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Subject of Review: On January 15, 2008, the Food and Drug Administration issued its final risk assessment on the
safety of meat and milk from healthy cloned animals, finding that the meat and milk from
cattle, swine, and goat clones and their offspring pose no human health concerns. This report
presents the findings of an analysis that explores the possible market outcomes resulting from
the introduction of meat and milk from cloned cattle and swine and their offspring into the
food supply. This study builds on extensive literature reviews and expert analyses. The
literature review of consumer attitudes toward products from cloned animals includes a set of
three new surveys administered after the FDA announcement. A variety of survey methods
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preferences for animal cloning. Estimates of the costs of nonclone product differentiation are
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the cost of lost export markets are based on analysis conducted with ERS’s Food and
Agricultural Policy Simulator (FAPSIM) model.
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