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judging from his recent article inin the
tundra timetimes sen fred zharoff D
kodiak feels that he alone isis qualified
to determine alaska s food irradiation
policy the senator charged our
organization with circulating false
statements partial truths and threats

OPINION
we believe the senator s charges are

unfair and that the record should be
set straight

zharoffzharoflzharoft singlehandedly killed a bill
house bill 25 to ban the sale of

irradiated foods in alaska this
legislation was supported by a majonmajorityty
of the legislators of both houses in both
parties HB 25 passed last year in the
house by a vote of 31431 4

these legislators and the governor
have not been hoodwinked as
zharoffzharoft suggested to a newspaper
reporter they have taken a careful
look at the issue and decided that the
food and drug administrations ap-
proval of food irradiation was
premature

contrary to zharoffs assertions
food irradiation isis here many of the
spices being sold are already being irir-
radiated without the publics
knowledge or consent

the irradiation industry the USU S

department of energy and the inter-
national atomic energy agency are
conducting an aggressive global cam-
paign to develop promote and sell
food irradiation our grocery shelves
will soon be filled with irradiated
foods unless informed citizens speak
out

zharoff claiming that irradiated
food isis safe noted the PDAFDA has ap-
proved pork wheat spices and pro

duce for irradiation
prior to its approval of food irradiaireadia

tion the FDA reviewed about 400
studies involving decades of research
out of these 400 studies the PDAFDA
claimed that only five met its special
criteria

dr donald lounalouria department of
public health new jersey medical
school has conducted a thorough
analysis of the scientific evidence
the FDA cites to justify its approval
of food irradiation

hisfit investigation revealed there are
serious deficiencies in each of the
FDA s five cited studies either the in
dicateddilated result claimed by the FDA was
erroneous or the dosage of radiation
was too low to apply the results to
commercially irradiated food

ititss this kind of deceptive manipulamanipularma nipula
tion of the scientific record which has
convinced legislators in three states to
ban irradiated food despite the FDAFDAs s
approval apparently they dont share
zharoff s blind faith inin big
government

zharoff dismissed concerns that a
seafood irradiator inin alaska would
hurt the market for alaskan seafood
and distorted the poodfood irradiation
network japans position on the issueissue
this coalition of japanese consumer
groups vowed totoorgamzeorganizetoorgamze a boycott of
all alaskan seafood if a seafood irir-
radiator were built inin alaska

they are threatening a boycott on
all alaskan seafood because there isis
no known test to determine whether
food has been irradiated zharoff tried
to portray this as legislative

blackmail by falsely claiming the
boycott would be organized ififhbHB 25
failed to pass

it appears that zharoff already has
forgotten the successful tuna boycott
to save dolphins and that the apple

market recently was hit hard on the
question of food safety all it took
with apples was for meryl streep and
the natural resource defense coun

zharoff portrayed food irradiation as
a food preservation

I1
process similar to

freezing drying and pasteurization
thisthis is a totallytqtallytat9ta ily inaccurate
characterization because it ignores
the new chemicals created in ir-

radiated food

cil to publicize the effects of the
pesticide alar on humans

if an irradiator were to be built inin
alaska the seafood industry would be
vulnerable to this same type of market
devastation

zharoff portrayed food irradiation
as a food preservation process similar
to freezing drying and pasteurization
this isis a totally inaccurate
characterization because it ignores the
new chemicals created in irradiated
food in fact the irradiation process
actually separates atoms from their
molecules

dr richard piccione a published
expert on food irradiation cites 12
credible studies which have identified
some of these radiolyticradioliticradio lytic products
as carcinogens and mutagensmutagens Is this
the kind of image we want for our
seafood

the senator claimed ihin his articles
that the american medical association
has endorsed food irradiation this
also isis untrue the AMAs house of
delegates passed a resolution support-
ing the classification of food irradia-
tion as a process rather than an ad-
ditivedativeditive this isis hardly an

I1 I1endorsement
zharoff stated inin his articlee that the

unanimous recommendation of
those involved inin the seafood industry
was to oppose a ban on food irradiaireadia
tion not true the united fishermen
of alaska and copper river
fishermenshermensFis cooperative are both on
record as opposed to food irradiation
as are the hundreds of fishermen who
have sent zharoff cards and letters

A ban or a moratorium on the sale
of irradiated foods isis needed to pro
tecthect public health as well as our
seafood industry and to send a power
ful message to washington DDCC

its time to clean up our nations
food irradiation policies and follow the
lead of japan west germany
australia new zealand new york
new jersey and maine in prohibiting
the sale of irradiated foods alaskansalaskasAlaskans
should not be used as guinea pigs for
a dangerous and unproven technology
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