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Social research in the context of EFSthategy 2027

The European food safety regulatory framework provides EU
consumers with one of the safest food systems in the world. The
mission of theEuropean Food Safety Authority (EFSAh integral
part of thatsystem- is to contribute to protecting human life and
health, taking account of animal health and welfare, plant health
and the environment. It does so by delivering independent and
transparent scientific advice to policy makers, through cooperation
with its partners, and in an open dialogue with sociétyC { ! Qa

is framed by the policy commitments set out globally and at the EU
level - the 2030 Agenda and the European Green Deal with its
components such as the Farm to Fork (F2F) Stréteine
Biodiersity Strategy for 2030and the Chemicals Strategy for
sustainability?

With a vison of safe food and sustainable food systems through
transparent, independent and trustworthy scientific advice, EFSA
has set ambitions in itStrategy 2027%or both risk assessment and
risk communication. For the latter, driven by the recently
introduced Transparency RegulatighEFSA has committed to an
¢audiencefirst approacté throughout its communication,
delivered in aoordinatedmanner with the European Commissjo
Member States and ENVEnvironment, Public Health and Food
Safety agencies. The audiendeA NA& (i
editorial on Future directions for risk communications at EFFSA
and detailedn its Social Science Roadm@pgeeks to generate and
use insights from social research, analyse the impact of
communication activities and focus on personalising user
experience across communication tools.

Social research at EFSA is conducted at different levels, and
perceptions of and attitudes towards food safetyy exploring the
following themes:

A 9 dzNEP LJftergstif food safetyelated topics andactors
affecting foodrelated decisions

A Awareness of and main concernsoab food-safety topics, as
well as attitudes towards healthy diet and fooelated risks;

Main informationchannelson foodrelated risks
Levels of trust in different actors from farm to fork

Awareness of different aspects of the EU food safety system;

> > > >

Behaviourin the area of food safety, using an example of a
foodborne disease outbreak.

This survey builds upon previous Special Eurobarometer surveys
conducted in 201®and 2019. In this report, comparisons with the
results of the 2019 survey are reped for those topics for which
similar questions were asked:

A Driving factors in the choice of food products (QC
A Awareness of foodelated risks (QR);

A Food-related risksrespondentsare most concerned about

(QC4);

A Trust in sources ahformation (QC10).

1 https://www.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/202D7/efsastrateqy2027.pdf

2 https://lec.europa.eu/food/horizontaltopics/farmfork-strategy_en

3 https://lenvironment.ec.europa.eu/strategy/biodiversitgtrategy2030_en

4 https://fenvironment.ec.europa.eu/strategy/chemicalgtrategy_en

5Regulation (EU) 2019/1381 of the European Parliament and of the Council of 20
June 2019 on the transpancy and sustainability of the EU risk assessment in the
food chain

8 https://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/efsajournal/pub/e190201

7 https://lwww.efsa.europa.eu/sites/default/files/event/mi20211216/C16.Social
ScienceRoadmapd.mb211216i5.pdf

the
present Euobarometer survey aims to gaug® dzNR LIS y a

EFSA is committed to conduct periodic Eurobarometer studies to
generate data that can guide its communication strategies as well

as support those of the Member States. The datals® expected

to assist audience segmentation, considgrimodels developed as

part of the scientific report ofTechnical assistance in the field of

risk communication’® The Communication Experts Network
(CEN® g Af ¢ NBYFAYy 9C{! Qa 158 LIt
implementing and analysing results of research carteld across

52 N§EY

Methodology used for this survey

The Special Eurobarometer &nod safety in the EWas part of the
Eurobarometer wave B2 and was conducted betwee2l March
and 20 April 2022

Where possible, the methodology used was that of the Stad
Eurobarometer surveys carried out by the Director@eneral for
/ 2YYdzyAOF A2y o6aaSRAIF Y2yAG2NRY
1213 That is CAPI Qomputer-AssistedPersonallnterviewing, with
interviews conducted face to face in people's homes ortlueir
doorstep and in the appropriate national languade.Belgium,

F LILINE F OK: SE Eﬁeqhii\,y[@rﬁnark, yLat\gac ﬂ_it_hl@%ia, Malta, the Netherlands,

Slovenia, Finland and Swedevhere it was not possible to reach
the target number of facéo-face interviews within the fieltork
period due to the impact o€OVIBL9, CAWI (ComputeAssisted
Web Interviewing) was use to supplement the fac¢o-face
interviews

Tae Special Eurobarometer on Food safetyeredthe population

of the respective nationalities of the European Unibtember
States, resident in each of the 27 Member States and aged 15 years
and over, with a total of 26,509 respondent. technical note
concerning the interviews conducted by the member institutes of
the Kantar network is annexed to this report. It algeaifies the
confidence intervals.

In accordance with the EU General Data Protection Reguldtion
(GDPR), respondents were asked whether they would agree to be
a1 SR ljdzSadAazya 2y AaadzsSa aGKIFG

Note: In this report, EU coun&s$ are referred to by their official
abbreviations. The abbreviations used in this report are:

Belgium BE Lithuania LT
Bulgaria BG Luxembourg LU
Czechia Ccz Hungary HU
Denmark DK Malta MT
Germany DE The Netherlands NL
Estonia EE Austria AT
Ireland IE Poland PL
Greece EL Portugal PT
Spain ES Romania RO

8 https://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/corporate/pub/eurobarometer10

9 https://lwww.efsa.europa.eu/en/corporate/pub/eurobarometer19

10 hitps://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/efsajournal/pub/6574

11 hitps://www.efsa.europa.eu/en/science/scientificommittee-and-panels/comco
12https://www.europa.eu/eurobarometer

13The results tables are annexed. Note: the total of the percentages indicated in the
tables in this report may exceed 100% in cases where the respondent was able to
choose multiple answers to the same question.

142016/679
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France FR Slovenia Sl
Croatia HR Slovakia SK
Italy IT Finland FI
Esgfubs"c o cyr  Sweden SE
Latvia LV

European Uniorg weighted average for the 27
EU27
Member States

* Cyprus as a whole is one of the 27 European Union Member
States. However, thacquis communautair@as been suspended

in the part of the country not controlled by the government of the
Republic of Cyprus. For practical reasons, only the interviews
carried out in the part of the country controlled by the government

Wewould like to thank the peopleacrossthe European
Union who have givemp their time to take part in ths
survey.

Without their active participation, this study would not
have been possible.

2F (0KS wSLlzoftAO 2F /@LINHA NB AyOfdZRSR Ay GKS W/ ,Q OFGS3Iz2NE

the EU27 average.
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EXECUTN&EIMMARY

Food safety is among the most important factors affecting

A

9 dzNR LJS I yuichasifgieciRions

Cost (54%)is most frequently selected byrespondents
when it comes tdhe most important factorsvhen buying
food. Taste (51%fomes secondfollowed byfood safety
andwhere the food comes frorthoth 46%)

These are followed by nutrient conter@@1%) while the
impact on the environment and cliate (16%)and ethics
and belief§15%) rank lowest in importange

The proportion of respondents mentionirgpst as one of
the main factors when buying food has increase@inEU
Member States since 2019 and by at lest percentage
points in Malta (+17%p), Cyprus (+15 pp), Germany and
Greece (both +10 pp). The only notable decrease can be
observed in Austria$ pp)

In 23 countries, respondents are less likely to mention food
safety than they were in 2019. Malta3Q percentage
points) stands out fortte largest decline in this proportion
followed by Luxembourg-14 pp), Belgium, Germany and
Portugal (alt11 pp)

Seven in ten respondents across the EU (70%) are
WWISNER2Yylffte AYyiSNBaiSRQ Ay

Awareness of food safety topics fEgh

Around one in five(21% have a very high level of
awarenessof food safety topics listed in the survéye.
they have heard about at least 13 of the 15 topics listed
the survey and a further 17% have a high level of
awareness (i.e. they have mebabout 10 to 12 topics)

Respondents are most likely to have heard about additives
like colours, preservatives or flavourings used in food or
drinks (70%), pesticide residues in food (65%), antibiotic,
hormone or steroid residues in meat (63%) diseases
found in animal§60%)

Among the 15 topics listeghoisonous moulds in food and
feed crops (38%), use of new biotechnology in food
production, e.g. genome editing (29%) or nanotechnology
applied to food production (25%#ankthe lowest in terms

of topics that respondents heard about

Pesticide residuesantibiotic, hormone or steroid residuesand

A

additives top the list of food safetyrelated concerns

When asked tothink about problems or risks associated
with food and eatinunprompted questioron concerns),
concerns related tdealth impact(20%) were most often
spontaneously mentioned byuropeansThis wagollowed
by concerns related tocontaminants (17%), quality and
sheltlife (15%) additives (12%and origin (10%). The top
concern amongthese five varied across EU countries
however;

Respondents were also presented the list of food safety
topics that they were aware of and asked to select the ones
that concerned them the most (prompted question on
concerns) Pesticide residues in foo@0%)and antibiotic,
hormone or steroid residues in me&9%)top the list of
food safetyrelated concernemongEuropeans

By contrast, fewelEuropeansnere concerned withplant
diseases (11%), use of new biotechnology in food

production (8%) and nanotecbiogy applied to food
production (5%)which rank the lowest in terms of concern
among the 15 possible topics

Compared to 2019here have been some changedeénels
of concerndor someof the food safety topics tested in the
survey This is particulaylthe case for microplastics found
in food (+8 percentage points)where the proportion
expressing concerrhas increased in25 of the 27 EU
Member States By contrast, concerns fanvironmental
pollutants in fish, meat or dairyegistered the largest
decrease across the K9 pp).

Most Europeans g equally concerned about having a healthy

diet and food risks

More than four in ten (46%) say they have about the same
concern for boh having a healthy diet and food risks.
Around three in ten (31%) are more concerned about
having a healthy dietwhile around two in ten (21%) are
more concerned about food risks

In 22 countries, the largest share of respondents say they
have about the ame concern for both having a healthy diet
and food risks

The proportion of respondentsho indicatethey are more
concerned about having a healthy diet than about food
risks is higher among respondents withigher level of
AvzateHe$3 of20bd rigBe2idsedvhafesrd about at least
13 of the 15 topics listedh the survey) (34%) than among
those who have a very low awareness leMdbod riskgi.e.
those whoheardof up to two topics) (27%)

Around six in ten (61%) mention eating more fruits and
vegetadles as one of the most important behaviour to
adopt in order to have a healthy diet, followed by eating
less fat (45%) and eating/drinking less sugars (42%);

In 21 EU Member States, respondents are most likely to
mention eating more fruits and vegetablas an important
thing to do for people to have a healthy diet. This is also the
joint first answer in Estonia and Finland (alongside
eating/drinking less sugar). In Sweden and the Netherlands,
eating/drinking less sugar is the most frequently mentioned
ansver. Respondents in Portugal are most likely to think
eating less salt is important, while eating locally produced
food is the top answer in Slovenia

The majority of respondents think that environmental
issues (65%) and plant issues and animal issuewalfare
(both 55%) have a strong impact on human health
(perceptions of One Health)

Television is the most common source of information about food
risks doctors,scientists working apublic institutions and
consumerorganisationsare the most trusted actors

Around six in ten (61%idicatetelevision on a TV set or
via the internet asone oftheir main sourcsof information
about food risks, followed by exchanges with family,
friends, neighbours, or colleagues (44%) aindernet
search enging(37%)

Television is the mosielected sourcef information about
food risks within the oldestage group(72%), and isalso
among the topsourceswithin the youngest age group
(43%). Online social media and blogsmilarto other online
sourcessuch asinternet search enginesind institutional
websites,is also amonghe most selected soursewithin
the youngest agegroup @3%, comparedvith 10% d their
oldest counterparts)
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More than eight in ten respondents trust general
practtioners and specialist doctors (89%), scientists
working at a university or publickunded research
organisation (82%) and consumer organisations (8296
sources of information on food risks

With regard to scientiststhe level of trust for scientists
working at anindustrial or privately funded research
organisation is lower (63%)

Levels of trust are also high for EU institutions and national
authorities, with twathirds indicating that they trust these
actors (both 66%)Comparedwith 2019,they both saw an
increase £8and+6 percentage pointsrespectively)

In 21 countries, the share of respondents who trust EU
institutions as a source of information on food risks has
risen comparedwith 2019, with the largest increases
observed in Czedh (+24 percentage points), Malta (+17
pp),andCroatia and Poland (both +14 pp). The only notable
decline is found in Cyprus4(pp), while this proportion
remains unchanged in Bulgaria and Estpnia

In 21 EU Member States, at least six in ten trust nation
authorities as a source of information on fooelated risks.
Respondents in Sweden (92%)d Denmark and Finland
(both 89%) are the most likely to give this answer. At the
other end of the scale, the lowest proportiomsdicating
this can be observed iCroatisandSlovenia (both 47%) and
Poland (54%)
¢ KSNB |

NE GKNBS YIAy NBlaz2ya

food safety

Around four in ten (41%) say they take it for granted that
the food sold is safas a reason for not paying attention to
information about food safety. Thesee followed by three

in ten (30%)who indicate that they know enough to avoid
or mitigate food risks and more than one quarter (27%) who
mention that they find food safety infomation often highly
technical and complex

Regarding the reasondor not paying attention to
information about food safety the proportion of
respondentswho indicate as a reasothe fact tha they
know enough to avoid or mitigate food risks higher
among those withhigher level of awareness of food risks
(i.e. haveheard about at least 13 of the 15 topics listied

the survey) (41%) than among those who have a very low
awareness level.é. haveheardof up to two topics) (20%).

Awarenessof different aspects of the EU food safety systam

A

high

At least seven in ten agree thahdre are regulations in
place to make sure that the foatiey eat is safg73%) and
that, to decide how risky something could be them to
eat, the EU relies orcientists to give expert advice (70%);

Moreover,more thansixin ten respondentsgree that he
EU and authorities intheir country responsible for food
safety work together (65%gnd that he EU has a separate
institution that provides scientific adviaen the safety of
food (61%).

Europeans are likely to change their food preparation or

consumption behaviour in response to a food poisoning incident

A

Almost eight in terEuropeang78%)indicate that theyare
likely to change their foogreparation or consumption
behaviour 1 a food poisoning incident is reported and
authoritiesadvie to take precautionary measurgs

A Among those who are not likely to chge their food
preparation or consumption behavioumostindicate the
fact that theyalready prepare food in thevay that was
recommended45%) as a reason. Additionallyyeoquarter
(25%) ofespondentsndicatethat all kinds of foods involve
some risk and it is impossible to check and avoid thessall

a reason;

This is followed by ct® to one in five who mention one of
the following as reasonghey would be able to tell from the
look, smell, or taste if the food was contaminated (19%),
changing their behaviour would make little or no difference
to avoidng the risk or that they arehealthy so the risk
would not pose any serious concerns to them (both 18%).

LS2LX S R2yQdG Sy3al3sS gArAlGK
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The first chapter of thisrepo®2 GSNE 9 dzNB LIS yaQ LISNE2y It AydiSNBai
inthe topic of food safety and examines the factors that affbeir
decisions when they buy food.

1. Interestin food safety

Seven in terEuropeansre interested in the topic of food safety

Across the EU as a whole, seven in ten respondéri%y are The proportion of respondents who are interested in the topic of
personally interested in the topic of food safety, while 29% say they  food safety varies widely across the EU Member States, ranging
are notinterested® m: Al & (GKS& R2y Qi 1Y 2 bom99% inGreece, 95% in Cyprus and 85% in Luxembourg to 33%
in Poland and 51% in Czechia, Estonia and Sweden.
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15QC14. Are you personally interested in the topic of food safégs, No; DK.
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Thesociodemographic analysiseveals the following: A Manual workers (66%) and the unemployed (68%) are the
least likely to be interested, especially when companéth

1 Women are more likely than men to be interested in the the seltemployed (75%).

topic of food safety (74%, comparedth 67%).

. . A Respondents indicating they are in good health (73%) are
A The youngest respondents (aged-248) are the least likely more likely to be intersted in the topic of food safety than

to say they are personally interested (6086mparedwith those who sav their health is bad (64%
68-73% of older respondents). y (64%).
A The | h d ined in i A The higher the awareness of food risks, the more
e longer the respondents remained in € respondents are likely to be interested in food safétyor

.eotlucatlog,. ;2‘09/ mfotrﬁ I|kel)r/] “f‘,e,y har(;e ftt;cr)h Sa}é ‘het)’ are instance, 84% of those with a very high level of awareness
interested: o Of those who Tinishe € education indicate they are interested, comparedith 48% of those

aged 20 or more say this, companeith 68% of thosevho exhibiting a very low level of awareness.
left schoolaged 15 or less.

QC14 Are you personally interested in the topic of food safety?

(% - EU)
8 o T 2
- z 8 &
EU27 70 29 1
Man 67 33 0
Woman 74 26 0
15-24 60 39 1
25-39 68 31 1
40-54 72 28 0
55 + 73 26 1
15- 68 31 1
16-19 70 30 0
20+ 76 24 0
Still studying 60 39 1
Self-employed 75 24 1
Managers 74 26 0
Other white collars 71 29 0
Manual workers 66 33 1
House persons 72 27 1
Unemployed 68 31 1
Retired 73 26 1
Students 60 39 1
Total 'Good' 73 27 0
Neither good nor bad 63 36 1
Total 'Bad' 64 36 0
Very high (13 to 15 topics) 84 16 0
High (10 to 12 topics) 80 20 0
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 71 28 1
Low (3 to 5 topics) 62 37 1
Very low (up to 2 topics) 48 51 1
16The index of the overall level of awareness of food safety topics is calculated from heard about from a list of 15 (see 11.2). It ranges from very high (i.e. awareness of 13
the results of QC3, which asks respents to select the food safety topics they have 15 topics) to very low (i.e. awareness e2 1opics).
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2. Factors affecting foodelated

decisions

Cost and taste are the most important factors affecting food
related decisionsFood safety and food origin come third.

Respondents were asketb selectthe most importarnt factors
influencing their fooepurchasing decisionsThey were ableto
indicateup to three answers from a list oégenitems'”.

The factorsrespondents consideas the mos important when
buying foodarecost(54%) andaste (51%), followed bfood safety
(e.g. if there is a risk in eating this foodhdwhere the food comes
from (e.g. geographical originjboth 46%). Around four in ten
select nutrient content (e.g. the amount of vitamins, proteins,
sugar or fats)(41%), while16% indicate its impact on the
environment and climate(e.g. carbon footprint)and 15%their
ethics and beliefs(\whether the item complies withtheir ethics
and beliefs, e.g. in terms of religion, or animal welfare}%
spontaneousi mention other factors.

The proportions of respondeniadicatingwhere the food comes
from (-7 percentage points¥ood safety, their ethics and beliefs
(both -4 pp) andnutrient content (-3 pp) as factors driving their
decisions when buying food hawightly decreased since this
guestion was last asked ipril 20198, Conversely, respondents
areslightlymore likely than in 2019 tmdicate thatcost(+3pp) and
taste (+2 pp)are important

17QC1. When you buy food, which of the following are the nimgtortant to you?
Firstly?And then?Your ethics and beliefs (whether the item complies with your

ethics and beliefs, e.g. in terms of religion, or animal welfdfepd safety (e.g. if

there is a risk in eating this fogd}ost;Nutrient content (e.g. themount of

vitamins, proteins, sugar or fatsjasteWhere the food comes from (e.qg.

geographical origin)ts impact on the environment and climate (e.g. carbon

footprint); Other (SPONTANEOLBK.

18 Comparedwith 2019, the wording of the followingnswer options has been

slightly modifiedWour ethics and beliefs (whether the item complies with your

ethics and beliefs, e.g. in terms of religion, or animal welfare)d¥, 2 dzZNJ SG KA 04

QCIT When you buy food, which of the following are the most important to you? Firstly? And then?
(% - EU)

Taste

Food safety (e.g. if there is a risk
in eating this food)

** Where the food comes from
(e.g. geographical origin)

Nutrient content (e.g. the amount of
vitamins, proteins, sugar or fats)

* Itsimpact on the environment and climate
(e.g. carbon footprint)

** Your ethics and beliefs (whether the item

complies with your ethics and beliefs, e.g. in
terms of religion, or animal welfare)
* New item(s)
. y
Other (SPONTANEOUS) 1 - I Modified item(s)
I W Mar. / Apr. 2022
W Apr. 2019

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS) 0 w1 Mar. / Apr. 2022 - Apr. 2019

It is worth noting thatthe slight increase in the share of
responcents indicatingW®osiQas an important factor(and the
concomitant decline of most of the other factors listed in the
survey) takes place amitsing living costs across the Elhe wake
oftheCovigmd LI YRSYAO | yRZI Y2NB NBOS
Ukraine.The anual inflation ratein the EU stood at 7.8% in the EU
as a wholén March 2022 ranging from 4.5% in Malta to 15.6% in
Lithuanid®. Moreover,in 2022,compensation per employeis sé

to grow below inflationand household disposable incomis
expected to decreasethereby resulting in a loss opurchasing
powerfor European?.

beliefs (whether the itemamplies with your ethics and beliefs, e.g. in terms of
NBftAIA2YyS FYAYEE 6St Tl Nahare tReNdodScgndes By Y Sy (i |
(e.g. geographical origif)) $Whére te food comes fro@ ¢ K S Iis impadtS NJ W

on the environment and climate (e.garbon footprintR A & y Sg @

19 https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/2995521/14497739/21042022AP
EN.pdf/2429971%c7c606b-cd57c1d69218e20c

20 https://ec.europa.eu/info/businesseconomyeuro/economiecperformanceand
forecast/economicforecasts/sprine022-economicforecast en

Iy R


https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/2995521/14497739/2-21042022-AP-EN.pdf/24299719-6c7c-606b-cd57-c1d69218e20c
https://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/documents/2995521/14497739/2-21042022-AP-EN.pdf/24299719-6c7c-606b-cd57-c1d69218e20c
https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/economic-performance-and-forecasts/economic-forecasts/spring-2022-economic-forecast_en
https://ec.europa.eu/info/business-economy-euro/economic-performance-and-forecasts/economic-forecasts/spring-2022-economic-forecast_en
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In 14 of the 27 EU Member Statesspondents are most likely to
indicate cost as an important factowhen buying foodand, in all
these countries, this imdicated by more than halthetween53 and
74 percent.

In five countrieswhere the food comes fronis the most frequently
selected factor affecting foodpurchasing decisionswith the

highest proporton observed irfSlovenia (62%). In Italy, thi@nks as
the joint first answer togetherwith food safety.In Cyprus and
Romania, respondents are most likely to $agd safetyis a key
factor, while the most frequentlyselected answer in the
Netherlands isi K S  Fnat@eRt @d@ntent. Taste comes top in
three countries particularly inrBulgaria (69%)

Respondents in Portugal (74%Mhd Greece and Latvia (both 70%)
are the most likely to indicateost among the most important
factorswhen buying food. At the opposite end of the spectrum,
cost isselectedby 35% in Luxembourg, 40% in Italy and 43% in
Austria.

Respondents in Bulgar{®9%), Portugal (66%) and Esto(68%)
are the most likely tdndicatetaste as a key factor driving their
food-purchasing decisiongConversely, those in Slovenia (37%),
Romania (43%) and Croatia (44%) are the least likely to say this.

Close to seven in ten (69%) in Cypsatectfood safetyas one of
the most important &ctors when buying food, followed 186% in
Greece and 61% in CroatBy contrast, 34%hdicatefood safety in
Estonia and Sweden and 35% do so in Denmark.

Respondents in Slovenia (62%gly (59%), France and Luxembourg
(both 58%) are the most likely to styat one of the most important
factors isvhere the food comes fromAt the other end of the scale,
those in Malta (20%), the Netherlands (24%) and Bulgaria (26%) are
the least likely tado so.

Nutrient content is indicated as a key factoby slightly more than

six in ten in the Netherlands (62%)d by 52% in Ireland and Malta

At the opposite end of the spectrunthe lowest proportions
selectingthis are observed in France (33%), Portugal (35%) and
Croatia (36%).

Aminority of respondentsn all countriessay that one of the most
important factors when buying food ists impact on the
environment and the climateThe highesproportionsanswering
this are foundin the Netherlandsand Sweden (both 29%) and
Austria (266) while the lowest are observeih Latvia (3%pand
Bulgaria, Estonia and Lithuania (all 5%).

In all EU Member States, less than one quactertheir ethics and
beliefs among the most important facter ranging from24% in
Denmark, Luxembourg and Romano 5% in Spain and 6% in
Greece, Lithuania and Malta.

The proportion of respondentmdicatingcostas one of the main
factors when buying foothas increased in 21 EU Member States
since 201%nd by at least ten percentage points in Malta (+17 pp),
Cyprus (+15 ppand Germany and Greece (both +10 pp). The only
notable decrease can be observed in Austtap).

In 20 countries, the share of respondems®lectingtaste as a key
factor has risa since 2019, with the largest increases recorded in
Portugal (+19 ercentage points), Latvia (+14 pp) and Malta (+10
pp). Thelargestdecreases are found in the Netherland&Q pp),
andGreece and Romania (both pp).

QC1T When you buy food, which of the following are the most important to you? Firstly? And then? (MAX. 3 ANSWERS)

(% - The most mentioned answer by country)

W Cost M Food safety (e.g. if there is a risk in eating this food) Taste M Where the food comes from (e.g. geographical origin) (MODIFIED) M Nutrient content (e.g. the amount of vitamins, proteins, sugar or fats)
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In 23 countries, respondents atess likely toselectfood safety
than they were in 2019Malta ¢30 percentage points) stands out
for the largest decline in this proportion, followed by Luxembourg
(k14 pp) and Belgium, Germany and Portugal
(all -11 pp). This share of respondents hasréasedby less than
five percentage points Austria (+4 pp), Greece (+3 pp) and Ireland

(+1 pp).

In 26 of the 27 EU Member States, the proportion whotkayone
of the most important factors isvhere the food comes fronhas
declined since 2019most notably in Portugal-Z9 percentage
points), and Hungary and Malta (botkL7 pp). The only exception
is Spain, where this share @spondents has remained stable.

Respondents in 16 countries are less likely than they weg919

to indicatenutrient content as a key factor when buying foodlith

the largest decreases recorded in Finland
(-13 percentage points), Spairll pp)and Lithuaniaand Malta
(both -9 pp). Thehighestincreasesin this proportionare observed

in Czehia (+6 ppand Slovakia (+4 pp).

In 19 EU Member States, tlshare of respondents who sdlgeir
ethics and beliefsare among the most important factors driving
their food-purchasing decisions hadeclined since 2019.The
decreases arespecially large in Swede2$ percentage points),
Denmark {16 pp)and Germany-(2 pp).Increases by at least five
percentage points can be found in Luxembourg (+9 pp), Poland (+7
pp) and Romania (+5 pp).
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The sociodemographic analysis highlights the following Converselythe youngest respondents are more likely to
differences: selectcost (59%, comparedvith 51-55% of those in other

i ] ) age groups) andtaste (55% compared with 51%)

A Men are more likely than women to considste as an Respondents in the central age cohaate nore likely than
important factor when buying food55% comparedwith younger and older respondents tindicate 1 KS ¥22 R
48%) while the reverse is truéor nutrient content (39% nutrient content (43-46% of those aged 254, compared
compared to44%). with 39% of those aged 14 or 55).

A The older the respondents, thenore likely they are to A Respondentswho stayed longeiin full-time educationare
indicate food safety (47-48% of those aged 40 or more, more likely toselectnutrient content (47%of those ending
comparedwith 39% of those aged 124) andwhere the education aged 20 or more, comparedth 34%of those
food comes from(51% of those aged 55 or more, compared finishing aged 15 or less)s impact on the environment
with 36% of those aged 184) as important factors and climate(21%, comparedith 10%) andheir ethics and

beliefs(17% comparedwith 9%) The reverse hdls true for
cost (61% of thosewho left education aged 15 or less,
comparedwith 45% of those who finished aged 20 or more)
andtaste (55% comparedwith 49%).

QC1T  When you buy food, which of the following are the most important to you? Firstly? And then?
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EU27 54 51 46 46 41 16 15 1 0
BT Gender
Man 55 55 45 45 39 16 14 1 1
Woman 53 48 47 47 44 17 15 1 0
B Age
15-24 59 55 39 36 39 18 17 1 1
25-39 55 51 43 43 46 18 17 0 0
40-54 51 51 47 46 43 16 15 1 0
55+ 54 51 48 51 39 15 12 1 0
k1 Education (End of)
15- 61 55 48 48 34 10 9 1 0
16-19 57 52 46 46 40 14 14 1 0
20+ 45 49 46 49 47 21 17 1 0
Still studying 58 52 39 37 42 19 17 1 1
H Socio-professional category
Self-employed 43 50 48 49 45 18 19 0 0
Managers 42 48 43 50 49 21 18 1 0
Other white collars 52 52 46 44 46 16 17 0 0
Manual workers 57 53 45 43 40 15 16 1 0
House persons 59 51 49 46 38 15 11 1 0
Unemployed 66 55 42 44 36 13 10 0 0
Retired 56 51 48 52 37 15 11 1 0
Students 58 52 39 37 42 19 17 1 1
= Difficulties paying bills
Most of the time 74 53 44 41 30 9 11 1 0
From time to time 59 49 49 41 38 16 16 1 0

Almost never/ Never 50 52 45 49 44 17 14 1 0
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The seHemployed, managers and other white collars are A Respondents who haveore difficulties paying their bills
GKS Yz2aid fA1St e nirgntdoyfeRtadd (1 S § K S ardthemid < Bkely tandicate costas an important factor
key factorwhen buying food45-49%, compareavith 36- (74% of those who have difficulties most of the time
40% of those in other socigrofessional categorigs comparedwith 50-59% of those who have difficultiéom
Together with manual workers, hé selfemployed, time to time or less often) and the least ligeto select
managersandother white-collarworkersare alsothe most nutrient content (30% comparedwith 38-44%) and the
likely tosaytheir ethics and beliefarean important factor impact on the environment and climat€9% compared
(1619%, comparedwith 10-11% of those in other with 16-17%). Those who have the least financial difficulties
occupationy. Converselythe unemployed66%)are most arethe most likely tandicatewhere the food comes from
likely to saycostis a driving factoin their foodpurchasing (49% of those who never @lmost never have difficulties,
choices,especally whencomparedwith managers(42%) comparedwith 41% of those who have difficulties at least
and the sefemployed(43%) Where the food comes from from time to time).

is most likely to beselected by the retired (52%
particularly whencomparedwith manual workerg43%).




II. UNDERSTANDING AWARENESS ANL
RISKPERCEPTIONS
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¢CKAAd OKIFLIGSNI F20dzaSa
of risks associated with food and eatirig. particular, it analyses
NB a LJ2 ynial joddée@ted concernstheir awareness of food
safety topcs andassociated concerngheir views onhealthy
eating as welbs theperceivedmpact of environmentalplant and
animalissues on human health.

1. Viewson risks associated with food
and eating

When asked about risks or problems associated witod and
eating, Europeans most often mention health impact

Respondents were aske mention in their own wordswhat
concernghem the mostwhenthinking about possible problems or
risks associated with food and eatiffgnprompted question on
concernsyl. Interviewers noted down their answerswhich were
then analysed andyrouped intodifferent categories in order to
allow for a crosscountry comparison.

Across the EU as a whole, two in ten respondents margancerns
related to thehealth impactof foodand eating?? followed byfood

contaminants (17%) quality and shelflife (15%) andadditives
(12%). One in tenite concerns related to the fooakigin, while all
other categoriesare mentioned by less thaone in ten:concerns
related to price, farming (both 8%), ethics (6%) food safety
control, food beingorganic, natural or artificialnutritional value,

production (all 5%), environmental impact supply, product

information (all 4%)genetically modified organisms (GMOg%)
andpackaging1%).

2% mentiorother concerns or risksuch asack of education about
food andbeing abletc®2 21 2 y S Q &hil@ aofind Br& R
twenty (6%) do not mention ang% sayi KS& R2y Qi

21QC2. When thinking about possible problems or risks associated with food and
eating, could you tell me in your own words what concerns you the most? Just say
out loud whatever comes to mind and | lwiirite it down. You may use one or more
sentences, as you wish. Anything else?

1y

2y 9dzN® LIS yaQ dzy RSNEGEF YyRAY3

FYyR LISNOSLIIA 2\

QC2 When thinking about possible problems or risks associated with food and eating, could you tell me in your
own words what concerns you the most? Just say out loud whatever comes to mind and | will write it down.
You may use one or more sentences, as you wish. Anything else?

(% - EU)
Health impact
Contaminants
Quality & shelf-life
Additives
Origin
Price
Farming
Ethics
Nutritional value
Production
Organic, natural or artificial
Food safety control
Environmental impact
Product information
Supply
Genetically modified organisms (GMOs)
Packaging
Other (SPONTANEAOUS)
Not a worry/None (SPONTANEOUS)

Don't Know (SPONTANEOQUS)
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22 Health impact of food and eating used the associated keywords during coding:
ailments, allergens, animal diseases transmissible to humans, cardiovascular diseases,
diseaseseating disorders, effects to health, excessive consumption of meat

decrease the consumption of meat, food poisoning, harm from food, hormones,

iliness, junk food, sickness, toxicity, unhealthy
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Innine EU Member Statesgspondents are most likely to say they
are concerned withtopics related toquality and shelflife when
thinking aboutproblems or risks associated with food and eating
In six countries, respondents are most concerned abouttth
impact of food and eatingwhile those in Sweden are equally likely
to cite this as well astopics related to contaminantsln five
countries,concerns linked teontaminantstop the list d problems
or risks associated with food and eating, whitgics related to
additives are the most frequently mentioned in a further four
countries. In Finland and Luxemboutigemes linked toorigin are
the most likely to be cited by respondents.

When tinking about problems or risks associated with food and
eating, espondents irRomania (34%gnd Cyprus and Spain (both
32%) are the most likely to mention themes relatedheir health
impact. At the opposite end of the spectrum, less than one in ten
mention these issues in Estoraad Finland (both 7%) and Poland
(9%).

The highest proportions of respondentiting concerns linked to
contaminants can be observed in Cyprus (35&6)d Austria and
Croatia (both 31%)Conversely, 5% in Poland and 6% in riafo
Lithuania and Malta answer this way.

More than three in tenin Croatiaand Portugal (both 33%and
Slovakia (32%) are most concerned with topics relatedutality
and shelflife when thinking about problems or risks associated
with food and eatingThis comparesvith less than one in ten citing
these issues iBweden (6%), Poland (7%)dAustria and Germany
(both 8%)).

The highest proportions of respondents citing concetimked to
additives can be observed ioland (36%)followed byLithuania
(27%) and Greece (24%). One in twenty or lesbcate these
concernsn Luxembourg (3%g@nd Portugal and Spain (both 5%).

Themes related torigin are most likely to be cited by respondents
in Finland (19%), Sweden (18%gnd Belgium, France and
Luxembourg (all 17%), whitaly 1% in Poland, 2% in Malta and 3%
in Lithuania and Portugal answer this way.

Respondents in Austria (21%), Slovakia (2@f@) Czechia and
Estonia (both 16%gre most likely teexpressconcernabouttopics
linked toprice. This compares to less than one in twenty who cite
these issues in Italy (2%), Romania (&8@)Denmark and Portugal
(both 4%).

Problems or riskeelated tofarmingare indicated by 22% in Greece,
20% in Portugaand 14% in Germany, whilés or less answer this
way ineight countries.

The following can be observed for otheategories of risks or
problems associated with food and eating:

A Issues wittethicsare mentioned by more than one in ten
in five countries: the Netherlands (15%), Genypd13%),
Sweden (12%gnd Denmark and Finland (both 11%);

A At least one in ten in the Netherlands (15%tvia (11%)
and Belgium (10%) express concern about topics linked to
0 KS Thatridha dalue;

A Concerns witlproduction are cited by one in ten iRrance

A Relatively high proportions of respondemntion themes
related to theenvironmental impactof food and eating in
Sweden (18%), Denmark (1686 the Netherlands (14%);

A Issues withgenetically modified organisms (GMOsjre

indicated asa main source of concern by 14% in Austria and
10% in Hungary.

Less than one in ten in all EU Member States ment@nother
themes food safety contral organic, natural or artificiafood;
product hformation; supply; and packaging.

QC2 When thinking about possible problems or risks associated with food and eating, could you tell me in your own words what concerns you the most? Just say out loud whatever
comes to mind and | will write it down. You may use one or more sentences, as you wish. Anything else?

(% - The most mentioned answer by country)
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Thesociodemographic analysiseveals the following A Concerns linked tpriceare most likely to be mentioneoly
the unemployed (14%, comparesith 7-10% of those in
other socieprofessional categories) afly those who have
difficulties paying their bills most of the time (15%,
A Older respondents are slightly more likely to indicatpics comparedwith 8-9% of those who have difficulti€som

related toquality and shelflife (16% of those agedO or time to time orless often).

more, comparedwith 12% of those aged 1#4) as their

main concern

1 Negligiblegender differencesin concernsabout possible
problems or risks associated with food and eating

A Respondentswho stayedlongerin ful-time educationare
less likely to mention concerns relateddaality and shelf
life (13% of those who ended education aged 20 or more,
comparedwith 19% of those who left aged 15 or less)d
Y2NB tA1S8fe G2 YSyiGArzwigikSYSa tAyl1SR G2 (KS T22RQa
(12% comparedwith 7%).
QcC2 When thinking about possible problems or risks associated with food and eating, could you tell me in your own words what concerns you the most? Just say out loud whatever comes to mind
and | will write it down. You may use one or more sentences, as you wish. Anything else?
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EU27 20 17 15 12 10 8 8 6 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 3 1 2 6 5
Man 19 16 15 11 9 8 8 5 5 5 4 5 4 4 4 3 1 2 7 5
Woman 20 18 15 13 11 9 8 7 5 4 5 5 4 5 3 3 2 2 5 5
& Age
15-24 22 16 12 10 8 10 9 7 6 5 4 3 7 3 4 2 2 1 7 7
25-39 20 17 14 12 9 9 6 6 5 5 5 5 5 4 4 4 1 2 5 5
40-54 21 18 16 12 11 8 7 6 5 5 5 5 4 5 3 3 1 1 5 5
55+ 19 17 16 13 11 8 8 5 5 4 5 5 3 5 3 3 1 2 6 4
15- 18 17 19 10 7 9 7 3 4 2 4 4 2 4 2 2 0 2 7 6
16-19 19 17 16 13 10 9 7 5 4 3 4 6 3 4 3 3 1 2 5 5
20+ 22 17 13 13 12 8 9 9 7 7 6 5 6 5 5 4 2 2 5 3
Still studying 23 17 13 10 9 8 9 9 5 6 5 3 9 3 4 2 2 2 6 6
Self-employed 19 17 14 13 10 7 7 7 5 5 6 6 5 5 5 4 1 1 7 2
Managers 21 18 12 12 12 8 8 7 6 7 4 5 6 6 5 4 2 1 5 5
Other white collars 20 18 14 12 10 8 8 6 5 4 4 5 4 5 3 4 1 2 5 5
Manual workers 19 17 17 10 9 8 6 5 5 4 5 5 3 4 3 3 1 2 7 6
House persons 22 17 14 9 8 10 6 3 4 3 7 5 2 3 3 2 0 3 5 6
Unemployed 21 16 18 13 6 14 5 6 6 3 2 3 2 3 3 4 1 1 5 6
Retired 18 16 16 14 11 8 8 5 5 4 5 6 3 5 3 3 1 2 6 4
Students 23 17 13 10 9 8 9 9 5 6 5 3 9 3 4 2 2 2 6 6
Most of the time 22 14 20 9 8 15 9 4 5 4 5 5 3 2 2 3 1 2 6 5
From time to time 22 18 17 10 8 9 6 4 5 5 3 3 2 1 6

Almost never/ Never 19 17 14 13 11 8 8
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2.  Awarenes®f food safety topics

Awareness of food safgttopicsremainshigh among Europeans

Respondents are most aware of additives like colours,
preservatives offlavourings used in food or drink&0%), followed
by pesticide residues in foo@65%) antibiotic, hormone or steroid
residues in meat(63%) and diseases found in animals, e.g.
affecting livestock or humang60%3j3. More than half of the
respondentsselectenvironmental pollutants in fish, meat or dairy
(58%), food poisoning from food or drinks contaminated by
bacteria, viruses, and parasitew welfare of farmed animals, e.g.
during transport (both 57%),genetically modified ingredients in
food or drinks (56%), microplastics found in food(55%) or
presence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in fod®1%) Slightly less
than half have heard aboutraces of materials that comento
contact with food, e.g. plastic or aluminium in packagifg9%) or
plant diseases, e.g. affecting cropg48%), while smaller
proportions say they have heard abgmisonous moulds in food
and feed crops (38%), use of new biotechnology in food
production, e.g. genome editing?9%) omanotechnology applied
to food production (25%).

QC3 Please tell which of the following topics you have heard about. (MULTIPLE ANSWERS POSSIBLE)
(%- EU)

8
8
3

Additives like colours, preservatives

70
or flavourings used in food or drinks

b
[N

<
~

Pesticide residues in food 65

Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in meat 63

<
w

Diseases found in animals, e.g. affecting ¢
livestock or humans

<
u

Environmental pollutants in fish, meat or dairy 58

4
=

**  Food poisoning from food or drinks 57

contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasites
* Welfare of farmed animals, e.g. during 57
transport

Genetically modified ingredients in food or drinks 56

<4
™

Microplastics found in food 55

>
~

" Presence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in food 51

Traces of materials that come into contact with 5
food, e.g. plastic or aluminium in packaging
s

<
N}

Plant diseases, e.g. affecting crops 48

>
w

Poisonous moulds in food and feed crops 38

<
-

>
©
--.—Ill

** Use of new biotechnology in food production,

e.g. genome editing

29
* New item(s)
** Modified item(s)

B Mar. / Apr. 2022
M Apr. 2019

*  Nanotechnology applied to food production 25

<4
-

None (SPONTANEOUS) 1

-
"

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)

23 QC3. Please tell which of the following topics you haeard about. (MULTIPLE
ANSWERS POSSIBdif)etically modified ingredients in food or drinkelditives like
colours, preservatives or flavourings used in food or drifk®d poisoning from food
or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasResticide residues in foqd
Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in me&nvironmental pollutants in fish,
meat or dairy Traces of materials that come into contact with food, e.g. plastic or
aluminium in packagindJse of new biotechnology in food prodtion, e.g. genome
editing, Welfare of farmed animals, e.g. during transpd@iseases found in animals,
e.g. affecting livestock or humarRlant diseases, e.g. affecting crops

Mar. / Apr. 2022 - Apr. 2019

There have beendecreases in awareness fespme of the food
safety topics that werealso listed in the 2019 survey.This is
particularly the case for dod poisoning fromfood or drinks
contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasitds/ percentage
points), environmental pollutants in fish, meat or daify6 pp)
diseases found in animale.g. affecting livestock or humafi{-5
pp), genetically modifiedngredients in food or drink&4 pp)and
antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in me@8 pp) Conversely,

there have been increases in the shares of respondents saying they

have heard abouthe use of new biotechnology in food production
e.g. genomeediting?® (+8 pp) microplastics found in foo+7 pp)
and dant diseases, e.g. affecting crépg+3 pp).

The list of items for the 2022 study was slightly revised when

comparedwith the 2019 iteration. The newly added items include
welfare of farmed aninals, e.g. during transportpresence of
antibiotic resistant bacteria in foocand nanotechndogy applied
to food production. The first two items register a high level of

awareness{7% and 51%, respectively) while the awareness of the

latter standsat 25%.

The index of the overall level of awareness of food safety topics

shows thataround one in five respondent®1%)have a very
high level of awareness (i.e. they haweard aboutat least 13 of
the 15 topics listed) and a further7% have a highevel of
awareness (i.ethey have heard aboul0O to 12topics). This

represents only a marginal differene®mparedwith 2019 (2

percentage points for both).

Nanotechnology applied to food productipRoisonous moulds in food and feed
crops Microplastics found in foodPresence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in food
None (SPONTANEOUBSK.

24|n the Special Eurobarometer survey of April 2019, this was word&basl
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In 18 EU Member Statesspondents arenostaware ofadditives

like colours,preservatives or flavourings used in food or drinks
This is also the joint firsanswer in Denmark (together with
microplastics found in foodand in Romania (alongsid®od
poisoning from food or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses,
and parasitel Pesticide residues in foois the most frequently
selectedanswer in a further four countriesn Germany and Italy,
antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in meas the food safety
topic respondents are most aware ofhile diseases found in
animalsis themost frequently selected topic in Portugal.

The highest proportions sayinghey have heard abouadditives

like colours, preservatives or flavourings used inofib or drinks

can be observedn Sweden (90%), the Netherlands (89%) and
Slovenia (82%). At the opposite end of the scaEpindicatethis

in Italy and 57% in Croatia and Poland, while Romania (49%) is the
only country where less than half have heard abitis topic.

More than threequarters in Greece (86%), France (78%) and
Denmark (76%3ay they have heard alit pesticide residues in
food. This comparesvith 46% in Czechia and Italy and 47% in
Romaniavho have heard abouthis.

Respondents in Swede&1%), Denmark (78%) and Germany (77%)
are the most likely t@electantibiotic, hormone or steroid residues

in meatas a food safety topic they have heard ahdutlta (42%,)
Romania (46%@nd Ireland (49%) are the only countries where less
than halfindicatethis.

Diseases found in animalsthe topicselectedby more than three
quarters in the Netherlands (81%), Portugal (77%) and Sweden
(76%) Conversely, less than half say they havertiedoout this in
Romania (47%)Poland (48%) and Hungary (49%).

More than seven in tenhave heard aboutenvironmental
pollutants in fish, meat or dairyn Sweden (79%), the Netherlands
(73%)and Denmark and Slovenia (both 72%). At the opposite end
of the pectrum,44% in Hungary and Romania and 45% in Croatia
indicatethis.

Respondents in Greece (75%), Portugal (72%) and France (71%) are
the most likely to say they have heard abdobod poisoning from

food or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, andrpaites

while those inCzechia (39%), Hungary (41%) and Croatia (45%) are
the least likely to do so.

QC3 Please tell which of the following topics you have heard about. (MULTIPLE ANSWERS POSSIBLE)

(% - The most mentioned answer by country)

m Additives like colo d in food or drinks = Pestidide residues in food
Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in meat = Diseases found in animals, e.g. affecting livestock or humans (MODIFIED)
m Microplastics found in food " F jing from food or drink: by bacteria, viruses, and parasites (MODIFIED)
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Welfare of farmed animalds mostselectedin the Netherlands

(85%), Sweden (80%) and France (7&6éhversely, three in ten or
slightly moresay they hag heard about this topin Croatia (30%),
Lithuania and Malta (both 31%)

At least seven in ten in Slovenia (77%), Greece (71%) and Sweden
(70%)are aware ofthe topic ofgenetically modified ingredients in

food or drinks while the lowest shares of respondergslecting

this are recorded in Romania (39%), Portugal (4df6)italy and

Malta (both 46%).

The proportionsindicatingmicroplastics found in foodas atopic
they have heard about vawidely across countries, raimgy from
nearly eight in ten or more in the Netherlands (8343 Denmark
and Sweden (both 79%) 80% in Italy, 33% in Romania and 35% in
Bulgaria.

The highest shares of respondemibo have heard of theresence

of antibiotic resistant bacteria in foodtan be observed iSweden
(76%), Slovenia (67%) and the Netherlands (63%), while the lowest
are found inMalta (26%), Estonia (31%) and Czechia (36%).

Close to seven in ten in Slovenia (69#)e heard aboutraces of
materials that come into contact withdod, followed by 61% in the
Netherlands and 58% in Malta and Portudslthe other end of the
scale, 35% in Croatia and Romania and 36% in Italy and Lithuania
say they have heard about this.

QC3R Index Level of awareness of food safety topics
(%)

m Very high (13 to 15 topics) High (10 to 12 topics)

100

30

20
32

10

0

6{33139?“@‘:— C@uﬂv

Medium (6 to 9 topics)

At least twaothirds say they have heard pfant diseasess a food
safety topic in Greece (72%), Sweden (69%) and Slovenia, (66%)
while four in ten or less answer this way in Romania (36%),
Lithuania (37%) and Belgium (40%).

Poisonous moulds in food and feed crojssthe answeselectedby

63% in Sloven, 58% in Slovakia and 54% in Denmarkis
compareswith less than three in ten wheelectthis in Malta (26%)
andBelgium and Italy (both 28%).

Sweden(55%)is the only country where more than half of the
respondents indicate the use of new biotechnoloyg in food
production as a food safety topic they have heard abdullowed

by Slovenia (46%) and Luxembourg (42¢aly and Romania (both
20%) and Lithuania (21%) are the countries where the proportions
selectingthis are the lowest.

More than one thirdin Germany (38%), Slovenia (37%) &mel
Netherlands (35%) have heard abmanotechnology applied to
food production. Conversely, 14% in Malta and 17% in Belgium and
Estoniahave heard abouthis topic.

Overall, theanalysis of the inderf awarenesshows that, in 12
countries, at least one fiftlof the respondents have a very high
level of awareness about food safety topics (i.e. they have heard
about 13 to 15 topics), witlthe largest proportions observed in
Slovenia (45%)Sweden (38%) and théetherlands (35%)At the
opposite end of the spectrungne in ten or less have a very high
level of awarenes& Romania (9%a@ndltaly and Malta (both 10%).

Low (3 to 5 topics) m Very low {(up to 2 topics)
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Some shifts observed irhte awarenesdevelsof different topics
across the EU

Comparedwith 2019, te proportion of respondents saying they
have heard ofidditives like colours, preservatives or flavourings
used in food or drinkshas declined in 16 EU Member Statasst
notably in Ireland-Q percentage points), Cyprus8(pp), Denmark
and Estora (both-7 pp). However, the largeshanges in this share

of respondentsare in an upwards directiqrwith increases bynore

than ten percentage points in Greece (+15 pp), Malta (+14 pp) and
Slovakia (+11 pp).

In 16 countries, awareness gfesticide resiues in food has
declined since 2019, with the largest decreases observed in Sweden
(-17 percentage points), the Netherlandd 3 pp) andLatvia {12
pp).Substantialncreases are instead recorded in Slovakia (+10 pp),
andHungary and Italy (both +8 pp).

In 18 EU Member Stateshe proportions awareof antibiotic,
hormone or steroid residues in medtave decreased since 2019
This is especially the case for those in Irelafib (percentage
points), Cyprus-12 pp)andFinland and Poland (boti0 pp).This
proportion has increased only five countries: Greece (+11 pp),
Czechia (+6 pp), HungamdSlovakia (botk5 pp) and Ity (+4 pp).

Declines inawareness levelsince 2019%ure also recorded in 19
countries fordiseases found in anima)svith largedecreases in this
proportion found inCzechia-@2 percentage points), Cyprus2Q
pp) and Estonia and Lithuanial(9 pp).Increases by at least five
percentage points are observedlinxembourg (+9 pp), Italy (+7 pp)
and France (+5 pp).

In 18 EU Member Statethe proportionsaware ofenvironmental
pollutants in fish, meat or dairyhave decreased since 201bhe
largest declinesiithis share of respondents can be found in Estonia
(-18 percentage points), SpaiAl8 pp) and Finland, Latvia and
Sweden (al12 pp. In the remaining countrieshts proportion has
remained stable or & increasd by less than five percentage
points.

GComparedwith 2019, awareness dbod poisoning from food or
drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasitégms
declined in19 countries, most notably in Swede2¢ percentage
points), Finland-5 pp)and Croatia-9 pp). Greece stands out for
a very large increase in this proportion (+23 pp), followed by
Bulgaria (+10 pp) and Cyprus (+6 pp).

In 17 countries, awareness genetically modified ingredients in
food or drinks decreasedsince 2019 with the largest declines
observed in Sweden3 percentage points), Irelandl@ pp) and

the Netherlands L0 pp) Conversely,large increases in this
proportion are recorded in Slovakia (+16 pp), Greece (+11 pp) and
Czechia (+9 pp).

In contrast,awareness ofhe topic ofmicroplastics found in food
hasrisenin 24 countriessince 2019and byat least ten percentage
points in 14 countriesMalta (+27 percentage points), Czechia (+24
pp) and Slovakia (+21 pp) are the countries witaie proportion
has increased the mostThis share of respondents hdscreased
only slightly or remainedtable in the remaining three countries.

In 14 EU Member States, tlbare of respondents who have heard
about traces of materials that come into contact with footlas
declined since 2019This is particularly the case for Estonia7(
percentage points)and Denmark and Sweden (botHl6 pp).
Slovakia (+16 pp) stands out for a large increase in this proportion,
followed by Malta (+11 ppjnd Bulgaria, Czechia and é&ce (all

+7 pp).

In 14 countriesthe share of respondents whibave heard oplant
diseasesas a food safety topibasincreasedsince 2019Increases

by more than ten percentage points in this proportion can be found
in ltaly (+2%p), Slovakia (+15 ppMalta (+12 pp) and Hungary (+11
pp). At the other end of the scaléargedecreases are observed in
Cyprus {16 pp) Lithuania{12 pp) and Portugat10 pp).

Awareness ofpoisonous moulds in food and feed crogms also
increasel in 14 countries comparkwith 2019, and most notably in
Slovakia (+13 percentage pointsiixembourg (+11 pp) and Greece
(+10 pp)Particularly large declines in this proportion are recorded
in Estonia<17 pp), Sweden11 pp)and Finland and Lithuania&

Pp)-

Lastly, in 23f the 27 EU Member Stateaywarenesof the use of

new biotechnology in food productiorhas risen since 2019, with
increases by more than 20 percentage pointSiavakia (+24 pp)
and Bulgaria and Slovenia (both +21 pp). Very large decreases in
this proportionare observed in Estonia3ll pp) and Finland-Z7

Pp).
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The socicdemographic analysis illustrates the following

differences: A Managers are the most likely or among the most likely to

A Men are more likely than women to have headou the have heard aboueachof the food safety topicswhile the
use of new biotechnology in food production(32%, reverse holds true fohouse persons. For instandg6% of
comparedwith 26%) anchanotechnology applied to food managersare aware ofgenetically modified ingredients in
production (27%, comparetvith 23%). food or drinks comparedwith 42% of house persons.

A The youngest respondents (aged-24) arethe least likely A Respondents with the least financial difficulties ate
to have heard aboutost of the food safety topictisted in most likely to have heard abouhost of the topics For
the surveyFor instance, they are less likely than their older instance, around four in ten (41%) those who never or
counterparts to say they have heard aboantibiotic, almost never have difficulties paying their bikkelect
hormone or steroid residues in meéi4%, compareavith poisonous moulds in food and feed cromomparedwith
61-66% of those aged 25 or more). three in ten of those who have difficulties most of the time.

A Time spent in fultime education also plays a role when it The only exceptions areiseases found in animalg52%,

comparedwith 66%)and food poisoning from food or
drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasites
(59%, comparevith 63%) for which awareness islightly
higher among those who have difficulties paying their bills
most of the time

comes to awareness of food safety tapidkespondents
who ended education aged 20 or more are the most likely
to say they have hear@dbout each of the topics For
instancemore than twothirds of these respondents (68%)
have heard abouticroplastics found in food, compared
with 43% of those who finished education aged 15 or less.

QC3 Please tell which of the following topics you have heard about. (MULTIPLE ANSWERS POSSIBLE)
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EU27 70 65 63 60 58 57 57 56 55 51 49 48 38 29 25 1 1
IT] Gender
Man 69 65 62 60 58 57 57 58 56 51 49 48 39 32 27 1
Woman 71 65 63 60 58 58 57 55 55 51 48 48 38 26 23 1 1
& Age
15-24 66 59 54 57 52 56 55 53 53 45 44 41 33 29 23 1 1
25-39 68 64 61 59 56 58 56 59 56 50 51 45 37 31 26 1 0
40-54 70 66 66 62 60 59 58 58 59 53 51 50 41 33 28 1 0
55+ 72 66 64 60 59 56 58 55 54 52 48 49 39 26 24 1 1
&1 Education (End of)
15- 68 60 56 58 51 53 52 45 43 42 39 45 30 17 16 2 1
16-19 66 63 61 57 55 54 52 54 51 49 46 45 38 26 23 1 1
20+ 78 72 71 66 67 64 67 66 68 59 59 55 46 39 33 0 0
Still studying 69 61 58 61 56 59 59 57 56 49 47 45 34 33 25 1 1
ﬁ Socio-professional category
Self-employed 72 66 69 65 62 61 57 64 60 59 50 52 44 34 31 0 0
Managers 75 71 70 65 67 63 65 66 66 59 58 53 44 39 31 0 0
Other white collars 68 64 63 57 58 55 55 55 56 49 49 46 39 29 24 1 0
Manual workers 67 61 59 57 54 55 54 53 52 50 48 44 37 28 25 1 1
House persons 63 57 57 56 45 52 41 42 45 41 35 40 27 20 15 1 1
Unemployed 71 68 61 63 55 62 59 55 57 45 48 50 35 26 21 1 0
Retired 72 67 65 61 60 56 60 56 54 51 49 51 40 25 24 1 1
Students 69 61 58 61 56 59 59 57 56 49 47 45 34 33 25 1 1
=i Difficulties paying bills
Most of the time 69 64 56 66 57 63 51 50 52 44 46 48 30 25 20 2 1
From time to time 62 58 56 54 49 53 46 49 44 45 42 43 33 25 21 1 1
Almost never/ Never 73 67 66 62 61 59 62 59 60 54 52 49 41 31 27 1 0
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3. Concernsabout food safety

Pesticide residuesantibiotic, hormone or steroid residuesand
additivestop the list of food safetyrelated concerns

Respondentsvho said theywere aware of at least one food safety
topicwere shown their answers to &previous question and asked
which items mostoncerned ther?®.

The most frequently seleced concerns argesticide residuesn
food (40%)and antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in meat
(39%) These are followed bgdditives like colours, preservatives
or flavourings used in food or drink§36%)and food poisoning
from food or drinks contaminated by bacteriayiruses, and
parasites(32%).Close to three in temf the respondentsndicate
microplastics found in food diseases found in animals, e.g.
affecting livestock or humans(both 29%) or environmental
pollutants in fish, meat or dairy(28%), while around onguarter
indicate the presence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in foodr
genetically modified ingredients in food or drinkéoth 26%)and
around one in fivevelfare of farmed animals, e.g. during transport
(22%)

Other topics areseleced by smaller proportionstraces of
materials that come into contact with food, e.g. plastic or
aluminium in packaging16%) poisonous moulds in food and feed
crops(13%) plant diseases, e.g. affecting crofik1%)use of new
biotechnology in food prodiction, e.g. genome editing8%) and
nanotechnology applied to food productio(5%).

Less than one in twenty (3%) do rintlicateany topic of concern,
GKAES m> aleée (KSe& R2yQi 1y2s0
Comparedwith 2019 for most of the concerns listed in the survey,
there have beerincreasesn the proportionsselectingthem?q, This

is particularly the case for igroplastics found in food(+8
percentage points) and the use of nebiotechnology in food
production, e.g. genome editing+4 pp). Decreases can be
observedin the shares of respondents saying thase concerned
about environmental pollutants in fish, meat or daiy@ pp) and
antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in me@h pp).

QCAT Please tell me which of these topics you have heard about concern you most when it comes to food? Firstly? And then?

(% - EU)

Pesticide residues in food 40 41

Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues inmeat 39 w5

Additives like colours, preservatives
or flavourings used in food or drinks 36 =

** Food poisoning from food or drinks contaminated

. . . 2 A
by bacteria, viruses, and parasites 3 2

** Diseases found in animals, e.g. affecting

. 29 A
livestock or humans

Microplastics found in food 29 4g

Environmental pollutants in fish, meat or dairy 28 w3

Genetically modified ingredients in food or drinks 26 w1
* Presence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in food 26

* Welfare of farmed animals, e.g. during transport 22

Traces of materials that come into contact with food,
e.g. plastic or aluminium in packaging

Poisonous moulds in food and feed crops 13 42

** Plant diseases, e.g. affecting crops 11 A2

** Use of new biotechnology in food production,
e.g. genome editing

* Nanotechnology applied to food production 5
None (SPONTANEOUS) 3 A1

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS) 1 =

28 QC4. Please tell me which of these topics you have heard about concern you most
when it comes to food? Firstly? And the@®netically modified ingredients in food or
drinks Additives like colours, preservatives or flavourings used in food or drinks
Food poisoning from food or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasites
Pesticide residues in fopdntibiotic, hamone or steroid residues in meat
Environmental pollutants in fish, meat or daifiraces of materials that come into
contact with food, e.g. plastic or aluminium in packagidge of new biotechnology

* New item(s)
** Modified item(s)

W Mar. / Apr. 2022
N Apr. 2019
Mar. / Apr. 2022 - Apr. 2019

in food production, e.g. genome editing/elfare of firmed animals, e.g. during
transport Diseases found in animals, e.g. affecting livestock or huniast

diseases, e.g. affecting cropdanotechnology applied to food productipRoisonous
moulds in food and feed cropMicroplastics found in foodPresence of antibiotic
resistant bacteria in foodNone (SPONTANEOUBK.

291n line with the changes made in QC3, the wording of a number of items has been
slightly modified compared with the April 2019 survey (see previous section).

N
~
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However, egarding antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in The list of items for the 2022 studhas beerslightly revisedsince
meat, it is worth noting thatanother antibiotic-related item was the 2019 iteration.In addition to'Presence of antibiotic resistant
introducedin the current Eurobarometer surveyg. presence of bacteria in foo@the newly added items includeelfare of farmed
antibiotic resistant bacteria in food(selected by 26% of the animals, e.g. during transportand nanotechnology applied to
respondents) When theresults for both these answerre taken food production. Thefirst two are aconcern for around on@ five
together,the proportion concerned abountibiotic-related items respondents(26% and22%, respectively) whileoncern forthe
currently stands at53%6°. latter standsat 5%.

N¢KAE A& (GKS aKINB 2 antibiticihoithghR@ stdfad o K2 aSt SOGSR W
residues in medt y R yprededcélof antibiotic resistant bacteria in faddp
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When focusing onthe first answer given by the respondents, Additives like colours, preservatives or flavourings used in food or

differencescan be observeth the ranking oftoncerns compared drinks, pesticide residues in foodand antibiotic, hormone or

with the aggregatedresults. Food poisoning from food or drinks steroid residues in meaare allselectedby slightly more than one

contaminated by bacteria, viruses, arghrasites(13%) is théopic in ten (11%) while 8% are most concerneabout genetically

respondents are most concerned about modified ingredients in food or drinksr microplastics found in
food.

Slightly more than one in twentselectdiseases found in animals
presence of antibiotic resistat bacteria in food (both 7%)or
welfare of farmed animalg6%) as their top concern, while other
topics areindicatedby 5% or less.

QC4a Please tell which of these topics you have heard about concern you most when it comes to food? Firstly?
(% - EU)

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

** Food poisoning from food or drinks contaminated
by bacteria, viruses, and parasites

Additives like colours, preservatives 11
or flavourings used in food or drinks

13 44
Al

Pesticide residuesin food 11 A1

Genetically modified ingredients in food or drinks 8 =

Microplastics found in food 8 A2

* . “ - N
** Diseases found in animals, e.g. affecting 7
livestock or humans

* Presence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in food 7

* Welfare of farmed animals, e.g. during transport 6

I
L]
I
I
I
1
Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residuesin meat 11  v3 =
1
L]
—
e —
I
I
I
I
I

Environmental pollutants in fish, meat ordairy 5 ¥5

Traces of materials that come into contact with food, 3
e.g. plastic or aluminium in packaging

**Use of new biotechnology in food production, 2 a1
e.g. genome editing

Poisonous moulds in food and feedcrops 2 = * New item(s)
** Modified item(s)

* " .
Nanotechnology applied to food production 1 W Mar. / Apr. 2022

None (SPONTANEOUS) 2 41 W Apr. 2019

[ ]
—
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** Plant diseases, e.g. affectingcrops 2 A1 _-
|
|
|
1
]

Mar. / Apr. 2022 - Apr. 2019
|
|

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS) 1 =
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In nine countriespesticide residues in foods the most frequently
seleced concern by respondents who have heard of at least one
food safety topicThis is alsa top concern irDenmark(together
with antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in mgatnd Finland
(alongsidemicroplastics found in fogd Additives like colours,
preservatives or flavourings used in food or drinkemes on top
of the list of concerns in seven countrj@ghileantibiotic, hormone

or steroid residues in meais the most highly ranked answer in four
countries.Respondents ireland and Romania are ntolkely to
express concern aboufood poisoning from food or drinks
contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasitdsiseases found
in animalsis the most frequentlselectedconcern in Portugal and
the same hold true for microplastics found in foodin the
Netherlands. Lastlythose in Austria are most likely timdicate
genetically modified ingredients in food or drinks

More than half of the respondentsho have hear®f at least one
food safety topidn Greece (69%), Cyprus (55%) and France (51%)
are concernedabout pesticide residues in foodwhile less than
three in ten say this i€zechia (25%), Poland, Romania and Sweden
(all 29%).

Antibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in medindicatedamong
the main conceraby53% in Germany, 50% in Deark and 48% in
Greece. Converselythe lowest proportionsindicating this are
recorded in Malta (22%), Ireland (24%) and France (28%).

However, proportions are much highethen the resultsfor both
the antibioticrelated answersare analysed togethe.e. the shares
of respondents selectingrtibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in
meatQand/or Hresence of antibiotic resistant bacteria in fapd
More than six in teexpress concern aboaintibiotic-related itens

in Germany (68%), Swedamd Denmark (both 62%) and Greece
(61%) Conversely, 299 Malta and 41% in Estonia, Hungary and
Irelandanswerthis way.

Respondentin Estonia (58%@ndGreece and Lithuania (both 54%)

Portugal (5%) is the only EU Member State where more than half
are concerned aboutfood poisoning from food or drinks
contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasitefollowed by
Greece (45%) and Spain (41%). One fifth oritedisatethis as a
concern in Sweden (15%), Estonia (18%) Czechia and Finland
(both 20%).

The largest shares oéspondents who are most concerned about
microplastics found in fooccan be observed in th&letherlands
(55%) followed by more than four in ten in Denmark (47&6d
Luxembourg and Slovenia (both 41%he lowest proportions
indicatingthis are recorded in Bulgaria (11%), Greece (12%) and
Romania (14%).

Portugal (57%) stands out for particulary high proportion

selectingdiseases found in animalas one of their main concerns
with more than four in tenalso selectingthis in Spain (43¥@and

Greece (42%). Less than one fifth in Austna Denmark (both

17%) and Estonia (18%fe concerned abotthis topic.

Environmental pollutants in fish, meat or daing most likely to be
seleced in the Netherlands (38%gnd Denmark, Finland and
Portugal (all 36%)while two in ten or less in Croatia (17%)d
Hungary and Slovakia (both 20&86swer this way.

More than one third in Sweden (38%), Germany (35%) and Portugal
(34%) express concern regardiige presence of antibiotic
resistant bacteria in food At the opposite end of the spectrum, 8%

in Estonia, 10% in Malta and 15% in Hungatgctthis topic.

QCAT Please tell me which of these topics you have heard about concern you most when it comes to food? Firstly? And then? (MAX. 3 ANSWERS)

(% - The most mentioned answer by country)

W Pesticide residues in food
Diseases found in anim affecting livestock or humans (modified)
W Antibiotic, hormone or sterc esidues in meat
M Food poisoning from food or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasites (modified)
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are the most likelyto sayadditives like colours, preservatives or
flavourings used in food or drinksoncern them the mostAt the
other end of the scale, the least likely to do so are thosgvireden
(19%), Portugal (25%@nd Germany and Luxembourg (both 28%).
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Concern abougenetically modified ingredients in food or drinks

is the highest in Greece (47%), Austria (4H1#) Bulgaria and
Lithuania (both 40%)Conversely, those in Sweden (8%), Finland
(11%) and Denmark (12%) are the least likeipdicatethis.

The Netherlands (43%) stands out for its high proporsaging
they are most concerned about thgelfare of farmed animals
followed by Germany and Luxembourg (both 34%he lowest
shares of respondentmdicatingthis are found in Bulgaria (4%),
Lithuania (6%andEstonia, Latvia and Poland (all 7%).

Respondentsn Malta (27%), Cyprus (23%) and Austria (21%) are
the most concerned aboutraces of materials that come into
contact with food, while only 6% in Sweden, 8% in Lithuania and
11% in Croaa answer this way.

Concern aboupoisonous moulds in food and feed crojis by far

the highest in Slovaki&2%), followed by Czechia (23%) &rdatia

(22%).At the other end of the scale, this isdicaied by 6% in
France, 7% in the Netherlands and &%Greece, Finland and
Sweden.

The highest proportions expressing concern abplaint diseases

are observed inGreece (24%), Slovakia (21%) and Cyprus (20%)
Concern about this topic is the lowest in Germany (d@6)France,
Lithuania and Luxembourg (all 6%).

Use of new biotechnology in food productiors seleced most
frequently in Bulgaria (16%), Hungary (15%) and Greece (12%).
Conversely, less than onetimenty selectthis in Sweden (3%&and
Denmark, Estonia, Finland and Lithuania (all 4%).

There is little variation by country in concern ov@notechnology
applied to food production with proportions ranging from 9% in
Austria, Cyprus and Hungary1é6 inFinland and Sweden.
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Some shifts observed in theoncernlevels of different topics
across the EU

The share ofespondentswho have heard of at least one food

safety topicand who are concerned aboytesticide residues in
food has decreased in 13 couiies since 2019. The largeftcrease
by far can be observed in Swede2§ percentage points), followed

by Austria, Malta the Netherlandsand Portugal(all -7 pp).

Conversely, this proportion has increasedlid countries, most
notably in Czechia (+8 pahdIreland and ltaly (both +6 pp).

Concern oveantibiotic, hormone or steroid residues in medtas

declined in 19 EU Member Statsince 2019 with the largest
decreasefound once again in Sweder29 percentage points).

Declines by more than ten peentage points are also recorded in
the Netherlands {19 pp)and Austria, Finland and Poland (ali3

pp), while thehighest increases areobserved in Czhia (+8 pp)

and Greece (+4 pp).

In 14 countriesthe proportion indicaing additives like colours,

preservatives or flavourings used in food or drinkss risen sine

2019 particularly in Malta (+18 percentage points), Greece (+10 pp)
and Czechia (+9pp. Decreases by at least ten percentage points

can be found in Swedgr21 pp), Finland-{1 pp) and Romanigl0

pp).

Concern aboufood poisoning from food or drinks contaminated

by bacteria, viruses, and parasitémms declined in 13 countries and
has increased ii2. Greece (+22 percentage points) stands out for
the largest increase in this share, followed by Bulgaria and Cyprus
(both +13 pp), whilehe largest decreases are observed in Croatia
(-12 pp), Sweden11 pp) and Czechiad(pp).

In 25 of the 27 EU Member States, the proportierpressing
concern aboutmicroplastics found in foodhas increased since
2019. This is especially the case for Malta (+24 percentage points),
Czechia (+22 pp) and the Netherland4& pp) Concern over this
topic has declined only in Swede8 pp).

In 16 countriesrespondents are less likely than they were2@19

to say they are concerned abodiseases found in animalsThe
largest decreases in this proportion are recorded #echia 22
percentage points), MaltaZ0 pp) and Slovakial pp) whilelarge
increases are observed in the Netherlands (+25 pp), Spain (+14 pp)
and France (+11 pp).

QCAT Please tell me which of these topics you have heard about concern you most when it comes to food? Firstly? And then?

(%)

Pesticide residues in food

Antibiotic, hormone or steroid
residues in meat

Additives like colours, preservatives
or flavourings used in food or drinks
Food poisoning from food or drinks
contaminated by bacteria, viruses,
and parasites **

Diseases found in animals, e.g.
affecting livestock or humans **

Microplastics found in food

Environmental pollutants in fish, meat
or dairy

Genetically modified ingredients in
food or drinks

Presence of antibiotic resistant
bacteria in food *

Welfare of farmed animals, e.g.
during transport *

Traces of materials that come into
contact with food, e.g. plastic or
aluminium in packaging

Poisonous moulds in food and feed
crops

Plant diseases, e.g. affecting crops
*k

Use of new biotechnology in food
production, e.g. genome editing **

Nanotechnology applied to food
production *

None (SPONTANEOUS)

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)
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The share of respondentselectng environmental pollutants in
fish, meat or dairyas one of their main concerns has declined in 23
countries comparedwith 2019 most notably in Sweden-32
percentage points), Spairl@ pp) and FranceX7 pp). Conversely,
this proportion has either remained stable or slightly increased in
the remainingfour countries.

Concern abougenetically modified ingredients in food or drinks
has increased in 1&untries especially in Slovakia (+11 percentage
points), Malta (+9 pp) and Estoni&7(pp). At the other end of the
scale, tle proportionindicatingthis has declined in a further 13
countries, particularly in Swederl@ pp)and France and Poland
(both -7 pp).

The share of respondents who are concerned abtraices of
materials that come into contact with foodhasincreased the most

in Cyprus (+12 percentage points), Poland (+7 pp) and Czechia (+6

pp) and has decreased the most$weden {8 pp) and Denmark
and Estonia (both6 pp). In all other countries, changes iresh
proportionsdo not exceed three percentagmints.

The largesthangesince 2019n the share of respondents who are
concerned aboufpoisonous moulds in food and feed cropwe
represented by the increasem Cyprusand Slovakia (both +9
percentage pointsand Luxembourg and Romania (both +6 pp)

Concern aboutplant diseaseshas risenthe most in Italy (+10
percentage points), Finland (+8 pp) and Latvia (+6 pp)

Lastly, large increases in the proportisalecing the use of new
biotechnology in food productionare observed in Bulgaria (+10
percentage points), Hungary (+9 pphd Ireland, Slovakia and
Slovenia (all +7 pp), while the ondybstantialdecrease can be
found in Finland-7 pp).
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Regarding e sociodemographic analysisalthough there is no A Responderg who remained iffull-time educationuntil the

clearcut pattern in terms of age, education and seeimonomic age of 20 or after are more likely than those finishiogoe

situation, the following can still be observed concerned aboutadditives like colours, preservatives or
. flavourings used in food or drinké8%, comparedith 30-
A Among respondents o said they were aware of at least o . ;

one fc?o d SZfet tobicwomen areymuch more likely than 35%)food poisoning fromfood or drinks contaminated by

men to ex resg co%gerabouteachof the topics Iis%led in bacteria, viruses, and parasitet$7%, comparedith 31-

the surve i For instancéhree in ten womenpsa they are 33%) andliseases found in animalg85%, compareavith

concerneéll-aboutlatibiotic’ hormone or steroid r)(/asiduyes in 2030%). However, they are the least likely smlect
L . : microplastics found in food22%, comparewith 29-33%).
meat (30%) comparedwith only slightly more than one in

ten men (11%). A Those who have the least financial difficulties are more

; likely to express concerabout food poisoning from food
A Th 4 are the m likel h r . . A -
cogc?:rni%egbggt rﬁisrot IZstiCC;St foue:léll tl?'l Sf?(l) dt (gztya € or drinks contaminated by bacteria, viruses, and parasites
0 apge .
comparedwith 28-30% 02 those in other age groups) a,md (44% of those who have never of almost never difficulties
0 . . .
Welfgre of farmed animals(27%, com aregd t?QO-ZFA)W) paying bills, comparehith 3435% of those who have
0, 0). e . . . .
Conversely. they are the least likel it‘:nicate esticide difficulties from time to time or more often) andiseases
residues i?\l’foody(35°/ compared toy380°/) aFr)'ntibiotic found in animals (40%, comparedwith 30%) These
(] (] . T
hormone or steroid res’iduespin med83% cor’n ared/ith’ respondents are also the least likely $electantibiotic,
0 . . . .
" . ’ par hormone or steroid residues in megB82%, comparewith

38-39%) and additives like colours, preservatives or 39%)

flavourings used in food or drink&31%, comparedith 34- ’

37%). A Those with a high to very high level of awareness of food
safetytopics are the least likely to be concerned witlost
of theissues listed in the survey. For instar2@& of these
respondents express conceabout genetically modified
ingredients in food or drinkscomparedwith 30-32% of
those who have a very low to medium level of awareness.

QCAT Please tell me which of these topics you have heard about concern you most when it comes to food? Firstly? And then?
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EU27 40 39 36 32 29 29 28 26 26 22 16 13 11 8 5 3 1
Man 11 11 11 13 7 8 5 8 7 6 3 2 2 2 1 2 1
Woman 32 30 26 20 23 22 24 19 21 17 14 11 10 6 4 1 0
15-24 40 38 34 30 28 30 29 26 26 20 16 13 11 8 6 3 1
25-39 40 39 37 33 29 28 28 25 26 24 15 13 10 7 5 2 2
40-54 35 33 31 31 30 34 27 24 22 27 15 12 10 8 4 4 1
55+ 8 7 2 1
Self employed 9 6 2 1
Managers 35 36 32 31 32 35 28 24 25 30 16 12 10 9 5 2 0
Other white collars 39 41 37 31 29 30 31 30 27 18 15 14 10 9 7 2 1
Manual workers 44 41 34 30 26 34 33 27 26 26 16 12 9 9 5 3 1
House persons 40 41 35 30 29 28 29 26 25 21 16 14 11 9 5 2 1
Unemployed 37 36 35 33 28 26 26 26 27 22 16 14 10 8 7 3 2
Retired 41 38 36 33 34 25 25 19 23 13 16 9 11 5 4 4 2
Studenls 36 34 39 32 33 25 25 22 20 13 13 11 5 5 5 2

Difficulties paying bills

Most of the time

From time to time

40 39 37 34 30 30 28

Almost never/ Never

Index on the level of awareness of food risks

Very high (13 to 15 topics) 39

High (10 to 12 topics) 36 39 36 32 27 24 25
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 50 50 33 34 30 42 34
Low (3 to 5 topics) 52 51 43 42 33 38 38
Very low (up to 2 topics) 47 45 46 39 36 29 33

28

23
32
31
30

25

24
39
34
26

20 17 13 ll
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6 3 2
17 14 13 11 6 4 4 3
25 18 19 10 12 8 1 1
27 19 14 10 8 4 1 1
25 16 12 13 6 5 1 1
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4. Contrasting food safety antkealthy
eating concerns

Eating more fruits and vegetablés considered aghe most
important thing to doto have a healthy diet

Respondents were askethich are the most importanthoicesfor
peopleto make tohave a healthy dietTheycould indicate up to
three answers from a list difteen items3L,

Around six in terf61%)considereating more fruits and vegetables
asone ofthe most importantchoicesto adopt in order to have a
healthy diet,while more than four in terindicate eating les fat
(45%) oreating/drinking less sugaré42%).

Around one thirdor more say eating less salt eating locally
produced food(both 36%) anckating less ultraprocessed foods
(32%) areamong the most important things to do have a healthy
diet, followed bymore than two in ten whandicate eating more
fish (26%) eating organic product$25%).eating more fibre(23%),
eating more legumes, pulses and nu22%) oreating less meat
and dairy (21%).

Eating foods with fewer calorie$17%)and eating a plantbased
diet (eating majority of foods from plant sourcesf15%) are
selectedby more than one in ten respondentahile eating more
protein (9%) andeating less protein(5%)are selectedby smaller
proportions

1% of respondentspontaneouslymention other choices and 1%
are GKSe R2y Qi (y260

QC5T Which of the following are the most important for people to do to have a healthy diet in your view? Firstly? And then?

(% - EU)

Eating more fruits and vegetables 61
Eating less fat 45

Eating/drinking less sugars 42

Eating less salt 36

Eating locally produced food 36
Eating less ultra-processed foods 32
Eating more fish 26

Eating organic products 25

Eating more fibre 23

Eating more legumes, pulses and nuts 22
Eating less meat and dairy 21

Eating foods with fewer calories 17

Eating a plant-based diet (eating majority

15
of foods from plant sources)

Eating more protein 9
Eating less protein 5
Other (SPONTANEOUS) 1
None (SPONTANEQUS) ©

Don't know (SPONTANEOQUS) 1

31QC5. Which of the following are the most important for people to do to have a
healthy diet in your view? Firstly? And theBating less ultrgprocessed food<Eating
more fruits andvegetablesEating more legumes, pulses and nuEating more fish

Eating more proteinEating a planbased diet (eating majority of foods from plant
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In 21 EU Member States, respondents are most likelgotzsider
eating more fruits and vegetableas an important thing to déor
people to have a healthy dieThis is also the joint first answer in
Estonia and Finland (alongside eating/drinking less sugar). In
Sweden and the Netherlandgating/drinking less sugaiis the
most frequentlyseleced answer Respondents in Portugal are most
likely to think eating less saltis important, whileeating locally
produced foodis the top answem Slovenia

More than half of the respondents in all EU Member Statdgate
eating more fruits and vegetablesas one of the most important
choices to have a healthy dietThe highest proportionsselecing
this can be observed in Greeaad Spain (both 70%) and Belgium
(65%), while the lowest are found@roatiaandFinland (both %%)
andDenmark and Romania (both 52%).

More than twothirds in Portugal (68%$aythat eating less fatis
one of the most important things to do for people to have a healthy
diet, followed by59% inFrance and7% inSpain. This compares
with 21% in Sweden, 30% in Lithuania and 31% in Latvia.

At least twathirds of the respondents in Sweden (698)d the
Netherlands (66%&nd close to six in ten in Czechia (5&8%i6)k that
eating or drinking less sugars one of the most importanthoices
for a healthy diet At the opposite end of the spectrum, this is
selectedby around one quarter in Greece (24&6)d araind three

in ten in Italy and Romania (both 31%).

Portugal (69%) stands out for a particularly high proportidm
considereating less salas important followed byBulgaria 48%)
andFinland 45%). At the other end of the scale one quarter or less
answerthisin Sweden (20%), Denmark (21%) and M@t6).

Respondents in Skenia (61%)Austria (49%) and Sweden (45%)
arethe most likely tandicateeating locally produced fooémong
the most important things to do in order to have a healthy diet.
Caoversely, those in Portugal (19%nd Cyprus and Poland (both
23%) are the least likely to answer this way.

Eating less ultrgprocessed foodss selectedmost frequently as an
important choiceto havea healthy dietn Greece (53%), Lithuania
(42%) and Befium and Denmark (both 41%g¥lovakia (17%),
Czechia (20%) and Hungary (23%) are the countries where the share
of respondentsndicatingthis are the lowest.

More than four in ten in Czechia (44%), Finland (42%) and Cyprus
(41%)say thateating more fishis important to have a healthy diet.
This comparesvith less than one in fivevho thinkthis inBelgium
andFrance (both 18%) and the Netherlands (19%).

Eating organic productss consideredamong the most important
choices to adopt by at least one third in Austria (39%), Slovenia
(35%) and Cyprus, Denmark and Luxembourg (all 33%). At the
opposite end of the spectrunthis choiceis indicated by 9% in
Portugal, 10% in Czechia and 13% in Finland.

Respondents in Hungary (40%fe the most likely to think that
eating morefibre is one of the most important things to do for
people to have a healthy diet, foll@d by those in Latvia (34%) and
Cyprus (33%). Converselyespondents in Luxembourgnd
Portugal (both 14%) and Polartb@b) are the least likely emswer
this way.

The highest shares oéspondentsndicatingeating more legumes,

pulses and nutsas an importantchoiceare observed in Greece
(48%), Cyprus (43%) and Spain (378h)le the lowest are found in
Ireland (10%)Finland (12%) and Lithuania (13%).

QC5T Which of the following are the most important for people to do to have a healthy diet in your view? Firstly? And then? (MAX. 3 ANSWERS)

{% - The most mentioned answer by country)

W Eating more fruits and vegetables W Eating less salt
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Around one third in Germany (34%) think tkeating less meat and
dairy is important to have a healthy diet, followed by 29% in
Sweden and 27% iustria, Cyprus and Luxembourg. At the other
end of the scale, less thame in tenindicatethis in Estonieand
Lithuania (both 7%),atvia (8%) and Czechia (9%).

Croatia (30%), the Netherlands (2% Hungary and Malta (both
23%) are the EU Member States with the largest proportionmgay
that eating foods with fewercaloriesis one of the most important
things to do to have a healthy diRespondents are least likely to
think this in Cyprus (12%), Greece (13%) and Portugal (14%).

At least one quarter of the respondents in Sweden (28%), Croatia
(26%) and Finland (25%onsidereating a plantbased dietas one
of the most importantchoices to make. This comparesvith less
than one in ten in France (6%), Cyprus (7%) and Ireland (9%).

Eating more proteinis considered stimportant by 23% in Ireland,
21% in Slovakia and% in Malta and Romania. At the opposite end
of the scalethis isselectal by 5% in Finland, 6% in Belgium and 7%
in six countries: Croatia, Cypru§ermany, the Netherlands,
Slovenia and Sweden.

Lastly, more than one in ten think thaating less proteinis an
important choicein Romania (13%) and Italy (11%), followed by 8%
in Poland. Conversely, only iftlicatethis in Estonia, Finland, the
Netherlands and Sweden.
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Thesociodemographic analysiighlights the following:

A The older the respondents, the more likely they are to say

that eating less salt(39% of those aged 55 or more,
comparedwith 31% of those aged 184), eating locally
produced food(39%, comparedith 31%) andkating more
fish (29%, comparedwith 21%) areamong the most
important for people to have a healthy diethe oldest
respondents are also the most likely say eating more
fruits and vegetabless important (64% of those aged 55 or
more, comparedwith 59% of younger respondents).
Converselythe yourger the respondents, the more likely
they are toselecteating more protein(15% of those aged
15-24, comparedwith 7% of those aged 55 or moranhd
eating a plantbased diet(18%, comparedavith 14%).The
youngest (aged 124) are also the most likely tselect
eating foods with fewer calorie§21%, compareavith 16-
18% of older respondents) and the least likelyindicate
eating more legumes, pulses and nufd8%, compared
with 22-23%) Finally those aged 1839 are morelikelythan
older respondentdo indicate eating less meat and dairy
(24%, comparetvith 20-21%)

>

Respondentsvho reminedlongerin ful-time educationare
more likely toselecteating/drinking less sugarg47% of
those ending education aged 20 or more, compavéth
36% of those finishing aged 15 or less}ting less ultra

processed food$38%, comparewith 25%) eating organic
products(27%, comparegvith 19%),eating less meat and
dairy (24%, comparedvith 17%) anceating a plantbased
diet (17%, compareavith 12%).The reverse holds true for
eating less fa(53% of those finishing education aged 15 or
less, comparedvith 42% of those who left aged 20 or
more), eating less sal{42%, compared to 35%) deating
more fish(33%, comparedvith 24%).

QC5T Which of the following are the most important for people to do to have a healthy diet in your view? Firstly? And then?
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EU27 32 61 22 26 9 15 45 36 21 5 17 42 23 25 36 1 0 1
IT1 Gender
Man 31 60 21 27 10 15 44 36 20 6 18 42 22 24 34 1 1 1
Woman 34 62 23 26 9 16 45 36 22 5 17 42 23 26 37 1 0 0
-
15-24 31 59 18 21 15 18 43 31 24 5 21 41 22 27 31 1 0 0
25-39 35 59 22 24 12 17 43 33 24 6 18 45 23 26 33 1 0 0
40-54 34 59 22 26 9 15 44 35 21 6 18 43 22 24 35 1 1 1
55 + 30 64 23 29 7 14 46 39 20 5 16 40 23 24 39 1 1 1
k1 Education (End of)
15- 25 64 26 33 7 12 53 42 17 6 15 36 19 19 34 1 1 1
16-19 30 61 20 28 10 14 44 36 20 6 17 40 24 25 37 1 1 1
20+ 38 61 23 24 9 17 42 35 24 5 18 47 23 27 36 1 0 0
Still studying 34 59 18 20 13 21 42 29 26 4 20 43 23 29 32 1 0 0
™ Socio-professional category
Self-employed 36 59 24 22 8 17 38 32 22 7 18 46 23 27 38 0 0 0
Managers 35 57 21 23 9 17 41 35 25 6 19 48 24 27 36 1 0 0
Other white collars 34 60 23 26 10 15 45 35 22 7 19 43 25 26 33 1 0 0
Manual workers 31 61 22 27 12 15 45 35 20 6 18 41 21 23 34 1 1 1
House persons 32 58 27 28 8 13 47 36 20 7 19 36 20 22 33 1 0 0
Unemployed 31 60 19 26 11 15 47 37 18 6 17 42 20 22 30 0 1 0
Retired 29 64 22 30 6 13 47 40 19 4 15 40 23 24 40 1 1 1
Students 34 59 18 20 13 21 42 29 26 4 20 43 23 29 32 1 0 0
=a Difficulties paying bills
Most of the time 35 56 25 26 8 13 50 40 20 6 16 39 22 23 37 1 1 0
From time to time 31 57 26 26 12 17 44 34 21 18 35 22 25 34 1 0 1
Almost never/ Never 32 63 20 27 9 15 44 36 21 4 17 45 23 25 36 1 0 1
Index on the level of awareness of food risks
Very high (13 to 15 topics) 45 63 25 22 7 20 41 35 26 3 16 52 23 30 41 1 0 0
High (10 to 12 topics) 39 67 24 23 7 17 48 37 24 5 19 48 25 28 41 1 0 0
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 33 66 23 29 10 14 51 38 21 5 18 43 24 25 36 1 0 0
Low (3 to 5 topics) 24 58 20 29 11 14 44 37 19 7 18 36 22 22 33 0 0 1
Very low (up to 2 topics) 16 45 17 27 12 11 34 31 15 8 16 27 18 16 24 1 1 1
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Managers(25%)are the most likely to say thaating less
meat and dairyis one of the most importanthoices to
adopt in order to have a healthy dieespecially when
comparedwith the unemployed (1%9. Together with the
selfemployed, they are also the most likely &elect
eating/drinking less sugar&6-48%, comparewith 36% of
house personskating less ultraprocessed food$35-36%,
comparedwith 29% of the retired)eating organic products
(27%, compared with 22% of house persons and the
unemployed) and eating a plantbased diet (17%,
comparedwith 13% of the retired and house persons).
Conversely, they are the least likelyselecteating less fat
(3841%, comparedwith 47% of the retired, the
unemployed and house persons).

Respondents who have never or almost never difficulties
paying their bills are the most likely tonsidereating more
fruits and vegetables(63%, comparedwvith 56-57% of
those who have difficulties from time to time or more
often) and eating/drinking less sugarg45%, compared
with 35-39%) as important to have a healthy diet, but they
are the least likely tselecteating more legumes, pulses
and nuts(20%, compareavith 25-26%). In contrast, those
who havedifficulties most of the time are the most likely to
indicateeating less fat(50%, compareavith 44% of those
having difficulties from time to time or less oftemnd
eating less sal{40%, comparedith 34-36%).

A

Those who have a very low level of awarenaissut food
safety topicsare the least likely tselecteating more fruits
and vegetableg45%, compareaith 58-67% ofthose with

a low to very high level of awarenessjting less fa{34%,
comparedwith 41-51%),eating/drinking less sugaré27%,
comparedwith 36-52%),eating less sal{31%, compared
with 35-38%), eating locally produced food (24%,
comparedwith 33-41%),eating less ultraprocessed foods
(16%, comparedvith 24-45%), eating organic products
(16%, comparedwith 22-30%), eating more fibre (18%,
comparedwith 22-25%),eating more legumes, pulses and
nuts (17%, compareavith 20-25%),eating less meat and
dairy (15%, compared to 126%) anckating a plantbased
diet (11%, comparedvith 14-20%). The reverse is true for
eating more protein(12% of those with a very low level of
awareness comparedwith 7% of those with a very high
level) andeating less protein8%, comparedvith 3%).



SpeciaEurobaromete7.2
Food safety in the EU

Close to half oEuropeansare equally concerne@bout healthy When asking this question, respondents were divided into two
diet and food risks equal groups. Respondents in thdirst group @plit AP were
presentedthe answer optiongelated to being thore concened
abouthaving ahealthy die  Fuihilelihdse in the second group
(\Bplit . Xwere presentedthe list in reverse orderife. answers
related to being4hore concerned aboufood risk€dcame firs}.

Respondents were then asked to think abdlueir answers to the
previous questiongnd to compare their concermbout having a
healthy dietwith their concern about food risks

More than four in ten (46%) say thégve abait the same concern While the proportiors of respondents sayinthey have about the
for both having a healthy diet anfibod risks. Around three in ten same concern for bothare equal in the two groups (46%),
(31%) aremore concerned about having a healthy dietith 12% respondentsin Eplit AY36%)are more likely tasay they are more

areAy3 (KS& FNB Wl f20awsaymmg O20008mgidRhaving @ hpdithy@ligi g v fik24aS Ay W
iKS& INB Wk o0Ad(Q Yz2aidbnd OB jhded NI S ’oanversayy tindelis EXE A G . Q ihditde theg NS £ A
(21%) are more concerneabout food risks, with less than one in Y2NE O2yOSNYySR | 062dzi F22R NRA A
(Sy oy:0 aleAy3 GKSe | NBandB% t 2 Q Y2NB O2yOSNYSR lo2dzi GKA&
AleAy3 (GKSe INB WE aAdQIKSNBROYFNOSNYSAOD
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QC6T Please take a moment to think about your answers to the previous questions
about having a healthy diet and about food risks. How does your concern about
having a healthy diet compare to your concern about food risks?

(%-EV) Don't know
I'm a lot more (SPONTANEOUS)
concerned about food 2 I'm a lot more concerned
risks about having a healthy diet

8 12

I'm a bit more concerned

about food risks I'm a bit more concerned

about having a healthy

13 '
diet
19
I have about the same
concern for both
(Mar. 7 Apr. 2022) 46

32QC6. Please take a moment to think about your answers to the previous questions about food risksI'm a lot more concerned about food risk8K. (SPLIT B) a lot
about having a healthy diet and about food risks. How does your concern about more concerned about food riskbm a bit more concerned about food riskshave
having a healthy diet compare to your concern about food rigg&2IT A)m a lot about the same concerfor both; I'm a bit more concerned about having a healthy
more concerned about having a healthy dii a bit more concerned about having diet; I'm a lot more concerned about having a healthy di2K.

a healthy diet| have about the same concern for bothm a bit more concerned
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Inten EU Member States, at least half say they have about the same
concern for both having a healthy diet and food risks. This is also
the answe given by the largest share of respondents in 22
countries whileviewsare divided inSweden (38% have about the
same concern for bothand an equal proportion are more
concerned about having a healthy dieTihe highest proportions
givingthis answercan be observed i€yprus (69%), Greece (59%)
and Slovakia (57%), while the lowest proportions are fourtthén
Netherlands (20%pand Belgium, Denmark and Luxembourg (all
36%).

More than one third of respondents in nine countries say they are
more oncernedd A ®S & Wi
a healthy diet Respondents are most likely to say thistfie
Netherlands (70%), Denmark (55%)pBelgium (48%) and
Luxembourg (42%3 These are also the only countries where this
answer is gign by the largest share of respondents.

f20Q 2 hdouPhavingA G Q

Conversely, the lowest proportions saying they are more concerned
about having a healthy diet are observed.ithuaniaand Romania
(both 18%) and Poland (19%).

Lastly, at least one quarter say they are more coned6 A ®S & W/

2N W 6AGQ ddmBod@sksh@i§HuEFUSNRember
States ranging from 32% in Spain and 29% in Croatia, Malta and
Lithuania to7% in Denmark, 8% in the Netherlands and 12% in
Cyprus.In six countries, theroportion of respmdents who are
more concerned about food risks outweighs the proportion of
those who are more concerned about having a healthy dgain

0 0 Hiftore $bncerned abouf 2 2 R NJ\ & ingreCongedined 0377
ahoat halsing &S/ & SINKY/ES RROA S G (2692), LithdaBid (296

vs 18%), Romania (28%1&%), Portugal (25% vs 2486 Poland
(25% vs 19%).

QC6T Please take a moment to think about your answers to the previous questions about having a healthy diet and about food risks. How does your concern about having a healthy diet

compare to your concern about food risks?
(%)

W I'm a lot more concerned about food risks
1
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33 As in the case of the Netherlands heie some instances, the sum of percentages
of the detailed answers indicated in thygaphs nighta f A 3K it &

1'm a bit more concerned about food risks
® |I'm a bit more concerned about having a healthy diet B I'm a lot more concerned about having a healthy diet
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Thesociodemographic analysisevealsno relevant differencen

the results for this question in terms of gender and age A Those who have never or almost never difficulties payin
Nonetheless, the following carembserved: paying

their bills aremore likely than those who have difficulties

A Respondentsvho finishedfull-time education aged0 or most of the timeto be more concerned about having a
more are more likely to say they amgore concerned about healthy diet (34% comparedwith 25%) while the pattern
having a healthy dighan about food risk§37%, compared is reversedor those who are more concerned about food
with 27-28% of those ending education aged 19 or less) risks(20%, comparegvith 28%).

A Managers(38%)are the most likely tsay they aremore A The higher the level of awarenee$food risks, the more
concerned about having a healthy diet, especially when likely respondents ardo say they are more concerned
comparedwith the unemployed (25%). Conversely, house about having a healthy diet than about food risksound
persong(25%) manual workers (24%) and the unemployed one third (34%) of those having a very high level of
(23%) are the most likely teay they aremore conerned awareness say this, comparadth 27% of those who have
about food risks, particularly when comparedith a very low awareness level.

managers (16%).

QC6T Pleasetake a moment to think about your answersto the previous questions about having a healthy diet and about food risks.How does
your concern about having a healthy diet compare to your concern about food risks?
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EU27 12 19 46 13 8 2 31 21
FT1 Gender
Man 12 19 46 13 8 2 31 21
Woman 13 18 47 13 8 1 31 21
B Age
15-24 12 19 44 14 8 3 31 22
25-39 12 19 48 13 7 1 31 20
40-54 12 20 46 13 8 1 31 21
55 + 13 18 46 13 8 2 31 21
k3 Education (End of)
15- 11 16 47 14 10 2 27 24
16-19 11 17 48 14 8 2 28 22
20+ 16 21 43 12 7 1 37 19
Still studying 13 21 44 13 7 2 33 20

H Socio-professional category

Self-employed 11 20 46 14 8 1 31 21
Managers 15 24 44 10 6 1 38 16
Other white collars 12 18 50 14 5 1 30 19
Manual workers 12 17 45 14 10 2 29 24
House persons 11 16 47 16 9 1 27 25
Unemployed 10 14 50 13 10 3 25 23
Retired 14 18 45 12 9 2 32 20
Students 13 21 44 13 7 2 33 20

B Difficulties paying bills
Most of the time
From time to time

N
© B
[
N W
a o~
o=
[
NS

N
® N
N W
NN
o o
NN
N ©

Almost never/ Never 14 20 45 12 7 2 34 20
Very high (13 to 15 topics) 16 18 45 10 10 1 34 20
High (10 to 12 topics) 14 19 44 13 9 1 33 22
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 13 20 45 14 7 1 32 21
Low (3 to 5 topics) 10 18 48 15 7 2 28 22
Very low (up to 2 topics) 9 18 48 13 7 5 27 20
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5. Perceptionof One Health

The majority of Europeanthink environmental,plant or animal
issues have a strong impact on human health

Large majorities of respondent@cross the EUthink that
environmental issuegstate of the surroundings (e.g., soil, water,
and air), and of habitats)92%) plant issues(state of plants and
crops) (89%)and animal issuesand welfare (state of wild and
domestic animals- both livestock and pets-, and welfare of
farmed animals, e.g. during transpor{B88%) have anoderate to
strong impact on human health

In particular, nore than half of the respondents think that each of
iKSaS AaadzsSa KI @S | WadosPotdoQ A Y
thirds (65%) say this for environmental issues, followed by 55% who
give this answer for plant issues or animal issues and welfare.

QC11 In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on human health?

(% - EV)

Environmentalissues (state of the surroundings (e.g., soil, water, and air), and of habitats)

Plantissues (state of plants and crops)

65 27 i

Animalissues and welfare (state of wild and domestic animals - both livestock and pets -,
and welfare of farmed animals, e.g. duringtransport)

M A strong impact B A moderate impact A minor impact

m No impact Don't know (SPONTANEQUS)

34QC11. In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on
human health®Environmental isses (state of the surroundings (e.g., soil, water, and
air), and of habitats); Plant issues (state of plants and crops); Animal issues and

welfare (state of wild and domestic animalsoth livestock and pets and welfare of
farmed animals, e.g. duringansport).A strong impactA moderate impaGtA minor
impact No impact DK.
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More than six in ten(65%)say thatenvironmental issuegstate of In all EU Member States, more than eight in ten respondents think
the surroundings (e.g., soil, water, and air), and of habitatgve that environmental issuebave a moderatdo strong impact on

a strong impact on human health, while more than a qua(gst%) human health ranging from 99% in Greece, 98% in CyprusSéftl
believe this impact to be moderateOne in twenty think in France, Malta and Portugal to 85% in Romania, 87% in Poland

environmental issues have only a minor impact on human health and88% in Austria and Slovakia.
and 1% of the respondents indicate these issues have no impact.
w:r alé (KSe& R2yQi 1y2s0

QC11.1 In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on human health?
(% - Environmental issues (state of the surroundings (e.g., soil, water, and air), and of habitats))
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A majority of respondent$55%)think that plant issues (state of
plants and cropshave a strong impact on human healémd more
than one third (34%) believe the impact of plant issues to be

moderate. Conversely, less than one in ten (7%) say these issues
have only a minor impact on human health atfdthink they have
y2 AYLI Ol o ale GKSe& R2yQi

In all BJ Member Statesgroundeight in tenor moresay that plant
issues have a moderate to strong impact on human hedltre
shares of respondents giving this answare the highest in Greece
and Cyprus (both 97%@nd France (93%) and the lowest in Estonia
(79%)andLatvia and Romania (both 82%).

1y260

QC11.2 In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on human health?

(% - Plant issues (state of plants and crops))
| A strong impact ® A moderate impact
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More than half of the respondents (55%iink that animal issues At least threequarters of the respondents in all EU Member States
and welfare (state of wild and domestic animalsboth livestock say that animal issues and welfare have a moderate to strong
and pets-, and welfare offarmed animals, e.g. during transport) impact on human healthwith respondents in Cypruand Greece
have a strong impact on human health, followed by one third (33%)  (both 97% and Portugal (94%jeingthe most likely to answer this
saying that the impact of these issues is moderagss than one in At the other end of the scaleight in ten or less give this answer in

ten (8%) think animal issues and welfare have a minor impact on  Estonia(75%) Bulgaria (79%gndFinland and Latvia (both 80%).
human health, wh w2 &F & GKSe& KI @S y2 AYLIOG® w: are& GKS& R2yQi
know.

QC11.3 In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on human health?
(% - Animal issues and welfare (state of wild and domestic animals - both livestock and pets -, and welfare of farmed animals, e.g. during transport))

W Astrongimpact ™ A moderate impact A minorimpact B No impact Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)
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Thesociodemographic analysishows thatlargemajorities across A Those who are personally interested in food safety are
all categories of respondents think that environmental isspést more likely tobelieveeachof these issues ts&a moderate
issues and animal issues and welfare have a moderate to strong to strong impacton human health most notably when it
impact on human healthln addition, more than half in most comes toboth plant issues and animal issues and welfare

OFGS32NRSa 0SSt ASGS (i However, ssofrell Ol i 2 (9266 ScomphdieditiBOFDIhse who are not interested).

ifferen n still rved: p . .
differences can still be observed A The higher the level of awareness of food risks, the more

A The longer respondents remained in ftithe education, likely respondents are to say thaachof these issues s
the more likely they are to say thaachof the issues haa moderate to strong impact. For instan@8% of those who
moderate or strong impact on human health. For instance, have a very high level of awareness think this of
92% of those who ended educati aged 20 or more say environmental issues, compared with 78% of those who
this for plant issues, comparetith 84% of those who left have a very low awareness level.

schoolaged 15 or less.

A The seHemployed are the most likely or among the most
likely to think eachof the issues hsa moderate to strong
impact on human healthwhile haise persons are the least
likely to do so For instance90% of the selemployedsay
this of animal issues and welfareomparedwith 84% of
house persons

QC11 In your opinion, to what extent or not do the following have an impact on human health?
Total 'Moderate or strong impact' (% - EU)

= N =
o ® s o ®
£ o o £ o
w— C w—
o ®© E o ®©
O < O
g8 s g2
2%y 5 2239
0w _- © = n - ©
£33 < 23 =
] o n v «©
@0 - L O] n - <
T30 g §g0
- - -
eg” g ER”
o T 7] o T
= c [} = c
> 3 - > 3
S 2 IS S 2
ooE 3 u s
7} o 7}
EU27 92 89 88
kT Gender
Man 91 88 87
Woman 92 89 89
=
= Age
15-24 92 88 88
25-39 92 88 87
40-54 92 89 89
55 + 91 88 88
k3 Education (End of)
15- 87 84 86
16-19 91 88 88
20+ 94 92 90
Still studying 93 87 88
M Socio-professional category
Self-employed 93 90 90
Managers 93 89 87
Other white collars 93 90 88
Manual workers 90 88 88
House persons 85 82 84
Unemployed 91 89 88
Retired 92 89 89
Students 93 87 88
Personally interested in food safety
Yes 95 92 92
No 84 80 80
Index on the level of awareness of food risks
Very high (13 to 15 topics) 98 95 93
High (10 to 12 topics) 97 94 92
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 93 90 90
Low (3 to 5 topics) 88 83 85

Very low (up to 2 topics) 78 75 77
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I1l. ENGAGING WITH THE EU FOOD
SAFETY SYSTEM
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The third chapter of this repofocuses o® dzNRB LIS ya Q Y A yelatdd?loeiiddsS @.g. local clinig)institutional websites (e.g.

of information on food risksincluding levels of trust in different
information sourcesas well aghe reasons for not engaging with
information related to food safety.The report then moves to
9 dzNRB LIS y & Q diffgrdntaEpgc® ari fedtdres of the EU
food safety system.

1. Sources of information on food risks

Televisionis the most frequentlyselectedsource of information
about food risks

Respondents were asked to indicate their main sources of
information about food risksThey were able to give up to three
answers out of a list divelve items5.

Around six in ten responden(§1%)indicatetelevision, on a TV set
or via the internetas one of their main source of information
about food risks followed by exchanges with family, friends,
neighbours, or colleagueg44%) andinternet search engine
(37%).More than one quarter (28%Jxelect newspapers, either
online or in print, and slightly more than one fifth22%) indicate
online social networks and blogs (e.g. video hosting websitas)
their main sources of information. Less than two in tedicatethe
radio, including podcastg19%),information available in health

from public authorities)(both 17%)magazines, either online or in
print (16%) orprofessional journals(11%). Smaller proportions
mentionevents like lectures, seminars, workshops asnferences
(6%) orinformation points such as street stands or festivas%).
3% of the respondents do not indicate any source,
spontaneously Sy i A2y 230G KSNJ a2 dz2NDSa

1%

A similar question was asked in the previous Special Etootser
2y WC22R alF¥Side Ay K Sistefpossibley
answershas been modified in the current survey and the results are
not directly comparabl®, it is worth noting thatelevisionwasalso

the mostcited source of informatiorin 2019(69% respondents).

QC7T Which of the following are your main sources of information about food risks? Firstly? And then?

(% - EU)

o

=]
-

Television, on a TV set or via the internet

£
-

Exchanges with family, friends, neighbours, or colleagues

Internet search engine

N
0

w
~

Newspapers, either online orin print

Online social networks and blogs
(e.g. video hosting websites)

N
N

[
-]

Radio, including podcasts

Information available in health-related locations
(e.g. local clinic)

[y
~

[
~

Institutional websites (e.g. from public authorities)

[
-]

Magazines, either online or in print

[
=

Professional journals

Events like lectures, seminars, workshops or conferences 6

Information points such as street stands or festivals 5

Other (SPONTANEOUS) 1

None (SPONTANEOUS) 3

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS) 1

35QC7. Which of the following are your main sources of information about food
risks? Firstly? And theriiformation points such as street stands or festivals
Exchanges with famyil friends, neighbours, or colleagu&nline social networks and
blogs (e.g. video hosting websiteb)formation available in healthelated locations
(e.g. local clinig)Newspapers, either online or in prifflagazines, either online or in
print; Internet search engineEvents like lectures, seminars, workshops or
conferencesTelevision, on a TV set or via the interrfétofessional journajfRadio,
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including podcastdnstitutional websites (e.g. from public authoritie§ther
(SPONTANEOUSpne (SPONTANEOUBK.

36 The list ofanswers in the 2019 survey was as folloiméormation points such as

street stands or festivals; Family, friends and neighbours; Social media; Your doctor
or a specialist, e.g. dietician or nutritioni®lewspapers and magazines; Your local
grocer; Internet (excluding social media); Events like lectures, seminars, workshops or
conferences; Television; Professional journals; Radio; Other (SPONTANEOUS); None
(SPONTANEOUS); DK.
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In 21 EU Member Stateglevisionis themost frequentlyselected
source of information on food risks. This is also the joint first answer
in Austrig together with exchanges with family, friends,
neighbours, or colleaguedNewspapersare the main source of
information for respondents in Finland, the Netherlands and
Swalen. Respondents in Greece are most likely italicate
exchanges with family, friends, neighbours, or colleagueghile
those in Maltaare most likely to source their information from an
internet search engine

At least half of the respondents in 24 EU Mesn Statesndicate
television as one of their main sources of information about food
risks.At least twothirds say thisin Portugal (82%), Italy (67%nd
Bulgaria and Lithuania (both 66%%hile Malta (44%#nd Finland
and Latvia (both 49%) are the ordguntries where less than half
indicatethis as a source of information.

In six countriesat leasthalf selectexchanges with family, friends,
neighbours, or colleagueas a source of information, most notably

in Greece (66%), Bulgaria (62%) and Crq&8&o) At the opposite

end of the spectrum, this is indicated as one of the main sources of
information on food risks bjust 30% in Malta, 32% in Finland and
34% in Lithuania.

More than half in Czechia (54%) sayinternet search engings
among their most important sources of information on food risks,
followed by49% in Greece and 48% in Malta. Conversely, less than
three in tenindicate this in Portugal (22%), Romania (27%) and
France (28%).

Respondents in Denmarland Finland (both 53%) and the
Netherlands and Sweden (both 52%) are the most likely to indicate
newspapers(either online or print) as their one of their main
sources of informationwhile those in Bulgariand Poland (both
14%)and Hungary and Romania (both 16%) are thast likely to

do so.

Cyprus (56%) stands out for a high proportion of respondents
indicatingonline social networks and blogas one of their main
sources of information on food risks, followed by Greece (46%) and
Malta (36%). At the other end of the seal5% of the respondents

in the Netherlands and Portugal and 18% in Spain arenviis
way.

At least one quarter of the respondents in Ireland (30%), France
(26%) and Germany (25%ylicate theradio, including podcastsas

one of their main sources of information. This compangth 10%

in Italy, 11% in Bulgaria ad3% inFinland, Greece arnortugal.

Information available in healthrelated locationsis selected by

one quarter in the Netherlands and Portugal and by 28¢tungary

and Ireland. At the other end of the scatbe lowest proportions
indicatingthis are found in Cyprus (10%), France (11%), and Czechia
(12%).

More than four in ten intie Netherlands (44%gay institutional
websitesare among their main sourced information, followed by
31% in Sweden and 30% in Mal@onversely, less than one in ten
answer this way in Lithuania (5%), Bulgaria (&f)atia (8%) and
Estonia (9%).

QC7T Which of the following are your main sources of information about food risks? Firstly? And then? (MAX. 3 ANSWERS)

{% - The most mentioned answer by country)
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In seven countries, at least two in téndicate magazinesas a
source of infornation on food risks: Slovakia (24%), Luxembourg
(23%)and Croatia, Czechia, Italy, the Netherlands and Sweden (all
20%). This contrasts withless than one in ten who say this in
Bulgaria (5%), Spain (7%), Portugal (8%) and Cyprus (9%).

One fifth or more of the respondents in Slovenia (23%),
Luxembourg (21%) and Finland (20%6yicate professional
journals, while less than one in twenty do so in Cypansl Greece
(both 3%) and Bulgaria (4%).

Events like lectures, seminars, workshops oonferencesare
indicated as an important source of information tmpre than one
in ten in Slovenia (14%dLatvia and Romania (both 11%). At the
opposite end of the spectrum, respondents in France (2a%g
Bulgaria, Portugal and Spain (all 4%) are ¢lastl likely to say this.

Lastly,information points such as street stands or festivadse
selectedby one in teror less in all countries.
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Thesociocdemographic analysiseveals the following: A The longer respondents remained in fiithe education,

P . " the more likely they are teelectinternet search enging
A Women are more likely than men to sdlyat television y ey 9

(64% comparedwith 58%) andexchanges with family,
friends, neighbours, or colleague@6% comparedwith

42%) are amongheir main sources of informatioabout
food risks, while the reverse is truerfinternet search
engine(39% of men, comparedith 35% of women).

with 15% of those finishing agelh or less)newspapers
(36%, comparedvith 24%), online social networks and
blogs (24%, comparedwith 9%), institutional websites
(23%, comparedith 5%),magazineg20%, comparedith

1199 andprofessional journalg14%, comparedvith 4%).

A Television is the most selected source of information about The oppositecan be observed faelevision (77% of those
food risks within the oldest age group (72%), andl& ending education aged 15 or less, compareith 55% of
among the topsourceswithin the youngest age group those finishing aged 20 or more) arekchanges with
(43%).Additionally, dder respondentsare alsomore likely family, friends, neighbours, or colleagugs0%, compared
to selectothertraditional information sourcesnewspapers with 39%).

(34%o0f those aged 55 or moreomparedwith 18%of the
1524 yearolds), radio (23%, comparedvith 11%) and
magazines(18%, comparedvith 12%). Conversely, the
younger the respondents the more likely they are to
indicate online sourcesinternet search engine (51% of
those aged 1824, comparedvith 24% of those aged 55 or
more), online socialnetworks and blogs (43%, compared
with 10%) andnstitutional websites(24% comparedwith
11%).

QC7T Which of the following are your main sources of information about food risks? Firstly? And then?
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EU27 61 44 22 17 17 6 5
kT Gender
Man
Woman 46
15-24 8 5 1 4 1
25-39 54 42 46 24 33 15 17 23 16 12 8 5 1 3 0
40-54 57 43 44 28 23 18 18 19 17 12 7 5 1 2 0
55+ 72 45 24 34 10 23 16 11 18 11 5 4 1 3 1
;,] Education (End of)
4 1 5 1
16-19 64 45 35 26 21 20 17 15 16 11 5 1 3 0
20+ 55 39 45 36 24 20 18 23 20 14 7 4 1 1 0
Still studying 42 46 51 18 42 11 15 28 12 8 10 5 1 3 1
z#  Subjective urbanisation
Rural village 62 43 34 27 20 21 16 15 15 11 6 5 1 3 1
Small/ mid size town 61 43 37 28 21 18 17 17 16 10 6 4 1 3
Large town 60 40 30 25 19 19

Index on the level of awareness of food r|sks

Very high (13 to 15 topics) 8 3 2 1 0
High (10 to 12 topics) 66 48 43 35 23 20 17 19 19 10 5 3 1 1 0
Medium (6 to 9 topics) 65 49 37 27 23 18 18 17 16 9 5 4 1 3 0
Low (3 to 5 topics) 61 43 31 22 21 18 16 13 15 10 6 7 1 4 0

8 9 1 6 2

Very low (up to 2 topics) 50 33 22 19 18 14 12 9 14 10

(45% of those ending education aged 20 or more, compared
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A Those living in lagie towns are more likely tsay that
internet search engine(40%, comparewith 34% of those
living in rural villagesgndonline social networks and blogs
(25%, comparedwith 20%) are their main sources of
information about food risks. The same applies to
exchanges with family, friends, neighbours, or colleagues
(47%, comparedvith 43%) institutional websites (19%,
comparedwith 15%) andnagazineg19%, comparedvith
15%). Coversely, those living in rural villages are more
likely to indicate radio (21%, compared to 17% of those
living in large towns).

A

Respondents with higher levels of awareness of food risks
are more likely tselectinternet search engine(43-47% of
thosewith a high or very higlawareness level, compared
with 22% of those with a very low levellewspapers(35
37%, compareavith 19%),radio (20-22%, comparedavith
14%)and institutional websites (19-25%, comparedvith
9%).
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2. Trust in sources ahformation on
food risks

Doctors, scientists working apublic institutionsand consumer
organisationsare the most trusted sources of informatioan
food risks

More than eight in ten respondents trugeneral practitioners and
specialist doctors(89%), scientists working at a university or
publicly-funded research organisatio (82%) and consumer
organisations(82%) asources of information on food risksClose
to three-quarters (74%) trusfarmers and primary producers
while seven in tertrust environmental or health NGQs

More than six in ten say they trugU institutions(66%), national
authorities (66%) and scientists working at an industrial or
privately funded research organisation63%) as sources of
information on food risks This last resultan becontrased with

Converselyless than halbf respondents trust the following
sources of informationjpurnalists (49%)food industries(45%)
andcelebrities, bloggers and influencef20%).

The proportions of respondents who say they trestvironmental

or health NGO, supermarkets or local grocér(both +14
percentage points), food industries (+9 pp), EU institutions (+8 pp),
national authorities (+6 pp), farmers and primary produée(s5
pp) or consumer organisations (+3 pp) have increased since the last
time this question was asked in April 201%he shares of
respondents who trust journalists1( pp) or celebrities, bloggers
and influencers (+1 pp) have remained broadly stable.

the morethan eight in ten respondentsho trust scientists working
at publicinstitutions (82%)as indicated earlieiMore than halfof
respondentgrust supermarkets or local groce?® (57%). The esults for each source of informati@moveredwill be analysed

in more detail in the following pages.

QC10 Please tell to what extent you trust the following sources or not for information on food risk
(%- EV)

General practitioners and specialist doctors *
Mar./Apr. 2022 89 9

Scientists working at a university or publitipded research organisation *
Mar./Apr. 2022

Consumer organisations
Mar./Apr. 2022

Apr. 2019 79 17

Farmers and primary producers **
Mar./Apr. 2022
Apr. 2019 69 27

Environmental/Health NGOs **
Mar./Apr. 2022 70 23

Apr. 2019 56 33
EU institutions

Mar./Apr. 2022
Apr. 2019
National authorities
Mar./Apr. 2022
Apr. 2019

Scientists working at an industrial or privately funded research organisation *
Mar./Apr. 2022

Supermarkets or local grocer **
Mar./Apr. 2022

Apr. 2019 43 54

Journalists

Mar./Apr. 2022 49 46
Apr. 2019 50 46

Food industries

Mar./Apr. 2022 45 52
Apr. 2019 36 61

Celebrities, bloggers and influencers
Mar./Apr. 2022

Apr. 2019 19 73

A A Total 'Trust' A A Total 'Not Trust' Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)
Newitem* Modified item**

37QC10. Please tell to whaxtent you trust the following sources or not for
information on food risksEnvironmental/Health NGOE€elebrities, bloggers and

organisationsGeneral practitioners and specialist doctoFstally trust Tend to
trust; Tend not to trust Do not trust at all DK.

influencers Scientists working at a university or publifiynded research BLY HnmpZ GKS jdzSaidAazy | &1SR | o2dzi W{ dzLJS|
organisation Scientists working at an industrial privately funded research B¥LY GKS !TLINAE Hnmd 9dz2NBOF NRYSGSNI adaNBSes

organisation Supermarkets or local grogeEU institutions JournalistsNational WLy HamdpZ GKS ljdzSadaz2y FaiSR Fo2dzi W{ dzLS1
authorities Food industriesFarmers and primary producei@onsumer ALY HamMdpZ GKAA AGSY 61 & aAYLXE & WCEHNYSNAQC
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Close to nine in ten responden{89%)say theyeither 4&nd to In all EU Member States, more than eight in ten trgsneral
trustCor Ybtally trustCgeneral practitioners and spealist doctors practitioners and specialist doctors as a source of information
when it comes to information about food riskiscluding nearly food risks. Respondents are most likely to say this in the
F2dzNJ Ay GSy S6odr0 &l ddsythan dnKi§ e  WNiethérlanbd (87%jindNWMalialiafd Rbrgal Yodth 96%) and least
ten (9%) do not trusgeneral practitioners and specialist doctors likely in Romania (81%), Slovenia (82%) and Poland (888t.
while 2% do not trusthis source of informatio®W | flif @ d > & @éKEHKSEFfF WwWiaiz2dl fté& GNHAGIQ (GKAA
R2y Qi 1y26d Denmark (63%), the Netherlands (62%), Malta (64f6)Belgium

andGreece (bott51%).

QC10.12 Please tell to what extent you trust the following sources or not for information on food risks.
(% - General practitioners and specialist doctors }

W Total Trust' MW Total 'Not Trust' Don't know (SPONTANEQOUS)

2 1 } z z E 2
. 4 6 7 7 7 8 ] 9 9 9 10 14 14 17 18
80
70
50
50 97 95
. 94 [ 93 B 92 I 92 Il o0 89 88 [ 88 N 27 N 87 85 [l 85 32 [l 51
30
20
10
0
MT PT BE DK IE F CZ § SE ES FR LT W DE LV EE BG SK IT si RO

EU27 CY HU AT HR PL

SPDO0O0GFOOPOEEFTLVVOOS® ORI Cwe 0




SpeciaEurobaromete7.2

More than eight in ten (82%itherWii Sy R (i 2
scientists working at a university or publicunded research
organisationas a source of information on food riskagcluding
GKNBES Ay
of the respondents do not trust this source of information, wiéh
saying they do nottrusk i WI

Ftyz2ad

Sy

FttQd oz

0 H gErsely, 159K 2

al e

Food safety in the EU

G NHza G Q 2nN9 BUiMeniber Statds, alidddizight M treist scientists working

at a university or publicjunded reseach organisatioras a source
of information about fooerelated risks. The highest shares of

Y {iegpidriddnts giving INiEznswer aie KbSeyved i Svgdén (a6el)
Denmark and Greece (both 93%), while the lowest can be found in

i Bdgaria R7B%)QRrande ((7A%)dAustia, Luxembourg, Slovenia
and Romania (all 77%). In additicdBreece (53%) and Denmark
OpM:0 NB GKS 2yfteée O2dzyiNRASa 4K
GNHza 0 Q (GKAAa &2dz2NDS 2F AYyTF2NNIFGA

QC10.3 Please tell to what extent you trust the following sources or not for information on food risks.

(% - Scientists working at a university or publicly-funded research organisation )

@

-
W=

|lhl "

'i-

W Total 'Trust'

M Total ‘Not Trust'

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)

15 17 16 18 17 21 19 [l 20 20 I 21 21
18
L B O EY EY A K B B B B 74 N 73

[’1

1)&0

.Q
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Similarly, thevastmajority of respondent®ither Wii Sy R (i 2
Wi 241 t fcdnsumiedrganisations(82%) as asource of
information on food riskdancludingclose to one quarter (24%) who
Wi 2 Gl fthetn. Momdtziniofe in ten (15%) say they do not
trust theseorganisations, witt8% of the respondents saying they
R2 y20 GNdz2ad (GKSY WId |ffQd o

The proportion who trust consumer organisations as a source of
information on foodrelated risks has increased by three
percentage points since thigiestion was last asked in April 2019.

i NIHZE0 EE @ Menbigr States, at least three quarters of the respondents

trust consumer organisations as a source of information on food
risks. This proportion is the highest in Sweden (92%)e
Netherlands (91%) andeBmark (88%). At the opposite end of the
spectrum, two-thirds or less say they trust this source of
infortnationAEStoniR G494, iCrodtig (B Latvia (66%).

The share of respondents who trust consumer organisations as a
source of information about fad risks has increased1® countries
since 2019, and by at least ten percentage points in Portugal (+14
pp), Czechia (+12 pp), Latvia (+11 pp) and Malta (+10 pp).
Conversely, this proportion has declined éight EU Member
States particularly in Greece-9 pp), Estonia-8 pp) and Cyprus4

pp).

QC10.11 Please tell to what extent you trust the following sources or not for information on food risks.

(% - Consumer organisations)

mTotal Trust'  m Total 'Not Trust'
100
%0 0 17 17
80
70
60
50
w0 E 82 [l a1
30
20
10
[}
SE NL DK EU27 HU IT
313903”&@*‘()@2“

Don't know (SPONTANEOUS)

15 i 20 el & B
20 25
21
79 78 76 [l 76 [l 75
72
70 = ”
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Food safety in the EU

Almost three quarters of the respondents (74#)her Wi Sy R
i NHza G Q 2 NJfddhie énid priary pioblideiias &source

of information about food risksncludingm 1372 g K2 Wi 24|
them. Nearly one quarter (23%) do not trust this source of
information, with close to one in twenty (4%) saying they do not

GNHza 0 AG WIHO EfQod o2 & GKSe

Comparedwith 2019, here has beenraincreasen the proportion
who trust farmers and primary producefsb percentage points)

al

QC10.10 Please tell to what extent you trust the following sources or not for information on food risks.
(% - Farmers and primary producers )

9 10 12 18 17
88 87 86 82 21
FI PT IE SE cz

00CHF &

m Total Trust'

= Total 'Not Trust'

[
w

79

HU El

Ce0e®0

At least threequarters of the respondents ih7 EU Member States
trust farmers and primary producers as a sourcénéérmation on
ffobcBrelatedNdis Re3pondents in Finland (88%), Portugal (87%)
and Ireland (86%) are the most likely to give this answarile

those in Greece (62%), Cyprus (67%) and Denmark (68%) are the
Rasyiikely to Ho/s8. 5 ©

In 25 of the 27 EU Memb@tates, the proportion of respondents
who trust farmers and primary producers as a source of
information on food risks hagsensince 2019Increases by more
than ten percentage points are observed in Czechia (+18 pp), Malta
(+15 pp) Luxembourg (+12 pphdIreland and Spain (both +11 pp).
Estonia {5 pp) is the only country where this share of respondents
has declinedwhile the figure is stable in Austria.
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Seven in ten respondentsither Wi Sy R (2 (NXza(d Q 2IN21 BUIMeiberf States, rioNbantRirds trustenvironmental
environmental or healthNGOsas a source of information on foed or health NGOss a source of information about food riskEhe
related risksincludingdt 2aS G2 2yS Ay FTAOS 0 highestshates of respaRderidyifoithicwibe dhsefvédén Ireland
i NHza G Q 1 K S ¥ishost/orde juadeN®356) saysthey do not (90%), Malta (88%) and Portugal (85%)nversely, less than six in

trust environmental or health NGOs, wifl§ who do not trust this ten trust this source of information in Greece (47%$tonia (54%)
source of Y F2NX I A2y WId | ffQd a2z2NB akRohan2a§%). Gregce i asb tfidiodly courtty wheré llesd than
iKSe R2y Qi 1y26 half answer thisvay.

The share of respondentsho trust environmental or health NGOs

has increasedubstantiallysince the last Special Eurobarometer in . . . .

April 2019 (+14 percentage point@cluding an eighpercentage Trust in enw_ron;lnentgl or_heahltrl; NGOs as a sm:)rce of mf_ormatlon

LB AYG AYONBIAS Ay KS LiNBstomesi 2 0008 Péﬁdb”%b A Ut NGRY Yemeer F?‘tét?"zﬁri

noted, however, that the item back in 2019 referred simply to :and by at least pgrcentage pasnin nine countries. The

GbDhé o largestincreases are found in Ireland (+29 ppatvia (+27 pp) and
Portugal (+25 pp). The only exception is Greece, where this
proportion has declined by seven percentage points.




































































































