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1941, by the Clover Cream Dairy Products Co. from Marshfield, Wis. ; and charging
that it was adulterated and misbranded. The article was labeled in part:
“Creamery Butter Hawthorn Melody Farms Dairy, Highland Park, Illinois.”

It was alleged to be adulterated in that a valuable constituent, milk fat, had
been in whole or in part omitted therefrom, and in that an article contammg less
than 80 percent by weight of mllk fat had been substituted in whole or in part for
butter.

The article was alleged to be misbranded in that its labeling was false and
misleading in that the statements “1 pound Net Weight” and ‘“One Pound,” borne
on the label, were incorrect. It was alleged to be misbranded further in that it
did not bear a label containing an accurate statement of the quantity of the
contents. ‘

On April 9, 1941, the claimant having consented to the entry of a decree, judg-
ment of condemnatmn was entered and the product was ordered destroyed.

1732, Adulteratlon of butter. V. S. v. 7 Tubs of Butter. Decree of condemna-
tion. Product ordered released under bond. (F. D. C. No. 4839. Sample
No. 62217-E.)

On or about May 16, 1941, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinoig filed a 11be1 agamst ‘T tubs of butter at Chicago, I1l., alleging that the
article had been shipped by the Eastman Creamery Co. from Eastman, ‘Wis., on
May 1, 1941; and charging that it was adulterated in that a product contammg
less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for butter. The
article was labeled in part: “Creamery Butter The Peter Fox Song Co. DlStI ib-
utors * * * Net Weight 64 Lbhs.”

On May 16, 1941, Peter Fox Sonsg Co., claimant, having admitted the allegatmns
of the libel and having consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemna-
tion was entered and the product was ordered released under bond for reworking
under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration .

1733. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. TU. 8. v. B0 Cases of Butter,
Consent deeree of condemnation. Produet ordered released under bond
for rechurning. (F. D, C. No. 3657. Sample No. 21783-E.)

On December 12, 1940, the United States attorney for the Territory of Hawaii
filed a libel against 50 cases, each containing 60 pounds, of butter at Honolulu,
T. H., which had been consgigned by the Hawaii Meat Co., alleging that the article
had been shipped from San Francisco, Calif.,, on or about December 6, 1940,
arriving at Honolulu on December 11, 1940 ; and charging that it was adulterated
and misbranded. It was labeled in part: (Carton) “Blue Bell Brand Buttér
Distributed by Argonaut Milk Company * * * San Francisco, Calif.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that it contained less than 80
percent by weight of milk fat. It was alleged to be misbranded in that its
label was false and misleading. ‘

On December 12, 1940, the Hawaii Meat Co., Honolulu, T. H., claimant, having
admitted the allegations of the libel, judgment of condemnation was entered
and the product was ordered released under bond with provisions for reshipment
to San Francisco for rechurning under the supervision of the Food and Drug .
Admlnlstlatlon

1734. Adulteration and alleged misbranding of butter. U. 8. v. 47 Boxes of
Butter. Deecree of condemnation, Product ordered released under bond.
(F. D. C. No. 4827. Sample No. 40665-E.)

. On May 15, 1941, the United States attorney for the Hastern District of Pennsyl-
vania filed a libel against 47 boxes, each containing 50 pound prints, of butter at
"Philadelphia, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped by Pickwick Creamery
from Lamoille, an on or about May 6, 1941; and chargmg that it was adul-
‘terated and mlsbranded

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

On June 3, 1941, Frank Hellerick & Co., Inc., Philadelphia, Pa., having ap-
peared as claimant, Jjudgment was entered ﬁnding the product adulterated and
ordering its condemnation; and it was ordered further that the product be
released under bond cond1t1oned that it be brought into compliance with the
law under the supervision of the Food and Drug Administration.



