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Subject of Review:

The GFSI has emerged as a leading industry-led food safety
framework. Its main purpose is to harmonize standards across different
food-safety certifiers and reduce foodborne illness risks. Nevertheless,
can these certification programs reduce pathogens in raw poultry
products? This report analyzes the relationship between GFSI-
recognized certifications and pathogen detection rates in raw poultry
products. We focus on three prominent certifications: Safe Quality
Food, Brand Reputation through Compliance Global Standard, and
Food Safety System Certification 22000. Understanding the impact of
GFSI-recognized certifications can be valuable for public health,
market efficiency, and policy direction. Foodborne illnesses
attributable to poultry cost the United States nearly $9 billion annually
(Scharff 2020). If the certifications do not reliably reduce food safety
risks, they may be an inefficient use of resources. This study
contributes to the debate on effective strategies for safeguarding public
health in the food industry. Assessing the empirical relationship
between GFSI-recognized certifications and pathogen detection rates
provides valuable insights for policymakers, industry stakeholders, and
consumer advocacy groups.
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