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[Given pursuant to section 4 of the Food and Drugs Act.]

11551. Adulteration of chloroform. U. S. v. 4 Tins of Chloroferm. Pelawult
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No.
16201. 8. No. E-39717.)

On June 23, 1922, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
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 condemna-
tion of 4 tins of chloroform at West Hoboken, N. J., alleging that the article
had been shipped from New York, N. Y., on or about April 1, 1922, and trans-
ported from the State of New York into the State of New Jersey, and charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled
in part: ¢ Chloroform for Anaesthesia.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed that it was turbid, upon evaporation it left a foreign odor,
and it contained hydrochloric acid, impurities decomposable by sulphuric acid,
and chlorinated decomposition products.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
was sold under and by a name recognized in the United States Pharmacopmeia
and differed from the standard of strength, quality, and purity as determined
by the test laid down in said Pharmacopaia, official at the time of investigation,
and the standard of strength, quality, and purity of the said article was not
declared on the containers thereof.

On June 28, 1923, 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 destiroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. GokE, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11552, Adulteration and misbranding of vinegar. U. S, v. 4 Half Barrels
of Vinegar. Default deeree of condemnation, forfeiture, and de-
struaction. (F. & D. No. 16392, 1. S. No. 9345-t. 8. No. E-3951.)

On or about June 16, 1922, the United States attorney for the Eastern Dis-
trict of South Carolina, 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 4nd condemnation of 4 half barrels of vinegar, remaining in the
original unbroken packages at Charleston, S. C., alleging that the article had
been shipped by the Fruit Products Co., Savannah, Ga., on or about May 30,
1922, and transported from the State of Georgia into the State of South Caro-
lina, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ Fruit Products Co. White Dis-
tilled Vinegar 60 Gr. Pickling Savannah, Ga.”
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Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, excessive water, had been substituled wholly or in part for the said
article and had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce, lower, or
injuriously affect its quality or strength,

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the label bore a statement re-
garding the article and the ingredients or substances contained therein, as fol-
lows, “ White Distilled Vinegar 60 Gr.,” which statement was false and m's-
leading and deceived and misled the purchaser, since the said article was not
white vinegar of the designated strength but had been diluted with excessive
water,

On May 19, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, and a jury
having been impaneled and a verdict having been returned for the Governmernt,
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. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11553, Adulteration and misbranding of canned oysters, TU. 8. v. 24 Cases
of Oysters in Tins. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (I & D. No. 16691. 1. 8. No. 3054—v. 8. No. E~4091.)

On or about August 3, 1922, the United States attorney for the Hastern Dis-
trict of South Carolina, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the District Court of the United States for said district a libel pray-
ing the seizure and condemnation of 24 cases of oysters in tins, remaining in
the original unbroken packages at Mullins, S. C,, alleging that the article had
been shipped by the Hilton Head Packing Co., from Savannah, Ga., on or
about June 29, 1922, and transported from the State of Georgia into the State
of South Carolina, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: “ H'lton
Head Brand * * * (Contains 5 Oz. Oyster Meat Oysters * * * Packed
By Hilton Head Packing Co. Office: Savannah, Ga.”

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

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the labels of the
tins containing the article bore statements regarding the said article, to wit,
“Contain 5 Oz. Oyster Meat Oysters” and “5 Oz. * * * OQysters,” to-
gether with a design showing an*open oyster, which were false and mislead-
ing and deceived and misled the purchaser, since the said article had been
diluted with excessive brine and the said tins did not contain 5 ounces of
oyster meat. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
was an imitation of and offered [for sale] under the distinctive name of an-
other art'cle, and for the further 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.

On May 19, 1923, no claimgnt having appeared for the property, and a jury
having been impaneled and a verdict having been returned for the Government,
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. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11554. Adulteration of shell eggs. U. S. v. 8 Cases of Shell Eggs., Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. . & D.
No. 16741. 1. S. No. 52—-v. S. No. E-4081.)

On July 21, 1922, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
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 8 cases of shell eggs atl Newark, N, J., alleging that the
article had been shipped by Jarrell Bros., Inc., Mount Airy, N. C, in two
consignments, namely, on or about July 17 and 19, 1922, respectively, and
transported from the State of North Carolina into the State of New Jersey,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the art’cle was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of decomposed eggs.

On June 28, 1923, 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.

Howarp M. Gorr, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



