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Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was offered fox‘
sale under the distinctive name of another article.

On September 23, 1929, the Land O’Lakes Creameries (Inc.), aneapohs,
Minn., claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and having con-
sented to the entry of a decree condemning and forfeiting the product, judg-
ment was entered ordering that the said product be released to the claimant
upon payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $500, con-
ditioned in part that it be reworked under the supervision of this department.

ArtHUR M. HYDE, Secretary. of Agriculture.

16736. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 13 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product re-
leased under bond. (F. & D. No. 24158. 1. S. No. 021252. 8. No. 2288.)

On September 13, 1929, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 13 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Exeland
Creamery Co., Bxeland, Wis,, on or about August 29, 1929, and transported from
the State of Wisconsin into the State of New York, and charging adulteration
and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
«deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce or lower
or injuriously affect its quality or strength, and had been substituted wholly or
in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was offered for sale
under the distinctive name of another article.

On September 21, 1929, the Minnesota Cooperative Dairies Association, Owa-
tonna, Minn., claimant, having admitted the allegations of the libel and having
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 costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $400,
or the deposit of cash collateral in like amount, conditioned in part that it be
reworked and reprocessed 80 that it contain at least 80 per cent of butterfat.

AR’I‘HUR M. Hypg, Secretary of Agmculture

16737. Adulteration of canned sardines. U. S. v. 108 Cases of Sardines.
Default decree -of condemnation, forfeiture, and destruction.
(F. & D. No. 23692. 1. 8. No. 05500. 8. No. 1948.) '
On May 7, 1929, the United States attorney for the Western District of Ten-
Tnessee, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 108 cases of canned sardines at Memphis, Tenn., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Interstate Grocery Co., from Helena, Ark., on
or about March 19, 1929, and transported from the State of Arkansas into the
‘State of Tennessee, and charging adulterdtion in violation of the food and drugs
act. The article was labeled -in part: (Can) *“ Commercial Brand American
Sardines * * * Packed By The Brawn Company, Portland, Me.”
It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it consisted
in whole or in part of a filthy, decomposed, or putrid animal substance.
On October 3, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of conlemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

ArTHUR M. HYDEB, Secretary of Agriculture.

16738. Adulteration of dressed poultry, U. S. v. 2 Barrels of Dressed
Poultry. Default decree of condemnatlon, forfelture, and de-
struection. (F. & D. No. 23832. 1. 8. No. 03507. 8. No. 2042.)

On June 25, 1929, the United States attorney for the Southern District of New
York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the District
‘Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and con-
demnation of 2 barrels of dressed poultry, remaining in the original unbroken
packages at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped.by
C. E. Healey & Son, from Loda, Ill., on or about June 14, 1929, and transported
from the State of Illinois into the State of New York, and charging adulteration
in violation of the food and drugs act. The article was labeled in part: “C. B,
Healey & Son, Loda, Illinois, Milk Fatted Poultry.” '
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It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that it con-
sisted in part of a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance, in that it
consisted in part of a portion of an animal unfit for food, and in that it was the
product of a diseased animal.

On October §, 1929, no claimant having appeared for the property, judgment
of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the court
that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

ArTeHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16739. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v, 21 Tubs of Butter,
Decree of condemnation and forfeitare. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 24151. 1. S. No. 022287, 8. No. 2300.)

On September 5, 1929, the United States attorney for the Bastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 21 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at Philadelphia, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped by the N. W.
. Dairy Forwarding Co., Duluth, Minn.,, on or about August 31, 1929, and trans-
ported from the State of Minnesota into the State of Pennsylvania, and charg-
ing adulteration and misbranding in violationn of the food and drugs act. -

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a sub-
stance deficient in butterfat had been substituted wholly or in part for the said
article and had been mixed and packed with it so as to reduce, lower, or
injuriously affect its quality or strength.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the article was offered for sale
under the distinctive name of another article.

On September 11, 1929, the Wm. M. Lippincott Co., Philadelphia, Pa., having
appeared as claimant for the property, judgment of condemnation and forfei-
ture was entered, and it was ordered by the court that the product be released
to the said claimant upon payment of costs and the execution of a bond in the
sum of $800, conditioned in part that it be reconditioned under the supervision of
this department.

ArtEUR M. HYpE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16740. Adulteration and misbranding of butier. U. 8. v. 23 Tubs of Butter.
Consent decree of eondemnation nnd forfeiture. Produet re-
leased under bond. (F. & D. No. 24157. 1. 8. No. 021260. 8. No. 2337.)

On September 19, 1929, the United States attorney for the Southern District
of New York, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 23 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages
at New York, N. Y., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Ogema
Creamery Co., Ogema, Minn., and transported from the State of Minnesota into
the State of New York, arriving on or about September 16, 1929, and charging
adulteration and misbranding in violation of the food and drugs act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a substance
deficient in butterfat had been mixed and packed with it =0 as to reduce or
lower or 1n3ur10usly affect its quality or strength, and had been substituted
wholly or in part for the said article. .
" Misbranding wag alleged for the reason that the article was offered for sale
under the distinctive name of another article.

On September 24, 1929, Herman G. Freiler, Ogema, Minn., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel and having 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 costs and the deposit of $700, or the execution of bond in like
gmount, conditioned in part that it be reworked and reprocessed so that it
contain at Jeast 80 per cent of butterfat.

ArTHUR M. HYDE, Secretary of Agriculture.

16741. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. U. S. v. 13 Tubs of Butter.
Decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under
bond. (F. & D. No. 24156. I. 8. No. 016421, 8. No, 2348.)

On September 23, 1929, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Pennsylvania, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying seizure and
condemnation of 13 tubs of butter, remaining in the original unbroken packages



