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Online survey questions

2



3



4



5



6



Notes: on page 7 of the survey, the participants did not see the PHP code but the 8
knowledge questions represented in the appendices of the paper. Same applies for the
personal 8 characters combination on page 7. Also, participants received a code to be
used in the laboratory approximately 2 weeks post survey such that we could match the
answers from the survey part and the lab part to the same participant, this code is the
personal 8 characters combination represented on page 8 of the survey.
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Instructions and consent form (same for both groups)

Figure 1: Instructions and general information
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Figure 2: Consent form opened by the button “click to expand”
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Willingness to pay (WTP)

Figure 3: Instructions on the information about beef

10



Figure 4: WTP for information on beef and animal welfare
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Figure 5: WTP for information on beef and the environment
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Figure 6: WTP for information on beef and health
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Figure 7: Instructions on the information about pork
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Figure 8: WTP for information on pork and animal welfare
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Figure 9: WTP for information on pork and the environment
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Figure 10: WTP for information on pork and health
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Attitudes
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Figure 11: Attitudes
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Constructing the attitudes scores

1. Meat Justification Score
Justification Score:

• God created animals for us to eat them.

• It is acceptable to eat meat because animals are raised for this
purpose.

• It is acceptable to eat meat because the animals killed for our
consumption have lower intellectual capacities than humans.

• It is acceptable to eat meat because the animals killed for our
consumption do not really suffer.

• Eating meat may be bad for the environment, but no more so than
eating vegetables or cereals.

• Eating meat is healthy.

• It’s natural to eat meat, it’s written in our genes.

• It’s normal to eat meat.

• Eating meat is necessary for good health.

• I like meat too much to stop eating it.

2. Consequences Score
Consequences Score:

• It is acceptable to eat meat because the animals killed for our
consumption do not really suffer.

• Eating meat may be bad for the environment, but no more so than
eating vegetables or cereals.

• Animals are mostly treated well in farms in Switzerland.

• The way meat is produced in Switzerland is morally wrong.

• Preserving jobs is more important than reducing CO2 emissions.

• Deforestation is a major concern for humanity.
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Judging

The participants assigned to the meat group were asked to judge the item
eaten after having answered WTP, attitudes and knowledge questions.

Figure 12: Judging the item eaten (meat group only)
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Information

Figure 13: Information offer results

Notes: Participants could scroll to read the whole article. The button “next” only ap-
peared after 3 minutes. Here a few examples of what they could be shown depending on
the randomly picked item (animal welfare, health or environment) and randomly picked
number (payoff) by the computer as well as the participants’ answers to the WTP ques-
tions.
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Figure 14: Article received when refusing the information on beef and the
item randomly picked by computer
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Figure 15: Article on beef and animal welfare
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Figure 16: Article on pork and the environment
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Last page - Thank you, payoffs and finish button

Figure 17: Acknowledgements, payoffs and finish button
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