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sunflower oil, or an oil similar to sunflower.oil. Examination indicated the
presence of a small amount of olive oil in certam lots, =

On or about December 3 and December 8, 1934, the United States attomey for
the District of Connecticut, acting upon. reports by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the district court libels praymg seizure and condemnation of 50 cases,
7714 cartons, and 55 cans of salad oil in various lots at Hartford, New Haven,
and Mer1den, Conn.,” alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce between the dates of May 17 and November; 22, 1934, by the Strohmeyer
& Arpe Co., from New York N. Y., and charging mlsbrandmg in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act.’ One lot ‘was labeled: ““San Roc¢o Brand * * *
Strohmeyer & Arpe New York Distributors.” - The Témaining lots were
labeled: “ Olio Caialuna Vera Blend [or ¢ Olio San Rocco ”] * % * TUnited
Pure Food Co. N. Y. Distributors.” - : ' ‘

The article was alleged to be misbranded in ‘that the followmg statements on
the label, namely, “ Olio Caialuna ”, * Stella ”, * Vera Blend ”, and “ Composto
Di Quindici Per Cento D’Olio- Puro D'Oliva’BE Di Ottantd Cmque Per Cento
D’Olio Vegetale,” with respect to the Caialuna brand and “ Olio San Rocco ”,
“ Prodotto Genuino ”, “ Pure Vegetable Oil ”; and ¢ Per insalata per cucinare e

' per condire ”, with respect to the San Rocco brand and the picture of a shepherd
in foreign garb on the label of the San Rocco brand were mlsleadmg and tended
to deceive and mislead the purchaser since they’ created the impression that the
product was Italian olive oil; whéreas it was nof. Mlsbrandmg was’ alleoed for
the further reason that the artlcle purported to be a fore1gn product when not so.

Strohmeyer & Arpe Co. filed claims and answers in all cases, with one excep-
tion, admitting the" allegatmns of the libels and consenting to the entry of
decrees On January 29, 1935, Judgments of condemnation were entered and it
was ordered that portions of the product for which claims had been entered be
released under bond, conditioned ‘that it be repacked in properly labeled con-
tainers. On February 19, 1935, no claim having been entered in the remaining
case, judgment of condemnation was entered and 1t was ordered that the product
be delivered to charitable orgamzatmns

M. L. WILSON Actmy Seoretary of Agrwulture

24287, Adulteration of. chestnuts U S. v 10 Ba.rrels of Chestnuts " De-
fault decree of condemnation and destruetion. (F. & D. 'no. 34562
Sample no. 16414—B)

This case involved an interstate sh1pment of chestnuts Wthh were’ found to
be in part moldy and insect-damaged.

On December 14, 1934, ‘the United States attorney for the Hastern D1str1ct of
Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in -the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 10 barrels of chestnuts
at New Orleans, La., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about November 14, 1934, by J. P. Descalzi, from New York,
N. Y., and charging adulteration in v1olat1on of the Food and Drugs Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it cons1sted wholly or in
part of a filthy and decomposed vegetable substance, =~

On January 8, 1935, no claimant having appeared, Judgment of condemnatlon
was entered and 1t was ordered that the product, be destroyed '

M. L. WILSON, Acting Seareta,ry of Agrwulture

24288, Adulteration ‘of chestnuts U. S, v. 19 Barrels of Chestnuts De-
- fault decree of condemnation and destluction (F & D. no. 34571
Sample no. 6232-B.)

This case involved a shipment of chestnuts whlch ‘were found to be 1n ‘large
part wormy and decayed.

On December 19, 1934, the Unlted States attorney for’ ‘the Southern District
of Florida, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agnculture filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation’ of 19 barrels of chest-
nuts at Tampa, Fla., alleging that the article’ had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about December 1, 1934, by ‘H. Schnell' & Co., from New York,
N. Y., and charging adulteration in v101at1on of the Food and Drugs Act.
The artlcle was labeled in part: “G B NO Cavargna and Ba ggl Esportazmne
Castagne Marca Cueno New York Italy.” -’

The article was alleged to be adulterated m that it cons1sted Wholly or in
part of a filthy and decomposed vegetable substance

On January 21, 1935, no claimant -having appeared, Judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed

M. L. WILSON Actmg Secretary of Agiwulture



