland, Oreg., alleging shipment by said defendant company,
on or about June 10, 1918, and June 13, 1918, in violalion of the Food and
Drugs Act, as amended, {from the State of Oregon into the Territory of Alaska,
of quantities of evaporated milk which was adulterated and misbranded. The
article was labeled in part, * iMarigold Brand (design of marigold) Net
Weight, 16 Ozs. Evaporated Milk Manufactured by Western Condensed Milk
Co. Seattle, U, 8. AV

Analysis of a sample of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
depariment showed that it had been insuflicienily evaporated, and that the
shipment of June 13 was short weight.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a partially evaporaied milk had been mixed and packed with the article so
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as 1o lower, reduce, and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had
been substituted in whole or in part for evaporated milk, which the article
purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged with respect to both of the shipments
for the reason that the statement “ Iivaporated Milk,” borne on the cans con-
taining ilhe article, regarding it and the ingredienis and substances contained
therein, was false and misteading and l1abeled and branded so as to deceive
and mislead the purchaser in that it represented that said article was evapo-
rated milk, whereas, in {ruth and in fact, said article was noi evaporated
milk, but was a partially evaporated milk. Misbranding of the article was
alleged with respect i{o the shipment of Junc 13, 1918, for the further reason
that the statement, to wit, ¢ Net Weight 16 0z<.,” borne on the cans containing
the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances contained therein,
was false and misleading and in that il was labeled so as to deceive and mislead
the purchaser in that it represented that each of the said cans contained 16
ounces of the article, whereas, in truth and in fact, each of said cans did not
contain 16 ounces of the article, but did contain a less amount. Misbranding
was further alleged with respect to the shipment of June 13, 1918, in that it
was food in package form, and the quantily of the contents thercof was not
plainly and conspicucusly marked on the outside of the package.

On August 9, 1919, the defendant company entered a plea of guilty to the
information, and the court imposed a fine of $100.

B. D. Bary, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

7801, Adulteration and misbranding of gelatin, U. 8. * * * y 200 Pounds
of Alleged Gelatin, Default deeree of condemmation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (F. & D. No. 10647. I. 8. No. 12104-r. 8. No. (-1320.)

On June 27, 1919, the United States atterney for the IEastern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secrelary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the Uniled States for said district a libel for the seizure apd con-
demnation of 200 pounds of alleged gelatin, remaining unsocld in the original
unbroken packages at Jacksonville, Tex., alleging that™ the article had been
shipped on or about April 16, 1919, by the W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo.,
and transported from the State of Missouri into the State of Texas, and charg-
ing adulteration and misbranding under the Food and Drues Act. The article
was labeled in part, “Gelatine.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that glue
had been mixed and packed with and substituted in part for gelatin, and in
that it contained an added poisonous and deleterious ingredient, to wit, zing,
which might render said article injurious to health.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason thatl the statement, to
wit, “ Gelatine,” was false and mislecading and deccived and misled the pur-
chaser in that glue had been mixed and packed with and substituted in part
for gelatin, Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
was an imitation of and was offered for sale under the distinctive name of
another article and that il was offered for sale under the distinctive name of
eelatin, whereas it was not gelailin, but contained zine and other substances
injurious to health.

On April 27, 1920, no claimani having appeared for the property, a default
decree of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

I3. D. BaLn, Aciing Secretary of Agriculture.



