418 FOOD AND DRUGS ACT [N.J., F.D.

ing Co. New York-Chicago.” On some of the 5-ounce jars the quantity of con-
tents statement was not on the main jar label but appeared on the neck band
as follows: “Contents 5 Ounces.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements, (cases)
“4 0z.” or “5 0z.”, and (jars) “Contents 4 0z.”, or “Contents 5 0z.”, were false
and misleading and tended to deceive and mislead the purchaser when applied
to an article that was short in weight. Misbranding of the portion of the
product labeled “Contents Oz.” was alleged further in that the quantity of the
contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the
package. Misbranding of the 5-ounce jars that carried the weight statement
on the neck band only was alleged in that the quantity of the contents was
not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package, since the
statement “Contents 5 Ounces” did not appear on the main panel.

On January 12, 1937, B. M. Reeves Co. Inc., New York, N. Y., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and it was ordered that the
product be released under bond conditioned that it be relabeled under the
supervision of this Department. '

'W. R. GrEga, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

26943. Adulteration of canned salmon. U. 8. v. 60 Cases of Canned Salmon.
Consent decree of condemnation. Product released under bond. (F. &
D. no. 38271, Sample nos, 11078-C, 11089-C.

This salmon was in part decomposed.

On September 16, 1936, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 60 cases of
canned salmon at Seattle, Wash., alleging that it had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about August 10, 1936, by the Douglas Fisheries Co., from
Douglas, Alaska, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a decomposed animal substance. .

On January 23, 1937, the Douglas Fisheries Co., having appeared as claimant
and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the produect be released under bond conditioned
that it should not be sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal Food
and Drugs Act. :

W. R. Greca, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26944, Aduiteration of canned salmon. U. S. v. 10,062, 67, 79, and 650 Cases
of Canned Salmon. Decrees of condemnation. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. nos. 38311, 38370, 38372. Sample nos. 3634-C to 3639-C,
incl., 8641-C, 3642-C, 3464—C, 4429-C, 4432-C.)

These cases involved canned salmon that was in part decomposed.

On September 16, 28, and 29, 1936, the United States attorney for the Northern
Distriet of California, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the district court libels praying seizure and condemnation of 10,858 cases of
canned salmon at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that it had been shipped in in-
terstate commerce on or about August 20, 1936, by the Alaska Salmon Co., in
part from Nushagak, Alaska, and in part from Bristol Bay, Alaska, and charg-
ing adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted wholly or in
part of a decomposed animal substance. -

On February 17, 1937, the Alaska Salmon Co., having appeared as claimant,
judgments of condemnation were entered and it was ordered that the prcduct
be released under bond conditioned that it be brought into conformity with the
Federal Food and Drugs Act.

W. R. GrEqa, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26945, Misbranding of canned salmon. U. S. v. 800 Cases of Canned Salmon
(and other libel proceedings). Consent decrees of condemnation.
Product released under bond for relabeling. (F. & D. nos. 38344,
388345. Sample nos, 13444-C, 13445-C.)

This product was represented to be first quality, Select pink salmon. Examina-
tion showed that it consisted of pale pink salmon of inferior quality.
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On November 28 and December 1, 1936, the United States attorneys for the
Western Distriet of South Carolina and the Eastern District of South Carolina,
filed in their respective district courts libels praying seizure and condemnation
of 800 cases of canned salmon at Greenville, S. C., and 99 cases and 70 cans of
canned salmon at Charleston, 8. C., alleging that the article had been shipped
in interstate commerce in part on or about August 24, 1936, and in part on or
about August 28, 1936, by McGovern & McGovern, from Seattle, Wash., and
charglng misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. It was labeled
in part: “Sea Flyer Brand First Quality Alaska Pink Salmon * * * Select
Alaska Pink Salmon * ¥ * Distributed by McGovern & McGovern Seattle.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements on the label,
“First Quality * * * Select Alaska Pink Salmon”, were false and mislead-
ing and tended to deceive and mislead the purchaser when applied to a product
consisting of pale pink salmon of inferior quality.

On January 2.and January 14, 1937, McGovern & McGovern, Seattle, Wash.,,
and Britt-McKinney Co., Greenvﬂle, S C., having appeared as clalmants for
respective portions of the article, judgments of condemnation were entered and
it was ordered that the product be released under bond conditioned that the
cans have affixed thereto new labels that do not bear the words “first quality”
or “select” or any other statement in violation of the law,

W. R. GreEeaG, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

26946, Misbranding of canned salmon. U. 8. v. 574 Cases of Canned Salmon,
Consent decree of condemnation. Product released under bond for
relabeling, (F. & D. no. 38385. Sample no. 22097-C.)

This produet was represented to be Fancy quality but consisted of pmk
salmon of inferior quality.

On October 6, 1936, the United States attorney for the Western DlStI‘lCt of
Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 574 cases of canned
salmon at Seattle, Wash., alleging that the article had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about August 30, 1936, by the Hood Bay Canning Co.,
from Hood Bay, Alaska, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act. It was labeled in part: (Case) ‘““Select Pink Salmon Distributed
by Kelley-Clarke Co., Seattle, Wash.”; (can) “Bugle Brand Fancy Alaska Pink
Salmon.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statements in the label-
ing, “Select Pink Salmon” and “Fancy Alaska Pink Salmon”, were false and
misleading and tended to deceive and mislead the purchaser when applied to
pink salmon of inferior quality.

On October 15, 1936, the Hood Bay Canning Co., clalmant having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to "the entry of a decree, judg-
ment of condemnation was entered and it was ordered that the product be
released under bond conditioned that it be relabeled to conform to the Federal
Food and Drugs Act.

W. R. Greca, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26947. Adglteration of canned salmon. U. 8. v. 1,625 Cartons and 14,860
Cases of Canned Salmon. Decree of condemnation. Product exon-
erated in part and part released under bond subject to reconditioning
and relabeling., (F. & D. no. 38373. Sample nos. 22321-C, 22327-C.)

This salmon was in part decomposed.

On September 30, 1936, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 1,625 cartons and
14,860 cases of canned salmon at Bellingham, Wash., alleging that it had been
shipped in interstate commerce on or about August 26, 1986, by Pioneer Sea
Foods Co., from Orca, Alaska, and charging adulteration in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a decomposed animal substance.

On March 16, 1987, the Pacific American Fisheries, Inc., of Bellingham, Wash.,
having appeared as claimant, decree of condemnation was entered and it was
ordered that a portion of said product be exonerated and that the remainder
be released under bond subject to segregation and destruction of the adulterated
portion and relabeling of the remainder as “Reprocessed.”

W. R. GrEas, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.



