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district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 33 bushels of apples
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about October 22, 1935, by A. Trakinsky, from Berrien Springs,
Mich., and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.
The article was labeled: “Winesap Apples C. A. Stover.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poison-
ous and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, in amounts which might
have rendered it injurious to health.

On December 31, 1935, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condem-
nation was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

235492, Adulteration of apples. TU. S. v. 40 Bushels of Apples. Default decree

Z;gsﬁo%d;emnaﬂon and destructien, (F. & D. no. 36742. Sample mno.
This case involved apples which were contaminated with arsenic and lead.
On October 29, 1935, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the dis-
trict court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 40 bushels of apples at
Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce
on or about October 22, 1935, by Alex Kvetkas, from Benton Harbor, Mich.,
and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article
was labeled in part: “Baldwin A. Piontek & Son R-1 Benton Harbor, Mich.”
The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poisonous
and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, in amounts which might have
rendered it injurious to heaith.
On December 31, 1935, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

25493. Adulteration of apples. U. 8. v. 108 Bushels of Apples. Product re-
leased under bond, conditioned that deleterious substances be removed.
(F. & D. no. 36744. Sample no. 49061-B.)

This case involved a shipment of apples which were contaminated with lead
and arsenic.

On or about October 30, 1935, the United States attorney for the Southern
District of Iowa, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed
in the district court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 108 bushels
of apples at Council Bluffs, Jowa, alleging that the article had been transported
in interstate commerce from the P. L. Bristol orchard no. 2, Wathena, Kans.,
by Ralph C. Gaines, on or about October 28, 1935, and charging adulteration
of the Food and Drugs Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained added poison-
ous or deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, which might have rendered
it harmful to health.

On Octoker 81, 1935, Ralph C. Gaines having appeared as claimant, the
apples were ordered released under bond conditioned that they be washed in
order to remove the deleterious substances. On November 20, 1935, the bond
was exonerated, the conditions having been complied with.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

23494, Adulteration of apples. ©U. S. v. 9 Bushels of Apples, Default decree of
condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no. 36749. Sample no. 54981-B.)

This case involved a shipment of apples which were contaminated with
arsenic and lead.

On October 31, 1935, 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 condemnation of 9 bushels of apples
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about October 24, 1935, by J. L. Oppenheim, from Benton Harbor,
Mich,, and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part, “From Horace Baker * * * St Joseph, Mich.”

The article wags alleged to be adulterated.in that it contained added poisonous
and deleterious ingredients, arsenic and lead, in amountg which might have
renderesl it injurious to health.
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- On December 81, 19385, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

25495, Adulteration of cans, U. S, v, 8 Bags of Pecan Nuts. Decree of con-
demnation and destruction. ( D. no. 36755. Sample no. 56453-B.)

This case Invelved pecan nuts which were in part moldy, shriveled, rancid,
and wormy.

On December 10, 1935, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of Ohio, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the dis-
trict court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of three bags of pecans
at Cincinnati, Ohio, consigned on or about November 30, 1935, alleging that the
article had been shipped In interstate commerce by the Natmnal Pecan Co.
from Albany, Ga. and charging adulteratlon in violation of the: Food and
Drugs Act.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid vegetable substance.

On December 23, 1935, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tlon was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

25496. Misbranding of butter. U, S. v. 11 Boxes of Buiter. Default decree of
condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no. 36756. Sample no. 28675-B.)

This case involved a shipment of butter which contained less than 80 percent
by weight of milk fat, the standard for butter prescribed by Congress.

On October 26, 1935, the United States attorney for the Western District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel praying seiznre and condemnation of 11 boxes of butter
at Pittsburgh, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about October 23, 1935, by the Gray & White Co., from Tiffin,
Ohio, and charging misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The
article was labeled in part: “Gold Creek Butter, A. L. B. brand.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement “Butter” on
the label was false and misleading, since it contained less than 80 percent of
milk fat.

On November 20, 1835, no claimant having appeared, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsow, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

25497. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. TU. S. v. 9 Cases and 12 Pounds
of Butter, Default decree of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D.
no. 36757. Sample nos. 29904—B, 29906-B.)

This case Involved butter, samples of which were found to contain mold,
fragments of insects, hair, maggots, and other extraneous matter. The product
was also deficlent in milk fat and was short in weight.

On October 29, 1935, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Alabama, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court a libel (subsequently amended) praying seizure and condemnation
of 9 cases and 12 pounds of butter at Birmingham, Ala., alleging that the article
had been shipped in iInterstate commerce on or about October 7, 1935, by the
Rosemary Creamery, from Atlanta, Ga., and charging adulteration and mis-
branding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended. The article was
labeled In part: (Carton) “Rosemary Pasteurized Process Butter, 1 1b. Net,
Manufactured by Rosemary Creamery * * * Atlanta, Georgia”; (wrapper)
“Net Weight Not Less Than 2 ozs. When Packed.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in
part of a fllthy and decomposed animal substance. Adulteration was alleged for
the further reason that a product containing less than 80 percent by weight
of milk fat had been substituted for butter, a product which should contain not
less than 80 percent of milk fat as required by the act of March 4, 1923.

" Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements, “Butter”, “1 Ib.
Net”, and “Net Weight Not less than 2 ozs. when packed”, were false and mis-
leading and deceived and misled the purchaser; and for the further reason -
that it was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not



