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the purchaser when applied to pectin jellies colored with fruit juice and con-
taining added tartaric acid, and manufactured by a firm other than the H. D.

TLee Mercantile Co. Misbranding of the preserves was alleged for the reason

that the statements, “Apple,” * Strawberry,” “ Raspberry,” ‘ Blackberry,”

“ Cherry.” “Peach,” and “Pineapple,” as the case might be, and * Pectin,”

horne on the labels, were false and misleading and deceived and misled the

purchaser.

On March 26, 1925, the Goodwin Preserving Co., Louisville, Xy., claimant,
having admitted the allegations of the libel and having consented to the entry -
of a decree for the condemnation and forfeiture of the property, judgment
of the court was entered, finding the products misbranded, and it was ordered
by the court that the said products be released to the 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 they
not be sold until salvaged and relabeled under the supervision of this depart-
ment. .

R. W. Dunvrar, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.
14134. Misbranding of meat meal. U. S. v. 1,000 Bags of Meat Meal. Con-
- sent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No, 20724, 1. 8. No. 1069—x. 8. No. W-1836.)

On December 18, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern Dis-
trict of California, 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 condemnation of 1,000 bags of meat meal, remaining in the origi-
nal unbroken packages at San Brancisco, Calif., alleging that the article had
been shipped by the Berg Co., Inc., from Philadelphia, Pa., October 31, 1925, and
transported from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of California, and
charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.
The article was labeled in part: “100 Lbs. Berg’'s 759% Protein Poultry Meat
& Bone Scrap Guaranteed Analysis- Min. Protein 759, * * * Manufac-
tured By The Berg Company Incorporated. Philadelphia, Pa.” ‘

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that the
statements borne on the label “ Min. Protein 75% ” and “ 100 Lbs.” were false
and misleading and deceived and misled the purchaser. Misbranding was
alleged for the further reason that the article was food in package form and
the quantity of the contents was not plainly and conspicuously marked on
the outside of the package. ,

On December 29, 1925, the Hart-Hill Grain Co., San Francisco, Calif., hav-
ing 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 $4,800, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in

part that it be brought into compliance with the law undar the supervision
of this department.

R. W. DunLap, Acting Secretary of Agrioulture. -

14135. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 12 Cubes of Buatter. Consent de-
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released wunder
bond. (F. & D. No. 20197. 1, 8. No. 20132-v. 8. No. W-1735.)

On June 19, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California, 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
ind condemnation of 12 cubes of butter, remaining in the original unbroken
rackages at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped
)y W. E. Turner, from Seattle, Wash., June 13, 1925, and transported from
‘he State of Washington into the State of California, and charging adultera-
ion 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 in part for the said arti-
Jle, and for the further reason that a valuable constituent, namely, milk fat,
1ad been in part abstracted. - .

On June 30, 1925, Fred L. Hilmer Co., San Francisco, Calif., having ap-
jeared as claimant for the property and having consented to the entry of a
lecree, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was ente_red, :?.nd it was
rdered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
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payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $400, conditioned in part that it be brought into conformity with the
law under the supervision of this department.

R. W. DunLap, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14136. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 14 Cubes of Butter. Consent de-
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 20166. . I. S, No. 20130-v. 8. No. W-1732.) .

On June 18, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California, 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 condemnation of 14 cubes of butter, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at- San Francisco, Calif., consigned by the -Bradner Co.,
Seattle, Wash., alleging that the article had been shipped from Seattle, Wash.,
June 11, 1925, 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 butterfat had been substituted wholly or in part for
the said article, and for the further reason that a valuable constituent, namely,
butterfat, had been in part abstracted.

On June 30, 1925, the Fred L. Hilmer 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, conditioned in part that it be brought into conformity with the
law under the supervision of this department.

R. W. Dunvrap, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14137. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 48 Cubes of Butter. Consent de-
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Produect released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 20238. 1. S, No. 20134—-v, 8. No. W-1738.)

On June 20, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
California, 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 condemnation of 48 cubes of butter, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at San Francisco, Calif.,, alleging that the article had been
shipped by the Henningson Produce Co., from Three Forks, Mont., June 12,
1925, and transported from the State of Montana into the State of California,
and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The said
cubes were rubber stamped “ Bozeman, Mont., Bozeman Cry, Co.” .

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 for the further reason that a valuable constituent, namely, milk
fat, had been in part abstracted.

On July 2, 1925, the Bozeman Creamery Co., Bozeman, Mont.,, having ap-
peared 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 produet be released to the said- claimant upon
payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $2,750, in conformity with section 10 of the act.

R. W. DuNLap, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

14138, Misbranding of butter. V. S. v. Swift & Co. Plea of guilty. FKine,
$100. (F. & D. No. 19694. 1. S. No. 23452-v.)

On November 28, 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 an information against
Swift & Co., a corporation, trading at Portland, Oreg., alleging shipment by
said company, in violation of the food and drugs act as amended, on or
about May 29, 1925, from the State of Oregon into the State of Wash-
ington, of a quantity of butter in tins which was misbranded. The tins
were labeled in part: ¢ Brookfield Creamery Butter 2 Lbs. Net Weight Swift
& Company, U. S. A



