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The Association of European Consumers, The Food Commission (UK) and the under-signed
organisations support your efforts at the 35™ meeting of the Codex Committee on Food
Additives and Contaminants (CCFAC) meeting in Tanzania on 17-21 March.

We have long held the view that irradiation of foods is neither necessary nor desirable. As such it
would be preferable not to permit general use of food irradiation, thereby removing the need for
a Codex standard to govern this. The European Parliament has also recognized the lack of need
or desirability of food irradiation, by voting in December 2003 against expanding the list of

foods permitted for irradiation within the European Union.

If, however, the use of food irradiation is permitted, as is currently the case, and a standard
therefore must exist to control its use, then that standard on food irradiation should only permit
the lowest irradiation dose possible. The assurances of the World Health Organisation (WHO),
that irradiation of any food at any dose is completely safe, are questionable. The WHO on 34
occasions dismissed or ignored studies that used radiation doses above 10 kGy and which

resulted in serious and varied health problems in lab animals that ate irradiated foods.

,il,iii

Furthermore the WHO has dismissed over 50 years’ worth of research documenting a wide range
of serious health problems in lab animals that ate irradiated foods, including premature death,
mutations, reproductive problems and nutritional deficiencies. The recent EU-funded studies of
cyclobutanones, chemicals produced in irradiated fat-containing foods, also indicated serious
health problems in animals that were fed these chemicals, and clearly demonstrated the need for

further research to assess the potential impacts on human healt v



The Codex standard must not only be accurate and rigorous in its wording and specifications, but
its manner of application must also be transparent and reliable. Any wording in the standard that
permits derogation can only be accepted if the conditions for any derogation are clearly stated
and put into operation. The US proposed additions to subsection 2.2 and 5.3 would permit
derogation from the standard, by allowing the 10kGy dose limit to be exceeded for potentially
any food. In addition, it is not yet possible to detect the dose levels of irradiation to which foods
have been subjected, opening the way further for abuse of the system, for misleading consumers
and for potentially putting their health at risk. We therefore urge you to maintain your support
for the 10 kGy dose limit, and to firmly oppose the additional sentence proposed by the US that
this dose limit should apply ‘except when necessary to achieve a legitimate technological
purpose’.

The United States is also attempting to include cesium-137 in the Codex General Standard for
Irradiated Foods, a by-product of nuclear weapons production, as a source of ionizing radiation
for food, regardless of historical environmental impacts of the water-soluble substance.

In 1983, the United States Department of Energy (DOE) explained that utilisation of radioactive
materials in a civilian capacity would reduce the DOE’s waste handling problem.” Five years
later, cesium-137 was employed at a medical irradiation facility near Atlanta, Georgia, USA.
One capsule of the water-soluble cesium-137 sprung a leak and radioactivity was spread
throughout the community. It cost the US government $30 million to clean up the accident. Since
then, cesium-137 has never been known to be used at any irradiation facility anywhere in the
world, and there is no reason to endanger the public and the environment by allowing its use
now. We urge you to oppose this unnecessary addition to the Proposed Draft Revised Codex
General Standard for Irradiated Foods.

We commend your steadfast commitment to protecting the health of consumers throughout the
world.

Yours sincerely,

Bengt Ingerstram
Association of European Consumers (AEC)

and

Merav Shub
Food Irradiation Campaign, Europe
The Food Commission, UK
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