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ordered by the -court that the product be released to the said.claimant to be
reprocessed under the supervision of this department upon payment:of costs
and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it should
not be sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and
~drugs act and other existing laws.

ABTHURV M. Hyog, Secretary of Agriculiure. -

18638. Adulieration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 30 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture., Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 27140. I. 8. No. 40578. 8. No. 5129.)

Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found to
contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois, : : :

On August 12, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condem-
nation of 30 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages :at
Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Madison ‘Dairy
Produce Co., from Madison, Wis.,- July 30, 1931, and had been transported from
the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and
misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. - '

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to re-
duce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been
substituted in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further
reason that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less th
80 per cent of butterfat. Lo

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold, shipped,
.and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the said article
contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. ' o

. On or about August 26, 1931, Coyne & Nevins Co. (Inc.), Chicago, Il., claim-
ant, 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 to
be reworked under the supervision of this department, upon payment of :costs
and the execution of a bond in the sum-of $1,000, conditioned that it should not
be sold or otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act
and other existing laws.

ArrTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary: of Agriculture-. ,

18639. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. -U. S. v. 8 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
. ander bond: (F. & D. No. 27112. 1 S. No. 36328. 8. No. 4940.)

Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found to
contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois. : ' .

On or about July 1, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District Court
of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of eight tubs of butter, remaining in the origiral unbroken packages
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Wisconsin
Valley Dairy Products Co., from Wisconsin Rapids, Wis,; June 22, 1931, and had
been transported from the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and
charging adultération and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce and
lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been substituted
in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further reason
that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less than 80 per
<cent of butterfat. ' Lo

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold, shipped,
and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that the said article
contained less than 80 per cent of milk fat. S e

On July 8, 1931, Gallagher Bros., Chicago, Ill., claimant, having admitted the
allegations of the libel and having censented 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 to be reprocessed under the
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supervision of this department, upon payment of costs and the execution of a
bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it should not be sold or otherwise
disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act and other existing laws,

" ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18640. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. VU. S. v.10 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond. (F. & D. No. 27111, I. 8, No. 36349. 8. No. 4983.)
_ Samples of butter from the shipment herein described having been found to
contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois.
On July 8, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the D1str1ct Court of the
United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and condemna-
tion of 10 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages at Chi-
cago, 11, alleging that the article had been shipped by the De Soto Creamery
Co., from De Soto, Wis,, June 29, 1931, and had been transported from the
State of Wisconsin. into the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration and mis-
branding in violation of the food and drugs act.
It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to
reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been
substituted in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the fur-
“ther reason .that the article was deficient in butterfat, since it contained less
than 80 per cent of butterfat.

.. Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold, shipped,
and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading, since the article con-
tained ‘less than 80 per cent of milk fat,

On July 9, 1931, the H. C. Christians Co., Chlcago, Ill., claimant, having ad-
mitted the allegatxons of the libel and havmg 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 to be reprocessed
under the supervision of this department, upon payment of costs and the execu-
tion. of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned in part that it should not be
sold or .otherwise disposed of contrary to the Federal food and drugs act ang
all other existmg laws,

ARTHUR M. HYDE. Secretary of Agriculture.

18641, Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v.13 Tubs, et al., of
Butter. Consent decrees of condemnation and forfeiture. Product
released under bond. (F. & D. Nos. 27110, 27172, 1. 8. Nos. 36342,
37112, 8. Nos. 4955, 4978.)

Samples of butter from the shipments herein described having been found to
contain less than 80 per cent of milk fat, the standard provided by Congress,
the Secretary of Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois. '

On July 3 and July 9, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid libels praying seizure and
condemnation of 26 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Hastriter
Creamery Co., from McPherson, Kans., June 25, 1981, and had been transported
from: the State of Kansas into the State of Ilhnms and charging adulteration
.and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act

. It was alleged in the libels that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce
and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength, and had been sub-
stituted in part for the said article. Adulteration was alleged for the further
reason that the article was deficient in butterfat, in that it contained less
than 80 per cent of butterfat.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article had been sold, shipped,
and labeled as butter, which was false and misleading in that it contamed less
than 80 per cent of milk fat,

On July 138 and July 17, 1931, the Peter Fox Sons Co., and C. H, Weaver & Co.,
both of Chicago, Il1., havmg appeared as claimants for respectwe portions of the
property and havmg admitted the allegations of the libel and eonsented to the
entry of decrees, judgments. of condemnation and forfeiture were: ‘entered, and
it'was ordered by the court that the product be released to the claimants to be



