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. 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 October 2, 1936, no claimant appearing, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsonN, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

26559. Adulteration of currants. U, S, v. 15 Crates of Currants. Default decreee
of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no. 38098. Sample nos.
5811—-C, 6305-C.)

This case involved currants that were contaminated with arsenic and lead.

On July 21, 1936, 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 15 crates of currants
at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate com-
merce on or about July 14, 1936, by the E. P. Johnson Co., from Shelby, Mich.,
and charging adulteration inm violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

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

On_October 2, 1936, no claimant appearing, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLson, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26560. Adulteration of currants. U. S. v. 7 Crates of Currants. Default decree
of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. no. 88099. Sample no. 6311-C.)

This case involved currants that were contaminated with arsenic and lead.

On or about July 23, 1936, 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 seven crates
of currants in Chicago, Ill, alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce on or about July 16, 1936, by Northern Fruit Co., from
Ludington, Mich., and charging adulteration in violation of the Food and
Drugs Act.

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 October 2, 1936, no claimant appearing, judgment of condemnation was
entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WILsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26561, Adulteration of crab meat. U. S..v. One Barrel, et al, of Crab Meat.
Default decrees of condemnation and destruction. (F. & D. nos. 38077,
38100, 38101. Sample nos. 7931-C, 7933-C, 7934-C.)

These cases involved crab meat that was filthy.

On July 22 and July 24, 1936, the United States attorney for the District
of Maryland, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court libels praying seizure and condemnation of 4 barrels and 72
pound cans of crab meat at Baltimore, Md., alleging that the article had been
shipped in interstate commerce on or about July 19 and July 21, 1936, by C. T.
Slaughter, from Morattico, Va., and charging adulteration 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 animal substance.

On September 11, 1936, no claimant appearing, judgments of condemnation
were entered and it was ordered that the product be destroyed.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

26562. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v, 14, 16, and 20 Tubs ef Butter. - Consent
decree of condemnation. Product released under bond to be reworked,
(F. & D. no. 38123. Sample nos. 9007-C, 9008-C.)

This case involved butter that was deficient in milk fat.

On July 23, 1936, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district cout a libel (amended July 30, 1936) praying seizure and condemnation
of 50 tubs of butter at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been



