N. J. 12501-12550] SERVICE AND REGULATORY ANNOUNCEMENTS 305

On August 24, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be sold by the United States marshal, after obliterating the
statements as to the net contents of the respective-sized cans.

Howarp M. Gorg, Sedretary of Agriculture.

12548. Misbrandirg of olive 0il. U. 8. v. 4 Cases and 23 Cans of Olive 0il.
Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and sale. (F. & D
Nos. 17152, 17263. 1. S. Nos. 284-v, 2522—-v, 8. Nos. B-4280, E-4287.)

On January 16 and 22, 1923, respectively, the United States attorney for the
Middle District of Pennsylvania, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said district
libels praying the seizure and condemnation of 4 cases and 23 cans of olive oil
remaining in the original unbroken packages in part at Scrantomn, Pa., and in
part at Pittston, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped by B. J. Spiro-
poulos, from New York, N. Y. the former on or about September 27, 1922,
and the latter on or about November 28, 1922, and transported from the State
of New York into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging misbranding in
violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was labeled in
part: (Can) “Imported Pure Olive Oil Olio d’Oliva Importato Marca Irre-
denta Net contents 1 Gal. (or ““Net Contents 1% Gals’) B. J. Spiropoulos
N. Y. Importer Packer.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libels for the reason that the
statements, to wit, “ Net Contents 1 Gal.” and “ Net Contents 14 Gal.,” borne
on the respective-sized cans containing the said article, were false and mis-
leading and deceived and misled the purchaser in that the said cans contained
less than 1 gallon, or less than 14 gallon of the article, as the case might be.
Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was food in
package formx and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and con-
spicuously marked on the outside of the packages.

On August 24, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by
the court that the product be sold by the United States marshal, after oblit-
erating the respective statements as to the net contents.

Howarp M. Gorg, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12549, Adalteration of canned sarvdines. U. S. v. 49 Cases of Sardines.
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F. & D. No. 17104. I. 8. No. 2607—v. 8. No. E—4257.)

On January 4, 1923, the United States attorney for the Middle 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 49 cases of sardines remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Shamokin, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Columbian Canning Co. from Lubec, Me., on or about October 28, 1922, and
transported from the State of Maine into the State of Pennsylvania, and
charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was
labeled in part: (Can) ¢ Columbian Brand American Sardines in Cottonseed
Oil Packed at Lubec, Wash’'n Co. Me. By Columbian Canning Co.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
c«gnsisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal sub-
stance.

On August 27, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment 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, Seoretary of Agriculiure.

12550, Misbranding of tankage. U. S. v. Albert F. Rees. Plea of guilty.
Fine, $30. (F. & D. No. 17611. I. 8. Nos. 1362—y, 1363-v.)

On October 16, 1923, the United States attorney for the Middle District of
Pepnsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the Distriect Court of the United States for said district an information
against Albert F. Rees, Hanover, Pa., alleging shipment by said defendant,
under the name of W. M. Roland, on or about January 10, 1923, from the
State of Pennsylvania into the State of Virginia, and on or about January
23, 1923, from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of West Virginia, of



