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22111. Adulteration of canned tomato ketchup. U. S. v. 80 Cases of
Tomato Ketchup. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruetion. (F. D. no. 81547. Sample no. 54325-A.) :

This case involved a shipment of canned tomato ketchup which was found
to contain excessive mold.

On November 6, 1933, the United States attorney for the District of Mary-
land, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 80 cases of tomato ketchup
at Baltimore, Md., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about September 19, 1933, by B. T. Branham & Co., from Front
Royal, Va., and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.
The article was labeled in part: (Can) “ Green Valley Brand Whole Tomato
Ketchup * * * Packed by B. T. Branham & Co., Front Royal, Va.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
wholly or in part of a decomposed vegetable substance.

On February 23, 1934, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

22112. Adulteration of canmned shrimp. U. S. v. 100 Cases, et al.,, of
Canned Shrimp. Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and
destruction. (F. & D, no. 31597. Sample nos, 37390—A to 87393-A.)

This case involved quantities of canned shrimp which was found to be in
part decomposed. ’

On November 16, 1933, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 775 cases of
canned shrimp, in part at Tacoma, Wash,, and in part at Yakima, Wash., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about Sep-
tember 1, 1933, by the Gulf Coast Products Co., Inc., from New Orleans, La.,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
was labeled in part: * Gulf Coast Brand Shrimp * * * Packed by Gulf
Coast Products Co., Inc., Point-A-La-Hache, La.” ' )

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-:
sisted in whole or in part of a decomposed animal substance.

On March 13, 1934, default was entered and it was ordered by the court that
the product be condemned, forfeited, and destroyed and that costs be assessed
against the claimant, the Gravelot Packing Co.

M. L. WILsON, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

22113. Misbranding of salad oil. U. 8. v. 16 Cans and 21 Cans of Sala,d
0il. Default decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
delivered to relief agency. (F. & D. no. 31598. Sample nos. 51341-A,
51342-A.)

This case involved a product labeled to convey the impression that it con-
sisted of olive oil of foreign origin. Examination showed that the article
consisted principally of domestic cottonseed oil, and that the cans were short
of the declared volume.

On November 17, 1933, 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 libel praying seizure and condemnation of 37 cans of salad oil
.at West New York, N.J., alleging that the article had been shipped in inter-
state commerce, on or about October 25, 1933, by the Hoffman Oil Co., from
Brooklyn, N.Y., and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act as amended

It was alleged in the libel that the article was misbranded in that the
statement, “ La Vergine Brand Finest Quality Oil Lucca ”, and the picture of
an olive tree and 2 woman bearing a pitcher of olive oil, appearing on the
label of a portion of the article, and the statement, “ Olio Puro Prima Qualita
Conte Di Savoia Brand Lucca 7, together with designs of olive branches and a
crown, appearing on the labeling of the remainder, were false and misleading
and deceived and misled the purchaser, since they implied that the article was
pure olive oil, whereas it consisted in large part of cottonseed oil. Misbrand-
ing was alleged for the further reason that the statements on the respective
labels, “ Net Contents One Gallon” and “ Net Contents 1 Gallon ”, were false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser; for the further reason.
that the article purported to be a foreign product, whereas it consisted in large



