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© 1360. Adulteration of candy. U/ S. v. 52 Boxes of Candy. Default decree of

condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C.  No. 2367. Sample No. 33236-E.)

This product contained rodent hairs, metal shavings, and nondescript dirt.

On or about July 11, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of New
Jersey filed a libel against 52 boxes of candy at Union City, N. J., alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about June 19, 1940,
by the Two Star Confectionery Co. from New York, N. Y.; and charging that
it was adulterated. The article was labeled in part: “Big Five Candy Gum
Drops.”
. The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a filthy substance; and in that it had been prepared under insanitary
conditions whereby it might have become contaminated with filth.,

On September 25, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1361. Adulteration of candy. TU. S.v. 476 Packages of Candy. Default decree of
condemnation and destruction. (F, D. C. No. 2709. Sample No. 35107-E.)

This product contained rodent hairs and insect fragments. '

On August 29, 1940, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Louisiana filed a libel against 476 packages of candy at New Orleans, La., alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about August 5,
1940, by the American Candy Manufacturing Co. from Selma, Ala.; and charging
that it was adulterated. The article was labeled in part: (Packages) “Fairfield
Candy Sticks Distributed By 8. H. Kress & Co., New York, N. Y.

“The article’ was alleged- to be adulterated :im that it consisted ‘wholly-or in
part of a filthy substance, ‘and in-that it-had ‘been prepared under insanitary
conditions whereby it might have become contaminated with filth.

On December 20, 1940, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product wags ordered- destroyed.

1362. Adulteration of candy. U. S. v. 71 Boxes of Candy. Default decree of
condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 3312. Sample No. 37415—E)

Th1s product ‘contained rodent hairs and insect fragments.

‘On November 1, 1940, the United States. attorney for the Middle District of
North Carolina ﬁled a libel against 71 boxes of candy at Trinity, N. C., alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October
© 10, 1940, by - the Ethel Candy & Sales Co. from Atlanta, Ga.; and charging that
it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance;
and-in that-it-had been prepared under insanitary conditions- whereby 1t mlght
have become contaminated with filth.

On December 10, 1840, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnatlon
was.entered and .the pl:oduct was ordered destroyed.

'-«»1363. Adualteration: nteand‘y;% Va8 vir 105 By XT3 aml,vza Baxes -of-Candy..: Default:

- decree of condemhation and destruction. (F C. No.-3227. Sample Nos.
20475—EB- to 20478-E, incl.) - '

Th1s product contained insect fraginents and certain lots also contained rodent
hairs.
~'On or about November 4, 1940, the United States attorney for the Eastern
Pistrict-of-South-Careolina-filed:-a libel against -52.boxes of candy at Aiken, S. C,,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about

October 5, 1940, by.the J. 8. Fox Candy Co., from Augusta, Ga.; and charging

that it was adulterated. It was labeled in part-variously: “Mint Sticks,” “¢, C
Squares,” “Honest Block,” or “P-nut Sgs.” S

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a filthy ‘substance, and in that it had- been prepared under 1nsamtary
conditions whereby it might have become contaminated with filth.

On November 26, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation -

was entered and the product was ordered destroyed

1364. Adulteration-of candy.  U. S. v. 8, 14, a.nd 25 Boxes of Candy (and 3 other
seizure actions against eandy) Default decrees of condemnation and
- destruction.. (F. C. Nos. 2823, 2824, 2992, 3110. Sample Nos. 15494-E,
15495-E, 15496—E 15761—E to 15766—E incl., ;15808-E, - 15809-E, 15810—E,

-, 30183-E, 39184-E.}

This product contained rodent hairs, and certain pOI'thDS also contained other
hairs and insect fragments
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