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. tents;: and, Section 403 (g) (2), (both:lots) the produet purported to be and
was represented as canned peas, a food for which a definition and standard of
identity has been prescribed by regulations, and its label failed to bear the
name of the food specified in the definition and standard and the name of the

* optional pea ingredient present in the product. Further misbranding, Section

403 (h) (2), (198-case lot) the product fell below the standard of fill of con-
tainer for canned peas, and the label failed to bear a statement that the prod-
uct fell below the standard.

DISPOSITION : November 13, 1952, Leon R. J ames, San Jose, Calif., ¢laimant,
having consented to the entry of decrees, judgments of condemnation were

" entered and the court ordered that the product be released under bond to be
‘reconditioned and Telabeled under the supervision of the Federal Security
Agency. 90 cases of the product were found unfit and were destroyed, and the

. remainder were satlsfactonly relabeled ‘

20278. Misbranding of canned dried peas. U.S.v. 24 Cases * * * (F.D. C. No.
34900. Sample No. 59419-L.) : :

Lier Firep: March 20, 1953, Southern District of Georgia.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about January 24, 1958, by the Northwestern Can-
- ning & Packing Co., from Seffner, Fla.

PropucT: 24 cases, each containing 48 15-ounceé cans, of dried ‘peas at

-Augusta, Ga.

LABEL, IN PART: -(Can) “Old Glory * * * Glorified Dried Early June Peas.”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403 (h) (1), the quality of the
article fell bélow the standard of quality for canned peas since the. sking of
 more than 25 percent by count of the peas in the container of the article were

‘ ruptured to a width of 146 inch or more and the alcohol-insoluble solids of the
peas were more than 23.5 percent, and the label failed to bear a statement that
the article fell below the standard. .

I)ISPOSITION ‘May 20, 1953. -Default decree of condemnation. The court
ordered that the product be dehvered to a charitable mst1tut10n for its use and
- not.for sale. ' :

20279. Adulteration of canned black-eyed peas. U. S. v. 96 Cases * * *,
(F.D. C. No. 34582. Sample No. 30248-L.)

LIBEL Firep: - February 11, 1953, Western District of Washington

ArLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about December 3, 1952, by the Good Canning Co.,
. from Fort Smith, Ark.

Propucr: 96 cases, each contammg 24 .1-pound, 4-ounce cans, of black-eyed
- peas at Seattle, Wash. S B

EaBEL, IN PaRT: (Can) “Dependable Brand * * * Fresh Shelled Blackeye

* Peas.” ' : ' '

ﬁATURE‘ oF CHARGE: Adulteratmn, Section 402 (a) (3), the article consisted
“in whole or in part of a ﬁlthy substance by reason of the presence of larvae
" and insect-damaged peas.

DisposiTioN :  June 15, 1953. Default decree of condemnation and destruction.

20280; Adulteration of ‘canned chick-peas. U. S. v. 46 Dozen Cans * * *,
(F. D. C. No. 84672. Sample No. 49298—L)

Lisen FILED : February 17, 1953, District of New Ji ersey.
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ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about October 8, 1952, by the U. 8. Canning Corp.,
from Long Island City, N. Y.

PropucT: 46 dozen cans of chick-peas at Bayonne, N J.
" LABEL, IN PART: (Can) “U S. Brand- Chick Pea& Net ‘Contents 1 Lb. 4 Ozs.
Avoir.” ‘
NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Sectlon 402 (a) (8), the product was unfit
for food by reason of discoloration.

DisPOSITION : May 14 1953. Default decree of condemnation and destruction.

20281. Mlsbrandmg of canned brown Crowder peas. U. S. v 198 Cases x * *,
" (F. D. C. No. 34902 Samnle -No, 2381—-L)

LIBEL FLep: Onor about March 26, 1953 Northern D1stnct of Georgla

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about February 6, 1953, by Delta Cannmg Co., Inc.,
from Raymondville, Tex.

PropucT: 198 cases, €ach containing 24 15-ounce cans, of brown Crowder
peas at Atlanta, Ga.

LaBeL, IN Parr: (Can) “Fresh Shelled Frost Brown Crowder Peas.”

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 403 (a), the label statement “Fresh
Shelled * * * Crowder Peas” was false and misleading as applied to the
product, which was soaked dried field peas of clay variety.

DISPQSITION Apr11 21, 1958." Default -decree -of condemnation. - The court
ordered that the produet be dehsvered to a: Federal»msututlon, for use as human
food.

TOMATOES AND' TOMATO PRODUCTS

20282. Adulteration of canned tomatoes. U S. v. 1,296 Cases’ * x ¥ (F.D.C.
No. 34522. Sample No. 36484-L.)

‘LierL Firep: January 5, 1953, Western District of Kentucky

ArrEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 12 and 26 and September 8§, 1952, by
the G. 8. Suppiger Co., from Lebanon, Ind.

Propuct: 1,296 cases, each containing 24 1-pound cans, of tomatoes at Louis-

- ville, Ky. , :

LAEBEL, IN PART: (Can) “Brooks  -Tomatoes.” ‘

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (3), the article consisted

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

DisposiTioN : April 1, 1953. The G. 8. Suppiger Co., claimant, having con- .
sented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and the
court ordered that the product be released under bond, conditioned that the
portion of the product coded “OHB - 8” should be segregated into a special lot
and released to the claimant for-sale and that-the remainder of the product
should be brought into compliance W.Lth the law, g,ll under the superv1s1on of
thie Federal’ Securlty Agency Pursuant to the decree, 42514 cases of the
product were segregated and released to the claimant and the remainder
reprocessed into barbecue sauce. :

20283. Adulteration of canned tomatoes. U. S. v. 1,235 Cases * 4o (F. D. C.
No. 34492, Sample No. 53179-L.) :

Liper Friep: December 18, 1952, Western District of Missouri.



