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15589. Adulteration and luisbra'nding of canned tomatoes. U. 8. v..696 Cases
oo o® x %k (F.D. C.No. 28233. Sample No. 47636-K.)

Lager Fitep: October 25, 1949, Eastern District of Virginia.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 18, 1949, by A, W. Sisk & Son, from
Preston, Md.

ProbuUcT: 696 ‘cases, each containing 24 1-pound, 8-ounce cans, of tomatoes
at Portsmouth, Va. ‘ .

Lager, 1IN ParT: (Can) “Red- Glo Tomatoes * * * Albert W. Sisk & Son
Distributors—Not Manufacturers.” :

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the article consisted
in whole or in part of a decomposed substance; and, Section 402 (b) (4),
water had been added to the article and mixed and packed with it 80 as to
increase its bulk or weight and reduce its quality or strength. ‘

' Misbranding, Section 403 (g) (1), the article failed to conform to the
definition and standard of identity for canned tomatoes since it contained
added water, which is not permitted as an ingredient of canned tomatoes; and,
‘Section 403 (h) (1), it fell below the standard of quality for canned tomatoes
‘because of low drained weight, as determined by the sieve test, and the
label failed to bear a statement that the article fell below the standard.

DisposiTioN: November 23, 1949. Default decree of condemnation. The court
ordered that the product be delivered to a Federal institution, after segre- .
gatlon and destruction of all cans contalmng decomposed tomatoes.

15590 Adulteratlon and mlsbrandmg of canned tomatoes. U. S. v. 237‘ Cases
*® % -(F.D. C. No. 28266. Sample No. 63064:—K)

LiBrﬁL Frirp: November 2, 1949, District of Massachusetts
ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about September 1, 1949, by Thomas Roberts. & Co.,
from Longwoods, Md.

Propucr: 237 cases, each containing 24 1-pound, 3-ounce cans, of tomatoes at
Boston, Mass.

LABEL, IN Parr: (Can) “Patow-Om-Eke Brand Tomatoes ”

Narvure oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (4), water had been added
to. the product and mixed and packed with it so as to 1ncrease 1ts bulk or
weight and reduce its quality or strength.

- Misbranding, Section 403 (g) (1), the product failed to conform to the defi-
~ nition and standard of identity for canned tomatoes since it contained added
water, which is not a permitted ingredient; and, Section 403 (h) (1), the
product fell below the standard of quality for canped tomatoes since it con-

- tained -excessive tomato peel and its label falled to bear a statement that it -~

fell below the standard.

DiSPOSITION : - December 12, 1949. Default decree of condemnation. The court
: ordered that the product be delivered to a charitable institution.

15591‘ Mlsbrandmg of canned tomatoes. U. S. v. 93 Cases * % * (T, D, C.
- No..:28073. Sample No. 54027-K.)

Liper FireEp: October 20, 1949, Southern Distriet of MlSSlSSlppl

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 7, 1949, by the Delta ‘Canning Co.,
from Raymondville, Tex,

PropucT: 93 cases, each containing 48 10-ounce cans, of ‘tomatoes at Green-
ville, Miss.



