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Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that dis-
tilled vinegar had been mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly or in
part for, cider vinegar.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement appearing on the
label, “ Pure Cider Vinegar Made From Apples,” was false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser by representing the product to be pure
cider vinegar made from apples, when it was not. 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, to wit, cider vinegar.

On July 27, 1921, the National Association of Cider Manufacturers having
entered an appearance as claimant for the property and having consented to
a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the claimant therefor
upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $100, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. F. MARvVIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

10284. Adulteration and misbranding ot horseradish mustard. U.S. * * =
v. 2 Barrels * * of * Horseradish Muastard. Default
decree of condemnatlon, forfeitnre, and destruction. (F. & D. No,

14666. I. S. No. 1584-t. 8. No. C-2878.)

On March 25, 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said distriet a libel for the seizure and con-
demnation of 2 barrels of horseradish mustard, remaining unsold in the orig-
inal barrels at Columbus, Ohio, consigned by the Bayle Food Products Co., St.
L.ouis, Mo., October 9, 1920, alleging that the article had been shipped from St.
Louis. Mo., and transported from the State of Missouri into the State of Ohio,
and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act. 'The article was labeled in part: “ Horseradish Mustard Colored and
Flavored with Turmeric * * * Manufactured by the Bayle Food Products
Co., St. Louis, Missouri.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that mus-
tard hulls had been mixed and packed with, and substituted wholly or in part
for, the said article and for the further reason that it had been mixed and
colored in a manner whereby inferiority was concealed.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the designation “ Horseradish
Mustard ” was false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser and
for the further reason that it was an imitation of, and offered for sale under
the distinctive name of, another article.

On February 17, 1922, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

C. F. MARVIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

10285. Misbranding ef olive o0il. U.S8. * * * vy, 12 Gallon Cans of Olive
0il. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. &
D. No. 15378. 1. 8. No. 5494-t. S. No. E-3551.)

On August 18, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, 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 12 gallon cang of olive oil, remaining unsold at Boston,
Mass., alleging that the article had been shipped by Crisafulli Bros., New York,
N. Y., on or about June 23, 1921, and transported from the State of New York
into the State of Massachusetts, and charging misbranding in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: * Contains
One Full Gallon Specialita Olio D’Oliva Purissimo Crisafulli Brand * * *
Importato Dall’Italia Da Crisafulli Bros. * * *72”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel 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, since the stated quantity,
to wit, “ One Gallon,” was incorrect and represented more than the actual
contents of the said package.

On November 14, 1921, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be sold by the United States marshal in a package or



