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condemnation of 167 cases of assorted jams, remaining in the original un-
pbroken packages at Casper, Wyo., alleging that the article had been .Shipped
by the J. S. Brown Mercantile Co., Denver, Colo., on or about June 9, 1925,
and transported from the State of Colorado into the State of Wyoming, and
charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs
act as amended. One hundred and fifty-eight cases of the article contained
cans or jars labeled in part: “ Contents 4 Lb. 10 Ozs. Compound of Pectin,
Sugar and Strawberry” (or “ Raspberry” or *Blackberry” or %Peach” oy
* Loganberry ” or “ Plum ” or “ Cherry ”’) “ Contains Sugar, Fruit, Apple Pectin,
added Fruit Acid and 7z of 1% Benzoate of Soda. Packed For The J..S. Brown
Mercantile Co., Denver, Colo. The remaining 9 cases of the article were
similarly labeled except the statement of weight, which was: “ Net Weight 22

Ounces.” S

Adulteration was alleged in the libel with respect to 158 cases of the
product for the reason that water had been mixed and packed therewith
so as to reduce, lower, and injuriously affect its quality and strength and
had been substituted in part for the said article. RSO

Misbranding was alleged in substance with respect to 158 cases of the
product for the reason that the statement “Contents 4 Lb. 10 Ozs.” borne
on the labels, was false and misleading and deceived and misled the
purchaser, in that the contents of the said cans was less than 4 pounds
10 ounces of the product, for the further reason that the article was in
package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly and correctly
stated on the outside of the package, and -for the further reason that it
was labeled “Strawberry,” “Raspberry,” “Loganberry,” “Plum,” and “Cherry,”
as the case might be, and was an imitation of such varieties of jams and was
offered for sale under the distinctive names of said jams. Misbranding was
alleged with respect to the remaining 9 cases of the product for the reason that
it was labeled: “Compound of Pectin, Sugar and Strawberry” (or “Raspberry”’
or “Blackberry” or ‘“Peach” or “Loganberry” or “Plum” or “Cherry,” ac-
cording to variety), which said statements were false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser, in that it contained an excessive pro-
portion of water which had been mixed and packed with and substituted in part
for the said article. , : '

On August 24, 1925, the Pure Food Manufacturing Co., Denver Colo., hav-
ing appeared as claimant for the property, a decree of the court was en-
tered, ordering that the product be released to the said claimant upon pay-
ment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum
of not less than $1,500, conditioned in part that it not be sold or otherwise
disposed of contrary to law. ’ -

R. W. DunNLap, Acting Secretary of. Agrivqylturg.

13808. Adulteration of eanned sardines. U. S. v. 730 Cases of Sardines.
Decree of condemnation and forfeiture., Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 19166. I. 8. No. 9796—v. 8. No. C—4532.)

On November 15, 1924, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Texas, 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 730 cases of sardines, at San Antonio, Tex.,
alleging that-the article had been shipped by the Seacoast Canning Co., from -
Eastport, Me., August 23, 1924, and transported from  the State:of “Maine

into the State of Texas, and charging adulteration in violation of -the food - -

and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Can) “Sea Lion Brand
Maine Sardines in Cottonseed OGil. Packed by Seacoast Canning Co., East-
port, Me. :

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in part of a decomposed, filthy, and putrid animal substance.. .

On July 8, 1925, the Seacoast Canning Co., Eastport, Me., having appeared as
claimant for the property and having admitted the allegations of the libel,
iudgment of condemnation was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product, or such portion thereof as should be determined by this
department to be fit for consumption, be released to the said claimant upon
payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in
the sum of $3,102.50, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

R. W. DUuNLAP, Acting Secretary of Ayréculture.



