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product was ordered released under bond condltmned that it be reworked so
that it contain 80 percent of milk fat. v

881. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v, 60 Tubs of Butter. Con-
sent decree of condemnation. Product ordered released wunder bond.
(F. D. C. No. 1587. Sample Nos. 89412-D, 89414-D.)

On February 20, 1940, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois filed a libel against 60 tubs .of butter at Chicago, Ill., alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about January 30
and February 2, 1940, by Romine Creamery Co. from Osage City, Kans.; and

) charging that it was adulterated and misbranded.

It was alleged to be adulterated in'that a valuable constituent, milk fat,
had been in whole or'in part omitted or abstracted therefrom; and in that
an article which contained less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had
been substituted wholly or in part for butter. It was alleged to be misbranded
in that it was labeled “Butter,” which was false and misleading since it con-
tained less than 80 percent of milk fat,

On February 21, 1940, Dauber Bros., Chicago, Ill, clalmant having admitted
the allegations of the libel, Judgment of condemnatwn was entered, and the
product was ordered released under bond conditioned that it be reworked
so that it contain 80 percent of milk fat.

882. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 24 Tubs of Butter. Consent decree of
condemnation. Product ordered released under bond. (F. D. C. No. 1532,
Sample No. 55179-D.) :

On February 6, 1940, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois filed a libel against 24 tubs of butter at Chicago, Ill., alleging that
the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about July 12, 1939,
by Farmers Union Creamery Co. from Aurora, Nebr.; and charging that it was
adulterated in that a product which contained less than 80 percent by weight
of milk fat had been substituted for butter’ .

On February 23, 1240, L. D. Schreiber & Co., Inc., Chicago, Ill., claimant,
bhaving admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was
entered, and the product was ordered released under bond conditioned that it
be reworked so that it comply with the law.

883. Adulteration and mishbranding of butter. U. S. v. 2 Tubs and 18 Boxes
of Butter. Decree of condemnunation. Product ordered released under
ls'g§17ds g))be reworked. (F. D. C. Nos. 1585, 1586. Sample Nos. 85877-D,

"On February 29, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern -District
of New York filed libels against 2 tubs and 18 boxes of butter at New York,
N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or
about February 17, 1940, by Spring Valley Butter Co. from Kansas City, Mo.:
and charging that it was adulterated and that one lot was also misbranded.

It was alleged to be adulterated in that a product which contained less than
80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted .for butter. One lot
was alleged to be misbranded in that it..was labeled “Butter,” which was. false
and misleading since it contained less than 80 percent of milk fat.

On March 9, 1940, Spring Valley Butter Co., claimant, having admitted the
allegations of the libels and the cases having been consohdated judgment of
condemnation was entered, and the product was ordered released under bond
conditioned that it be reworked so that it contain at least 80 percent of
butterfat.

884. Adulteration of butter. U. 8. v. 4924 Cases of Butter. Default decree of
condemnation. Product ordered delivered to charitable 1nst1tutions.
(F. D. C. No. 1500. Sample No, 72141-D.)

On February 6, 1940, the United States attorney for the Western DlStI‘lCt of
Missouri filed a libel against 4924 cases, each containing 12 pounds of butter,
et Kansas City, Mo., alleging that the article had been shipped in interstate
commerce on or about January 30, 1940, by the Great A & P Tea Co., from
Chicago, Ill.; and charging that it was adulterated in that a valuable con-
stituent, milk fat, bad been in whole or in part omitted or abstracted: and
in that an article which contained less than 80 percent by weight of milk
fat had been substituted wholly or in-part for butter. The article was labeled
in part: “Sunnyfield Creamery Butter * * * The Great Atlantic & Pacific
Tea Co. New York, N. Y. Distributors.”
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On February 6, 1940, no claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the product was ordered delivered to charitable
institutions.

385. Adulteration of butter., . S. v. 11 Tubs of Butter. Consent decree of
condemnation, Product ordered released under bond to be reworked.
(F. D. C. No. 1501. Sample No. 85869-D.)

On February 9, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York filed a libel against 11 tubs of butter at New York, N. Y., alleging
that the article had been shipped in interstate commerce on or about February
3, 1940, by Bassett Cooperative Creamery, Bassett, Nebr., in pool shipment by
United Creameries Service, Omaha, Nebr.; and charging that it was adulter-
ated in that a product which contained less than 80 percent by weight of
milk fat had been substituted for butter.

On February 20, 1940, Bassett Cooperative Creamery, Bassett, Nebr., claimant,
having admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was
entered, and it was ordered that the product be released under bond conditioned
that it be reworked so that it contain at least 80 percent of butterfat.

Nos. 886 to 389 report prosecutions based on shipments of butter which
contained less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat.

386. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. Estel F. Draut (Rising Sun Creamery Co
Plea of guilty. Fine, $25. (F¥. D. C. No. 930. Sample Nos. 75369-D, 75542—D )

On January 20, 1940, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Indiana filed an information against HEstel F. Draut, trading as Rising Sun
Creamery Co., Rising Sun, Ind., alleging shipment by said defendant on or
about October 5 and 9, 1939, from the State of Indiana into the State of Ohio
of quantities of butter which was adulterated. It was labeled in part: “Blue
Ribbon Creamery Butter * * * Packed Expressly for The Goyert & Vogel
Co. Cincinnati, Ohio.”

The article was alleged to be adﬁlterated in that a valuable constituent,
milk fat, had been in part omitted from the article and in that a product
which contamed less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted
for butter. -

On February 17, 1940, the defendant entered a plea of guilty and the court
imposed a fine of $25.

887. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. Harry G. Kurrasch, trading as the Clinton
Cregéni:)ry. Plea of guilty. Fine, $20. (F. D. C. No. 928. Sample No.
67722-D.) :

On January 9, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
sota filed an information against Harry D. Kurrasch, trading ds the Clinton
Creamery, Clinton, Minn., alleging shipment by him on or about August 10,
1939, from the State of Minnesota into the State of New York of a quantity of
butter that was adulterated.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that a valuable constituent,
milk fat, had been in part omitted therefrom and in that a product which
contained less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted
for butter.

On January 9, 1940, the defendant entered a plea of guilty and the court
imposed a fine of $20.

388. Adulteration of butter. VU. S. v. Isaly’s Creamery Products, Inc. Plea of
§5‘i§5’lp )Fine, $25 and costs. (F. D. C. No. 924. Sample Nos. 52488-D,

On December 20, 1939, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Indiana filed an information against Isaly’s Creamery Products, Inc,
Fort Wayne, Ind., alleging shipment by said defendant on or about September
4, 1939, from the State of Indiana into the State of Pennsylvania of a quantity
of butter which was adulterated. It wasg labeled in part: (Cartons) “Isaly’s
Swiss Dairymen Cut Tub Butter * * * The Isaly Dairy Co., Pittsburgh, Pa.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that a valuable constituent,
milk fat, had been in part omitted therefrom and in that a produet which
contained less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted
for butter,

On January 3, 1940, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
and the court 1mposed a fine of $25 and costs.



