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[Abstract] Objective: This study aimed at exploring how prejudice and the nature of situations affected attribution and
responsibility inference in doctor—patient disputes. Methods: This study applied a 2#2 design with a scenario—based ap-
proach in 107 undergraduates. Results: Participants showed a disassociation between explicit and implicit prejudice on the
doctor, and tended to attribute to situation and patients’ families if the doctors had no mistakes. On the Attribution Dimen-
sion Scale, the power of situation was demonstrated in its overwhelming force regarding the location of attribution, where
prejudice did not play such a significant role. Whether doctors should be punished was affected by both situation and preju-
dice. Conclusion: These preliminary results demonstrates that the nature of situation is a source on the effect of attribution

and responsibility inference in medical disputes, however, to a certain extent, prejudice against doctors also plays a signifi-

cant role in the intention of punishing doctors.
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