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     Charles Van Hise assert Sherman Law was bad to the people.  In his letter to Robert M. La Follette on October 30, 1911, he wrote:  “…If the steel corporation is found to have violated the Sherman Law and it is therefore destroyed, I have no doubt that this will be a disadvantage rather than an advantage to the people…”
 I disagree with Van Hise, and I think the Sherman Law can not destroy the steel corporation and it is a good law.

     Another argument Van Hise made in the same letter was that he see the U.S. Steel Corporation as “the great aggregations of wealth. 
  This same argument he also made in his Speech in the Economic Club in New York on November 1, 1912, titled  “The Regulation of Competition and the Regulation of Monopoly”:

What is the situation[,] which confronts us at the present time? The Sherman Law and the state anti-trust laws are upon the statute books… This solution of the problem of combination makes me think of the philosopher, Harold Udgardin by name, an Esquimau who lives up on Hudson Bay. "Harold has one trap now set in the same place where it has been for twenty years; he has not yet caught a fox in it, but will not consider changing its location, as it is a good place, he reasons, and ought to catch a fox." (Laughter.) "It preys on his mind if he doesn't visit and trim this fox trap regularly, and he has been known to get up and go out in the night to bait it when he was especially negligent. " (Laughter.) 

Notwithstanding that the trap of the Sherman Act has never caught a fox for twenty years, and only smells in one or two places of a tail or a leg (laughter), it is proposed to strengthen its "springs" and sharpen its "teeth" with the expectation that it will then catch a sufficient number of foxes to become the solution of the great fundamental problem of concentration of industry! (Applause.) 

In regard to the Sherman Act, it has been assumed that its only violators are the great combinations. This assumption is made in practically all discussions of the question. The steel trust, the tobacco trust, and a few other large combinations are mentioned; and it is supposed that the small [businessmen] and the small producers are not acting in violation of the law… 

I will argue that Andrew Carnegie did not have sharp teeth or the lion’s paws.  I would argue with Van Hise that Andrew Carnegie was not a great aggressor for several reasons (to be finished)…
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