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~land, Tenn for the 88 barrels at Atlanta, Ga Flint:& Fulton, Inc -trading as
- Monmouth: Products Co. for the: 193 barrels at Jersey City ;- and Southland
- Product$ Cg.; for the 190 barrels at Cleveland, Ohio. Judgments of condemna-
-tion were entered and product was:ordered released under bond on condition
that it be used in wine making. ‘No claimant having: appeared for the peaches .
at Washlngton, D. C., judgment of condemnation was entered -on_ December
6, 1943 and the product was ordered destroyed

6512, Adulteratlon of eanned prune plnms. U. 8. v, 176 Cases of Canned Prnne
: Plums. Default decree. Product ordered used for hog feed. (F..D. C. No.
11983 Sample No. 36713-F.) v

Liser Fep: - March 31, 1944, District of Utah.

ALiEGED. SHIPMENT: On or about December 29, 1943, by the Srlverton Gannrng
Co., from Silverton, Oreg.

Propucr: 176 cases, each contamlng 24 1-pound 14-ounce cans, of prune plums

—at Salt-Lake Crty, Utah. . O

LABEL IN PART: (Cans) “Silco Brand- Prune Plums.”

ViorAtioNs CHARGED: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the product consrsted

_ in whole or in part of .a decomposed substance, due.to brown rot. |

DISPOSITION : May 27, 1944. No claimant having appeared judgment: Was entered
.ordering that the product be dlsposed of as hog feed. .

6513. Misbrandlng of jellies, U. 8. v. 408 Cases of Jelhes. Decree of condemna-
tion. Product ordered released under bond to be relabeled. : (F. D. C. No.
~~ 11645, Sample No. 30213-F.)

LIBEL‘FILED January 18, 1944, Northern D1str1ct of Texas

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: - On or about Decembe1 31, 1943, by the H. G F. Gorporatron,
San Franeisco, Cahf SR
Probpucr : - 408 cases, €ach containing 12 Jars of jelly at Amarillo, Tex.:
LABEL, IN ParT: (Jars) “Remember Brand Pure Apple [or “Raspberry,” “Black-
berry » “Toganberry,” or “Currant”] Jelly 2 Lbs. Net Robert Aspinall Co. -
- Distributors San Francisco, Calif.”
VIOLATIONS CHARGED : Mlsbrandlng, Section 403 (a) the. names “Pure Apple
Jelly,” “Pure Raspberry Jelly,” ‘“Pure Blackberry Jelly,” “Pure Loganberry
- Jelly,” and “Pure Currant Jelly” were false and misleading as applied to the
~articles, which failed to conform to the definitions and standards.of 1dent1ty
: prescrrbed by the regulations, since the respective articles were deficient in
fruit juices; and, Section 403 (g) (1), they failed to conform to the definitions
 and standards since they contained less than 45 parts by weight of the appli-
cable fruit juice ingredient (as determined by the method prescribéd in the
regulatlons) to each 55 parts by weight of the saccharine 1n<rred1ent contamed
in the artlcles L
DISPOSITION : Aprrl 20 1944. Albert De Franco and M. D Stearns, tradrng as the
A. D. 8. Food Products Co., having appeared as claimants, judgment of con-
. demnation was entered and the product was ordered released under bond to-be
relabeled under the superv1s10n of the Food and Drug Administration.

6514. Misbranding of jellies and preserves. U. S. v. 32 Cases of Peach Preserves,

: 12 Cases of Blackberry Jelly, 16 Cases of Youngberry Jelly, 16 Cases of

Red Raspberry Jelly, and 19 Cases of Blackeap Raspberry Jelly, Default

decree of condemnation. Products ordered delivered to charitable insti-
“tutioms. (F.'D. C:. No. 11754. Sample Nos. 53836—F to 53840-F, incl.) -

LIBEL Foep: February 9, 1944, District of Arizona.

ATIEGED SHIPMENT:  On or about November 30, 1943, by Dixie Preserves, Ltd,,
Los Angeles, Cahf

PRODUCT: 32 cases, each:containing 12 . 2-pound jars, of peach preserves, and 63
cases, each containing 12 1-pound jars, of the afore-mentioned Jelhes at
Tucson, Ariz. . L :

LABEL, IN,PART (Jars) “Drxre Brand.,”

VIiorATioNs CHARGED: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (2), products deﬁaent in
fruit and fruit juices had been substituted in whole or in part for peach pre-

. serves and blackberry, youngberry, red raspberry and blackeap raspberry
jellies.- '
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Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the names of the articles, ‘“Pure Preserves
Peach,” “Pure Jelly Blackberry,” “Pure Jelly Youngberry,” “Pure Jelly Red -
Raspberry,” and “Pure Jelly Black Cap Raspberry,” were false and misleading;
and, Section 403 (g) (1), the articles purported to be and were represented as
foods for which definitions and standards of identity have been prescribed by
the regulations, but they failed to confornf to the definitions and standards
since the articles were made from mixtures (preserves) of less than 45 parts
by weight of fruit, and (jellies) of less than 45 parts by weight of the applicable
fruit juice ingredient, to each 55 parts by weight of one of the saccharine in-
gredients specified in the definitions and standards. :

DisposITioN : April 8, 1944. No claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the products were ordered destroyed. On May 1,
1944, an amended ‘decree was entered, ordering the delivery of the products
to a charitable institution. : T :

6515. Misbranding of orange marmalade, U, S. v. 15 Cases of Orange Mai-malade.
Default decree of condemnation. Product ordered delivered to a charita-
ble institation. (F. D. C. No. 12073. Sample No. 63214-F.)-

Liser Firep: March 28, 1944, Western District of South Carolina.

" ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about Februvary 14, 1944, by the Howard Preserving
Co., Inc., from Miami, Fla. v :

PropUcT: 15 cases, each containing 24 jars, of orange marmalade at Union, S. C.

LABEL, IN ParT: - (Jars) “Ives Brand Florida Orange Marmalade * * * Net -
Weight 1 Lb.”" ) o . :

" VIOLATIONS CHARGED: Misbranding, Section 403 (a), the statement “Net Weight

1 Lb.” was false and misleading as applied to the article, which was short

weight ; and, Section 408 (e) (2), it was in package form and failed to bear

a label containing an accurate statement of the quantity of the contents.

DisposIiTION: May 2,1944. No claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered .delivered to a charitable
institution. ’

6516. Misbranding of fruit spreads. TU. S. v. 64 Cases of Fruit Spréad. Consent .
decree of condemnation. Product ordered released under bond to be re-
labeled. (F. D. C. No. 11883. Sample Nos. 59524-F to 59527-F, incl.)

Lieer, Fep: February 23, 1944, Eastern District of Michigan. Libel amended

on March 8, 1944, to cover seizure of additional shipments. '

A11EGED SHIPMENT: From on or about June 4 to September 14, 1943, by Woodford
Products, Inc., Chicago, IlL R

PropucT: 92 cases, each containing 24 jars, of apricot spread; 97 cases, each
containing 24 jars, of peach spread; 93 cases, each containing 24 jars, of fig
spread ; 97 cases, each containing 24 jars, of date spread; 131 cases, each con-
taining 24 jars, of pear spread; and 18 cases, each containing 24 jars, of raisin
spread, at Detroit, Mich. : - : o

LABeL, IN Parr: (Jars) “Woodford’s Tropical Honey Guaranteed Pure Honey
Apricot [OI' “Date;” "‘Pear,” “Fig,” “Raisin,” or “Peaeh”] spread,” or “WOOd'
ford’s Tropical Honey Guaranteed Pure Guatemala Honey Fig Spread.”

VioraTioNs CHARGED: Misbranding, Section 403 (a); the statements ‘“Tropical
Honey * * * Pure Honey,” and “Tropical Honey * *. * Pure Guate-
mala Honey,” on the labeling of the articles were false and misleading, as
applied to the articles, which were mixtures of honey and comminuted dried
fruits ; Section 403 (c), the articles were imitations of another food, preserves, .
and their labels failed to bear, in type of uniform size and prominence, the
word “imitation” and, immediately thereafter, the name of the food imitated;
and, Section 403 (i) (2), they were fabricated from two or more ingredients
gnd their labels failed to bear the common or usual name of each such ingre-
dient. : ‘

DisrosiTioN : March 11, 1944. The Woodford Products, Inc., claimant, having
admitted the facts in the libel, judgment of condemnation was entered and the

product was ordered released under bond to be relabeled under the supervision
of the Food and Drug Administration. ’ ‘ :



