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demnation were entered and the product was ordered released under bond
conditioned that the unfit portions be segregated and destroyed.

HARrRY L. BROWN, Acting__ Secretary of Agriculture.

30655. Adulteration of walnut meats, U. S. v. Sunset Nut Shelllng' Co. Plea of
guilty, Fine, $5. (F. & D. No. 42717. Sample Nos. 36080-D, 43223-D to
43226—-D, inclusive.) :

This product contained an excessive amount of insect-infested, moldy, and
rancid nuts.

On May 16, 1939, the TUnited States attorney for the Northern District of
California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Sunset Nut Shelling Co., a corporation,
San Francisco, Calif., alleging shipment by-said defendant in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act on or about October 18, 26, and 28, 1938, from the State
of California into the States of Washington and Oregon, of quantities of
walnut meats which were adulterated.

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

On May 17, 1939, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf of the
defendant, the court imposed a fine of $3.

Harry L. BrowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

30656. Adulteration of erab meat. U. S. v. Spencer Bros., Inc. Plea of guilty.
Fine, $40. (F. & D. No. 42639. Sample Nos. 84268-D, 34269-D, 34270-D.)

Samples of this product were found to contain evidence of the presence of
filth.

On April 18, 1939, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Virginia, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the dis-
trict court an information against Spencer Bros., Inc., Cape Charles, Va., alleg-
ing shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food and Drugs Act on or
about August 10, 1938, from the State of Virginia into the State of Pennsylvania
of quantities of crab meat which was adulterated.

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

On May 1, 1939, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf of the de-
fendant, the court imposed a fine of $40.

HarrY L. BrRowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

30657. Adulteration of canned grapefruit. U. S. v, 300 Cases of Canned Grape-
fruit. Consent decree of condemnation, Product ordered released
ander bond. (F. & D. No. 45232, Sample No, 50980-D.)

Samples of this product were found to be undergoing yeasty fermentation.

On April 25, 1939, 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 seéizure and condemnation of 300 cases of canned
‘grapefruit at Seattle, Wash.; alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce on or about Iebruary 15, 1939, from Tampa, Fla., by H. A,
Shaver, Inc., of Lakeland, Fla.; and charging adulteration in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “Floridan Brand Grape
Fruit in Syrup.” _ '

It was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
decomposed vegetable substance.

On June 12, 1939, L. D. Bernstein, trading as National Distributors, Seattle,
Wash., having appeared as claimant and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered
released under bond, conditioned that it not be disposed of contrary to law.

Haxrry L. BrowN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

30658, Adulteration and misbranding of relish. U. S. v. 29 Bottles of Relish.
Default decree of condemnation and destructon. (F. & D. No. 44933,
Sample No. 42118-D.)

This product contained saccharin, which had been substituted in part for
sugar as the sweetening agent. Moreover, its label failed to bear a correct
declaration of the quantity of contents since it was ‘contained in gallon-sized
bottles labeled “1 Quart.”

On March 2, 1939, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court



