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only and contained 12.00 percent fat; whereas it consisted in part of material
other than rice polish and contained less than 12.00 percent fat.

On November 6, 1934, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
company, and the court imposed a fine of $25.

M. L. Wirsow, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23847. Misbranding of paprika, black pepper, and ground ginger. U. S, v.
Hudson Tea & Spice Co. Plea of guilty. Sentence suspended. (I,
& D. no. 31383. Sample nos. 13251-A, 14380—-A, 14381—A, 41802-A.)

Sample cans of spices taken from the shipments involved in this case were
found to contain less than the declared weight.

On June 22, 1934, the United States attorney for the Bastern District of New
York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court an information against the Hudson Tea & Spice Co., a corporation,
Brooklyn, N. Y., alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act as amended, on or about November 80, 1931, April 23, 1932, and
March 15, 1932, from the State of New York into the States of Alabama, Mary-
land, and New Jersey, respectively, of quantities of paprika, black pepper, and
ground ginger, which were misbranded. The paprika and black pepper were
labeled in part: “ Hudson Brand Pure Paprika * * * 4 o0z net weight”;
“Hudson Brand HTC Pure Black Pepper * * * 5; Oz Net Weight [or
“2 0z. Net Weight ], Hudson Tea Co., Brooklyn, N. Y.” The ground ginger
was labeled in part: “ Manischewitz’s Pure * * * Ground Ginger * * *
Packed for the M. Manischewitz Co., New York, 11 Oz. Net wgt.”

The information charged that the paprika and the ground ginger were mis-
branded in that the statements, “ 4 Oz. Net Weight ”, with respect to the former,
and, “11% Oz, Net Weight”, with respect to the latter, borne on the labels,
were false and misleading, and for the further reason that they were labeled
80 as to deceive and mislead the purchaser, since the cans containing the paprika
contained less than 4 ounces, and the cans containing the ground ginger con-
tained less than 1% ounces. Misbranding of the ground ginger was alleged for
the further reason that it was food in package form and the quantity of the
contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the
package, since the quantity of contents was less than 115 ounces, the amount
declared on the label. Misbranding of the black pepper was alleged for the
reason that it was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was
not plainly and conspicuously marked on the outside of the packages, since the
quantity of the contents was less than 5§ ounce and 2 ounces, the amounts
declared on the labels of the respective sized packages.

On November 7, 1934, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
company, and the court ordered that sentence be suspended.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23848. Adulteration of apples. U. S. v. D. Raymond Glass. Plea of guilty.
Fine, $1. (F. & D. no. 81390. Sample no. 17178-A.)

Examination of the apples involved in this case showed the presence of
arsenic and lead in amounts that might have rendered them injurious to
bealth.

On May 3, 1934, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Arkansas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against D. Raymond Glass, trading at Gentry, Ark.,
alleging shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food and Drugs
Act, on or about September 19, 1932, from the State of Arkansas into the
State of Kansas, of a quantity of apples which were adulterated.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poisonous
and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, which might have rendered it
injurious to health.

On November 26, 1934, the defendant entered a plea of guilty, and the court
imposed a fine of $1

M. L. WILSON, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23849. Adulteration of apples. U. S. v. Marshall McKenzie. Plea of guilty.
Fine, $1. (F. & D. no. 31393. Sample no. 17185-A.)

Examination of the apples involved in this case showed the presemce of
arsenic and lead in amounts which might have rendereq them injurious to
health, .



