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International Food Information Council (IFIC)

Mission:  To effectively communicate science-based
information on food safety and nutrition issues to health
professionals, journalists, educators and government officials.

Primarily supported by the broad-based food, beverage and
agricultural industries.
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IFIC Foundation’s Food Insight

• 45,000 circulation

• 7% international

• 6,000 media

• Also available electronically



Data weighted on age
and education to be
nationally representative

n=1,000 (+3.1)

July 11 – July 27

100% web-based

U.S. adults (18+)

Weighting:

Sample Size (error):

Data collection period:

Methodology:

Population:

Food Biotechnology: A Study of U.S. Consumer
Trends, 2007

Survey commissioned by Cogent Research
www.cogentresearch.co
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Areas of Research Findings

• Food Supply

• Plant Biotechnology

• Plant-made Pharmaceuticals

• Animal Biotechnology

• Food Sustainability



Food Safety Concerns: Confidence in Food
Supply
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Food Safety Concerns
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 Food Biotechnology: Overall Impression



(Among those who said "yes“)
Benefits of Biotechnology in Next 5
Years:

Nutrition/health benefits 42%
Improved quality/taste/variety 21%
Price/economic benefits 20%
Improved crops/agricultural

production              18%
Safer foods 15%
Reduced pesticides/chemicals 7%
Medical advances 1%
Other 4%
Don't know 6%
Nothing 1%

Food Biotechnology: Perception of Benefits
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Food Biotechnology: Plant vs. Animal Biotech
Favorability
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Animal Biotechnology: Quality and Safety
Impact on Impressions
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Animal Biotechnology: Impressions of Genetic
Engineering
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Animal Biotechnology: Impressions of Cloning
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Animal Biotechnology: Impressions of Using
Cloned Animals for Breeding
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Food Labeling: Satisfaction with Current
Labels
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Food Biotechnology: Position on FDA Labeling
Requirements
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Sustainability: Definition and Awareness
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Sustainability: Importance of Food Producer
Program Enrollment

37%

26%

4%

5%

Important

Not important

2007



Sustainability: Importance of Crop Growing
Factors
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Summary of Findings

• Consumer confidence in the safety of the US Food Supply
remains high; however, the percent who are “very” confident
has eroded over the past year.

•Awareness of animal biotechnology remains stable in 2007;
but impressions, reactions to benefits, and purchase intent
have all improved.

•Although most Americans have not heard about “sustainable
food production,” the concept (once explained) is one that
resonates with nearly all consumers.



Public Report on the
Asian Food Information Centre
2002 Consumer Survey
& 2003 Focus Group research

Consumer Perceptions of
                            Food Biotechnology in Asia
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Figure 1

Concerns about food 
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