Suppl 4: statistical numbers obtained for Suppl 3 organized also from high to low based on means 

	#
	Field
	Minimum
	Maximum
	Mean
	Std Deviation
	Variance
	Numbers of participants answering 

	11
	Disabled people
	1
	11
	7.43
	2.29
	5.23
	87

	8
	People with high income
	1
	11
	6.97
	2.58
	6.68
	87

	18
	The Elderly
	1
	11
	6.9
	2.64
	6.97
	87

	9
	Countries of the North
	1
	11
	6.84
	2.35
	5.51
	87

	17
	Youth
	1
	11
	6.74
	2.56
	6.54
	86

	2
	Post-secondary students
	1
	11
	6.72
	2.47
	6.11
	87

	6
	Women
	1
	11
	6.6
	2.32
	5.37
	87

	3
	Non-University apprenticeship students
	1
	11
	6.54
	2.4
	5.74
	87

	12
	Nonbinary people
	1
	11
	6.45
	2.62
	6.85
	86

	5
	Men
	1
	11
	6.38
	2.38
	5.66
	87

	19
	Single parents
	1
	11
	6.31
	2.49
	6.22
	86

	4
	Blue collar workers
	1
	11
	6.26
	2.56
	6.56
	87

	20
	Family caregiver
	1
	11
	6.26
	2.54
	6.45
	86

	1
	You
	1
	11
	6.24
	2.46
	6.07
	87

	10
	Countries of the South
	1
	11
	6.16
	2.5
	6.27
	87

	16
	People of ethnic background not a majority in Canada
	1
	11
	5.93
	2.34
	5.47
	87

	13
	Immigrants to Canada
	1
	11
	5.86
	2.47
	6.1
	87

	7
	People with low income
	1
	11
	5.82
	2.62
	6.89
	87

	14
	Immigrants to other countries
	1
	11
	5.79
	2.49
	6.19
	87

	15
	Indigenous people in Canada
	1
	11
	5.76
	2.36
	5.56
	87

	21
	Animals
	1
	11
	4.9
	2.86
	8.16
	87

	22
	Nature
	1
	10
	4.48
	2.62
	6.85
	87





Suppl 3 and Suppl 4 show participants perspectives on the impact of human enhancement beyond species-typical in the future on various social groups. The trend for all was that the impact on groups were seen to increase. Disabled people were seen even less as “not impacted” and the means was even more positive. 
 

