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AUDREY SINGER: Hi, everybody. 1’d like to get started now, so anybody who
is outside, could you please come in and we can get going. We’re a little bit late but |
think we have plenty of time.

I’m Audrey Singer and | want to welcome you to Brookings. 1’m a visiting
fellow here at the Center on Urban and Metropolitan Policy. It’s my pleasure to welcome
you to our forum, “Learning from Farmingville: Promising Practices for Immigrant
Workers.”

Today we have a program that crosses a lot of borders in terms of the involvement
of organizations, perspectives, and media that do not usually meet up in the same place.
We are motivated to be here today by a documentary film, Farmingville, that captures so
clearly the difficult realities of what happens when a community is overwhelmed by an
influx of immigrant workers. The film focuses on the town of Farmingville in Suffolk
County on Long Island, but it easily could be any number of communities across the
United States that have recently experienced immigration for the first time. It could
easily be Cicero in suburban Chicago, or Duluth, Georgia, in the suburbs of Atlanta. Or
South Salt Lake in suburban Salt Lake City, Utah. Or it could be Herndon, Virginia,
right here in the Washington metropolitan area.

These are places that have been transformed, seemingly overnight to many locals,
from places that had very few foreign-born residents to places with a significant number
of new immigrants. In the 1990°s the immigrant population in the United States grew by
about 57 percent, and of course the growth rate is much higher in many localities.
Estimates for the past several years have immigrant workers accounting for 50 percent of
new entrants into the labor force. Many areas across the country are scrambling to
understand the changes that have happened in their neighborhoods, schools and
communities, and it has not been without conflict and strain in some places.

For local areas that are now struggling to deal with day labor issues, the day
laborers themselves have become the public face of immigration in these towns, even
though there may be plenty of other immigrants — Latino, non-Latino, documented and
undocumented, skilled and unskilled.

This event is being co-sponsored by three organizations — the Brookings
Institution, Active Voice, and P.0.V., and so even though I’m the one that gets to be up
here welcoming you, I’d like to thank P.O.V. staff and Active Voice’s staff, especially
Ellen Schneider, who’s the executive director of Active Voice, for all the help and the
support that they have provided along the way for this event. And special thanks also to
the Carnegie Corporation of New York for their support.

Active Voice is currently spearheading the Farmingville campaign, which is
helping demographically changing suburbs build bridges between long-term residents



and newly arrived immigrants, and for their part P.O.V. will launch its seventeenth
season on PBS on June 22" at Farmingville. So check your local listings for the time.
You’ll see a good part of it today but you’ll see the rest of it in about two weeks from
today.

I also want to recognize nine organizations that we formed a partnership with for
the purposes of organizing this forum: the Community Foundation for the National
Capital Region, the National Conference of State Legislatures, Georgetown University’s
Institute for the Study of International Migration, Grantmakers Concerned with
Immigrants and Refugees, the National Immigration Forum, the National Immigration
Law Center, the Migration Policy Institute, the Urban Institute, and the Catholic Legal
Immigration Network, Inc.

It is our hope that today’s conversation, which stems from the local story as
portrayed in Farmingville adds to the ongoing national dialogue and contributes to a
greater awareness of how communities are changing, as well as some of the promising
practices that can be implemented to help things go a bit smoother.

So we have a very full schedule for this afternoon, with a screening of about 45
minutes of the film, followed by an incredibly distinguished panel of speakers who will
guide us through our discussion. They will talk to us about immigrant day laborers, the
workers who convene on street corners daily in search of work. Day laborers often take
on work that is physically challenging or unpleasant. They will talk to us about how
immigrant workers have begun to organize, and the challenges of community building in
these newest destination areas.

Part of the discussion will also be about how communities and political leaders
have responded, how successful solutions have been found, and how local dynamics can
be utilized to move things forward. So we will start our discussion today — and again, |
want to thank all of you for coming. | know it’s like 98 percent humidity out there, it’s
hot, Ronald Reagan is back in town closing off streets, so | really appreciate everybody
being here. We’re going to start today with a presentation by Abel VValenzuela, Associate
Professor of Urban Planning and Chicana/Chicano studies at the University of California-
Los Angeles, who will dig deeply into the many years of research he has been conducting
on day labor and immigrant workers. He is the primary researcher in the United States
working on this topic, and so we’re very fortunate to have him here today.

He’s conducted in-depth field studies of Los Angeles and New York, and he’s
embarking on a national study that involves 65 metropolitan areas, which includes about
130 different cities. He is the person that knows just about everything there is to know
about day labor, and if that isn’t enough, today’s his birthday. So join me in welcoming
Professor Valenzuela.

(Applause)



DR. ABEL VALENZUELA: Well, I’m not sure if spending my birthday in D.C.
with Reagan in town is what | would have done otherwise. But a good friend, Audrey,
invited me to this event and | think it’s a very important one. It’s also the Brookings
Institution, and they have a huge impact on policy issues. So I want to thank Brookings
and Audrey and Active Voice, P.O.V. for the invitation. | also want to thank all of you
for coming, sharing some of your time for what | think will be a really, really interesting
dialogue.

What I want to briefly do is give you some comments, give you a broad quick
overview of what we know about day labor, mostly through a research lens. And you’d
be surprised. When | began as a student of day labor in 1995, | was a recently minted
Ph.D., and I did what | was supposed to do — I undertook a literature review to make sure
that whatever | did, | would contextualize it within existing studies. Nothing came up.
Everything was blank. The closest in terms of studies were by journalists who had
embarked on their own field work on day laborers. They, at most would spend two or
three days, and much of their portrayal of day laborers was in a negative light, so |
quickly reviewed the articles that had been written on day laborers by the press.

I was surprised that it was national in context. In other words, that there were
newspapers all over the country talking about day laborers. Not a whole lot, but enough
that | was convinced that this was a national issue, but perhaps the concentration being
mostly in California. There are other indicators that indeed California is perhaps the
place where day labor organizing and day laborers are most concentrated in the United
States. When | say maybe, it’s because we really don’t know because the market is so
fluid. Day laborers come in and out, and so it’s difficult to gain an accurate count but we
have devised some estimation techniques. Part of the objectives for the national study
will be to estimate the number of day laborers that exist in the United States.

So to my surprise, when 1 did this literature review and | discovered that nothing
was there, two quick emotions surfaced. One was, wow, I’ve stumbled across a topic that
I could dig my hands into and establish a niche. The other is, well, how am | going to do
this if no one else has done it? How am I going to contextualize and think about this?
The second concern is less of a concern because it allowed me the opportunity to start
thinking about this topic within other labor studies, legal studies, context. 1’m going to
share some of my findings in the past nine or so years as a student of day laborers.

But first, let me comment or give you a couple of comments on the film and how
—what | believe — what surfaced when | viewed the film. 1’m not going to give anything
away. I’ll certainly not try to give anything away. I think the film displays a lot of the
sentiment that’s involved with day laborers. It’s oftentimes a microcosm of larger issues
revolving around unauthorized immigrants.

The data suggest that a large number of these men aren’t here with documents,
but there’s a lot of gray area as well. We do find sizeable numbers of men who have
documents to be in this country. We find US citizens searching for work on street
corners. We find men who have different types of worker statuses, or temporary worker



statuses, different types of visas. And so to portray this as primarily undocumented really
is inaccurate, though the majority of workers who search in this manner don’t have
documents.

The creation of worker centers that the film describes and its failure to obtain city
council support is also something that we see occurring throughout the United States.
That is currently the largest form of intervention when we think about what to do with
regards to day labor.

In my mind are three approaches. The first is, you do nothing, and that is a policy
approach. You can even describe it as conservative, right? Let the market fix it.
Laissez-faire, if you want to go that far. The other is to try to ban day labor. In
California that’s been attempted, and throughout different parts of the United States. In
California it’s been shown to be unconstitutional, an infringement of our First
Amendment right to free speech.

Part of our national study will be to survey the 70 or so day worker centers that
we’ve identified across the United States, with more than 25 being located in the state of
California. But they are sprouting all over the United States. That really is the national
trend to think of how to intervene that has both community and worker support, though to
say that worker centers always have community and worker support is also inaccurate.
It’s very difficult to buy, or to get both community and worker support, but there are
plenty of models where this has been successfully obtained, and California is just one
example. Today we’re going to also hear from Pablo Alvarado, who is in my estimation
the national expert on worker centers. He along with his colleagues have created what |
think is a very innovative, creative model to open a worker center. They have a very
strong record doing this quite successfully. So I think the film brings out some of the
difficulties and the tensions revolving around the creation of worker centers.

Nativism is a big topic that comes out with the film, and sometimes you see that.
I should also point out that you’ll also see some centers that are created with little
controversy. Berea is one example, in LA, where the city council came together and
actually passed a bill when it was first brought up, and they to this day still yearly support
the worker center, with very, very little controversy. That’s also the case in other parts of
the country. So to some extent, Farmingville I think portrays one segment of the
American population with regard to worker centers. | think it’s important to keep in
mind that there are other parts of our broad community that doesn’t react in this manner.

Abuses inflicted on day laborers — unfortunately it’s all too common, and it ranges
from violence to nonpayment of wages, intimidation and harassment, and poor treatment
on work sites. Again, to be fair there are many good employers. In fact, | would argue
that the vast majority of employers are fair and honest. When you query the workers as
to who they prefer to be — who they prefer their employers to be based on race, the four
broad categories, white, black, Latino, Asian, who do you think ranks the highest?
Anyone want to venture a guess? It’s white. And we further queried them, why? And
they said, well, they understand our labor law, they tend to be less abusive, they’ll feed



us. They also sometimes give us certain things. Obviously this isn’t always the case, but
it is an indication that there are very good employers out there. So they’re not all bad.

Day laborers are predominantly immigrant. This is even in areas where you may
not think this is the case, such as the South, but even in the South the work of Audrey, for
example, shows new destination areas, and in the South we’re finding many, many day
laborers. You also have a sprinkling of African-American day laborers, and also Anglo,
white day laborers, but they are far and few between. For example, in Malibu we found a
group of white day laborers, and these are full-time, year-round surfers who really live
the life of surfing. And when they run out of money and they need to feed themselves,
they go to the day labor center and hang out with a bunch of Mexican immigrants,
Central American immigrants searching for work, and hopefully that pulls them out until
the next big swell and they go out and surf and go back and forth.

Is this market simply a function of supply and demand, an issue that was brought
up in the film? Yes, I think it is. In my work I’ve seen many, many sites disappear and
reappear, responding mostly in part to local demand. Even at the most volatile worker
centers or hiring sites, such as those in Farmingville, day laborers return because work is
available and families must be fed, rent must be paid, and life goes on.

I remember specifically when we surveyed in Farmingville in 2002, asking
several workers — in fact, | asked all of them that I interviewed along with my team, why
do you still come back to Farmingville? And the answer was just really, really simple —
this area pays very well. At minimum you go out for $100 a day, and oftentimes going
out for $150 to $200 a day is the going rate. It’s not the going rate, but it happens
frequently. That’s an amount that’s still below market, but an amount that employers still
find extremely attractive and thus they hire day laborers in Farmingville. When |
contextualize it within the potential violence, again, they continue to say, look, the work
is plentiful and it pays extremely well. So supply and demand, it does work in this
instance with regards to day labor.

So who are day laborers? There’s a series of tables that are at the back table.
You can pick those up on your way out. But this table basically provides some data that
compares LA and New York. We don’t quite know the composition of day laborers in
Washington, D.C., but we will in about six months, due to the generosity of the
Community Foundation, Tom Kam, and colleagues we will be undertaking another
sample. We’re going to be interviewing about 500 men here in July, and so we’ll be able
to paint a really nice demographic and other profile of day laborers.

Most day laborers are from Mexico, even in New York City, where a third of all
respondents came from Mexico. New York is more diverse with regard to day laborers,
at least with regard to Latino origin. About a third come from Central America, and 25
percent come from South America. In contrast, Los Angeles is predominantly Mexicano,
about 78 percent, with another 20 percent coming from Central America.



Many of them are recent arrivals. About a third have been in this country for less
than a year, but surprisingly, anywhere from 15 to 24 percent have been in this country
for more than 25 years — excuse me, more than 10 years. Big difference. Place that into
context, right? If you’ve been in this country for more than 10 years, you pretty much
have a — I’d like to think you have a pretty decent handle on the labor market and other
norms, if you will. So searching for work, after being — on a street corner, after you’ve
been in this country for 10-plus years | think also suggests things about this market that
perhaps we haven’t thought about, right? It maybe provides some steady work, the pay
may not be as bad as we think, and perhaps there’s some social networks that have been
developed so that the frequency of hire isn’t as irregular. And some of the data that I’ve
collected suggest some of what I’m saying.

But to paint the market in a positive manner the way I’m suggesting I think also is
really inaccurate. I think the market works decently for about 20 percent of these men, so
that for the vast majority of day laborers it’s highly unstable. The market in terms of pay
really ranges. We computed a mean reservation wage for Los Angeles, which came out
to about $7 an hour. We basically asked day laborers what’s the least amount that they’re
willing to work for at this site. Then we averaged that figure. In New York the mean
reservation wage was higher, coming in at about $10 an hour. So obviously with the
national study we’ll be able to make some really nice comparison.

About half of the men are single. Another half are either separated, married,
widowed, divorced, or living with a partner. So clearly many of these men are supporting
not only themselves but others in their household.

Educational attainment: mostly uneducated, at least a good portion of the workers
are uneducated. But also you do have a pretty significant number of workers who have
received a decent level of education, 10 or 12 years, for example. A third of all day
laborers have received 10 to 12 years of education. That’s a pretty significant number.
The mean level of education is seven years.

So let’s look at a few quick characteristics of day laborers nationally. Is day labor
a new phenomenon in the United States? Its current makeup and, if you will, geography
or topography might be attributed as something new — i.e., within the past 30 years.
However, to make the case that searching for work in public on street corners is new,
that’s wrong. That has been going on for a long, long time in the United States. In my
work on day labor | traced the origins of day labor in the United States to a couple of
industries we would predict. For example, agriculture in the Southwest and the Midwest.
Men and women used to wait for employers to come by and pick them up, or they would
seek employers. This has been well chronicled in our history books. But the actual
process of waiting for work, that part is hardly ever discussed in our history.

In Los Angeles, there is this one particular site on the corner of Sawtelle and
Santa Monica Boulevard. The corner actually runs down Sawtelle, Topeka and Olympic.
This site has existed for well over 30 years. Its origins can be traced actually to the
agricultural industry in the San Fernando Valley. So farm owners would drive on the



405, exit the 405 thruway on Santa Monica Boulevard, and they would visit what was
then a housing project right there on the corner, and they would pick up men and women
and then they would drive back on the 405 over the Sepulveda Pass into the San
Fernando Valley where they would put the workers to work, picking what was then the
citrus industry. So even in LA we can trace day labor back to the agricultural industry.

Temporary hiring halls in the South. This was a very typical form of
employment, mostly for African-Americans, and you can still see remnants of hiring halls
in the rural and more or less urban areas of the South.

In New York, oftentimes in the movie we see the reference to hiring sites as
shape-up sites, right. When | was in New York and we were doing the survey, people
would oftentimes say, hey, you’re doing research on shape-up sites, or, you’re going to
the shape-up site. That actually stems from stevedore work, dockworkers, right, who are
now the largest and most -- one of the most influential unions in the country. They
certainly get the best wages. But stevedores would basically line up at the dock. These
were mostly immigrant workers, Irish, Italian, and they would line up at the dock and a
foreman would come out. He would basically or she would basically say, okay, men,
let’s shape up, shape up. The men would then form a half circle and that foreman would
pick what was called a gang of workers, say six to eight, and they would be instructed to
unload the ship. That’s day labor, obviously in a different context but not all that
different from what many of these men do now in the streets of our urban cities.

You can also look at research done on the wandering poor, hoboes and tramps.
They would wander from city to city. They were oftentimes concentrated in what was
then called a city’s stem. These are areas where you would have a concentration of
hostels, daily rental rooms, saloons, what often then became skid or wino rows in many
cities. Well, employers would drive into this part of the city and likewise pick up men
and women, drive them off to a work site. At the end of the day they would be driven
back to this place and dropped off and be paid a daily wage. This was done about 100
years ago, actually more like 70 years ago.

So we have a long, long history of men and women searching for work in this
manner. Farmingville is not new. It’s perhaps new to Farmingville, but searching for
this work — for work in this manner is not a new issue.

We also have day labor all over the world. It’s quite common. In Japan there’s a
journal, an academic journal that’s devoted just to this issue. So you have scholars in
Japan who have created a mass of research that’s published in the journal. To be fair, this
journal has a focus on homelessness in day labor. Most day laborers in Japan, about 95
percent of them, are homeless, so there’s that connection.

Let me conclude because I’ve been given my two minutes, actually two minutes
ago. Day labor in my mind is not about to disappear. Itis intricately tied to our economy
and its shift to a higher reliance on contingent workers. It’s well chronicled. Folks here
at the Department of Labor, say is one of the fastest growing segments of our national



economy is that of contingent workers. We’re talking about part-time workers, we’re
talking about workers who don’t have standard relations with employers. This is well
documented. | think day labor is a part of this growing labor force. I’m not
convinced that it’s simply an informal economy issue. This market, while unregulated
and seemingly chaotic, is highly visible and increasingly moving toward regulation.
Witness the creation of worker centers.

Day labor has a long and, as | mentioned, storied history in the United States, with
participants coming from other previous immigrant groups who were also chastised and
blamed for their difference and social ills that occur in the United States.

And then finally, solutions are complex, without a doubt, but clearly doable and
there is a record of success in establishing worker centers. Is that the only solution? No.
Is that the most formidable solution at present? Absolutely. 1’m not sure what else
exists out there besides regularizing workers, which I think is unlikely to happen, at least
within the current context of national security and the present administration.

Organizing at informal hiring sites. It’s also a very important strategy. We have
sites in Los Angeles that aren’t official sites but that are organized. That’s another
important strategy. Creating a community of workers who become empowered and thus
able to better control their destiny and go about their daily lives in dignity and peace, |
think is the overall objective of the work that we’re going to highlight by some of my
colleagues, who have taught me a whole lot about day labor.

Finally, there is some talk about passing national legislation, a worker protection
act that focuses exclusively on day labor, the ideas that states will likewise mimic and
produce a similar bill of rights act. So I’ll close at that.

MS. SINGER: Thank you very much. And there was some bartering for minutes
here, so Pablo, | hope you realize Abel went over the time — (laughter) — so you’re going
to have to work something else out, another deal with someone else.

Before we show the film | want to introduce the filmmakers. Carlos Sandoval
and Catharine Tambini are independent filmmakers who have received much acclaim,
including a special jury prize at the 2004 Sundance Film Festival for the film
“Farmingville.” Carlos, a southern California born and raised attorney, was living in
eastern Long Island when he first started sensing antagonism towards the new and
growing Latino population there. When he learned of a hate crime against some of them,
he decided that this was a story that needed to be told to help increase our understanding
of what may be happening in similar fashion in rapidly changing areas around the
country.

Veteran filmmaker Catharine Tambini has an illustrious track record with less
controversial documentaries, including co-producing the Academy Award-nominated
“Suzanne Farrell: Elusive Muse,” about the celebrated ballet dancer. But soon after
meeting Sandoval and having observed the tension mounting at other nearby community



settings, she too realized that the public needed to witness and ideally talk about what
was happening in our neighborhoods as they became ever more globalized.

Together they pursued many different players in the Farmingville drama. They
got to know them personally. They spent a year recording public and private meetings.
They put themselves in harm’s way when things got tense. They meant it when they said
that they wanted to let the long-term residents, the day laborers, the anti-immigrant
organizers, and the pro-immigrant advocates speak for themselves.

So we have the privilege of having them both here today to personally introduce
us to their work and show us their film. Let me mention to you that you’ll also have the
opportunity to meet them, so we’re going to hold off on any questions about the film for
the filmmakers until afterwards. Immediately at the close of our discussion after we have
our panel, you’re all invited to join us for a reception in their honor.

So let me introduce Carlos Sandoval and Catharine Tambini.
(Applause)

CARLOS SANDOVAL: Thank you all very much for coming, first of all,
particularly on, as has been pointed out, a hot day with Reagan in town. 1I’m a native
Californian and Reagan seems to have followed me along the way so it’s only fitting that
he be here today. (Laughter)

This in many ways is—being here in this setting—a dream come true for me as a
former policy wonk and lawyer, to be able to make a film that is shown here at
Brookings, in this institution, and can, | hope, affect and engage policymakers, is really a
goal far beyond expectation. | have Ellen Schneider to thank for that.

I’ve been asked to talk a bit about the making of “Farmingville” and the why and
the how, but | want to skip that just for a moment here and say the making of the
Farmingville campaign in some ways started with — all of this started at Sundance,
ironically enough, in 2001 or 2002 where Ellen was on a panel and we talked about the
power of film, the power of film in policymaking. When | heard Ellen speak, | thought,
this is someone | have to talk to. And here we are a few years later, and so this is really,
really the culmination of an awful lot of work and a lot of effort.

The “why” of the film for me is really — was out of fear, out of fear for myself
personally, out of fear for my family, out of fear for the Latinos. The point was made
that day laborers have become the face of immigrants, particularly Latino immigrants. In
many ways day laborers have become the face of Latinos generally today. The sad
reality is that what begins as — in the context of a conversation or a debate around the
legality or illegality of someone’s presence quickly expands to something larger than
that, which goes to one’s background, one’s color, one’s skin, one’s heritage. And I’ve
seen it happening was — what | feared would happen 1’ve seen happening on Long Island



already and I’m afraid it’s happening elsewhere as we have grown to be the largest
minority, our presence has been more noticed, and there’s a visceral reaction to that.

My hope was that the film would begin to engage people in dialogue that might
short-circuit that a bit. 1 may be behind the curve with the film, unfortunately, given
some of the conversations I’ve heard, some of the language that I’ve heard coming along
the way. But that was really the why of the film for me at the outset, was to try to get
people to understand who these people are, to get a conversation going by trying to get
people to get beyond the labels, trying to get people to step into the shoes for at least the
moments of the film, so that they might begin to understand one another. That’s a very
high-fallutin’ goal. 1t’s not a goal that a policy person would normally have, but it’s
something that film allowed me to do.

So I’ve been overwhelmed by the response to the film. | think I’ll let Catharine
speak more to that, but I want to thank you all for being here today. We will be available
for questions after. And I want to thank Audrey, so much for doing this, and everyone
who’s brought us this far.

Thank you.

CATHARINE TAMBINI: We spent three years in Farmingville and we gathered
over 200 hours of footage dealing with the issues in Farmingville, and it took us the three
years to really hone it down, find our story, and we decided to focus on Farmingville.
There are many issues that we could have addressed through this film, but to us, we
wanted to show the macrocosm through the microcosm. So here we are three years later.
We’re really, as Carlos said, we’re really overwhelmed by the response. We’ve been to
many film festivals around the country with tremendous response to the film and to us
and to what it’s showing people. It’s helping to start a dialogue. Our dream is really
being fulfilled here today in many ways.

So we thank Audrey, we thank Ellen especially for her tireless work on our
campaign. | think without further ado we should look at the film.

MS. SINGER: Thank you very much. We’re going to step down and watch the
film -

So let’s roll it.

(Viewing of “Farmingville”)

(Rejoined in progress.)

MARIA ECHAVESTE: -- and policies in Congress, and it would take something
like a film or conversation to make us understand that we are dealing with people’s lives.

And dealing with people’s lives like those residents in Farmingville, not just the people
who are here illegally or as immigrants, but also people who are — have been here and



who wake up one day and say, what happened to my town? | think it’s going to be very
well received. | certainly hope so.

Let me start first — we have heard, obviously, from Abel Valenzuela, who gave us
a very good framework, especially the historical context. But I’d like to start with Pablo
Alvarado, who is, as you can see from the bios, the National Coordinator and co-creator
of the National Day Labor Organizing Network. Let me introduce everyone so you’ll
know who else is up here.

Then we’ve got Tom Perez, who | worked with in the Clinton administration, who
is now a member of the Montgomery County council, indeed one of those people who
could be like the supervisors in that movie, having to make tough calls, make tough
decisions at the local level. He serves on the transportation and environment committee
of the council. Is a Harvard law grad, and his last position in the Clinton administration
was director of the Office of Civil Rights at HHS.

And then also joining us is Tim Freilich, who is a managing attorney at the
Northern Virginia office of the Virginia Justice Center for Farm and Immigrant Workers,
a legal assistance program. His Northern Virginia office has worked in the metro region
on the issue of day laborers.

So let me start this with Pablo, and | just want to make sure that you understand
that Pablo in 1995 was asked to coordinate the Coalition for Humane Immigrant Rights
of Los Angeles day labor project, and since that time has been I think the national leader
on this very tough, tough issue, and is also a member of Jornaleros del Norte, a
grassroots musical group that has two albums. So there’s a whole other aspect to Pablo.

So, Pablo, can you share some thoughts with us.

PABLO ALVARADO: Thank you. | migrated to the United States in 1990. And
just like every other immigrant | also worked as a day laborer in many places in Los
Angeles. And just like many other immigrants I said, well, I’m going to go to the States
only for three years. 1’m going to come back in three years. Well, I’m still here and now
I got married and have a daughter, so — which means that I’m not going back. And a lot
of my colleague day laborers are basically in the same situation.

Before September 11", a lot of the workers would go back during Christmas, and
back and forth. After September 11" that has stopped, and people are staying here.
We’re becoming a fundamental part of many communities throughout the United States.
And the future of this country depends on how this country is going to deal with
immigrants. And | thank the filmmakers for bringing this issue up to the public because
it’s very emotional and sometimes people lose perspective about what the real solutions
are.

Back in 1997 we began in Los Angeles holding exchanges with — between
workers in LA and workers in San Francisco. Then we moved up north to meet with



workers in Portland, in Oregon, and Seattle. We found out that the issues that day
laborers face in both municipalities are basically the same issues — exploitation, a lot of
police harassment. The only difference that we encountered was that the level of
acceptance that people had, that immigrants have in these communities. Some places
where immigrants are recent there is that kind of resistance. Los Angeles went through
that situation, and now the city of LA invests over $1 million in running day labor
centers. There are 10 day labor centers in the city of Los Angeles.

When we found out that it was the same issue that workers were facing, we
contacted our sister organizations in the different municipalities and said, well, it’s time
for us to come together and basically confront this situation from a different perspective
and to have an organized defense. So in 1998 we began to create the linkages between
the different day laborer organizations throughout the country. So now the national
network is composed of 25 community based organizations that work with day laborers
in different capacities, and together we operate about 35 worker centers in the country.

And we’ve been able, I think, to implement good practices and basically
practices that have been able to address some of the real issues. It is more difficult for us
to address the perceptions that exist about day laborers than it is creating, let’s say, if
we’re finishers but there are no trash cans in the corner, we’ll bring in the trash cans. If
the issue is that there’s no urinals in the corner, well, let’s find alternatives.

So we began addressing some of the real issues that day laborers face throughout
the country, and in this work we found three basic negative approaches, or non-
constructive approaches. One is the usage of police officers, law enforcement agencies to
basically enforce ordinances such as loitering, littering, blocking the sidewalk,
jaywalking. And all these types of issues basically— when the cops come and enforce this
type of ordinance with the idea of discouraging the men to stand in the streets and leave—
have proven to be ineffective. In many municipalities, coming in Farmingville three
years after, the day laborers are still there and the issue continues to take place since there
is no worker center.

Another way that municipalities have used to address some of the issues is
banning laborer solicitation on public property, and that, as I’ve mentioned before,
violates the Amendment rights of day laborers. And my organization has undertaken a
lot of legal actions against municipalities that have enacted these type of unfair
solicitation ordinances. We have been very successful and we will continue to do the
same work.

We have also seen in terms of non-constructive approaches the creation of virtual
worker centers. These centers that people — actually local governments expect the day
laborers to stay in their houses and get a main phone and the person answering the phone
and connecting the workers with the employers. That hasn’t worked. It hasn’t been
effective at all in many places.



But the two most constructive approaches that we’ve seen and that we encourage
municipalities to move forward on are the creation of designated areas. Usually when
employers — when workers congregate in streets, they spread themselves perhaps in two
or three blocks because of competition, because workers feel that there are more chances
of getting jobs if they are arranged that way in the streets. In some municipalities they
have not been able to obtain the resources to create worker centers, we’ve been able to
designate areas within a sidewalk or within a park, public park, in which the day laborers
would actually congregate away from the activities of residents and business owners.

And at the same time we have undertaken the development of the worker’
leadership skills. It is good for the workers to understand what really the residents are
going through. It is good for the workers to understand that their practice has an impact
on people’s lives. And some of those impacts are negative and people have to understand
that. That’s why the developing of the leadership skills of workers is fundamental in
making sure that these designated areas work, and in this effort the workers come out
with their own rules, with their own ways of enforcing those rules, their own self-policing
mechanisms. And this approach has been very effective in many places across the
country.

The second and perhaps the most popular way of addressing the issue is the
creation of worker centers. We believe that that’s our way to better — to foster more
humane and safer relationships between workers and communities, but they are not
necessarily the best alternative for workers, depending on how — from what perspective
you approach the issue. If you think that day laboring is a crime then you’re going to use
the law enforcement agents to come and crush it. If you think that it’s a matter of
aesthetics, then you’re going to speak for hiring centers that are going to be hidden in
places where the day laborers are not going to be visible and where they’re not going to
be hired. So there are separate criteria to determine when a center is successful.

Those criteria include, for example, that the centers have to be in close proximity
to where workers congregate. Otherwise it will be difficult for the workers to attend, and
also the employers. It has to be accessible as well not only for employers but also for day
laborers, for their means of transportation, which is usually bicycles in many
neighborhoods. Those centers have to be free of cost. We’ve seen many centers where
the day laborers are charged fees for using them. There’s one particular center in Glen
Oak (ph) that charges a $30 fee for the day laborers to use it. A day of work is not
necessarily guaranteed in those places. So we believe that they should be free of cost. In
that place there are 20 men inside and there are still 70 men in the street. And not only
does the center charge a fee, but it’s also — the city has made it illegal for people to stand
in the streets and for employers to come and hire them.

The other criteria that’s really fundamental is community support. That means
that police officers, elected officials, day laborers and employers if possible, and
community organizations need to come together and support not only the creation of
those centers but maintaining those centers and making sure that they have the political
support that they need so that the funding is consistent. Otherwise, it’s going to fail.



Oftentimes what happens is that, yes, people come together when they see the complexity
of the issue. But once the center is open, they — everybody takes off, and then the day
laborers are in the center and the organization that runs the center is basically in front of
100 men who are unemployed, and it’s a difficult position to be in because I’ve been in it
and I’m part of an organization that does it all the time. And everybody takes off and
that’s it — we’ve created that center, whatever happens there.

So we believe the support is not only political, it’s also in terms of getting
resources for the center. It’s also in terms of finding the most important thing that day
laborers need, and that is jobs. So a successful day labor center would provide at least 50
percent of jobs every day. If 100 men are listed, they have to go out to work in order to
be in front of a good worker center. That means that people will be able to — people
would be able to perhaps work two or three days a week, and that’s really the main need
of the day laborers. And the organization, we encourage our organizations to invest most
of our resources in finding more employment opportunities, and also in terms of
developing the job skills of workers.

So those are some of the criteria that makes a center successful. We also believe
that workers should not be pushed to those centers at gunpoint. That’s not going to work.
It’s not constructive. It doesn’t improve community relations. It creates more tensions in
those communities.

Finally, I’d like to close my statement by sort of outlining some of the goals of
our worker centers. Some of those goals include, one, is basically, as | said, the creation
of jobs, good jobs with good wages and working conditions. The second is to address
some of those public health and safety issues that stakeholders talk about, and that were
actually part of the movie tonight — today. Is it night? No.

MS.ECHAVESTE: Still day.
MR. ALVARADO: (Laughter) Yes, we’re almost there.

The third goal of our worker centers is —

[TAPE CHANGE.]

MR. ALVADARQO: --to ensure that day laborers develop a sense of community
and that they develop a sense of leadership, that they’ll develop the leadership skills so
they can represent themselves, so they can understand politics, so that they can design
their own strategies and implement their own work plans, and that they become part of a
solid community. You have workers from El Salvador, from Mexico, Honduras, and yes,
there are some national barriers so we need to find strategies to bring people together and
break down those barriers.



The other goal of our worker centers includes ensuring that day laborers become
part of the community where they solicit employment, of those communities where they
live, and of those communities where they work. In order to do that, we do a lot of civic
engagement. It’s really beautiful to see the day laborers and residents and business
owners cleaning the same streets, and the relationship — the human connection between
the day laborers and the residents changes when that type of interaction takes place.
When negative interactions like the ones that we just witnessed in the movies, those type
of interactions don’t help at all, so that’s where community organizations come in.

So with our worker centers we basically intend to ensure that workers are
integrated into our communities. And not as halfway members of our community, but
people with full rights and full responsibilities like everybody else.

MS. ECHAVESTE: Thank you, Pablo.

Both Tim and Tom are going to be able to focus our attention to the metro area,
and I’ll start with Tim, with the Northern Virginia office.

TIM FREILICH: Our Northern Virginia office is located in Farmingville,
Virginia — (laughter) — right across the river there. Now it’s an area where there is a large
day labor site right across the street from the office in the area of Culmore. Our program
started as a migrant farm worker program originally down in Charlottesville, and we
started receiving a lot of calls from day laborers up here who would go out and do a week
or a day of work and then just not get paid at all. They were having trouble finding
where they could turn for help. And so we set up the office in Falls Church, actually, in
2001, and since then have been looking for the most constructive way to help workers —
well, just to stop the exploitation of workers for the most part, and work to find
community solutions for the challenges presented by day laborers across Northern
Virginia.

I want to bring sort of the story of Farmingville to the local Northern Virginia
area, and tell you about a few of the different sites that exist in Northern Virginia in
various stages of development. You have everything from an informal gathering of 30
guys looking for work on the intersection of Glebe and Pershing Road in Arlington, to the
formal day labor center that’s been set up, the Shirlington Employment and Education
Center in the Shirlington area.

And then a few sites that are sort of in between that range of development.
Annandale, for example, a community that is 34, 35 percent foreign born, has a gathering
of about 75 workers who for the last few years have been gathering at a 7-11, until a
couple of years ago Pablo talked about one of the strategies, a police crackdown trying to
force workers to move away. There was an announced police crackdown in Annandale a
couple of years ago. The workers were prepared for that, and the morning of the
crackdown had signs just saying, “We’re not criminals. We live here in Annandale, too.
We want a safe place to find work.” And the morning — | was very proud of the police in
that they respected the workers’ rights to protest, yet it didn’t really solve anything. It



created a lot of tension, and the end result has been now the workers are much more
scattered up and down Little River Turnpike there by Hummer Road, but it didn’t really
solve anything. That was the — | guess you mentioned that police crackdowns tend to be
ineffective. | think that was certainly the case there.

In Culmore it’s a place where there’s been day laborers gathering for the last 18
or 20 years now, also at 7-11’s. Day laborers gather at convenience stores a lot of times
because they’re convenient. The contractors like them, the day laborers like them
because they can meet there to get coffee while they’re waiting, or the contractors on
their way to work picking up the workers can stop in and get some food.

It’s interesting, one of the things that you don’t hear about a lot is a lot of the day
laborers use a meeting site just as a pick-up point for the contractors. We just had a case
two weeks ago in Arlington County where the workers were picked up every day at the
day labor site for a couple of months. They would just meet their contractor there and be
taken to work and not get paid. But anyway, we were able to work on that.

There is one situation, though, that I do want to focus on in the town of Herndon,
which I think | see a few folks here who have followed the developments in Herndon
over the last year. It certainly has just striking similarities to a lot of the challenges and
emotions and tension that is portrayed in the film Farmingville, although thankfully in
Herndon, even though there’s been a lot of tension, there has not been anything
approaching the violence in Farmingville, and hopefully it will stay that way as the town
continues to try to find a community solution.

There were a series of town meetings, public hearings, and a heroic mayor, |
believe, who demonstrated more political courage than is often seen who, | think, looked
at his community and saw an issue that was causing a lot of tension and a lot of anger and
a lot of frustration, and realized that it was his responsibility to try and find a solution.
And at extreme personal and professional sacrifice, he really stuck with it and another
heroic, | think, entity, a nonprofit called Reston Interfaith, stepped up and they tried to
form a public-private partnership to locate a site 