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81036. Adulteration of frozen eggs. U. S. v. Cudahy Packing Company of Lou-
isiana, Ltd., Plea of guilty. Fine, $60. (F. & D, No. 42770. Sample
No. 62412-D.) i

This case involved a shipment of frozen eggs which were in part decomposed.
Samples examined also were found to contain miscellaneous filth, bits of meat,
and excreta. : '

On October 12, 1939, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
Texas, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court an information against the Cudahy Packing Company of' Louisiana, Ltd, a
corporation trading at Cuero, Tex., alleging shipment by said defendant in viola-

-tion of the Food and Drugs Act on or about April 18, 1939, from the State of Texag

into the State of Louisiana, of a quantity of frozen eggs that were adulterated.
The article was labeled in part: “Cudahy’s Frozen Sunlight Eggs.”
Adulteration was alleged in that the article consisted in whole or in part of
a filthy, decomposed, and putrid animal substance.
On December 14, 1839, a plea of guilty having been entered on behalf of the
defendant, the court imposed a fine of $60. '

GrovEr B. HiLL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

81037. Adulteration of wheat gray shorts and scourings. U. S. v. The 0. A.
Cooper Co. Plea of nolo contendere. Fine, $50. (F. & D. No. 42782,
Sample No. 5972-D.)

Wheat brown shorts and scourings had been substituted in whole or in part
for this product.

On February 2, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of Nebraska,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agticulture, filed in the district court
an information against the Q. A. Cooper Co., a corporation, Humboéldt, Nebr.,
alleging shipment by said defendant in violation of the Food and ‘Drugs Act
on or about May 17, 1939, from the State of Nebraska into the State of Kansas,
of a quantity of wheat gray shorts and scourings that were adulterated.

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that wheat brown shorts and
scourings had been substituted in whole or in part for wheat gray shorts ard
gcourings.

On February 24, 1940, a plea of nolo contendere was entered on behalf of
the defendant, and the court imposed a fine of $50. )

Grover B. Hiw, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

- 81038. Misbranding of butter. U. S. v. J. Eastman Hatch (Trustee in Bank-

ruptcy of Mutual Creamery Co.). Plea of guilty. Fine, 810, F.&D.
No. 42776.  Sample Nos, 27379-D, 273380-D.) ' ® (

This product was short of the declared weight.

On November 13, 1939, the United States attorney for the District of Colorado,
acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district court
an information against J. Eastman Hatch, trustee in bankruptcy of the Mutual
Creamery Co., alleging shipment by said defendant on or about May 138, 1939,
from the State of Colorado into the State of Arizona, of a quantity of butter
which was misbranded in violation of the Food and Drugs Act as amended.
The article was labeled in part: “Maid O’Clover Four-in-one Butter One
Pound Net * * * Manufactured & Distributed By Mutual Creamery Com-
pany, Grand Junction, Colorado.”

It was alleged to be misbranded in that the statement on the cartons, “One
Pound Net,” was false and misleading and was borne on the said cartons so as
to deceive and mislead the purchaser since they contained less than 1 pound
net of the article. Misbranding was alleged further in that the article was
food In package form and the quantity of contents was not plainly and con-
spicuously marked on the outside of the package, since the statement made
was not a true and correct statement of the quantity of contents.

On March 15, 1940, the defendant entered a plea of guilty and the court
Imposed a fine of $10.

Grover B. Hiri, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

81039. Adulteration of butter. TU. S, v. St. Stephens Cooperative Creamery Asso-

ciation, Plea of guilty. Fine, $25. (F. & D. No. 42762, Sample Nos.
8§15642-D, 617384-D.) ;

This case involved a shipment of butter which contained less than 80 percent
by weight of milk fat. ,

On February 26, 1940, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
sota, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
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court an information against St. Stephens Cooperative Creamery Association,
a corporation, St. Stephens, Minn., alleging shipment by said defendant in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act, on or about April 22, 1939, from the
State of Minnesota into the State of Pennsylvania of a quantity of butter
which was adulterated. _

Adulteration was alleged in that a product which contained less than 80
percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for butter, a product which
should contain not less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat as prescribed
by the act of March 4, 1923.

On February 26, 1940, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
and the court imposed a fine of $25. )

Grovee B. Hox, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure,

81040. Adulteration and misbranding of wheat gray shorts and screemings.,
U. S. v. Commander-Larabee Milling Co. (The Larabee Flour Mills Co.).
Plea of guilty. Fine, 850, (¥, & D. No. 42758. Sample No. §969-D.)

Brown shorts with sereenings had been substituted for gray shorts with screen-
ings in the product involved in this shipment.

On November 28, 1939, the United States attorney for the Western District
of Missour], acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
district court an information against the Commander-Larabee Milling Co., a
corporation trading as the Larabee Flour Mills Co., at Kansas City, Mo., alleg-
ing shipment by said company on or about March 7, 1939, from the State of
Missouri into the State of Kansas, of a quantity of wheat gray shorts with
gcreenings, which were adulterated and misbranded in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act. ‘

Adulteration was alleged In that wheat brown sborts with screenings had
peen substituted for wheat gray shorts with screenings,

Misbranding was alleged in that the statements, “Wheat Gray Shorts with
Ground Wheat Screenings” and “Crude Fibre, not more than 6.00%,” borne on
the tag attached to the sacks containing the article, were false and misleading
and were borne on the said tag so as to deceive and mislead the purchaser
since the article did not consist of wheat gray shorts with ground wheat screen-
ings but did consist of wheat brown shorts with ground wheat screenings, and
it contained not less than 7.29 percent of crude fiber. '

On January 25, 1940, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant
and the court imposed a fine of $50.

Grover B, HriL, Acting Secretary of Agriculture. |

31041, Misbrandintg t;fnﬁtlgfgﬁegl:rﬂgs. dU.tS. v.i 943 Caies of Cherries. Consent
decree o O o D o 45501, Bampie No. 46350-D - "nder bond to be

This product was substandard because of the presence of excessive pits, and
it was not labeled to indicate that it was substandard. ’

On or about February 5, 1940, 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 948 cases of
canned cherries at Chicago, Ill.; alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce on or about August 81, 1939, by Keystone Cooperative Grape
Association from Erie, Pa.; and charging that it was misbranded in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act. It was labeled in part: “North East * * * Red
Sour Pitted Cherries.”

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that it was canned food and fell
below the standard of quality and condition promulgated by the Secretary of

_ Agriculture, gince there was present more than 1 cherry pit per 20 ounces of net
contents, and its package or label did not bear a plain and conspicuous statement
ptres(ciribgd by regulation of this Department indicating that it fell below such
standard.

On February 28, 1940, Keystone Cooperatlve Grape Association, claimant, hav-
ing admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was entered
and it was ordered that the product be released under bond conditioned that 11’:
be relabeled in compliance with the law.

Grover B. Hou, Acting Secietary of Agriculture,



