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Introduction
• Elicitation of individual preferences toward justice and fairness

• Why is it important to know individual preferences?

• Shapes individual decision-making

• Government policies and public choices are often affected by preferences of the public 
over different outcomes

• Some argue that policies and choices ought to reflect, to a certain degree, some 
aggregate of individual “moral preferences” 

• Others argue that our “moral preferences” are not sufficiently ethical 



• Most of the work in collaboration with:

Zvi Safra (University of Warwick)
Sinong Ma (Queen’s University, Belfast)

• Melkonyan, T., Safra, Z. & Ma, S. Justice in an uncertain world: 
Evidence on donationsresearch.

• Safra, Z., Ma, S. and Melkonyan, T. Is Allocation Affected by the 
Perception of Others' Irresponsible Behavior and by Ambiguity?

• Other studies: COVID-19 project and the UNDP project in Pakistan
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Introduction

• In an uncertain world, fairness principles can be differentiated 
according to the degree to which individuals are held responsible for 
their choices vis-a-vis their luck. 

• Strict egalitarianism - does not hold individuals responsible for any 
causes of inequality (social redistribution should be based solely on 
outcomes). 

• Libertarianism - individuals should bear full responsibility for their 
circumstance even if they are caused by bad luck. 

• Choice egalitarianism - holds people responsible for their choices 
but not for their luck (a combination of egalitarian principles with 
concerns for individual responsibility).











Introduction

• Do people embrace choice egalitarianism or 
some other fairness principle?

• Use naturally occurring and field data



Previous literature
• Choice egalitarianism attracts a considerable proportion of 

participants (design: two-stage dictator game in the laboratory)



Three studies
• Study 1: Cancer Research UK - "My project" online platform

• a naturally-occurring data on charitable contributions
• Sample size: 4,129 real donations

• Novelty of study 1 - donors can choose destinations themselves

• Study 2: Maximiles survey platform
• Sample size: 246 valid responses

• Study 3: Maximiles survey platform
• Sample size: 166 valid responses



Predictions of the Theoretical Model

• The choice egalitarian donor donates smaller amounts to cancers 
with high prevention rates.    

• The non-choice egalitarian donor’s contribution is unaffected by the 
prevention rate. 











• For some research projects, it is explicitly stated in the project 
description whether the cancer is hereditary or lifestyle-related.

• Cancer prevention rate is a proxy for the degree the cancer is 
lifestyle-related.

Study 1





Control Variables

• Who: gender, institution or not

• Why: attend, loss, fighting, gift

• When: month

• Cancer type / prevention rate



Findings

• Adding information on hereditary causes of a cancer to the description has 
a positive effect on donations (16.0% ⇑).

• Adding information on lifestyle-induced causes of a cancer to the 
description has a negative effect on donations (17.4% ⇓).

• Donors contribute more to cancers with smaller prevention rates.

• Males expected to donate more (23.7% ⇑), while females are more likely to 
donate (52% ⇑).



In-group favoritism



Study 2:
• Suppose you have been asked to donate to research on cancer treatment of two cancers: non-Hodgkin 

lymphoma and melanoma.

Non-Hodgkin lymphoma is a type of cancer that develops in the lymphatic system, which is a network of 
vessels and glands spread throughout one’s body. The percentage of preventable cases of NHL in the United 
Kingdom is around 3%, which means that about 3% of the cases could have been prevented by adopting 
alternative lifestyles (the remaining 97% are associated with hereditary genetic defects or other causes).

Melanoma is a type of skin cancer that develops from the pigment-containing cells known as melanocytes 
and that can spread to other organs in the body. The percentage of preventable cases of Melanoma in the 
United Kingdom is around 86%, which means that about 86% of the cases could have been prevented by 
adopting an alternative lifestyle (avoiding UV radiation associated with excessive exposure to sunlight).

• Now you can decide whether to donate to one, both, or none of them.

• Decide on amount between 0 and 200.





Findings
• Individuals on average donate significantly more to NHL than to 

melanoma.

• Individuals who indicated the choice-egalitarian motive in their 
comments would donate significantly more to NHL and significantly 
less to melanoma.



Study 3



Study 3



Study 3



Findings
• The respondents allocated significantly more to the hereditary cancer and nonsmokers.

• Awareness of highly publicized or similar cases affects the relative allocations in favor
of the publicized cancer type.

• Self-interest:
 Allocate more to the smoker in the hazard question for the respondents who 

reported smoking compared to the nonsmokers and the respondents with 
relatively unhealthy lifestyles. 

 Allocate more to the lifestyle-related cancer in the prevention question when they 
perceive a larger minimal individual likelihood of contracting it.



COVID-19 study (Till Grüne-Yanoff, Yaniv Hanoch, Tigran 
Melkonyan, Zvi Safra, Zijing Yang)

• A sample consisting of 301 UK and 222 Sweden responses (using Prolific)

• Elicit perceptions of fairness with respect to COVID-19 health policies



COVID-19 study
• Imagine a situation where, during the COVID-19 pandemic, 2 patients need treatment in an 

Intensive Care Unit and only 1 bed is available. The only difference between the patients is 
their ages, which has no effect on the treatment’s success. Assume that life expectancy is 80 
years, meaning patients’ expected years of life after a successful treatment is 80 minus their 
current age (that is, a 60 years old patient is expected to live for 20 more years).

Please indicate how likely you would prioritize the bed to the first patient in each of the 
following pairs. Please use the scale below to indicate your response.

a 60-year-old over a 20-year-old patient 

a 60-year-old over a 40-year-old patient

a 61-year-old over a 59-year-old patient

Fully prioritise
the second 

patient

Fair chance to 
both

Fully prioritise
the first patient
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Comparison of the UK and Sweden samples



Comparison of the UK and Sweden samples

0

20

40

60

80

100

120

140

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y

ICU bed for a 60 year old versus a 40 year old 
(UK respondents)

0

10

20

30

40

50

60

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50 55 60 65 70 75 80 85 90 95 10
0

M
or

e

Fr
eq

ue
nc

y

ICU bed for a 60 year old versus a 40 year old 
(Sweden respondents)



Comparison of the UK and Sweden samples
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Some decisions may have long term effects on everyone’s lives. How likely are you to 
support a voting system that would allow young voters (under 30 years old) to vote 
twice?
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UNDP project in the Merged Areas of Pakistan
• Over the last decade, Khyber Pakhtunkhwa’s Merged Areas experienced security 

challenges and large-scale population displacements. 

• A combination of military operations (since 2014) and a political reform process 
culminated in the merger of the Federally Administered Tribal Areas into the 
neighboring Khyber Pakhtunkhwa province. 

• The merger is considered to be one of the most consequential political reforms 
in Pakistan’s 70-year history. 

• An unprecedented extension of constitutional rights and governance structures 
to 5 million of the poorest people in Pakistan. 



UNDP project in the Merged Areas of Pakistan

• New legislative, executive and judicial systems

• Border with Afghanistan

• Trust of the area’s population in new institutions and government-provided 
services 

• Justice and fairness views of the area’s population



UNDP project in the Merged Areas of Pakistan

• What is a just distribution of resources (money, health care, infrastructure)? 

• What is a just distribution of decision rights (family, village, province)?

• Distribution between individuals inside and outside of the Merged Areas

• Distribution within the Merged Areas  



UNDP project in the Merged Areas of Pakistan

• Is any “bad” choice punished? 

• A part of the population are rehabilitated former combatants or sympathizers to 
the Taliban ideology

• Distribution between different segments of the area’s population conditioning on 
their past choices

• Comparison of risk aversion and inequality aversion of individuals (given that 
certain models restrict them to be the same, see Fleurbaey (2018) for a 
discussion)



Concluding Comments
Elicitation and comparison of justice preferences 

 across domains

 for multi-dimensional outcomes

 through incentivized field experiments

Use these to develop new theoretical models
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