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condemnation of 26 barrels of frozen poultry, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
Independence Produce Co., from Independence, Towa, September 7, 1928, and
transported from the State of Iowa.into the State of Illinois, and charging
adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
in part of a filthy and decomposed substance, in that it was the product of a
diseased animal, and in that it consisted in part of a portion of an animal unfit
for food.

On February 20, 1929, Jos. K. Goldberg, Chicago, Ill, claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of costs
and the execution of a good and sufficient bond, conditioned in part that it be
examined under the supervision of this department and the portion unfit for
food destroyed and the portion fit for food released.

R. W. DunNvraApr, Acting Secretary of Agricwlture.
16193. Adulteration of figs. U. S. v. 1188 Boxes of Figs. Default decree

of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 23203.
I. 8. No. 03570. 8. No. 1300.)

On November 20, 1928, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in

the District Court of the United. States for said district a libel praying seizure’

and condemnation of 1,188 boxes of figs, remaining unsold in the originak
unbroken packages at New York, N. Y., consigned by Jos. Crisafulli, Visalia,
Calif. alleging that the article had been shipped from Visalia, Calif.,, on or
-about October 31, 1928, and transported from the State of California into the
State of New York, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and
darugs act. ¢

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it’

consisted in whole or in part of wormy, moldy, sour, and bird-pecked figs.

On January 30, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. DunLap, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

16194, Adulteration of figs. V. S. v. 1373 Boxes of Figs. Default decree
of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. No. 23190.
1. 8. No. 03566. 8. No. 1290.)

On November 15, 1928, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizore and
condemnation of 1,373 boxes of figs at New York, N. Y., consigned in interstate
commerce by G. Crisafulli, Visalia, Calif., about October 24, 1928, alleging that
the article was adulterated in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was-adulterated in-that it con-
sisted in whole: or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable sub-
stance. i ‘

On January 31, 1929, default having been noted, judgment of condemnation
and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product
be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. W. DunwrAr, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

16195. Misbranding of canned pimientos. U. S. v. 25 Cases, et al., of
Canned Pimientos. Decrees of condemnation and forfeituare.
Product released under bond. (F. & D. No. 23333. I. 8. Nos. 0684,
0685, 0686, 03191, 03192, 03183. §. No. 1416.)

On January 14, 1929, the United States attorney for the Eastern Distr_iet of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district libels praying seizure and
condermmnation of 92 cases of canned pimientos, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by the Curtis Corporation,
Long Beach, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped from Long
Beach, Calif., on or about December 14, 1928, and transported from the Sta.te
of California into. the State of Pennsylvania, and charging misbranding in
violation of the food and drugs act as amended. The article was labeled in



