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Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
inedible product, to wit, dry oranges, had been substituted in whole or in part
for an edible product, to wit, juicy oranges, which the article purported to be.

On March 16, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, a decree
of the court was entered ordering the destruction of the product.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

11917. Adulteration of oranges. U, 8. v. 21 Boxes of Oranges. Decree en-~
tered ordering reclease of good portion and destruction of re-
mainder., (F. & D. No. 17330. 1. S. No, 1365—-v. 8. No. E-4323.)

On March 8, 1923, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland,
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 21 boxes of oranges. remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Baltimore, Md. consigned February 24, 1923, alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Arcadia Citrus Growers Exchange, from
Achan, Fla., and transported from the State of Florida into the State of Mary-
land. and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part: (Box) *“96 Russet Invinecible Brand Arcadia
Citrus Growers Assn. Arcadia, Florida;” (tissue wrapper) “Trade Mark
Sealdsweet Registered.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that an
inedible product, to wit, dry oranges, had been substituted in whole or in part
for an edible product, to wit, juicy oranges, which the said article purported
10 be.

On March 16, 1923, the Florida Citrus Exchange having appeared as claim-
ant for the property and admitted the allegations in the libel, and the product
having beén theretofore sorted and 17 boxes having been found to meet the
requirements of law, it was ordered by the court that the said 17 boxes be
released, that the balance be destroyed, and that the claimant pay the costs of
the proceedings.

C. F. Marvin, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11918. Adulteration and alleged misbranding of screenings, U. S, v. 43,720
Pounds of Screenings. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture.
Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 17535. I. S. No. 6666-v.
S. No. C~-3980.)

On May 18, 1923, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of Illi-
noig, 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 49,720 pounds, more or less, of screenings, remaining unsold
in the original and unbroken packages at Bast St. Louis, Ill., consigned by the
Armour Grain Co., Kansas City, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
from Kansas City, Mo., on or about February 21, 1923, and transported from
the State of Missouri into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that min-
eral matter of the nature of sand, to wit, 40 per cent of fine sand, had been
mixed and packed with and substituted wholly or in part for the said article.
Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that the article had been
mixed in a manner whereby damage or inferiority was concealed.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the designation,
“ screenings,” was false and misleading, and for the further reason that it was
sold under the distinctive name of another article.

On June 23, 1923, the Midwest Flour & Feed Co., East St. Louis, Ill.. having
appeared as claimant for the property, a decree of the court was entered ad-
judging the product to be adulterated and liable to condemnation and forfei-
ture, and it was ordered by the court that the said product be released to the
claimant upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execulion of a
bond in the sum of $400, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. F. MaARrvInN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11919. Adulteration of canned sardines. U. S. v. 15 Cases of Sardines. De-
fault decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. &
D. No, 17711. I. 8. No. 2625—v. 8. No. E-4465.)

On August 16, 1923, the United States attorney for the .Eastern Distr.ict of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agmcultqre, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
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and condemnatioh of 15 cases of sardines, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by the Columbian Canning Co., Lubec,
Me., alleging that the article had been shipped from Lubec, Me., on or about
July 9, 1923, and transported from the State of Maine into the State of Penn-
sylvania, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.
The article was labeled in part: “ Vender Brand American Sardines In Cotton-
seed Oil Packed By Columbian Canning Co. Lubec Washington Co., Me.”

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

On September 14, 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.

C. F. MARrviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11920. Misbranding and alleged adulteration of cottonseed meal. U. S._v.
Southern Cotton 0il Co., a Corporation. Plea of guilty to mis-
branding charge. Fine, $25. Demurxrer sustained as to adultera—
tion charge. (F. & D. No. 14347. 1. 8. Nos. 11089-r, 12012-r.)

On May 9, 1921, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Arkansas, 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
Southern Cotton Oil Co., a corporation, trading at Little Rock, Ark., alleging
shipment by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about
July 2, 1919, from the State of Arkansas into the State of Kansas, of a quantity
of cottonseed meal which was misbranded, and on or about December 24, 1919,
from the State of Arkansas into the State of Michigan, of a quantity of cotton-
seed meal which was alleged to have been adulterated. 'The product involved
in the consignment of July 2, 1919, into Kansas was labeled in part: (Tag)
“ ¢ Chic-Homa Quality’ Cotton Seed Meal or Cake * * * Guaranteed Analysis
Protein, Not less than 41%.” The product involved in the remaining consign-
ment was billed as 7 per cent “C S Meal” and was represented by the con-
signor as 7 per cent ammonia cottonseed meal.

Analyses of samples of the article from the consignment of July 2, 1919, by
the Bureau of Chemistry of this department showed that it contained approxi-
mately 89.75 per cent of crude protein. Analyses of samples of the article
from the remaining consignment by said bureau showed that it contained 6.63
per ceut of ammonia,

Adulteration of the product involved in the consignment of December 24,
1919, into Michigan was alleged for the reason that a cottonseed meal of less
than 7 per cent of ammonia had been substituted in whole and in part for cotton-
seed meal of 7 per cent ammonia, which the article purported to be.

Misbranding of the product involved in the consignment of July 2, 1919,
into Kansas was alleged for the reason that the statement, to wit, “ Guaranteed
Analysis Protein, Not less than 41%,” borne on the tags attached to the sacks
containing the article, regarding the said article and the ingredients and sub-
stances contained therein, was false and misleading in that the said statement
represented that the article contained not less than 41 per cent of protein, and
for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mis-
lead the purchaser into the belief that it contained not less than 41 per cent of
protein, whereas, in truth and in fact, it did contain less than 41 per cent of
protein, to wit, 39.75 per cent of protein.

On June 23, 1923, a demurrer having been filed to both counts of the informa-
tion, which was overruled with respect to the second count involving the mis-
branding charge, a plea of guilty to the second count was entered, and the
court imposed a fine of $25. The demurrer was sustained as to the first count,
involving the adulteration charge.

C. F. MaRvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11921. Adulteration of cumin seed. U. S. v. 3 Bags of Cumin Seed. De-
faunlt decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. &
D. No. 15742. 1. 8. No. 13465—t. S. No. C-3377.)

On December 21, 1921, the United States attorney for the District of Kansas,
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 3 bags of cumin seed, at Wichita, Kans., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the J. H. Forbes Tea & Coffee Co., from St. Louis,
Mo., on or about November 21, 1921, and transported from the State of
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