’ for human consumptron-‘ T he-article was labeled in part: ¢Pine:Grove'
, Okra,” “Créole Maid Brand Cut Okra,” or “Gulf Bend Brand Cnt Okra
- Betwéen April 3 and’ August 11, 1943,.no claimarit having “appeared;.j .
- of condemnation were entered and 'the product was ordered destroyed.: On:Adigust
*'11, 1943, the decree entered in the case covering :the lot located at Fort Wort Tex
was - amended provndmg for the use of the product as. hog feed N

5037, Adulterauon of sauerkraut. - U. S. v. - .500 Cases of Sauerkraut (and 2. cddmonal
seizure actions against sauerkraut) Consent: decrees of condemnatxon Product :
ordered released under bond for recondmomng or relabelmq. (F Nos 9132
9709, 9817. Sample Nos. 24165-F, 24179-F, 30961-F, 81131-F.)"

 Between January 5 and April 19, 1943, thé United State§” attorneys for: the DlStl‘lCt"-»
" of Columbia, the Western sttrrct of. Washmgton and’the District of O_regon filed
libels- agarnst 1,500 cases,; each. containing 12-jars,.- ) L
D. C, 170 cases of sauerkraut .at ‘Seattle, Wash.; diid*690 cases of “sd rkraut at -
'Portland Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate’ commerce '~ "
within: the period from on or about December 20, 1942, to January 15,1943, by the .
Goldsmith Pickle Co. from Chicago, Ilk; and chargmg that itwwas: adulterated’: A
that brine had ‘been substituted: wholly ot in- part for ‘sauérkraut, which. the: article  © -
purported and was represented to be “The article ‘was labeled in- part:. (Jars) ..
“Goldsmith Brand Sauerkraut,”: or- Champxon Brand ok ke Packed By
)chkle €o., Chicago, TIL.” :
. Between. January 18 and June 8 1943, the followmg claamants havmg appeare :
The Goldsmith Pickle Co. for the lot at Washington, D. C,‘the: Weéstern: Pickle
" Co., for the lot Seattle, Wash., and Wadhams & Co:; Portland Oreg;, for. the lotiat
Portland Oreg., and all three claimants "having . consented to "the entry  of ‘decrees;,
)udgments of condemnation were entered and the product was ordered released -
under bond for reconditioning by repackmg or relabelmg, under the--’snpervrsxon of '
‘the Food and Drug Admmlstratxon S \ .

5038.. Misbranding of canned peas. U. S, V. 412 Cases of Coanned:'Peas  {and:5: addihona! :
. seizure actions.. against. canned peas.) Decrees of condemnation. with . prowision for
release under bond for relabeling. (F. D. C. Nos. 8370, 8391, 8392, 8841 8859 9112
Scrmple Nos. 2721-F, '4373-F, 4387-F 4762-F 4763-P 32001‘-F)

On or about September 16. and 22 N ovember 7 1942, and J anuary 2 1943 the
United States attorneys for the Western District of Missouri, the Eastern. and West-, ,
ern Districts of Kentucky, and the Fastern and ‘Middle Districts . of ‘Tennessee:filed
libels against 412 cases of canned peas at North Kansas- City, Mo., 1,58214 cases.
at Louisville, Ky., 277 cases at. East Bernstadt, Ky., 127 cases at Lafayette, Tenn s b ]
‘and . 131 cases at Clarksville, Tenn., alleging that the article had. been, shipped..in .
interstate ¢ommerce within the period from on or about July 22 to August: 26, 1942,
‘by the Morgan Packing Co. from Franklin and Austin, Ind.; and.charging that it - <
was misbranded.. The article was labeled in:.part: ('Cans) “Scott. Co. [or “American i
" Beauty,” or “Royal: Crown”] ‘Garden Run Early June Peas,” or “Leota Belle * *.* .~
Early. June Peas * * * Packed by Franklm Packing- Co. Franklin, Ind.%.... .

It was alleged to be misbranded in that.it purperted to be and was, representedl as :
a food for which a standard of quality: had been- prescribed: by regulation. as;. pro:
‘vided by law, but its quality fell below such standard and its label failed to. bear, in
such. manner and form as the regulatxons specrfy, a statement tha ‘it fell- b low ‘the
standard. !

The Morgan Packrng Co appeared as’ clarmant in’ each actz
allegations of the libels. On November -5, 1942, decrees were entered ]
District of Kentucky ordéring the release, for relabelmg in comipliance with ‘the: law.
of the product seized at Louisville. On November 19 and:20; and December ‘14, 1942
‘and January 21, 1943, judgments of condemnation were entered in - the remammg
. acltro)léls dand ‘the product was ordered released under bond condltloned ‘that ‘it «b
relabele . o

5039. stbrandinq o! canned peas, U. 8. V. 251 Cases of Canned Peas Consent decreo
. of condemnation. Product: ordered released under bond !or relctbehnq : D G
No 9521.. Sample No 36899-1-‘) {

On March 9, 1943, the United States attomey for the Drstrrct of Baltrmore ﬁled
a hbel against 251 cases, each contarmng 24 cans, of peas at Frederick, Md:;: alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or: about June 30 and -
“August. 18, 1942, by Burgoon & Yingling "from Gettysburg, Pa.; and charging’ that
it ‘was misbranded. - The artrcle ‘was labeled m part (ﬁans) “Natronal Park Brand
No 4 Sieve Early' June Peas.” - &
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