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Introduction  
 

 

Animal cloning is the creation of a genetically identical copy of an existing or previously existing 

animal. This Flash Eurobarometer survey asked citizens of the EU to clarify their attitudes towards 

animal cloning, and its perceived effects on a number of areas including food safety, ethical and 

animal welfare concerns.  

 
The surveyôs fieldwork was carried out between 3 and 7 July 2008. Over 25,000 randomly selected 
citizens aged 15 years and above were interviewed in the 27 EU Member States. Interviews were 

predominantly carried out via fixed telephone, approximately 1,000 in each country (in Cyprus, 

Luxembourg and Malta the targeted size was 500). Part of the interviews in Finland and Austria were 

carried out over mobile telephones. Due to the relatively low fixed telephone coverage in the Czech 
Republic, Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia, 300 individuals were sampled 

and interviewed face to face as well.  

 

To correct for sampling disparities, a post-stratification weighting of the results was implemented, 

based on important socio-demographic variables. More details on survey methodology are included in 

the Annex of this report.  
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Main findings  
 

¶ A large majority  of EU citizens (81%) said they knew the term animal cloning, and answered 

correctly that ñcloning is making an identical copy of an existing animalò (80%). Only 7% of the 
interviewees said they had never heard of animal cloning. 

¶ Faced with several statements regarding the ethics of animal cloning, the vast majority of EU 

citizens agreed that: 

Á the long-term effects of animal cloning on nature were unknown (84%) 

Á animal cloning might lead to human cloning (77%)  
Á animal cloning was morally wrong (61%)  

Á cloning might decrease the genetic diversity within livestock populations (63%). 

EU citizens were split in their opinions whether animal cloning would cause animals unnecessary 
pain, suffering and distress: 41% agreed with the statement, while 42% disagreed.  

¶ A quarter of EU citizens (23%) answered that animal cloning to preserve endangered animals 

would be justifiable without constraints, while 44% were willing to accept such cloning under 

certain circumstances. Similar proportions accepted animal cloning ï with or without constraints ï 
to improve robustness of animals against diseases (16% and 41%, respectively). 

EU citizens were significantly less willing to accept animal cloning for food production 

purposes: 58% said that such cloning should never be justified. 

Three-quarters of interviewees also agreed that there could be ethical grounds for rejecting animal 
cloning, and 69% agreed that animal cloning would risk treating animals as commodities rather 

than creatures with feelings. 

¶ 38% of the respondents answered that none of the potential benefits presented to them (health or 

economic) would justify breeding cloned animals for food production. 

Respondents who agreed that such benefits exist, chose the fact that animal cloning might help 

to solve the worldwide food problems as the single most important benefit to justify cloning 

(31%). Only half as many respondents (14%) chose nutrition and health benefits and 9% selected 

price and economic benefits in the first place.  

¶ The food industry emerged as the sector that would ultimately benefit if animal cloning for 

food production purposes was allowed: 86% of respondents answered that the food industry would 

benefit. Respondents were more in doubt about the fact that farmers and consumers would benefit 

from breeding cloned animals for food production. 

Only three out of 10 respondents agreed that using cloning for food production would be much 

more efficient in the long run and lower the cost of food products for consumers, and 16% thought 

that animal cloning for food production would be necessary for the European food industry to be 
competitive. 

¶ EU citizens rated information provided by scientists about the safety of cloned animals meant 

for human consumption as the most trustworthy : 25% of the interviewees selected scientists as 

the single most trusted source for information. 

¶ A majority of EU citizens said that it was unlikely that they would buy meat or milk from 

cloned animals, even if a trusted source stated that such products were safe to eat: 20% said it was 
somewhat unlikely and 43% answered it was not at all likely.  

¶ Eight out of 10 EU citizens (83%) said that special labelling should be required if food products 

from the offspring of cloned animals become available in the shops.  
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¶  

1. What is animal cloning?   
 

1.1 Awareness of the term ñanimal cloningò 
 

A large majority of EU citizens said they knew the meaning of the term animal cloning (81%). Only 

one in 10 interviewees (11%) said they had heard of the term but did not know its meaning and 7% 

claimed they had never heard of it. 

 

The individual country results showed some variations in the familiarity with the term animal cloning, 

see the graph below
1
. The awareness levels were the highest in Denmark, followed by Slovenia, 

Luxembourg and the Netherlands; between 91% and 96% of respondents in these countries had heard 

of the term animal cloning and knew what it meant ï virtually no respondents were unaware of the 

term.  

 

The concept of animal cloning was less known to Lithuanian citizens, but the awareness level was still 

relatively high; 63% of Lithuanians knew the meaning of the term compared to a quarter who had 

heard of the term but did not know its meaning and 12% who had never heard of it. The situation was 

very similar in Bulgaria and Romania, where approximately two-thirds of respondents knew the 

meaning of the term (65% and 68%, respectively), a fifth had heard of the term but did not know its 

meaning (20% and 17%, respectively), and slightly more than a tenth had never heard of it (13% in 

both countries). The proportion of respondents who admitted being unaware of the term, however, was 

the highest in Malta (23%).  

 

The breakdown showed that the proportion of respondents who knew the meaning of the term animal 

cloning was generally higher in the EU15 than in the new Member States (NMS). 

Q1.Are you aware of the term ñanimal cloningò?
Base: all respondents

% by country

Awareness of the term ñanimal cloning ò
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1 Please note that percentages on graphs and tables do not always add up to the total, due to rounding. 


