SIP – Cesar Chavez

Read the article below.

The 1965-1970 Delano Grape Strike and Boycott

On September 8, 1965, Filipino American grape workers, members of the Agricultural Workers Organizing Committee, walked out on strike against Delano-area table and wine grape growers protesting years of poor pay and conditions. The Filipinos asked Cesar Chavez, who led a mostly Latino farm workers union, the National Farm Workers Association, to join their strike.

Cesar and the leaders of the NFWA believed it would be years before their fledgling union was ready for a strike. But he also knew how growers historically pitted one race against another to break field walkouts. Cesar’s union voted to join the Filipino workers’ walkouts on Mexican Independence Day, September 16, 1965. From the beginning this would be a different kind of strike.

--Cesar insisted the Latino and Filipino strikers work together, sharing the same picketlines, strike kitchens and union hall.

--He asked strikers take a solemn vow to remain nonviolent.

--The strike drew unprecedented support from outside the Central Valley, from other unions, church activists, students, Latinos and other minorities, and civil rights groups.

--Cesar led a 300-mile march, or perigrinacion, from Delano to Sacramento. It placed the farm workers’ plight squarely before the conscience of the American people.

--The strikers turned to boycotts, including table grapes, which eventually spread across North America.

But Cesar knew the strikers’ greatest weapon was simply their decision not to quit, to persevere no matter what the odds or how long it would take. The strikers had to be prepared to risk everything—beginning with their financial security.
Two and a half years into the strike, during the winter of 1967-68, some strikers, especially some young men, were impatient. There was no hope of victory any time soon. Thick Tule fog shrouded the valley, making things seem even drearier.

Some young male strikers talked about violence, about striking back at the growers who abused them. By fighting back they could prove their machismo, their manliness. Cesar rejected that part of American culture that, he said, “tells our young men that you’re not a man if you don’t fight back.” He had already begun boycotting table grapes, following the tradition of his hero, Mahatma Gandhi and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Cesar also followed Gandhi and Dr. King’s practice of militant nonviolence.

Some of the strikers equated nonviolence with inaction or even cowardice. Cesar believed exactly the opposite. He believed nonviolence is more powerful than violence, that it supports you if your cause is just. He believed nonviolence forces you to be creative--that it lets you maintain the offensive, which is crucial to winning any contest.

But for Cesar, nonviolence was more than a tactic or strategy that could be discarded if it wasn’t working. He once wrote, “However important the struggle is and however much misery, poverty and exploitation exist, we know that it cannot be more important than one human life.” Cesar also quoted Gandhi, who said, “Do something! Offer your life! If you really want to do something, be willing to die for it.”

He didn’t teach people by lecturing or by telling them what to do. He led by example. He planted little seeds of hope that sprouted into a renewed movement.

Again following the example of Gandhi, Cesar announced in February 1968, he was fasting to rededicate the movement to nonviolence. He went without food for 25 days, only drinking water. It was an act of penitence for those who advocated violence and a way of taking responsibility as leader of his movement.

The fast divided the UFW staff. Some didn’t understand why Cesar was doing it. Others worried about his health. But the farm workers understood. A Catholic mass was said daily near where Cesar was fasting in a tiny windowless room of an adobe-walled gas station at the Forty Acres, the UFW headquarters outside Delano. Hundreds, then thousands, came.

In 25 days, Cesar lost 35 pounds. His doctors said his life was in danger.

But the fast worked. All talk of violence stopped. Dr. King wrote Cesar, expressing admiration and solidarity. The fast ended during a mass in Delano with thousands. Senator Robert F. Kennedy was there, he said, “out of respect for one of the heroic figures of our time.”

Cesar was too weak to speak, so his statement was read for him. It ended with, “It is my deepest belief that only by giving our lives to we find life. The truest act of courage, the strongest act of manliness, is to sacrifice ourselves for others in a totally nonviolent struggle for justice. To be a man is to suffer for others. God help us to be men.”

The grape strike continued. So did the grape boycott.

For 100 years before Cesar Chavez, farm workers tried, and failed, to organize a union. Every strike was crushed. Every union was defeated.

Cesar knew the farm workers couldn’t win with just a field strike. The growers controlled all the rural social and political institutions. 

Cesar read about Gandhi’s boycott of salt in 1930. He carefully followed Dr. King’s Montgomery bus boycott in the mid-1950s.

For the first time in American history, Cesar and the United Farm Workers (the result of a merger in 1966 between the Agricultural Workers Organizing Committee and the National Farm Workers Association) decided to use a boycott in a major labor dispute. The boycott changed the scene of the battle from the fields, where the odds were stacked against farm workers, to the cities, where farm workers could appeal for help to the American people, whom Cesar called “our court of last resort.”

Hundreds of grape strikers traveled across the U.S. and Canada, telling their stories and organizing mass support for the grape boycott. The strikers were joined by thousands of supporters who helped tirelessly organize the boycott.

Cesar and the farm workers believed if consumers in communities throughout North America knew about the suffering of field laborers—and saw the grape strikers struggling nonviolently—they would respond. For Cesar, nonviolence couldn’t be understood in the abstract. It could only be seen in action. He said, “the whole essence of nonviolent action is getting a lot of people involved, vast numbers doing little things.”

He knew most people couldn’t drop what they were doing and dedicate themselves completely to the movement like the grape strikers, most of whom lost their homes, cars and worldly possessions. But Cesar and the farm workers showed ordinary people that by making little sacrifices every day—by not eating grapes—they could directly help the poorest of the poor.

The boycott connected middle-class families in big cities with poor farm worker families in the California vineyards. Millions stopped eating grapes. At dinner tables across the country, parents gave children a simple, powerful lesson in social justice.

By 1970, the grape boycott was a complete success. Table grape growers at long last signed their first union contracts, granting workers better pay, benefits, and protections.

In the decades that followed, Cesar and the UFW continued using nonviolent strikes, boycotts, marches and fasts to help farm workers stand up for their rights and gather support from ordinary Americans to aid them in their efforts. Those efforts continue to this day through the work of the United Farm Workers of America and the Cesar Chavez Foundation.  

SIP 3

Instructions- 

1.  Write an essay for the American Farm Workers Association of Michigan, informing them of the effectiveness of boycotting food, as a means to get results for negotiations in contracts and laws.  
2. Use the provided outline to guide your writing. 
3. You must include your handwritten outline with the word processed essay. 
4. The word processed essay must be Times Roman, 12 font and double spaced.  The essay must have a title, your name, class and date at the top of the paper.
5. The essay must be at least 1 page long to receive any credit.  Any essays shorter than 1 page will not receive a grade.
SIP 4 Instructions:

As you can see, from the article you read about Cesar Chavez and the grape boycott, it is obvious that boycotting is a successful, strategic way to influence people to make decisions.  If Michigan had an agricultural labor issue, that could not be resolved in a traditional manner, what product would be effective to use in a boycott?  Look at the chart below and choose and one product that you feel would be the most effective to boycott in Michigan.   Write a thorough essay that explains how boycotting can be an effective tool in resolving labor disputes (refer to and explain how Cesar Chavez boycotted grapes) the product you chose and how it is a better boycott option than some of the others for Michigan.  Be sure to include evidence from the chart and personal knowledge in your writing.  
Value of Sales by Commodity Group – Michigan and Oregon 

(Data Source: 2007 Census of Agriculture)
	Commodity Group 
	Market Value ($1,000)
	U.S. Rank

	
	     MI                            OR 
	MI 
	OR 

	Total agricultural products sold 
	5,753,219 
	4,386,143 
	22 
	28 

	Crops including nursery and greenhouse 
	3,329,928 
	2,976,087 
	15 
	16 

	Livestock, poultry, and their products 
	2,423,291 
	1,410,055 
	24 
	32 

	Grains, oilseed, dry beans, and dry peas 
	1,710,733 
	316,772 
	13 
	27 

	Vegetables, melons, potatoes, and sweet potatoes 
	347,305 
	339,388 
	9 
	10 

	Fruits, tree nuts, and berries 
	392,472 
	515,582 
	5 
	4 

	Nursery, greenhouse, floriculture, and sod 
	623,097 
	989,483 
	6 
	3 

	Cut Christmas trees, short rotation woody crops 
	29,155 
	116,759 
	3 
	1 

	Other crops and hay 
	227,165 
	698,104 
	14 
	3 

	Poultry and eggs 
	258,994 
	119,812 
	25 
	33 

	Cattle and calves 
	449,371 
	800,336 
	28 
	18 

	Milk and other dairy products from cows 
	1,285,571 
	401,786 
	7 
	18 

	Hogs and pigs 
	357,495 
	5,662 
	12 
	35 

	Sheep, goats, and their products 
	8,867 
	20,987 
	20 
	9 

	Horses, ponies, mules, burros, and donkeys 
	23,550 
	18,935 
	16 
	21 

	Aquaculture 
	5,721 
	16,270 
	28 
	17 

	Other animals and other animals products 
	33,721 
	26,267 
	10 
	14 


http://migrationfiles.ucdavis.edu/uploads/cf/files/2010-may/bitsch-paper-comparing-farm-labor.pdf
