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thereon, “ Grogan Conquers Disease,” falsely and fraudulently represented that
the said article was effective as a treatment, remedy, and cure for rheuma-
tism, gastro-intestinal disorders. and all liver and kidney troubles, whereas,
in fact and in truth, it contained no ingredients or medicinal agents capable of
producing the curative and therapeutic effects claimed.

On October 8, 1923, the defendant entered a plea of guilty to the informa-
tion, and the court imposed a fine of $50.

Howarp M. Gore, Secretary of Agriculture.

12625. Adulteration of frozen egg white. U. S. v. 142 Tins of Frozen Egg
White. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod-
uct released under bond. (F, & D. No. 18692. I. S. No. 1314§-v.
S. No. E-4843.)

On June 9, 1924, the United States attorney for the District of New Jersey,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District Court
of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and con-
demnation of 142 30-pound tings of frozen egg white, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Jersey City, N. J., alleging that the article had been
shipped by the Beatrice Creamery Co., Philadelphia, Pa.. on or ahout April
20, 1924, and transported from the State of Pennsylvania into the State of
New Jersey, and charging adulteration in violation of the food and drugs act.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
cousisted in whole or in part of a filthy, putrid, or decomposed animal substance.

On August 7, 1924, the Fox River Butter Co., Jersey City, N. J., claimant,
havipg 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 the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the sum
of $1,000, in couformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part that
it be sorted under the supervision of this department and the bad portion
destroyed.

Howarp M. Gorg, Secretary of Agriculiure.

12626. Misbranding of dbutter, U. 8. v. 5 Boxes of Butter. Decree of con-
demnation and forfeiture. Product released under bond to be
relabeled. (F. & D. No. 18924, 1. 8§ No. 7754—v. 8. No. W-1546.)

On August 5. 1924, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Washington, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in
the District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the
seizure and condemnation of five 60-pound boxes of butter, consigned by
Bradner Co., Seattle, Wash.. alleging that the article had been delivered for
shipment from the State of Washington into ihe Territory of Alaska, and
charging misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act as amended.
The article was labeled in part: “ One Pound Net.”

Misbranding of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that it
was food in package form and the quantity of the contents was not plainly
and conspicuously marked on the outside of the package.

On August 5, 1924, Bradner Co., Seattle, Wash., having appeared as claimant
for the property and having confessed judgment, a decree of condemnation and
forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be
released to the said claimanr upon payment of the costs of the proceedings and
the execution of a bond in the sum of $200, in conformity with section 10 of
the act, and it was further ordered by the court that the product be relabeled
under the supervision of this department.

Howarp M. Gorg, Secretary of Agriculture.

12627. Adunlteration of butter. U. 8. v, 27 Tubs of Butter. Consent de~
cree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 18896. I. 8. No. 17773-v. 8. No. C-4440.)

Oun July 21, 1924, the United States attorney for the Northern District of
Tlinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 27 tubs of butter, remaining unsold in the original pack-
ages at Chicago. Ill, alleging that the article had been shipped by the Meriden
Creamery Co. {rom Xansag City, Mo, June 28, 1924, and transported from
the State of Missouri inlo the State of Illinois, and charging adulteration in
violation of the food and drugs act.
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Adulteratiom of tlhe article was alleged in the libel for the reason that u
substance, to wit, excessive water, had been mixed and packed with the said
article so as to redace and lower and injariously affect its quality and strength,
for the further reason that a substance deficient in milk fat and high in
moisture had heen substitured wholly or in part for the article, and for the
further reascn that a valuable constituent, to wit, buiterfat, had been in part
ahstracted from the said article.

On August 2, 1924, Cromer and Cossitl, Tnec., Chicago. Ill., claimant, having
admitied the allegations of the libel and having censented to the entry of a
decree  judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ovdered by the court that the product be released to the said claimant upon
payvment of the costs of the proceedings and the execution of a bond in the
swn of $1.000, in conformity with section 10 of the act, conditioned in part
that it he reproces<ed under the supervision of this department.

FlowARp M. Gore, Secretary of Agriculturc,

12628. Misbranding and adulteration of food sweetener. U. S. v, 10-
Pound Can of Food Sweetener. Decree of condemnation, for-
%;it,?lé;'(;, and destruction. (F. & D. No, 13672, 1. 8. No. 10255—~t. 8. No.

On September 9, 1920, the United States attorney for the District of Utah,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure and
condemnation of one 10-pound can of food sweetener, remaining in the orig-
inal unbroken packages at Ogden, Utah, alleging that the article had been
shipped by the W. B, Wood Mfg. Co., from St. Louis, Mo, on or about July
15, 1920, and transported from the State of Missouri into the State of Utah,
and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and
drugs act. 'The article was labeled in part: “ Wood's Special Concentrated
Sweetener * * ¥ W, B. Wood Mfg. Co. 10 Lbs. Net.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that starch
and saccharin had been mixed and packed with and substituted wholly or in
part for the said article, and for the further reason that it contained an added
poisonous or deleterious ingredient, saccharin, which rendered it injurious to
health.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was an imitation
of and offered for sale under the distinctive name of another article. Mis-
branding was alleged for the further reason that the label was false and mis-
ieading.

On February 9, 1924, the case having come on for trial before the court and
no one appearing for the claimant, after the submission of evidence, a decree
of the court was entered, finding the product to be misbranded and ordering
its condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.

Howarp M. Gorg, Secretary of Agriculture.

12629, Aduliteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 10 Boxes of
Butter. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod-
wct veleased under bond to be reprocessed. (F. & D. No. 18930.
I. 8. No. 19028-v. 8. No. (—4463.)

On August 16, 1924, 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 said district a libel praying the seizure
amt condemnation of 10 boxes, each containing 30 one-pound prints of
butter. at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the
D. E. Wood Butter Co., from Evansville, Wis., August 11, 1924, and transported
from the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging adultera-
tion and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act. The article
was labeled in part: ‘“Monogram Brand Elgin Quality Creamery Butter.
The . E. Wood Butter Co., Evansville, Wis. One Pound.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that ex-
cessive water had been mixed and packed therewith so as to reduce and lower
and injuriously affect its quality and strength, for the further reason that a
substance deficient in milk fat and high in moisture had been substituted
wholly or in part for the said article, and for the further reason that a valuable
constituent of the article, to wit, butterfat, had been in part abstracted therve-
from. .



