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Co., Duluth, Minn,; alleging that the article had been shipped from Duluth,
Minn., on or about November 26, 1930, and had been transported from the State
of Minnesota into the State of New York, and charging adulteration and mis-
pranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was
labeled in part: “ Odell Yolks Fine Northern Eggs St.-Paul.” : :
It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that frozen
eggs containing added sugar had been substituted for the said article.
Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements on the label,
“ Yolks ” and “BEggs,” were false and misleading and deceived and misled ‘the
purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further: reason that the .article-
was offered for sale under the distinetive namé ‘of another article; and 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
ackage. : ' : -
p‘ On gl?[ay 1, 1931, Jay G. Odell, Buffalo, N. Y., having appeared as claimant
for the property and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of’
condemnation was entered and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of costs and-the execution of a
bond in the sum of $14,000, conditioned in part that it be relabeled under the
supervision of this department. . : v
ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture:

18555. Adulteration and misbranding of frozen eggs. U. S. v. 49 Cans of
Frozen Eggs. Consent decree of condemnation entered. Frod-
Zscfllieleased under bond. (F. & D. No. 26223. 1. 'S. No. 28340. 8. No.
Examination of samples of frozen eggs from the shipment herein described
having shown that the article contained added undeclared sugar, and that the
cans failed to bear a statement of the quantity of the contents, the Secretary
of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney for the Western
District of New York. ' _ .
© On April 10, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of the
United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condem-
nation of 49 cans of frozen eggs, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Buffalo, N. Y., consigned by the Mound City Ice Cold Storage Co., St. Louis,
Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped from St. Louis, Mo., on or about
June 28, 1930, and had been transported from the State of Missouri into the
State of New York, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of
the food and drugs act as amended. The article was labeled in part: * Odell
Fine Frozen Eggs Yolks St. Louis, Mo.” ' T S

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that frozen
eggs containing added sugar had been substituted for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements on the label,
“Yolks” and “Eggs,” were false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article
.was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article, and for the
further reason that it was in package form and the quantity of the contents
was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On May 1, 1931, Jay G. Odell, Buffalo, N. Y., having appeared as claimant
for the property and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment-of
condemnation was entered and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimant upon payment of costs and the execution of a bond
in the sum of $800, conditioned in part that it be relabeled under the super-
vision of this department. ' EEE

: ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculiure.

18556. Adulteration and misbranding of éanned grapefruit juice. U. S. V.

981&4, 1!('Ja:eist, et al.l,’ btd Grtape{rult dJuic;. ]i),ecl;lee olg‘ c::lt)demnation :
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Samples of canned grapefruit juice from the shipments herein described

having been found to contain added undeclared sugar, and portions thereof

having been found to be short of the declared volume, the Secretary of Agricul-

;curg reported the matter to the United States attorney for the District of Mary-
~land. : :

" On April 7, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of the

United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condemna-

tion of 9814 cases and-85%% cases, each containing 4 dozen cans, 127 cases, each
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containing 2 dozen cans, and 47 cases, each containing 1 dozen cans of grapefruit
Jjuice, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Baltimore, Md., alleging
that the article had been shipped from J acksonville, Fla., by Roberts Bros.
(Inc.), in part on or about February 5, 1931, and in part on or about February
26, 1931, and had been transported from the State of Florida into the State of
Maryland, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food
and drugs act as amended. = . , ' _
The article was labeled in part: (Cans) ‘ Roberts Big R. Brand * * =
Juice * * * Fiorida Grapefruit [or “ Roberts Big R. Brand, Florida Grape-
fruit Juice”] * * * Packed by Roberts Bros. Inc.,, Winter Haven, Fla. Main
Office. ‘Baltimore, Md. U. S. A.” . The cans in three of the four lots bore state-
ments of the quantity of the contents as follows: * Contents 8 0z.,”” *‘ Contents
10% Oz.,” or “Contents 1 Pt. 2 F1. Oz.” The cans in the fourth lot bore the
statement, “1 Pt. 2 FL Oz.” overstamped with “3 Pt. 8 F1L. Oz.” ‘

It was-alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that sugar‘had"

been substituted in part for the said article. » '

Misbranding was alleged for the reason-that the article was offered for sale

under the distinctive name of another article; Misbranding was alleged for the
further reason that the statements on the can labels, “ Juice - * * * Grape-
fruit,” or “ Grapefruit Juice,” were false and misleading and deceived and mis-
led the purchaser when applied to grapefruit juice containing added sugar.
Misbranding was alleged wih respect to portions of the article for the further
reasen that the statements on the can labels; “Contents 8 Pt. 8 FL 0z.,” “Con-

tenits 8 oz.,” “or-* Conténts 103 Oz..” as the’case might be, were false and mis-
leading and deceived and misled the purchaser when applied to an-article con-
taining less amounts. Misbranding was alleged with respect to the said portions
for the further reason that the article was food in package form and the quan-
tity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of

1

the packages, ‘since the statements made were not correct.

'On April 21, 1931, Roberts Bros. (Inc.), Baltimore, Md., having appeared as

claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered,
and it was ordered, by the court that the product be released to the said claimant

upon payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, condi-

tioned in part that it should not be sold or otherwise disposed of until relabeled
to conform to the requirements of the Federal food and drugs act.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture. .

Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D
. 25976, I 8. No. 24019. S. No. 4247.) ‘ R
Samples of canned prunes from the shipment herein described having been
found to be decomiposed, the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to
the United States attorney for the District of Kansas. o
- On March 4, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condémna-

18557. Adulteration of canned prunes. .U. S. v. 208 Cases of Canned Prumes..

tion of 298 cases of canned prunes, remaining in the original unbroken packages

at Goodland, Kans., alleging that the article had been shipped by Hunt Bros.
Packing Co., from Salem, Oreg., on or about October 21, 1930, and had been
transported from the State of Oregon into the State of Kansas, and charging
adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled
In part; ‘(Case) “Premio Itdlian Prunes. Distributors B. E. Bridges Co.
Goodland, Kansas;” (can) “Premio Brand Italian Prunes. ‘Packed by Hunt
Bros. " Packing Co.' San Francisco, Calif.: * * # California Oregon Fruit
Distributors. B. E. Bridges Co.,.Goodland, Kansas.” } o

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a decomposed vegetable substance. _ o o
. 701 June 13,1931, no claimant having appeared for the property, a decree was
entered by .the court, which was amended on June 22, 1931. The decree as
amended adjudged the product -adulterated and ordered that it be condemned
and destroyed. . .

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture,
18558. ‘Mibranilin‘g' of butter. U. S, v. 10 Cases of Butter. Default decree

of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 26403..
I, 8. No. 15521. 8. No, 4083.) . S .

.‘Sandplé cartons .of butter from the shipmént. herein ;desc-ribéd liaving ‘been’ 1

found to contain less than 1 pound, the weight declared on the label, the
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