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United States Department of Agriculture,

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY.
NOTICE OF JUDGMENT NO. 928, FOOD AND DRUGS ACT.

ADULTERATION AND MISBRANDING OF MAPLE SYRUP.

On or about October 4, 1909, the C. D. Cannon Maple Company,
Chicago, Ill., shipped from the State of Illinois into the State of
California 495 cases and 55 jackets of syrup, labeled: “ Cannon’s
‘Autumn Leaf Brand’ Canadian Maple and Sugar Syrup. Prepared
by C. D. Cannon Maple Co., Chicago, U. S. A.”, and nine cases of
syrup labeled: ¢ Pure Vermont Maple Sap Syrup. C. D. Cannon
Maple Co., Chicago, U. 8. A.” Two samples from the above shipment
were procured and analyzed by the Bureau of Chemistry, United
States Department of Agriculture, one from each of the products
bearing the above labels, the results of which analyses showed each
of said products to consist of approximately 50 per cent cane sugar
syrup and 50 per cent maple syrup. As the findings of the analyst
and reports thereon indicated that the product bearing the first of the
above labels was misbranded and the product bearing the other of
the above labels was adulterated and misbranded within the meaning
of the Food and Drugs Act of June 80, 1906, and liable to seizure
under section 10 of the act, the Secretary of Agriculture reported the
{acts to the United States attorney for the Southern District of
California.

On December 29, 1909, a libel was filed in the District Court of
the United States for said district against the said 495 cases, 55
jackets, and 9 cases above referred to, charging the above shipment
and alleging that the product contained in said 495 cases and 55
jackets was misbranded because it was labeled “ Cannon’s ‘Autumn
Leaf Brand’ Canadian Maple and Sugar Syrup,” which signified to
the purchaser that the product consisted of more than 50 per cent
of maple syrup and was manufactured from maple produced in the
Dominion of Canada, and because the word ‘“and” between the
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words “maple” and “sugar”, appearing on said cases and jackets
and on said labels thereon and on each of them, was printed with
brown ink, on a brown background on said labels, and with type
about 40 per cent of the surface dimension of the type used in print-
ing the said words “maple” and “sugar” in said labels, said word
“maple” being printed in large type, with dark brown ink, on a
white background on said labels, thereby rendering the said word
“and” in said labels invisible to the purchaser and rendering the
said labels readable only as “ Cannon’s ‘Autumn Leaf Brand’ Maple
Sugar Syrup, prepared by C. D. Cannon Maple Company, Chicago,
U. S. A.”, when in truth and in fact the contents of said cases and
jackets were, for the most part, cane sugar syrup and not maple
sugar syrup as hereinbefore stated, and because said labels bore a
design and representation of a leaf of a maple sugar tree and bore
no design concerning cane sugar, which said design of maple leaf was
calculated and intended Lo decelve the purchaser into the belief that
the whole contents of said cases and jackets were manufactured from
the sap of sugar maple trees when, as a matter of fact, the product
consisted of more than 50 per cent of sugar cane syrup. The libel
further alleged that the 9 cases labeled “ Pure Vermont Maple Sap
Syrup ” were misbranded because said label failed to mention or indi-
cate that the said cases contained any portion whatever of cane sugar
syrup and failed to state that there was any other ingredient con-
tained in said cases than pure Vermont maple syrup, and also alleg-
ing that the “Pure Vermont Maple Sap Syrup” was adulterated
because cane sugar syrup had been mixed and packed therewith so
as to reduce and injuriously affect the quality and strength of the
article (pure Vermont maple sap syrup) and had been substituted
in part therefor.

On January 20, 1910, the Stetson-Barrett Company, Los Angeles.
Cal., consignee of the above products, entered its claim thereto and
its answer to the allegations of the above libel. On September 13,
1910, the cause came on for hearing on the above libel, and answer
and a trial was had to the court, jury being waived.

On September 14, 1910, the court pronounced judgment in favor
of the United States, and on November 22, 1910, entered its decree,
sustaining the allegations of the above libel and condemning and
forfeiting to the use of the United States 476 cases of syrup, 38
jackets and 2 cases of syrup, which were all that the marshal of said
district was able to seize, with the proviso, however, that said syrup
should be delivered to the above-mentioned claimant, upon payment
by said claimant, within thirty days from said date, of all the costs
of these proceedings and the execution of a good and sufficient bond
conditioned that said claimant and its agents should not sell or other-

wise dispose of said syrup in violation of law.
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On January 31, 1911, it appearing that more than thirty days had
elapsed since the date of said decree and that said claimant had
failed to execute said bond, it was ordered by the court that the
marshal for said district sell said syrup at public auction. The
order was executed on February 21, 1911, and the proceeds of the
sale, $655, paid to the clerk of said court.

This notice is given pursuant to section 4 of the Food and Drugs
Act of June 30, 1906.

James WiLson,
Secretary of Agriculture.
WasningroN, D. C., June 1, 1911,
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