
Labor Situation Still UncertainDistributors of
Jiffy Products

Geo. J. Ball, Inc., P. O. Box 335, West Chicago, III.
60185

Gea. Ball Pacific, Inc., P. O. 80x 10175, Palo Alto,
Calif. 94303

F. W. Bolgiano & Co., 411 New York Ave., N.E.,
Washington, D. C. 20002

Brawley Seed Co., Inc., 1010 N. Main St., Moores
ville, N: C. 28115

Brayton Chemicals, Inc., P. O. Box 966, Burlington,
Iowa 52601

Carl Brehob & Son, 3821 Brehob Rd., Indianapolis,
Ind. 46217

The Geo. T. Browning Seed Co., 613 Monroe St.,
Toledo, Ohio 43604

W. Atlee Burpee Co., Riverside, Calif. 92502; Clin
ton, Iowa 52732; Philadeiphia, Pa. 19132

Cassco, P. O. Box 550, Montgomery, Ala. 36101
The Dao Corp., P. O. 80x 659, Terre Haute, indo

47808
Darbco, Inc:, 740 N. Broadway, East Providence,

R. I. 02914; 2607 Williams St., Dighton, Mass.
02715

Eastern Seed Co., Harlingen, Hondo, Houston,
Schulenberg, Taft, Tex.

Fa~~~~7 Seed Co., 630 S. Broadway, lexington, Ky.

Raymond A. Fleck, Inc., 1139 Street Rd., Southamp
ton, Pa. 18966

Florist Products, Inc., 780 W. Oakton, Des Plaines,
III. 60018

Friedl-Elverson Pottery Co., P. O. Box 278, New
Brighton, Pa. 15066

Geiger Supply Co., Box 285, Harleysvilie, Pa. 19438
Fred C. Gloeckner & Co., 15 E. 26th St., New York,

N. Y. 10010

Jo~:hy.Hf~~24Co., Inc., Moreton Farm, Rochester,

A. H. Hummert Seed Co., 2746 Chouteau Ave., St.
louis, Mo. 63103

Johnson Products, Inc., 504 Springfield Ave., Cran
ford, N. J. 07016

Johnson Wholesale Florist, 3333 Edward St., N.E.,
Minneapolis, Minn. 55418

Geo. Keller Pottery Co., 2618 N. lakewood Ave.,
Chicago, III. 60614

Le~h~~~~;b2Inc., 1203 Tuscarawas St./ E., Canton,

F. A. Martiny & Son, 2824 Magazine St., New Or·
ieans, la. 70115

Meskers Bulb Co., Inc., 711 Broadway,1 Westwood,
N. J. 07675

The Meyer Seed Co., Bronch Store, 8633 8elair Rd.,
Baltimore, Md. 21236

Mi~;~~; Seed Co., 935 N. Broadway, St. louis, Mo.

OI~376fed Co., 722 Williamson St., Madison, Wis.

Geo. W. Park Seed, Inc., Wholesale Div., P. O. Box
31, Greenwood, s. C. 29646

S. Bruce Purdie Hort. Supplies, 13295 Ormond Dr.,
8elleville, Mich. 48111

Roycroft Distributors, Whsle. Div. of lawes Coal Co.,
Inc., Sycomore Ave., Shrewsbury, N.J. 07701

Martin Rispens & Son Seed, 3332 Ridge Rd., lan·
sing, ill. 60438

AI Saffer & Co., Inc., 130 W. 28th St., New York,
N. Y. 10001 .

sel~~~~ ~~i03Co., Inc., P. O. Box 2495, Jacksonviile,

Slater Supply Co., Inc., 143 Ailen Blvd., Farming
dale, N. Y. 11735; 41 Viets St., New Britain,
Conn. 06053

W. G. Slugg Seed & Fertilizer, Inc., 3922 W. Vil
lard Ave., Miiwaukee, Wis. 53209

Standard Seed Co., 931 W. 8th St., Kansas City,
Mo. 64101

Syracuse Pottery, Inc., Box 925, Syracuse, N. Y.
13201

Geo. Tait & Sons, Inc., 900 Tidewater Dr., Norfolk,
Va. 23516

Universal Enterprises Supply Corp., 30 S.W. 5th Ct.,
Pompano Beach, Fla. 33060

D. R. Van Atta Seed & Implement Co., 3210 Spring
Grove Ave., Cincinnati, Ohio 45225
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THE stru/?gle t? or?anize farm
workers III Cahforma settled in

to a comparatively static situation
last month, following a period of
fast-moving events. In Salinas,
scene of a major dispute between
the United Farm Workers and the
Teamsters, lettuce s hip men t s
reached near-normal levels at press
time and tactics had shifted from
picket lines to courtroom debate.

No one was predicting more than
a temporary lull in the organizing
campaign. But some observers sug
gested that further major action is
unlikely this season at Salinas,
where shipping activity will decline
rapidly during October. That will
shift the battle scene to Arizona
and the California desert districts.

The outcome of the Teamster
UFW dispute remains cloudy, and
in the long run is largely irrelevant
to the majority of growers, who
would prefer not to deal with
either union. But the teamsters'
contracting sweep through the
Salinas and Santa Maria valleys
had one important effect elsewhere
-not .only in California but in
other states.

Earlier in the summer, when
UFW forces led by Cesar Chavez
were overrunning the table grape
industry, the union was also mak
ing threatening gestures in other
areas. The urgent need to meet
the Teamster challenge diverted
UFW attention to such an extent
that union leaders were apparently
unable to mount a major attack
anywhere else.

Soon after the dispute broke out,
the two unions signed an agree
ment that apparently gave UFW
exclusive rights to organize field
workers. The Teamsters also agreed
to surrender their contracts with
any vegetable growers who wanted
to negotiate with UFW. This was
a clear victory for UFW but its im
mediate value was sharply limited
when most growers decided to stay
with the Teamster contracts.

Their action brought strike and
boycott threats from UFW, accom
panied by a flood of violent rhet
oric. The strike threat was also
supported by a sizeable force of
roving pickets who disrupted har
vest operations and sharply re
duced shipping volume.

The boycott threats made their
strongest impact in the Boston
headquarters of United Fruit Co.
Among its subsidiaries is Inter
Harvest, Inc., a major shipping op
eration that was assembled a cou-

pIe of years ago by buying up a
number of smaller firms.

The parent company sent its top
labor relations executive to Salinas
to negotiate a UFW contract. This
averted boycott action against Chi
quita bananas and A&W Root Beer
stands, but it produced no imme
diate benefits either for Inter Har
vest or UFW. The company's ship
ments were subsequently blocked
for some days by a "Citizens' Com
mittee" picket line that Teamster
drivers refused to cross. And the
Inter Harvest contract failed to
bring the "breakthrough" that
union officials predicted.

(The contract also cost United
Fruit the services of its two top
operating executives at Inter Har
vest: the brother team of Tom and
Bob Nunes, who resigned in pro
test. Their firm was the first one
bought by United Fruit and they
were co-general managers of Inter
Harvest.)

Two other sizeable firms did in
fact, announce that they vlere
ready to negotiate with UFW, but
for reasons that are not entirely
clear the negotiations never took
place.

One of these was Purex Corp.
parent company of Freshpict Foods,
Inc. The announcement came from
the president and board chairman
of Purex, who denied that the boy
cott threat forced the action but
included a condition (a m 0 n g
others) that boycott action be
dropped prior to negotiations. UFW
rejected this condition. Another
possible obstacle is indicated by a
widespread report that virtually
everyone in the Freshpict manage
ment group offered their resigna
tions.

Picketing by UFW and the "Citi
zens' Committee" brought a variety
of charges from both sides about
harrassment, intimidation and
physical violence. These, in turn,
led to a tangled web of injunctions,
court orders and damage claims
that probably won't be cleared
away until UFW and the Teamsters
reach some kind of accommodation.

Meanwhile, both growers and
workers had lost uncounted sums
of money in unharvested fields.
Picketing activity subsided in early
September, possibly reflecting an
unspoken agreement that no clear
decision can be reached immediate
ly at Salinas. Enough tension re
mained in the atmosphere to set
off new conflicts, but most people
seemed satisfied, for the moment,
to resume their normal activ
ities. 0
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