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Monsanto í)
PUBLIC RELATIONS DEPARTMENT

Monsanto  Company 
8 0 0  N Lindbergh Boulevard 
St Louis. M issouri 63167 
Phone (314) 694-1000

April 9, 1984

Mr. Edward Chen
LOS ANGELES TIMES
Times Mirror Square
Los Angeles, California 90053

Dear Mr. Chen:

Enclosed are several items we discussed on the telephone this 
afternoon.

If I can help further, please give me a call at (314) 694-2891.

Sincerely yours,

Dan R. Bishop 
Director,
Environmental Communications
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Enclosures

P.S. -- I said Stuart Caldwell was the attorney for the plaintiffs 
in Nitro, but Paul Pratt, P.C., an East Alton, Illinois 
attorney is working with Caldwell in the Nitro lawsuit.

Enclosures: - Nitro Lawsuit Backgrounder
- Letter to Editor (NY Times, Aug. 10, 1983)
- A.O. Backgrounder
- Dioxin Backgrounder
- 3 Nitro Health Studies News Releases:

1) Zack/Suskind
2) Zack/Gaffey
3) Suskind

SUB rr
■C T IV £ 030r

C10196



Monsanto
n o u e  *£L A T lO H S O B *m tD tr

Monsanto Company 
600  N. Lindbargh Boutavard 
St. Louis. Missouri 63166 
Phons: QM) BB4-1000

August 10, 1983

Letters to the Editor 
THE NEW YORK TIMES 
229 West 43rd Street 
New York, N.Y. 10036

Dear Editor:

Your August 4 article, "Dioxin Leaves Mark on a City Called 
Nitro..." is flawed in its discussion of health studies of the 
workforce at Monsanto's plant there.

Your reporter inadvertently misinterpreted the facts when 
he stated that "One study, however, by Robert W. Baughman in 
preparation for a 1975 Harvard University doctoral dissertation, 
produced results differing with those (Monsanto-sponsored) 
studies."

The facts are these: The results cited as being produced by 
Mr. Baughman were not produced by him at all. His work was not 
a "study" of Monsanto's Nitro workers, as your article states 
but, rather, a review of the acute (short-term) symptoms following 
exposure to dioxin. These had been observed and documented in 
University of Cincinnati reports between 1949 and 1953 by 
Drs. Ashe and Suskind following their examinations of employees 
after the 1949 industrial accident. The latter also reported, 
by the way, that all these initial symptoms, except some 
residual cases of the skin disease, chloracne, gradually 
cleared up.

The study by Ms. Zack and Dr. Suskind was published in January 
1980, not the 1950s, in the Journal of Occupational Medicine 
(attached). This was a mortality study, and it contained a 
description of the short-term clinical symptoms described 
previously by Drs. Ashe and Suskind.
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Monsanto-sponsored health examinations focused on both acute 
(short-term) and chronic (long-term) health effects of exposure 
to dioxins.. Failure to acknowledge this, and to recognize that 
short-term and long-term health effects may differ, reflects a 
gross misunderstanding of the subject. We regret the attempt 
to infer, as the article clearly did, that there is something 
controversial about the different results.

Sincerely,

George Roush Jr., M.D.
Director, Department of Medicine

and Environmental Health

GR:ec
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CC: Mr. William^ Robb ins
570 Lindsey Drive 
Wayne, Pa. 19087
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STURGEON LITIGATION

FROH THE FILES OF

THIS FILE HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY Lik/ 'Of i r  ll$P

- Documents describing the presence or 
potential presence of dioxin in Monsanto 
products.

- Documents referring to the toxicity of 
any Isomer of dioxins.

- Documents referring to the toxicity of 
any Chlorophenol or Chlorophenol product.

- Documents referring to health effects as 
they relate-to the above.

FOR:


