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20218. Adulteration and misbranding of coffiee. U.S. v. 22 Bags, et al., of
Coffee. Default decree of forfeiture and destruction. (F. & D. no.'
24169. I1.8. nos. 020456, 020457. 8. no. 2391.) /

This action involved the shipment of a quantity of coffee which was found to
consist largely of coffee chaif.

On October 23, 1929, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Arkansas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
_ District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of 22 bags, each containing 50 pounds, and 47 cases,
each containing twenty-four 1-pound bags, of coffee, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Texarkana, Ark. alleging that the article had ibeen
shipped in interstate commerce in part on August 29, 1929, and in part on
September 7, 1929, by the Maury-Cole Co., from Memphis, Tenn., and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. A por-
tion of the article was labeled in part: (Bags) “ Steel Cut Ground Maury-Cole
Co., Inc., * * * Sunrise Brand Roasted Coffee, Memphis, Dallas, Louis-
ville” The remainder of the said article was labeled in part: (Bags) “ Steel
Cut Ground Tiger Brand * * * Coffee Roasted and Packed by Maury-Cole
Co.”; (seal) “This seal is a guarantee of purity.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that coffee chaff
had been mixed with the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, ¢ Steel cut
ground coffee,” and “ This seal is a guarantee of purity” (with respect to a
portion) were false and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser.
Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was offered for
-gale under the distinctive name of another article,

On October 15, 1932, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of forfeiture was entered and it was ordered by the court that the product be
destroyed by the United States marshal. :

R. G. TUueWELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20219. Misbranding of marmalade, apple butter, jam, and preserves., U.S.
v. 28 Cases of Orange Marmalade, et al. Consent decree of con-
demnation and forfeiture. Products released under bond to be
relabeled. (F. & D. no. 28823. Sample nos. 6326-A—6330-A. incl., 6332-A—
6335-A, incl.)

This action involved quantities of marmalade, apple butter, jam, and various
fruit preserves, sample jars of which were found to contain less than the
declared weight.

On August 29, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of Nebraska,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 28 cases of orange marmalade, 9 cases of apple butter, 49
cases of grape jam, and 210 cases of raspberry, pineapple, apricot, and peach
preserves, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Omaha, Nebr., alleg-
ing that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
February 19, 1932, by Pantry Maide Products Co., from Westfield, N.X,, to
Omaha, Nebr., and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act as amended. The articles were all labeled ‘ Pantry Maide ”, and were
further labeled, variously: “ Pure Orange Marmalade, Net Wt. 12 0z.”; “ Pure
Apple Butter, Net Wt. 15 0z.”; “Pure Grape Jam, Net Wt. 12 0z.”; “ Pure
Raspberry Preserves, Net Wt. 12 0z.”; “ Pure Strawberry Preserves, Net Wt.
1 Lb.”; “ Pure Raspberry Preserves, Net Wt. 1 Lb.”; * Pure Pineapple Preserves,
Net Wt. 12 0z.”: “Pure Apricot Preserves, Net Wt. 12 0z.”; “Pure Peach
Preserves, Net Wt. 12 0z.”

It was alleged in the libel that the articles were misbranded in that the
statements of weight appearing on the labels, namely, “ Net Wt. 12 0z.”, “ Net
Wt. 15 0z.”, and “ Net Wt. 1 Lb.”, were false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the
articles were foods in package form and the quantity of the contents was not
plainl¥y and conspicuously marked on the. outside of the packages, since the
quantities stated were incorrect.

On September 15, 1932, the Pantry Maide Products Co., Inc., Westfield, N.Y.,
claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to
the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered,
and it was ordered by the court that the products be released to the said
claimant upon payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum ot
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$2,000, conditioned that they be relabeled under the supervision of this
Department, so as to bring them into compliance with the Federal Food and
Drugs Act.

R. G. TuewELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20220. Adulteration of shell eggs. U.S. v. 375 Cases, et al,, of Shell Eggs.
Consent decree of destruction entered. (F. & D. no. 28696. Sample
nos. 10321-A, 12026-A.)

This action involved interstate shipments of a quantity of shell eggs which
were found to contain an excessive amount of decomposed eggs.

On July 18, 1932, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Distriet Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 397 cases of shell eggs, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Jersey City, N.J., alleging that the article had been shipped, im
part on or about February 28, 1931, by the Vilas Co., Parker, S.Dak., and in
part on or about March 2, 1931, by L. N. Manning, Roodhouse, I, and had been
transported from the States of South Dakota and Illinois, respectively, into
the State of New Jersey, 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 con-
sisted in part of a decomposed and putrid animal substance.

On September 7, 1932, M. Roth & Co., Inc., New York, N.Y., the consignee of
the product, having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment was entered
by the court ordering that it be destroyed.

R. G. TueweLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20221. Adulteration of canned frozemn eggs. U.S. v. 779 Cans of Frozen
Eggs. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prodact
released under bond for separation, and destruction of unfit
portion. (F. & D. no. 28504. Sample no. 11901-A.)

This action involved the interstate shipment of a quantity of canned frozen
eggs, samples of which were found to be decomposed.

On July 25, 1932, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of New
York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 779 cans of frozen eggs, remaining in the original pack-
ages at Brooklyn, N.Y., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about
July 10, 1932, by the Emulsol Corporation, from Chicago, 111, to Brooklyn, N.Y.,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
was labeled in part: (Can) “ Emulsol-M. * * * The Emulsol Corp. * * *
Chicago, Il.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it com-
sisted in part of a decomposed animal substance.

On August 11, 1932, the Emulsol Corporation, Chicago, Ill, claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment 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-bond in the sum of $3,000, conditioned
that it be sorted under the supervision of this Department, in order to separate
the cans containing good eggs from the cans containing bad eggs, that the
decomposed portion be destroyed and that the remainder be disposed of only
in compliance with the law, State and Federal.

R. G. TuewELL, Acting Secretary of Agricullure.

20222. Adulteration of herring. U.S. v. 2 Boxes, et al.,, of Bluefin Herring.
Default decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F & D. nos. 28743, 28744, Sample nos. 4504-A, 4505-A.)

These cases involved interstate shipments of quantities of herring which
were found to be infested with parasitic worms.

On July 29, 1932, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for the district aforesaid libels praying seiz-
ure and condemnation of four boxes of bluefin herring at Chicago, IlL, alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about July
26, 1932, by H. Mickelsen, from Schroeder, Minn., to Chicago, Ill, and charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.



