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and condemnation of 10 cubes of butter, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped
by W. E. Turner, Seattle, Wash., June 28, 1924, and transported from the
State of Washington into the State of California, and charging adulteration in
violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance deficient in milk fat had been substituted wholly or in part for but-
ter, and for the further reason that a valuable constituent, milk fat, had been
in part abstracted from the said article. .

On September 18, 1924, 'W. K. Turner, Seattle, Wash., having appeared as
claimant for the property and having consented to the entry of a decree, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be released to the said claimant upon payment of the
costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum of $300, in
conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that the product be
made to comply with the law, under the supervision of this department.

Howarp M. Gorr, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12703. Adulteration and alleged misbrandingz of raspberry jam. U. S. v.
46 Cases of Raspberry Jam. Default decree of condemnation,
forfeiture, and destruction., (. & D. No. 18418. I. 8. No 11938-v.
S. No. W-1480,)

On February 27, 1924, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and condemna-
tion of 46 cases of raspberry jam, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Pueblo, Colo., consigned by Libby, McNeill & Libby, The Dalles, Ore., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped from The Dalles, Oreg., in part on or
about October 5 and in part on or about November 20, 1923, and transported
from the State of Oregon into the State of Colorado, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation- of the food and drugs act. The article was
labeled in part: (Can) ‘“Libby’s Raspberry Jam.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted in whole or in part of a decomposed vegetable substance.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement * Jellies, Jams,
And Fruit Butters Are Made Of Ripe, Sound Fruit,” appearing on the lapel on
the containers of the article, was false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser.

On June 7, 1924, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgmeni, of
condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. Gorr, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12704. Misbranding of butter. U. 8. v. Morris & Co., a Corporation. Flea
of guilty. Fine, $100. (F. & D. No. 17697. 1. S. Nos. 11262-v, 11263-v.)

On November 14, 1923, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of California, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the Distriet Court of the United States for said district an information against
Morris & Co., a corporation, trading at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that on
or about April 3 and 17, 1923, respectively, the said company delivered for
shipment from the State of California into the Territory of Hawaili, in viola-
tion of the food and drugs act as amended, quantities of butter which was mis-
branded. The article was labeled in part: “ Morris’ Supreme Fancy Creamery
Butter Morris & Company, U. S. A. One Pound Net Weight.”

Examination by the Bureau of Chemistry of this department of 300 packages
from each of the consignments showed that the average net weight of the loty
examined was 15.69 ounces and 15.54 ounces, respectively.

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the information for the reason that
the statement, to wit, “ One Pound Net Weight,” borne on the packages con-
taining the article, was false and misleading in that the said statement repre-
sented that each of the packages contained 1 pound net weight of butter, and
for the further reason that it was labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and
mislead the purchaser into the belief that each of the said packages contained
1 pound net weight of butter, whereas, in truth and in fact, gaeh of said pack-
ages did not contain 1 pound net weight of butter, but did contain a less
amount. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that the article was
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food in package form and the gquantity of the confents was not plamly and
conspicuously marked on the outside of the package. ; !

On April 24, 1924, a plea of guilty to the information was entered on behalt
of the defendant company, and the court imposed a fine 6f $100.

Howarp M. Gorg, Secretary of Agriculture.

12705, Adulteration of canned salmon. VU. 8§, v. 350 Cases of Canned
Salmon. Consent decree of condemmnation and .forfeitare. Prod-
uct released under bond to be reconditioned. (F.'& D. No. 16870.

) I. 8. No. 3775-v. S. No. C-3822.,)

On October 3, 1922, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
trict Court of the United States for said district a libel praymg the seizure and
condemnation of 350 cases of eanned salmon, remaining in the original un-
broken packages at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped
by C. F. Buelow Co., from Seattle, Wash., March 3, 1922, and transported from
the State of Washington into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration
in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: (Can)
“ Hall's Holsum Brand Coho Salmon.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
consisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal sub-
stance.

On September 27, 1924, James R. Baker & Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, hav-
ing admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry
of a decree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $1,000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part
that the good portion be separated from the bad portion and the bad portion
destroyed.

HowArp M. Gorr, Secretary of Agriculture.

12706. Adulteration and misbranding of ground coriander seed. U. S. v,
Isidor Wertheimer and Isaac Wertheimer (I. Wertheimer & Son).
Pleas of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No. 15264, 1, S. No. 5101-t.)

On December 8, 1921, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district an information against
Isidor Wertheimer and Isaac Wertheimer, trading as I. Wertheimer & Sou,
New York, N. Y., alleging shipment by said defendants, in violation of the food
and drugs act, on April 30, 1920, from the State of New York into the State
of Massachusetts, of a quantity of ground coriander seed which was adulterated
and misbranded. The article was labeled in part: “ Pure Ground Coriander
Seed * * * From I, Wertheimer & Son * * * New York.”

Analysis of a sample of the article by the Bureau of Chemistry of this
department showed that it contained 0.16 per cent of volatile extractive
soluble in ether.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reasoa
that it was sold under and by a name recognized in the United States
Pharmacopeeia and differed from the standard of strength, quality, and purity
as determined by the test laid down in said pharmacopeia, official at the time
of investigation, in that it yielded volatile extractive soluble in ether in the
proportion of sixteen hundredths of 1 per cent, whereas the said pharmacopceia
provides that coriander seed shall yield not less than five tenths of 1 per cent
of volatile extractive soluble in ether, and the standard of the strength,
quality, and purity of the article was not declared on the container thereof.
Adulteration was alleged for the further reason that coriander seed of inferior
quality had been substituted for pure ground coriander seed, which the article
purported to be, and for the further reason that a valuable constituent of
the article had been in part abstracted.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, to wit, “ Pure
Ground Coriander Seed,” borne on the barrels containing the article, was
false and misleading in that it represented that the said article consisted
wholly of pure ground coriander seed; and for the further reason that it was
labeled as aforesaid so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser into the
belief that it consisted wholly of pure ground coriander seed, whereas, in truth
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