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13673. Adulterati;)no(lylfdgglt;:: onUas'dvf 8 tCl;bes, et al., of Butter. Consent
i -
bosr® (R BTN T AN (RO gy wnaer

On July 8, 1925, the Unlted States attorney for the Northern District of
California, actmg upon a report by the Secretary of Agrlculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 16 cubes of butter, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at San Francisco, Calif., consigned by the Fernwood Dairy, Portland,
Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped from Portland, Oreg., June 26,
1925, and transported from the State of Oregon into the State of Callfornla
and chargmv adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The artlcle
was labeled in part: (Shipping tag) ‘“Fernwood Dairy * * * Portland,
Oregon.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance deficient in milk fat had been substituted in part for the said article,
and in that a valuable constituent, namely, milk fat, had been in part ab-
stracted therefrom.

On July 21, 1925, the Wilsey, Bennett Co., San Francisco, Calif., having
appeared as claimant for the property 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 $500, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

R. W. DunNLAp, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13674. Adualteration of shell"egg‘s. U. S. v. 10 Cases of Eggs. Consent de~
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 20362. I. S. No. 1402-x. 8. No. C—4789.)

On July 23, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the Dis-
triet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and
condemnation of 10 cases of eggs, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Hastings
Poultry Co., from Hastings, Nebr., July 18, 1925, and transported from the
State of Nebraska into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration in viola-
tion of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in substance in the libel for the reason
that it consisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.

During July, 1925, the Hastings Poultry Co., Hastings, Nebr., 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 eggs be candled under the supervision of this department and the bad
portion destroyed.

R. W. DunLap, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

13675. Adulteration and misbranding of prepared mustard. U. S. v. 25
Cases of Prepared Mustard. Default decree of condemnation, for~
%&ii?gg,) and destruction. (I' & D. No. 20062, 1. S. No. 23321~v. 8. No.

On May 4, 1925, the United States attorney for the District of Oregon, 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 25 cases of prepared mustard, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at Portland, Oreg., alleging that the article had been shipped by
the Gladbrook Mustard Factory, from Wilmington, Calif.,, on or about March
14, 1925, and transported from the State of California 1nto the State of Oregon,
and char"mg adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs
act. The article was labeled in part: (Bottle) “ Gladbrook Prepared Salad
II\dustard * * % @Gladbrook Mustard Factory Long Beach Calif. & Gladbrook,

owa.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that added
mustard bran had been mixed and packed with and substituted in part for the
said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the designation “ Salad Mus-
tard ” was ‘alse and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser when



