56 FOOD,! DRUG,  AND:COSMETIC ACT SRy Jb 6

LABED, TN PART “Valley Sun Brand’ Early June Peas.? : P .
NATORE 0F CHARGE: Mlsbrandmg, Séetion 408 (h) (1) ‘the quahty ‘of "he ‘ar-
ticle fell below the standard of quality for canned pesls ‘ sinte“the™d cohbl—
in§otible Solids of the. article’ were tnore than 23.5 percent: and the label
Hitp bedr a statemént that the articlefell- below the: standard‘ e
DisposITION : April 2, 1951, Litiestown' Canmng ‘Co.,} Inc “claimaht, havmg
admltted the allegations of the, libel, Judgme_nt of fo_rferture was, entered
under bond fo "relabehng,

and the court, or, 'red that ‘the product 'be elea
under the superv1s1on of the Federal Securlty Agency

N

17134, Adulteratmrf iof 'potato chips.T U, S. v, Wachusett Potato Chlp Co:, Ine;
Plea of gullty Fme, $100. (F. D C. No 29627 Sample Nos. 79459~K
79460—K ) B mermnnd, Prival i ey il TR RN LA S SN

INFORMATION Fr1Lep : December 12, 1950 Dlstrlct of Massachusetts, agamst

-"Wachusett Potato Chip: Co., Ine.; Fitchburg, Mass.- G
AxrircED SHIPMENT: On or about May 11, 1950 from the State of Massachusetts
. into’the; State of New Hampshire.:-. ... i1 . .

LaBer, IN ParT: (Bag) “Fresh Wachusett Potato thps SRk kG Wachu-

i..sett Potate;:Chip Co., Inc. Fitchburg, Mass.”: i it L TE e A

NATUKE -oF CHARGE:: ‘‘Adulteration; Section 402 (a) (3) the product consrsted ‘in

part of a filthy substance by reason of the presence of'worm-infested potatoes,

-.andofi-a:, decomposed: substance - by reason of :the  presence: of : decomposed:

potatoes.

DiSPOSITION : January 23,1951 A plea ‘of guilty having béén ‘entered, the court
1mposed a fine of $1OO agamst the corporatlon

‘TOMATOES AND»_TOMATO PRODUCTS

17135. Adulteration of canned tomatoes. « U S V! 357 Oasesv
- No. 29980. Sample No..59348-K.). . e

LIBEL FEED November 9, 1950 Northern Dlstmct of Ilhnms

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: : On.or.about, September 23 1950, by the New Madlson Can—
ning.Co., from NeW Madison, Ohiog;:: 27 . o oing

Probuor: ;- 357 cases, each; conta1n1n°' ,24 l-pound 3 ounce. cans,: Of tomatoes at
£ Chlcago, A S e T T,

: LABE’L,rIN PABT. _ “Su—Z-Q Favonte r'Tomatoes P ;; PN el g e e
NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402: (a) (8);the art1c1e conslsted “in
r:whole or.in part.of a decomposed substance by reason; of. the presence of- decom—
.-posed:tomato:material. Teofeall e Soed B gein
DISPOSITION. ;- ~January 24 1951 Default decree of cc)ndemnatlon and destruc-
’thIl" ; Lo T s s . i

17136 Adulteratlon of canned tomatoes U S \ 130 Cases * % % (F.D.C.
v ''No0.80322. Sampi¢ No, 81683-K.) = L e e

LiBEr FILED: December 4 1950, Bastern D1str1et of Pennsylvama PR

ALLEGED:SHIPMENT: On or about- September 12;. 1950 by the: WlllOW Grove Can-
ning Co from Vmeland N. J. vimasl 0T g N,

BRQDUCT 130 cases, each:containing 24" 1-poundy 12—ounce cans, of tomatoes
at Primos, Pa.

e,



17101-17150] s, NOTICES :OF -JUDGMENT - D7

LaserizNy ParP:  (Can)./Fiorilli Brand - Italian Styje:;Peeled {Tomatoes.,” cziiy

NaTurE oF CHARGE: -Adulteration, Section:402 (a) (8),the article c¢énsisted in
whole or in part of a decomposed. substance by reason of the. presence of decomr
posed tomato material. ST Ty PR

DISPOSITION March 28, 1951 Default decree of condemnatron and destructwn ~

17137, ‘Adulteration and mlsbrandlng of canned tomatoes. U S y. 39{1 :ECgs_es
* * % (F.D.C.No. 29792_ Sample No. 81899—K) R

Propucr:.. 397, cases, each contammg 24 1-pound 3 -ounce. cams, . of tomatoes
at Greenvﬂle S, C : _

LABnL AN~ RAR'r (Oan) “Cole Brand ' Tomatoes 5 TP S PP

NATURE OF CHARGE; Adulteratlon, Sectlon 402 (b) (4), water had been added to
the article and mixed and packed with it so as toincréage: its bulk ot weight
and reduce its quality or strength, _

Mlsbrandlng, "Section’ 403 (g)" (1), th j'artrcle falled to" conform to the
definition and standard of identity - for" canned tomatoes ‘since it contained
added water, which is not.permitted as. an ingredient of ‘canned tomatoes ik
such definition and. standard; ang, Section 4:03 (h) (1) the. -quality .of. the

o artlcle fell below the standard of quahty for canned tomatOes because of exces-
sive tomato peel, and the label falled to bear a statement that the artlcle fell

~below such standard, ' o ek i

Disposirion: February 26, 1951, C. C. Cole, claimant, havmg" ﬁled an answer
denying that the article:was adultefated or misbranded and” haV1ng Subse-

;, quently stated that he would. not, :0ppose the: entry of a decree; judgment. of

', ' conf{ emnatron ‘was entered and the court ordered .that the article be delivered
to a charitable institution, for use as food for human consumptlon and not for
sale or other d1spos1t10n

17138 Mlsbrandmg of canned tomatoes. U S v. 844 Cases w s E e (F D. C.
No. 29776. Sample No. 66953-K.) L inering

LiBEL Fiep: . October 9, 1950, Eastern Dlstmct of North Carolina, ... :

JALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about August 18 and 19 1950 by J D.~ Raynor, from

< Litwalton, 'Va. SR RO

‘PRODUGT: ~ 844 cases, each contammg 24 1- ._
at Zebulon, N. C. C

LABEL, IN PART (.Can) “J o-Russ TomatOes Brinkief“ & Councii,‘ ’L1twa1ton,
“'Virginia.” T R '

, ;nq,'i 3ounce "é‘an”‘s,‘, of tomatoes

NATURE OF CHARGE: M1sbrand1ng, Section 403 ( h) ( 1), the quahty of the.
" article fell below the standard of quahty for canned tomatoes because of the
low drained weight, and the label falled to bear a statement that the artrcle fell
= below such standard.: ETIY o TS _
DrsposiTioN: April 11, 19517 Southsastern B'rokErag'e Co., Tiic; ’Wilinrhgton
+3N.-€iy claimant, having admitted- the allegations-of: the: libel, judgment of: con-
.. demnation wag entered -and the ‘court ordered. that: the ‘product “berreleased
-+ under ibond - for relabeling, under:the supervision:of the Food and ‘Prug:Ad-
m1mstrat1on RERAN S SE



