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product, Judgments of condemnation were entéred and the product was ordered
released to the claimants under bond, conditioned that it be relabeled so as to
comply with the law. ‘

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

27683, Misbranding of canned peas. U. S, v, 189 Cases of Canned Peas. Decree
of condemnation. Product released under bond to be relabeled. (F. &
D. No. 39658. Sample No. 42130-C.)

This product fell below the standard for canned peas established by this
Department because the peas were not immature, and it was not labeled to indi-
cate that it was substandard.

On May 27, 1937, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court a
libel praying seizure and condemnation of 189 cases of canned peas at Wash-
ington, D. C., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about April 5,
1937, by the Mount Airy Canning Co. from Mount Airy, Md., and charging mis-
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in
part: (Cans) “Good Year M-L Co Inc Early June Peas * * * Mazo-Lerch
Co. Incorporated Distributors Washington, D. C.”

It was alleged to be misbranded in‘that it was canned food and fell below the
standard of quality and condition promulgated by the Secretary of Agriculture
since the peas were not immature, and its package or label did not bear a plain
and conspicuous statement prescribed by regulation of this Department indi-
cating that it fell below such standard. _

On July 27, 1937, judgment of condemnation was entered, and the product was
ordered released to the claimant under bond conditioned that it be relabeled so
as to conform to the requirements of the law.

M. L. WiLson, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

27684, Adulteration and misbranding of frozen egg yolks. U. S. v. 285 Cans
of Yolks. Consent decree of condemnation. Produet released under
bond to be relabeled. (F. & D. No. 39663. Sample No. 8876-C.)

This product was represented to consist of egg yolks and sugar, but contained
added egg white.

On May 27, 1937, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court a
lbel praying seizure and condemnation of 285 cans of yolks at Jersey City, N. J.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
May b, 1937, by the Highway Butter & Egg Co. from Indianapolis, Ind., and charg-
ing adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part: (Can cover) “Yolks With Approx. 10% Sugar.”

It was alleged to be adulterated in that a mixture of egg yolk, egg white, and
sugar had been substituted wholly or in part for egg yolks and sugar, which it
purported to be.

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “Yolks With
Approx. 10% Sugar” was false and misleading and tended to deceive and mislead
the purchaser when applied to an article that contained added egg white.

On July 1, 1937, the Highway Butter & Egg Co., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of
condemnation was entered and the product was ordered released to claimant
under bond conditioned that it be relabeled to show its true nature.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

27685. Adulteration and misbranding of buiter. U. 8. v. 10 Cases of Country-
side Brand Butter. Consent decree of condemnation. Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 89666, Sample No. 31732-C.)

This product contained less than 80 percent of milk fat.

On May 18, 1937, the United States attorney for the Southern Distriet of
Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 10 cases of butter at Cin-
cinnati, Ohio, consigned on or about May 11, 1937, alleging that the article had
been shipped in interstate commerce by Liberty Creamery Co. from Liberty, Ind.,
and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act. The article was labeled in part: (Wrapper) “Countryside Brand Butter
¢ * * Distributed by Countryside Farm Products Co. * * * C(incinnati,
Ohlo.”



