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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to assess the effects of moral concerns for animals, meat texture, color in meat and satiety from
meat on meat avoidance, and to assess the effect of meat avoidance on meat consumption. A total of 250 questionnaires were
completed. Structural equation model was used to measure the causal effects of constructs. Results of the study demonstrated that
fit of the restricted model is significantly worse than that of the unrestricted model, in which more parameters are estimated. The
effects of moral concerns for animals, meat texture, and satiety from meat on meat avoidance were statistically significant. The
effect of meat avoidance on meat consumption was statistically significant. Moreover, meat avoidance played a mediating role in
the relationship between moral concerns for animals and meat consumption. Meat avoidance also played a mediating role in the
relationship between satiety from meat and meat consumption. This study suggested that the consumer decision-making process
for meat products is best modeled as a complex system that incorporates both direct and indirect effects on meat consumption.
This study believed the evidence presented supports this position. Moreover, this study appeared to be a worthy area of pursuit.
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[Figure 1] Meat consumption model with 6 constructs

- 1225 -



=ls

SASESIX H 16 65 2007

<Table 1> Respondent's general characteristics

Characteristics

n

%

FYAS. H= ?_—E-'—" 2

Pdo 3 FHEENES
oliE EYx Wz BEFHA &

3} 1574 HEERE F
EE B¥EC] AHHAT 157H 4

Grade High school 126 50.4 of A& EAHd4
College 124 49.6 Y5 498 3 7EHS AFS dgd 93}
Employed 154 616w ugds TYH e ARH solzdl ge
Father Self—employed 87 348 12729310)93 EAHCE Sosigd. FEAYER
occupation Retired 8 3.2
Unemployed 1 04 07242 Jeh} & A7 HEEGEC] FAREN A
Mother | Unemploved 125 50.0 ¥ ArEolgte AL ¢ 7 AUk
occupation Employed 68 27.2 Au3jA o]Fo| HEEIEF 5/ QA5 7+ AH
Self-employed 57 22.8 BA ASS AR 2L AL AFEA G §59 47
¥2,999,999 or less 93 37.2 ‘el i
Family  #3,000,000 - 3,999,999 78 312 8ol 4 B AREYS A7 29 1] A
income  #4,000,000 — W4,999,999 57 22.8 A A=Z, 29 HAhPo] 0.624Qth 54 a9lse] A
(Monthly) 5,000,000 - 5,999,999 16 6.4 g & e MEEd B4 IO MR B AL g
6,000,000 or more 6 24 oz, ololA Zro] 1.9749dt. MdHdA 57 Qo5&
Total 250 100
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TZ2YAFARH ALLH 57 Q959 gFA g
S} ¢93kE 243 A} <Table 2>94 AAHY
£ ¢ 571 8ES EH3cr AHEE 23R
FH 8ES FE37] Hstd 157) YEEFE 4B

PAEAEY 69.257% 2 VERstTE
TFERERAEH ALSE 5 QAEY FBEA AF
«1 *Jil?ﬂi FA43% AF= <Table 3> AA=HIATH
£ 719E SR U3 sEddae] A@BA I} 0635,
agzjurq ABHA} 0193, 281 E9Te] 4T HA
7F 02192 vEbgt SAAHLE {FA3gch 28y &7/
Z19e Ao FAT[A} 0022 Yeika FAHS
2 frolskA &gttt 95% Aol 7 22 A8
FE 07412 &7 7199 &5/ dE =9ade 4o

<Table 2> Exploratory factor loadings and Cronbach’s o of 5 factors used in the model

Variables Component
Avoidance Color Texture Moral Satiety
I feel that meat builds up in the mouth. .838 .043 .067 195 A
| feel that meat tastes disgusting. .833 .040 .079 21 .043
| feel that meat tastes bad. .821 -.053 .097 .245 .030
I find meat production immoral. .260 -.039 .000 .808 012
Meat production is a waste of resources. .304 -.085 .087 772 -.059
| feel sorry for the animals. .109 .037 124 735 110
| prefer hamburgers to unprocessed beef. .073 .081 .887 .019 -.010
| prefer hotdogs to unprocessed pork. .015 .094 .879 .007 -.002
| find unprocessed meat hard to chew. 116 .025 .624 .160 .037
A steak should not have a red core. -.074 .856 .046 079 .005
| don't eat meat if there is visible blood. .035 .843 102 -.139 .038
The redder the meat, the worse it tastes. .064 .748 .051 -.0M .165
I get sluggish after eating a steak. .139 -.002 -.015 .005 .876
I must always relax after eating meat. 144 .007 -.035 103 .846
I get full quickly from meat. -.110 217 .078 -.025 .656
Eigen value 2.325 2.082 2.014 1.993 1.974
% of variance(63.257) 15.501 13.879 13.425 13.289 13.162
KMO 0.724
Bartlett's test x>=1272.931, df=105, p=0.000
Cronbach's « 0.838 0.765 0.742 0.717 0.723
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<Table 3> Correlation coefficient and confidence interval among 5 factors used in the model

Mean+SD Avoidance Moral Texture Color Satiety
Avoidance 2.067+0.850 1 0.741 0.339 0.178 0.363
Moral 2.220+0.793 0.635™ 1 0.278 -0.262 0.231
(0.053)
Texture 2.847+0.989 0.193" 0.132 1 0.340 -0.169
{0.073) (0.077)
Color 3.629+0.971 0.022 -0.102 0.188" 1 0.232
(0.078) (0.08) (0.076)
Satiety 2.929+0.846 0.219" 0.079 -0.017 0.074 1
(0.072) (0.076) (0.076) (0.079)

* p<0.05, ** p<0.0L, *** p<0.00L.
7+ 25E in the top half. SE in parenthesis.

AR, 2 o] 036302 S& 7|99t Fukzel A
FAGTY. TR A 78 HMOHH TANIER AS-
© 5 SQAE 2 AABAE BEAEY) YN 2As
HEetggo] Y= ook ﬂ——tﬂ £ d7E JEEA
AlZ]73ke] 1.000013t2 veptd ghgetgdAdol gl
Varki et al(2001)¢] #Ee}EA Y= WL o] 489
B dFedA 71 & AadA e Nggie] 0.741
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A& ¢ 5 U
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Hog 2Fske 7129 07 o]*og Hehd7] Wi
£ AT A A}%s}l 9,1—5 2050 FE3 UH daA
& Roli 358

O:

£orr oo on oo
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<Table 4> Fit measures for meat consumption model
with 6 constructs

Fit measures Restricted Model Unrestricted Model

¥’ 179.100 159.638
Probability 0.000 0.009
Ax2(df) 19.462(1)™

GFI 0.927 0.935

RMSEA 0.042 0.035
CFl 0.965 0.976
RN 0.965 0.976

NNFI 0.956 0.970

e <0001, Ax2(1) > 10.83.
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67 TAMNEEE THE &7 AHRYAN AzAS

< BT A <Table 5>0 A4 AAHAT S2o o
g Y@l §F 7194 vAe 4 FAHeE &
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AxE s F= d49d &F 7197 ADFE
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xH0.359)¢] o2 ALtEHE &7 7199 2Fo g 4
B 438% Atk &F 71u ke ZFEAS 1AH0.971)
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12.5% Hc}
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SF Avle #BAE diAse &7 7199 Aazs

Q2
7

. o] A3te] st Mz o3 §F/E NHA et 02200907 FAHCE Fogh Eig §F 4w

<Table 5> Path coefficients for meat consumption model with 6 constructs

Path Coefficient t Error R?

Avoidance 0.359 0.438
Avoidance<—Moral 0.663 7.713™
Avoidance<Texture 0.091 1.975"
Avoidance<Color 0.036 0.584
Avoidance<Satiety 0.330 2.650™
Consumption 0.971 0.125
Consumption<Avoidance -1.250 -5.023™
*p <005 t>190; * p <001, t> 2576 *** p < 0001, t > 3.291.

<Table 6> Total effects for meat consumption model with 6 constructs

Path Covariate Total Direct Indirect

Avoidance<Moral 0.623 0.623 0.623 0
Avoidance<Texture 0.128 0.128 0.128 0
Avoidance<Color 0.039 0.039 0.039 0
Avoidance<-Satiety 0.180 0.180 0.180 0
Consumption<Avoidance -0.353 -0.353 -0.353 0
Consumption<Moral ~0.220 -0.220 0 -0.220(-4.355)™"
Consumption<Texture -0.045 -0.045 0 —0.045(-1.849)
Consumption<«Color -0.014 -0.014 0 -0.014(-0.580)
Consumption—Satiety -0.064 -0.064 0 -0.064(-2.368)"

*p <005 t>1960; ** p < 0.001, t >3291. ( ) t value.
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