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Harvest of Shame

Harvest of Shame was a groundbreaking documentary that exposed the plight of migrant workers in America during the 1960s. They resided in Florida during winter but traveled north to work as the weather became warmer. These types of workers arose as a new force of the post-war era where consumption along all sectors was increasing. Agricultural demands were increasing, causing an increase in the labor needed. At the same time, media demands were also increasing which lead to the success of this documentary as one of the first of its kind. These workers work 136 days of the year and average $900 annually, which is about $8,000 today. Additionally, only 1/500 migrant children finish middle school and 1/5000 finish high school. Many feel like they will never be able to escape this endless cycle of work, and children not being educated only worsens the cycle. This documentary had a profound impact on the American public who had no idea about how migrant farmers lived, let alone how the food got to their plates. This also was the first popular expose documentary of its time and paved the way for other journalists to use documentary filmmaking as a way to spark change. This new media attention on farm and workers’ rights helped pass laws in congress. Today there are no longer migrant workers, but immigrant workers. Many are undocumented, are living in poverty, and have no real political power because they cannot vote or lobby. Out of all the US farmworkers, 48% are undocumented immigrants and 21% are authorized immigrants. So, has anything really changed since the 1960s?

Full documentary: 1960: "Harvest of Shame" 
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