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Propuce: .39 cases, .each contammg 6 G-pound 2-ounce cans, of mustard greens
at Dalhart, Tex.- o

‘LapEL, IN PaRT: “Pharr’s Fmest Mustard Greens.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: ' Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (8), the product cons1sted 1n
«'whole or in part of a filthy substance by reason of the presence- of insects.

DISPOSITION . March28, 1949. Default decree of condemnatmn and destructmn,

_14794 Adulteratlon and mlsbrandmg of canned ﬁeld peas w1th snaps. U S v.
69 Cases * * .* (and 1 other seizure actlon) (F D. C Nos. 26452,

. 26453. Sample Nos. 874-K, 884-K.

LIBELS FILED February 8 and March 10, 1949, Southern D1str1ct of Florlda

ALLEGED SEHIPMENT: - On -or about October 30, 1948, by the Ploeger-Abbott Co.,
from Waynesboro, Ga.

Propucr.: . Canned field peas with snaps. 69 cases at Tampa, Fla,; and 148
_.cases at Lakeland, Fla.. Bach case contained 48 141%5-ounee -cans,

LABEL, IN PART: “Golden Isle Tasty Foods TField Peas with Snaps.” _

NATURE oF ‘CHARGE : - Adulteration, ‘Section 402 (b) (2) brme had been. subst1-
tuted in part for peas.

..~ Misbranding, Section 403 (d), -the contamers were: 80 - ﬁlled as to be mis-
leadmg since the cans contained excessive liquid packmg medium.; el

DISPOSITION : April 11, 1949. .The Ploeger-Abbott Co., claimant, havmg eon-
sented to the entry of decrees, judgments of condemnation were entered and

the product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled under the super-
V1s1on of the Food and Drug Adm1n1strat1on

| TOMATOES' AND TOMATO PRODUCTS o
© 14795. Adulteration of canned tomatoes. U.S.v. 716 Cases * * * (F D C.
- No. 26434, Sample No. 1535-K.) : . '
LIBEL FILED: February 9,1949, Southern Dlstnct of Florlda

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about November 30 1948 by the Watkms Produce
‘Co., from Hague, Va. ~ """ -

PropUCT: 716 cases, each contammg 24 l-pound 3-ounce cans of tomatoes
at Jacksonville, Fla. - P

TABEL, 1N PART: (Can) “Cole Brand Tomatoes * * * Packed By C. C.
Cole, Hague, Va.” - -

‘NATURE oF CHARGE: - Adulteration, Section '402 (a) (8), the product ‘consi’steds

in whole or in: part of-'a decomposed substance by reason of the presence of
-decompesed tomato material. ; : .

“DisposITION : -April 19, 1949. Default decree of condemnatlon The product
was ordered delivered to a Federal institution, for use as ammal feed

14796, Misbranding of canned tomatoes. U. s v. 899 Cases o R (F D.C. .

, No. 26399. Sample No. 29638-K.)
Lipgr Fiep ¢ Jahuary 13, 1949, Northern District of Texas. -

ArrEeEp SHIPMENT: On or abott August 26, 1947 by the Allen Cannmg Co s
Siloam Springs, Ark., o

.PropUCT & - ‘899 cases;: each ‘eontaining 24 1-pound 3-ounce - cans, of tomatoes
at Slaton, Tex. : ST

LagEL, IN Parr: (Can) “Allen Hi-Grade Brand Tomatoes.”
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NATURE or CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (k) (1), the product fell below
the standard of quality for canned tomatoes since it contained excessive peel
and its label failed to bear a statement that it fell below the standard; and,
Section 403 (a), the label statement “Hi- Grade” was false and misleading as
applied to a product that was below standard. '

DisposITioN: May 16, 1949. W. B. Hestand Grocery Co., Slaton, Tex claim-
ant, having admitted the allegations of the libel, Judgment of condemnatlon
was entered and the product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled
under the supervision of the Food and Drug A‘dministration.

14797. Misbranding of canned tomatoes. -U. S. v. 798 Cases o x (F.D. C.
No. 26116. Sample No. 23528-K.)

Lier Fitep: December 13, 1948, Western District of Louisiana,

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about J uly 26, 1948, by the Brownsboro Canning Co.,
from Brownsboro, Tex.

PRODUGT 798 cases, each containing 24 1-pound, 3-ounce cans, of tomatoes at
‘Shreveport, La.

LaBEL, IN PART: (Can) “Santa Rosa Brand Tomatoes * * # Packed by
Brownsboro Canning Co., Brownsboro, Texas” or “Red-Ee Brand Tomatoes
* * * Packed By Athens Canning Co. Athens, Texas.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (h) (1), the product was sub-
standard in quality because the strength and redness.of color of the tomatoes
failed to-meet the requifements for color prescnbed by the regulations and
- -because it contained peel-in excess of the maximum permitted by the standard,
and its label failed to bear a statementthat it fell below the standard.

Disposition: -March 1949 The Brownsboro Canning Co., claimant, having
consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and
the product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled under the super-
vision of the Food and Drug Administration.

14798. Adulteration of tomato catsup. U.S.v.85 Cases * * # (and 5 other
seizure actions. (F. D. C. Nos. 26474, 26478 to 26480, incl., 26484, 26894,

Sample Nos. 7895—K 20586-K, 25642—K 25643-K, 46215—K 46218-K,
"46468-K.) '
LiBers Firep: January 26 and 31 and March 24, 1949, Western District of
- ‘Pennsylvania, District of Nebraska, Southern District of Towa, and Bastern .
District of Missouri.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: -Between the approximate dates of October 18, 1948, and
January 24, 1949, by the Fettig Canning Corp., Elwood, Ind.

PropUer: Tomato Catsup. 85 cases, each containing 24  14-ounce bottles, at
lerary, Pa.; 22 cases, each containing 6 6-pound, 8-ounce cans, at Omaha,
‘Nebr.; 148 cases, each containing 6 6-pound, $-ounce cans, and 89 cases, each
containing 24 14-ounce bottles, at Des Moines, Iowa; and 450 cases, each
containing 24 14-ounce bottle and 124 cases, each containing 6 7-pound
cans, at St. Louis, Mo. v

LABEL, IN Parr: “Mary’s Choice [or “Sweet Home Pure” or “Conrad’s Darnoc
Brand”] Tomato Catsup.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the product consisted in
whole or in part of a decomposed substance by reason of the presence of de-
composed tomato material.



