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farm worker on our cover is spraying this dangerous chemical, Thiodan

Diasinon 3-2 Dust, on a field of broccoli near Indio.

DELANO, December 30

Trade

secrets” and *private information”

continued o be the key words today

in the second day of Superior Court
hearings on whether or not officials
of the United Farm Workers Or-
ganizing Committee should be per~
mitted 1o inspect records on the
use of dangerous poisonous pesti-
cides in Kern County.

Kern County Counsel Ralph Jordan,

senting County Agricultural
Commissioner Sheldon Morely, ob~
Jected vigorously this afternoon to
the introduction of evidence from
the State Department of Public
Health in this afternoon’s session,
as UFWOC atorney David Aver-
buck sought (o show the necessity
for making what he called “public
records” available (or nspection by
the public.

According t testimony, grovers
and commercial pesticide applica-
tors wio use polsonous chemicals
to control insects and plant dis-

eases in their fields must have
permits, and must file reports on
dosages, applications, and other de-
wails of
County Agriculuiral Commissioner.

UFWOC attorney Jerome Cohen
tried last August to Inspect the re-
cords on the poisons in connection
with research on the danger 1 farm
workers which may result form thelr

their operation with the

use.

Cohen told EL MALCRIADO in-
formation on the danger of the pes~
ticides to farm workers and con-
sumers is "woefully inadeguate,” and
the Union had a responsability to
fry to protect workers.

He said that while the records
in the commissioner's office are
supposed 10 be public information
Morely refused permission to see
them.

Two hours alter Cohen had gone
(0 see the records, a temporary
restraining order was {ssued by Su-
perior Court judge J. Kelly Steele

Photo by Iltis.

prohibiting Morely from divulgin
the contents of the reports.

The present hearings are a three-
sided affair. Crop dusting compa-
nies, represented by attorney Ste-
phen Wall, ‘are technically the plain-
tilfs, while Morely, represented by
County auorney Jordan, are the
defendants,

Colien, represented by Averbuck,
is the third party in the suit. To
courtroom observers, it is clear
that plaintiffs and defendunts are
on the same side, while Cohen
and Averbuck represent the oppo-
siton,

Morely testified this morning that
en though he was enjoined from
making the records public, he had
taken the information

“in contidence,
and Would keep it confidential re-
gardiess of Judge Steeles empo-
rary order, which still stands after
five months,
The Commissioner told hearing
Continued on page 5
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Judge George A. Brown
under instructions from the State
Director of Agricultire © keep
the cotent and dosage of the appli-
cation of economic poisons on table
and wine grapes a secret, though
Assisunt State Director Allen A.
Lemmon testitied the directives
were only staff instructions and did
not have the force of law.

Lemmons said he knew of “at
least some” cases where farm work-

ers had been injured by the use
of pesticides and cited an incident
in Delano in which 16 out of 24
grape workers had been hospitalized
for Parathion poisoning. The work-
ers had entered the field 33 days
the poisoning was applied.
usually declared safe
after o or three weeks, he said.

In the most heated discussion of
the hearings, Averbuck attempred
to inwroduce a summary of reports
flled by doctors with the Bureau
of Occupational Health of the State
Public Health Department.

Though authenticated by Dr. Milby
chief of the Bureau, the report was
for some reason unacceptable to
County attorney Jordan, whoobject-
ed to its inroduction. Cohen said
the report listed “many, many” cases
of farm workers who had been
poisoncd as the result of working
with pesticides in the fields.

Morely told the Court “no farm
workers have been injured by the
application of economic poisons in
Kern County © my knowledge.”

Lemmon, the State Assistant Di-
rector, and a pesticides specialist,
mentioned Kern County.
cases later in the hearings.

Thomas C. Griffin, owner of a
spraying and dusting company, tes-
tified he had abandoned the use of
the pesticide TEPP (tewa-ethyl py-
rophosphate) after he himself had
become seriouly {ll as a result
of working with the chemical, but
he refused to saywhether other com=
panies in the area were still using
the substance.

He sald releasing details of poison
application to the public would re=

Continued on page 1
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oOn January 7, UFWOC General Counsel Jerome Cohen
sent a letter to Stephen Wall, a Bakersfield at-
torney who represents a number of grape growers.
The most pressing problem which faces us as of
now is the ever-increasing danger to farm workers!
health and safety which arises from the use of
dangerous pesticides in the vineyards,' Cohen
wrote.

He sent along a proposal to all, in which

@ agreement between grovers and pesticide
applicators on the one hand, and the Union
on the other, was suggested.
The purpose: to avoid litigation on the pesti-
cide question and provide for a cooperative effort
in protecting farm workers and consumers from the
dangers of deadly economic poisons, some of which
are based on 'nerve gases' developed by the Third
German Reich for the extermination of humans.

The answer of Mr. Wall, Esquire, to Mr. Cohen's
proposal, began as follows:

"This is in answer to your January 7, 1969
letten to me enclosing a copy of what you pro-
pose for agreement between the United Farm
Workers Organizing Committee, my clients, and
others. It ies obvious either that we com-
pletely failed to commmicate or else you are
trying to be funny. . .

"1 understood you to say also that your only
other interest in seeing these specific reports on
file now was for your use in formulating some per-
tinent language for future use in negotiating lab-
or contracts, hopefully. You definitely stated
that you were not interested in seeing the subject
reports or using any part of the contained data in
connection with your boycott effort or as the bas-
is of f any lawsuit or lawsuits. . .

"Your actual purpose is clearly evident and
there is not even a coincidental resemblance

to the ones you expressed. But the end justi-

fies the means in your league--right?"

iWery truly yours, Stephen E. Wall'

To this, Cohen replied on January 9,

flet me assure you that the United Farm Workers
Organizing Committee is attempting to act reason=
ably and develop adequate safeguards concerning
the use of economic poisons in the vineyards. We
are available to meet to discuss this subject at
your convenience. We hope that such a meeting
will take place soon, for the delay in working out
safeguards only hurts the workers and consumers.'!

There was no further word from Wall or the
grovers, and on January 14, César Chives sent
the letter which was described at length on
page 3 of the January 15 iesue of EL MALCRIA-

DO,
There is one critical issue of such overriding
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