








ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: That wasn't clear from what you
were saying.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Let me just make one thing clear for
the record. I think that Mr. Chavez supported the Dixon Arnett
bill but doesn't support the Rodino bill; and I think there's two
distinct differences, one is Federal and the other one was State
legislation that was enacted into law.

MR. LOMBARDO: I was under the impression that Mr. Chavez
supported the Arnett bill, and then in Sacramento I could, for the
Committee's benefit, dig up the article that said that Mr. Chavez
now opposes the Arnett bill, and I will do that for the Committee's
benefit.

MR. CONO MACIAS: I was going to make a request here that

all comments about the Teamsters be kept to themselves, and also
we deserve equal amount of time in silence so...

CHATIRMAN ALATORRE: Do you want to state vyour name for
the record, sir?

MR. JOHNNY MACIAS: I'm Johnny Macias, team leader for

the Teamsters down in the Coachella Valley area.

On that particular incident where this so-called Father
John Banks--I say "so-~called" because I did see the arrest report
and for occupation, it was put down "unknown"; this is a matter of
record. Now, I got there after it happened, and I did happen to
talk to Mike Falco, who was involved; and those people were present
that were mentioned, the so-called John Banks and the reporter for
the Wall Street Journal. But Mike Falco also told me that they had
started out--it had started out in a friendly conversation, and it

got out of hand. This so-called John Banks had a knife in one hand,

-126~-

r N



a fork in the other. He stood up, leaned over the area and
questioned Mike Falco's manhood. Seeing the knife and fork in
his hands, he thought he was in danger and he reacted.

At that time, the so-called Father John Banks was wearing
a red windbreaker, white T-shirt, faded green slacks and tennis
shoes; and he's got long hair. On that particular day, I was
there.

Now, the young lady did say that I led the charge. I
don't know what she meant by that. I was there, but I did not

yell "Charge" or "Go get them" or make any statements to that

effect.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Were you arrested, Mr. Macias?

MR. J. MACIAS: I don't know what for.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Were you arrested?

MR. J. MACIAS: ©No, sir, I wasn't. I can't think of for
what.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Were there any members of Teamsters
arrested on that incident?

MR, J. MACIAS: I believe there were five. There were
so many--it was mass confusion--that I couldn't--you'd have to check
with the Sheriff's Department.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Do you know if there was anvbody else
arrested? Any strikers arrested?

MR. J. MACIAS: At that particular time?

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Yes.

MR. J. MACIAS: No, I don't. Like I say, you'd have to

check with the Sheriff's Department.
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’ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Do you know the outcome or the
disposition of the charges of anyone who was arrested on that day?

MR. J. MACIAS: No, I don't.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Mr. Sieroty.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIERCTY: On the John Banks incident, you
indicated you were not there, Mr. Macias, but that you talked to
people who were there. There was a John Banks and a reporter from
the Wall Street Journal. Do you know who else was there at the
time?

MR. J. MACIAS: When the incident happened?

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: When the incident occurred.

MR. J. MACIAS: There were approximately 14 Teamsters
there along with Mike Falco.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: And you think that Mike Falco felt
threatened because one man, one man who may have been a farm worker
sympathizer, was there?

MR. J. MACIAS: Well, not because he was there but because
of what he might have had--or what he had in his hands.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: And that's the story that was told
to you?

MR. J. MACIAS: Right.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: All right. ©Now, in terms of the
June 23 incident, did you attack the U.F.W. picket line?

MR. J. MACIAS: What incident is this, other than the
date?

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: At the Moreno ranch. You don't
have to answer that question. I may warn you, you have the right

against self-incrimination...
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MR. J. MACIAS: Right, the Fifth Amendment.
ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: ...if you want to exercise it; but
e if you want to talk to us about what happened, I want to ask you
whether you participated in the attack on the picket line.
MR. J. MACIAS: I was there; but about the attack, I
e didn't attack anyone.
ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Did you hit anybody?
MR. J. MACIAS: No, sir, I didn't.
e ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Did you see anybody hit?
MR. J. MACIAS: No, sir, I didn't. Like I said, it was
mass confusion. The reason that we were there--this was on a
® Saturday; I do remember that. This was on Moreno ranch.
CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Do you have a contract?

MR. J. MACIAS: Right, he was under contract with us.

B Now, this was an asparagus field. ©Now, the Saturday
prior to that one, the Chavistas had entered the asparagus field
and escorted the people ocut bodily. They were asking for our

2

protection. That's why we were out there on Saturday, and that's
why we happened to be there at that particular time. The Sheriff's

Department was not set up. They were not there. They were not in

L

position to quell anything.
ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Is that the reason that this vio-

lence occurred, because the Sheriff's Department wasn't officially

g

in force at that particular moment?
MR. J. MACIAS: Why it occurred on that particular day?

I think it's just something that had been snowballing, and it

finally erupted.
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ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: But do you feel the absence of the
‘Sheriff's being there was a factor of this violence occurring at
this time?

MR. J. MACIAS: Being there or not being there?

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Not being there, the Sheriff's not
being there. They were there, but théy weren't covering the area
in the same way they covered it previous days?:

MR. J. MACIAS: Right. If they had been there, a peace
officer's presence is a deterrent most of the time, if not all of
the time.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Do you have any knowledge of why

this confusion occurred at that time?

MR. J. MACIAS: ©No, I don't. Everything just broke loose.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Thank vyou.

MR. C. MACIAS: My name is Cono Macias. I'm the Area
Supervisor for the Western Council of Teamsters from Coachella
Valley to the Oregon border.

I'd like to comment a little further on the allegations
that were made that we hired ex~labor contractors as corganizers
and a couple of things that were mentioned.

May I say that these two individuals, Mr. Alvarado and
Mr. Rodriguez, were never at any time labor contractors. They

were group pushers that have their own friends that supply help to

these growers and they get a commission of five cents a box, payroll

made by the company, not by the group pusher which they claim was
labor contractors.
Also, they did not go out of a job in 1965 because the

contracts were negotiated with U.F.W. in 1970, and I might also
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state that even those three years from '70 to '73, contractors did
work under the U.F.W. contract, are still working under a U.F.W.
contract on the winter harvest on the Dave Freedman ranch and K. K.
Larsen. This is just for the record. I want to comment on that
and clarify the statement.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: How many Teamsters were arrested
during the labor dispute here in the Coachella Valley area?

MR, C. MACIAS: Mr. Chairman, I was only here for a
period of two days at a time, off and on, just for information
purposes to see how things were going; and the last time I came down
was prior to the harvest of the grapes and, at that time, everything
was quiet. There was a lot of pickets out there, but there was no
confrontations whatsoever up to that time.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: But from the time that the harvest
started to the time that it ended, do you have any idea how many
of the members were arrested?

MR, C. MACIAS: I have no knowledge of how many were
arrested. From Lamont up north, I do.

CHATIRMAN ALATORRE: Myr. Sieroty.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Mr. Lombardo, there's been some
charges made or some conversations here that the Teamsters hired
goons. Would you like to respond to that?

MR. LOMBARDO: I'd like Mr, Macias to respond.

MR, C. MACIAS: They're not goons. They're rank and file
members from different locals throughout the State. We asked for
help; and they came down to help from different locations, guys that
were on vacation, guys that asked for leave of absence so they could

come down and help us in this organizing. At the time when we first
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originally started organizing the Coachella Valley, it was only four

of us here. Then it built up. The opposition built up very strongly;

and after we negotiated the contracts on April 15, then things
really got big. So we did not see sufficient law enforcement
officials out there; and our people, cur members, were getting
threatened, beat up and everything eléé. Then we requested help.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: In other words, you felt you had to
take the law in your own hands, you couldn't rely upon the local
Sheriff here?

MR, LOMBARDO: We have affidavits, which we'll submit
copies of, the affidavits which request from the workers themselves
the protection, saying they were being coerced by the farm workers,
being followed home and intimidated, cars stopping in front of
their house with workers using bullhorns screaming obscenities,
threatening the lives of their children, rocks being thrown through
the window. One hit a lady that's pregnant while she was driving
her husband ocut to the field, and this is the reason that I'm sure
that the Teamsters felt that they needed to protect the workers
since they did sign these contracts which the workers wanted.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: And were the Teamster members paid
$67.50 a day or some amount to participate in this program?

MR, C, MACIAS: Let me say this. They come from locals--
say, the produce drivers or the warehouse division or the produce
market—--and they make like $4, $5 an hour, so we can't pay under
what they're making in that classification. So we have to maintain
their rate of pay at their proper jobs, and the $67.50 is what we

call the per diem for expenses.
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ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: And did they carry some kind of

weapon or stick?

¢ MR, C. MACIAS: Our instructions from Mr. Bill Grammy was
that anybody caught with any type of a weapon would be terminated
immediately. Those were our instructions, and we have facts to

e

back it up, and I did fire some people that I saw with guns. I
terminated them immediately.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: What about grape stakes?

MR, C. MACIAS: Well, like I say, I was in and out of
Coachella for a short time. Now, John Macias was here during most

of the time of the harvest.

’ ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Would you like to comment on the
carrying of sticks or weapons?
MR. LOMBARDO: I think I can comment on that. We've seen
? pictures, and I believe they were submitted at the hearings in
Bakersfield, where the U.F.W. used pipes for their flagstaffs, grape
stakes for their flagstaffs. There are some in the audience that
o

are one-by-two's that are a pretty big piece of wood to be using as

a flagstaff.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Would you like to comment on what

w

the Teamster members were using?

MR, J, MACIAS: Okay. Now, when the Teamster members
came to the field, some did take up grape stakes; but Lieutenant
Paul Doxheimer from the Sheriff's Department requested that we put
them down. I advised Mr. Doxheimer this is not against the law but

we would comply with this request, which we did. I also pointed out

g

to Lieutenant Doxheimer that some of these flagstaffs were one-by-two's

or one-by-four's, whittled down at the han&le where they could get
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a firm grip on them; and I pointed out that these could also be
used as weapons.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: The testimony from the Sheriff's
office, Mr. Lombardo or Mr. Macias, was that there was good communi-
cation. Would you go along with that statement in terms of the
communication between the Teamsters and the Sheriff's office here
in this county?

MR. J. MACIAS: We did comply with their wishes, but
several times I did make the statement to Lieutenant Paul Doxheimer
and Captain Byrd that I felt there should have been more Spanish-
speaking officers on the line to understand what the pickets were
saying to the people in the vineyards. And I alsoc mentioned to
them that I thought those people should have been on foot, those
that he did have out there, because, like I mentioned earlier, a
peace officer's presence is a deterrent most of the time if not all
of the time. The deputies were riding in squad cars in two's; and
they would patrol the areas and would bivouac down maybe 20, 30, 40
vards from where the people were lined up.

Now, there were times when they did set up their lines,
their riot lines, whatever vyou want to call them, where some deputies
faced the picketers and other deputies faced us.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Do you have any estimation as to the
Spanish-speaking deputies that are employed by the Sheriff's office?

MR, J, MACIAS: Down here at that time, Mr. Maddy, I think
there were about four. There was one individual, Manuel Mapola. He
handled a lot of these complaints from the workers in the fields.
The complaints were what the people were sayving to them on the

street, obscenities.
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ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Did Teamsters appear at any ranches
where they did not have contracts?

MR. J. MACIAS: ©No, sir, we didn't,

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: In terms of communication, you were
in this area?

MR, J. MACIAS: Yes,

ASSEMBLYMAN: Were you in daily contact with the Sheriff's
office in terms of communication, talking with them?

MR, J. MACIAS: Whenever they had something to say that
they felt we should know, they would tell us; and whenever we had
something to say that we thought they should know, we would tell
them. We did have a meeting with Lieutenant Doxheimer one time.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Did they inquire as to where your
organizers were going to be on a given date? Did they ask those
kinds of questions?

MR, J. MACIAS: Some did; some didn't. They just followed
our caravans, and they followed the Chavista éaravans, They played
it by ear a lot of times.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Just one last question. Do each of
you, all of you, have any suggestions regarding how we might help
to prevent the violence from occurring in these situations, because
I think our job here is not to try to solve the labor dispute, which
is a very difficult problem; but if there’'s going to be a labor
dispute and the right of picketing and striking is maintained, how
can we best assure that people's lives are protected during this
process?

One suggestion you've made is to increase the number of
law enforcement personnel in the areas. Is there anything else that

you might recommend?
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MR. LOMBARDO: Simply stated, just pass the secret ballot
legislation in the California Legislature. The whole problem will
go away. Either the workers want the Teamsters, the United Farm
Workers. They don't want any union; they want a different, inde-
pendent union. It will be all resolved in that process.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: 1I'm not so sure that will resolve
it. We have mechanisms similar to that in other industries:; and we
still find once in a while that we have labor disputes, so I'm not
so sure it's quite that simple.
| Other than that, do you have any suggestions?

MR, LOMBARDO: I don't believe so, Mr. Sieroty. I think
we just support either National Labor Relations Act extension or a
state law similar to that.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Mr. Seeley.

ASSEMBLYMAN SEELEY: I think most of my questions have
been answered, although I never have determined today--it appears
that the indifference of the Sheriff's Department has been one way.
I haven't heard if the U.F.W. people would be interested. Were any
of them ever arrested, or didn't the paper point that out?

MR, J, MACIAS: Yes, sir, there's one case that hasn't
been adjudicated yvet. This was told to me by Lieutenant Paul
Doxheimer how it all came about, and he told me that one of his
squad cars had followed some 70 Chavistas back into the park in
Coachella. The sguad car left them there. They returned back out
to the field. We had six Teamster members at this particular field.
When the Chavistas got there, they bailed out of their cars and
charged them. They put three in the hospital. I think they busted

five of their people. They caught them with assault with a deadly
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weapon. There were three or four felonies, I believe; but here
again, they were also charged with assault on a peace officer,
Lieutenant Paul Doxheimer, and resisting arrest.

ASSEMBLYMAN SEELEY: He was assaulted?

MR. J. MACIAS: Yes, sir, he was. In the process, he lost
his watch; but as I say, this case hasn't been adjudicated vet.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Mr. Lombardo, any further testimony?

MR. LOMBARDO: No.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Thank you, gentlemen.

Mr. Lee Anderson of the Riverside County Farm Bureau. Mr.
Anderson, if you would identify yourself.

MR. LEE ANDERSON, JR.: Thank you. I'm Lee Anderson, Jr.

I'm President of the Coachella Valley Farm Bureau Center and Vice~
President of the Riverside County Farm Bureau. I just wanted to let
you know that this wviolence or non~-violence was actually not one-
sided. I think you got some of that from the last testimony from
the Teamsters, that it was not one-sided.

We in the Farm Bureau deplore this violence. As farmers,
we can't afford it. As people, we can't afford it. I mean, people
getting clobbered is just no good. There's better ways to solve
this, and we feel that the violence is going to continue unless
there's an opportunity for the workers to vote, and I believe that
it may be a little more simple than Mr. Sieroty thinks. I think
that a vote will help. It will let them know whether theyv want Mr.
Chavez's union, Teamsters or no union; and we feel in Riverside
County Farm Bureau that we need to be included under the National
Labor Relations Act. If we can't get that, we would like to have

you people in the Legislature get some sort of act in California a
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bit similar with this. I feel, or we feel, this is the most
important thing. Without this, there's two other things that we
think that you can do to stop violence.

One is limiting the number of the pickets along the road-
ways. We feel that when there's 300 pickets along the roadway, it
is not freedom of speech but really intimidation; and we really
feel strongly about this.

The second is to strengthen the trespassing laws. I am
not a grape grower; I'm a date grower. I represent a lot of people
that are not grape growers; but in many instances this last year,
the grapes bordered on citrus. There were no sanitation facilities
for the picketers, and they went into the neighboring fields to
relieve themselves, this kind of thing. We really have no tres-
passing laws to prevent people coming onto our lands.

Another thing that I feel I should bring out, and this is
what most of us as growers feel from our Farm Bureau meetings, is
that the Teamsters actually protected the workers this year. We
feel that Mr. Chavez was not successful because the Teamsters were
there. They were able to perform a service that the Sheriff was

not able to do. I didn't say not willing to do; I said not able to

do. They were able to follow workers home and protect them. We feel

some of the items that happened to our farms were not brought out.
We've had one shed burned down, Ben Laughlin's shed burned down,
the night after he had had an altercation in his field. I don't
have a statement from him, but I can get you one if you would like
it.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Thank you.
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MR, ANDERSON: We've had grape vines cut as well. I really
don't have any more to say except, again, I'd like to say that
legislation, we feel, is the most important thing to stop this.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Mr. Anderson, how many of your members
employ private security patrols on their farms and ranches?

MR, ANDERSON: I really don't know.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Do vou have any?

MR. ANDERSON: Our Farm Bureau is not an organization of
all farmers.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Give me a general idea then, from your
own personal knowledge if you have any, as to the numbers that hire
private security.

MR, ANDERSON: I believe only some of the grape growers,
and I can't give you any number of them.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Do you have any knowledge as to
whether or not they were private security contracts with private
security organizations or were they hired individually by growers?

| MR. ANDERSON: I'm sorry, I don't know., All I have heard
is that a number had used this Allen Patrol.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: You have no individual knowledge?

MR, ANDERSON: No, I haven't.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Thank you.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Mr. Sieroty.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Just a couple quick things.

There's a problem of trespassing. I wonder whether a
court order might include the provision by the pickets themselves of
some toilet facilities; contractors-type toilet facilities, where
there was a picketing in the field, might be a possible solution to

that problem?
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MR, ANDERSON: I believe it would.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Could you explain what you mean
by "intimidation"? How does that intimidation £it in?

MR, ANDERSON: Well, you heard the one side saying that
they were shouted at all the time; but if you had driven along the
road, you would have been shouted at. And the workers in the
field were being shouted at all the time, and it wasn't just, "Please
come out.”

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: One more question.

You indicated the Farm Bureau now supported the inclusion
of farm workers under the National Labor Relations Act. Can you
tell us why they have not been included up to this time?

MR, ANDERSON: When this had started in 1932 or thereabouts,
the farms were excluded at that time. Farm Bureau has been one of
the people who has opposed inclusion in that until this time. Right
now, this is going before California Farm Bureau.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: This is a new policy?

MR, ANDERSON: Yes, this is a new policy?

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Well, I think the bill I co-authored
in '71 and '72, which was a Farm Labor Relations Act, the majority
of farm organizations were in support of it.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: I'm talking about the National
Labor Relations Act.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: Okay, national.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: I think in California, farm organiza-
tions since 1971 have been anxious for farm legislation which we are

unable to get out of our committee.
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MR. ANDERSON: This, I believe, is the main reason we'd
like to go with the Farm Labor Relations Act right now, because
California has not been able to get one out.

ASSEMBLYMAN SIEROTY: Okay, thank you very much.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: I have one additional question, Mr.
Chairman,

Mr. Anderson, you started to mention briefly about
problems of so-called night harvest and so on, with damages done to
your crops. We had a bill before the Criminal Justice Committee
offered by Senator Zenovich of Fresno. Are you familiar with that
legislation?

MR, ANDERSON: No, I am not.

ASSEMBLYMAN MADDY: It was to increase the penalties for
individuals convicted of damaging crops. I assume that since vou
don't know anything about it, you probably haven't taken a position
on it then?

MR, ANDERSON: That's correct, but it sounds good.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: You are a grower; is that right?

MR, ANDERSON: I'm not a grape grower; we grow dates
mainly.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Have vou ever hired any security
guards at your ranch?

MR, ANDERSON: I never have at mine.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Can you get us the information as to
how many security guards were hired, how many members of your Farm
Bureau did hire security guards and whether, in fact, they were

hired through an agency or they were hired privately?
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MR, ANDERSON: I can try to get that information. You
don't just want Farm Bureau, you want farmers, I mean, because not
all farmers are Farm Bureau members. It's a voluntary organization.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: All right. Just mainly farmers.

MR, ANDERSON: Yes, Okay, I can try.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Very good. Are there any other
questions?

MR. ANDERSON: You want the grape growers or...

CHATRMAN ALATORRE: Lettuce growers...

MR, ANDERSON: We have no lettuce.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Fine. Is there any other testimony?

MR, ANDERSON: No. Again, to reiterate that I sure would
like to have some legislation in the hopes that maybe you could
lend your influence to get it.

CHAIRMAN ALATORRE: Thank you very much.

That concludes the testimony, so the Assembly Select

Committee on Farm Labor Violence is now adjourned.

-142~



