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- On January 25, 1928, the Arizona Cotton Oil Co., Glendale, Ariz., claimant,
having admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry
of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said clamant upon.
payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned

in part that it be relabeled in accordance with the provisions of the Federal
food and drugs act

ArRTHUR M. HYDE, Secretazry of Agriculiure.

15945. Adulteration and mlsbrandlng of oysters. V. S. v. R. E. Roberts

Co. (Wm. Co.)., Plea of guilty. Fine, $25 and costs.
(F. & D. No 22567 I S. Nos. 14189-x, 14190—x, 14191—X’ 141%2—1:) 1

On July 6, 1928, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district an information against the R. H.
Roberts Co., a corporation, irading as Wm. D. Gude & Co., Baltimore, Md.,
alleging sh1pment by said company, in violation of the food and drugs act as
amended, on or about November 22, 1927, from the State of Maryland into
the State of Ohio, of quantities of oysters which were adulterated and mis-
branded. The article was labeled in part: “ Premium Brand * * * Qysters
of Quality Packed by Wm. D. Gude & Co., Baltimore, Md. Contents 1 Pt. Net”
(or “Contents 1 Qt. Net”). )

It was alleged in the information that the artlcle was adulterated in that a
substance, to wit, water, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce
and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been sub-
stituted in part for oysters, which the said article purported to be.

Misbranding was alleged with respect to a portion of the article for the
reason.- that the statement, to wit, * Contents 1 Pt. Net,” borne on the labels
of the cans containing the said portion, was false and misleading in that the
said statement represented that the cans each contained 1 pint of oysters, and
for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and
mislead the purchaser into the belief that the said cans each contained 1 pint
of oysters, whereas they did not, but did contain a less quantity, Misbranding
was alleged with respect to the said portion of the article for the further
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 September 17, 1928, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on
behalf of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine of $25 and costs.

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

15946. Adulteratbion and misbranding of vinegar. U. S. v. 61 Barrels of

Vinegar. Decree of condemnation and forfeiture entered.
]sf’lodnct released under bond. (F. & D. No, 22881, I. S. No. 24101-x.
No. 943.) .

On July 14, 1928, the United States attorney for the Western 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 seizure
and condemnation of 61 barrels of vinegar at Kane, Pa., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Cassadaga Vinegar Works, from Cassadaga,
N. Y., on or about May 9, 1928, and had been transported from the State of
New York into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled
in part: “Cassadaga Vinegar Works, Pure Gider Vinegar ¥ -* * (assa-
daga, N, Y.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance, evaporated apple vinegar, had been substituted wholly or in part for
the said article and had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce,
lower, or injuriously affect its quality or strength.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement “ Pure Cider
Vinegar,” borne on the label, 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 September 15, 1928, John E. Pierpont, James Wilcox and Lyman Wilcox,
copartners, trading as the Cassadaga Vinegar Works, Cassadaga, N. Y., havmcr
appeared as claimants for the property and having admitted the allegatlons of
the libel, judgment of condemnation and forfelture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claunant upon



