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     “Known in the history books as the ‘trustbuster’, Roosevelt, in fact, broke fewer trusts in eight years than his successor did in four.”
  Theodore Roosevelt thought the Octopus and Lion’s Paw, which were the big businessmen and the great cooperation, were not the evildoers.  Without these industrial tyrants, American prosperity would not have been impossible, and he said, 

The captains of industry who have driven the railway systems across this continent, who have built up our commerce, who have developed our manufactures, have, on the whole, done great good to our people. Without them the material development of which we are so justly proud could never have taken place.

It is true that the efficiency of American Standard Steel from 1877-1897 produced a huge quantity and low cheap prices of steel.  On June 4, 1912, he lettered to Charles Van Hise, praising the book, “Concentration and Control” that government could reduce the competition and create the efficient for the industrial tyrants.  On August 6th 1912, “The Confession of Faith”, a speech in Illinois in Chicago, Roosevelt came to address that a control on the industries by the government could increase the wages of worker and could protect the Jeffersonian farmers, and many other hopes of Populist.  He said,

Neither the Republican nor the Democratic platform contains the slightest promise of approaching the great problems of today either with understanding or good faith; and yet never was there greater need in this Nation than now of understanding, and of action taken in good faith, on the part of the men and the organizations shaping our governmental policy. Moreover, our needs are such that there should be coherent action among those responsible for the conduct of National affairs and those responsible for the conduct of State affairs; because our aim should be the same in both State and Nation; that is, to use the Government as an efficient agency for the practical betterment of social and economic conditions throughout this land.

According this speech, Roosevelt wanted American governments to control the private business.  The principle of Boss rule did not change.  His scheme had no differences than one tyrant jumping upon the head of the other tyrant.  And the second tyrant was the national government itself.
     I do not agree with his ideal about the nationalism.  Early in his speech, “Controlling the Trusts”, on December 3, 1901, during his first administration.  He had little desire to regulate the business.  His “trustbuster”, for about ten years, did not even kill a cat, not the lion’s Paws.  He personal understood that by the legislation alone, the business regulation was not going to work.  Theodore Roosevelt said in his speech in Kansas, on August 31, 1910, titled, “The New Nationalism”:

"Combinations in industry are the result of an imperative economic law which cannot be repealed by political legislation. The effort at prohibiting all combination has substantially failed. The way out lies, not in attempting to prevent such combinations, but in completely controlling them in the interest of the public welfare. "

On August 6, 1912, he apologized for the same thing that the legislation alone could not stop the boss rules, in “The Confession of Faith”; but, he provided a solution, that is, the use of national government to control the industrial tyrants.

     I challenge that the prosperity of industrial society was not by the industrial tyrants or by the national government alone.  A tyrant is blessed by the opportunities, by the condition, and most of all, by the free competition.  My evidence is as the following:  Let’s take the American Standard Steel by Andrew Carnegie for example, the industrial success cost the vertical integrity, the horizontal integrity, and the competition from other steel companies that his steel industrial outputs had to be improved, and improved, and improved.  Without competition, what need for Andrew Carnegie to improve his factories?  Without the provision from the free competition, he would not have seen the machines built for factories needed steel.  He would not have seen the railroad needed steel.  He would not have seen the kitchen utensils needed to be made of steel, and the fences in the garden, and many others.  So, the achievements of material development included also the helps from, the small companies throughout the competition, the workers, the buyers, and people who did marketing and selling.  The heavy industries were not won by the few or by the nation alone.  The profits of the industrial outputs belonged to every one, who worked for them, who lived by them and who used them.  There was really no such a major contribution to material development.

     The American free industries in the late 19th century and in the early 20th century were neither controlled by the tyrants, nor by the nation.
  Woodrow Wilson in his speech, “Monopoly or Opportunity” in 1912, said that the Divine Right of King in the Medieval Age did not apply to the American Society because of more college students and more educated people in our societies. 

These things are not hidden even from the layman. These are not half-hidden from college men. The college men's days of innocence have passed, and their days of sophistication have come. They know what is going on, because we live in a talkative world, full of statistics, full of congressional inquiries, full of trials of persons who have attempted to live independently of the statutes of the United States; and so a great many things have come to light under oath, which we must believe upon the credibility of the witnesses who are, indeed, in many instances very eminent and respectable witnesses. 

The industrial tyrants can be varied, and it depends on the markets created by the power of purchasers.

     Theodore disagreed with Wilson, Theodore Roosevelt prefer to sacrifice the freedom of Populist for the common wealth of nation.  He thought that strikers took away not just the efficiency of the cooperation, and he believed that the strikers hurt the interests of those under the umbrella of the same cooperation.  

…it cannot too often be pointed out that to strike with ignorant violence at the interests of one set of men almost inevitably endangers the interests of all. The fundamental rule in our national life -- the rule which underlies all others -- is that, on the whole…

By the time of this speech in 1901, women had not yet the right to vole.  “On the whole”, Roosevelt directed to the people of power and authority.  Rather, his “whole” was less than half of American population at that time.

     He thought that the government shall have power to control the cooperation because the big businesses and the great cooperation were growing bigger and bigger, unless a control from the governments.  Theodore Roosevelt in his address, “The Confession of Faith”, on August 6th, 1912, said, 

The present conditions of business cannot be accepted as satisfactory. There are too many who do not prosper enough, and of the few who prosper greatly there are certainly some whose prosperity does not mean well for the country. Rational Progressives, no matter how radical, are well aware that nothing the Government can do will make some men prosper, and we heartily approve the prosperity, no matter how great, of any man, if it comes as an incident to rendering service to the community; but we wish to shape conditions so that a greater number of the small men who are decent, industrious and energetic shall be able to succeed, and so that the big man who is dishonest shall not be allowed to succeed at all.

“We wish to shape to conditions so that…”, Roosevelt said.  The figure of his speech was similar to a cartoon drawn on the Detroit New, which entitled “Making a New Platform” on September 10th, 1910, days after his speaking tour in the western United States.  The cartoon showed a worker was cutting a Progressive Log into a fitting shape to the New Nationalism Building.  About two years after his addressing “The New Nationalism”, he made my quote from his speech, titled, “The Confession of Faith” on August 6, 1912, in Chicago.  This speech of “The Confession of Faith” in Chicago changed the Cartoon a little bit (use your image).  The worker was cutting a piece of wood, named Cooperation Log, making it fit to the New Nationalism Building.  “The provision of Sherman Anti-Trust Act made illegal all attempts to monopolize any party in trade or commerce.”   If you would see the Great Cooperation as a party, the government was going to monopolize the party in trade and in commerce.  The government would have played a role like a monopoly in reducing the competition, and the US government would have violated to the Sherman Anti-Trust Act of 1890, which US law was made to curb the monopoly.  The New Nationalism of Theodore Roosevelt was not of American legislation and was illegal.

     The idea of national control on the cooperation came from Charles Van Hise.  An introduction to the Concentration and Control of Charles R. Van Hise by Brett Fleghinger, a history professor of Cal State San Bernardino said, 

…Van Hise’s main concern was that the government create the conditions necessary to allow for the “highest economic efficiency”, conditions that explicitly included massive size and repudiation of competition.  Van Hise’s emphasis was slightly different from Roosevelt’s, but the similarity of their goals and assumptions illustrates the potential power and procorporate radicalism inherent in Roosevelt’s program.  Roosevelt emphasized the regulatory aspects of the national government, whereas Van Hise chose the more benign idea of cooperation and coordination; regardless of the nuances of terminology, they held a common position that saw the power of organized wealth as inevitable, positive, and necessarily subject to the control of federal authorities.

But the power of organized wealth was not necessary, and was evil and evitable.  First, in his Speech, “Controlling and Trust” on Dec. 3, 1901, he hoped the control would create the wages and interests to the people under the umbrella of cooperation.  Second, his “The Competition Regulation v. The Monopoly Regulation” on Nov. 1, 1912, he saw the cooperation created efficiency and was positive.  Third, Woodrow Wilson said in “Monopoly of Opportunities” in 1912, the college students and the educated people we had in 1912 could void the Divine Right of King in our societies.  Unlike Roosevelt and Van Hise idealized, the power of organized wealth was unnecessary, evil, and evitable.

     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…”
  The quote says, Charles Van Hise fear the freedom of striker might threaten to the steel corporation.  But as I had imposed earlier in this paper the steel corporation was made by the economic power of purchaser, by the marketing, by the labor workers, by the desires of housewives about the shape of their utensils to be made.  The strikers were the natural force to improve the production.  But Van Hise thought it in another way that the steel corporation was grown by itself without the help from the situation, and he was afraid that the strikers might destroy the steel cooperation.  And it was why, he and Roosevelt wanted a power of organized wealth to control the condition.  

     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… 

The feeling of Van Hise toward the corporation was ambiguous.  He had praised its efficiency; but he also criticized the steel cooperation has “the sharp teeth” or “the lion’s paws”.  He hoped there would be a higher authority to control this beautiful Rutherford.   As I imposed earlier, the steel cooperation was controlled by the need of the society.  Unless sociology, psychology, political science, history studies, scientific enlightenments had educated the civilians, there is not power of organized wealth to control the cooperation. Van Hise was attempting to create an evil and powerful government, and it’s a violation to the Declaration of Independence, “… evinces a desire to deduce us, under its absolute tyranny, the freedom of the its people…, solely for the fear of the strikers”.

     The “New Nationalism” by Theodore Roosevelt also could be so powerful that it destroy Americans their each and every dream.  Charles Van Hise made it clear the concept of government control in his speech on November 1, 1912, “The Regulation of Competition versus the Regulation of Monopolies” while talking about the railroad regulation by the commissions: 

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 of life, liberty, and property 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.  The U.S government had become a power of organized wealth to fix the price of railroad ticket.  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 were 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 in the election of 1912 would have agree with me, I believe; that the government was getting too much power and it threatened to the freedom of each individual.  The government could deprive the right of property of any civilian without the due process of law; what that the commissioners had done to the owners might happen to each civilian in the same way. 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 speeches the government would be the next power of organized wealth that the commissioners themselves could be a 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 result would be out of civilian control.  So, I would not vote for Theodore Roosevelt.
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…the trusts have not grown. They have been artificially created; they have been put together, not by natural processes, but by the will, the deliberate planning will, of men who were more powerful than their neighbors in the business world, and who wished to make their power secure against competition…


…But there is a line you cross, above which you are not capitalizing your earning capacity, but capitalizing your control of the market, capitalizing the profits which you got by your control of the market, and didn't get by efficiency and economy. These things are not hidden even from the layman. These are not half-hidden from college men. The college men's days of innocence have passed, and their days of sophistication have come. They know what is going on, because we live in a talkative world, full of statistics, full of congressional inquiries, full of trials of persons who have attempted to live independently of the statutes of the United States; and so a great many things have come to light under oath, which we must believe upon the credibility of the witnesses who are, indeed, in many instances very eminent and respectable witnesses.
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