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Introduction 
Economic factors play a crucial role and could affect personal nutrition status and health. Economic decision factors such as food price and income do influence people’s food choices. Moreover, food costs are a barrier for low income-families to healthier food choices. Several studies indicate that diet costs are associated with dietary quality and also food safety. Food prices have surged over the past couple of years (2007-9) and raised serious concerns about food security around the world. Rising food prices are having severe impacts on population health and nutritional status. Therefore, people who change their diet pattern for economic reasons may develop a range of nutritionally-related disorders and diseases, from so-called over-nutrition to or with under-nutrition even within the one household.
Foodborne illness generates costs that are borne by households whose members become ill, the food industry, and the regulatory and public health sectors (Figure 1). The array of societal costs of foodborne illnesses in these 3 main groups is shown in Table 3. Analyses that estimate the costs of foodborne disease often include only the medical costs of individuals or household, costs of lost productivity, and premature death and exclude others costs (eg, pain and suffering, institutional care) because of lack of adequate data.
Individual food choices interplay with environmental and individual factors. Environmental factors which influence eating behavior include a changing food supply,increased eating out, food advertising, healthy eating promotion, education and food pricing.19,20 For individuals, taste, perceived value (such as price and portion size) and perceived nutrition value are the three main dimensions related to food choice. (Lo et al., 2009)
Food safety is the probability of not suffering some hazard from consuming a specific food. Consumers are faced with a wide range of competitively priced food products but these should consistently meet certain quality standards. Consumers’ attitudes towards food safety are not an independent but they are linked to consumers’ demographic and socio-economic status, culture, personal preferences and experiences. (Wilcock et al., 2004) In addition to being safe, food should be aesthetically pleasing, good tasting, and consistent with the product image. Variations within the same batch or between batches of a product must be kept to a minimum since consumers interpret them as an indication of production faults. Therefore, quality control is essential in the food industry, with particular emphasis on very high sanitary and hygienic operating standards. (Tritscher et al., 2013)
FAO held a Technical Consultation on the Integration of Consumer Interest in Food Control and critical consumer concerns: nutritional quality; safety standards; labeling; environmental contaminants; food irradiation; and the application of modern biotechnology to food production and processing.  Safe Food International was established on the principle that, while food-safety hazards vary from region to region, consumers in all parts of the world are critically concerned about the safety of the food they eat  (WHO, 2014).  As food production changes from local systems to international ones, consumers are demanding that food safety programs at home and abroad ensure that the food marketed to their families is safe to eat. National food-safety programs are usually funded by taxes paid by consumers, who depend on those programs to protect their health. (Tritscher et al., 2013)
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developing countries, where it is more difficult to separate water and foodborne illness, approximately 2.2 million people die from these causes (Rocourt et al. 2003; WHO 2002). Such a level of illness and mortality drains productivity, imposing an in-kind of tax on human energy
Chemical hazards remain a concern. In 1996, the United States passed the first major pesticide.
New technologies, such as genetically modified foods and, more recently, nanotechnologies, often raise public concern and calls for new regulation. Consumer attitudes toward new technologies have differed considerably across countries, leading to differences in laws and the threat of trade disputes.
Globalization has brought many benefits to consumers, including more varied and nutritious food supplies throughout the year, but it has also complicated management of both infectious and noninfectious foodborne hazards. In developing countries, globalization has helped increase incomes. Globalization has also fostered industrialization and urbanization, which can strain capacity for adequate sanitation and safe food handling (Kaferstein et al. 1997;WHO 2002). It can also lead to more rapid spread of foodborne disease. Poor sanitation in developing countries can result in contamination of food exports to developed countries.
effort has gone into producing model standards. These include commodity standards aimed at preventing consumer fraud, quantitative standards for food
additives, and quantitative tolerances for contaminants such as pesticides and veterinary drugs.
The commission has also developed a set of recommended practices referred to as codes of
practice or guidelines. These include guidelines for HACCP systems and an international food
hygiene code (CAC 1997, CAC 1999). Codex has adopted more than 200 standards, close to 50.
Economists play multiple roles in informing food safety policy. Most commonly, they are
called on to assess the costs and benefits of proposed policies. Most OECD countries now
require some form of economic analysis of major policies. Ideally, economists also play a role in
the design of policy innovations. They also have the capacity to play a greater role in improving
the accuracy of risk assessment. Economic research that increases our understanding of how food
safety risks are generated in food production, processing, marketing and preparation, and how

Consumer Behavior and Food Safety Aspects
1. Microbial Contamination
Microbiological considerations are an even greater challenge to safety of food because potentially harmful microorganisms and their toxins have the ability either to grow rapidly from very low numbers in food or to proliferate in the human body once ingested. Although incidences of bacterial contamination of food are occasional, their consequences are vast, resulting in illnesses, deaths, and loss of production and public confidence in the food industry. Undercooked meat or unwashed vegetables, in addition to unhygienic food processing exposes consumers to E.coli poisoning   which has been reported to even cause death  (Fortin, 2006). 
2. Food irradiation
Irradiation, carried out under conditions of Good Manufacturing Practices (GMPs), is recommended as a safe and effective food processing method that can reduce the risk of food poisoning and preserve foods without detriment to health and with minimal effect on nutritional quality (Shahbaz et al., 2016). Food irradiation is the process of exposing food to a carefully controlled amount of ionising energy. Applications to different foods, such as meats, seafood and vegetables, have been recommended to improve microbiological safety and reduce spoilage or sprouting (Wilcock et al., 2004).
Surveys and market studies carried out to assess consumer attitudes to food irradiation have consistently shown that many consumers have misconceptions about the technology in the sense that irradiation could make the food radioactive. However, when consumers were given information on the irradiation process and a chance to try irradiated products, as in market trials, they were much more likely to accept this technology. Food irradiation has been shown to be effective in destroying bacteria and protect against food borne illness. (Shahbaz et al., 2016; Wilcock et al., 2004)
3. Genetically Modified foods
Consumers’ concerns about food are based on worries not only about health but also about agriculture, ecology and food culture. Technological and environmental changes associated with modern food production, such as genetic engineering and the use of pesticides, are also of vital importance for society and of increasing interest to consumer (Wilcock et al., 2004)
Consumer organizations in favour of consumer interested have made it  mandatory for  labeling for GM products, so that the consumer is the one decides for or against such products (Valant, 2015).  Labeling needs to be homogeneous and explain the degree of tolerance of GM products, compared with non-GM, as well as explaining GM content, or otherwise, and the way in which these articles of consumption are manufactured. The label should also include contact data. (Sebastian-Ponce et al., 2014)



4. Food Adulteration
Food adulteration includes various forms of practices, such as mixing, substituting, concealing the quality of food by mislabeling, putting up decomposed or expired food, and adding toxic substances. It is an age-old problem that affects people at all societal strata. The consequences of food adulteration are two-fold for the consumers: the economic loss by paying more for lower-quality food items and the health hazards. The health hazards can result from either addition of deleterious substances or removal of a vital component.  Some adulterants may even lead to death. Some use harmful chemicals to make the products more lucrative, increase shelf life, substitute for unavailable natural raw materials, and reduce price of the goods (Nasreen & Ahmed, 2014)

5. Chemicals and Heavy metals
Food also can carry traces of hazardous chemicals, like pesticides or heavy metals, that cause neurological and hormonal damage as well as cancer. The numerous health benefits provided by for example, fish consumption may be compromised by the presence of toxic metals and metalloids such as lead, cadmium, arsenic and mercury, which can have harmful effects on the human body if consumed in toxic quantities. The monitoring of metal concentrations  is important to ensure compliance with food safety regulations and consequent consumer protection (Wilcock et al., 2004).The toxicity of these metals maybe dependent on their chemical forms, and metal concentrations to either cause  acute or chronic effects. (Bosch et al., 2016)

Conclusion
Governments and consumer organizations should maintain, develop or improve food safety measures, including  safety criteria, food standards and dietary requirements and effective monitoring, inspection and evaluation mechanisms to protect consumers from the above mentioned food safety concerns (WHO, 2014) .
It is important to educate the consumers to the reality that food safety is an important global issue for all stakeholders, from general public to regulatory agencies. However, prior to educating, it is important to understand the diverse food safety issues relevant to consumers. Professional bodies have the role to educate consumers on the advantages and limitations of the technology so that they can make informed and rational decisions about food safety issues. (Wilcock et al., 2004)
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industrial structure influences these processes, can support this work. Research into consumer
perceptions of and attitudes toward risk, their willingness to pay to reduce risks, and the
economic burden of foodborne disease supports it as well.
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