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TONIGHT, let 8 take a look at that strike which has been ragins in

| the sallnas and santa maria valleys for nearly a,month now ... the

largest farm labor strlke in many years, and perhaps the most

important ever, 'It'A 1s s_eing to lead, quite simply, to the

unionization.of'the}bulk'of“ealifornia‘e'farm.workere voo and 80,

ultimately, to the unionization of farm workers everywhere.

THE diepute, as I'm sure you're, avare, pits the afl-cio's united

farm workers orsaninzins comnittee, directed by cesar chavez,

_ agalnst ah alliance of the teameter union 8 farm worken?divieion

and some of tha country‘'s most powerful srowers,¥v~ A ff%“haﬁ”?ﬁﬁbé

W
broughﬁkturmoil to the ealinas valley, one of the world's richest

. farm areae),ﬁg caused natiohwide shortases of baeic vesetables, and

greatly increased the prlce of those available,

BEE@RE we go any furuher into what's happening now, however, let'
go back to the besinning° The dispute started at the tag end of”

- Julye That was when teamster unlon and grower epokesmen
-unexpsctedly announced that they had signed contracts covering
'about two hundred grovers in the sallnas, eanta maria and imperial
valleye° The growsrs produce the bulk of the country's ma jor |
vegetable crops. and employ between fifsy and eeventy thousand
fie}ld workers during the harvest peak,

" The teameter-grower agreement was by far the larsest single farm
labor agresment ever reached, And it 1nvolved growers who obviously

arae the'conntry’e most-important-in terms of union organizing.




THE grovers also were those who had most bitterly fought union
erganizere over the years oeo sometimes shedding blood in the ‘
procese. They were some~of the_growere, forvinstance, who’took~parta'
in the violent 1ettﬁce;strike of 1936.whicn john steinbeck wrote-

about ... by all measurements the most bitterly anti-unbon of

caiifornia‘evetrongly anti=union 8r6Wersg

WHY the shift in grower tactics? And 1f they Were to finally '
comed} to terms with a union, why eign an agreement with the
teamsters -- s unlon which_representedronlyva handful of field

: wonkere? dWhy not sign with the nnited farm workere'ofganizinsv
committee,_which wes'leadins the new campaign to organize fiéld .

workers?

IF we can answer these questions,_I think, we will have reached an.

R /

understanding of what' going oh around. ealinas.

- so, firet, why the shift 1n grower tactice?,fWhy did they decide tO.f.H'
~“abandon years of violent opposition to farm unionization and sign
with the teamsters? The answer, simply, ie that the farm workers

'organizins committee made them do 1t. . The committee 8 success inf

‘made 1t clear that, after -

organizing grape growers 7

;f”é a half century and ‘more of struggle, california '8 farms actually

ﬁ-were going to ba unionized, and the srowere chose the teamsters f'

‘as the leaser of wni




.WHAT 1t amounted to wes;thie-'~the-vegetable srowere-knew they
would bscome the prime- target of the farm workers organizing o

committee onece the committee had signed up the srape gErovwers o..

'hat the grape growere

uﬁ( éf?”«f” & At j’ﬁc
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~ and they kmevs

'finelxy_vouid'eign7union_esreemente#if

‘THE organizing committee, that is, was on the verge of demanding
‘that the vegetabla growers follow the etate s srape growers and
‘recognize the committee ae the bargeining agent of its workere;
If the vesetable growers did not agree, they faced the prospect
of a maJor etrikeo- More serious was the prospect of a national;'
boycott of their produce ... most serioue of all the proepect of
:.a boycott agalnat the eaeily identifiable products of ‘the

- corporations thatia

for instance, and the united fruit corporation»and 1ts chaquita
bananas. The vegetable growers, obviouely, did not Want to face

the same eort of boycott action that fina71y brousht B

| grape growers to the barsaining table after,e
= milliane-of dollars,e

IT wae an extremely painful situation for growers who for years

."Q WT"Q//,Y" .
had &= 2 practiced their bellef that field workere sbould

have no voice whatsoever in their Wegee, houre and working
fconditione —_—— agree to the demands of ceear chavez and the
_organizing committee,'e truly democratic end effective union that

would give their workere a etr@ns voice, or face a dieaetroue boycott'




THERE was anotnerialterﬁativé, houevor,';Why'not call in another
r-unlon and cut off cesar ohavez at the pass? Why not’ sign quiokly
with another unlon before chavez group oould appear XK another
union that would be less demooratic and 1ess effecyive in its '
representation of the fleld workere? If the growere called in
the right union, it might almost be es good as having no union
".at all. |

-THE growere found the right union in the teamsters. For many
years the teamsters had represented the truck drivers who haul
the growers produce and workers in the oanneriee and - frozen food
plante where their vesetablee are procegeed° And for many ‘years,
‘the teamsters had wanted to control the fleld workers, as a way

%o better the position of the food processing workers =-

agsuring them, for'inetance, thatthere would'not be anyvf”v~w

by field workers that would curtall their work., What the

- growers now hoped for was widespread expansion of the eyetem i
which had prevailed for nine years at. one. of the growers' =

: operations, the giant bud antle holdinge in the salinas valley° o

There, ‘the teamstere representES field workers, but in subh a

| an agent of the grower.  The union, '

" A\t

in essense, F X dues from the;

3

‘way thyt the unégn really 7

8, Tn raturn, nerely e then
-WQ@% their pay and conditions géu&d be° Th""“"'"_r éiy’ Y Skl
feen f(‘,ﬂf. ‘
ay‘is'everf

A

is done by geamster officials over whom they really have

&

vote on anything,'and any negotiating - irﬂ? one e,“;f“

no oontrolo_
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'on the growers than those demanded by the farm workers organlzing ﬁ%?%“ﬁm

ﬁ ;;umﬁ"“‘éf

, ' ' ?@@«m‘ ﬁv“ (A |
represent all of the growers' field workers and on term

committee, .Wages and g:?efins were less in the teamsten R '4%ﬁ#ﬂ“

" o | ledd 05
agreement, of course. &= most important, unlon members had far ?f

less of a voice in'farn'operationsl 'The onganining oommittee bl
| demanded, for instance, that several dangerous pesticides be - kept _‘1nﬁ¥%d
out of the flelds and that others not be used without consultation !
- batwaen grower and wobksrz re_presemtatives° The teamsters demandedd:

no such things. 4and, in contrast to the demand of-bhe organizins

- committee for growers to aelk ’ gt from the union hirins hall
in the dame way as vwaterfront employers and contractors do, the

teamsters allowed grovers t continue getting help from pavacitical

B in union dueso 1% mattened not

.that the worksrs haa not é;;: Been consultaed on whether they

wanted to be represanted by the teamsters or on the. terms of .
the agreement which would digetate their pay and working conditions,-z_
And Lt diigﬁt matterdyh~;n<

that the

_ PE and not}by a”teamsters orsanizition‘run by proﬁees“onal
.union tegchniciang. anglaos In a1 Soatar chrasa nid mbhlses ~271 —ie




NOR did it.sesm'to matter thaﬁ thé.teamstars had.agrsed;‘1n 1967,'“
to give the organizingocommittee the sole jurisdiction over
fleld workers while 1t retained jurisdiction over the other

workers 1in the food prooéSsing industry.

THESE things dldn't matter, that is, to the growers and the
teamsters. Thsy mattered véry much to %the fafm '6ofkérs"
.orsanizing committee and 1ts allies._ And, almost immediately
after the teamsterugrower agreements were announced, the

| organizing committae began picketins 8 large grower 1n '

" salinas and cesar chavez began a fast to protest the

teamnter contractsov

:'THEN 8 national oommittse of romen catholic bishOps stapped
in -~ the dame committee that helped settle the vineyard o

: dispute.~ There also was. an important meeting in san francisco'
between einar mohn, director of the teamsters western
-oonferanoe, and leonard woodcock, national president of the
united auto’ workers union; a close ally of both the teamsters

and the organizing committeeo

THK_result waa-a-reiteration Of'the;sgréemént of 1967 befWeen‘
“the teamSﬁers'and ths farm workers orsanizingvcommittee, Ths

','organizing committee, that is, was granted Jurisdiction over o
-field workess.v The teamsgtera got Jurisdiction over the others

in the food 1ndustryo'
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THEN, under. the threat of strikes, several mg jor growers set agide

'their teamster contracts and began negotiating agreements with the

organizing commlittees Mogt of them refused to budge, however, The
teamsters agreed &m not to interfere with those growers whd did mmk
want to'switch_contraﬁts, and'agreed not'to try to sign aﬁy more
growers, But teamster“prgénizefs inSisted they would honor the |
contracta of thosd growers who did not want to swiltch to the
organlzing committee o0 and inslsted that the commiytee 8 agreement/
with the teamsters prohibited 1t from,striking the reluqtant

grovers., o | . S | )

‘THE orgénizing cdmmittee-;; *” ’4 did not agree, and so called
the big strike that is nov going ons .8ince then, the teamsters
have openly ‘sided with the growers. ‘Bill graml, their chief |
organizerﬁ attacks chavez and hig allies for ‘being agalnst,.

quote, law and order oos 18 Openly opposing the strikars soo

B re%ﬁy&ng to release growers from their contracta with the

teamsters. and meanwhile attempting to sign contracts with

other growers,

AT first, the organizihg committee brought out between five and
seven tHousand workérs at~ﬁear1y 150 farms”in the salinaé vélley

and in the santa maria Valley 1n northern santa barbara county,




o other grOWers

| GROWERS reacted 1mmed1ately by getting more than two dozen court
orders asainst the strike oo . ON grounds that 1t 1s an 1llesa1
Jurisdictiona1~str1ke¢_ But the orders, 1ssued by monterey county

~Judges, have been ignored Joo and a;Jud89<in the gsanta maria
vailey nae_refused to 1séue'a‘similer order there, On’grOQnds.
‘that the workers had not been 51Ven-a'onance to say whether they -
‘wanted to be represented by the teamsters, -

- DOZENS of pickets have ‘been arf%@taed for violating the court

| ordars that Were 138uedo And this, among other things; has‘

1essened the original impaot of the strike. But though more

' peOple are working than before and more - produce s being

harvested and shipped, the gtrike pmid the constant threat of

boycotts to back it up have remained affective,

ONE of the largest of the growers finally signed with the
organizing eommittee¢ That was the Interherveet Corporation,
which grows about twenty percenﬁ of the\Salinae valley's

lettuce, and which is owned in turn by United Frult., The

. violated an agreement that no grower would abandon ﬁ?f'teamster

'agreement unless all growers abandoned them.}

%&@&;V

“dropped, however, and another large grower, tha .

THIS'suit
- freshplct food operation owned by the purex corporation7haa
o ,
begun negotiations with the organizing committee, fﬁfhave several

o other smaller growerso

_  Y

F“‘****ﬁy went to court, claiming that Interharvest,:*
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. .1t continue?

tha silent

THnSE deve10pments have prompted several counter actions. There‘

hes been a great deal of violence, and the formauion of oitizene
, v hn ey

eamsters, growera and. thexr numerous allies among

committeesb i
xajority types who dom@nate things in areas like salinas."

Members of one of the comittees have been plcketing, in vlolation

3

of a oourt order, those srowers who ere dealing with chavex

vorganizationu This Kept 1nterharvest from operating for several

_daYS. Butfpolice have beén arresting_the counter pickets and

- operations'have.begunvagain:atlthe”big'farm,-

THAT, I think urings us pretty much up to date. Most of the

'salinas and gsanta maria valley 8 growers remain undar teamster .
tunion contracts that provide asg 11tt1e a8 po&sible for their :

"'workers. Ang most of tha growers are being struok by the united

farm workers orsanizing committae, which is demanding contracts

that really help the- workers - wprkers whom 1%, and not the .

'teemsters, really represents,, Gourt orders asainst plcketing
tfére velng defisd openly,fvio;ence‘is a common.oocurence, and
i_PrObablj'onIy'half of tne'normel.orop 1s being harvested end_
o;shipped; ' R o : T

- A FEW growerS-are'relenting'and agreeing to negotlate new

‘ contracts with the farm workers organizing committee, desplte the

counter picketing by teamster and grower forces, But the -

.-majoriﬁy of»growers, as. I eaid,lremainefirm, SO'howglong wili-




.LdGAL action, it seems olear, is not going to stop 1t, Neither7b
has there been any sign of success from possible peacemakers°

The catholic blshops committee.remains in salinas, but it has’
accomplished hothihg_concretes ‘The auto workers union 1s ih no
posltion to again intervene on‘behslf-of_its_farm-union.allies;
kargely becsﬁsevit 1s tled upvin‘hegotietiohs with the.country'sv’b
auto firms ... and because 1t 1is borrowing 25 million ‘dollars |
~from. the teamsters, mainly to bolster 1ts strike benefit fund,_'

in anticlpation of an auto strikeo-

AND. the state and federal governments aren 't about to become'
'involved in such controversay -= not- unless they can find some'
way to assure that their inter@ention would assure a grower -

teamster victory.

'IT also is clear that the farm workers organizing committee is
not going to drop cut. .. and may, in fact, launch a boycott to
gtrengthen a gradually weakenipg strike, Just as 1t did in the

vineyard dlspute.

A BOYCOTT could eventually pressure growers into settling, 1f
 not the loss of millions of dollars which the strike alone 1s
inflictings Or perhaps the teamsters will pull outo' Certalnly

the union® 's national anc “egional off*cers Jxle 11; Lo seé 1%

o Lay)eng arnd eertalnly the local orsanizers who started the whole

o times

'damn thing have indicated they may be ready to quit° Even supposing |

_they are ready, however, executing the faoe saving manuevers will take
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i'M‘NOT,abont~to predict_whet will happen, and when ... be&ond

seying that; whatever.happens, tremendous.frogress already has
ICOme about, The fact that*the'growers'of_tne'selinas'valley nave B
gigned union agreements-with-anyone,7eveniteamster offibiale, ig

an incredible development considering the violent atruggle

against unionization that had been Waged unrelentingly for these

many yearg by those extremely important growerso

THE great need NOW jedfmesssmay 13 to meke certaln that the
unlonization that finalky ls here 1is un'ioni'zati-on on the best
.possible terms for the worﬁers who heve been 80 miéerably

exploited° aThis means, not the-;

'offeredtiv teamster organizers wi_h slisht concern for the -
workers involved, but the contracus demanded'by oesar chavez

~and the unlted farm workers orgsnizine comittee.A'These are
the agreements that would a&&é&gt give w%r field workere a

_ - (Andiyidual,

senuine volce in thelr own destinies, the's~andingg* o

. puman beings that has so long been denied theme- The'organizing
"commitee has no choice but %o continue struggling for such

| agreements, no matter how long it may take vad

5For”theﬂagreements eventually won .

_in the. Salinas valley will get a p@eoedente-4%~“¢*afarms all




