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product seized at Detroit, Mich., judgment of condemnation was entered and the
product was ordered sold on condition that it be converted into soap or used
for other nonfood purposes, under the supervision of the Food and Drug Admin-
istration. Between August 19 and October 10, 1941, no claimant having appeared
for the remaining lots, judgments of condemnatmn were entered and the product
was ordered destroyed.

2662. Adulteration of butter. U, S. v. 17 Tubs and 84 Tubs of Buiter. Consent

. deerees of condemmnation., Product ordered released under bond for use
as grease in the manufacture of sozp and soap products. (F. D. C. Nos.
6171, 6172, Sample Nos. 64355-E, 64358—H.)

On October 15, 1941, the United States attorney for the Western District of
_ Pennsylvania filed 11bels against 101 tubs, each containing 63 pounds, of butter
at Pittsburgh, Pa., alleging that the article had been shipped on or about July
28 and August 16, 1941, by Valley Creamery Co. from Slstersnne, W. Va.; and
charging that it was adulterated in that it consisted in whole or in part of a
filthy, putrid, or decomposed animal substance.

On December 15 and 27, 1941, Bowser Sales & Trading Coxporatxon Sisters”
ville, W. Va., claimant, havmg admitfed the. allegations of.the libels, judg-
ments of condemnation were entered and the product was ordered released
under bond for use as grease in the manufacture of soap and spap products.

2663. Adulteranon of butter. T. S. v, 89 Tabs of Butter. Consent decree of con-
demnatien. Preduct ordered relcased under bond to be denatured for
use as soap stock., (F.D. C. No. 6143. Sample No. 56986-E.)

On October 21, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern District of
New York filed a hbel against 89 tubs of butter at New York, N. Y., alleging
that the article had been. shipped in interstate commerce on-or about October
14, 1941, by the Valley Creamery, Inc., from Harrisonburg, Va.; and charging
that it was adulterated in that it eonsisted in whole or-in part of a filthy;
putrid, or decomposed substance. The article was labeled in part: “Butter Dis-
tributed by J. R. Kramer, Inc.”

On November 3, 1941, the Valley Creamery, Inc., claimant, having admitted
the allegations of the hbel judgment of condemnatlon was entered and the
produet was ordered released under bond conditioned that it be denatured for
use as soap stock.

Nos. 2664 to 2676 1eport actions based on 1nterstate slnpments of butter
that was found to be deficient in milk fat.

‘2664, Adulteration of butter.,. U. S. v. George I, Seuthard (Albin Creamery).
Plea of guilty. Fine, $200. (F. D. C. No. 4182, Sample No. 40618-E.)

On January 15, 1942, the United States attorney for the District of Minne-
~ sota filed an information against George I. Southard, frading as the Albin
Creamery, at Sleepy Eye, Minn., alleging shipment on or about March 8, 1941,
from the State of Minnesota into the State of Pennsylvania of a quantity of .
butter which was adulterated. . It was labeled in part: “Butter One Pound
Net, Frank Hellerick Co., Inc. Phila., Pa. Wholesale Distributors.”

The article was alleged to be adulterated in that. a valuable constituent,
milk fat, had been in part omitted therefrom; and in that a product which con-
tined less than 80 percent by weight of milk fat had been substituted for butter

On January 15, 1942, the defendant entered a plea of guilty and the court
imposed a fine of $200

2665. Adulteration of butter. U. S. v. Armour & Co. (Armour Creameries). Ple
ggg%éli]lﬂty;. Fine, $500, (¥. D, C. No 2934, . Sample Nos. 20719-E, 208’)9—L

On February 28, 1941, the United States attorney for the Southern. District of
Georgia filed an 1nformat10n against Armour & Co., a corporation, trading as
Armour Creameries, at Dublin, Ga., alleging shxpment within the period from
on or about August 20 to on or about September 18, 1940, from the State of
Georgia into the State of Florida of quantities of butter which was adulterated.
The article was labeled in part: “Gold Band * * * Creamery Butter.”

It was alleged to be adulterated in that a valuable constituent, milk fat, had
been in part omitted; and in that a product containing less than 80 percent by
weight of milk fat had been substituted for butter.

On July 8, 1941, a plea of guilty was entered on behalf of the defendant and
the court imposed a fine of $500.



