4251-4500] | NOTICES OF JUDGMENT -~ - 417~

4405, Misbranding of canned peaches. U.. S. v. 95 Cases of Ganned Peaches,
Default decree of . condemnation and destruetxon (F.- D: C. No. .8609. -
Sample No, 29032-F.) ’

On- October 20, 1942, the Umted States attorney for the Eastern Distriet. of
Sotth Carolina filed a 11be1 against 95 cases, each containing 24 cans, of peaches

‘at Charleston, 8. C., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-

merce on or about J uly 80 and August 4, 1942, by the Easterlin Packing Co. from
Andersonville, Ga.; and charging that ‘it was misbranded.. The article was

-labeled in part: (Cans) “Flint River Brand Yellow Freestone Halves Peaches.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be and was rep-
resented as a food for which a standard of quality had been prescribed by regu-
lations as promulgated pursuant to laW, but it'fell below such standard, whlch
requires that all peach units tested in accordance with the method therem pre-
scribed are pierced by a Weight of not more than 300 grams, that not more than
20 percent of the units in the container should be blemished with scab, hail -
injury, discoloration, or other abnormahty, and that the pedch halves should be

“untrimmed or so trimmed as to preserve their normal shape; and its label failed

to bear, in such manner and form as the regulations specxfy, a statement that it
fell below such standard.

On.December 30, 1942, no claimant having- appeared Judgment of condemna- .
tion was entered and the product was ordered destroyed

4406 Misbranding of canned peaches. U, S. v, 664 Cases of . Canned Peaehes.
Consent decree of condemnation. Product ordered released’ under bond
for relabeling. (F. D. C. No. 8695. Sample No.. 17992-F,)

- On November 4, 1942, the United States attorney for the District of New Jer-

‘sey filed a libel agamst 664 cases, each containing 24 cans,.of peaches at Newark,

N. J., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or

' about September 8, 1942, by the Steinfeldt-Thompson Co. from Adel, Ga.; and

charging ‘that it was mlsbranded .The article was labeled in part “Gol_den
Harvest Brand Sun Ripened Yellow Freestone Peaches.” :
It was alleged to be misbranded in that it purported to be and was represented -
as a food for which a standard of quality had been prescrxbed by regulations
promulgated pursuant to law, but it fell below such standard since it failed to
meet the test for tenderness described in the regulations and its label failed to

" bear, in such manner and iorm as the regulations specify, a statement that it fell

below such standard. - . .
On December 81, 1942, Maurlce I Stemfeldt trading as Stemfeldt-Thompson

. Co., ‘claimant, having admitted the aIlegatlons of the libel, judgment of con- .

demnatxon was entered and the product was ordered released under bond for
relabeling under the superv1sron of the Food and;Drug Adm1n1strat1on

4407 Misbranding of canned pea,ehes. U. S. v. 123 Gases of Ca,nned Peaches.

Consent decree of condemnation. Product released wunder bond for
relabeling., (F. D, C. No. 8201, Sample No. 28411-F.)

On August 24, 1942, the United States attorney for the Bastern Distriet of -
South Carolina filed a libel against 123 cases, each case containing 24 cans, of
peaches at Orangeburg, 8. O, alleging that the article had been shipped in inter-
state commerce on or about J uly 31, 1942, by the Southern States Canning Co.,
from F't. Valley, Ga.; and charging that it was misbranded. The article was ‘
labeled in part: (Cans) “Qak Hill White Freestone Peaches.” :

It was alleged fo be misbranded in that it purported to be and was repre-

'vsented as a food for which a standard of quality had been prescribed by regula- -

tions promulgated pursuant to law and it fell below such standard since all units °

. tested 'in accordance with the method prescribed ‘in such regulation were not

pierced by a weight. of not more than 300 grams, the measure of tenderness pro-
vided by the standard.
‘On November 14, 1942, the Southern States Canning Co., claimant, having ad-

. 'mitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnatmu was entered and the

product was ordered released under bond for relabeling under the supervision :

~of the Food and Drug Administratwn

4408, Misbranding of canned pears. U. S. v.. 175 Cases of Canned Pears. . Decree
- of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond for relabeling.
(F. D. C. No. 8886. . Sample No. 22421-F.) .

On November 18, 1942, the United States attorney for the Eastern D1str1ct of
Pennsylvania ﬁled a libel against 175 cases, each containing 24 cans, of pears



