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Details on Regression models 
 
 
For the ordered model, we took the full set of observations and used a five-point scale (ranging 
from (1) ‘I do not think any resources should be devoted to this cause’, to (5) ‘This cause should 
be the top priority’), for each cause. As measures of engagement in discussions, we included 
whether respondents were members of the following groups: LessWrong, EA Forum, EA 
Facebook, EA local group. As broader measures of engagement we looked at whether 
respondents had  done 80,000 Hours career coaching, and their own self reported level of 
engagement. 
 
We also included a number of routes through which individuals became involved in EA (dummy 
variables for Personal Contact, Local EA Group, TLYCS, SSC, GWWC, 80,000 Hours).  
We used a binary diet measure of “vegan/vegetarian” versus “eats meat/reduced 
meat/pescatarian”. As measures of demographics we looked at gender, race, political affiliation, 
and age (a continuous variable not included in the public dataset due to anonymization 
concerns). Due to the small number of non-binary persons in the sample, it was not appropriate 
to infer based on results. Therefore, we used a simple binary-gender where an EA stated Male 
or Female.  
 
We used the same strategy for the multinomial model but using the forced choice cause area 
data as the outcome and setting Long Term Future as the base given it was the most popular 
category. Thus, coefficients in the table below should be considered relative to that base. 
​
 
 

Regression Tables 
 
Indicators of being highly engaged in EA online discussions, such as membership 
the EA Forum and LessWrong are associated with placing Global Poverty and Climate 



Change in lower categories. LessWrong members tend to prioritize AI Risk and 
Improving Rationality, while EA forum members tend to prioritize Cauze 
prioritization, Meta Charities and Biosecurity. Getting into EA through The Life You 
Can Save (TLYCS) and Giving What We Can (GWWC) are associated with placing 
Global Poverty higher on the scale. This also seems fairly intuitive, given the 
historical focus of TLYCS and GWWC on Global Poverty. Membership of the EA 
Facebook page is associated with a narrower set of causes than in 2018; increased 
ratings of Animal Welfare and Cause Prioritization, and lower ratings of Biosecurity.  
 
Self-reported higher levels of engagement in EA are also associated with greater 
prioritization of AI, Cause prioritization, Animal Welfare, Meta charities and other 
typical LTF causes, and lower ratings of Global Poverty and Climate Change. 
 
Receiving 80,000 Hours coaching seems to be associated with rating Global Poverty and 
Animal Welfare lower on the scale and prioritising AI and Biosecurity more highly. In 
addition, Getting into EA via 80,000 Hours  is associated with a lower rating of Global 
Poverty and higher ratings of AI, Cause Prioritization, Biosecurity, Improving 
Rationality/Decision Making, Nuclear Security and Other X-Risk. 

 



 

 
 



 

 
 


	EA Survey 2019: Cause Prioritization Analysis Details 
	 
	Details on Regression models 
	Regression Tables 
	 


