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labeled in part: “Sﬂverton Brand Tomatoes Packed by Silverton Canmng Con-
pany, Silverton, Oregon.” The product had been shipped originally by the.
Silverton . Canning Co. to the Quartermaster Depot, Seattle, Wash., had been
rejected, and was hauled away by truck of the original shipper.

It was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be a food for whlch
a standard of quality had been prescribed by regulations as prov1ded by law, but
its quality fell below such standard, and its label failed to bear in such manner
and form as the regulatmns spec1fy, a statement that it fell below such
standard.

On January 2, 1941, Sllverton Canning Co., claimant, having consented to
the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation wag entered and the product
~ was ordered released under bond conditioned that it be relabeled to .comply
‘with the law.

1778. Misbranding of canned tomatoes. U. 8. v, 17 Cases of Canned Tomatoes,
Default decree of condemnation. Product ordered destroyed or_ deliv-
ered to a charitable institution. (¥. D. C. No. 2546. Sample No. 9793-E.)

This product was substandard in quality becau%e of poor color and was not
labeled to indicate that it was substandard.

On or about August 24, 1940, the United States attorney for the Western
District of Louisiana ﬁled a libel against 17 cases of canned tomatoes at
Providence, La., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about July 1, 1940, by the P. P. Williams Co. from Vicksburg,
Miss.; and charging that it was misbranded. The article was labeled in part:
“Baby Brand Tomatoes * * * Packed by Uddo Taormina Corp. Crystal
Springs, Miss.” _

It wag alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be a food for which
a standard of quality had been prescribed by regulations as provided by law,
but its quahty fell below such standard because of poor color and its label
did not bear in such manner and form as the regulations prescrlbe a statement
that it fell below such standard. '

On October 10, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation
was entered and the product was ordered destroyed or delivered to a charitable
institution.

1779, Adulteration of tomato catsup and tomato puree. U. 8. v. 3 Cases of
Tomato Catsup and 147 and 22 Cases of Tomato Puree. Default decree
. of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 4058. Sample Nos.
446421, 44645-E, 44646—E)

" This product contained excessive mold, indicating the presence of decomposed
madterial.

On March 81, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado
filed a 1libel against 3 cases of tomato catsup and 169 cases of tomato puree
at Denver, Colo., which had been consigned by the Pringle Brokerage Co. from
Ogden, Utah, alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce
on or about November 12, 1940, and January 20, 1941; and charging that it
was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed sub-
stance. The article was labeled in part: (Cans) “Gateway Brand Tomato
Catsup [or “Puree”].”

On May 27, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1780. Adulteration and misbranding of tomato catsup. U. 8, v. 18 Cases of
'I‘omato Catsup. Default decree of condemnatmn and destruction.
(F. D. C. No. 3381. Sample No. 6764-E.)

This product contained excessive mold, indicating the presence of decomposed
material. It also had been made from reS1dua1 tomato material from canning
and from partial extraction of juice, which fact was not stated on the label.-

On November 18, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of Idaho
filed a libel against 18 cases of tomato catsup at Pocatello, Idaho, alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about September 23,
1940, by the Pacific Fruit & Produce Co. from Salt Lake City, Utah; and
charging that it was adulterated and misbranded. It was labeled in part:
" (Cans) “Golden. ‘Q’ Brand Extra Standard Tomato Catsup, Made From Whole
Tomatoes and Residue From Tomatoes.”

The article was alleged to be -adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a decomposed substance. ,
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It was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be tomato catsup, a
food for which a definition and standard of identity had been prescribed by
regulations as provided by law, and its label failed to bear the common names
of- the optional ingredients present.

On December 14, 1940, no claimant bhaving appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1781, Adulteration of tomato catsup and tomato puree. U. S.v. A Quantity of
Tomate Catsup and Tomato Puree. Default decree of condemnation
and destruection. (F. D. C. No. 4064, Sample Nos. 56582—8, 56583-E.)

These products contalned excessive mold, 1nd1cat1ng the presence of decom-
posed material.

On March 29, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern D1str1ct of
New York filed a libe: against 46 cases of tomato catsup and 62 cases of tomato
puree at Binghamton, N. Y., alleging that the articles had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about January 18, 1941, by the Lake Erie Cannmg Co.
from Sandusky, Ohio; and charging that they were adulterated in that they
consisted wholly or in part of a decomposed substance. The articles were
labeled in part (Cans) “Brightwood Brand Tomato Catsup”; or “Senate Brand
Tomato Puree.”

On May 22, 194i, no claimant having appeared, judgment of. condemnatlon
was entered and the products were ordered destroyed.

1782. Adulteration of tomate puree and tomato catsup. U. S, v, 115 Cases. of
Tomato Puree (and 3 other seizure actions against tomateo products.)
(F. D. C. Nos. 4035, 4036, 4105, 4237. Sample Nos. 19380-E, 56507-E, 56508-E,
56510-E, 56522-E.)

These products contained excessive mold, indicating the presence of decom-
posed material,

Between March 22 iand April 4, 1941, the United States attorneys for the
Western District of Pennsylvama and the Eastern District of New York filed
libels against 115 cases of tomato puree at Pittsburgh, Pa., and 162 cases of
tomato puree and 554 cases of tomato catsup at Brooklyn, N, Y., alleging that the
articles had been shipped within the period from on or about October 4, 1940, to
on or about February 11, 1941, by the Lake Erie Canning Co. from Sandusky,
Ohio; and charging that they were adulterated in that they consisted in whole
or in part of decomposed substances. The articles were labeled variously:
‘(Cans) “First National Brand Tomato Catsup [or “Puree’”] Distributed by
First National Pickle Products Brooklyn, N. Y.” and “Premier Fancy Extra
_Heavy Tomato Puree. Francis H. Leggett & Co., Distributors, New York.”

On April 26 and 28 and May 13, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judg-
ments of condemnation were entered and the products were ordered destroyed.

17838. Adulteration of tomato paste. U, S. v. 148 Cases of Tomato Paste. Con-
sent decree of condemmnation. Product ordered reieased under bond for
segregation and destruction of the unfit portien. (F. D. C. No. 3620.
Sample No. 22034-E.)

A part of this product contained excessive mold indicating the presence of
decomposed material. .

On January 6, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern Districet of
New York filed a hbel against 148 cases of tomato paste at New York, N. Y.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
November 27, 1940, by the Capolmo Products Co. from Stockton, Calif.; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
decomposed substance. The article- was labeled in part: (Cans) “Product of
California * * * Tomato Paste Luigi Vitelli-Elvea Inc., New York, N. Y.
Distributors.”

On January 31, 1941, Luigi Vltelh-Elvea, Ine.,, of New York, N. Y., claimant
“baving admitted the allegatlons of the libel, judgment of condemnatlon was
entered and the product was ordered released under bond conditioned that the
fit portion be separated from the unfit and that the latter be destroyed.

1’784 Adulteration and misbrandlng of tomate puree, - U, 8. v. 19 Cases of 'l‘o- ‘
mato Puree (and 3 other seizure actiohs against tomato puaree). De-
- fanit decrees of condemnation and destruction,  (F. D, C, Nos. 3135 to

3138, incl. Sample Nos. 35350-E to 85353<H, incl.).
Examination of this product showed that certain lots contamed ‘excessive
mold, mdlcatmg the presence of decomposed material; and that some cans in
the remammg lots contamed artificial color. All lots were found to contain less



