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Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement, ‘ Pure Juice of
the Loganberry’, appearing on the case and also appearing in large con-
spicuous type on contrasting background on the bottle label, were false and
misleading, and for the further reason that the article was labeled as aforesaid
80 as to deceive and mislead the purchaser, in that the said statements repre-
sented that the article consisted solely of pure juice of the loganberry, whereas
it consisted in part of undeclared, added water and added sugar that was
declared on the label in a manner not readily noticeable in faint type on non-
contrasting background. Misbranding was alleged for the further reason that
the article was offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article.
~ On December 15, 1932, pleas of guilty to the information were entered on
behalf of the defendant company and by the officers individually, and the court
‘imposed a fine of $2.

R. G. TuewEeLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20509. Adulteration and misbranding of Swiss cheese. U. S. v. 21 Tuabs
and 9 Tubs of Swiss Cheese. Consent decree of condemnation and
forfeiture. Product released under bond to be used in making
‘{)41’2%02%5 cheese. (F. & D. no. 29200. Sample nos. 4394-A, 4400-A, 4424-A,

Samples taken from the Swiss cheese involved in this case showed that some
of the cheese was deficient in fat.

On or about November 9, 1932, the United States attorney for the Northern
District of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel
praying seizure and condemnation of 30 tubs of Swiss cheese at Chicago, Iil.,
alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce in part on or
about August 26, 1932, and in part on or about August 28, 1932, by Carl Marty,
fiom Monroe, Wis., to Chicago, Ill., and charging adulteration and misbranding
in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled, “ From Carl
Marty Monroe Wis. ”, and was invoiced as Swiss cheese.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in fat had been substituted in part for Swiss cheese, which the article
purported to be.

Misbranding of the article was alleged for the reason that it was offered for
sale under the distinctive name of another article. :

On December 22, 1932, Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and 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 costs and the
execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it should not be
sold or disposed of contrary to the provisions of the Food and Drugs Act and
all other laws. The decree further provided that the product might be used in
the manufacture of pasteurized process cheese,

R. G. TueWELL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

20510. Adulteration of Swiss cheese. U. 8, v. 3 Tubs, et al., of Swiss Cheese.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released
under bond to be used in making process cheese. (F. & D. nos.
29193, 29194. Sample nos. 4393-A, 4398-A, 4399-A, 4421-A, 4422-A))

Samples taken from the Swiss cheese involved in these cases showed that
some of the cheese was deficient in fat.

On or about November 9, 1932, the United States attorney for the Northern
District of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the District Court of the United States for the district aforesaid a libel pray-
ing seizure and condemnation of 18 tubs of Swiss cheese at Chicago, Ill., alleg-
ing that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce, in part on or
about August 10, August 17, and August 23, 1932, in part by N. Dorman & Co.,
and in part by the Abplanalp Co., respectively, from Monroe, Wis., to Chicago,
I1l., and charging adulteration 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 fat had been substituted in part for Swiss cheese, which the
article purported to be.

On December 22, 1932, Swift & Co., Chicago, Ill., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the libel and 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 costs and the



