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11653. Adulteration and misbranding of cottonseed feed. U. S. v. 220
Sacks of Cottonseed Feed., Order entered permitting product
to be released under bond. (F. & D. No. 17211, I. 8. No. 1458-v.
S. No. B-4297.) -

On February 2, 1923, the United States attorney for the Eastern District of
Virginia, acting’ upon a report ‘by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the
District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure
and condemnation of 220 sacks of cottonseed feed, remaining unsold in the origi-
nal unbroken packages at Culpeper, Va., alleging that the article had been
shipped by.the Sputhern Cotton Oil Co., from Goldsboro, N. C., on or about No-
vember 4, 1922, and transported from the State of North Carolifa into the State
of Virginia, and charging adulteration and misbranding in violation of the Food
and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part: “ 101 Lbs. Gross 100 Lbs. Net
Scoco Cottonseed Feed Guaranteed Analysis Protein 36% * * * Manufac-
tured By The Southern Cotton Oil Co. Charlotte, N. C.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance deficient in protein (ammonia) had been mixed and packed therewith
80 as to reduce and lower and injuriously affect its quality and strength and
had been substituted in whole or in part for the said article.

Misbranding was alleged for the reason that the statement appearing on the
said label, “ Guaranteed Analysis Protein 36%,” was false and misleading and
deceived and misled the purchaser in that the quantity of protein contained in
the sajd artiekte;was less than 36 per cent. |

On March 5, 1923, R. W. Miller, Culpeper, Va., naving appeared as clalmant
for the property, and it having appeared to the court that the allegations of the
libel were admittetl to be true and that the product was for the personal use
of the claimant and not for sale, it was ordered by the court that the product
be ’J;eleasea‘.go_t“hé;,:‘sp!li)d‘ claimart upén payment of the eost of the proceedings and
the execution’ of a bond in the Sum of $500, in, canformity, with ‘se¢fion 10 of

the act.
Howarp .M. Gorg, Acting Secretary of Agriculiure.

11654. Adulteration of oranges. U. S, v. 22 Boxes of Oranges. Default
decree of condemnation, forfeiture, and destriction. (F. & D.
No. 17893. 1. 8. No. 2648-v. 8. No. E-4333.) §

On March 23, 1923, the United States attorney for the Iastern 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 the
seizure and condemnation of 22 boxes of oranges, remaining in the original
unbroken packages at Philadelphia, Pa., consigned by the Ozona Citrus
Growers Assoc.,' Sutherland, Fla., alleging that the article had been shipped
from Sutherland, Fla., on or about March 6, 1923, and transported from the
State of IMorida into the State of Pennsylvania, and charging adulteration in
violation of the Food and Drugs Act. The article was labeled in part:
“Gulf Brand * * * Sealdsweet * * * (Ozona Citrus Growers Assn.
Ozona, Florida.”

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that
inedible tree-dried oranges had been substituted in whole or in part for edible
juicy oranges, which the product purported to be.

On March 29, 1923, no claimant having appeared for the property, judg-
ment of condemnation and forfeiture was entered, and it was ordered by the
court that the product be destroyed by the United States marshal.

Howarp M. Gore, Acting Secretary of Agriculture.

11655. Adulteration and misbranding of butter. VY. S. v. 45 Tabhs of
Butter. Consent decree of condemnation and forfeiture. Prod-
uet released unnder bomnd. (F. & D. No. 17578, 1. 8. No..4232-v.
S No. C-4057.3

On June 26, 1923, the United States attorney for the Northern District
of Illinois, acting upon a report by the Secretary of Agriculture, filed in the

District Court of the United States for said district a libel praying the seizure

and condemnation of 45 tubs of butter, remaining unsold in the original tubs

at Chicago, Ill., alleging that the article had been shipped by the Montello

Buffalo Shield Creamery Co., from Montello, Wis, June 11, 1923, and trans-

ported from the State of Wisconsin into the State of Illinois, and charging

adulteration and ‘misbranding in violation of the Food and Drugs Act, as
amended.

Adulteration of the article was alleged in the libel for the reason that a
substance, to wit, excessive water, had been mixed and packed therewith so



