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20852, Adulteration of corn meal. TU. 8. v. 23 Bags of Corn Meal. Default decree
ggl ;Lxsl;emnaﬁon and destruction. (F, & D. No. 43987. Sample No.

This product, which had been shipped in interstate commerce and remsined
unsold and in the original packages at the time of examination, was found to
be insect-infested and to contain rodent hairs. : .
. On or about September 28, 1938, the United States attorney for the Northern
District of Florida, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 23 bags of corn
meal at Pensacola, Fla.; alleging that the article had been shipped on or about
. September 3, 1938, by Western Grain Co. from Birmingham, Ala.; and charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled
in part: “Bang Up Old Style Unbolted Meal.” .

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a filthy vegetable substance.

On November 28, 1938, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. :

Harry L. BrownN, Acting Secretary of Agriéulture.

29853. Adulteration of tomato puree. U. S. v. 32 Cases of Tomato FPuree,
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (¥, & D. No., 43033.
Sample Nos. 27283-D, 38637-D.)

This product contained excessive mold.

On July 12, 1988, the United States attorney for the District of Montana,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 32 cases of tomato puree at Butte,
Mont. ; alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or
about January 3, 1988, by Smith Canning Co. from Clearfield, Utah ; and charging
adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled
in part, “Dinnerette Brand Puree.” - S : : ‘

It was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted wholly or in part of a
filthy, decomposed, and putrid vegetable substance. - :

* On December 7, 1988, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. - :

HarrY L. BrowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.’

29854, Misbranding of canned peas. U. S. v. 595 Cartons of Peas. Consent decree
of condemnation. Product released under bond to be relabeled. (F. & D.

o No. 40371. Sample No. 27125-C.) ) i

This produet fell below the standard established by this Department because
the peas were not immature, and it was not labeled to indicate that it was
substandard. : ,

On September 25, 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 libel praying seizure and comdemnation of 595 cartons of canned peas
at Jersey City, N. J.; alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about July 1, 1937, by the Mason Canning Co. from Pocomoke
City, Md.; and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.
The aiticle was labeled in part: “Sea View No. 3 Sieve Alaska Peas.”

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 Agricul-
ture, since the peas were not immature, and its package or label did not bear a
plain and conspicuous statement prescribed by the Secretary indicating that it
fell below such standard. :

On November 18, 1938, the Mason Canning Co., claimant, having admitted the
allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment
-of condemnation was entered, and the producét was ordered released under bond
conditioned that it be relabeled under the supervision of this Department to
comply with the Food and Drugs Act.

Hazrry L. BROWN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

29855, Misbranding of canned cherries. U. 8. v. 1913 Cases of Canned Cherries.
Default decree of condemnation. Product ordered delivered to a
charitable institution. (F. & D. No. 42332, Sample Nos. 23020-D,
23026-D.) .

This product fell below the standard established by this Department because
it contained excessive packing medium, and it was not labeled to indicate that
it was substandard.



