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phosphate, one of the 1ngred1ents, was not declared;. (3) in that it was an imitation of *

another food and its label failed to bear, in type of ‘uniform size and prominence, the -
WOrd “imitation” and immediately thereafter the name of the food imitated; and 4):

+ in that it was fabricated from two or more ingredients, and its label failed to bear the
- common or usual name of each such ingredient.

On June 12, 1941, the consignee, through an attorney, filed an answer which did not'

deny the materlal allecat1011s of the libel. On March 3, 1943, the United  States at-
torney, having filed a motion for judgment and no appearance having been made by
‘the intervenor, a dec1 ee of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered
destroyed.

. 4802, stbmnqu of coffee. U, S. v. David Baron (Baron Coffee Co.). Plea of gmlty. Fine, .

$600. (F. D. C. No. 9616. Sample Nos. 18686-F, 18687-F, 18710-F.)

On April 17, 1943, the United States attorney for the. District of Connecticut ﬁled
an mformatlon agamst David Baron, trading as the Baron Coffee Co. at Hartford,
Conn., alleging shipment within the period from on or about November 18 to De-
, cember 12, 1942, from the State of Comnnecticut into-the State of Massachusetts of
quantities- of coffee that was misbranded. The article was labeled in part: “Baronet
* *x % Coffee.”” Two of the shipments bore the statement, “With Ch1ck Peas, ” incon-
spicuously: stamped on the bag.

One lot was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the statement “Coffee” borne
on' the bags was false and misleading as applied to an article consisting in part of
. ground chick-peas; (2) in that it was a mixture of ground roasted coffee and ground
roasted chick-peas and ‘was offered for sale under the name of another food, coffee;
and (3) in that it was fabricated from two or more mcredlents and its label did not
bear .the common or usual name of each such 1ngred1ent

The remaining lots of the article were alleged to be misbranded (1) in that it con-’
sisted of ground roasted coffee and ground roasted chick-peas and was offered for sale

under the name of another food, coffee; and (2) in that it was fabricated from .two
or more ingredients, coffee and chick-peas, .and the common or usual name of each
of these ingredients was not prominently. placed on the label with such conspicuousness
(as compared with other words, statements, designs, or devices in the labeling) as
to render it likely to be read by the ordinary individual under customary conditions of

purchase and use, in that the common or usual name of one of the ingredients of the

food, chlck-peas was. 1nconsp1cuously rubber-stamped upon the bags contammg the
artlcle

. On May 25, 1943, the defendant havmg entered a plea of guilty, the court imposed

a fine of $600

4903. Misbranding of coffee substitute. U. S. v. 47 Cases of Coffee-Savr. Default decree of
condemnation and destruction. (F. C No 9577. Sample No. 7997-F.)

On March 18, 1943, the United States attorney for the District of Minnesota filed
a libel against 47 cases, each containing 36 bags, of Coffee-Savr at St. Paul, Minn.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about Feb-
ruary 23 and March 1, 1943, by the Frank R. Prina Corporation from New York,

" - N.Y.; and charging that it was misbranded. The article was labeled in part: “For

‘Goodness ‘Sake Use ‘Coffee-Savr’ * * * Prina’s Pure Processed Nature’s Vitamin-
eralized Cereal Fresh Roasted Ground Coffee Savr

The article was alleged to be misbranded (1) in that the word “Vitamineralized”
. ~was misleading since it suggested and created the 1mpressmn that the article: con-
_ tained. added vitamins and minerals, whereas it did not contain added vitamins and

minerals; (2) in.that the de51gnat10n “Coffee-Savr” was mlsleadmg as applied to an’

article which consisted essentially of roasted wheat; and (3) in that its label falled
to bear the comimon or usual name of the food, roasted wheat.

~On June 16,.1943, no claimant having appeared judgment of condemnation was
entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

CEREAL AND CEREAL PRODUCTS
' ' FLOUR

Nos. 4904 to 4914 report legal actions involving flour, samples of Whlch were .

found to contain one or more kinds of filth, such as bestles, larvae, weevils, and other
insects, cast skins, rodent and insect g;creta rodent halrs, and hairs" resembhng
rodent hairs. In most instances the time of contamination was not determined.

4904, Adulteration of flour. U. S. 92 Bags of Flour. Default decree of condemnation and:

_destruction. (F. D. C. No. 9384 Sample No. 9587-F.)

.On February 15, 1943, the United States attorney for the Western Dlstrlct of
Louisiana filed - a lLbel against 92 20- pound bags of ﬂour at Opelousas, La,, allegmg
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