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     About the railroad regulation, Charles Van Hise was proud of the strikes by the commissions, for he said in his speech on November 1, 1912, “The Regulation of Competition versus the Regulation of Monopolies”: 

Why is it that nobody proposes to indict the railroads for collusion [in Wisconsin]?  Simply for the reason that the rates which they can charge are controlled by commissions, national and state.  Nobody has any longer any wish to make them any further trouble, because the public is protected by its commissions.  That is the Sum of the whole matter.  The railroads are just as much amenable to attack under the Sherman Act as any other combination in the United States, but when the railroads are giving reasonable rates, and are competing in giving reasonable service, even if the law is on the statute book and is the hallow thing that has been described, the sense of official justice (laughter) is such that they are not attacked in the courts.  Will the attorney-general of the United States or the attorney-general of this or any other state, bring suit against the railroads for conspiracy in fixing rates when the public is properly protected!

Unlike easing the conflicts between the workers and the boss, the commissions were taking away the property from the owners.   I sore disagree with Charles Van Hise, for his violation to the 14th Amendment, which constitution said, “…nor shall state deprive any person without the due processes of law…” According to Van Hise, the commissions had forced the railroad owners to drop down the rates for the riders.  I argue that America was not a communism country, and the taking out the wealth of railroad owned and the giving out to the riders was illegal.  The owners had the rights of life, liberty, and property, of those unalienable rights Thomas Jefferson had said in the Declaration of Independence in 1776.  Many voters would have agree with me, I believe; what that the commissioners had done to the owners was going to treat to each civilian in the same way, as the depriving the right of property without due procedures.  The commission took out the wealth of rich at a time; the same commission surely had the power to take out the wealth of any poor in the next time.  And, who was going to regulate the power of government in that day when the power of government was another tyrant over the monopolies or poor civilians.  According to my judgment based on the speech the government would be so powerful that the commissioners themselves could be an union of evildoers, and who was going to regulate the wickedness of the commissioners, and the mal-policies by the commissioners would be just going on and on.  The business regulation by government was wrong because there was no compatible power to regulate the government, and the corruption was expectable.  
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