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“3 major farm labor i issues s at end of the 20th'cérit|‘1ry.‘ :

....................................

e] atinization of farm and rural work forces as rural poverty in
‘Mexijco and Centrel Arnenca is transferred to rural Amenca

. via 1mmlg1ahon :

eFarm labor law: Can enforcement agenc1es and unions
maintain labor standards with an immigrant work force and a
proliferaﬁon of mjddiemen such as labor-contractors...? -

. Integrahon How wﬂl ﬂ1e setﬂement of lmrmgrant fann :
workers and their families affect the economies and politics of
the rural communities in which they settle? and will the 1st -
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make plau51ble guesses. _‘ 7
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€6t HI 22mosTY |

Y



US FARMVV ORKER PROFEE connnugd
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D 54% of those w1th famlhes are se_parated ﬁ'om fa:mhes to pursu :.
o fann wgrk (mcreasmg)
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. .9% l1ve with aparent Of youngest (<1‘7 years old) 53% Iive ., Al

» with a patent = 47% live with'no parert. Forelgn born
« teen fannworkers 80% hvg vwith no parerit.. - . ;. 1.
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/|.-@ Most common 11vmg~pattem is-to live excl_ugwely with non~ - -

' relatives (50% of men, 11% of women. -For-unauthorized,: - -

i >75%): Of those living' with a relative, 20% hve also W]th or .

' “host” non-relative (40% for forergn—bom) Dol
« Cr .: f_-—‘conhﬂue’d‘ S ,: . .- []9‘] -

‘. Overwhehmngly poor (< FPL) 60% overa]] 45% US bom 69% .
; foreign-bom; 80% unauthionized. Proportions for fb increasing:
* Pgores m Midwest; unauthorized; women; young (<21);. .

-+ unaccompanied workers living without relatwes la.rger. C

i families; single mothers and solo methers (90% & 78%, -
respectwely— together=25% of ali farmworkmg mothers)
* Latino (US-born non—Hlspamc <33%in poverty, US-born and “
* foreign-born Hispanic. 75% in poverty) T
‘e Médian income fot individual farmworkers from farm labor="" * |
* $2,500 - $5,000 per year.: Hourly’wage = $5-7, about ¥ others:

. 25% of farmworkers have nonfarm eainings; their personaI median’ | PRI

mcome f.rom all sources = $5000 75% earn under’

........

$10 000 per year.- Foretgn—bom 1&35 fb do nonfarm work- 1

| US FARMWORKER PROFILE, -—connnued--

‘® Median household iricome = $7,500 - $10,000 per. year. Over,
“ * 60% households in poverty (up from 50% in 6 years). F or
forelgn born, $5,000 - $7 000. For unauthonzed, $2 500- -
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. Most common asset = a veh gl 49% awn (24% of imauthorized)

® 17% own/are buying a house or trailer in US (declining over time).
4% of unauthorized.
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Who works in meats, poultry, seafood'?

............

Most are Spamsh—speakmg, but a]so SE A51ans, Serbo-
Croatians, others” - -

® in poultry plants in Georgla & N Carohna 50% of workers -
arewomen .

® in ciab processing plants of North Carolina and Virginia, H2B
Mexican immigranis (largely women) have been replamng
Afncan—Amencan workers smce 1988 o SR ; -
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° mcréasmg “migrant siream to Canachan &Alaskan watersto - {|"

pack fish
[2b,3,2q

.....

relevant because' +

— another immigrant -dominated,
low-wage, food production sector
involving frequently seasonal work.. . . - -

— work forces for FVH, other farms and
‘these industries are very. ﬂuxd &
L mtermmgled S
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P and thh turnover- -
. 'Compames hire- $vulnerable workers
IO - who are in no p051t10n I
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" Is Mechanization supportable on the
basis of global competltmn‘?

- If trends continue (lowering trade bamers), amore
reasonable argument. -

Mechanization increases productivity, displaces human
harvesters, reduces costs, improves or stabilizes profit
margins,

Though farrﬁivofker wage-s.and earnmgs- are Very poor in
the US, they still can’t compete with other natmns’ lower
labor costs (developmg world).

U]tlmately, depends on the crop invelved.

Can mechanization help farm workers?

. WAGES
If harvest productivity increases, production
‘ costs decrease. Worker wages could increase ... -
L EARNINGS
Besides wage increases, some remaining jobs
would be more year-round or permanent (more
processing ]obs) So annual earnmgs ggld increase
' “yet more..
L INJURYPREV.ENTION _ ' U
) Unpredictable. Depends on crop & technologles DT B
e - JOB OPPORTUNITIES. N
Fewer overall jObS, more jobs reqmnng specnal
skills. Computerized mechanization a special i lssue
will there be sufficient skilled workers?

& The use of new technology
may... increase the employer’s
n¢ed_for employees capable of - -
operating computerized
| farm machinery
and thus produce a shortage
of skilled labor. *®

— Oregon Employment Department’s
proposed Agricultural Services Plan for 2000-2001 —




How government policies respond-i in the
-é 3 agncultural mdustry* -i-'*"- s

0 anemic employer sanctrons, enforcernent
e {creign guest worker programs: - . T vr oD
¢ continued exemptions of MSFWs from protec’aons
. ® adjustments of school schedules,. allowmg prisoners

' to do fw, other non-cash ° ‘subsidies”
® cash subsidies to. farmss to ensure.fair. crop pnces R
® direct and mdlrect support of mcreased irnrmgrahon

e mlgrant health m1grant educahon farmworker
housmg camps, rmgrant legal a1cl etc $$$ &
programs ' :

=

. & The federal govemment B
spends over $600 million annua]ly =
mlgrant and seasonal workers
eari — On programs desngned
.. to. help to offset the problems :

..............................
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...and thlckenmg the: soup
(unmlgratlon policy overa]l)

e Many groups (sorne enwronrnentallsts antl—unm -
grant groups; nativists; social welfare groups;
some economists; etc) pressure govemrnent fo

reduce immigration . - SR |

...........

" forsocial welfare = . ... LiL0 il
® Generally, business-interests and some others- - -
pressure government to malntaln hrgh 1mrr11g T

lmmlgrant

.............

........

17




R S

Yl.ICf\Tl\N

We're only 460 miles and ESETESTR A.nd vou could save over
%)Snmutmbyau-ﬁ'omme . $15,000 a year, per worker, if
had an offshore produc
Labor costs avenge under ﬁ plant here,
$1 a0 hout including bene- . - Sofyouwa.utbsaehow
fits. Far lower than m the well you of your plant mau-
Far East. And lessthan CBL -agers can live here while
Central America and even meking your companmy more .
less than the rest of Mexico. competitive. call for a free -
Theturnover rate is less video tour of the State of

than 5/ayenr Yucatan at 703 295 1753,

. : Gavemment of the Stale of Yucatan Mex:co LT
Department of Industrial and Commercza! Develapment

The Resultmg Plcture n.llt.he US

.....

.......

. US labor force = 130 mllhon (1996) of whom

* 35 million Mexican-bom arrivals since 1985
® 3 million Mexicans who came here 1980-95 = 20%
of Mexico’s net population growth and = 25%
of US’s total immigrant poptﬂatlon (pI'OjBCthI’lS
similar for-1995-2010). .- -. :
e [égal + unauthonzed 1rnrn1g to US now >1 2 mﬂhon

. earmed ~ 50% less than male natives in- 1990 &
(ad]usted) less than earher 1m:m1grants

The Resulting Picture in the US:
- Immigrant Farmworkers

® 7 of the 10 US cities with hlghest % of immigrants
'~ living in poverty are in CA’s Central Valley
.® Central Valley produces more farm income than ~ -
-+ any other state, but each.farm job increases the

- # of people hvmg in poverty there  [g - -

® As for legalizing unauthorized: ‘
* Advocates want immediate legahzatlon on

social justice terms (empowerment)

* Growers want legalization later, only for those

who stay in ag (180 days/yr X 5 yrs)[(control)
L
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o lf we were loglcal the future e

would be very bleak indeed.
But we are more than loglcal
‘We are human beings, . °
and we have hope,

and we can work » .

. -—Jacques Cousteau_f—

: “ What we- need

| -—Theodore Roethke-_.'_. o L

are more people
who specialize
in the 1mp0551ble.

"To Do...and to Advb'cat'é for -

- Consider expanded MHP and definitional changes to
- involve all food production, seasonal planting and

~ harvests

Even more parthénng with othiers (farmworkers
and advocates with religious activists, women’s

. groups, immigrants’ rights groups_.an.d Latino. . .

advocacy groups)

Encourage naturalization

. Separate immigration policy from mdmdual—case o
immigrant’s rights . ‘

Don't neglect personal reflection on 1mm1grat10n |

“policy




