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qualities(patient, widerstanding, up-to-date in medical

’patients oonoepts of‘ a good doctor and if their eonoepts

'hhey agreed that such quality be posses.sod by the doector, *

or have eonsulted with a doctor, Doctors ‘possess certain '

methods, etc.):',, and it is because of these qualities th'at

they are chdsen.' In this study I wanted to find out the |

of a geod doetor vary according to age and 86X, R
7 - The 200 respondents in th:l.s -study were asked 'bo ' 1
rank elight-teen different qualit:l.es of a good doctor with ;
1% being the most preferred and "18" the least.  As we.’l.l,,;

the reapondents were asked to express the extent to which .

‘ ~‘Hs.:!.ng the Kendall's Coefficient of Concordance
test, it :I.nd:i.ea.ted that the four groups{children and a-
dults, males and femﬁles) agree with,_gaéh other in their 1
rm of qua;l.:l.'ti_,es,i eﬁj a good doctor, Using the Spear- '
man's Rho test of correlaﬁo’n-,: the 'fés"t showed that the

relationship between adult’ rd‘spondents and children res- |

b
I ABSTRACT I :
1 1 |
} Peep:l:e at one time or another have baen treated f *
|

pondents :ls low and negative.
.
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