An Edn‘orlul

Secondary Boycotts Unfmr to Others

Judging *from George Meany's
commenls on secondary boycotts last
week, the currenl mass picketing at
Muonie Marl, and the huge erowd during
& Superior Court hearing, isn'l going to
-,'gel much national support and funding.
. Meany, speaking in M.z-.] Beach last
',v.eek firmly rejected ©n appeai from
Tesar Chavez for AFL-CIO help in
poycotting Gallo wines on the retail
level,

He said the AFL-CIQ is willing to
approve a product boycoll of California
grapesand lettuce, "hut riol & secondary
boycott which would work to the
detriment of the winery workers, ot the
meal cutlers, ov the retail clerks."”

This shows the naliopal union thinkisg
on secondary boycolls and Mcany was
fermed far less enthuslastic in his

support [ur the UFW than he has been in

the past.

This, confirms our own beliefs and
that of the union employes at Monte
Marl. It doesn'l gain the United Farm
Woarkers supporters—it turns people

against them, And, in the case of Monte
Mart, it turns individual union members
of other unions against them, which does
irreparable damage to lhe labor
movement, generaliy.’

What has happened is that Monte
Mart has been singled oat by UF'W for a
voncentrated effort, The resull: 206

. union employes at four Monle Mart

slores have signed a petition abjecting to
pickeling of the stores by UFW and
sympathicers,

The petition asks Meany to exercise -

his influence lo stop the UFW pickeling
whith Monte Mart employes say is
unfair and is jeopardizing their jobs,

The petition, signed by members of the
Retail Clerks Local 839, or the Meat
Cutters Union, &sserts,
pickets: are [forcing many of our
customers 1o irade al non-union stores
and some of our fellow employes have
been laid off as a result”.

A copy of the petition has been for--

warded to James Housewright,
president of the Retail Clerks Inter-

“The UFW-

national Assn. in Wash_mgton, n.C,
according to James Dobby, Local 839
president. He said, however, that he is

1aking no stand on the matler al present

because he felt it would be premature.

The Californian feels, and agrees with
Meany on the sccondary boyeotl point,
that Monte Mart employes have hil the
nail on the head when they state, “What
seems most unfair is that the UFW is
picking um us rather (hop the producer of

the product (Gallo wine) that they claim -

to have a dispule with."

The president of the emplu}es
~ssockation nofed that a table and
limited informational picketing had

- been offered the UFW at the store's

main enlrance, but the UFW weuld
rather conlinue mass picketing,
. The mosl incongruous of all facls is,

However, that the employes state, “"We

are the only union department slore in
Monterey County afliliated with the
AFL-CI0 and the AFL-CIO has sup-
porled the UFw.*

This vividly supports the contention in

SALINAS CALIFORNIAN

Tuesday, February 26, {974

Poge 4

. make
ragricultural products, as it is for in-

every other mdus{_ry bt agricullure that
sccondary boycolls 3re wrong and
should be banned. They ARE banned
under the Taft-Hartley Act of 1947 in
fabur areas other than agriculture. That
act's passage was based on the tenent
that sueh a tactie as boycolting was an
unfdir labor practice and that the con-
sumer is the principal loser.

In Monte Mart's case, union employes
of different roups ure fast hecoming the
Ipsers, as well,

Thera Is no basis Tor whal is currently
going on. The grievance is with Gallo,
nol hlonte Mart, other grocery or liquor
stores,

And, “we repeat again, state and
nalinnal legislation shiould be adopted to
this matter as clear for

dustiial products,
Secondary boycot! inlimidation has no
place in a free society where collective

Jbargaining is accepted and the primary

sources are, and should be, the parties



