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Wahl-O-Mat-Items

1. To combat terrorism, it should be possible to deploy the Bundeswehr at the interior.
2. There should be higher taxes on diesel fuel for passenger cars.
3. An annual upper limit should apply to the admission of new asylum seekers.
4. The federal government is to provide permanent financial support for the expansion of renewable energies.
5. The federal government should invest more in social housing. 
6. Study loans (BAföG) should be independent of parents income. 
7. Video surveillance should be expanded in public space.
8. Germany should support a debt relief for Greece.
9. In Germany, a general speed limit should be introduced.
10. Military spending should be increased.
11. Website operators should be obliged to delete fake-news brought to their attention.
12. Organic farming should be funded more than conventional agriculture. 
13. Child benefit should only be payed to German families.
14. Fixed-term contracts should be possible without giving reasons. 
15. It should be mandatory to vaccine children against infectious diseases. 
16. All banks are to be nationalized.
17. The genocide of European jews should continue to be a central part of our commemorative culture.
18. Budget surpluses are to be used primarily to reduce public debt.
19. Lifestock at the agricultural holdings should be limitable.
20. The continuation of lignite mining should be permitted. 
21. Entrepreneurs should still be able to employ temporary workers in the future. 
22. Children of imigrants who were born and raised in Germany should be allowed to hold dual citizenship.
23. Already after 40 years of contribution payments, retirement should be possible without discount. 
24. Germany should return to a national currency.
25. Woman’s quota for supervisory boards of listed companies should be abolished. 
26. High assets should be taxed.
27. It should be possible to convict children under the age of 14 for committed crimes. 
28. All citizens should be mandatorily insured with statutory health insurances.
29. The federal government should continue to fund projects against right-wing extremism.
30. The purchase of owner-occupied housing should be free of tax up to a certain level.
31. Arms exports from Germany are to be banned without exception.
32. The controlled sale of cannabis should generally be allowed.
33. The solidarity surcharge is to be completely abolished by the end of 2019.
34. It should be possible to cut benefits for recognized refugees who refuse to take integration measures.
35. Parents of elementary school children should have a legal claim entitlement of all-day care.
36. The reference to God in the constitution should remain. 
37. In Germany there should be an unconditional basic income.
38. Cooperation between the member states in the European Union is to be strengthened


Meat-Eating-Justification Scale (Rothgerber, 2013)

1. ﻿I enjoy eating meat too much to ever give it up. (PRO- MEAT)
2. ﻿Animals don’t really suffer when being raised and killed for meat. (DENY)
3. ﻿It’s acceptable to eat certain animals because they’re bred for that purpose. (HIER. JUST.)
4. ﻿To me, there is a real difference between animals we keep as pets and animals we eat as Food. (DICHOT.)
5. ﻿When I look at meat, I try hard not to connect it with an animal. (DISSOC.)
6. ﻿God intended for us to eat animals. (REL. JUST.)
7. ﻿I try not to think about what goes on in slaughterhouses. (AVOID)
8. ﻿Meat is essential for strong muscles. (HEALTH JUST.)
9. ﻿It wouldn’t surprise me to learn that scientists believe the human body (e.g., our teeth) has evolved to eat meat. (HD/FATE JUST.)
10. ﻿Meat tastes too good to worry about what all the critics say. (PRO-MEAT)
11. ﻿Animals do not feel pain the same way humans do. (DENY)
12. ﻿Humans are at the top of the food chain and meant to eat animals. (HIER. JUST.)
13. ﻿It seems wrong that people in some cultures eat dogs and cats. (DICHOT.)
14. ﻿I do not like to think about where the meat I eat comes from. (DISSOC.)
15. ﻿God gave us dominion over animals. (REL. JUST.)
16. ﻿I would have problems touring a slaughterhouse. (AVOID)
17. ﻿We need the protein we can only get in meat for healthy development. (HEALTH JUST.)
18. ﻿It violates human destiny and evolution to give up eating meat. (HD/FATE JUST.)
19. ﻿There is no food that satisfies me as much as a delicious piece of meat. (PRO-MEAT)
20. ﻿Meat is processed so that animal pain and discomfort is minimized and Avoided. (DENY)
21. ﻿Ultimately, animals are here to serve our needs. (HIER. JUST.)
22. ﻿I am more sensitive to the suffering of house pets like cats and dogs than other wild animals. (DICHOT.)
23. ﻿When I eat meat, I try not to think about the life of the animal I am eating. (DISSOC.)
24. ﻿It is God’s will that humans eat animals. (REL. JUST.)
25. ﻿I try to stay away when people start talking to me in graphic terms about how the animals we eat suffer. (AVOID)
26. ﻿We need meat for a healthy diet. (HEALTH JUST.)
27. ﻿Our early ancestors ate meat, and we are supposed to also. (HD/FATE JUST.)

Intercorrelations of political self-placements

	
	Self-Placement
Left-Right

	Self-Placement…
	

	General
	-.614***

	Social Policies
	-.583***

	Economic Policies
	-.236***


      Note: * p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.

Factor loading Matrix MFQ (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin: .875)

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	MFQ_H_EMOTIONALLY
	
	.563
	
	
	
	.211
	

	MFQ_F_TREATED
	
	.679
	
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_I_LOVECOUNTRY
	
	
	.264
	
	.508
	
	.398

	MFQ_A_RESPECT
	
	
	.662
	.231
	
	
	.213

	MFQ_P_DECENCY
	
	
	.302
	.478
	
	
	.262

	MFQ_H_WEAK
	
	.741
	
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_F_UNFAIRLY
	
	.733
	
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_I_BETRAY
	
	.438
	.513
	
	.209
	-.219
	

	MFQ_A_TRADITIONS
	
	
	.324
	.235
	.427
	
	.398

	MFQ_P_DISGUSTING
	
	
	
	.799
	
	
	

	MFQ_H_CRUEL
	
	.702
	
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_F_RIGHTS
	
	.705
	
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_I_LOYALTY
	
	.322
	.624
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_A_CHAOS
	
	.355
	.299
	.217
	
	
	.305

	MFQ_P_GOD
	
	
	
	.240
	.647
	
	

	MFQ_H_COMPASSION
	
	.317
	
	
	.276
	.567
	

	MFQ_F_FAIRLY
	
	.456
	
	
	
	.405
	

	MFQ_I_HISTORY
	
	
	
	
	.211
	
	.731

	MFQ_A_KIDRESPECT
	
	
	.667
	.244
	
	
	.254

	MFQ_P_HARMLESSDG
	
	
	
	.757
	
	
	

	MFQ_H_ANIMAL
	
	
	
	
	
	.49
	

	MFQ_F_JUSTICE
	
	.447
	
	
	
	.544
	

	MFQ_I_FAMILY
	
	
	.581
	
	.245
	.293
	

	MFQ_A_SEXROLES
	
	
	.461
	
	
	
	

	MFQ_P_UNNATURAL
	
	
	.213
	.663
	
	
	.213

	MFQ_H_KILL
	
	
	
	
	
	.616
	

	MFQ_F_RICH
	
	
	
	
	
	.314
	-.434

	MFQ_I_TEAM
	
	
	
	
	.584
	.23
	

	MFQ_A_SOLDIER
	
	
	.517
	
	
	
	.445

	MFQ_P_CHASTITY
	
	
	
	.314
	.579
	
	


Note: Varimax Rotation. Loadings below .200 were suppressed. 

	
	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6

	MFQ_H_EMOTIONALLY
	
	.563
	.103
	.108
	.114
	.211
	-.177

	MFQ_F_TREATED
	
	.679
	-.024
	.019
	-.035
	.127
	-.131

	MFQ_I_LOVECOUNTRY
	
	-.041
	.264
	.084
	.508
	-.086
	.398

	MFQ_A_RESPECT
	
	.132
	.662
	.231
	.199
	-.076
	.213

	MFQ_P_DECENCY
	
	.171
	.302
	.478
	.197
	-.083
	.262

	MFQ_H_WEAK
	
	.741
	.098
	-.039
	.025
	.143
	-.069

	MFQ_F_UNFAIRLY
	
	.733
	.026
	-.011
	-.080
	.145
	-.009

	MFQ_I_BETRAY
	
	.438
	.513
	.113
	.209
	-.219
	-.130

	MFQ_A_TRADITIONS
	
	.087
	.324
	.235
	.427
	-.101
	.398

	MFQ_P_DISGUSTING
	
	.157
	.097
	.799
	.051
	.018
	-.032

	MFQ_H_CRUEL
	
	.702
	-.032
	.112
	-.038
	.107
	.009

	MFQ_F_RIGHTS
	
	.705
	-.107
	-.053
	-.098
	.011
	.073

	MFQ_I_LOYALTY
	
	.322
	.624
	.078
	.166
	-.168
	-.127

	MFQ_A_CHAOS
	
	.355
	.299
	.217
	-.007
	-.006
	.305

	MFQ_P_GOD
	
	-.065
	.144
	.240
	.647
	-.052
	.053

	MFQ_H_COMPASSION
	
	.317
	-.144
	-.014
	.276
	.567
	-.062

	MFQ_F_FAIRLY
	
	.456
	-.149
	-.060
	-.044
	.405
	-.055

	MFQ_I_HISTORY
	
	-.110
	.068
	.010
	.211
	.015
	.731

	MFQ_A_KIDRESPECT
	
	-.077
	.667
	.244
	.006
	.089
	.254

	MFQ_P_HARMLESSDG
	
	-.098
	.138
	.757
	.197
	.171
	.009

	MFQ_H_ANIMAL
	
	.185
	.029
	.169
	-.109
	.490
	.023

	MFQ_F_JUSTICE
	
	.447
	-.109
	-.088
	.015
	.544
	.120

	MFQ_I_FAMILY
	
	-.118
	.581
	-.075
	.245
	.293
	-.016

	MFQ_A_SEXROLES
	
	-.147
	.461
	.137
	-.034
	-.061
	.055

	MFQ_P_UNNATURAL
	
	-.046
	.213
	.663
	.188
	.180
	.213

	MFQ_H_KILL
	
	.078
	.117
	.192
	.009
	.616
	-.126

	MFQ_F_RICH
	
	.128
	-.083
	-.186
	.149
	.314
	-.434

	MFQ_I_TEAM
	
	.051
	-.024
	-.025
	.584
	.230
	-.045

	MFQ_A_SOLDIER
	
	-.158
	.517
	.046
	-.021
	.083
	.445

	MFQ_P_CHASTITY
	
	-.197
	.127
	.314
	.579
	-.080
	.092


Note: Varimax Rotation. No loading suppressed. 



	
	
	

	MFQ_H_EMOTIONALLY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone suffered emotionally 

	MFQ_F_TREATED
	Relevance
	Whether or not some people were treated differently from others

	MFQ_I_LOVECOUNTRY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone’s action showed love for his or her country

	MFQ_A_RESPECT
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone showed a lack of respect for authority 

	MFQ_P_DECENCY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone violated standards of purity and decency

	MFQ_X_MATH
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was good at math

	MFQ_H_WEAK
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone cared for someone weak or vulnerable

	MFQ_F_UNFAIRLY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone acted unfairly

	MFQ_I_BETRAY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone did something to betray his or her group

	MFQ_A_TRADITIONS
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone conformed to the traditions of society 

	MFQ_P_DISGUSTING
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone did something disgusting

	MFQ_H_CRUEL
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was cruel

	MFQ_F_RIGHTS
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was denied his or her rights

	MFQ_I_LOYALTY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone showed a lack of loyalty

	MFQ_A_CHAOS
	Relevance
	Whether or not an action caused chaos or disorder

	MFQ_P_GOD
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone acted in a way that God would approve of

	
	
	

	MFQ_H_COMPASSION
	Judgement
	Compassion for those who are suffering is the most crucial virtue.

	MFQ_F_FAIRLY
	Judgement
	When the government makes laws, the number one principle should be ensuring that everyone is treated fairly.

	MFQ_I_HISTORY
	Judgement
	I am proud of my country’s history.

	MFQ_A_KIDRESPECT
	Judgement
	Respect for authority is something all children need to learn.

	MFQ_P_HARMLESSDG
	Judgement
	People should not do things that are disgusting, even if no one is harmed. 

	MFQ_X_GOOD
	Judgement
	It is better to do good than to do bad.

	MFQ_H_ANIMAL
	Judgement
	One of the worst things a person could do is hurt a defenseless animal.

	MFQ_F_JUSTICE
	Judgement
	Justice is the most important requirement for a society.

	MFQ_I_FAMILY
	Judgement
	People should be loyal to their family members, even when they have done something wrong. 

	MFQ_A_SEXROLES
	Judgement
	Men and women each have different roles to play in society.

	MFQ_P_UNNATURAL
	Judgement
	I would call some acts wrong on the grounds that they are unnatural.

	MFQ_H_KILL
	Judgement
	It can never be right to kill a human being.

	MFQ_F_RICH
	Judgement
	I think it’s morally wrong that rich children inherit a lot of money while poor children inherit nothing.

	MFQ_I_TEAM
	Judgement
	It is more important to be a team player than to express oneself.

	MFQ_A_SOLDIER
	Judgement
	If I were a soldier and disagreed with my commanding officer’s orders, I would obey anyway because that is my duty.

	MFQ_P_CHASTITY
	Judgement
	Chastity is an important and valuable virtue.

	MFQ_H_EMOTIONALLY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone suffered emotionally 

	MFQ_F_TREATED
	Relevance
	Whether or not some people were treated differently from others

	MFQ_I_LOVECOUNTRY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone’s action showed love for his or her country

	MFQ_A_RESPECT
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone showed a lack of respect for authority 

	MFQ_P_DECENCY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone violated standards of purity and decency

	MFQ_X_MATH
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was good at math

	MFQ_H_WEAK
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone cared for someone weak or vulnerable

	MFQ_F_UNFAIRLY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone acted unfairly

	MFQ_I_BETRAY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone did something to betray his or her group

	MFQ_A_TRADITIONS
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone conformed to the traditions of society 

	MFQ_P_DISGUSTING
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone did something disgusting

	MFQ_H_CRUEL
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was cruel

	MFQ_F_RIGHTS
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone was denied his or her rights

	MFQ_I_LOYALTY
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone showed a lack of loyalty

	MFQ_A_CHAOS
	Relevance
	Whether or not an action caused chaos or disorder

	MFQ_P_GOD
	Relevance
	Whether or not someone acted in a way that God would approve of


Note: Questionnaire retrieved from https://moralfoundations.org/questionnaires/.


Moral Foundation Vignettes 

Because, in advance, we expected MFQ-Scales to be less reliable than they actually turned out to be based on extensive literature research (see for example Nilsson et al., 2016; Kugler et al., 2014), we decided to add the Moral Foundation Vignettes (MFV; Clifford et al., 2015) as a second measure of moral foundations. Here, participants are asked to state to what extent concrete behaviors described in short vignettes are morally wrong on a five-point scale (“not at all wrong” to “very wrong”). Of the 79 items used, 27 tap the Care-Foundation (e.g. “You see a man snickering as he passes by a cancer patient with a bald head.”), twelve tap the Fairness-Foundation (e.g. “You see a runner taking a shortcut on the course during the marathon in order to win.”), 14 tap Authority (e.g. “You see a teenage girl coming home late and ignoring her parents' strict curfew.”), 16 tap Loyalty (e.g. “You see an employee joking with competitors about how bad his company did last year.”) and ten tap the Purity-Foundation (e.g. “You see a man searching through the trash to find women's discarded underwear.”). The items were translated to German, retranslated, and modified independently by the authors and research assistants. As expected, presumably due to the same format of all items, internal consistencies in the present sample turned out to be higher than for the MFQ: Care: ⍺ = .91; Fairness: ⍺ = .81; Authority: ⍺ = .86; Loyalty: ⍺ = .88; Purity: ⍺ = .78. Due to space-restrictions, the extensive validation, and acceptable reliabilities of the MFQ, in the manuscript, we focus on the respective results to increase comparability with previous studies. However, all analyses described in the results section were repeated using the MFV-Scores. The respective results are presented in the following.
Moderation Analyses (MFV) 


Predicting harm-, fairness-, loyalty- and authority-scores by the CAP score and political orientation did not yield significant interaction effects (all ps >. 08). By contrast, significant interactions were found when predicting purity (F(1,662) = 6.93, p  = .009). CAP’s effect on purity decreased across moderator values indicating left-leaning (b = .12, t = .06, p = .002), centrist (b = .06, t = 2.15, p < .032) and right-leaning (b < .01, t = -.13, p = .900) political orientations. Furthermore, Johnson-Neyman significance regions indicate that CAP’s association with purity even becomes negative with stronger right-wing-orientation (> 3.5 SDs). However, replacing CAP by the dichotomous variable contrasting veg*ns vs. omnivores did not yield a significant interaction.
Figures 3 and 4 (MFV)



[image: ]
Note: c: total effect; c’: direct effect; axb: indirect effect. * p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.



[image: ]
Note: c: total effect; c’: direct effect; axb: indirect effect. * p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.



Table 2. Partial intercorrelations of political orientation, meat-eating, meat-eating justification strategies and moral foundations (MFV).
	
	
	1.
	2.
	3.
	4.
	5.
	6.
	7.
	8.
	9.
	10.
	11.
	12.
	13.
	14.
	15.
	16.
	17.
	18.

	Political Orientation
	1. Self-Placement
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	2. WoM_Com
	.67***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	3. CAP
	.34***
	.40***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Meat Eating Justification
	4. Pro Meat
	.32***
	.40***
	.64***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	5.Denial
	.29***
	.30***
	.39***
	.46***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	6. Hierarchy
	.37***
	.41***
	.49***
	.62***
	.59***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	7. Dichotomization
	.16***
	.22***
	.28***
	.34***
	.23***
	.34***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	8. Dissociation
	.13***
	.18***
	.34***
	.34***
	.13***
	.24***
	.42***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	9. Religion
	.28***
	.33***
	.36***
	.41***
	.39***
	.58***
	.25***
	.17***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	10. Avoidance
	.05
	.07
	.08*
	.12**
	.03
	.08*
	.42***
	.57***
	.12**
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	11. Health
	.37***
	.49***
	.56***
	.63***
	.47***
	.61***
	.35***
	.32***
	.42***
	.12**
	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	12. Fate
	.38***
	.46***
	.51***
	.61***
	.48***
	.70***
	.29***
	.24***
	.50***
	.08*
	.68***
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	
	13.Total
	.39***
	.47***
	.61***
	.76***
	.59***
	.77***
	.63***
	.61***
	.61***
	.46***
	.77***
	.75***
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Moral Foundations
	14. Harm
	-.14***
	-.17***
	-.08*
	-.13**
	-.20***
	-.19***
	.02
	.03
	-.06
	.11**
	-.10*
	-.17***
	-.10**
	
	
	
	
	

	
	15. Fairness
	.06
	.02
	.05
	.01
	-.03
	.03
	-.03
	.02
	.02
	-.01
	.05
	.07
	.02
	.53***
	
	
	
	

	
	16. Loyalty
	.27***
	.30***
	.21***
	.16***
	.14***
	.16***
	.12**
	.12**
	.24***
	.08*
	.23***
	.16***
	.23***
	.37***
	.42***
	
	
	

	
	17. Authority
	.25***
	.27***
	.21***
	.15***
	.14***
	.18***
	.06
	.07
	.23***
	.05
	.23***
	.19***
	.21***
	.42***
	.57***
	.65***
	
	

	
	18. Purity
	.17***
	.14***
	.12**
	.14***
	.12**
	.14***
	.28***
	.17***
	.18***
	.21***
	.17***
	.13**
	.26***
	.31***
	.27***
	.41***
	.36***
	

	
	19. Progress
	-.35***
	-.41***
	-.26***
	-.27***
	-.31***
	-.30***
	-.24***
	-.14***
	-.33***
	-.12**
	-.32***
	-.27***
	-.37***
	.29***
	.24***
	-.55***
	-.40***
	-.56***


Note: Age, gender and educational Status were partialled out. MFV: Moral Foundation Vignettes; CAP: Consumption of Animal Products; WoM_com: Composite Wahl-O-Mat measure. * p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.

Table 3. Mediation analyses for meat-eating justification and moral foundation subscales.
	X
	Y
	
	M
	c 
	c‘
	axb
	

	SP_LR (WoM_com)
	CAP
	
	Harm
	.33*** (.40***)
	.33*** (.40***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.33*** (.40***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.30*** (.37***)
	.03* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.30*** (.37***)
	.03* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.32*** (.39***)
	.01 (.01*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.28*** (.36***)
	.05* (.05*)
	

	SP_LR (WoM_com)
	MEJ…
	Pro-Meat
	Harm
	.32*** (.41***)
	.31*** (.39***)
	.01* (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.32*** (.41***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.30*** (.39***)
	.02 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.30*** (.39***)
	.02 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.30*** (.39***)
	.01* (.01*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.26*** (.35***)
	.06* (.05*)
	

	
	
	Denial
	Harm
	.29*** (.30***)
	.26*** (.28***)
	.02* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.29*** (.31***)
	<.01(<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.27*** (.29***)
	.02 (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.27*** (.29***)
	.02* (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.28*** (.29***)
	.01 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.21*** (.21***)
	.08* (.09*)
	

	
	
	Hierarchy
	Harm
	.36*** (.41***)
	.34*** (.39***)
	.02* (.02*)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.36*** (.41***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.34*** (.40***)
	.02 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.33*** (.39***)
	.02* (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.35*** (.40***)
	.01* (.01*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.29*** (.35***)
	.07* (.07*)
	

	
	
	Dichotomization
	Harm
	.16*** (.22***)
	.16*** (.23***)
	<.01 (-.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.16*** (.22***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.14*** (.20***)
	.02 (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.15*** (.22***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.11*** (.19***)
	.04* (.04*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.09* (.15***)
	.07* (.08***)
	

	
	
	Dissociation
	Harm
	.13*** (.19***)
	.14*** (.20***)
	<.01 (-.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.13*** (.19***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.11** (.17***)
	.02* (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.12** (.18***)
	.01 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.11** (.17***)
	.03* (.02*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.10* (.15***)
	.04* (.04*)
	

	
	
	Religion
	Harm
	.28*** (.33***)
	.28*** (.33***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.28*** (.33***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.23*** (.28***)
	.05* (.05*)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.24*** (.29***)
	.04* (.04*)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.26*** (.31***)
	.02* (.02*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.19*** (.23***)
	.09* (.10*)
	

	
	
	Avoidance
	Harm
	.05 (.07)
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	n.a.
	n.a.
	

	
	
	Health
	Harm
	.37*** (.50***)
	.36*** (.50***)
	.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.37*** (.50***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.33*** (.47***)
	.04* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.33*** (.47***)
	.04* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.35*** (.49***)
	.02* (.01*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.29*** (.44***)
	.07* (.06*)
	

	
	
	Fate
	Harm
	.37*** (.47***)
	.36*** (.46***)
	.02* (.02*)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.37*** (.47***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.36*** (.47***)
	.02 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.35*** (.45***)
	.03* (.02)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.36*** (.46***)
	.01 (.01)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.32*** (.43***)
	.05* (.04*)
	

	
	
	Total
	Harm
	.39*** (.49***)
	.38*** (.48***)
	.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Fairness
	
	.39*** (.49***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	

	
	
	
	Loyalty
	
	.35*** (.46***)
	.04* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Authority
	
	.35*** (.46***)
	.03* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Purity
	
	.35*** (.46***)
	.03* (.03*)
	

	
	
	
	Progress
	
	.29*** (.40***)
	.10* (.09*)
	


Note: SP_LR: Self-Placement Left-Right; CAP: Consumption of Animal Products; X: Predictor; 
Y: criterion, M: Mediator; c: Total Effect, c’: direct effect; axb: indirect effect. 
* p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.  Significance of indirect effects (axb) was estimated by 
bootstrapping. Number of asterisks thus is no viable indicator of significance levels. 
Age, gender and educational status were entered as covariates in all analyses. Completely standardized coefficients are reported. 
Table 4. Dual serial mediation models.
	X
	Y
	M1
	M2
	
	c
	c‘
	a1xb1
	a2xb2
	a1xdxb2

	SP_LR
	CAP
	Harm
	MEJ…
	Pro-Meat
	.33*** (.40***)
	.15*** (.18***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.18* (.22*)
	.01* (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.25*** (.32***)
	<.01 (-.01)
	.08* (.08*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.19*** (.25***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.14* (.15*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.29*** (.35***)
	.01 (<.01)
	.04* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.29*** (.35***)
	.01 (<.01)
	.04* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.25*** (.32***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.08* (.08*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.33*** (.40***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.15*** (.17***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.18* (.24*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.17*** (.22***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.16* (.19*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.12*** (.15***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.21* (.26*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	Fairness
	
	Pro-Meat
	
	.15*** (.17***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.19* (.23*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.24*** (.31***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.09* (.09*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.18*** (.24***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.15* (.16*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.30*** (.36***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.04* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.29*** (.35***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.04* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.25*** (.32***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.08* (.08*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.33*** (.40***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.15*** (.17***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.18* (.24*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.17*** (.21***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.16* (.19*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.12*** (.14***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.21* (.26*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	Loyalty
	
	Pro-Meat
	
	.13*** (.15***)
	.02* (.02*)
	.17* (.22*)
	.01 (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.22*** (.29***)
	.03* (.02*)
	.08* (.08*)
	.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.16*** (.22***)
	.03* (.02*)
	.14* (.15*)
	.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.27*** (.34***)
	.03* (.02*)
	.03* (.04*)
	.01* (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.27*** (.33***)
	.03* (.02)
	.03* (.04*)
	.01* (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.24*** (.31***)
	.02* (.02)
	.06* (.07*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.30*** (.37***)
	.03* (.03*)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.14*** (.15***)
	.01* (.02)
	.16* (.22*)
	.02* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.15*** (.19***)
	.03* (.03*)
	.15* (.19*)
	.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.11*** (.13***)
	.01 (.01)
	.19* (.24*)
	.02* (.02*)

	
	
	Authority
	
	Pro-Meat
	
	.13*** (.15***)
	.02* (.02*)
	.17* (.22*)
	.01 (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.22*** (.29***)
	.03* (.02*)
	.08* (.08*)
	.01 (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.17*** (.23***)
	.02* (.02)
	.14* (.15*)
	.01* (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.27*** (.33***)
	.03* (.03*)
	.03* (.04*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.27*** (.33***)
	.03* (.03*)
	.04* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.24*** (.30***)
	.02* (.02)
	.06* (.07*)
	.01* (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.30*** (.37***)
	.03* (.03*)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.14*** (.15***)
	.01 (.02)
	.16* (.22*)
	.02* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.15*** (.19***)
	.02* (.02*)
	.15* (.18*)
	.01* (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.11*** (.13***)
	.01 (.02)
	.19* (.24*)
	.02* (.01*)

	
	
	Purity
	
	Pro-Meat
	
	.15*** (.17***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.18* (.22*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.24*** (.31***)
	.01 (.01)
	.09* (.09*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.18*** (.24***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.14* (.15*)
	.01* (<.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.30*** (.36***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.03* (.04*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.29*** (.35***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.03* (.04*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.25*** (.32***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.07* (.08*)
	.01* (<.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.32*** (.39***)
	.01 (.01)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.15*** (.17***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.17* (.23*)
	.01* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.17*** (.21***)
	.01 (<.01)
	.16* (.19*)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.13*** (.15***)
	<.01 (-.01)
	.20* (.25*)
	.02* (.02*)

	
	
	Progress
	
	Pro-Meat
	
	.13*** (.16***)
	.02 (.02)
	.15* (.20*)
	.04* (.03*)

	
	
	
	
	Denial
	
	.22*** (.30***)
	.03* (.02)
	.06* (.06*)
	.02* (.03*)

	
	
	
	
	Hierarchy
	
	.16*** (.23***)
	.03* (.02)
	.12* (.13*)
	.03* (.03*)

	
	
	
	
	Dichotomization
	
	.26*** (.33***)
	.04* (.03*)
	.02 (.03*)
	.02* (.01*)

	
	
	
	
	Dissociation
	
	.25*** (.32***)
	.04* (.04*)
	.03* (.04*)
	.01* (.01)

	
	
	
	
	Religion
	
	.23*** (.30***)
	.03* (.02)
	.05* (.06*)
	.02* (.02)

	
	
	
	
	Avoidance
	
	.28*** (.35***)
	.05* (.05*)
	<.01 (<.01)
	<.01 (<.01)

	
	
	
	
	Health
	
	.14*** (.15***)
	.02 (.02)
	.14* (.21*)
	.04* (.03*)

	
	
	
	
	Fate
	
	.14*** (.18***)
	.03* (.03*)
	.13* (.17*)
	.02* (.02*)

	
	
	
	
	Total
	
	.12*** (.15***)
	<.01 (<.01)
	.16* (.21*)
	.05* (.05*)


Note: SP_LR: Self-Placement Left-Right; CAP: Consumption of Animal Products; X: Predictor; 
Y: criterion, M: Mediator; c: Total Effect, c’: direct effect; axb: indirect effect 1; a2xb2: indirect effect 2; 
a1xdxb2: indirect effect 3. * p ≤ .05, ** ≤ .01, *** ≤ .001.  Significance of indirect effects (axb) was 
estimated by bootstrapping. Number of asterisks thus is no viable indicator of significance levels. 
Age, gender and educational status were entered as covariates in all analyses. Completely 
standardized coefficients are reported. 



Additional discussion aspects on MFV results

Patterns were similar, although generally lower in extent when using an alternative measure of moral foundations, the Moral Foundation Vignettes (MFV; see appendix). This is probably due to the different nature of both instruments: While the MFQ combines judgment- and relevance-items, the MFV consists of judgment-items only. Assigning relevance to certain moral values may be more self-expressive than judging concrete incidents (Wolsko et al., 2016). One may infer that the connection between the political orientation and veg*nism is - in part - explainable by how important certain moral foundations generally are to people, less so by actual judgments made under possibly very specific conditions. Consider evidence by Bostyn, Roets, & Van Hiel (2016): Although people scoring high in Right-Wing-Authoritarianism (RWA), who tend to be conservative (e.g., Altemeyer, 1981), generally oppose euthanasia (Kemmelmeier, Burnstein, & Peng, 1999), the authors found a negative correlation between RWA and approval for not euthanizing a man, in a situation where euthanasia would help the man’s family enormously (i.e., activating the loyalty-foundation). Thus, to predict how right- and left-wingers will decide, which lifestyles they will adopt and to which framing they may react, it is worthwhile to focus on differentially endorsed moral foundations and strive to understand how these work precisely in diverse contexts. 
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