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4208. Adnlteraﬂon ot raisins. U. ‘S vl ("}ases of Raisins. Consent decree ‘of .

N v condemmnation. Product .ordered released under . bond " for. segregation PR
] : . €. No. 81986, Sample No. 17825-H.) =

On August 26, 1942, the United States attorney for the Southern Distriet of = ¢

and destruction of unfit portion. '

New York filed a libel against 110 - 25-pound ‘cases of raisins at New York N. Y .

. alleging ‘that the article had been shipped in- interstate commerce’ ‘on or about-

May 29, 1942, by El Encanto Vineyards, from Fresno, ‘Calif.; .and charging that
it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part- of a filthy substance.

The article was labeled. in part: “Virginia Lee Brand Mldget Thompson. Seed-:

less.? .
On September 4, 1942, the Wheatality Bakery, Inc, New' York 'N. Y., clalmant T
having admitted the allegatrons of the libel, Judgment .of condemnatxon was. -
entered and. the product was ordered released under’ bond conditioned that the
portion unfit for human consumption be. segregated and destroyed e

T 4209, Adultcration of raisins. U. S. v. 250 Cases of Raisins. Default decree of’ v

... condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 8313. Sample No. 17961-F.)
On September 4, 1942, the United States.attorney for the Southern District of -
New York: filed a libel against 250 - 25-pound cases of raisins at New. York;:
N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or
about December 8, 1941, by the Enoch Packing Co., from Del. Rey, Calif. ;. and
charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
filthy substance The article was labeled in part: " “Alrport. Brand Alicante :
Raisins.”
On September 28, 1942, no cla1mant having. appeared, Judgment ‘of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. .

4210. Adulteration of raisins and currants. U. S; v. 70 Bags of Raisins (and 5
additional seizure actions against raisins and currants). Decrees of con~
- demnation. Portions of products ordered destroyed. Remainder ordéred -
released under bond for use as stock or hog feed. (¥. D, C. Nos. 7958, 8071,
_ 8275; 8440, 8508, 8525. Sample Nos. 14250-F, 14251—]3‘ 24245-F, 24258—/1(‘
¢ 28105-F, 28115—F 28713-F.)

Between July 27 and October 7, 1942, the Umted States attorneys for the

‘Southern District of Florida, the Middle Distnct of North Carolina, the Southern

\
S

R

District of West Virginia, and the District of Arizona filed libels against 7 cases,
each containing 72 boxes, of*raising and 17 cases, each containing 24 packages,
of currants at Tampa, Fla., 81 boxes, each containing 25 pounds, of raisins at
Greensboro, N. (., 420 cases of raisins at Blueﬁeld .W. Va., 66 cartons of raising’
at Beckley, W. Va 14 cartons and 2 cases of raisins at Tucson, ‘Ariz., alleging

that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce within the perlod from - -

on or about January 21 to on or about May 7, 1942, by the Sunland Sales Ooopera—‘
tive Association, from Fresno, Calif. ; and char'rmg that they were adulterated in

. that they consrsfed in whole or in part of filthy substances. They were labeled in

part: “Blue Ribbon Brand Seedless Raisins [or “Sun Maid Baby Puffed Seeded

‘Raisins,” “Sun Maid Zante Currants,” or “‘Market Day Special’ Thompson Seed-

less Raisins”] ‘Sun-Maid Raisin Growers of California, Fresno, California”; or,

~ “Sun-Maid Midget [or “Bakery Type,” ot ““Tranecy” ] Thompson Seedless Raisins. ”.

/

On September 1 and November 6, 1942, no claimant having appedared for the

‘products located at- Tampa and Tucson, and the consignee of the goods’ seized at’

Greensboro having consented to the entry of a decree, judgments of condemnation’
were entered and the products were ordered destroyed On November 10, 1942,
the Cole Baking Co., claimant for the portlons located at Bluefield and Beckley,v
W. Va., having admltted the allegations of the libels and having congented to the
entry of decrees, judgments of" condemnatmn were entered and the’ product was.
grdered released under bond to be denatured and dlsposed ‘of for stock or hog"
ced. - - : : Cow

4211. Adulteration of mixed dried frlut and dried peaches. U. 8. v. James G.

agim (Vagim 0.) - contendere. ' Fi 400,
Fop e XoETes0. Sample Now, 76175, 817470, ST oy 815631, $29%

On September 9, 1942, the United States attorney for the Southern District of. -
California filed an 1nformat10n against James G. Vagim, trading as Vagim
Packing Co., at Fresno Calif,, alleging shipment on or about J anuary 23 and 27, :
1942, from the State of C'ahforma into the States of Colorado and Minnesota of °

quantitles of .dried mixed fruits and dried peaches, which were adulterated in

that they consisted in whole or in part of filthy substances. The articles were
labeled in part: “Plump and Meaty Brand Choice California Mixed Fruit [or “Re-
cleaned Muir Peaches,” or. “Recleaned Yellow Peaches”] ” .
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On October 12, 1942 the defendant havmg entered a plea of nolo contendere
the court imposed a fine of $ FEED

4212, Misbranding of alfalfa meal, U. S, v. Gooperative Alfalfa Mills, Inc., Plea
. of molo contendere. Fine, $100 and costs. (F. D, C. No. 7194. Sample
No. 18674-E.) .

This product contained less crude protein and more crude fiber than declared
on the label.

‘On May 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the Northern Dlstnct of Ohio
filed- an information against the Cooperative Alfalfa Mills, Inc.,, Toledo, Ohio, -
alleging shipment on or about August 2, 1941, from the State of Ohio into the State

. of Maryland of a quantity of alfalfa meal that was misbranded. The article was
labeled in part: (Tags) “Dehydrated Alfalfa Meal 100 Pounds Net. Guaranteed

" Analysis Crude Protein, not less than 17.0 per cent - * * Crude Fibre, not
more than 28.0 Per Cent.” ,

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the above-quoted statements
borne on the tag were false and misleading, since the article contained not more
than 14.65 percent of crude protein and not less than 81.40 percent of crude fibre.

On October 12, 1942, a plea of nolo contendere was entered on behalf of the
defendant.” The court imposed a fine on October 13 of $100 and costs.

4213. Misbranding of alfalfa meal and alfaifa leaf meal, U. . V. Saunders Mills,
- Ime, Plea of guilty., Fine, $600 and costs. (F. D, C. N 7190, Sample

. Nos, 18668—E, 18669—-E.)

On May 12, 1942, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
‘Ohio filed an 1nformat10n against the Saunders Mills, Inc.,, Toledo, Ohio, alleging
shipment on or about August 4, 1941, from the State of 0h10 into the State of
Kansas of quantities of alfalfa meal and alfalfa leaf meal that were misbranded.
The articles were labeled in part: (Tags) “Alfalfa Meal Guaranteed Analysis
Crude Protein not less than 18.0 per cent * * * (Crude Fibre, not more than
33.0 Per Cent,” or “Alfalfa Leaf Meal Crude Protein not less than 20.0 Per Cent
* * % (Crude Fibre, not more than 18.0 Per Cent.”

The articles were alleged to be misbranded since they contamed less crude
protein and more crude fibre than declared. The alfalfa meal contained protein
in amounts varying from 12.38 to 12.48 percent and erude fibre in amounts vary- -
1ng from 36.40 to 36.76 percent; the alfalfa leaf meal contained crude protein -
in amounts varying from 16.67 to 16.89. percent and crude fibre in amounts vary-
ing from 29.05 percent to 29.27 percent."

On October 12, 1942, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf of the
defendant the court imposed a fine of $600 and costs.

4214, Misbranding of alfalfa leaf meal and alfalfa meal. U. S. v. 40 Bags and
62 Bags of Alfalfa Leaf Meal and 90 Bags of Alfalfa Meal. Consent decree
of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond for relabeling.
(F, D. C. No. 8335. Sample Nos. 26481-F, 26482-F,)

On September 8, 1942, the United States attorney for the District of Maryland
filed libels agamst 102 bags of alfalfa leaf meal and 90 bags of alfalfa meal at
Baltimore, Md., alleging that the articles had been shipped in interstate commerce
on or about July 8, 1942, by Raffety & O'Rourke from Wyatt Mo.; and charging
that they were misbranded. The articles were labeled in part: (Tag) “R & O'S
20% [or “17%”] Dehydrated Alfalfa Leaf Meal [or “Alfalfa Meal”].”

The articles were alleged to be misbranded in that the statements on the
~ labels of the respective products, “Crude Protein, not less than 20.09%” and

“Crude Protein, not less than 17.0% Crude Fibre, not more than 27.0%” were
false and m1sleadmg since the former contained not more than 18.25 percent
of crude protein and the latter contained not more than 14.51° percent of crude'
protein and not less than 32.45 percent of crude fibre.

On September 23, 1942, the cases having been eonsohdated and George F.

' Obrecht Jr., and Wllliam F. Obrecht,. trading as George F. Obrecht Co. and

C. B. Watkins & Co., claimants for respective portions of the product, having
admitted the allegatmns of the libels, judgment of condemnation was entered
and the product was ordered released under bond for relabehng under the super-
vision of the Food and Drug Administration.

4215, Misbranding of alfalfa meal. U. S. v. 110 Bags of Alfalfa Meal Consent
decree of condemnation. Product released under bond for relabeling.

(P. D, C. No. 8384, Sample No. 26484-F.)
On September 8, 1942, the United States attorney for the D1strict of Maryland

filed a libel against 110 100-pound bags of alfalfa meal at Baltimore, Md., alleg-



