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.conspicuously marked on the outside of the packages in terms of hqmd meas—!

ure, said article being a liquid.

On July 13, 1926, James T. Mary, Lafayette, La., having appeared as clalmant
for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and
it was ordered by the court that the product be released to ‘the said clalmant
upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond ' in
the sum of $1,000, conditioned in part that it be relabeled so as to show that
it consists of sirup and commercial glucose,.

W. M. JarpiINE, Secretary of Agrzculture.'

«

14485, Adulteration and misbranding of raspberry jam. TU. S. v. 233 Cases
of Raspberry Jam. Consent decree of forfeiture entered. Prod-
gcgoggl)eased to claimunt- (F. &D No. 19868. I. 8. No. 22892—v ~ 8. No,

On March 4, 1925, the United States attorney for the Eastern Dlstrlct of

Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

District Court of the Un:.ted States for said district a libel praying seizuré

and condemnation of 233 cases of raspberry jam, remaining in the original

unbroken packages at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped

by the Hudson Valley Pure Food Co., Highland, N. Y., on or about December G,

1924, and transported from the State of New York into the State of Missouri,

and charging adulteration and misbran_dmg in violation of the food and drugs

act. The article was labeled in part: “ Ballardvale Brand Pure Raspberry

Jam Distributed by United Drug Company Boston, Mass.” )

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance, excessive sugar, had been mixed and packed therewith so as to
reduce, lower or 1n3ur10usly affect its quality and strength and had been
substituted wholly or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement * Pure Rasp-‘

berry Jam,” borne on the label, was false and misleading and deceived and
misled the purchaser, and for the further reason that 1t Was oﬁered for sale
under the distinctive name of another article, -~ - T -

On May 5, 1925, the United Drug Co., St. Louis, Mo ‘claimant, having ad-
mitted the allegatlone of the libel and having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be released to the said claimant upon_the filing of a certificate

that it had been relabeled in compliance with the law, and it was further'

<ordered that the claimant pay the costs of the proceedings.
W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agri'oulture.
14486. Adulteration of sweet potatoes. U, S. v. 55 Cases of Sweet Potafoes.

Default decree of destruction entered. (F. & D. No 20986. I. S No
690-x. S. No. W-1945.)

On March 27, 1926, the United States attorney for the Southern Dlstrlct 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 seizure and
-condemnation of 55 cases of sweet potatoes, at San Pedro, Calif., alleging that
on or about March 27, 1926, J. C. Riley, Los Angeles, Calif,, had delivered the
article for shipment in interstate commerce into the State of Virginia, and
charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was
labeled in part: “ Barbara Brand Distributed By Purity Produce. Corp., Los
Angeles, Calif.” ' '

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

On May 15, 1926, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
was entered, finding the product adulterated and ordering that it be destroyed
by the United States marshal.

W. M. Jarpine, Secretary of Agriculture.

14487. Adulteration and misbranding of hutter. U. S. v. Herschel M. John-
son (Johnson Creamery Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, $100. (T, & D.
No. 19320. I. S. Nos, 18838-v, 18839—v, 18841-v, 18843-v.)

On February 24, 1925, the United States attorney for the Eastern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district an information against
Herschel M. Johnson, trading as the Johnson Creamery Co., Stewardson, Iil,,
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alle"mg shipment by said defendant, in violation of the food and drugs act

in various consignments, on or about July 11 and 15, 1924, respectively, from:’

the State of Illinois into the State of Missouri, of quantities of butter which
was adulterated and misbranded. A . portion of the article was labeled in
part: “The Clover Blossom Brand” (or “Country Maid Highest Quality ")
“ Fancy Creamery Butter * * * Johnson Creamery Co. Stewardson

Illinois.” 'The remainder of the said article was labeled in part -“ Pure

Butter.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the information for the reason
that a product deficient in milk fat had been substituted for butter, which
the said article purported to be, and for the further .reason that a product
containing less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had been substituted

for butter, a product which should contain not less than 80 per eent by welght :

of milk fat as prescribed by the act of March 4, 1923.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, to _th,_
“ Creamery Butter ” and ‘ Pure Butter,” borne on the respective labels, were
false and misleading, in that the said statements represented that the-article
consisted wholly of creamery butter, or pure butter, as the case might be, 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 creamery
butter, or pure butter, as the case might be, whereas it did not so consist
but did consist of a product deficient in milk fat. Misbranding was alleged
for the further reason that the statement, to wit, * Butter,” -borne on the
label, was false and misleading, in that the statement represented that the
article was butter, to wit, a product which should contain not.less than 80
per cent by weight of milk fat, as prescribed by law, Whereas it contamed less
than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat.

On May 19, 1926, the defendant entered a plea of gullty to the mformatwn
and the court imposed a fine of $100.

W M JARDINE, Secretary of Agrwulture

14488. Misbranding of butter. U S, v, 147 Pounds of Butter. Defa.!ilt de- a

eree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destluction. (F. & D. No.
20245. 1. S. No. 24800-v. 8. No. C-4766.) .

On June 23, 1925, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Texas, acting upon "a report by- the -Secretary -of - Agriculturée; “filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 147 pounds of butter, remaining in the original packages
at Dallas, Tex., consigned by the Climax Creamery Co., Shawnee, Okla.,
alleging that the article had been shipped from Shawnee, Okla., on or about
June 16, 1925, and transported from the State of Oklahoma into the State
of Texas, and charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act
as amended. The article was labeled in part: (Carton) ‘“American Beauty
Butter * * * Manufactured By The Chmawr Creamery Co. Shawnee, Okla.
One Pound Net.”

Misbranding of the article was allefred in the libel for the reason that the
statement ‘“ One Pound Net,” borne on the label, was false and misleading
and deceived and misled the purchaser, and for the further reason that it
was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly
and conspicuously m‘trked on the outside of the package, in that the product
was short weight. a

On May 10, 1926, no claimant having. appeared for the propelty, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal,

W. M. JarDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

14489, Misbhbranding of olive oil. U. S. v. 28 Gallon Cans and 13 Half-Gallox
Cans of QOlive 0Oil. Defnult decree of condemnation, forfeiture,
and destruction. (F, & D, No. 20921. I, 8. No. 10489-x. 8. No. W-1907.)

On or about March 11, 1926, the United States attorney for the Western
District of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture,
filed in the Distriet Court of the United States for said district a libel praying
seizure and condemnation of 28 gallon cans -and 13 half-gallon cans of olive
oil, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Seattle, Wash., alleging
that the article had been shipped by A. Giurlani & Bro., from San Fran(:lsco,
Calif., in various consignments, June 28, 1924, Janualv 23, March 21, and
October 16, 1925, respectively, and transported from the State of California
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