DOI:10.16423/j.cnki.1003-8701.2009.05.002

2009,34 5 59-64 Journal of Jilin Agricultural Sciences

1003-8701(2009)05- 0059- 06

( 210095)
( .
IN 5
TS201.6 A

A Review of Research on Issues of Food Safety
WANG Jian- ying, WANG Ya- nan, WANG Zi- wen
(College of Economics and Trade, Nanjing A gricultural University, Nanjing 210095, China)

Abstract: Food safety is one of the major issues that people are generally concerned about. It has a
close bearing on stability and development of the economy. Based on extensive researches done by schol-
ars at home and abroad, the author reviewed and summed up from the following five areas, namely the
cognitive process of food safety issue, the factors that affect food safety, consumer behaviors of food safety
(awareness, willingness to pay and the impact of information included), producers' actions of food safety as
well as government management of the issue. The author also pointed out the shortcomings existed in re-
searches and hopes to deepen people's understanding of food safety issues and for experts and scholars to
draw lessons from in further studies.

Key words: Food Safety; Cognition; Consume

. “« ”(FI\/[[))\“

” o« ”

” (BSE)\ « ” . « . . o

. 2009 6 1
( Do (Food Security)

(Food Safety).

2009- 07-29 o
(GJ0827) 1974

(FAO) 1983  FAO
(1987-)



34

60
20 80 N
N N N ( Von N
Braun ect., 1992) 1984 (WHO) °
‘@ ” “ ” 1996 .
WHO “ ” 4 ” o
2003 FAO WHO “ (
i 1995),
’ 3
3.1
(
2005) o
( 3.1.1
2005)
( 2003) N
( 2005) “ " N o
N N ( 2005),
2 , ’
(Holm Kildevang 1996). Gao (1993)
N ( COD ) N N N
( N ) - Brewer Sprouls Craig
(1994) (
N N )\ N ( )
3.1.2
DDT\“ ” .
N (Willingness to pay)
o o Buzby (1995)
N N 31%~138%-
o (2004) N

,Fox (1995)



61

0.5~1.4 o Michael
0.85
1.39 (Caswell 1998).
Thompson (1998)
3.1.3
Stiglitz(1989)
o Mcintosh(1994)
3.2
3.2.1
(Kraus 1995), (2004)
o (2004) 570
° (2004)
528
° (2005)

3.2.2

3.2.3

Logit

e}

335%

N

(2005)

(2004)
. (2004)
. (2004)
300
28.55%
(2005)
46%. (2005)
3
3
. (2006)  CVM
12.7%
(2004)
. . (2004)

o

(2006)



62 34
4.4
, . (2003)
. . 2004
4 ( )
4.1 11
(2001). (2002)
4.5%~35.01% . (2005)
N N N 4
. (2004)
. 4
. (2004)
5
4.2 .
(2003) .
(2002)
(2004)
. (2002)
. (2005)
. (2005)
. (2005) .
. (2002)
4.3 . . (2005)
(2003) .
. . (2004) ,
. . (2005)



5 63
) o 01, 2005(4) .

[3] . [D]. 2005 .

6 [4] . 0.

2003(3) .

® [5] . [D]. 2005 .

o [6] . [J1.

R ( ) 2005(4) .
) [7] vl
2004(10) .
[8] . [J1.
1995(3) .

2006 2008).

[1] Joachim Von Braun ect. Improving Food Security of the poor,
Washington D.C: International Food Policy Research Insti-
tute, 1992 .

2] . .

[9] Holm,L., Kildevang, H., Consumers' Views on Food Quality.
A Qualitative Interview Study Appetite,1996 Vol.27(1).

[10] GAO X. M., Anderson Reynolds, Jonq- Ying Lee. A Struc-
tural Latent variable Approach to Modeling Consumer Per-
ception: a Case Study of Orange Juice. Agribusiness,1993
Vol.9(4).

[11] Brewer M.S., Sprouls, G.K., Craig, R., Consumer attitude
toward food safety tissues, Journal of Food Safety 1994(14).

[12] Buzby, J.C., R.C. Ready, J.R. Skees. Contingent Valuation
in Food Policy Analysis: A Case Study of a Pesticide- reside
Risk Reduction. Journal of Agriculture and Applied Eco-
nomics, 1995(78).

[13] Fox, J. A., J. F.Shogren, D.J. Hayes, J. B. Kleibenstein. Ex-
perimental Auctions to Measure Willingness to Pay for Food
Safety. J. A. Caswell, ed. Valueing Food Safety and Nutri-
tion. Boulder: West View Press, 1995.

[14] Caswell J. A. Valuing the Benefits and Costs of Improved
Food Safety and Nutrition, The Australian Journal of Agri-
cultural and Resource Economies,1998,42(4).

[15] Thompson, Gary D., Julia Kidwell. Explaining the Choice of
Organic Produce: Cosmetic Defects, Prices and Consumer
Preference. American Journal of Agricultural Economies,
1998 Vol. 80(5).

[16] Stiglitz, J. E. Imperfect information in the Product market.
In: R - Schmalensee and R -D - Willing,eds. North- Holland,
Amsterdam: Hand book of industrial Organization,1989 Vol.
1.

[17] A. Kraus, S. J.(1995). Attitudes and the Prediction of Be-
havior: A Meta- analysis of the Empirical Literature. Per-

sonality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 21.

[18] . .-
1. 2004(01) .
[19] . : N
— .
2004(11) .

[20] . N

— .

2004(11) .

[21]

1. 2005(10) .
[22]



64 34
2004(1) . 2005 .
[23] . [37] R
. 2004(4) . .
[24] 2005(6) .
. 2005(6). [38] —
[25] [D] . 2003 .
2005 . [39] .
[26] 2004(8) .
— . () 2006 [40]
3). 7. ( ) 2003(6) .
[27] [41] )
— (1. 0. 2004(4) .
2004(1) . [42] . (.
(28] D] . 2005(11) .
2005 . [43] . .
[29] 2003(6) .
— 0. 2006(1) . [44] . .
[30] 2002(5) .
. 2001(11) . [45] .
[31] 1. . 2002(6) .
2002(2) . [46] .
[32] ) —_— 0. 2005(3) .
. 2004(3) . [47]
[33] 0. 2002(1) .
. 2004 (6) . [48]
[34] 0. 2005(3) .
— ol [49] [D] .
2004(2) . 2005 .
[35] [50] . .
— . () 2006(7) .
0. 2004(1) . [51] 1.
[36] [D] . 2008(1) .

( 58 ) [4]
[1] M] . ol
2007 . [5]
(2] . U
1997 13( ) 224-226. [6]
(3] 2010 1.
0. 1997 18(2) 24-27.

2004 35(4) 513-516 .
1.

2007 32(12) 168-171.

1996
1998(1) 67-69 .



