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NRCREP Comments re: STOP Irradlatlon Faclllty in Hawau and elsewhere'
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From: "Ella Kay" <ella_kay @hotmail.com> /H /é7 / 4

To: <NRCREP@nrc.gov> ‘ ) = 2.3 )
Date:  02/07/2007 12:18 AM - TWIERTE

ject: : iation Facility in Hawaii and elsewhere!
Subject: Comments re: STOP Irradiation Facility in Hawaii and elsewhere o

!

30

To Whom It May Concern:

PLEASE consider that fresh, locally grown food, necessitated by wholesomeness and availability, could be better
for us allt!!

Thank you for your work and consideration.

Sincerely, P
Ella Kay Elledge J B
(Virginia Cooperative Extension Agency - Master Gardener Intern) 1 e
534 EIlm Creek Drive - [t

Manakin Sabot, VA 23103 o e

T
ella_kay@hotmail.com _ R

)
P.S. Find information below from http://www.foodandwaterwatch. orq/food/pubs/repo s/food-irra€fifation-a-
gross-failure/download?id=pdf to support my position:

Top Ten Reasons to Oppose Food
Irradiation

The nuclear industry, the food industry and the U.S. government have insisted for a half-century that
irradiated foods are safe, nutritious, and taste just like regular food. They say irradiation facilities are not
dangerous. They say the technology does not threaten American agriculture.

Here are 10 Reasons Why They Are Wrong:

1. Irradiation forms chemicals known or suspected to cause cancer and birth defects. One
chemical, 2-ACBs, has been linked to cancer development in rats and genetic damage in human cells.
2. Irradiation can mask filthy conditions in today's mega-sized livestock slaughterhouses and food

processing plants, where E. coli, Salmonella and other potentially deadly food-borne pathogens thrive
in meat contaminated with feces, urine and pus.

3. Irradiated foods have failed spectacularly in the marketplace, despite millions of dollars in
government subsidies for research and propaganda campaigns.

4. Many serious health problems have been observed in lab animals fed /rrad/ated foods, including
premature death, cancer, tumors, stillbirths, mutations, organ damage, immune system failure and
stunted growth. In one experiment, genetic damage was detected in young children who ate
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irradiated wheat.

5. Because it can extend shelf life and allow food to be shipped long distances around the world,
irradiation could further globalize and consolidate the food industry. These destructive forces have
already bankrupted thousands of American family farmers and ranchers.

6. The U.S. Food and Drug Administration has legalized irradiated foods in defiance of federal
regulations requiring comprehensive safety reviews.

7. Irradiation destroys vitamins, protein, essential fatty acids and other nutrients - up to 80
percent of vitamin A in eggs and half the beta carotene in orange juice.

8. Irradiation can ruin the flavor, odor and texture of food - sometimes disgustingly so. Zapped foods
can taste and smell like a wet dog, burnt feathers, signed hair and rancid fat.

9. Numerous deaths, injuries, mishaps and acts of misconduct have occurred at irradiation plants
throughout the world. In 1988 the owner of a New Jersey facility was sentenced to federal prison
after covering up accidents and safety violations.

10. It remains legal to irradiate food with cesium-137, a highly radioactive waste material left over from
the production of nuclear weapons. A cesium leak near Atlanta in 1988 - known as the "Three Mile
Island of the irradiation industry” - cost taxpayers $40 million to clean up. -

----- Original Message -----

From: Food & Water Watch

To: ella_kay@ hotmail.com

Sent: Tuesday, February 06, 2007 11:52 AM

"Subject: Comment NOW to STOP irradiation Facility in Hawaii!

B
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Most of us across the U.S. would love to see Hawaiian mangos and papayas in our
local grocery store, but at what price? If a Hawaiian produce export company has
its way, it will be at the price of an irradiation facility in Honolulu .

This facility would use cobalt-60 to irradiate produce for export. Not only would
this dubious venture bring radioactive material to an airport, with its risk of
aviation accidents and terrorist threats, but it would also be located in a tsunami
evacuation zone and near two military bases. For these reasons, and others,
Earthjustice Hawaii challenged the proposal on behalf of a local grassroots group,
and was able to ensure that the Nuclear Regulatory Commlssmn conduct an
environmental assessment of the proposal.

The Nuclear Regulatory Commission just released their draft environmental
assessment of the proposed food irradiator, and found that it would pose "no
significant impact.” This environmental assessment is insufficient, as it minimizes
several serious concerns about the proposal (such as terrorist attacks), and relies
almost exclusively on information and data supplied by the operator of the ,
proposed tacility. The Honolulu Advertiser weighs in against the NRC's flawed
environmental assessment, and its failure to consider alternative sites, noting:
"There's nothing gained by either side in an environmental dispute when laws
aimed at providing a full analysis of the facts are marginally observed."
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What to do now? Public comments will be accepted through Feb. 8. Written
comments should be submitted to the Chief, Rules Review and Directives Branch,
Mail Stop T6-D39, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Washington, D.C.,
20555-0001. Comments will also be accepted by e-mail at NRCREP@nrc.gov or
by facsimile to (301) 415-5397, Attention: Matthew Blevins.

Suggested Talking Points for your Comments
NRC did a bad job assessing environmental impact for this proposal:

- There was no independent research/modeling of impact of catastrophic event
(i.e. "no new data were measured or derived as part of this report.")

- It is inappropriate to use an inspection report from a Pennsylvania facility.
Hawaii is different and should be viewed as such. '

- They should have considered an airplane crash's impact on the facility and the
effect of losing control of radioactive material.

- They should have addressed security issues.

- People in Hawai'i do not WANT irradiated food no matter how safe they claim it
18. '

Also, check out our Top 10 Reasons to Oppose Food Irradiation fact sheet for
help! ”

Thank you,
Lauren Guite
food(at)fwwatch.org

To stop receiving these email updates, click here.

file://C:\temp\GW }00001. HTM 02/14/2007



. c:\temp\GW1}00001.TMP Page 1]

.

Mail Envelope Properties (45C9610B.3B4 : 1 : 948)

Subject: Comments re: STOP Irradiation Facility in Hawaii and elsewhere!
Creation Date . Tue, Feb 6, 2007 9:42 PM
From: "Ella Kay" <ella_kay@hotmail.com>
Created By: ella_kay@hotmail.com
Recipients
nrc.gov

TWGWPO01.HQGWDOO01

NRCREP

Post Office -~ Route
TWGWPOO01.HQGWDOO01 : nre.gov
Files Size Date & Time

MESSAGE 6117 Tuesday, February 6, 2007 9:42 PM
TEXT.htm 11516

Mime.822 20685
Options

Expiration Date: None

Priority: Standard

ReplyRequested: No

Return Notification: None

Concealed Subject: No

Security: Standard

Junk Mail Handling Evaluation Results
Message is eligible for Junk Mail handling
This message was not classified as Junk Mail

Junk Mail settings when this message was delivered
Junk Mail handling disabled by User

Junk Mail handling disabled by Administrator

Junk List is not enabled

Junk Mail using personal address books is not enabled
Block List ts not enabled



