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A Position Paper for Churchmen With Regard to the Farm-Labor Issue Fr. Richard Humphrys 5

Introduction: Dear Friends: For the past s veral years, church groups of several denom-
inations here and in Canada have backed a bo.cott of table grapes and lettuce not harvested
by the United Farm Workers. Their motives we e sincere bul the results have been destructives
much of the acreage has been lost, farm workers have lost Jobs, and a large segment of

farmers and those affilisted with them have besen alienated from their respective churchess

The farmer feels that the churchss have not fairly presented his side of the story., They

are particularly upset by the great number of mis-statements and distortions that have
appeared in church papers. It would seem that there is need for a new attitude of churchmen
toward farmers and the farn community. The same can be said with regard to their attitude
toward and appraisal of the two union involved, the U.F.W. and the Teamsters. All too often,
church statements lack balance. They present the evils done by growers or Teamsters without
presenting the good things they do. Also, they do not present the abuses of the U.F.W. along
with the many good things they have accomplished. In effect, therefore, churchmen are guilty
of taking sides on a highly eontreversial issue. The results have been decreased church
attendance and the alicnation of clergymen from their congregetions. Much re-thinking and
re-evaluation must be done. The principles of charity and justice must be equally applied

"t Anly t0 the U.F.W. bub also to the farmers and the Teamsters. For these reasons I

present the following position paper for chuivimen. These points will be considered.
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