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work of the middlemen, who control the tr.de. In part-of the country they arc ho despotic that they actuallyrefu-c to buy from farmers who dare «,!! a aln.leTn milto anyone eUc. Then, again, they refu«, to -ej meat toany butcher who ever buys from anyone e.ae. and a« the

ment that will a«Hure the Hupply or market for their
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tJrT ll '"''• '""^ "'*' P"*"*^ «"ff"8 along with the

ton to the organized middlemen.
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Hu» MoiitnnI WitnvHx, Det'cmlMM- Uth,

Court May Hah Tki-sth fro.« Law Bic.vefits

colTe'cfir"";'"''''"'''"
'^-'T'-^^t^ will not be able to

them If the Supreme Court upholds the contention madein a case brought before it to-day
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Refl!l!n^r'"'^
'°'"''^"'' P'"*'*^" *"^^ the Corn ProductsReflnlng Company had monopolized the glucose and g«pesugar business and that It had entered Into a rebat*3tract In vlolaUon of the Sherman antl-trust law
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'°"*''*'' " '^*« * »°'^»"«<» profit-sharing planof the New York company, by which It agreed to return toits patrons 10 per cent, of their purchase providing they

Tn the Contineutel Wall Paper case the mnrf ,«» ^

^ombf TV' ' ^°"^^"°" «'' debrb;cleTanTeScombination In violation of the Sherman antl-trust lawUnless advanced, the case will not be considered br'thclourt for more than two years.
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