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ALLI‘EGED‘STHI].?V[‘ENT " On or about May 31, 1951 by the Manc1n1 PlOdUCtS Go,
from Staten Island N. Y.

'PRODU(}T 5 cases _each contammg 6 cans, of blended olive and peanut 011s ‘
at Newark N. 7.

LABEL PART: (Oan) “Mancini DeLuxe Pure 50% Ohve 50% Peanut
0il GOntents One Gallon.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (1), a valuable constltuent
ohve 0il, had been in part omitted from the product. ‘
Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label designation “50% Olive * * =
Oil” was false and misleading since the product contained less than the
declared amount of olive oil; and, Section 403 (e) (2), the product failed
to bear a label containing an accurate statement of the quantity of the
contents . (The cans contamed less than the labeled 1 gallon.)

Di1sPOSITION : August 24, 1951, Default decree. of condemnation. - The court
ordered that samples of the product be delivered to the Food and Drug
~ Administration and that the remainder be dehvered to a ‘charitable organi-
" zation. -

18:044, Adulteration #nd misbranding of blended olive and peanut oils.- U S. v
-20 Cartons * * * (F. D. C. No. 29026. Sample No. 74657—-K)

LIBEL Ficep: -March 27, 1950, District of New Jersey.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about November 28, 1949, by the Mancini Products
. -Co., from New York, N. Y.

PnonUcT 20 cartons, each contalmng 6 cans, of blended ohve and peanut oils
- at Newark, N. J. :

LABEL, IN PART (Gan) “Mancini DeLuxe Pure 50% Olive 50% Peanut
Oil Contents One Gallon.”
Narture or CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) 1), a valuable constltuent
olive oil, had been in part omitted from the article. - C
Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the label statement “50% Olive R
Oil” was false and misleading as ‘applied to an article which contamed less
than the declared amount of olive oil.

DISPOSITION August 20, 1951. Christopher Mancini, trading as the Mancuu
Products Co., claimant, having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of
condemnation was entered and the court ordered that the product be released -
under bond for the purpose of repacking and/or relabehng, under the
supervision of the Federal Securlty Agency.

OLEOMARGARIN E

18045. Adulteratmn and misbranding of oleomargarine. U 8. v. Cudahy Packing
Co. and Theodore Heuck. Pleas of nolo contendere. Corporation fined
$400, plus costs; individual defendant fined $100, (F D. C. No. 81257.
Sample Nos. 18852-L, 19012-L.) ’

INFORMATION FILED: November 2, 1951, Distljict of Nebraska, against the
Cudahy Packing Co., a corporation, Omaha, ‘Nebr., and Theodore Heuck, in
charge of the Omaha oleomargarine plant of the corporation.

. ALLEGED SHIPMENT: Between the approXimate dates of J anuary 3 and 22, 1951
from the State of Nebraska into the State of Towa.



