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attorney for the District of Minnesota filed libels against 213 cases of canned
shrimp at St. Paul, Minn. . It was alleged in the libels filed in the District
of Minnesota, that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce by the
Biloxi Canning & Packing Co., of Biloxi, Miss., in part from Biloxi, Miss., on
or about June 27, 1933, and in part from New Orleans,' La., on or about July
1, 1933. The records indicate that the lot seized at Cincinnati, Ohio, was also-
shipped by the Biloxi Canning & Packing Co., from Biloxi, Miss., on or about:
July 19, 1933. The article was labeled in part: “ B C P Brand [or “ Fountain’s:
Choice Brand ” or “ Biloxi Miss Brand ] Shrimp * * * Packed by Biloxi
Canning & Packing Co., Inc., Biloxi, Miss.”

The libels charged that the article was adulterated in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act in that it consisted in part of a decomposed animal substance.

On October 3, 5, and 14, 1933, no claimant having appeared.for the- property,
judgments of condemnation were entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

M. L. WILsSON, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

21686. Adulteration of tullibees. U. S. v. 4 Boxes of Tullibees. Decfaunlt
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destraction. . & D.
no. 31304. Sample no. 45975-A.) ~

This case involved a shipment of tullibees that were infested with parasitic
worms. .

On September 26, 1933, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seizure and condemmnation of four boxes of
tullibees at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about September 19, 1933, by B. Arneson, from Wiarroad, Minn.,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance. Adulteration was
alleged for the further reason that the article consisted of portions of animals
unfit for food.

On November 13, 1933, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure,

21687. Adulteration of huckleberries. U. §. v. A Quantity of Huckleber-
T ries. Defaunlt decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D.
no. 31171. Sample nos. 42663—-A, 50254-A.)

This case involved a shipment of huckleberries that were filthy or decomposed.

On September 11, 1933, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the diss
frict court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of a quantity of huckle-
berries at Cincinnati, Ohio, consigned by H. A. (or H. E.) Roudabush, alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about August
7, 8, and 9, 1933, from Shenandoah, Va., and charging adulteration in violation
of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “H. A. Roudabush
- [or “ H. E. Roudabush ”] Shenandoah, Va.”

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it com-
sisted in whole or in part of a putrid, filthy, and decomposed vegetable
Substance. :

On October 17, 1933, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment was entered nunc pro func, as of September 18, 1933, ordering that the
product be condemned and destroyed._

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture,

21688. Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. Sugar Creek Creamery Co. Plea
of guilty. Fine, $200. (F. & D. no. 30156. Sample nos. 85035—4, 8506—4.)

Sample packages of butter taken from the shipment on which this case was
based were found to contain less than 1 pound. the labeled weight.

Oun June_2, 1933, the United States attorney for the Southeru District of
Indiana, acting upon a report by the Seecretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Sugar Creek Creamery Co., a corpara-
tion, trading at Evansville, Ind., alleging shipment by said company in viola-
tion of the ¥ood and Drugs Act as amended, on or about August 13. 1932, from
the State of Indiana into the State of Pennsylvania, of a quantity of butter =




