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was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product might be released
to said claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings.

Howarp M. GORE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11486. Adulteration and misbranding of jellies. U, S. v. Shenandoah
Valley Apple Cider & Vinegar Co., a Corporation. Plea of
guilty. Fine, $100. (F. & D. No. 16850. 1. 8. Nos. 17036-t, 17037-t,
17038—t, 17039-t.)

On December 21, 1922, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Virginia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against the
Shenandoah Valley Apple Cider & Vinegar Co., a corporation, Winchester, Va.,
alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Aci, on
or ahout January 16, 1922, from the State of Virginia into the State of West
Virginia, of quantities of jellies which were adulterated and misbranded. The
articles were labeled in part: (Glasses) ‘“Apple Pie Ridge 40 Miles of Apple
Trees Apple And Strawberry ” (or “Apple And Cherry” or “Apple And Black-
berry ” or “Apple And Raspberry ”) “ Jelly Pure Cane Sugar * * * Apple
Pectin. Shenandoah Valley Apple Cider & Vinegar Co. Winchester, Va.”

Analyses of samples of the articles by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that they consisted of jellies made from sugar and pectin.

Adulteration of the articles was alleged in the information for the reason that
a certain substance, to wit, sugar pectin jelly, had been mixed and packed
therewith so as-to lower and reduce and injuriously affect their quality and
strength and had been substituted in part for apple and strawberry jelly, apple
and cherry jelly, apple and blackberry jelly, or apple and raspberry jelly, as
the case might be, which the said articles purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, to wit, “Apple
And Strawberry,” “Apple And Cherry,” “Apple And Blackberry,” and “Apple
And Raspberry,” borne on the labels attached to the glasses containing the
respective articles, regarding the said articles and the ingredients and sub-
stances contained therein, were false and misleading in that they représented
that the articles were composed wholly of apple and strawberry jelly, apple and
cherry jelly, apple and blackberry jelly, or apple and raspberry jelly, as the
case might be, and for the further reason that the articles were labeled as
aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that they
were composed wholly of apple and strawberry jelly, apple and cherry jelly,
apple and blackberry jelly, or apple and raspberry jelly, as the case might be,
whereas, in truth and in fact, they were not composed wholly of said ingredients
but were composed in part of sugar pectin jellies. Misbranding was alleged for
the further reason that the articles were mixtures composed in part of sugar
pectin jellies, prepared in imitation of and offered for sale and sold under the
distinctive names of other articles, to wit, apple and strawberry jelly, apple and
cherry jelly, apple and blackberry jelly, or apple and raspberry jelly, as the case
might be.

On April 24, 1923, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalf
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $100.

Howarp M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

1148%7. Adulteration of shell eggs. U. S. v. 420 Cases of Eggs., Consent
decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under

bond. (F. & D. No. 16876. I. 8. No. 3939—v. S8. No. C-3807.)

On or about September 20, 1922, 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 praying the
seizure and condemnation of 420 cases of eggs, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Chicago, Ill.,, alleging that the article had been shipped by
Peter Fox Sons Co., from Rollo, Mo., September 5, 1922, 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 the libel for the reason that it
consisted in part of a filthy animal substance, for the further reason that it
consisted in part of a decomposed animal substance, and for the further reason
that it consisted in part of a putrid animal substance.

On September 25, 1922, the Peter Fox Sons Co., Chicago, Ill, claimant, hav-
ing admitted the material allegations of the libel and consented to the entry
of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
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payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum
of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that it
be candled under the supervision of this department, the bad portion destroyed
and the good portion delivered to the claimant.

Howarp M. GOrE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11488, Adulteration of sauerkrawt. U. S. v. 15 Cases of Sauerkraut. De-
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. &
D. No. 17308. 1. S. No. 1689—v. 8. No. E-4318.)

On February 26, 1923, 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 praying the
seizure and condemnation of 15 cases of sauerkraut, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Lowell, Mass., alleging that the article had been shipped
by the W. H. Killian Co., Baltimore, Md., on or about December 11, 1922, and
transported from the State of Maryland into the State of Massachusetts. and
charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
was labeled in part: “ Killian’s Quality * * * Sauer Kraut Contents 1
Lb. 13 Oz, * * * Packed By W. H. Killian Co. Baltimore, U, 8. A.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, to wit, excessive brine, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to
redure and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength and had been
substituted in whole or in part for the said article.

On May 31, 1923, no claimaut 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.

Howarp M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11489. Adulieration of oramges. U, S. v. 43 Boves c¢f Oranges. Deoetanlt
decree c¢f condemmnation, forfeitnre, and destruction. (I & D.
No. 17390. 1. S. Nos. 2646-v, 2647-v. S. No. [-4332.)

On March 19, 1923, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of 43 boxes of oranges, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by the American Fruit Growers,
Inc., from New Smyrna, Fla., alleging that the article had been shipped from
New Smyrna, Fla., March 9, 1923, and transported from the State of Florida
into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Tiger Head Brand
* * * THalifax River—Citrus Fruit Munroe & Stevens Daytona, Florida,
U. 8. A”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
ined.ble or dried product had been substituted wholly or in part for an ed:ble or
juicy product.

On March 28, 1923, 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.

Howarp M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

114980. Misbranding of Texas Wonder. U. S. v. 144 Bottles of Texas Won-
der. Defaunlt deeree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruc-
tiom. (F. & D. No. 12902, I. 8. No. 9564-r. 8. No. C-1968.)

On June 23, 1920, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 144 bottles of Texas Wonder, remaining in the original
packages at Fort Worth, Tex., alleging that the article had been shipped by
E. W. Hall, St. Louis, Mo., during the month of June, 1920, and transported
from the Stuce of Missouri into the State of Texas, and charging misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled
in part: (Carton) “A Remedy For Kidney and Bladder Troubles Weak and
Lame backs, Rheumatism and Gravel. Regulates Bladder Trouble in Chil-
dren;” (circular headed *“ Read Carefully”) “In cases of Gravel and Rheu-
matic troubles it should be taken every night in 25-drop doses until relieved.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it consisted essentially of copaiba, guaiac resin, extracts
of rhubarb and colchicum, an oil similar to turpentine oil, alcohol, and water.



