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264~ FOOD, DRUG, AND ‘COSMETIC-ACT " RN

“Headless Shrunp” was false and mlsleadmg ; and 403(e) (2) i the Tabel - state- o
ment “One Pound Net We1ght” Was maccurate (the art1cle Was short welght) - (

'DIsrosrrmN' 6—3—58 )efault——destmct:lon.

24811. Anchovxes and antlpasto (FD C. No 41288 S N S. 62—624/28 M)

QuanTITY: 1,212 boxes, 12 jars each, of anchowes and 580 boxes, 12 Jars each
of antipasto at New York, N .

SHIPPED Between 1—4:—57 and 5—13—57 from Yugoslawa by the Amencan
Roland Co

Laser IN Parr: (Jar covers) “Antipasto Roland Brand = Packed in Izola,
Yugoslavia Composed: -of: .Tuniny- Fish' * * % .Net ‘Weight 2% -o0zs. R
Product of Yugoslavia” and “Filets of Anchovies in.Pure Olive Oil. Rolled
with capers & pimentos & flat. - Salt added.  Roland *** Paek_ed in_Izola,
Yugostavia * * * 8% 0z” t . bl hrad s CL T ORREE

Liserep: 1-14-58, S. Dlst NY

CHEARGE ; Anchowes, 402(b) (2)—red peppers had been subst1tuted for p1ment0s
“when sh1pped and 403(a)—the label statement “F11ets of Anchowes ko
Rolled with capers & pimentos” was false’ and m1s1ead1ng as apphed to" the
article containing red pepper skins instead, of pimentos.

Antipasto, 402(b) (2)———b0n1to fish had been substituted for tuna fish when.
shipped; and ,403 (a)—the label statement “Ant1pasto * * * composed of:
Tunny fish” was false and m1slead1ng as apphed to the artlcle Whlch con-
tained bonito fish instead of tuna ﬁsh

DISPOSITION 4-9-58, Gonsent—clanned by Bruno Sehe1dt Inc New York
N. Y "and relabeled '

R
TN

24812.. Oysters.: .(Inj. No. 307) G T i
COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTION FILED : 2—6—57 Dist. Md., against Bay Food Prod-- '
ucts Co., Inc,, Baltimore, Md., to enjoin the interstate shipment of adulterated.

oysters. : oy A O

Crarce: The complamt alleged that the defendant Was engaged m the busmess
of selling and distributing raw shucked oysters in cans; and, that ‘the defend--
ant had been introducing and delivering for introduction into interstate com-
merce, oysters which were adulterated within the meaning of 402(b) (2) im.
that water had been -substituted -in part for oysters, and 402(b) (4) .in that:
water had been added, mixed, and packed with the oysters SO as to mcrease
their bulk and reduce their quality.

The complamt alleged also that the articles of food, as shipped by the de- :
fendant, purported to be and were represented as shucked oysters, for which ¢
definitions and standards of 1dent1ty have been prescribed by regulatlons that
the standards prowde among other things, that oysters shall be"‘shucked,.
washed, and drained, prior to packmg, in such a manner that not over 5 per—
cent of drained liquid will be found in the oysters. 15 minutes after packing; -

~ ‘that- ‘extensive experimental packs ‘of oysters. established, when packed in
“conformity with the standards, that oysters will not exceed-.the 5 percent limit
of drained liquid; that specific shipping experiments show that legally packed
“oysters ‘do- not subsequently release liquid, and, that there will ‘be no increase
in the drained liquid content of the cans of oysters with the passage of.time--
-after:packing; that samples. collected from interstate shlpments made by, the
-defendant; npon.- analyms, dlsclosed the presence of amounts of hqmd vreatly o
in excess of 5 percent and that such analyucal ﬁndmgs estabhshed ‘that the- (
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