.assure their integrity, should help to reme-
_dy both problems. . - . -
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DIOXIN Dow. goes-t “owork ona”

contamination problem and Crédlbﬂlt’ﬁ ‘ga

DOW Chemical’s. offer of $2.5 million
for dioxin studies is a welcome acknowl-.,
edgment of the public concern over, the
possible effects of the chemical, not to . §
mention the damage the dioxin controversy §
has done to Dow's image. The studies, if
they are carried out under conditions. that -

_ State officials obvnously have to c}anfy
"the conditions under which state agencies,
.can accept’ Dow's’ offer. The" results of.i
Dow s own dioxin research in the past havé
‘been questioned by those who-disagreed :
with their methodology or scope. The com-,. &
pany must realize already «therneed tp’k,{
involve some of its critics'] in the‘desxgn of " I N
the proposed studies, well . before;;thﬁ X x
begin, so’ that-the results cannot’ bé" dis .
missed or discredited, whateven they show.* |

Dow is still under a mandate to provlde -J W
information on its manufacturing processes "
and discharges to the federal Environmen-
tal Protection Agency, ‘and that ﬂow, of ™
information should continue. The' compa-
ny's concern about the confldentiality of itd -
manufacturing processes is legitimate, afd . D?W Cha""ca' P'“"t SRR

Beyond the Dow-dxoxin case lie fhe . answers fast enough for sopiety to make
larger unsolved problems of how to. deal :{ the proper’ ‘decisions. It will bé a Jong timé¢
with a multitude of other suspected carcin- before those problems are worked out. Ir
ogens in the environment; how to lessen the _ the meantime, Dow’s willingriess to co
adversary relationship between industry. operate withstate government in exploring
and government, which hinders sclentific and defusing this specific lssue Is an impor

vtto= amd awhat ta dn tant bit of progress.



