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Erricacy oF DISSOLUTION 5IQ

y Pierce and Clay Arthur Pierce in complete inde-
% e Standard Oil Company of Indiana and of all other
+ whatsoever as required by the order of the Court in
1 e done.

“ mndard Oil Company of Indiana and the Waters-Pierce
T 1re competitors in the business of selling the products
_.as was held in the case above mentioned, and that if
+ Oil Company of Indiana, through the relators and
1 he majority of stock of the said Standard Oil Lompany
& ould gain control of the affairs of t‘he Water§-P1erce
+ as is proposed by the relatorsin this prg)ceedmg, the
1 ter of the Waters-Pierce Oil Company W}H b.e thereby
& the said Henry Clay Pierce and the minority share-
T, Waters-Pierce Oil Company associated with him will
1 and serious loss through the forfeiture of the charter
T ters-Pierce Oil Company, as well as in the management
3 of that company, for that those whpm the relatprs
+ foresaid herein have a greater interest in promulgating
the Standard Oil Company of Indiana than that of
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' 1 erce Oil Company.
{ ther say that on the 29th day of March, 1905, the State
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+°upon the information of the Attorney—Qeneml, in-
& ! Supreme Court of the State a proceeding in quo war-
I 'the Standard Oil Company of Indiana, the Watefrs—
+ mpany and the Republic Oil Company from doing
¥ te State of Missouri and to forfeit the charter of the
f 1 Oil Company because they were then and had there-
- ngaged in a combination in restraint of trade in the
F8puri.

{ droceeding was had in said case as that on the_gth day
$ 09, a judgment of ouster was entered in said cause
4 tandard Oil Company of Indiana and the Rept'ﬂ?hc 0Oil
1 1on-resident corporation, and a judgment Condltlonall.y
1 charter of the Waters-Pierce Oil Company, a domestic
+ s alleged in the alternative writ herein. ;

s said judgment and decree the Standard Oil Company
4 d said Republic Oil Company appealed to the Supreme
+ United States of America, and pending said appeal a
éf was granted said appellant, but that no. appeal was
1 om by the Waters-Pierce Oil Company, which, as afore-
{ ed to said decree and obeyed the same, and pending
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