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5817, Misbraading of vermouth. U. 8. * * * v, Aungust Petrucci (Vene=~
tian Distilling Co.). Fiea of guilty. ¥Fine, $50 and costs. (I, & D.
No. 8305. 1. S. No. 11892-m.)

On September G, 1917, the United States attorney for the Rastern District
of Missouri, acting upon a veport by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United Stafes for said district an information against
August Petruccei, trading as the Venetian Distilling Co., St. Louis, Mo., alleging
shipment by said defendant, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended, on or about November 23, 1916, from the State of Missouri into the
State of Illinois, of a quantily of an article, labeled in part, * Vermouth di
Vino,” which was misbranded.

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this de-
partment showed the following results:

Alcohol (per cent by volume) oo 13.5
Solids (grams per 100 CC) oo e 12.62
Sugars as invert before inversion (grams per 100 c¢) ... 1.81
Sucrose by copper (grams per 100 €C) oo 9.94
Nonsugar solids (gram per 100 ¢C) oo .86
Ash (gram per 100 ce) .05
Alkalinity of water-soluble ash (ec N/10 acid for ash from

100 CCY o i 4.4
Phosphoric anhydride (milligrams per 100 cC) o 4.4
Total tartrates as tartaric acid (gram per 100 ce) . __ .02
Total acidity (cc N/10 alkali per 100 €C) oo 6.0
Nonvolatile acidity calculated as tartaric acid (gram per

100 CC) o .02

This product is a mixture containing a small proportion of wine.
Net contents are not stated upon the label.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
the statement, to wit, “ Vermouth di Vino,” and the statement, to wit, “ Ver-
mouth * * Qualita Superiore * * Venezia,” together with certain de-
wigns and devices borne on its label, regarding the article and the ingredients
and substances contained therein, were false and misleading in that they rep-
resented that the article was a vermouth which contained at least 50 per cent
of wine and that it was a foreign product, to wit, a vermouth produced in the
Kingdom of Italy; and for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid
so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the belief that it was a ver-
mouth which contained at least 50 per cent of wine and was a foreign product,
to wit, a vermouth produced in the Kingdom of Italy, whereas, in truth and in
fact, it was not, but was, to wit, a vermouth prepared from a mixture which
contained approximately 173 per cent of wine, and [was] produced in the
United States of America. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason
that the article was food in package form, and the quantity of the contents was
not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of package.

On September 20, 1917, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the infor-
mation, and the court imposed o fine of $50 and costs.

CARL VROOMAN, Aciing Secretary of Agriculture.



