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Hay 9, 1936

Dear ¥r. Horrisong

| Thank you for your letter of April
seventeenth., The question you put is a fair one,
that is how I would have had the Typographical
Union proceed in 1896 to bring about the shorter
work day and the shorter work week. Probably if
I had been a8 menmber of the Typographical Union
I should have proceeded exactly as it did. I
sympathize with the shorter work day and the shorter
work week. I might in 1896 have felt as the Union
did that force, that is ®yxough the strike, was
the only hope of success. However, in 1896 I was
not thinking as much sbout the problem as I have come
to think later. Singe I became really concerned
with the matter I havé felt that the emphasis of
 organized r was ng, that is they were putting
their em on forde rather than on cooperation,
I do not want youlto think that I do not believe
hat there have been 8 when a strike was
pactically forced on the Union. But I do feel
rikes is overdone. I feel
n of a strike as I do about
and Revolution, or any other
wrong, defend onds ills, improve
the application of force. I
is a great problem there,for the
ion of labor which should be

to come to believe in arbitration and
the only really intelligent method.

| Of course I see thoroughly the
| in such a program, but I do believe it
‘dne n which you ought more outspokenly to face.
I am sure, dear Hr. Horrison, you do
not \think in saying this that I am unsympathetic with
the of the working man.

Yery sincerely yours

orrison
mioa of Lahor



