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It was alleged in substance in the libel that the article was misbranded &
in that the statement contained on the label of the wooden case, “ This case §
contains 12-1 Gal. Tins,” was false and misleading and deceived' and migled 3
the purchaser in that the product was short in volume. Misbranding was
alleged for the further reason that the article was food in package form and- 3
the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on 3
the outside of the package, since the statement ‘ Contents T% Lbs. Net” 4
on the can label was by weight, whereas it should be by volume.

On June 14, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemnation and forfeiture waé entered, and it was ordered by the court that
‘the statements of the quantity of the contents be obliterated from the can and
case labels, and the product sold by the United States marshal.

ArTHUR M. HyDR, Secretary of Agriculiure.

16603, Alleged misbranding of feed. U. S, v. Bdward ‘William Bailey,
: " T George Carter Bailey, and Lucius Dennison Taft (B, W. Bailey &
Co.).  Tried to a jury. Verdict of mot guilty. (F. & D. No. 12203
1. S. No. 12740-r.) S
On July 8, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Vermont,:
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Distriet:
Court of the United States for said district an information against BEdward
William Bailey, George Carter Bailey, and Lucius Dennison’ Taft, copartners,:
trading as E. W. Bailey & Co., Montpelier, Vt.,, alleging shipment by saids
defendants, in violation of the food and drugs act, on or abeut Mareh 15, 191
from the State of Vermont into the State of Massachusetts, of a quantity
stock feed which was alleged to be misbranded. The article was labeled i
part: *Pennant Brand Stock Feed Manufactured by B. W. Bailey & Co
Swanton, Vt. QGuaranteed to Contain 10-12 per cent. Protein, 6%-8 per cen
Fat, 10 per cent. Maximum Fibre.” ,
It was alleged in the information that the article was misbranded in th
the following statements, to wit, “ Guaranteed to Contain: 10-12 per cen
Protein, 6%-8 per cent. Fat, 10 per cent. Maximum  Fibre,” borne on th
tags attached to the sacks containing the article, were false and misleadin
in that the said statements represented that the article contained not -leg
than 10 per cent of protein, not less than 6Y% per cent of fat, and not oy
than 10 per cent of fiber, and for the further reason that it was labeled
aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser imto - the belief tha
contained not less than 10 per cent of protein, not less than 614 per cent (
fat, and not more than 10 per cent of fiber, whereas 'it contained less thd
10 per cent of protein, less than 6% per cent of fat, and more than 10 per ¢
fiber. O : :
On June 28, 1929, the case came on for trial before the court -and a
After the submission of evidence .and arguments by counsel the jury r
and, after due deliberation, returned a verdict of not. guilty.
AnraUr M. HYDB, Seoretary of Agriculiu

16604. Adulteration of frozen eggs. U. 8. v. 606 Cans of Frozen E
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
leased under bond. (F. & D. No. 23785. 1. 8. No. 03072. 8. No. 1993

On May 28, 1929, the United States .attorney for the Western Distri
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in th
" Distriet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizur
. condemnation of 605 cans of frozen eggs at Pittsburgh, Pa., alleging tha
article had been shipped by Armour & Co., from Duluth, Minn, on or ah
March 23, 1929, and transported from the State of Minnesota into the St Y
Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration, in violation of the food and drug

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con
in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid animal substance, -

On June 21, 1929, Armour & Co., claimant, having admitted the alleg
of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment o
demnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the cour
the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of costs an
execution of -2 bond in the sum of $10,000, conditioned in part that the
portion be separated from the bad portion and the latter destroyed or denw

ARTHUR M. HYDR, Secretary of Agricult



