
dummies will ne uncovered if Louis
P. Swift is forced to obey the order
of Judge Windes. Swift will answer
questions like these:

Did Louis C. Ehle in 1905 or since
execute declarations ofjrust or other
papers by which the

companies were made the real
owners of the Louis C. Ehle Oil
Mills?

Where did Ehle get the cash or the
credit that made him able to travel
over Texas and Arkansas and buy
cotton oil mills and gins worth mil-

lions? If he gave promissory notes,
who went the security?

Did Ehle borrow money from Chi-
cago banks on unsecured notes? How
much were these notes for and who
paid them?

Answere to these questions will be
watched with interest by the federal
government men. The firm of Win-
ston, Payne, Strawn & Shaw will
guard carefully replies made to In-

terrogatories 31 and 32:
"Was the fact that the defendants,

Swift & Co., Armour & Co. and Mor-
ris & Co., were interested in said oil
mills and in the operation thereof,
concealed or attempted to be con-
cealed from the public during the
years 1905 to 1914, and, if so, what
was the cause of such concealment?"

"Did not said defendants, Swift &
Co., Armour & Co. and Morris & Co.,
during the period from 1905 to 1914,
both inclusive, hold themselves out to
the public as corporations which were
carrying on business strictly in com-
petition with each other and which
were not carrying on any combina-
tion in restraint of trade?"

How a man can be a dummy and
not be sure who he is a dummy for is
shown in the Waterman petition.
Whenever Ehle bought another oil
mill or gin he went to Albert and
Henry Veeder, beef trust lawyers, and
"executed deeds or conveyances,-whic-

instruments writing omitted
the name of anv grantee, the mirnose
being to enable Albert Veeder or
Henry Veeder to insert therein at any

time when the defendants, Swift &
Co., Armour & Co., Morris & Co.,
should so request, the name of any
person whom they might deem prop-

er to name' as grantee therein."
All the time that Ehle was secretly

signing these blank deeds and con-
veyances to the Armour-Swift-Morr- is

companies he had an office on La
Salle st, 624 New York Life bldg.,
with a sign on the door and letter
heads reading: "Louis C. Ehle Oil
Mills, Louis C. Ehle, Proprietor."

J. Ogden Armour is asked to er

how and why R. G. Dun & Co.
made a report to people asking about
Ehle.

Newspapers and magazines are
every day quoting Dun reports, and
whatever R, G. Dun & Co. say is tak
en as gospel or as near as anybody-ca- n

get to financial gospel. So, then,
if John Barton Payne and the other
beef trust lawyers are forced to help
J. Ogden Armour answer, it will be
interesting to see how they explain
this R. G. Dun & Co. report, which
Waterman says was sent out Oct 18,
1913. It reads:

"In 1906 and 1907 Mr. Ehle ac-
quired a number of cotton oil mills
throughout the south and continues
to operate them, using the style,
Louis C. Ehle Cotton Oil Mills (Not
Inc.), but in 1911 dropped the word
cotton and has since used the style
now in vogue. At the present time
Mr. Ehle is the sole proprietor of the
following mills (names 15 mills). In
addition to these mills they also own
and operate upward of 75 'gins,' lo-

cated at various places.
"On Oct. 17 the statement for the

close of the financial year, Aug. 1,
1913, represented assets to be $2,663,-03- 4,

of which $2,392,250 is capital
and surplus, not counting other re-
serves. This statement compares fa-
vorably with previous statements,
shows a steady increase, and those in
touch with Mr. Ehle's affairs accept
it as a correct book showing and
worthy of credence.

"Recently Mr. Ehle acquired the


