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that it be destroyed or brought into comphance Wlth the law, under the super-
vision of the Federal Security Agency. :
On March 24, 1952, the Government filed a motion for the entry of an order

' forfe1t1ng the ‘bond on the grounds that the’ claimant had not comphed Wlth“

the provisions of the-decree. On September 9, 1952, on motion of the Govern-

‘ment, the court ordered that the Government’s motion to forfeit the ‘bond be

_-@ismissed. -On ‘September 11, 1952, the court having found that 71 sacks of

the product had been brought into full comphance with the laW and that the

_claimant had paid the sum of $2,500 to the Government for the release of the

. “Yemainder of the product, the claimant and surety Were released of all
11ab111ty under the bond, and it was canceled ' f

FISH AND SHELLFISH

18874 Adulteratlon of ocean perch ﬁllets U.S.v.31 Cartons * * *,. (T. D .
No. 32831." Sample No. 48571-L.) -

LIBEL Friep: March 1, 1952 District of anesota

Arregep SHIPMENT: On or about January 25, 1952, by Gorton-Pew Figheries

.Co., Ltd., from Gloucester, Mass. :
PRODUG’I‘ 381 cartons, each containing 10 5-pound packages, of ocean perch
fillets at Moorhead, Minn. , ,

LaBEL, IN PART: “‘Gorton’s of Gloucester Ocean Perch.”
NATURE 0F CHARGE Adulteratmn, Section 402 (a) (3) the product cons1sted

in whole or in part of a decomposed substance by reason of the presence of -

decomposed fish.
_ DisposITioN : April 22, 1952. Default decree of condemnatmn The ecourt
ordered that the product be denatured for use as animal feed.

18875 Adulteratlon and mlsbrandmg of canned herrmg roe and misbranding of
canned tuna.” U. S. v. Cape King Fisheries, Inc., and Fred Roberts.
Pleas of guilty. Corporation fined $400; individual defendant fined $100.
(F. D. C. No. 32781. ' Sample Nos. 3148-L to 3150—L incl., 4360-L, 4362—L
4367-L, 4512-L.)
INFORMATION FILED: August 11, 1952, District of Maseachusetts, against Gape
King Fisheries, Inc., New Bedf01d Mass., and Fred Roberts.
ALLEGED SHIPMENT: Between the approximate dates of June 22 and September
25, 1951, from the State of Massachusetts into the District of Columbia and
the State of Maryland.

Lager, 1N Pagr: “Cape King * * ¥ light. .meat Tuna Contents 13 Oz. A

- [or “13%, Oz ”] Avd ” and “Cape King Herrmg Roe Contents 15 Oz. Avd. »

NATURE oF CHARGE: Herrmg roe. Adulteration, Sect1on 402 (b) (2), ﬁsh roe

-other than herring roe had been substituted for- herrmg roe, which the food

. was represented to be. M1sbrand1ng, Section 403 (a) the statement “Herrmv
" _Roe” on the label was false and misleading.

. Tuna. M1sbrandmg, Section 403 (e) (2), the product failed- to bear a label

contammg an accurate statement of the quantlty of the contents (the cans

" contained less than the labeled amounts).

DISPOSITION September 15, 1952. Pleas of guﬂty havmg been entered the

court ﬁned the corporatlon $400 and the md1v1dua1 defendant $100



