362 BUREAU OF CHEMISTRY, [Supplement 68,

38.4 per cent of crude protein, 5.23 per cent of erude fat, and 11.0 per cent of
crude fiber.

Misbranding of the article in the shipment on January 4, 1917, was alleged
for the reason ihat the statement, to wit, “* * * chemical analysis: Crude
Protein not less than 41 per cent Crude Fat not less than 6 per cent Crude
Fibre not more than 103 per cent,” borne on the tags attached to the sacks
containing the article, regarding it and the ingredients and substances con-
tained therein, was false and misleading in that it represented that the article
contained not less than 41 per cent of crudé protein, not less than 6 per cent
of crude fat, and not more than 103 per cent of crude fiber, and for the further
reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the pur-
chaser into the belief that it contained not less than 41 per cent of crudae
protein, not less than 6 per cent of crude fat, and not more than 10} per cent
of crude fiber, whereas, in truth and in faet, it contained less than 41 per
cent of crude protein, leSs than 6 per cent of crude fat, and more than 10% per
cent of erude fiber, to wit, approximately 37.06 per cent of crude protein, 5.40
per cent of crude fat, and 11.87 per cent of ¢rude fiber,

On January 24, 1919, the defendant company enlered a plea of guilty to
the information, and the court imposed a fine of $100 and costs.

C. F. Marviw, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

6877, Adulteralion and misbranding of butter. U. § * * * v, Philip
Cohen. Collateral of $25 forfeited. (IF. & D, No., 9347. 1. 8. No.
4072-p.)

On August 25, 1919, the United States attorney for the District of Columbia,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculiure, filed in the Police Court
of said District an information against Philip Cohen, Washington, D. C,
alleging that said defendant did offer for sale and sell at the district aforesaid,
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on June 14, 1918, a quantity of creamery
butter which was adulierated and misbranded. The article was not labeled
but was sold as creamery butter.’

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
departmenti indicated by the spoon test that the product was renovated butter.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reascn that
a product, to wit, renovated or process butter, had been substituted in whole
or in part for creamery hutter, which the article purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was a product
composed in whole or in part of renovated or process butiter, and was offered
Tor sale and sold under the distinctive name of another arlicle,. to wit, ereamery
butter.

On August 25, 1919, the defendaunt having failed to appear, the collateral
of $25 that had theretofore been deposited by him to insure his appearance was
forfeited by the court,

C. F. MarviN, Acting Sceretary of Agriculture.

6878. Misbranding eof oystexrs. VU. 8 #* * * v, Barataria Canning Co., =
cerporation. FPlca of guilty, Fine, $10. (F, & 1. No, 9349. I. 8. No.
8797-p.)

On February 4, 1919, the United Stales attorney for the Hastern District of
"Louisiana, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
the Barataria Canning Co., a corporation doing business at New Orleans, La.,
alleging shipment by said company, in violation of the Food and Drugs Act,



