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18751. Adulteration and misbranding of buiter.  U..S, v. Swift & Co. Plea
‘of guilty. Fine, $100. (F & D. No. 25028 .1. 8. Nos. 026932 026933)

Samples of butter from the shlpments herein described. havmg heen: «found
deficient in butterfat and short weight, the Secretary of - Agriculture: reported
the matter to the United States attorney for the Middle District of--Alabama.

On August 4, 1930, the United States attorney filed in the Distriet- Court of
the United States for the district aforesaid:an informatjon. against. Swift &
Co., a corporatmn, trading at Montgomery Ala., alleging shipment by said
_company, in violation of the.food and drugs: act-as amended in part on or about
November, 25, 1929, and in part on or. about.December. 4, 1929 from the State
of Alabama into the State of Louisiana, -of. quant1t1es of butter ‘which ; was

.adulterated and mxsbranded The article was labeled in; part (Carton) s Belle
Monte Butter * * - Full Weight One Pound.” :

It was alleged in the information that the article was adulterated in; that a
substance containing less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had been sub-
stltuted for butter, a product which must eontain not. less than .80 per.cent by

iwelght of milk fat as, required by the act of Congress of March 4, 1923 Whrch
the said artlcle purported to be. ., .
' Mlsbrandmg was, alleged for the reason that the statement to w1t “ Full
and. mlsleadmg in that the sald statement represented that e‘rch of the said
cartons contained 1 pound ‘of butter; and for the further reason that the article
“was labeled as aferesaid so as to decewe and mislead the.purchaser into . the
beliéef that each of the cartons contained 1 pound of butter; whereas each of
said cartons did not contain 1 pound of butter, but did contam in each of a
number thereof, less than 1 pound Mlsbrandmg was, alleged for the further
_reason that the article was foed in-package ferm and the guantity- ef the con-
tents was not plainly and conspicuously: marked. on-the outS1de of the package,
-since the packages contained less than represented. -

On August 24, 1931, a plea of guilty to-the information was entered on behalf

-0f the defendant -company, and the court impesed a fine of.§100. .-

ARTH_UR M. HyDE, Secretdry of Agrwulture

18752. Adulteration of butter. U. S. 30 Tubs of Butter. Decree of con-
© ‘demnation and forteitnre Product released under bond (F & D.
. .No. 26764. I. 8.-No. 30544. 'S. No. 4819.

Samples of butter from the shipment herein descrlbed having been found to
contain less than 80 per- cent of milk ‘fat, the standard provided by’ Congress
- the . Secretary of Agriculture reported -the: matte1 to the United- States attoxnev

for the District of Massachusetts. :
On June 12, 1931, the United States attomey ﬁled in the District Court of the
United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and - condemna-
- tion.of 30 ‘tubs :of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages ‘at' Bos-
ton, Mass., consigned June 3, 1931, alleging that the article had been ‘shipped
by’ the Sugar ‘Creek Creamery Co., from Pana, Ill; and had’ been transgported
-from the State of Illinois inte the State of Massachusetts and ehargmg adultera-

hon in violation of the food:and drugs act
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It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a product
containing less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for
butter, which the said article purported to be, the act of Congress approved
March 4, 1923, providing} that butter contain not less than 80 per cent by weight

of milk fats:; icarie b G gt o ST VAT ST

On July 9, 1931, the Sugar Creek Creameéry Co., Pana, Iil, claimant, having
admitted the allegations;of the:libel, 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 costs and the execution of a bond in the
Sum of $1,000, conditioned in part that it should not be sold or otherwise dis-
Ddsed oF conirary 1o, th Federatfood: A -Afugs act ani 'ofher ‘existing Taws ;
and it was further ordered by the court that the product be reworked under
the supervision of this department so.that it .contain at least 80 per cent of

butterfat.

) . A

- ARTHUR'M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18753. Adulteration of butter.” 'U."‘SZ'“v;"’Forty 30-Pound Cases of Butter,
Quarters. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod-
.- mct released under bond. (F. & D. No. 27125.. L 8, No. 34107. S. No.

4900.)
w+:Samples-of butter from the shipment herein described having been found- to
containh-less than 80 per cent of milk fit, the standard provided by Congress,
-the-Beeretary of .Agriculture reported the matter to the United States attorney
for-the Southern District of New York, -~ -~ =~ - - o s
On July 8,:1931, the United States atterney filed in the District Court of the

“United States:for the district aforesaid & libel praying seizure and condemna-
“tion -of forty 80-pound- cases of butter, quarters, remaining in the original un-
“broken packages at-New York, N. Y., alleging’ that the article had been shipped@
‘by-Paul A. Schulze Co.,-fromSt. Louis, Mo., June 17, 1931, into the State of
-New York, and charging adulteration in’ viélation of: the food and drugs sact. -

- It was alleged 'in‘'the libel that the article was adulterated 'in 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 cent of milk fat as
“provided by law, - . :

- David W. Lewis & Co. (Inc.), agent for Paul A., Schulze Co., St. Louis, Mo.,
interposed a claim for the product and admitted the allegations of the libel,
consented to'the entry of a decree, and agreed that the product be reconditioned
so that it contain at least 80 per cent of butterfat. On J uly 15, 1931, 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 costs and the
deposit of $§500, or the execution of a bond in like sum, conditioned in part that
it be reworked and reprocessed so that it comply with the law, and that it
should not -be-disposed of until examined and approved by this department.

ARTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

18754. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 54 Tubs of Butter. Consent decree
of condemnation. and forfeiture. Product released wunder bond.

: (F. & D. No, 27127. 1. S. No. 33950. 8. No. 4874.) ’

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 Southern District of New York. -

On or about June 23, 1931, the United States attorney filed in the District
Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 54 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been ‘shipped -by Northwest
Dairy Forwarding Co., Duluth, Minn. (acting for Cushing Creamery, Cushing,
Minn.), on June 13, 1931, into the State of New York, and charging adulteration
in violation of the food and drugs act. : _— A S

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a product
containing less than 80 per cent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for
butter, a product which should eontain not less than 80 per eent of milk fat as.
provided by law, Co . Co e i

.Thomas V. Kowalski, agent for the Cushing ~Creamery Co., ‘Cushing, Minn.,
interposed a claim for the product and admitted -the allegations of the libel,
consented to the entry of a decree, and agreed that the produet be reconditioned
so that it contain at least 80 per cent of butterfat. On June 25, 1931, 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 costs and



