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19723 Mlsbrandmg of ¢anned pears.f U S v. 25 Cases SRR (F’. D. C.'No.:

e 34142, Sample No. 409]50—L)
LIBEL FILED: November 18 1952 District of New Jersey

ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about October 4, 1952 by the Apple Growers Asso-*'

ciation, from Hood River, Oreg.

PropUcCT: 25 cases, each’ containing 24 1-pound,. 13-ounee cans, of pears at

Hackensack, N. J.

LABEL, IN PART: :“Silver Grille Brand Hood River * * * Bartlett Pear Halves:

_in Light Syrup.” :

NATUBE OF CHARGE: M1sbrand1ng, Section 403 (h) (1)‘ the product fell below
the standard of quality for canned pears since all the units were not un-
. trimmed, or were so trimmed as not to preserve their normal shape, and its
label failed to bear a statement that the product fell below ‘the standard. =

DISPOSITION " April 2, 1953. Default decree of condemnatmn The court or~
dered that the product be dehvered to a chantable orgamzatmn '

DRIED FRUIT *

19724 Adulteratlon of drled pears and drled aprlcots U.S. v 29 Cases; etc.
(F. D. C. No. 33007. Sample Nos. 7534-L to 75637-L, incl.)

Lipen FiiEp: - April 7, 1952, Western District of New York.
Arrecep SHIPMENT: On or about February T 1952 by Rosenberg Bros & Co.,
Inec., from San Franecisco, Calif. '

PropuctT:. 29 25-pound cases of dried pears and 59 25-pound cases and 5 30-
pound cases of dried apricots at Buffalo, N. Y.

LABEL, IN PART: “Ensign Brand.”

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (8), the products consisted
in whole or in part of filthy ‘Substances by reason of the presence of rodent
excreta, rodent hairs, insects, and insect parts; and, Section 402 (a) (4), they
- had Dbeen .prepared under insanitary conditions whereby they may have be-
come contaminated with filth.

DisposITION ;. May 20, 1952. The shlpper, claimant, havmg consented to the
_entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and the court ordered
that the products be released under bond to be brought into compliance w1th
the law, under the supervision of the Federal Security Agency.

The products were sorted, with the result that 14 pound of dried pears and
38814 pounds of dried apricots were found unfit.

JAMS JELLIES, AND PRESERVES .

19725. Misbranding of fruit spread. U. S.v. 170 Cases, etc. (F D. 0 No 32974
Sample Nos. 13026-L to 18030-L;, in¢l.) :

EiperL FroEp:  March 28, 1952, District of New Mexico., S
ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about J anuary 3 19:)2 by Leverton & Co from
Houston, Tex.’ S : . D e
PRODUCT 346 cases, each contalmng 24 12»ounce Jars, of Fruit spread at Al-
i buguerque, N.Mex.’ T et S , .
LABEL, IN PART: - (J ar) “Purefruxt Brand * * ¥ StraWberry [or “Blackberry,
s Apricot,”:“Pin-Cot,”or “Peach’] Fruit: Spreadt 1 o R PPN

*See also Nos. 19739, 19740.
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NATURE oF CﬁARGE - Misbranding, Section 403 (g): (1), the products purported to
be fruit jams, foods for which.definitions and standards of 1dent1ty have been
prescribed by regulations, and they failed to conform to such definitions and

- 'standards: of identity since they were méade: from mixtures: composed of-less
than 45 parts by weight of the fruit ingredients (strawberry, blackberry, apri-
cot, pineapple-apricot, or peach, respectively) to each 55 parts by weight of

., one of the optional sweetening ingredients Spec1ﬁed in the deﬁn1t1ons and
standards ; their soluble-solids content was less, than 68 percent and the straw-
berry fruit Spread . contamed artificial color, which is not’ permltted as an

“{ngrédient of strawberry jam by ‘such’ definition and standard. © <o

_DisposITIOoN : April 20, 1952. Leverton & Co., claimant, having adnntted ‘the
" essential allegatmns in the libel, Judgment of condemnatmn was ‘entered and
_ the court ordered that the products be released tunder bond to be relabeled

‘ under the superv1s10n of the Food and Drug Admm1strat10n R

19726 Mlsbrandmg of fl'lllt spread U S v.3 Cases, etc.e (F D C No 33486
. Sample Nos. 544141, 54415-L.)" RIS e tartt
“LiseL FIrev: “July 25 ‘1952, Western Dlstrlct of Mlchlgan. ST T

_ALLEGED SHIPMENT. .On or about July 23, 1951 and April'4; 1952 by the M11-
waukee Preserve and Flavor C";;"from M11waukee W1s e :

fPRODUC'r 3 cases, each contammg 12 2-pound Jars, of strawberry spread and
. 9 cases, each contammg 12 2-pound Jars, of raspberry spread at Iron R1ver,
- M1ch .
LABEL IN PART “Top Hat Spre'a_'d' Strawberry [or “Raspberry”]."”
NATURE OF :CHARGE; .- .Misbranding_;.Sectinn- 403 (g) (1), the products purported
."to-be and were represented as strawberry jam’ and red raspberry. jam, and
they failed to conform to.the definitions. and standards of 1dent1ty for: such
~Jams since. they were made from a mlxture composed of less than 45 parts by
“wéight of the fruit ingredients to each 55 parts by weight of the saccharine
ingredients ; the soluble-solids content was less than 68 percent and’ they con-
tained art1ﬁc1a1 color wh1ch 1s not permltted as an optional 1ngred1ent

. DISPOSITION : September 3, 1952. Default decrée of condemnation, The court
" ‘ordered that the products be delivered: to a char1tab1e 1nst1tut10n ERRE

: 19727 Adulteration and mlsbrandmg of strawberry Jelly. U Sl. \A 14 Cases * Xk
(B, D €. No. 84156, Sample No. 17544-L.) e .

"LIBEL Frep: November 21, 1952, District of Arizona;:

:ALLEGED SEPMENT: On or about August 1, 1952 by Cert1ﬁed Grocers of Cah-
~  fornia, Ltd., from Los Angeles Calif. oo

'; PRODUCT 14 cases, each contammg 12 20-ounce Jars, ‘of strawberry Jelly at
'~ Phoenix, Ariz.

_,LABEL, IN PART: “Old Tavern Pure Strawberry J elly x o x Packed By Kremer
Foods Los Angeles, Calif.” o

NATURE oF CEARGE : Adulteratlon Sectlon 402 (b) (2), a product deﬁclent in
frmt juice had been substituted for strawberry jelly.
+* Misbranding, Section 403 (g) (1), the product failed to conform to the:defi-
nition and standard of identity for strawberry jelly since it contained less than
45 parts by weight of the fruit juice ingredient (strawberry) to each 55 parts
by weight of the saccharme mgred1ent




