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12134. Misbranding of flour. U. S. v. 160 Sacks of Flour. Decree ordering
release of product to be reconditioned or relabeled. (F. & D. No.
17686. I. 8. No. 11838—v. 8. No. W~1404.)

* On August 16, 1923, the United States attorney for the District of Nevada,
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 con-
demnation of 160 sacks of flour, at Reno, Nev., alleging (hat the article had
been shipped by the Gem State Roller Mill & Elevator Co., from Ucon, Idaho,
on or about July 17, 1923, and transported from the State of Idaho into the
State of Nevada, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, as amended. The article was labeled in part: “ Patent Perfect Flour
Rleached 98 Lbs. When Packed Gem State Roller Mill & Elevator Co. Ucon,
Idaho.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement, “98 Lbs.,” appearing in the labeling, was false and mislead-
ing and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for
the further reason that the article was food in package form and the quantity
of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of
the package.

On August 30, 1923, the Cremer-Erickson Co., Reno, Nev., having appeared
as claimant for the property, and it having appeared to the court that ihe
Government had established the allegations of the libel, judgment was entered
ordering 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 it be recon-
ditioned or relabeled under the supervision of this department, so that it would
comply with the requirements of the act.

C. F. MarvIN, Acting Secrelary of Agriculture.

12135. Adulteration and misbranding of fleur. U. 8. v. 1,000 Sacks of
Flour. Judgment ordering product released under bond to be
used for technical purposes. (F, & D. No. 17826. I. S. No. 2223-v.
S. No. E-4485.)

On September 17, 1923, the United States attorney for the Western 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 1,000 sacks of flour, at Pittsburgh, Pa., alleging
that the article had been shipped by the Hormel Mfg. Co., from Austin, Minn,,
on or about February 23, 1923, and transported from the State of Minnesota
into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended. 'The article was labeled
in part: (Sack) “98 Lbs. When Packed Every Sack Guaranteed Hormel's
Quality Minnesota Fancy Patent Flour Hormel Milling Co. Austin, Minn.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the
reason that musty flour had been substituted wholly or in part for quality
fancy patent flour, which the article purported to be. Adulteration was al-
leged for the further reason that it consisted wholly or in part of a filthy,
putrid, and decomposed vegetable substance.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, “ 98 Lbs. When
Packed Quality * * * Fancy Patent Flour,” was false and misleading and
misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the
article was [food] in package form and the quantity of the contents was not
plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On February 16, 1924, Schomaker & Co., Pittsburgh, Pa., having appeared as
claimant for the property, judgment of the court was entered ordering that
the product be released to the said claimant upon the execution of a bond
in the sum of $6,400, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in
part that it be used for technical purposes.

C. F. MARvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12136. Misbranding of lemon extract. U. S. v. 82 Dozen Bottles of Flavor-
ing Extract. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
released mnder bond. (F. & D. No. 16780. I. 8. No. 1306—v. S. No.
E-4157.)

On August 26, 1922, the United States attorney for the Xastern District of
Virginia, 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 82 dozen bottles of flavoring extract, remaining in the
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original packages at Norfolk, Va., alleging that the article had been shipped
by R. C. Williams & Co., from New York, N. Y., on or about February 24, 1922,
and transported from the State of New York into the State of Virginia, and
charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as amended.
The article was labeled in part: (Shipping carton) *“The Famous Royal
* % % Qearlet Brandy * * * R. C. Williams & Co., New York;” (bottle)
“Tlavoring Extract Terpeneless Lemon * * * C(Contents 2 F1. 0z.”
Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statement in the labeling, to wit, “ Contents 2 Fl. Oz.,” was false and misleading
and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the fur-
ther reason that the article was food in package form and the quantity of the
contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the
vackage, since the statement, “ Contents 2 F1. Oz.,” made thereon was incorrect.
On February 16, 1924, R. C. Williams & Co., New York, N. Y., having ap-
peared 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 ex-
ecution of a bond in the sum of $100, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. F. MarviN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

312137. Adulteration and misbranding of vanilla. U. 8. v. 300 Dozen Bot-
tles of Vanilla., Deecree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
released under bond. (F. & D. No. 16686. 1. S. No. 1301-v. 8. No.
E—4079.)

On or about August 2, 1922, the United States attorney for the Hastern
District of Virginia, 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
geizure and condemnation of 300 dozen bottles of vanilla, remaining in the
original packages at Norfolk, Va., alleging that the article had been shipped
hy R. C. Williams & Co., from New York, N. Y., June 30, 1922, and transported
from the State of New York into the State of Virginia, and charging adultera-
tion and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was
labeled in part: (Carton) “The Tamous Royal * * * Searlet Brand
* % % RO, Williams & Co.,, New York;” (botile) “ Flavoring Extract
Vanilla * * * (Contents 1 Tl Oz.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that dilute extract of vanilla, reinforced with vanillin and mixed and colored
in & manner whereby damage and inferiority were concealed, had been mixed
and packed with and substituted wholly or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged in substance for the reason that the statements ap-
rearipng in the labeling, (bottle) “D-P Brand * * * Flavoring Extract
Vanilla,” (carton) “Use D. P. Quality Flavoring Extracts For Flavoring,”
(wholesale carton) “ The Famous Royal * * * Secarlet Brand The Finest
Food Products In The World,” were false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser. Mishranding 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.

On February 16, 1924, R. C. Williams & Co., New York, N. Y., having appeared
as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was
cntered, 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 $200, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

C. F. MaArvIN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12138. Adulteration and wmisbhbranding of wvanilla extraet. U. S. v. 120
Dozen Bottles of Vanilla Extract. Decree of condemnsntion and
forfeiture. Prodwrct released uwnder bond. (F. & D. No. 16762, I. 8,
No. 1305-v. 8. No. E-4133.)

On August 23, 1922, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Virginia, 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 120 dozen bottles of vanilla extract, remaining in the
original packages at Norfolk, Va., alleging that the article had been shipped
by R. C. Williams & Co., from New York, N. Y., on or about July 30, 1922, and
transported from the State of New York into the State of Virginia, and charg-
ing adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended. The article was labeled in part: (Shipping carton) * The Famous



