F. & D. No. 2582,
1. 8. No. 691—c. Issued February 6, 1918,

United States Department of Agriculture,

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY.

NOTICE OF JUDGMENT NO. 1897,

(Glven pursuant to section 4 of the Food and Drugs Act.)

ALLEGED MISBRANDING OF JELLY.

On May 20, 1911, the United States Attorney for the Northern
District of Illinois, acling upon a report by the Secretary of Agri-
culture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said dis-
trict an information against the Oelerich & Berry Co., a corporation,
Chicago, Ill., alleging the shipment by said company, in vicolation
of the Food and Drugs Act, on November 9, 1910, {rom the State
of Illinois into the State of Nebraska, of a quantity of jelly which
was alleged to have been misbranded. The product was labeled: “ 30
Lbs. Net Premium Brand Compound Jelly Glucose 50%, Apple
Juice 45%, Sugar 5%. Berry-Maybrun Co., Chicago, Illinois. No.
30 Omaha Bakers’ Supply Co., Omaha, Neb.”

Analysis of a sample of the product by the Bureau of Chemistry
of this Department showed the following results:

Solids by drying (per cent) . ______________ ___________ 59. 58
Nonsugar solids (per cent) . . 29, 93
Sucrose, Clerget (per cent)_ ________ _________________._ 0. 23
Reducing sugars as invert before inversion (per cent).. 29.42
Commercial glucose (factor 163) (per cent) ————______ 66. 99
Polarization direct (temperature 27° C.)__ o _____ 113.1° V.
Polarization invert (temperature 27° C.)o_ . _______._ 112.8° V.
Polarization invert (at 87° C.) o ______ 109.2° V.
Ash (percent). . _______ . 0. 56
Ash, soluble in water (per cent) __.__ . _______ 0.41
Ash, insoluble in water (per cent) ____________________ 0.15
Alkalinity, soluble ash (ec N/10 acid per 100 grams)--. 14.0
Acids (ecc N/10 alkali per 100 grams) - ______ 100.0
Phosphoric acid (P:0s) (percent) ____________________ 0. 016
Peservatives . None.
Color (coal tar Aye) - Amaranth.
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Misbranding was alleged in the first count of the information for
the reason that the product was labeled as set forth above and the
statements contained in the label were false and misleading in that
the product contained a larger quantity of glucose than was stated
upon the label, to wit, 66.99 per cent of glucose. Misbranding was
alleged in the second count of the information for the reason that
the statements in the label set forth above were false and misleading
in that the product contained a certain artificial coloring matter, to
wit, a certain substance known as amaranth, and the product was
not known as an article of food under its own distinctive name and
was not labeled, branded, or tagged so as to plainly indicate that
it was a compound imitation or blend and was not a proprietary
food within the meaning of the Food and Drugs Act.

On November 29, 1911, the cause having come on for trial before
the court and a jury, the jury returned a verdict of not guilty, by
direction of the court, upon the second count of the information and
were unable to agree upon a verdict upon the first count of the
information.

W. M. Havs,
Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
WasuingroN, D. C., October 30, 1912.
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