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cockleburs, which might-have rendered it injurious to health. It was labeled

in part: “Dependabie Spinach.” . -
On March 31, 1942, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of condemnatlon

wag entered and the product was ordered destroyed. .

3112, ’\hsbrandlng of ecanned spinach. 'S. v. 26 Cases of Canuned Spinach.

) Defaruit deceree of condemnation and destruet;on. (F. D. C. No, 6245, Sam-
ple No. 84508,)

. Thxs product was not Fancy as labeled, because of the presence of yellow leaves

and tough fibrous stems and leaves.

On November 18, 1941, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
New York filed a hbel agamet 26 cases of canned spinach at Brool.lyn, N. Y,
allegmg that the article was shipped in -interstate commerce on or about Aprﬂ

2, 1941 by O. W. Bohannon, Inc.,. from-Van Buren, Ark.; and charging that it

s misbranded in that the te1m “Fancy” was false and mls}eadmg as applied
to an article that was not Fancy because of yellow leaves and tough fibrous stems
and leaves. The article was labeled in part: (Can) “Horn Brand Faney Spmach
* # % Quality Guaranteed Einhorn’s Inc. Distributors New York N. Y.” .

.On February 4, 1542, no claimant havmg appeared judgment of condemnatmn

as entered and . the produet was ordered destroyed.

8113. Misbranding of cannéd mixed vegetables. . §. v. 49 Cases of Vegetables
for Salad. Decrze of condemmnation, Product ordered .released. under
bond for relabeling. (F. D, C. No, 6550. Sample No. 23705-E.) .

The ingredients of this product were lima beans, diced carrots, asparagus tips,
green peas, and green string beans, and its label failed to bear the common or
usual names of these ingredients.

On or about December 24, 1941, the Umted States attorney for the Western .
Dmtr ict of Missouri filed a libel agamst 49 cases, each containing 24 15-ounce ‘cans
of mixed vegetables at Kansas City, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped
in interstate commerce on or about December 2, 1841, by Clear Lake Cannery,
Ine., of Upper Lake, Calif., from Oakland, Calif.; and charging that it-was mis-
branoed in that it was fabrlcated from two or more 111°'red1ents and its label
failed to bear the common or usual name of each m«red‘ent 1t Was labeled in
part: “ ‘Good Things To Bat’ Brand Vegetables for Salad ”

On January 26, 1942, Fred Wolferman, Inc, having appealed as clalmant
judgment of condemnatlon was entered and it was ordered that the.product be
released under bond ¢onditioned that it be brought into compliance with the law
‘under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.

TOMATOES AND TOMATO PRODUCTS

3114, Adulteration of canned tomatoes. TU. S, v. 100 Cases of Cahned "Tematoes.’
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 6394 Sam-
ple No. 81507-E.)

Exammatlon showed that this prodnct was undelgomg ‘progressive decompo-
smon

On December 12, 1941, the Umted States attorney for the District of New
Mexico filed a libel against 100 cases, each containing 48 cane, of tomatoes-at
Santa Fe, N. Mex., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about January 8 and 10, 1940, by Geo. W. Goddard Co. from Ogden,
Utah ; 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)’ “Ropak
Brand Tomatoes With Puree Net Weight 14 Ounces Royal Canmng Gorporatlon
Packers And Distributors Ogden, Utah.”

On Mazrch 6, 1942, no claimant having appeared, Judvment of condemnatlon was
entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

2115, Adulteration of canned tomatces. U. S. v. 84 Cases of Canned Tomatoes.
Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F, D. C. No. 5061. Sam-
ple No. 266-E.)

Examination showed that this product was unde1gomg progressive decompo-
wition.

On or about July 8, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of (reorgia filed a libel against 84 cases, each containing 6 cans, of tomatoes at
Kast Point, Ga., alleging that the article had been shipped. in interstate com-
merce on or about March 10, 1941 ; and charging that it was adulterated in that
it consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed substance. . The libel alleged
that the article had been shipped by Kemp, Day & Co: from New York, N.-Y.,as
-indicated by records collected ‘at the time of examination of the product but
subsequent investigation disclosed that this firm acted as an agent and that the
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product had in fact been. picked up- by a trucking firm at the plant of W .
Onley Canning Co. at Snow Hill, Md., which firm delivered it for shipment in
interstate commerce. The article was:labeled in palt {(Cans) “Onley Brand
Tomatoes Contents 6 Lbs. 6 0z8.”

On August 6, 1941, no claimant having appedared, judgment of condemnatlon

was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

3116. -Adulteration ¢f canned. tomatoes, U, S. v. 98 Cases of Canned Tomatces.
Default decree of condemnation and @estruction. (¥. D, C, No, 6674, Sam~
ple No. 21619-E.)
This product was tomatoes with puree. The added puiree was made from
decomposed material, as evidenced by the presence of mold.
On January 8, 1942 the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
New York filed a hbel against 98 cases of canned tomatoes at Brooklyn, N. Y.,

alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on November'

27, 1941, by the Manteca Canning Co. from Manteca,-Calif.; 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:” (Can) “Clara Brand Peeled Tomatoes

With Puree - * - ®.° ¥ Packed in California - for Sansone Food Products Co. -

Brooklyn, N. Y.”

On February 11, 1942, no clammnt having appeared Judwment of condemnation. -

Was entered and the product Was ordered destroyed. .

117. M:sbran(hng of (,anned tomatoes. : ’U. S. v, 711 Cases of Canned . 'Tomatoes..

Consent decree of condemnation. Produet ordered réleased under bond
for reiabeling: (F. D. C. No. 6833, Sample No. 64492-K.) .

‘Examination showed that this product contained excessive peel.
On February 6, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Pennsylvania filed a libel against 711 cases of canned tomatoes at Johnstown, Pa.,

alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or- about :

October 22, 1941, by H. P. Tull & Co. from Kingston, Md.; and charging that it
- was misbranded. It was labeled in part “King of the Fleld “Brand Tomatoes
Contents 1 Lb. 3 0z.” . . .

The article was alleged to be m1sbranded 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 peel per pound of canned
tomatoes in the containers covered an area of more than 1 square inch, and its
label failed to bear, in such manner and form as the regulations specify, a state-
ment that it fell below such standard.

On March 24, 1942, H. P. Tull & Co., claimant, having admlfted the allegatlons

of the libel, Judgment of condemnatlon was entered and the product was ordered -

released under bond conditioned that it be relabeled under the supelvlswn of the
Food and Drug Administration.

3118. Adulterstion of toemato catsup.. T. S, v. 22 Cases of Tomats Catsup. De-~
fault decree ef ¢condemnation and destructmn. (F. D. C. No. 6632, Sample
No. 85581~E.) . ”
This product. contained W01m fragments
On January. 3, 1942, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Washington filed a hbel_ugamst 22 cases of tomato catsup at Seattle, Wash.,
alleging that the article bad been shipped in inferstate commerce on or aboat_
August 6, 1841; by the Knight Packing Co. from Portland, Oreg.; and charging
that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a filthy sub-
%tance The article was labeled in part: (Bottle) “Knight’s Rogue River Tomato
‘atsup.”
On April 27, 1942, no claimant havmg appeared, judgment of condemnation was
entexed and the pr oduct st 01de1 ed destro"ed

"Nos. 3119 to 3148 (except 3125) 1eport dCthllS based on mterstate ship-
ments of tomato products that contained decomposefl material, as evidenced by
the presence of excessive mold.

"119 Adulterailon of tomato catsup and tomato puree. T. S. v. The Lake Fne

‘Cznning Co.  Plea of nolo contendere. ~ Wine;, $100 and- dosts.  (F. D
- No. ')511 Sample Nos, 19""0—E 46779-8, 565071, 06508—}] 56510-E, 06022—33
56582—K, 56583-R.)
" On November 17, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of ‘Ohio filed an: mformauon against the Lake Erie Canning Co:, a corporation;
Sandusky, Ohio, alleging. shlpment within ‘the period from on or about October
8, 1940, to February 11, 1941, from the State of Ohio into the States of Peun-
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