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9427. Adulteration of Fimoecchietti Semplici. U. 8. * * * v, 25 Cases
* * * gf Finoechietti Sempliei. Default decree of condemnu-
tion, fovfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 14599. I. 8. No. 289-t.
S. No. C-2815.)

On March 10, 1921, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 25 cases, more or less, each containing 100 cans, of Finocchietti
Semplieci, at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by Mon-
 tagnino & Scaduto, New York, N. Y., on July 9, 1920, and transported from the
State of New York into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration in vio-
lation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable sub-
stance.

On May 20, 1921, 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.

' . C. W. PUGSLEY,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9428, Adulteration of tomato catsup. U. 8§, *¥ * * vy, 80 Cases of To-
mato Catsup. Default decree of condemmation, forfeiture, and de-
struction. (F. & D. No. 14619, 1. S, No. 3225~t. 8. No, C—2862.)

On March 10, 1921, the United States attorney for the Eastern 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 80 cases of tomato catsup, remaining unsold in the original
unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
on or about November 30, 1920, by the J. T. Polk Co., Mound City, Ill., and
transported from the State of Illinois into the State of Missouri, and charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled
in part: “ Califo Brand Fancy Tomato Catsup.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it con-
sisted in whole or in large part of a filthy, putrid, and decomposed vegetable
substance.

On April 29, 1921} 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.

C. W. PugsLEy,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9429. Adulteration of coal-tar eolor. U. S, * * * v, One Pound Can of
Coal-Tar Color. Defanlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (F. & D. No. 14644, I. 8. No. 3685~t. S. No. C-2874.)

On March 18, 1921, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, 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 one pound can of coal-tar color, at Chicago, Ill., alleging that
the article had been shipped by the W. B. Wood Mfg. Co., St. Louis, Mo., on
March 2, 1921,>and transported from the State of Missouri into the State of
Illinois, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
‘that other substances, to wit, sodium chlorid and sodium sulphate, had been
mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly or in part for, the said article,
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and for the further reason that the article contained an added poisonous and
deleterious ingredient, to wit, arsenic, which might render the sald article
injurious to health. .

On May 20, 1921, 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.

C. W. PugsLEY,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9430 (Supplement to Notice of Judgment 8903). Adulteration and misbrand-
ing of orange crush. U. 8. * % ¥ v 22 Cases of Orange Crush,
So-Called. Supplemental deciee of the court ordering release of
the product under bond. (F. & D. No, 11461. I. S. No. 6246-r. S. No.
C-1491.)

On January 25, 1921, the court entered a supplemental decree in the above
case as follows: A decree having, been heretofore entered for the condemnation
and destruction of the above-named property, and the Orange Crush Co., claim-
ant, having since paid the costs and now having filed a bond in accordance with
the provisions of the law, it is ordered that the said property above-mentioned
be delivered by the marshal to the said Orange Crush Co., claimant.

C. W. PussLey,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

9431. Adulteration and misbranding of kidney beans. U. S. * * * v,
40 Cases of Alleged Kidney Beans. Consent decree of condemna-
tion and forfeiture. Product released under bond. (F. & D. No.
12088. I. S. No. 8880-r. 8. No. ¢—1743.)

On February 14, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
sota, 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 condem-
nation of 40 cases of alleged kidney beans, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Minneapolis, Minn., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the Western Grocery Co. Mills, Marshalltown, Iowa, on or about January 6,
1920, and transported from the State of Iowa into the State of Minnesota, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.
The article was labeled, (on shipping package) “ Red Kidney Beans.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that long
cranberry beans had been mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly or in
part for, the article.

‘Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, “ Red Kidney
Beans,” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser when
applied to a product containing long cranberry beans. Misbranding was alleged
for the further reason that the article was an imitation of, and was sold under
the distinctive name of, another article. _

On May 11, 1921, the Marshall Canning Co., Marshalltown, Iowa, having
¢ntered an appearance as claimant for the property, 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 $500, in conformity with section 10
of the act, conditioned in part that the product be relabeled so as to show its
true nature and character.

C. W. PuasLEy,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



