-

88 : FOOD, DRUG, AND COSMETIC ACT R

Ainﬁgﬁb'smmﬁ On or about J uly 27 1945 by the Ghlcago Candy Assoc1at10n, '

from Chlcago, 1.

PropUCT: 75 boxes, each containing 72 cartons of candy at Seattle Wash '].‘he ‘

product consisted of ground peanuts in a taffy-hke base.
LABEL, 1IN PART: ‘“Peanets, Sugar Roasted Peanuts.”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (a) the label deS1gnat10n “Pea-

-nets, Sugar Roasted Peanuts” was misleading since the product did not ¢on-
sist of sugar roasted peanuts and, Section 403 (d), the container was so filled
as to be misleading since the package could hold several additional p1eces of
candy.

DISPOSITION: J anuary 17, 1946. No claimant havmg appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the product was ordered delivered to a Federal
“hospital. . L

10749. Misbranding of candy. U. S. v. 19 Boxes, etc. (F. D. C. No. 19171. vSample

‘Nos. 9115-H, 9116-H.)
Liser Foep: February 7, 1946, District of New Jersey.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about J anuary 9, 1946, by Koppe1 8 Chocolate Spe-
- eialty Co., from New York, N. Y.

Propucr: 19 boxes and 22 boxes of candy at Plamﬁeld N. J Exammatlon '_

‘showed that the product was short-weight.

Lager, 18w Parr: “Kopper’s Mocha Melba Net Welght 1/2 Lb.,” or “Kopper S Se—
lected Ghocolates Net ‘Weight One Pound.”.

NATURE oF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 408 (e) (2), the product failed to
bear labels containing accurate statements of the quant1ty of -the contents,
since the boxes contained less than the declared weight. - :

DisposiTIoN : April 29, 1946. Kopper’s Chocolate Specialty Co., clalmant hav-
ing admitted the allegatlons of the libel, judgment of condemnatlon was en-

tered and the product was ordered released under bond to be repacked to

full weight under the supervision of the Food and Drug Adm1n1strat10n
10750. Misbranding of eandy. U. S. v. 20 Cases * * =, (P, D C No 18652,
Sample Nos. 30037-H, 30038—H ) .
Lieer Friep: December 21, 1945, Territory of Hawan

ArrEcED SHIPMENT: - On or about November 7, 1945, by Kessler. Bros., from San
Francisco, Calif.

Probucr: 10 cases, each containing 24 20-ounce boxes, and 10 cases, each con-
‘taining 42 - 10-ounce.boxes, of candy at Honolulu, T. H. Examination showed
that the product was short-weight.

Laper, 1IN PArT: “Sweet Treet Fresh from the House of Hansel and Gretelv

Net Weight 20 [or “10”] ounces.”

NATURE oF CHARBGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (e) (2) the product fa11ed to
bear a label containing an accurate statement of the quantlty of the contents.

DisposiTioN: July 19, 1946. Default decree of condemnat1on Product ordered'

delivered to public mst1tut1ons , _
10751. Misbranding of eandy and adulteration of marshmallow whip. U.-S; V.

California Fruit Chimes Co. Plea of nolo contendere, Fine, $500.

(F. D. C. No. 17775. Sample Nos. 72000-F, 27334-H.)

INFORMATION FIrEp: March 25, 1946, Southern District of California, against
the California Fruit Chimes Co.,: a partnership, San Gabriel, Calif,
AvrrrgeEp SHIPMENT: On or about September 21, 1944, and February 19, 1945,
“from the State of California into the States of Oregon and Washington.
LA%EII; r}v PART: “Spa‘nish Nut Toffee,” or “Mission Chimes Marshmallow
ip. . _ . . _ o o
NATURE OF CHARGE Spanish nut toffee, misbranding, Section 403 (d), the con-

‘tainer of the product was so filled as to be misleading since the boxes Were ﬁlled,

to not more than 51.7 percent of their capacity.
Marshmallow whip, adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the product con-

- ‘sisted in whole or in part of a filthy substance by reason of the presence
of fly fragments, insect fragments, and a cat hair..

DisposrrioN: May 27, 1946. A plea of nolo contendere having been entered, the
defendant was fined $500,
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