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‘On March 31, 1928 Sw1ft & Co., New York, N. Y., clalmant havmg admltted
the - allegations of the hbel and h‘wmg 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 $1,200,
conditioned in part that the good portion be separated from the bad portion
ghd - the latter destroyed .or denatured. .

W M." JARDINE’ Sew‘etaw of Agmcultwe

1'5671. dulteratxon and misbran(llng of butter U S v.- 10 Tubs of Butter
' - .Consent decree: of condemnation and forfeiture. Produet re-
leased undex bond. (F. & D. No. 22663. 1. 8. No. 24380-x. S, No. 634.)

,,,,,

On March. 2, 1928; the United States attorney for the Southern ‘District of
New York, acting upon a report by the Se01etary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure
and condemnation of 10 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at New York, N. Y. alleging that the’ artlcle had been shlpped by
the Portland Creamery Co., from Portland, N. Dak., on or about February 20,
1928, and transported from the State of North Dakota into the State of New
York and charging adulteration and mlsbrandmg in violation of the food
and drugs act.

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

. Misbranding -was alleged for the reason that the article was offered for

ale under the distinctive name of another article.

On March 8, 1928, the Portland Creamery Co., Portland, N. Dak claimant,
having 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 $300, conditioned in part that it be reworked so as to contain at
least 80 per cent of butterfat.

: , o : ' W. M. JarpiNe, Secretary of Agriculture.

15672. Adulteration of figs. U. S. v. 37 Cases of Dried Tigs, et al. Default

i decrees of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D.
Nos.' 22368, 22369, 22370, 22377. I. 8. Nos. 17685-x, 17686-x, 17687—Xx,
17688—x, 17689-—x 17692——x 17693—x. 'S. Nos. 423, 434, ‘445,

On January 11, 12, and 17, 1928, respectively, the United States attorney for
the Northern District of ‘California, acting upon reports by the Secretary of
Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said district
Iibels praying Seizure -and condemnation of 92 cases of figs, remaining in the
original unbroken packages at San Francisco, Calif.,, consigned by Lekas &
Drivas, New York, N. Y., in part October 10, 1927, and in part October 11, 1927,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce from New
York, N. Y., into the State of California, and charging adulteration in viola-
tion of the food and drugs act. The articles were labeled, in part, variously:
“Product of Greece L. & D. New York Choice Calamata Figs Crop 1927 Lekas
& Drivas Calamata;” “ Choice Cross Figs Crosses * * * JTekas & Drivas
Calamata ;” “ Choice Cross Figs Crosses * * * T, & D. New York;” “ Choice
Calamata Figs Crop 1927 Calamata Order of Lekas and Drivas;” “ E’roduct of
Greece * * * (Crosses L. & D. New York Choice Calamata Flgs 1927 Crop
Lekas & Drivas;” “ Calamata Figs Crop 1927 Product of Greece Lekas & Drivas
New York;” “Product of Greece * * * Tekas & Drivas New York.”

It was alleged in the libels that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable substance.

On April 9, 1928, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgments
of Condemnatlon and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered by the court
thnt the product be destroyed by the United States marshal. ‘

W. M. JArDINE, Secretary of Agriculture.

15673. Adulteration and alleged misbranding of butter. VU. S. v. 54 Boxes
of Butter, et al. Consent decrees of condemnation and forfei-
ture. Product released under bond. (F. & D. Nos. 22665, 22666,
22689. 1. 8. Nos. 17730-%x, 17731-x, 17797-x. S. Nos. 668, 679, 698.)
On or about March 1, 6, and 13, 1928, respectively, the United. States attorney

for the Southern District of California, acting upon reports by the Secretary
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of Agriculture, filed in the District Court of the United States for said dis-
trict libels praying seizure and condemnation of 135 boxes of butter, remaining
in the original unbroken packages at Los Angeles, Calif., consigned by the
Delta Valley Creamery Co., Delta, Utal, a:leging that the artic.e had been
shipped in interstute commerce from Deita, Utuh, into the State of California,
in various consignments, on or about February 25, February 28, and March 6,
1928, respectively, and charging adulteratlon and misbranding in violation of
the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libels that the article was adulterated in that a product
containing less than 80 per cent of milk. fat had been substituted for butter.

Misbranding .was alleged with respect to a portion of the product for the
reason that the statement “ Butter” was false and misleading, as the article
contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. Misbranding was alleged with
respect to the remainder of the product in that a product consisting of butter
and water had been substituted for butter and in that the statement “ Butter”
was false and misleading, as the article contained less than 80 per cent of milk
fat.

On March 5, 6, and 14, 1928, respectively, the Delta Valley Creamery Co.,
Delta, Utah, claimant, having admltted the allegations of the libels and thln”
consented to the entry of decrees, judgments were entered finding the product
adulterated and ordering its condemnation and forfeiture, and it was furiher
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 bonds totaling
$2,500, conditioned in part that it be reconditioned under the supervision of
this department.

W. M. JArDpINE, Seoretary of Agriculture.

1567 4 Adulteration of dried figs. U. S. v. 40 Cases of Dried Figs, et alk
Default decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruvcticon. (I,
& D. No. 22372 1. 8. Nos. 17690—x, 17691-x. 8. No. 440.)

On January 13, 1928, 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 seizure and
condemnation of 45 eases of dried figs, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at San Francisco, Calif., alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce from I \IeWFYork N. Y., into the State of California, on or
about October 10, 1927, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and
drugs act. The product was labeled in part: “P J S San Francisco Extra
String Figs Grown in Greece P. J Spiropoulos Kalamata. Crop 1927” and
“ Selected Cross Figs Crop 1927 Grown in Greece P. J. Spiropoulos Calamata.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
wholly or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable substance.

On April 9, 1928, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment of
condemmnation 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.

15670 Adnltexation ‘of 1nuﬂin ﬁgs U.. 8. v. 3061 C'lseﬁ, et al.,, of Mufiin
. - Figs. Default decrees of condenlnﬂ,tlon, forfeiitnre, and destruc-
tion., (F. & D. Nos 22385 22386 “I. 8. Nas. 13155—x 1315G—x 13157 X.

S. Nos 460, 461.) -

On J anuary 23, 1928, ‘the Umted Stites attorney for the Dis trmt of G)loxddo,
acting* upon reports by the ‘Secretary :of Agmtulture filed in the Dis'rict Court
of the Dnlted States for gaid ‘district-libels praying seizure and condemnation
of 65% ‘cases of ‘muffin figs, Temaining in the -original unbroken paekages at
Denver, Colo., consigned by the Sunland Sales Cooperative Assoc., Fresho, Calif,,
alleging that the article had been’shipped from Fresno, Calif., m various lots,
on or abéut NovemBer 11, 27; and 28:and December 27, 1927, respectively, and
transported from the. State of.GCalifdrnia into the State of Colorado, and charg-
mg adulteration in viclation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled
in part:-“ Blue Ribbon ‘Brand Muffin Figs Produced and Packed by - Califernia
Peach and’ Fig Growers Assocmtlon LA - Fresno, . _Callf” E

It was alleged in_the. libels that the arhcle was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in. whole or in part of a:filthy, decomposed or putrid veoetable substanee

On_April 4 and 5, 1928, respectlvely, no claimant having appeared for the
property, judgments of condemnatlon and forfeiture were entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be’ destroyed by the United Smtes
marshal. ‘
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W. M. JARDINE, Secretary of Agricultwre.



