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on or about October 19, 1941, by the Churngold Corporation from Cincinnati,

Ohio; and charging that it was misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Blue

Rlbbon Vegetable Oleomargarine.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be a food for
which a definition and standard of identity had been prescribed by regulations
as .provided by law, but it failed to conform to such definition and standard
because it contained less than 80 percent fat, namely, an average of 71.38 percent.

On December 11, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-

“tion was entered and the product was ordered delivered to a local charitable

agency for its use exclusively. _ .

2966. Misbkbranding of oleomargarine. VU. 8. v. 16 Cases of Olecomargarine, Be-
fault decree of comdemnation. Product ordered distributed to lecazl
charitable institutioms. (F. D. C. No. 6080. Sample No. 59066-E.)

" This product contained less than 80 percent of fat; its label failed to designate
the optional fat ingredients; and the name and place of business of the manu-
facturer did not appear on the principal panels.

On October 27, 1941, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia -
filed a libel against 16 cases, each containing 30 cartons, of coleomargarine at
Washington, D. C., alleging that the article was in interstate commerce in the
District of Columbia and in possession of Giant Food Shopping Center; and
charging that it was misbranded. It was labeled in part: “Southern Belle First
Grade Oleomargarine One Pound Net. * * = J, H. Filbert Inc.. Baltimore,
Maryland.”

The libel charged that the article was misbranded: (1) In that the state-
ments “First Grade Oleomargarine *  * * (Conforms to all the pure foods
iaws,” appearing in the labeling, were false and misleading since it contained
less than 80 percent of fat. (2) In that the name and place of business of the .
nmanufacturer, packer, or distributor, required by law to appear on the label
or labeling, were not prominently placed thereon with such conspicuousness (as
compared with other words, statements, Gesigns, or devices in the labeling) as
to render them likely to be read by the ordinary individual under customary
conditions of purchase and use. (8) In that it purported to be a food for which
a definition and standard of identity had been prescribed by regulations as
provided by law, but it failed to conform to such definition and standard (a) in
that it contained less than 80 percent of fat, and (b) in Lhat its label failed to
bear the statement of optional fat mgxedlents present.

On Neovember 14, 1941, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion wags entered .and the product was ordered distributed to local charitable
institutions. .

CANDY

- 2967. Adulteration of esmdy. U. 8, v. Mark D. Hodges (Hodges Candy Co.).
Pica of molo contendere. Fimne, $300. (F. D, C. No. 4165, Sample’ Nos
20733-E, 20734-E, 20753-1, 20754-E, 20080-8, 372138, 37214-B. 37302-E
37303-E.)
- Examination of this product showed ev1dence of lodent and insect infestation.
On Angust 22, 1941, the United States attorney for the Middle District of
Georgia ﬁled an information against Mark D. Hodges, trading as Hodges Candy
Co. at Milledgeville, Ga., alleging shipment within the penod from on or about
October 28, 1940, to on or about January 20, 1941, from the State of Georgia
into the %tates of Florida, Virginia, and South Camhna of quantltles of candy
which was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy sub-
stance; and in that it had been pxepared sunder insanitary conditions whereby
it nnght have become contaminated with ﬁ‘th It was labeled in part “V«rletv
Bars.”
On October 24, 1941, 2 plea of nolo contendere was entelcd on behalf of the
defendant and a fine of $300 was imposed.

. 2988, A«},lilterattlon of_y canggr. %”;. Ve gorbert A Kreeger (N. Kroeger & Co.)
ea of guilty. ne, $25 and costs. (F. D. C. No. 417 5. Sample Nos.
27508-F to 27510-E, incl.) ( ' ple o

“This product, con51st1ng of gum drops, was contﬁmxnated with rodent hairs
and insect fragments. .

-On August 18, 1941, the United States attorney for the District. of Maxy]and
filed an information against Norbert A. Kroeger, trading as N. A. Kroeger & Co.,
Baltlmore Md,, allegmg shipment in interstate commelce on or about Octobﬁx



