AN ANALYSIS OF THE ARIZONA ECUMENICAL COUNICIL'S “TRUTH SQUAD®™ REPORT

Cn Hay 31, 1972, the Arizona Ecumenical Council appointed a committeg, the "Truth
Squad,” to study the farm labor situatien in Arizona, The repert of the Truth

S uad was made public on September 28, 1972, Hewsver, it is full of inaccuraciles
and lacking in documentaion, The method used in preparing the report was

inept; its contents are shallow and inconsistent; and the objectivity and
fairmindedness of Truth Squad Chairman Paul Gaston are seriously in doubt.

A Narrow Study

In preparing their report the Truth Squad failed to draw on the experience
and contacts of these churchmen and women who have a long history of involve-
ment with Arizona farm workers. Church Women United, for example, has main-
tained a ministry to farm workers for years, Yet no attempt was made to
involve this group in the preparation of the report, After the Truth Squad
had complated their work a statement from the Chairwoman of the Farm Labor
and Indian Ministry of Church Women United, Tus§on area, was secured and
placed in the Appendix of the Truth Squad Report,

“he Arizona Ecumenical Council itself maintains a Frrm Labor Ministry, yet
the Truth Squad study was not entrusted to Father Henry Wasielewski, head of
the AE.C. Farm Labor Hinistry., Instead, the A,E.C, appointed a novice in
the area of farm labor, the Rev, Paul Gaston,a United Church of Christ
clergyman from Lempe, Arizona, who served as Truth Squad Chairman,

ther church people who were not censulted by the Truth Squad include the
staffs of the Califsrnia iigrant Ministry, the ilational Farm Worker Hinistry
and countless pastors, priests and nuns who worl: directly with farm worlkers
in Arizona,

A One-3ided Investigation

In gathering material for the report, “ruth Squad Chairman Gasten teol part
in meetings in Delano, Califernia which had been arranged with the purpose

of discrediting the United Farm Workers Union, On June 14, 1972, Rev, Gaston
made a trip to Delano to study the farm labor situstion thera, His firat
st%p was a luncheon at the Delano Elks Club, Those Present included a number
of persons who have been long-time opponents of the United Farm Workers. In
his report Gaston records the allegations and charges made against the UMY
by this group.

After the Elks Club luncheon, Gaston writes that he “obtained permissien”

to visit farm workers on Jacl Pandol's ranch, Though Gaston quotes thse
charges made against the UF'W at Pandol's ranch, he gives no indication to

the reader that Pandol is one of the leading anti-~union growers in California
and a key figure in California's "Right-to-Work” Committee. Nor does Gaston
consider the possibility that workers who are interviewed on the ranch where
they work might feel pressured to make charges against the United Farm Vorkers
Union,

Gaston visited a labor camp and interviewed workers in the presence of their
foreman after the foreman had said the workers should tell Gaston what was
wrong with the union! Gaston dutifully quotes the accusations made against the
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U in this setting,

Gaston alse visited with Doleres lMendoza and fourteen other persens she had
vhrought together in her home in Delano. Though Gaston quotes their eriticisms
of the union he fails te inform the reader that Dolores Mendoza is the wife of &
labor contractor, who made a lot of money supplyinz workers te growers until

UFY contracts put him out ef bhusiness.,
Arizona Legislators Present During the Interviews

ALl of Gaston's intervicws in California were conducted in the presence of
two Arizona legislators who had accompanied him "by coincidence.” 3oth of
these men, State Senators Lee Corbet and Scott Alexander voted in favor of
Arizona's new farm labor law (HB 2134) and both have voiced public criticism
of the UFW; Gaston secms unaware that the presence of these men on his Delano
fact finding mission might undermine the credibility and objectivity of his
SULVeY.

Lack of Adequate Documentation

llany of the allegations reproduced in the Truth Squad Report are impossible to
document, For example, a man named Jose lMontenegro, referred to as “a farm
worker and ex-union official’ is quoted scvoral timos in the report, Yot
Appendix I (also called Foléer ¥o,l) which is given as the source for those
quotations, makes no mention of a Josc Hontenogro,

A number of statements attributed to farm workers are actually not tho results of
field interviews. Instead, the Truth Squad has simply reproduced information
madce avallable to them by the Arizona Farm 3urcau, For example, "Bitter Fruilt
in the Vineyard" is an article which appearcd in the Chamber of Commorco publi-
cation Nation's Dusiness. Though this article is over two years old (Vebruary,
1970) it is cited six times to document charges made against the United Farm
HYorkers Union, Another example is a pamphlet, "Dattle for the Vineyards,” Dby
Cletus Healy, S.J,, Contributing IEditor of Twin Circle. This pamphlet, a

1969 compilation of Twin Circle articles, is uscé as documentation in the

Truth Squad Report -several times, Iwin Circle is a well known right wing
publication, which has boen publically attacled by the Roman Catholic Jighops’
Committee en Farm Labor for its irresponsible reporting on farm labor issuos,

thon the Truth Squad decided to base a portion of its survey on written
materials, why were virtually all the excellent books and articles on farm
labor avoilded? The Truth Squad did not usc any of the works of Ernesto
Galarza, John Coles, John Gregory Dunne, Father lazk Day, Ron Taylor or Wruman
Hloore, Peter Hatthicssen's history of tho United Tarm Workers, Sal Si Puedes,
is listed as a source but it is not cited in any footnotes or any place else
in the report,

In only one instance has the Truth Squad made use of the eight-volume study,
Jdigrant and Seasonal Faymworker Powerlessness (U.S. Senate Sub-Committec on
Higratory Labor, 1969, 1970). In a widely circulated defense of the Truth
Squad Report, David Reed, Executive Director of the Arizona Ecumenical Council
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has written that this multi-volume govermmont study “is unfortunately rather
old material and there is very little in it which deals specifically cnough
with Arizona to have proven helpful to the committec's task of researching the
Arizena situation,” The fact is that, with the exception of two newspapur
cditorials from the state of Washington, nong of the published material usecd
to document chavrges made against the UFY is morc recent than 1970 and nong

of it makes any mention of Arizona farm Workers.

Sloppy Research

The Truth Squad's method of collecting information was generally sloppy and
one-sided, For example, the report takes up the charge that fewer jobs are
available to workers duc to Uf¥ organizing activity. Yet the only documentation
offered to substantiate the charge is: (1) a spoech by the Communications Director
of the American Farm Durcau Federation, (2) an article from Hation's usiness,
official voice of the U,S, Chamber of Commerce (2/70), (3) a pamphlet published
by Twin Circle in 1969, and (4) a statement cntitled “Io Bat or Not to Bat

Grapes, That is the Question,” by Rev, James G, iHcDonald., (Rev, lcDonald's

visit to Delano in 1969 was finmnced by the food industry and his rcport was
discredited by his own constituents,)

he Truth Squad's analysis of Arizona's farm labor law (H.3. 2134) concludes that
the impact of the law "will depend on the functloning and decisions of the
agriculture labor hoard” which is appointed by the governor. The report

states that "onc would hope the Governor would select thosce for board membership
who are truly roprescniative of thelr publics, arc able, objective, and rospected,”
The Truth Squad Report fails to mention that in mid-August Governor Villiams
announced his appointmonts to the board. Of the two labor representatives one

is president of the Phoenix Joint Jouncil of Yeamstors and the other is a

member of Packinghousc Vorkers Local 70-'. licither of these two unions

represent any worlers who comec under the jurisdiction of the Arizona law.

In addition, Jorry 3reshears, oxccutive secrotary ef the Packinghousc Yorkers
Local 70-3 has charged that his union is not reprosented on the board,
-reshears sald that the governor failed to appoint a union member selected by

the union and instecad appointed a union membor recommended by the Westorn

Growers Association. DJroshears said on August 19, 1972 (Arizens Republic,

p.22), “In light of the obvious limitations the board allows for labor's

volce to be heard, it is foolish for any worling man to trust it, It is morcly
an cxtension of the growers' power and = tool of Governor Villiams,” Ilonc of

1
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this information is availablc to the recadexr of the Truth Squad Report,

Ignorance of the United Tarm lorkcors Union

The Truth Squad findings display a general lack of knowledge about the UF,
Yor example, therc is no evidence that “ruth Squad investigators tallied with
UFY Ranch Committee members, farm workers who arc slocted by their fellow
workers on cach ranch and who are responsible for enforcing the contract.



