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to be misleading, since the capacity of the tray had been reduced by inserting
a false bottom approximately 8/10 of an inch above the true bottom, and the
food had been packed in such a manner that there was a large empty space
underneath the pineapple centerpiece of the assortment.: The remaining lots
were misbranded, Section 403 (d), in that their containers were so mauile,
formed, and filled as to be misleading, since they contained excessive amounts
of packing medium, shredded paper, and the food had been packed in such a
manner that there were empty spaces in which more food could have been
packed ; and, Section 403 (f), in that they were in package form and the name
and place of business of the manufacturer, packer, or distributor were not
prominently placed on the label with such conspicuousness (as compared with
other words, statements, designs, or devices in the labeling) as to render them
likely to be read by the ordinary individual under customary conditions of

purchase and use. _ o
. DisposITION: January 17, 1944. A plea of guilty having been entered on behalf
of the defendant, imposition of sentence was suspended on counts 1,.2, 3 and 5,
and the court imposed a fine of $750 on the fourth count. ‘

6394, Misbranding of gift packages. U. S. v. 125 Gift Baskets. Default decree
of condemnation. Product ordered delivered to charitable organizations.
-(F. D. C. No. 11261, Sample No. 39515-F.)

- Lieer Fiiep: December 15, 1948, Southern District of California.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 20, 1943, by the Stephen Leeman Prod-
ucts Corp., from New York, N. Y.

Propucr: 125 gift baskets containing wine jellies and tea bags, at Long Beach,
Calif. : ,

This product consisted of a package of 2 nested, woven baskets containing 4
13%-ounce jars of jelly and 5 tea bags. The jelly jars were inverted, and a
portion of the label containing the net weight and ingredients statement was
invisible. 'The bottom of the package contained paper stuffing occupying about

43 percent of the volume of the package. ' ,

LaBeL, 1N PART: (Jelly jars) “Stephen Leeman Products Burgundy [“Sherry,”

» “Port,” or “Muscatel”] Wine Jelly.” ; (one tea bag) “Filled with Ming Cha The
Tea Wine (A Flowery Orange Pekoe).”

VioLAaTioNs CHARGED: Misbranding, Section 408 (d), the container was so filled
as to be misleading since about 43 percent of the volume of the package was
occupied by paper stuffing which could not be seen by the purchaser; and,
Section 403 (f), the statements of the quantity of the contents and the list of
ingredients, required to appear on the label, were not prominently placed -
thereon with such conspicuousness (as compared with other words, state-
ments, designs, or devices in the labeling) as to render them likely to be read
by the ordinary individual under customary conditions of purchase and use.

DisposiTioN: January 7, 1944. No claimant havihg appeared, judgment of
condemnation was entered and the product was ordered delivered to charitable
organizations. :

‘-VITAMIN PREPARATIONS AND FOOD FOR SPECIAL DIETARY USES

6395. Adulteration and misbranding of mineralized water. U. S. v. 7 Bottles of
Mineralized Water and 400 Leaflets. Default decree -of condemnation.
Produet ordered destroyed or delivered to a charitable or public institu-
tion. (F. D. C. No. 10858, Sample No. 43018-F.) : : i

LiserL FIEp: On or about November 15, 1943, District of Oregon.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about July 12, 1943, of the mineralized water, from
Los Angeles, Calif.; and on or about May 18, 1943, from Monterey, Calif.,
of the leaflets, by the Del Monte Laboratories.

Propucr: 7 bottles of mineralized water and 400 leaflets at Portland, Oreg.
Examination of a sample of the article showed that it contained calcium
and iron salts and 0.013 milligram of iodine per half-ounce. The minimum
daily adult requirement for jodine, as established by regulation, is 0.1
milligram. ' ‘ -
Laprr, 1N Parr: (Article) “Delamer Mineralized ‘Water”; (leaflets) “Are you
Wearing Out Because of a Lack of Minerals?” :



