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AZFAZA mA= °§?'5k*

=Yg olepge FAAQl AxmA Bl did 394 QLS Fste Ao 4HA vk

a2y 3 EA dide]l Ad =84 ek e (moral decision style)0] 13 E TG ol mX & d gl
gk AAAQ] M ofd Almd uf gltk £ d3e =84 devl AU 8 AMEste] FEl594

oX,

(utilitarian) 4] ¥} 2] 522 (deontological) S A A2 T2 F QEo] A Z4EE Wld] o]zl e
A Qopung A4 97 194E FARAA gTEAY il
42589, A=Y SHA ojgi thEA] Dottt WHAEE o
Ao g2 AZste W FEFate o 58 Folgta Hrleten, R At FeEFoAEt
o Azse ddo] Yeldth AT 204 A @At AAE FEste] AT 19 AHE Al &
A, =94 AdAPEI A=Y BA AN wEge]l AYe wAERE AFste], 7 Wl g o
53] A ERE GRS AT 3o FElFA Y FEAF AR T JAEA de
N ARA HIEE ANEA Gopis] Ael AR el ANA BELRH WAHY BELY
oA ZAE Wn e WES V2L S HAE SUB A9 AREAE 404 2EET
AN, FAFAAE VA 2EIRAN AL T8 gow 47t HEHE Aok Utk @
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S=EEElA] - ALE R g4

P A= A8 Ave s el A ek
delA Beelart whd AAprt dEen 3l
Atk dzele oAl e AR A Felith

b EolA] &3kaL o]

e g4l ¥ 25 Sas @7 2 Eddh

v Al Belle ©A 2 9 Al @ 1
dledl, Aas Al 5 e fdd W
o] At FudllA "ol ARE Heojmele A
ojth. ol¢h Z2 ARl B Bl Bud T
sl Sfa B Absre AT A Ade
7k mEek o Aol a¥ta Widshe Abdol
AT, 1 ARl dielld dAle ol =Ale
M R ZAETk O AR wEsR Ak &

A AR EAE Ak e
wret ofm Aol o)

o

@ e
Aol SHEAE Foh K3 Sl

e Ax

e dolmes e 4 ) 4
Pol FEd FXE A

std 4 ok &ElgeA dAles &3] 2
A EE FE 59 (uilicarianism)

D4, FAE o7
Hdste Ao AR THGreene, 2007; Kagan,
1999, AW N2 e 294 fe) FL
(normative principles)®l] 7%t gt b AR E
o] F&Eshe FFe 7HA =94 2@ vkmoral
dilemma)2til F-2H =HA deul G
aehe Aol =YA o] FoQA B
ot =94 dHvie HAEFEAA £
(Heekeren, Wartenburger, Schmidt, Schwintowski, &
Villringer., 2003; Moll, Eslinger, & de Oliveira-Souza,
2001)°] vk AFZl(Harenski & Hamaan, 2006; Moll,
de Oliveira-Souza, Bramati, & Grafman, 2002), Z3 A
8} Alel(Hofmann & Baumert, 2010) 5= Z=941g]
ATl AHEEHE AR ASEEY =Y At

°
3

%(deontology)z—q] A AL

o &S mAlE WMdES ° AAA

Ao %
g e AHe AU Wi =Y A

de A5 ATl §89 £ LA Ao
(Hauser, Cushman, Young, Jin & Mikhail, 2007). <
£ £9], Kohlberg(1964)= o8] 7[x]E°] M=
TEste Gl g ol &ste] &y wd o
AE S5, ojFe e Held d+s
NME F2 &3 IE Ui ATy Add
AZIAE wel7] S8l =93 deEvks 28
g gkt 53] Foor(1978; 2002)ZF Thomson(1976)2]
A dvkerolley dilemma)e] 73§~ thekat W&
< 23] T3S HF(omission bias), ©]FHE 7]
A2 (doctrine of double effect: DDE), =Y o]
el Agdatet &3k Aol e ZEEHI e
(Cushman, Young & Hauser, 2006; Fumagalli,
Ferrucci, Mameli, Marceglia, Mrakic-Sposta, Zago &
Priori, 2010; Han, Glover & Jeong, 2014), <l
= =84 AAeH 7vte gdke 715
A7 8 QGEMRD) ATl A FE A
A THGreene & Haide, 2002; Greene, Sommerville,
Nystrom, Darley & Cohen., 2001; 2004). olgA =
g4 dynt JgoAe] =uA dAdte ddd

A8 1

A A7EEE 71A7F @A AFEHEA =
94 ATl Fad Foz ARl Agkgdls &
Fata, 54 =HA 4] @ gdelA o
9g< eAg e d7e o FIPd u
gtk 2 A e FeFdA 9 oFe
A qldo] ggstE =94 dyntE Akg-slo],
TUA Ao AP B celhs At
=94 9ol a2 Abgel Wi 1 dEAdel mA
E g3kl ta) Lol A} 3ith

TEYL Do EoEEYel iy 1R

ago B3t B olejo] FEeE

e
oA Thel oo $AASE Ad@eR
B A

o

o
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A 5= (morality)> B}
Q% zEAd @ 9ng AzeE A% 2
2 X (Deutsch, 2011,
Turiel, 1983; Haide & Joseph, 2004) th’do] dn}
U o] EF (other-profitable)Q1 71l that @A &
© Aer A Uth®Baron,
Czapinski, 1990; Wojciszke,
1998). & E< =94 Ad AREE Bl
A HAY Hag e 71AA @E 7
o] A1, H&t FEF Hxel Aldel FshA
PFd Aolghe AdS Tre ZolthAbele &
Wojciszke, 2007; Goodwin, Piazza & Rozin, 2014).
ol¢} #HSI] Bruin¥ Lange(1999)= ©|EFH 3
Sleg de 2o 7AFo] 23 dHYE
Aall A E FEsATE)I o714 Fgol
Heg "I HzdA Age] =UF IHUE

2l
ol
ol
X
re
r 2
i,

(o]
o
Jm
ox
(o

1997; Peeters &
Bazinska & Jaworski,

H3 A 4 9o B P 29 A
g3tel 54 APl AW =84 SF
& 2% ¥, 270 AvE YA L3}

A Fe| st o FEAT} B
Ao dAEE A=A Y=L rFoz

: 94 gk B3 7)1
ATEM HAAor AHgEo]e Yotk E &
O‘], Greene, 2007).

L
2

S

il
_|

o

efotoMel HEEEdol eldeEdo Dix|

rr

Oorl

Gl

AR LotE ity PRS2 Aple] 7Rl
A Ao el el Buse 2
S F335199 =Hl(social dilemma task, Van Lange &
Kublman, 1994, 91 A& A12el7] A 2t ehel
o =EAT Aol Ba BHA YuE AT
w49 A%, AgAEe gz =
we Aoz BAE BAg MEag g
dastgon 1w o e % Ag
T =94 B Yol & Aoz vER
o olgh Tol =AYl B il S
& F2 oleA Bl ek A 23 Sapproach
behavior) 2} & 78 (Wojciszke, 2011; Wojciszke et

al,, 1998)% Z3lelE= Wologx EHAJo] zh=

ofmlel] 24E& g g

aeg devke FAske AREA, FElF
oA AEAEL BlEA] o= g Fo] e 7
HHT myAor fdsiria ojopr|d S gl
the SWdA 45 gEsith 2ents 45t
= AuAEe 7] v udeed o8 49

uf) F-o| (Christensen & Gomila, 2012),
A3} o) F 22 A UE[:_ =

e 7 =Egot olEpy
3 wed BAlRE Bl o =9
A TS AL 0] BEs ANaYE

TEA motA et ciolx|zte| 2y

oz =94 gyt A 252 E
Ask7] Sl q8ste 28 e T v
oF-E) olF Wddte FAATF g T
e IS Fabr] 98 "A 2 AbES do
A "ol AL Aty v, A A 5HA
G G B oW JFgFS b B A
TFolME 71E tiRIAZ AFolA dE] AMEH
© W3 A H fed S FHeE Y
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o H

(Higgins, Rhole, & Jones, 1977; Willis &
Todorov, 2006). L2]1L o]z QA A 3}3 of
A FEHe e 44 ¥4 JEReEe 34
W= (warmth) 2} -5 Hcompetence)2] AP O =
FHsEe Aoz 4 UrhFiske, Cuddy, Glick
& Xu, 2002; Fiske, Cuddy & Glick, 2007; Judd,
James-Hawkins, Yzerbyt & Kashima, 2005). =gt
¥ F5E Rosenberg, Nelson & Vivekananthan
(1968)°] AFet Ak3] A 3 7Ksocial evaluation) 2
A& 3 7HIntellectual evaluation)®] THaFE 2 =d]
2HE FHEACH, JAGFAE oA Lo
AE 44 # JRES ofp25 HHAQ 3t
Ao 2A BRI PF& st Hrtshr] 9
gt 71240 E/7IES AT HCuddy, Fiske &
Glick, 2008). 7i'd A7wie}t kel Aol gle
U mEegt aglele F2 gil@Ale] AdAnkE<l

Glick, 2008).

E97 g AHE oleld 545 B
d @AE AT Aolet d3dEn. FElFo
4 92g gae Aws ored 948 g
£ ARe BU9 2F ARl AwE e B
= WelH, o8 3 F8 7ted A4 3%
A% Aot Ak g Bol, 5949 o F
2 2] 2173 =l & (Greene, 2007; Greene, Morelli,

Lowenberg, Nystrom, & Cohen, 2008; Greene, et al.,

2004, 2001) 7 7FA =97 #EAITEA A

e Aol 7] nE AedA AAE ue

o FAET Yav 49 ¥
WA o AUl g AN A
=]

YR Pgugel $AGE oFE

v
r_\:_‘z o1l
2o oo

X

A

-

o

2o 2

ozl
rE

©
o

il

o] ekt W, 2 AeAd] ge ols)5A
& AlXKcost-benefit analysis)sHe Q1A 2 Q1 I o]

o

FAE AS FEFYH ¥-Eo] veidtes A
O] THGreene, 2007). ©]¢} #-2 A 7|¥t &
o St FEelAe] JFEH dYe T @
kA ¥ode A#H g FHI IS
TEFId dege Folzl AgE o]dHe
EAge sYolv S A3 Ay #d
FEE ATt AAHE ¢ ok 18

S
%
>
o pob g oo Qoo o ©

A oAt FelFeat 24zt

I §=3 Aoz HrlE AHolagkwm oA

4 9l mal olgja zol7l F Q4 o

ARl Moo}, 54 et Mg A=

Aol 5 7HE e Blelth
B A E olgld S HEe] 9lel
=978 dyul AU s AMES Al 79
TE FYAh A7 13 20 e TLE
g2 dnt A dia] FElFoder &
st dd@EEFah oFeder SH6t
A E2ah e AA S, T Qo] ujrgt
A2} g Aol oJgA g2 Hris

o

2

Gotra 7t vl el F7pAEe]
sz 2pol7t YEAl AT ATe
HAARE oot FaE HA oA
et ARkl QY Fot el 44 se
ZFANAS AT 3= A7 13 200
o FEAtet FeFoAtel g Akelrt
Al AARF GGl oE Fels A A
1 Slate] A3 GeA dold W

il

o lo

O mx dot O omE AN rlr o 2% rff ot KT o2 X
O 2L ko

AAEH dEelM 2AE Fote tder of
| QlEo] ASHEAS AT ESkt

AT 1M £ Delul AgolAe) Bk
Aol A9FAe e 9P FAF]
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0lgle - MM - ZBtRl / =
A% BAH AFE FPAth BAER o
odg DeEutd FeFoor SHI AlgH
dredon Sud Al 4 BYeus
A1 A B9le] muA fg AP E We
= F4ste frAbdel aaE SAlst

AT ETIR}

)] ZHA|ES] Al By FuE Hu
A 72 o] SR AT T 45T FIMAE
oj(gA}t: 209, oAk 25%, Harifol]: 23.7s,

20~28/‘ﬂ) A7l Felstalh 2 FrAbe

ol AAE 7] Aol At Aol gk gk
WS wn AT W1 Bl AP
s3ET

=493 3 34

A= vE =91 BRgeae AY she
AP, 5 TUFIA drEaE 0
571 slal 2ol =87 A AEAE A
2t F AEAE B5 Greene 5(2001)°1 A
WS HABE 47]2] Personal B UIE o] F
oflov kel Bebbolwo] weHad
20100 &5

gelv} Ate est AgE dent
1

@ g4 Adstel TP

deuts AluE] e &9 d9A7ti) =4
o7 i) B AEAdA i) =g AAA s %

2) “Personal”

gt HE AE 782 th“Personal” 2 # FoF
“Impersonal” B#|WFe] zto] el #gk A =9+
TS FFal: Greene et al, 2001; Greene & Haide, 2002).
=94 dyut AES BA2 AR stdg F 7t
A gt TuA RS Wkl 2| 7ss
= e Aolrlef, B AFolAE “Impersonal” B

n}S i A S} “Personal” E#l|nFiHS AL-E-3}HSI T
3) AZdE Alveles 2dvt 28] dolzrt Aiide

& QaojoiAe] BEREEA0] MBS 0Rls Y
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= S
t od 14% AddedAw veht
2B ALE AdEes) 4g

@29, 2010904 kst AdaA ek
$Hse Aoz geld Q] WA, 438
A9E R A8 AT 9%

5 ogre
g8 Aoz 5

4. AAaA gch #Ael
SCECS

010 PE!

].
2
=g A4% 453 A9 48R

FelFoatel o F-Exte] QldatelE #<lst
7] #fell w5 e A AE A (warmeh
and competence questionnaire)’E Z-83H T} 7|E
2RoN wEds £33 P P
U}EHCuddy et al., 2008; Wojciszke et al., 1998)
ATAAE WEF, G5 2 A T A
F 12709] BE EAFS(Fiske et al, 2002 ©]F

2 yo} Uuee St 2elvt & 54 99l
4298 44 B9 + 9db Aelosol, 22

5 Adel e Bweho] fA gkol Al F3H| w
gt 5ol A ZEle AU LE 53 THGreene et
al, 2001; HA9, 2010. AT+ 1~39] AE &5
d 375, AZdE, 54 AUl die §& 3
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473 582 HEXA

BAseJNAAMEEA el FH4E ] TIPI(Ten-
Item Personality Inventory, Gosling, Rentfrow &
Swann, 2003)= tAHe] A A A (conscientiousness),
707878 (openness), 9| gk

(extroversion), A2 <A (emotional stability)%

-5 A (agreeableness),

Zgelv] 7t 2Q) MR 2EYH F EFoR

)
ot
=
Y
[
I
o
=2
>
=
)

A7HAESY =934 Ad A
2 AeEApt T8
AR AEE Bt A7 RES
2 g AAFAFo] HAYEJTh AT Rl
B TA e 291 A FLI AU s
¥l Z g/l Y2 Y#|UHGreene et al.,
20007} AHEEI D AT 7 =8
uhol] BALE o] A-A] T 13A
| #dete JAE P AFEE
AT A7IAE BQle] =H A
sk Aolden, oo FAo|
1743tz fAME SAsH] Slg
T2 ARREAT 2
A7AselAl AeAEs

to S [o (S

2,

N

o fo I fo

K-{il.
AP =AY AAAES ARIYIA
ShIRS Fol Ao BH AurHel AR 7

& Axpel thal AT Fele

MAeA =84 Az &4 F AE
2 wFEgn =94 ddaa] 423 ®
Ae] AMzERE S vhA e AT

B
N
=
)
=

N
—_
(
Rl

Al YAEY =9Z garEA AF)olA
ALE Y ANY oA RS AE

A AEAZe] HA) AT ARAM FA9

B2 OHol o AR TE T AR o
ol oz AAEJ o 2tz o] Age] s =
ol s WUt hZE AlFEAC kellA A
g3 ulel Zo] T HEX HEE Y =Y
A iz FAE Ao, 77t FeFe]
o} o F2H A TS Ad gl <& =
AE MY Ho|xE ggo] 22E Ao|Unk
A7IAELS F AEAE AR o 7 HEA
o] ZgAtel digt G TAE I B
g TAdeR, ArEL FEFe BE oY
27 AdAgd S Ad F o] 2] o
A E HAERE 7 A AEA ol dis] s
gt 53t AEA, a2z Tiel AEA A
SHIHLE BE AEAE FAAdstn F oF,
7} S A AR Azakel tEe] AR 3
o tigh BFoz s} 50008 S A Wtk

=
ox
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2
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-,
Y

e WE ol
FolAs o vedel w
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0PI - MAfal - BN / EEN Daojolne] LERZEA0| QIAEN0 DXls ¥E

5
41— gh L I
3 I mzazon
3 % o|R2X}
1 S S— — -
QL L

mseg /5w osd /s megt gsw

AETL (B)¢72 (@R
a8 1. BelFoxtel o FEXte| mEeEt AN FSE A HE (R ZERXR])

<

@aE 1A = “‘jg%" M52 HAAHoR o7
EA7F FElFoAEng o e S Ad
Ao 7 A Zysl= 3, x4d) = -6415, p < .001,
T FM = 3.83, SD = 0.6 2| F-EHM
= 232, SD = 062°] H& ¥ & #5F
A Aoz AAssh /44) = 13.198, p
001, °]¢F 2 HHe A A= o
= WA ge Ao® JEwth Fu43) =

p = 304, n,° = .029

o A o

—
oL

SD = 086 H ¥
AT}, (44) = -3.98, p < .001 (L 24). F Ui
gl thgh whEest %%22 B ol 7oAt
R 2 A A ol’Fe]l Aupol| f
oJnlgk JEFS wXA FSTE, F(1,43) = 016, p
= 901, n,> =.00.

ol#gt A= rAEC] gFEAE FE

4 A7 1914 Akl ofg g3 BAEA] skl Wi
o, o]l AFolAE old BF W] 45 1

a4 sk

A 8
1971). °l¢t 2 FARE-uiE
SAE)= Bl =(Newcomb,
1966), A9 &&(Hogan,
Hall & Blank, 1971), ©| &2 ié?q'(]ones, Pelham,
Carvallo, & Mirenberg, 2004) & THY3E Q4of 2
3 FEE Zoem 49A ok dAlw AT
18] A7bs & AR 9 A

%]\WByme,
(similarity-attraction

1961), 73 A (Griffitt,

effect,

Wk ndE AU e oREdeR $9
Q7] e, S Bale =64 e
gol wet o TEAsh BT ek g
BHol JFE WES 5 Ak AT Soi, o
£4 4% Ad Ee] AT AL
Jgrede o FPHow S sl
Sick. olel@ 7hsg dES) A8, AFUE

ARE EdE AAE Aol AW =4
HAHAGF S wrdste =84 A E(deontology
index)»E THEo] 7]& BN FWFoR ¥F
5) =94 A E(deontolgy Index)= A& FA7IA} 71Q1<] <
B24 A4S YeFe 8 ASisEA, ASA
Bl 23 8 Bl devt AvEle F AR
7b gREHoR gHd AvEe 7] dddelxm
FHxd, 20108 FAkste] AEsiGith. dthdo|es

EGA A Al AHggre = siglel deut] df
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SEARIBIEIR| 1 AL X A9

m 52| FofA}

oleExt

AR 1 A% A Z23E B4 % Buth FEFIR0NRE: M = 822, SD =
Astegte Qg Ude =94 AdFed 274 $3: M = 911, SD = 241; 4T M
I wEdy f53 3970 A5AE AdE = 664, SD = 25D AFEANA: M o=
A3 Fo3t HAeoeR YeEbYT, F1,29 = 6.64, SD = 2.51; 34: M = 7.08, SD = 2.69;

F 93 M = 11.62, SD = 1.91)°] H|&| A o]

O 3, 44 = 219, p = 033, FTAC «44) =
v, F(1,29) = 2299, p = .140, n,” = .07, Ul 306, p = 004, ALR AR oW oJFExE
el tig s=Ee =Y AFE Y AsAE FERFYAET ¥ A AR AU

& FEAHA kA, F1,29) = 266, p = 610,  #44) = -10.485, p < .001.

12
o
fr

w2
= Aoz Yt @FEAk: B = -.002, SE §T 2
= 035, p = 958, AT B = 029, SE THY HHASY0| QlaEy o
= 029, p = 317). °lg|3 Aze =9H A HAEM FE0| 0|xl= L&
Ao e sgmel Apo|7h fAMIoR <l
& Ae obd e HelZrh AT 12 et FeFAst A2 e
¢ % 84 54T AFA sl AL W
47 5 20l vk EF JRERE FelFolxun A
Ao © szte] Jte de R A7hE <
AgFgUel =EA BeAgdd weh o o ol g Ak AR A
HNAERS A A 2sle=x] Dolrr] 98le]  (withinsubject design® A3 F 1A A7
TIPI Zb 2] FAA o] g xR % o Aoyt AART G wjEel] vEhd
S AAEIHTE o A FElFoare} o2 A F Utk AT 1A E 3 AR 7
e A4 582 F A, 34 adlan 9 oFEAe FEFAel dig A HEAE
A FHAA Foug Ao]lE Hole ez 4 AR ASTE o] oA WA AdE
AEA A HH o] 7]Ee] Ho thy AEA
d drgdon gud AA fee JgpEd Ay ° Y wFEl dF SR dFE FAS
9] Ar(dolzel vl#E)E FAl nestuAl Stk
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0/81% - dMsl| - Jaidl / =& Jaijotofde] mEER0] Clardydol DIx|

rr

Oorl

Gl

AA7} ek el Bol, HE WAL dwd  &H g3
o® F oy WEY, 59 3 2L
PEe wge 4 At BG4 PAE 97 ok JEdom A7 19 e =7g
e guely AP AR Quiel  ARAE Agstel AYHAT T2t el
9t ANY ATk n Basdn. 97 19 =94 BRAEe 2] 93 =94 o
P AFE AAY, PPN =Y ARY ARAE U 29 Levkl T e
4 99 Agde AR TPEYW 94 BARYL 2 P8 F ohel Auee
Yenlaid) ¥ o2d 22F Auddeek = ATAHUt A= Bge w4 i
el B e ARG B 24U o] FE 83k BET B3 IRLAZY, 2010
BN o FEAY HEAL RE gwel  =e4 et e BEY FucAds
ARSA g B8 wd, gelFeAs ool Ak A Bl U swHe oy
AEAE Agaehs ARsd grhet  guglel FUsl Adsthe Erlsgen,
gtel AmA Hoigdlth mebd AR Wb olEx FElFolAs o REA 2] MEA
A7b 54 9494 BAe MgBAeldn = EA8 Adat % AdaA ¢ .
e

Fe 0 9 "] go] A7} 249} 427} HEES st} U
%E 7Fe S WA vk AFAN A oA Aort flESE wHEITH
o7 ki

At A=E2 54 A% £4& BAS

AT 19 AFE dutstely] AF FE5A7E ER

stk A7 29 T2k AP B

= AT 13 By F kA SHAA A} BE HAES AES AFEI A A

o7k Ak AAE FAAA HE =eh T W AR dis) b Eska, F3E

Hs mdxa-zt }éﬁ](between-subject design)oﬂ =94 oiAdd AEAE e T AAAdEAT

gtgo]l Wdskda A7 13 e dEe F Al dsiivk &, IAd@ARE AAR HERA

P g gider 2AME AT & 8 Al me riae AwbelAle FelF

AEe =924 oardy dEAel F7HEl & oA dEAEEEFIA A A N =

A 2FE st FElFdAe] Hd#BAg & 360, WA AgAls e dEAE

A& adstaat st wjatod o) 2t AE AY, N = 39) 74 Ft
A7E o2 g dide] dwe Hrkd & Qe
= sl

S
AT ZTHA 4 7
thetell A el wdrde stk 77 mkEn s

S AEgol AT 20 Fofsih o] F A

e gus &2 s AT 5o FefFeiatet o FEAte] 1 Aolrt I3

ACg2E 54, Ak 21, kel 2164, 20~27 AR AAlAE FLSHAl UElg=A] A58
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The Impact of Moral Decision Style on Impression Formation

Minwoo Lee Sunhae Sul Hackjin Kim

Department of Psychology, Korea University

Morality plays an important role in impression formation by signaling a target's prosociality and resulting in a
positive evaluation of the target. However, little is known about the effect of how moral principles that a
target endorses on impression formation. In the present study, we aimed to investigate whether and how
targets with different moral decision styles, namely utilitarian and deontologist, are perceived differently. In
study 1, participants were asked to evaluate an utilitarian target and a deontological target on
warmth-competence domain and big-five personality traits. Results showed that the deontological target scored
higher in warmth than the utilitarian target, while the opposite was true in competence rating. In addition,
participants reported that the deontological target was more likeable than the utilitarian target. In study 2, we
replicated the findings of study 1 with between-subject design. Mediation analysis revealed that the favorable
attitude toward a deontological target was mainly mediated by warmth rating. In study 3, we tested whether
deontologists and utilitarians are favored in different decision domains. Participants were provided with
behavioral vignettes depicting various daily problems in social or nonsocial domains and asked to indicate which
target they would like to ask for advice. We found that deontologists and utilitarians were preferred in social
and non-social problems, respectively. Our findings suggest that impression formation process can be influenced
not only by how moral a target is but also by what specific moral principle a target follows when making

moral decision.

Key words : moral dilemma, moval decision, impression formation, utilitavianism, deontology, warmth, competence, likability
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