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2000s8. Adulteration of blueberries. US. v. 6 Crates of Blueberries. De-
fault decree of forfeiture ang destruction, F. & D. No. 28853,
Sample No, 9480-A.) '

Samples of blueberries taken from the shipment herein described were found

alleging that the article had been shipped in ‘interstate Commerce by W. R.
Bailey, from Columbia Falls, Maine, to Boston, Mass, ,and charging adultera-
tion in violation of the Food angd Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part:
(Tag) “From W. &, Bailey, Columbia Falls, Maine.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
in part of g filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable Substance,

On September 1, 1932, no claimgnt having appeareq for the property, judg-

ment of forfeiture wag entered and it was ordered by the court that the
broduct be destroyed by the United Stateg marshal,

R. G. TuewELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

20009, Adulteration of blueberries, U.S. v. 8 Crates of Blueberries, De-
- fault decree of forfeiture ang destruction. (F. & D. No. 28851,
Sample No. 9370-A.)

Samples of blueberries taken from the shipment herein described were foungd
to contain maggots.

On August 17, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of Massa-
chusetts, -acting upon a Treport by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying
seizure angd condemnation of three crates of blueberries, remajning in the
original unbroken packages at Boston, Mass., consigned on or about August 16,

1982, from Rockland, Maine, alleging that phe article had been shipped in

interstate commerce by Archie Wallace, of Friendship, Maine, to Boston, Mass.,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
Wwas labeled in part: (Tag) “From Archie Wallace, Friendship, Me.” ‘

It was alleged in the libel that the article wag adulterated in that it consisted
in part of g filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable substance.

On September 1, 1982, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of forfeiture was entered and it wasg ordered by the court that the product
be destroyed by the United States marshal.

R. G. TuewELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

20010, Adulteration of dried prunes, U.S. v. 424 Cases of Dried Prunes,
ecree of condemnation and forfeiture, Product released undepr
bond. (F. & D. No. 28252, Sample No. 203-A.)

This action involved the shipment of g quantity of dried Prunes, sampleg of
which were found to be moldy angd insect-infesteq.

On April 26, 1932, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the Distriet Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel
braying seizure and condemnation of 426 cases of dried brunes, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at San Jose, Calif,, alleging that the article
had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about March 28, 1932, by
Guggenhime & Co., from New Orleans, La., to San Jose, Calif,, anq charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, The article wag labeled
in part: (Cases) « Pansy Brand Santa Clara Pruneg Packed by Guggenhime
& Company, California.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable Substance,

On July 28, 1932, Guggenhime & Co., having appeared as claimant for the
property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture wag entered, and it wag
ordered by the court that the broduct be delivered to the gaid claimant, upon
the execution of a bond in the sum of $500, conditioned that it should not

Proceedings. On August 4, 1932, the entire lot of prunes was destroyed.
R. G, TuewsLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
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