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that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about October 9,
1941, by J. W, Welch Co., Inc, from Downings, Va.; and charging that it was
misbranded. The article was' labeled -in part: (Cans)  “Evenripe Brand
Tomatoes.”

It was 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 quality fell below such standard because the peel per pound of tomatoes
in the container covered an area of more than 1 square inch, and its label failed
to bear, in such manner and form as the reﬂulatlons spemfy, a statement that
it fell below such standard.

On November 24, 1941, J. W. Welch Co., Inc.,, claimant, having admitted the
allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment
of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered released under bond
for relabeling under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.

2930, Misbranding of canned tomatees. U. S. v. 997 Cases of Canned Tomatoes,
Consent deecree of condemnation., Product ordered released under bond
to be relabeled. (¥. D. C. No. 6048, Sample No. 79503-E.)

This product was substandard because of the presence of excessive peel. -

On October 21, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Ohio filed a libel against 997 cases of canned tomatoes at Columbus, Ohio, alleging
that the article had been sh1pped in interstate commerce on or about September 11
and 13, 1941, by the Jaqua Co. from Winchester, Ind.; and charging that it was
misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Jaqua Hand Packed Tomatoes Contents
1 Lb. 12 0z.”

The article was alleged to be mlsbranded in that it purported to be a food for
which a standard of quality bad been prescribed by regulations as provided by law
but its quality fell below such standard because the peel per pound of tomatoes
in the container covered more than 1 Square inch and its label failed to bear,
in such manner and form as the regulations gpecify, a statement that it fell below
such standard.

On or abeut November 24, 1941, the Jagua Co., claimant, having admitted the

allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was entered and the product
was ordered released unde1 bond conditioned that it be relabeled under the super-
vision of the I‘ood and DLug Administration.

2931. Misbranding of canned tomatoes. U. S, v. 20 Cases and 36 Cases of Canned
Tomatees. Default decrees. FProduct ordered delivered to charitable
institutions. (F. D. C. Nos. 6183, 6644. Sample Nos. 42779-E, 48796-E.)

This product fell below the standard of quality for canned tomatoes because
the drained weight was less than 50 percent of the weight of the water required
to fill the container.

On or about November 8, 1941, and January 7, 1942, the United States attorneys
for the Western District of Pennsylvania and the Southern District of Florida
filed libels against 20 cases each containing 24 cans of tomatoes at Mount -
Pleasant, Pa., and 36 cases each containing 24 cans of tomatoes at Miami, Fla.,
alleging that the article had been shipped on or about September 3 and October 7,
1941, by the H. J. McGrath Co. from Baltimore, Md.; and charging that it was
misbranded. It was labeled in part: (Cans) “McGrath’s Tomatoes * * *
McGrath’s Champion Brand,” or “Saint Elmo Brand Tomatoes.” ‘

The article 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 quality fell below such standard and its label failed to bear, in such manner
and form as the regulations specify, a statement that it fell below such standard.

On December 11, 1941, and April 21, 1942, no claimant having appseared, judg-
ments of condemnation were entered and the product was ordered delivered.ito
charitable mstltutmns for their use but not for sale.

"932. Misbranding of canned tomatoes. U. S. v. 247 Cases of Canned Tomatoes.
Consent decree of eondemnatmn. Product ordered released under bond
to be relabeled. (F.-D, C. No. 6326, Sample No. 23236-E;)

This product fell below the standard of quality for canned tomatoes becquse
the  drained .weight was less than 50 percent of the ‘weight of the Water required
to fill the container.

On December 4, 1941, the Un1ted States attorney for the District of Oregon
filed a libel ‘against 247 cases, each containing 24 cans, of. tomatoes at Portland,
oreg., ‘alleging that the article had been shipped on or abdut November 15, 1941 .
‘by Walter M. Field & Co. from San Francisco, Calif.} ard charging that it was
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misbranded. It was labeled in part: (Cans) “Pheasant Brand Tomatoes ¥k Tk
Distributed by Wadhams & Company Portland Oregon.”

The article was 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 quality fell below such standard and its label failed to bear in such manner
and form as the regulations specify, a statement that it fell below such standard.

On December 29, 1941, Walter M. Field & Co., claimant, having consented to
the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was éntered and the product
was ordered.released under bond to be relabeled under the: superwsmn of the
Food and Drug Administration.

2933. Adulteration of tomate puree. U. S. v. 996 Cases of 'I‘omato Puree. Con-
sent decree of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond for
segregation and destruction ef unfit poxtion. . (F. D. C, No, 4994. Sample
No. 58209-E.)" .

Examination showed this product to contam decomposed materlal as ev1denced
by the presence of excessive mold. ’

On June 25, 1941, the United States attorney for the Dlstrlct of M1nnesota filed
a libel against 996 cases of tomato puree at Austin, Minn,, alleging that the article
had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about May 16, 1941, by Cr ampton
Canneries, Inc., from Cehna, Ohio; and charging that it was adulterated in that
it consisted Wholly orinpartofa decomposed substance. It was labeled in part:
“Crampton Canfneries Tomato Puree.”

On September 17, 1941, Crampton Canneries, Inc clalmant having admitted
the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnatmn was entered and the
product was ordered released under bond conditioned that the good portion be
segregated from the bad under supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.
On December 15, 1941, judgment was entered ordering the return of the fit portiton
to the shipper and destruction of the remainder,

2934. Adulteratior of tomato puree an.d tomato juice. U. S. v, 297 Cartons of
Tomate Puree zand 800 Cartons of Tomate Juice. Default decrees of
condemnation and destructiom. (F. D. C. Nos. 6044, 6089, Sample Nos.
62288-E, 62289-KE.) , :

The tomate puree. contained excessxve mold and the tomato juice was under-
going progressive decomposition.

On October 21 and 28, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois filed libels against 297 cartons each containing 6 No. 10 cans of tomato
puree and 800 cartons each containing 6 3-quart cans of tomato juice at Chicago,
J11., alleging that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about
September 23 and 27, 1941, by Salamonie Packing Co. from Warren,. Ind.; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it ccnsisted in whole or in part of
decomposed substances. The articles were labeled in part: “Barco Brand Tomato
Puree * * * Distributors B. A. Railton Co. Chicago, Ill. Milwaukee, Wis.” ;
and “Altman Brand Tomato Juice * * * Digtributed by Sprague, Warner &
Company Chicago, I11.”

On December 22, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgments of condemna-
tion were entered and the products were ordered destroyed.

2935. Adulteration of tomato juice. U. 8. v. 248 Cases of Tomate Juice. Con-
sent decree of condemnation and destructlon. (P, D. C. No. 6280, Sample
No. 62298-EH.)

Bxamination showed that this product contained decomposed material, as
evidenced by the presence of excessive mold.

“On November 26, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Tllinois filed a libel against 248 cases, each containing 6 No. 10 unlabeled cans, of
tomato juice at Chicago, Iil., alleging that the article had been shipped on or
about October 20, 1941, by Indiana Packing Co. from Royal Center, Ind.; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
decomposed substance.

On December 29, 1941, the claimant having consented to the entry of a decree,
judgment of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

2936. Misbranding of tomato .mlce.' U. S. v. 48 Cases of Tomato Juice. Defaunlt
deecree of condemnation and destruction. (¥, D, C, No 5146, Sample
No. £53400-E.) .
This product was short of the declared volume.
On July 21, 1941, the United States attorney for the sttrlct of Arizona filed a
. libel against 48 cases, each containing 72 cans, of tomato julce at Phoenix,
Ariz., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about June 2, 1941, by



