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12314. Adulteration and misbranding of tankage. U. 8. v. 300 Sacks of
Hyklass Digester Tankage. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruction. (F, & D, No, 18447, 1. 8. No. 17710-v.
S. No. C—4308.)

On or about March 14, 1924, the United States attorney for the Southern Dis-
trict of Towa, 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 300 sacks of Hyklass Digester tankage remaining in the
original unbroken packages at Muscatine, lowa, alleging that the article had
been shipped by the Rogers By-Products Co., Aurora, Iil, on or about January
25, 1924, and transported from the State of Illinois into the State of Iowa, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs
act. The article was labeled in part: “Hyklass * * * Digester Tankage
Guaranteed Analysis Protein 60% Fat 7% Crude Fibre 8% Made By
Rogers By-Products Co. Aurora, I11Is.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a sub-
stance, to wit, hoof meal, had been mixed and packed with and had been sub-
stituted wholly or in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for
the further reason that a poisonous or deleterious ingredient, to wit, broken
glass, which might have rendered it harmful to health, had been added to the
article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the designation “ Digester Tank-
age,” and the statements, *“ Guaranteed Analysis Protein 60%,” “Fat 7%,”
appearing in the labeling, were false and misleading and deceived and misled
the purchaser, since the said product was a mixture of tankage and hoof meal
and broken glass and contained less than 60 per cent of protein and less than
7 per cent of fat. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the
article was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article.

On April 23, 1924, 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. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

12315. Misbranding of strawberries. U. S8, v. Fain Rogers Patterson.
Plea of guailty. Fine, $10 and costs. (F. & D. No. 15985, 1. 8.
No. 13377-t.) '

On March 2, 1922, the United States attorney for the Western Distriet of
Tennessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
Fain Rogers Patterson, Sharon, Tenn., alleging shipment by said defendant
in violation of the food and drugs act as amended, on or about May 7, 1921,
from the State of Tennessee into the State of New Hampshire, of a quantity
of strawberries which were misbranded.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information 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.

On October 23, 1922, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $10 and costs.

Howarp M. Gogg, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

12316. Adulteration and misbranding of chocolate coafectionery. U. S,
v, 21 Boxes and 20 Boxes of Chocolate Confectionery. Default
decree of condemmnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (¥. & D.
No. 18506. 1. S. Nos. 15424—v, 15425-v. 8. No. E—-4785.)

On March 22, 1924, 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 41 boxes of chocolate confectionery remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Roslindale, Mass., alleging that the article
had been shipped by the Lauer & Suter Co. from Baltimore, Md., on or about
February 12, 1924, and transported from the State of Maryland into the State
of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “ Lasco Sweets Pure
Candies * * * Choc. Cream * * * The Lauer & Suter Co. Baltimore, Md.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reagon that a
substance, foreign fat, had been mixed and packed with and substituted
wholly or in part for the said article.
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Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that the statement
appearing in the labeling, “ Pure Candies * * * Choc. Cream,” was false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser, and for the further
reason that the article was offered for sale under the distinctive name of
another article,

On April 28, 1924, 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. Gogre, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

12317. Adulteration and misbranding of chocolate coating. U, S. v, 14
Cases of Ice Pole Chocolate Coating. Decree of condemnation
and forfeiture. Product released under boud. (F. & D. No, 18618.
I. 8. No. 15338-v. 8. No. E-4819.)

On April 24, 1924, the United States attorney for the Distriet of Massachu-
setts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Distriet
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and
condemnation of 14 cases, 100 pounds each, of Ice Pole chocolate coating re-
maining in the original unbroken packages at Boston, Mass., alleging that
the article had been shipped by F. Bischoff, Inc., from Ballston Spa, N. Y., on
or about November 8, 1923, and transported from the State of New York into
the State of Massachusetts, and charging adulteration and misbranding in vio-
lation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “ . Bischoff,
Ine. Manufacturers Of Pure High Grade Cocoa & Chocolate Ballston Spa,
V Y 1

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

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements appearing in the
labeling, ‘“ Manufacturers Of Pure High Grade Cocoa & Chocolate * = *
Ice Pole Coating,” were false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser, and for the further reason that the article was offered for sale
under the distinctive name of another article,

On April 28, 1924, F. Bischoff, Inc.,, Boston, Mass., having entered an ap-
pearance as claimant for the property and having filed a satisfactory bond in
conformity with section 10 of the act, judgment of condemnation 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.

12318, Adulteration of frozem eggs. V. S. v, 168 Cases of Frozen Eggs.
Default decree of condemnation, forfeitare, and destroction.
(F. & D. No. 18166. 1. S, No. 15799—v. S. No. E-4644.)

On December 14, 1923, the United States attorney for the Southern Districet
of New York, 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 16 cases, each containing 2 30-pound tins of frozen
eggs, remaining in the original unbroken packages at New York, N. Y., alleging
that the article had been shipped by the Bell-Jones Co. from Davenport, Iowa,
November 16, 1923, and transported from the State of Iowa into the State of
New York, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
article consisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

On April 30, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnatlon and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the couxt
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. GorE, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

12319. Adulteration of coloring matter. U. S. v, 1 Can of Colorine (Color-
ing) Matter. Default decree of condemnation, forfeitare, and
destruetion. (F, & D, No. 18071. 1I. 8. No. 9359-r. 8. No. C-2053.)

On July 27, 1920, the United States attorney for the District qf Nebraska,
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 anq condemna-
tion of 1 can of colorine (coloring) matter, at Seward, Nebr., allegm_g that the
article had been shipped by the W. B. Wood Mig. Co. from St. Louis, Mo., on



