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pany, Cincinnati, O., U. 8. A.” The remainder of the said article was labeled
in part: ¢ Cloverncok Brand * * * Tomato catsup. * * * Free from
Preservatives and Artificial Coloring.” v

It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded
in that the following statements, borne on the labels, “ Tomato Catsup,” with
respect to all of the product, “ Contains No Coloring,” with respect to a portion,
and “ Free from * * * artificial coloring,” with respect to the remainder,
were false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser.

On April 20, 1929, the Lippinecott Co., Cincinnati, Ohio, having entered an
appearance and having filed a claim and answer admitting that the product
was misbranded as alleged in the libel, a decree was entered ordering that the
said product be released to the said claimant upon payment of costs and the
execution of a bond in the sum of $250, conditioned in part that it be relabeled
under the supervision of this department.

' Artur M. Hypg, Secretary of Agriculture.

16658, Adulteration and misbranding of olive oil. U. S, v. 13 Cans, et al.,
of Olive 0il. Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (F. & D. Nos. 22890, 22891. 1. S. Nos. 24665—x, 24666-x.

8. Nos. 955, 956.)

On July 17, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district libels praying se zure and condemnation
of 24 cans of olive oil at Newark, N. J., alleging that the article had been
shipped by Hochheiser & Weisberg (Inc.), Brooklyn, N. Y., on or about June 20,
1928, and trangported from the State of New York into the State of New Jersey,
and charging adulteration and misbranding in v.olation of the food and drugs
act.. The article was labeled in part: “ HExtra Sublime Pure Imported Italian
Olive Oil Blue Star Brand * * * H. & W. Inc, Importers & Packers, Lucca,
Italy, New York, U. 8. A

It was alleged in the hbels that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance, peanut oil, had been substituted wholly or in part for the sa d article
and had been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce, lower, or injuriously
affect its quality or strength. ’

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the following statements, designs,
or devices appearing on the labeling, “ Extra Sublime Pure Imported Ital an
Olive Oil The Olive Oil contained in this can is pressed from fresh p cked
olives * * * 'his olive 0il is guaranteed to be absolutely pure [cut show.ng
olive-gathering scenel],” were false and misleading and deceived and misied
the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the articie
was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article.

On July 22, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments of
condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the produc‘r be destroyed by the United States marshal.

ArrEUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16659. Adulteration of walnuts., U. S, v. 4 Cartons of Walnut Meats. Con-
sent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 23691. 1. 8. No. 09710. 8. No. 1950.)

On May 6, 1929, the United States attorney for the District of Oregon, acting
upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, fi'ed in the Distriet Court of the
United States for wsaid district a libel praying seizure and condemnation of
cartons of walnut meats, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Port-
land, Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped by Mason Ehrman
Co., from Lewiston, Idaho, on or about April 15, 1929, and transported from the
State of Idaho into the State of Oregen, and charging adulteration in violation
of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con- .
sisted in whole or in part of a filthy, putrid, and dJdecomposed wvegetable
substance.

On May 13, 1929, the General Grocery Co., Portland, Oreg., having entered an
appearance as claimant for the property and having consented to the entyy of a
decree. judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
crdered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant to be
reconditicned in manner satisfactory to this department, upon payment of
costs and the deposit of collateral in the sum of $42.775 to insure compliance
with the terms of the decree.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.



