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Introduction 

The Vermonter Poll was first conducted in 1990 by the Center for Rural Studies at the University 
of Vermont. It is a state-wide poll of registered voters in Vermont. The previous polls were 
conducted in 1990, 1993-97 and 1999, ending with this year’s poll in 2000. The survey is a way 
to collect research on how Vermonters feel about current events that Vermonters face.  

The Vermonter Poll uses Computer Aided Telephone Interviewing (CATI) to collect the data. 
Random digit dialing is used to keep participants anonymous. The Vermonter poll is strictly 
confidential, not even the interviewer knows who or where he/she is calling. This year, 697 
Vermont residents were called and asked to participate in the poll. All of the respondents had to 
be registered voters in order to participate. The respondents were asked an extensive set of 
questions and then asked to answer some demographic facts, such as their education level and 
income. 

The 2000 Vermonter Poll asked several questions 
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not misleading" (BIO’s webpage: http://www.bio.org/food&ag/011300statement.html, 2000). They 
believe that by labeling only the bio-engineered foods that they will single them out and mislead 
consumers into believing that they are unsafe. The BIO thinks that the right labeling policy can 
and should recognize the rights of consumers to a safe and nutritious food supply, while 
facilitating consumer choice based on clear, meaningful, truthful and non-misleading information 
about the product (BIO’s webpage: http://www.bio.org/food&ag/011300statement.html, 2000). 

  

The issue of GMOs or genetically altered foods has been a big deal lately due to the Clinton 
Administration releasing a plan which deals with increasing the FDA’s oversight of genetically 
altered foods by establishing a formal review process for these foods and creating labeling 
standards for GMO or GMO-free foods. CNN’s news webpage continues to talk about Clinton’s 
Administrative decision, "The oversight plan falls short of the regulations many consumer 
groups have advocated, including additional testing of biotech crops and mandatory labeling for 
products containing genetically altered ingredients. Some critics suggest the plan is a way to 
avoid thorough oversight. Half the soybean crop and a third of all corn in the United States is 
genetically altered. The new oversight would require consultation with the Food and Drug 
Administration before such food comes to market"(CNN Staff, 2000).  

Due to heavy debate in the US and around the world about using biotechnology to increase 
desired traits in food, agricultural products and the health care industry, the Vermonter Poll 
thought that asking Vermont residents about their opinions regarding GMOs was very important. 
The Vermonter Poll revealed that most consumers highly underestimated the percentage of foods 
produced with GMOs (Vermonter Poll Results). 

Methods 

The participants were all called between the hours of 4-9pm on weekdays and this was done for 
three weeks. This way the data collection was as consistent as possible. The total number of 
respondents sampled was 697 registered voters. In order to get a proper sample of the Vermont 
population only 400 to 480 respondents were needed. The 2000 Vermonter Poll over-sampled 
the population in order to get more people’s opinions and to ensure proper representation of all 
counties. Due to over-sampling of Chittenden County based on population count, all of the data 
were weighted bases on a geographic weight. This ensures all respondents equal say in their 
opinions based upon geographic location, and thus are generalizable. 

Some of the respondents who were called chose not to participate in the survey and some chose 
not to answer some of the questions. This is the reason that some of the questions have less than 
697 responses. All of the data that will be presented is using a .05 or less significance level, 
therefore giving a 95% confidence level of data analysis. 

In order to focus on Vermonters opinions and behavior about GMOs, this report focuses on four 
questions that were asked in the Vermonter Poll. 1) How frequently do you read food labels? 
Possible answers were always, most of the time, occasionally or never. 2) I am concerned about 
GMOs in food and agricultural products. 3) If foods were labeled as containing GMOs, I would 
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continue to buy them for myself or my family. 4) I would pay more for foods that were 
guaranteed to be GMO-free verses those that were not. For these last three questions, the 
possible answers were strongly disagree, disagree, neutral, agree or strongly agree. 

All of the data analysis was done using a computer program called Statistical Package for Social 
Scientists (SPSS). The latest version, 9.0 was used. All of the data from CATI was converted 
over into SPSS and the data labeling and analysis were done. The graphs in the report are 
converted over from SPSS into Word.  

Results/Analysis 

Of the total respondents in the Vermonter Poll, 46.6% were males and 53.4% were females. 
42.6% of the people were from Chittenden County, 19% from the Northeast Kingdom and 38.4% 
from the rest of the state. The average age for the Vermonter Poll was 51 years old. Below are 
graphs showing the demographic statistics for income level, education level, employment status 
and family composition. 
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The results of the poll show that the majority of males (58%) and females (79%) in Vermont 
read food labels always or most of the time. This shows that Vermonters want to know how their 
food is made and what is in their food. The study also shows that 71.7% of Vermont residents are 
concerned about GMOs in food and agriculture. The data suggest that the large majority of the 
population wants foods such as chips and infant formula to be labeled as containing GMOs or 
not. Pertaining to agriculture, Vermont consumers also want products used by farmers such as 
seeds to be labeled as containing GMOs or GMO-free. 
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Looking at the overall data, people are worried about health issues and risks that are associated 
with GMOs. 62.1% of the respondents thought that foods that contained GMOs were not as safe 
as foods without GMO ingredients. 66% thought that GMOs posed health risks to humans and 
66.6% thought that GMOs posed risked to the environment. The majority of participants (59.7%) 
were not confident in the FDA and EPA to regulate the use of GMOs effectively. 

When looking at behavior changes related to GMOs, 53% of the respondents stated that they 
would not continue to buy products if they were labeled as containing GMOs. The majority of 
people (64%) said that they would be willing to pay more for foods that were guaranteed to be 
GMO-free verses those that were not. 

Although the data suggested 40 different significant relationships when bi-variate analyses were 
conducted for all of the GMO questions and gender, age, employment status, how often they read 
food labels, family composition, income, geographic location and definition of GMO correct or 
not, for the purpose of this report, the focus was on concern and behavior and these dependent 
variables listed above. When comparing Vermonters concerns about GMOs and their behaviors, 
the data suggested that there were no significant relationships between the four questions asked 
and age, family composition, income or education. 

This leads to the focus of the discussion of how concerned Vermont consumers are related to 
behavior changes. The poll asked the Vermont voters if they were concerned about GMOs in 
food and agricultural products. The data suggests that there was a significant relationship 
between concern and gender as well as concern and how frequently people read food labels. 
When you know the gender of the respondent, you could predict 7.8% better whether or not they 
are concerned about GMOs in food and agriculture. The strength of association is weak. When 
you are predicting concern using how frequently people read food labels, although there is a 
significant relationship between to the two variables, you can’t predict consumers concern any 
better knowing frequency of reading labels than if you didn’t know their behavior pattern. The 
charts below show the comparisons of concerns to the two dependent variables. For the 
concerned by gender chart, the majority of both men and women are concerned about GMOs in 
food and agriculture. Analyzing the chart with concern by frequency of reading food labels, both 
the majorities of frequency are concerned about GMOs in food and agriculture.  
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When frequency of reading food labels were tested with questions on behavior changes, the data 
implies significant relationships between reading labels and continuing to buy foods if they were 
labeled containing GMOs and paying more for foods that were guaranteed to be GMO-free. 
Although the data shows that the relationships are very significant, you cannot predict any better 
if they will continue to buy GMO products or if they will pay more for GMO-free products or 
not, if you know how frequently they read food labels. For both of these tests, the strength of 
association is weak. As the charts below suggest, the majority of people would not continue to 
buy foods that were labeled as containing GMOs and a large majority would pay more for foods 
that were guaranteed to be GMO-free. 
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When the issue of gender is brought into account on Vermonters behavior, there were significant 
relationships found between continuing to buy GMO foods and paying more for GMO-free 
foods. When you know gender, you can predict if a person will continue to buy foods containing 
GMOs 15.2% better than if you didn’t know gender. When you know gender, you can predict if 
a person will pay more for GMO-free foods 11.3% better than if you didn’t know gender. Both 
of these tests have weak strengths of association. The majority of people polled would not 
continue to buy foods that were labeled containing GMOs and the majority of people would pay 
more money to ensure that the foods they were purchasing were GMO-free. Looking deeper into 
the data, the data indicate that women are more likely than men to stop purchasing foods with 
GMOs and they are more likely to pay more for GMO-free foods. 
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When analyzing the data, there appeared to be a significant relationship between getting the 
definition of GMOs correct and whether a person would continue to buy foods labeled 
containing GMOs. Knowing if the consumer knows what GMOs are or not, did not help to 
predict any better whether a consumer would continue to buy products containing GMOs. There 
was no significant relationship detected between getting the definition correction or not and 
being concerned about GMOs in food and agriculture or paying more for foods guaranteed to be 
GMO-free. The most significant thing about the chart below is that the majority of people who 
got the definition correct, incorrect and didn’t know the definition, all would stop buying foods 
with GMO in them. In a sense, no matter if you knew the definition before or just learned it, 
most people would stop buying foods containing GMOs.  
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This seems to tell us as researchers that we need to do something about the issue of GMOs. First, 
the consumers need to know therefore, food and agriculture products should to have labels on 
them. The results suggest that if they are on containers, for the most part, they will be read. 
Secondly, the FDA might want to look closer at products that have been bioengineered and be 
able to guarantee the public that the products are safe. Thirdly, producers should really think 
about making products without GMOs because it a


