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21460. Adulteration of crab meat. U. S. v. One Hundred and Twenty-two
1-Pound Cans, et al., of Crab Meat. Default decrees of con-
demnation, forfeiture, and destruction. (F. & D. nos. 30920, 30922,
30039. Sample nos. 50070—A, 50114—A, 50125-A.)

These cases involved interstate shipments of crab meat which was found to
contain filth,

On July 27, July 28, and August 3, 1933, the United States attorney for the
Rastern District of Pennsylvania, acting upon reports by the Secretary of Agri-
culture, filed in the district court libels praying seizure and condemnation of
181 cans of crab meat at Philadelphia, Pa., alleging that the article had been
shipped in interstate commerce between July 25 and August 1, 1933, by J. M.
Clayton Co., from Cambridge, Md., and that it was adulterated in violation of
the Food and Drugs Act.

The libels charged that the article was adulterated in that it consisted of a
filthy animal substance. . _

On August 24, 1933, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ments of condemnation and forfeiture were entered, and it was ordered that
the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

M. L. WiLson, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

21461. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. 102 Tubs of Butter. Decree of
condemnation and forfeiture. Product released under bond to
be reworked. (F. & D. no. 30975. Sample no. 39824-A.)

This case involved a skipment of butter, samples of which were found to con-
tain less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat, the standard for butter estab-
lished by Congress. ’ '

On August 12, 1933, the United States attorney for the District of Massachu-
setts, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the district
court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 102 tubs of butter at Boston,
Mass., consigned August 1, 1933, alleging that the article had been shipped in
interstate commerce, by the Milbank Creamery Co., from Ortonville, Minn., and
charging adulteration in violation of the Food and Drugs Act.

It was alleged in the libel that the article was adulterated in that a product
containing less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for
butter.

On August 18, 1933, the Pipes.one Produce Co., Somerville, Mass,, having ap-
peared as claimant for the property and having admitted the allegations of
the libel, judgment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was
ordered by the court that the product be released to the clairaant upon payment
of costs and the execution of a bond in the sum of $1,000, conditioned that it be
reworked under the supervision of this Department, so that it contain at least 80
percent of butterfat.

M. L. WiLsoN, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

21462. Adulteration and misbranding of fruit sirups. U. S. v. 114 Bottles
of Raspberry Sirup, et al. Default decree of condemnation, for-
feiture: nnd destraetion. (F. & D, no. 30898. Sample nos. 41695-A to
41698-A, incl.)

This case involved products represented to be pure fruit sirups, which were
found to consist of mixtures of sugar, water, fruit juice, and undeclared added
acid. The declaration of the quantity of the contents was not properly made,
since it was not made in terms of liquid measure.

On August 14, 1933, the United States attorney for the Hastern District of
Missouri, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in- the
distriet court a libel praying seizure and condemnation of 114 bottles of rasp-
berry sirup, 66 bottles of cherry sirup, 18 bottles of strawberry sirup, 18 bottles
of loganberry sirup, 90 bottles of fruit punch sirup, and 66 bottles of grape
sirup at St. Louis, Mo., alleging that the articles had been shipped in inter-
state commerce, on or about June 12, 1933, by the Orchard Products Co., from
Chicago, Ill., and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the
Food and Drugs Act as amended. The articles were labeled, *“16 Oz. Net
Weight.”

It was alleged in the libels that the articles were adulterated in that mixtures
of sugar, water, fruit juice and undeclared added acid had been substituted for
pure fruit sirups; and in that the articles were mixed in a manner whereby
inferiority was concealed.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statements on the labels,
“ Pure Fruit Punch Syrup, a delicious blend of Fruits, Fruit Juices and Rock



