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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's Fisher 4's for the Student Teachers

s e A p R TE B e T D A e M e W S W G VK A - S T . AR TRy R A M B M YR e = e R W WS

Subjects r FA -pubjects r Z
1 107 .110 22 428 460
2 .245 .250 23 .345  .360
3 .205 208 24 .265 .271
4 .265 277 25 .321 .332
5 .342 | .354 26 248  .255
6 .505 .556 : 27 .349 365
7 .135 .136 ¢ 28 .286  .299
8 .349 .365 29 .364  .377
9 .061 .061 30 -.251 -.255

10 .553  .618 31 .346  .365
11 .241 245 32 -.251 -.218
12 .303 .310 33 -.421  .448
13 o7 .277 34 .593  .678
14 .362 .377 35 .303  .310
15 648 775 36  -.115 -.116
16 .502 .549 37 .209  .213
17 .401 424 : 38 .385  ,406
18 438 .472 39 -.068 .070
19 .592 .678 40 .249  .255
20 .483 .523 41 .296  .310

a1 043 . 758 42 . 306 .321
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Subjects r Z Subjects r Z
43 .268 277 65 .205  .208
44 482 .523 66 .345  .360
45 .557 .633 67 .321, .332
46 L5090  .563 68 .296  .310
47 .482 .523 69 .309  .321
48 461 497 70 .484  ,523
49 .309 .321 71 .302  .310
50 .382 .400 72 465,504
51 .241 245 73 .531  .590
52 .266 277 74 .189  .192
53 431 460 75 .325 ,337
54 .031 .031 76 651 .775
55 -.115 -.116 77 542,604
56 .205 .208 78 .345  .360
57 .361 .377 79 654 775
58 .542 604 80 483  ,523
59 .342 .354 81 .303  .310
60 .328 .343 82 .285  .293
61 .362 .377 83 .513  .563
62 .553 .618 84 .205  .208
63 .135 .136 85 .656  ,793

.64 .208 277 86 432 460
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Subjects r Z Subjects r 4

87 . 325 337 24 . 508 . 563
88 285 293 95 . 328 343
82 .206 213 96 2256  .,229
20 » 346 « 365 97 268 277
21 .436 472 98 . 342 . 354
92 .208 213 99 436,472
23 «405 430 100 .321 . 332

M= ,327 M= ,358

SD = ,189 SD = ,165
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher Z's for the Student Lawyers

T TS s TR RN R D B W MmO e e e e Rl A L R R e L D L L ]

Subjects 7z S Subjects 2 r
1 071 .071 22 .187 185
2 - o 364 - 341 23 198 -,1958
3 - 224 -a221 24 . 030 . 026
4 .010 . 009 25 -.224 =,216
5 .031 .031 26 208  .,205
6 «182 .182 a7 321 314
7 . 343 . 326 28 245  ,241
8 .288 .281 29 321 ,312
9 - . 354 - 342 30 %.536 =-,491

10 116 115 31 132 .132
11 .266 «263 32 310 .301
12 156 «155 33 -.192 -,192
13 . 104 .104 34 . 062 . 062
14 . 050 . 046 35 563 .513
15 . 354 .341 36 . 065 . 065
16 -.224 -L216 37 -,113 =-,113
17 -.321 -.312 38 -.170 =,165
18 021 .021 39 .110 107
19 .110 .107 40 156 156
20 . 065 . 065 41 .310 . 302

21 260 202 42 . 062 .062
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- s T A TR " S o -y T = T S O . B - — -

Subjects 4 T Subjects Z r ‘
43 182 .18l 65 343 .328
44 -.021 -.o021 66 -.321 -.312
45 187 .185 67 255  .248
46 .400  .382 68 -.354 -.342
47  -.218 -.215 69 110 107
48 -.167 -.165 - 70 L065  .065
49 354 .341 71 030  .026
50 116 115 72 _.224 -.216
51 182 181 .73 326,315
52 310 .303 74 131 .130
53 021 .021 75 255  .246
54  -.321 -.314 76 .348  .335
55 400 .381 77 .310  .301
56 161 .156 78 110 .107
57 .187  .185 79 -.167 -.165
58 -.245 -.243 80 L0682  .062
59 012 .0L2 81 .92 .191
60 .883  .365 82 .025  .025
61 116 .115 83  -.332 -.321
62 031 .03l 84 -.161 -.156
63 104 .104 85 020 .016

64 .050 046 86 383  .365
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Subjects 4 r Subjects VA T

87 + 156 .155 04 . 343 . 326

88 .14l «1306 95 - o354 «,342

89 .151 .148 96 021 .021

20 060 049 97 266 202

oL 245 «230 o8 -.198 «,195

92 121 .118 99 .245 241

23 031 .Oél 100 -,.400 -,432
M= ,084 M= .,068
8D = ,202 sh = .217
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher 2's for the Student Social Workers

- . TRE VN W KW W TS e P s T W s A Vel ap SN AR PR MG WS TUL v N e SN G LR R TR T T OB

Hubjects T A Subjects r 4
1 .381  .400 22 .245  .250
2 012 .012 23 268,277

3 .326  .343 24 264 .266
4 268 .277 25 486 .536
5 -.115  -.116 26 .403  .424
6 506 .563 27 .528  .590
7 382,400 28 .684  .829
8 726,929 29 .035 ,035
9 .303  .310 30 .385  ,406

10 248  .255 31 .556 633

11 -.251 -.255 32 649 775

12 249 255 33 642,758

13 .365  .383 34 .303  .310

14 .205  ,208 35 .553  .618

15 .389 412 36 .467  L510

16 261 .266 37 .343  .354

17 -.371 -.388 38 .596  .693

18 381 .400 39 412 .436

19 362 .377 40 .328  ,343

20 .345  .360 41 .205  .208

21 L2061 266 42 ~-.340 -.354
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e T A W ok AN S e TN W e S - "W ] SO B W U T U e Tk -

Subjects T A Subjects r Z
43 .185 .187 65 .245  .250
44 .216 224 66 .383  .400
45 .318 .332 67 -,115 -.116
46 -.068 =-.068 68 .332 .343
47 401 24 69 345,360
48 .301 .310 70 .326 343
49 261 .266 71 269 277
50 271 277 72 .265  .271
51 249 .255 73 438,472
52 .327 .343 74 463,497
53 <324 .332 75 525  .583
54 .348 .332 76 403 .424
55 712 .887 77 .328  .343
56 .156 .161 78 268  .277
57 .205 .208 79 325,337
58 .216 .224 80 .201  .203
59 .158 .161 81 .316  .332
60 .065 .065 82 .218  .224
61 .115 .116 83 .205  .208
62 .625 .733 84 412 .436
63 -.372 -.388 85 AB5 504

64 . 362 377 86 .551 .618
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Suvbjects r Z Subjects T FA
87 .216 224 94 285 .293
88 - 159 - 161 96 - 125 - . 126
89 . 248 .255 96 435 466
20 « 365 « 383 7 . 389 412
21 229 « 460 28 « 245 250
o2 « 385 406 99 .139 141
93 436 «E72 100 .286 .299
M= ,294 M = .,320
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher Z's for the Student Doctors

T . D A M M W M s W WS —— S ry o Wl WS W K W S MW W ey

Subjects r 2 Subjects r VA
1 .108 .110 22 .465  .504
2 .205 .208 23 771 1.020
3 .289 .299 24 - .325  .337
4 .248 .255 25 .666  .802
5 .349 .365 26 .347  .365
6 266 .277 27 .435 466
7 417 . 448 28 .482  ,536
8 .387 412 29 713 .887
9 .321 .332 30 .261  .266
10 .645 787 31 .372  .388
11 401 424 32 .304 310
12 .206 .213 33 416,448
13 .685 .838 34 .382  ,400
14 .385 .406 35 .565  .540
15 .215 .218 36 .552  .618
16 . 745 .962 37 461 497
17 -.068 -.068 38 .502 549
18 .264 .266 39 641  ,758
19 462 .630 40 .318  .332
20 .251 .255 41 -.115 =.116
21 515 .570 42 .729  ,929
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Subjects r KA Subjects r VA
43 .486 .536 65 215  .218
44 .329 «343 66 734 929
45 265 .271 67 462 <497
46 .347 . 365 68 325  .337
47 471 .510 69 423 .448
48 242 .245 70 . 714 . 887
49 .612 709 71’ 261  ,266
50 .381 <400 72 6056 ,701
51 - 543 004 73 .G13 709
52 604 .593 74 .115  ,116
53 .516 .76 75 -,115 -,116
54 .613 . 709 76 483,523
55 -.115 -,116 7 «541 604
56 .483 .523 78 461  .497
57 541 604 79 .382  .400
58 782 1,045 + 80 416 .448
59 416 .448 81 265  ,271
60 .267 277 82 289  .,299
61 .206 .813 83 .215 218
62 . 383 412 84 435  .466
63 . 34:9 . 365 85 .332 .35

o4 075 820 86 . 385 .406



237

T SYS NaL WE T WS N S N G U N PR LR TR O e YR NS WE VR wm e e e e e el R

Subjects r 4 Subjects T Z
87 245 250 94 «265 271
88 « 446 485 25 483 .523
89 285 293 26 229 234
20 .135 136 97 .538 « 604
91 .265 271 98 496 » 549
92 231 234 29 . 368 . 388
93 135 136 100 423 448
M= ,323 M= ,431
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher Z's of the Employed Teachers

Subjects  r 2 Sabjects ¢ &
1 .396  .,424 22 541 .604
2 432,460 23 292,299
3 645 767 24 .43i .460
4 .387 .41z 25 .369  .388
5 516 576 .26 509 .563°
6 661 .793 27 487 536
7 411,436 28 325  ,337
8 .365  .383 29 -.135  -.136

9 838 .604 30 128 .126
10 -.117, -.121 31 643 604
11 728 .929 a2 .32% .343
12 472 510 33 ‘.12% .131
13 .605  .701 34 .566  .648
14 613,709 as .46% .504
15 .482 523 36 .215. 218
16 761 .996 a7 .30% .315
17 .257  .266 38 .34@ .354
18 .185  .187 39 .18% .192
19 265  .271 40 296 .3l0
2042  .047 .050 41 461 .497
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Subjects r 4 Subjeets T A
43 481,523 65 127 .13l
44 .548  ,618 66 .439 - .472
45 463,497 67 .551  .618
46 615 717 68 .562  .633
47 118,121 69 431 . .460
48 491 .536 70 .555  .626
49 541,604 71 629 741
50 -.125 -.126 72 236 .245
51 265 ,271 73 .285  .293
52 255  .261 74 .311  .321
53 .386  .412 75 185 .187
54 493 ,536 76 226 .234
55 .328  .343 77 295  .304
56 512 .563 .78 .711  .887
57 786 1,071 79 413 .436
58 221  .224 80 261 .266
59 128,131 81 462 .497
60 269,277 82 .39  .365

61 315 326 83 201 .203
62 .201  ,203 84 -.116  -.121
63 .189  .192 85 269 .277

64 165  ,167 86 267 277
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Subjects r Z Subjects T Z
87 481 .523 94 462 497
88 «495 543 95 .325 «337
89 .686 348 26 467 .810
20 <201 203 97 « 395 .418
21 418 448 28 291 299
o2 «250 «255 122 «186 <192
23 .621 . 725 100 « 543 .604

M= ,375 M= .417

SD = ,193 sD = .226
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Self-ldeal Congruence Scores In Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher 2's of the employed Social Workers

T Y D D mm WD WE N S G W W G D D D W W A D N W W NP VR W G T W Y S VS W N W W W W

Subjects r Z Subjects r ‘Z
1 .345 =360 22 461,497
2 297  ,310 23 .309  .321
3 .305  .315 24 241  .245
4 .289  .299 25 267  .277

5 466 510 ’ 26 .031 .031
6 .766 1.020 a7 -.117  -.121
7 438  .472 28 <471 .510
8 .451  .485 29 -.128 -.131
9 .3290  .343 30  .465  .504
10 .555  .626 31 271 .277
11 271 .277 32 .327  .343
12 502 .549 33 647  .775
13 .321  .332 34 202  .209
14 .365 .383 35 .266  .277
15 .357  .377 36 .348  .365
16 581  .662 37 061 .06l
17 649 775 38 .505  .556
18 437 .472 39 .247  .255
12 . .248 .255 40 .348  ,365
20 279 .288 41 526 .590

21 481  .523 42 .e27 .74
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O A W N D W G W G W SR Ny W TR M SN R P W esh e P YL LY L P LT X 2 X X

Subjects r a Subjects r Z
43 .256  .266 57 .26 .13l
44 231  .234 58 659  .793
45 118 121 59 729,929
46 675  .820 60 535  .597
47 346 .365 61 629 .741
48 286,299 62 - .346  .365
49 149 .151 63 529  .590
50 047 ,.047 64 116 .121

- 51 129 .131 65 .205  ,208
52 436 - .472 66 407 .436
53 .145  ,146 67 .228  .234

54 .195  ,198 68 18 .121

55 .318  .332 69 189 .192

56 285 .271 70 347  .365

M = .357 M= ,376
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1=y
o
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher 2's of the employed Lawyers

D A D WD D WD W W W W o O O > W - L T L T P T

ubjects r Z Subject r A
1 .248  .255 18 -.217 -.224
2 206  .213 19 075  .075
3 V501 .549 ¢ 20 117 .21 ‘
4 ' .261  .266 21 .285  ,293
5 236,245 22 479 .523
6 .487  .536 23 .249  .255
7 .036  .040 24 .317  .332
8 .557  .633 25 615 717
9 .549  .618 26 .712 .887
10 .307 .321 27 .156 .161
11 .371  .388 28 .205 .208
12 .357  .377 29 .462 497
13 421,448 30 .561  .633
14 .369  .388 | 31 445  .478
15 .548  ,618 - 32 405  .430
16 641  .758 33 .349 .365
17 .407

_+407  .436 34 -.1156 -.116
' 35 023,025
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LRl L L R T2 T L L L L L 2 2 2 P E L R 2L B 2 2 2 ¥

- Subjects r Z  Subjects T Z
36 Al L121 . 46 .262 .266
37 265 271 47 491 .536
38 .186 ,192.° 48 .305  .315
39 492 .536 49 467 .510
40 .575  .655 50 648 775
41 .395  .418 51 .317 .332
42 462,497 52 - .576 .662
43 .519 .576 53 615 .570
44 <781 1.045 54 .719 .908
45 431,460 55 .248 .255

M= .371 M = .412

SD = .203 SD = .246
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Self-Ideal Congruence Scores in Terms of Pearson
r's and Fisher Z's of the Employed Poctors

Subjects r z Subjects r Z
1 J751 973 18 855 784
2 .566  .648 19 481,523
3 289,299 20 .308  .321
4 461,497 21 642,758
5 565  .640 22 531 .590
6 .319  .332 23 .296  .310
7 275  .282 24 .351  .365
8 471 .510 25 409 .436
9 652 .775 26 265  .271
10 531,590 27 448 485
11 .562  ,633 28 .326  ,343
12 615 717 29 =117 -.121
13 .483  ,523 30 .349  .365
14 267  .277 31 498,549
15 .346  .365 32 545 611
16 /651 .,775 33 .382  .388
17 .543 604 24 289,299

35 169 .172
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Subjects  r 3
36 149 151
37 « 365 « 383
38 245 ~,250
392 » 369 » 388
40 209 213
al «457 497
42 « 506 563
43 «491 «536
44 672 .811
| 45 . 797 1,099

M= ,431

S = ,191

Subjects r Z -
46 «545 611
47 .178 .182
48 285 «293
49 696 .867
50 .541 .604
581 - 645 767
52 . 391 412
53 .468 .810
54 .285 «293
55 .618 725

M = ,483
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TEACHING

Congruence Scores of the Perception of the Self and
of the Teachers in the Case of Student Teachers

D e e A s e A G g Ve N s O pas U S ey AP TS G N SN G G e O G e W N G SN AN G W Y P ARG G G LGN T S B A M Y W A G W R G

Scores Scores Scores Seores Scgores Scores Scores

19 18 13 17 14 12 20

11 15 21 16 18 22 19
13 17 17 21 21 19 18
20 17 19 10 18 19 18
20 20 18 16 21 22 19
20 22 20 18 12 17 13
12 17 13 23 18 . 18 17
18 19 22 19 15 17 22
20 15 23 18 23 22 19
21 18 20 15 19 17 17
19 18 15 19 19 10 14
18 16 21 17 22 20 23
20 18 19 22 18 9 14
18 13 19 10 21 19 10
21 19 23 18 18

M = 17,5

SD = 2.77
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Lawyers in the Case of Student Teachers

Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores

. G G T S O A S W W I T S S - X I R E L T L P L 2 L Y B P L A P T 2 PN Y Y ¥

9 10 13 9 13 13 16
16 9 1 11 12 17 10
15 11 10 13 13 10 9

16 6 19 12 14 13 9

14 17 18 14 16 12 11
10 6 12 13 11 14 9

19 13 15 11 13 16 15
7 15 13 13 12 15 13
18 16 12 . 16 10 15 5

10 9 ’ 15 10 11 15
7 13 18 16 18 12 14
14 14 16. 12 009 13 13
13 10 10 11 15 10 12
13 15 11 13 14 12 11
14 11

M = 12.47

9]
O
i
W
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LAW

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Lawyers in the Case of Student Lawyers

B G W A W S e W W O e o D O BN S e O NS T O Sk N Y e N M S W S e W A A W A R S S S G W S A U S e e

Scores Scores Scores Seores Scores Scores Secores

11 9 10 11 9 .15 9
7 17 13 5 ‘11 11 11
13 12 13 15 15 10 14
14 9 10 13 15 .9 16
14 9 17 13 11 15 12
8 18 11 5 21 16 11
13 20 13 11 17 12 12
18 15 13 19 17 11 15
11 10 12 10 8 10 5
9 5 9 3 8 11 11
12 13 13 15 10 14 9
13 13 12 14 10 16 11
15 9 18 5 17 7 11
11 15 12 14 17 13 10
12 11
M= 10.98
3.728

)
)
i
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Teachers in the Case of Student Lawyers

Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scoeres Seores

13 11 15 11 13 12 11
12 11 12 8 10 11 5
13 13 4 11 10 9 9
9 10 15 5 11 8 5
9 8 15 3 7 18 5
10 7 14 7 13 8 5
8 8 3 5 13 11 9
12 10 13 16 4 11 18
14 14 20 13 6 21 15
7 8 13 10 11 9 15
3 8 3 13 8 12 5
10 10 10 5 10 14 8
13 15 11 9 5 10 12
13 o 11 9 10 10 9
8 9 ’
M = 10.06
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SOCIAL WORKERS

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Social Workers in the Case of Student Secial
Workers ) -

Scores Scores Scores Scores ©Scores Scores Scores
16 17 23 19 21 20 16
14 21 19 16 21 20 21
19 17 22 18 20 13 15
20 22 17 7 23 13 10
17 11 16 17 pas 17 24
12 13 14 14 16 11 16
20 21 15 16 20 10 i8
20 156 20 18 13 8 1e
8 22 16 11 21 15 o
17 17 15 16 18 16 15
18 13 21 2l 18 14 13
15 17 18 16 21 17 19
16 17 19 i6 23 14 21
17 20 21 18 18 20 19
19 20

Eromcosooooroocomoomoozmmmos = sommoomz

M = 17.05
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Doctors in the Case of Student Social Workers

- e T W G D U TR SN TR A W S B R S A N AN G R W W GO G WA WS W G BB GEN D G E T L GMA GRS SN G N NS R M s W T Sy e

o - 2 G D S G W G A G G S G D S G A N NS W W AN TR G G U S O AT S Y W G S O S Dy W U T - —

12 13 13 15 12 11 11
10 9 10 8 15 8 8

18 10 11 18 11 9 10
7 0 17 13 13 15 11
11 17 12 8 13 14 8

14 15 9 17 8 13 11
7 10 15 11 9 18 10
15 10 15 12 11 8 13
13 11 11 15 13 11 9

10 18 13 9 15 9 14
16 13 10 14 12 16 14
13 13 11 - 11 10 10 8

13 6 14 5 18 8 15
9 17 10 11 11 16 13
15 14 |

M = 11.95

8
1}
0o
*

QO
oy
&



Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Selfand
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MEDICINE

of the Doctors in the Case of Student Doctors

N TR G W G S N IO WUE O R e AN S AW S G T S W SN G S SR N G R BN G SR NN W A Gn G Y G W SR U N R ST e W W

Scores ©Scores

[ e PR e T P Y L L L B L P L PR

Scores ©Scores Scores

Scores Scores

19 18 17 24 15 15 24
15 18 22 14 13 15 19
21 17 18 14 27 19 16
13 17 17 . 20 19 18 17
18 16 16 17 15 16 22
14 19 18 15 16 20 13
18 21 12 17 20 18 16
20 15 22 20 17 23 17
13 20 17 19 19 15 20
17 19 13 26 12 20 18
18 17 19 19 21 18 14
21 13 23 17 20 21 21
19 18 17 17 21 13 17
17 19 15 20 16 17 21
16 22
= 17.89

i
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Cengruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and of
the Social Workers in the Case of Student Doctors

O A TS S S W W e AN A N GOR v M A AN W A S W T W TN S R S G S STW G Aw T W TR SR S W RN G R A AR S0 NN W S R AR W T e e e e

Scores Scores Scores Scores Seores Scores Scores

WD P WD G . S S WA WG AN G A G S e S G G ey S TR e A S S St b e I W G S G EE WD WS R W NS AL NN Gn A0 T S W e e

12 18 8 11 18 9 11
13 9 12 13 10 10 15
11 11 14 13 13 10 14
8 17 15 10 15 14 13
14 11 15 16 . 13 14 17
12 13 13 9 11 15 10
8 11 9 15 10 8 13
9 6 10 12 10 10 12
11 10 13 13 13 15 11
14 16 10 18 11 13 9
12 12 9 10 13 10 11
13 14 18 13 18 12 11
11 9 10 14 16 10 18
9 18 18 10 11 15 13
13 15

M = 12437

SO = 3.127
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TEACHING

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Teachers in the Case of Employed Teachers

R Gk . - W oS G W W R G W B e SR WS Tt S G MU R G S GES G WAS W G WA MM NG N S WY NS WML NS UED N WER MR SN GV W OB G W N WA G G e

e S G o W G Gl Gms W G TR WD OV W S A W R W N G NS WS G G G G s D G G WIS G SN M AN T AR TR AU T Y R A AN G S G S M e

11 10 14 - 14 15 11 18
15 22 21 13 15 13 10
21 14 14 10 18 21 21
15 15 23 21 12 15 11
15 20 11 13 18 17 18
19 12 9 15 15 8 15
14 11 11 9 15 13 11
9 18 13 12 21 15 23
20 13 18 21 18 22 23
17 18 18 11 19 21 21
21 15 18 20 i5 8 15
14 12 19 13 9 13 11
17 11 15 22 18 11 21
15 18 15 14 19 17 13
i3 12 - |

M= 15.73

22]
<
it
w
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Lawyers in the Case of Employed Teachers

A A D TGN GO G VA A A G W A o A W A N W W S A W T O T N R G . G W SWR TR W W W S SR IR S S S UG WAR A W e U M S e

O N S e S A I T R e W B Wr N e WS G N A DR M A AU G VRS s W NS WY W S L M AN G WA RV SN M G SN W WY T S A S BN T S W M W e e
€

15 10 15 10 13 13 5
7 27 11 9 10 13 8
11 8 11 18 9 14 11
12 13 15 1o 15 13 9
14 12 13 15 10 8 14
5 15 7 8 11 9 11
10 8 5 9 11 14 11
9 13 8 15 7 9 13
12 12 15 15 14 12 18
15 15 19 8 11 17 11
14 20 13 13 15 7 10
13 8 11 13 13 9 11
9 9 10 8 9 9 11
13 11 13 11 8 9 12
11 12
- S I
M= 11.64
= 3,02

SD
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LAW

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Lawyers in the Case of Employed Lawers

W S G G T TIE WS W W S WAL T W W 0 el G G WBE TN W s U TN SSX S N WU TR S W AN AR IR S W MWL A W WS SR SW W SEL W G AN S R A W W e

G G U oo WA 3 A S W WD W NG VRS AR G S S S s R TR W Y R M S K ORGSR ISR D TR . W I s SR WD R N SR WS e o T e W A G N GGG D T o i e B

11 12 17 18 11 17 21

15 156 2l 14 22 14 23
i3 18 11 11 9 - 16 12
13 15 10 14 %) 18 8
17 il 21 10 15 13 i8
15 11 9 13 12 15 13
11 9 12 8 18 21 22
17 15 21 14 i3 18

M= 14,47

S = 3.24
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Congruence Scores of the Pefceptions of the Self and

of the Teachers in the Case of Employed Lawyers

L e L T TR R L P R R R L L L YL R Y T R Y YRR

L N L P R R P L L P Y T P T T R

9 11 11 15 10 14 5
7 15 15 13 | 14 9 13
8 15 11 14 8 11 7
13 10 9 11 11 9 8
8 9 13 ) 15 11
10 13 13 11 7 12 8
10 9 13 12 s 8 15
14 15 13 12 9 8

M = 10.72
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SOCIAL WORK

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Social Workers in the Case of Employed Social

15
13
8

20
15
11
11
9

17
16

Scores Scores

11
1¢
19
11
22
13
18
a2l
13

19

Workers
Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores
18 12, 13 10 15
19 13 11 15 14
17 21 15 13 19
11 21 14 13 15
14 22 19 9 20
18 17 15 16 12
11 15 9 18 17
17 21 19 13 18
16 23 17 15 11
19 13 22 11 20
M= 15,18
= 4.02

SD
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Doctors in the Case of Bmployed Social Workers

S T 0 s S GOn S T W W W W SR TR W W G N W e T W I AN ape S BN VR S WD I N S IS T G W G W D W D S G N G T WD W e WD B G W e e

W T " D T W AW D W W oy W G T W G U AU U S YIRS D W ) WO W A o W W W0 W G R WU D - -

10 13 11 9 13 12 8
1l 12 8 13 il 15 13
11 16 11 17 13 8 8
10 iz 11 15 S 14 11
12 8 9 i2 7 11 12
10 9 11 9 9 10 10
17 15 14 10 lé 1l 13
14 1l 13 1l 13 ) 9
10 11 11 8 i2 8 18
12 9 1l 7 13 15 9
M = 10.81
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MEDICINE

Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Doctors in the Case of Empleyed Doctors

L L R L L L L P T R L L L R X T L A L T R R X

W IR G G W A O G S W A OO T N W S NS SE R S WS L W R GNE WP U W M Gur N G W G S G GRR R G A N A G W G S T D W T G e S

18 11 21 11 15 11 17
8 13 15 17 14 11 19
11 21 9 13 15 15 13
18 18 12 9 10 16 12
17 9 17 15 16 15 13
19 11 22 13 14 15 11
14 19 21 19 20 13 20
14 19 - 16 11 13 13
— — S —————

[}

T =

TR
‘—J

w

R

o e
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Congruence Scores of the Perceptions of the Self and
of the Social Workers in the Case of Employed Doctors

D G G " G WD W G S G G TP W G A S W G G A N o T Gy O G s O O W A Sy G T G A WA W e G o

Secores Scores Scores Scores Scores Scores Secores

L R e R R e R e T

11 18 15 22 9 11 13
10 12 9 10 9 1 8
7 11 13 8 9 10 14
5 17 8 11 11 10 13
12 15 9 12 9 11 7
9 10 12 10 11 11 8
13 13 11 8 12 11 15
14 12 11 13 15 - 17
M = 11.20

(42}
o
i

2.62
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H

Sgtisfaction Scores of Student Teachers

v A m e W . L e T M LR R R R e R T R . B . e e e o . e e

1 12 22 34 43 26
2 25 23 35 44 32
3 18 24 25 45 38
4 19 25 34 46 35
5 34 26 27 47 32
6 34 27 38 48 34
7 12 28 26 49 29
8 32 29 30 50 29
9 16 30" 11 . 51 25
10 30 31 33 52 24
11 26 32 14 53 31
12 31 33 31 54 14
13 26 34 37 55 11
14 37 35 20 56 23
15 34 36 19 57 29
16 31 37 25 58 36
17 36 38 29 59 29
18 33 39 13 . 80 29
19 31 40 26 61 28
20 41 41 - 25 62 36

al- 31 42 29 03 1o
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Subjects Scores Subjects ©Scores Subjects Scores
64 24 77 30 89 18
65 22 78 25 90 27
66 28 79 31 91 ' 37
67 25 80 32 92 21
68 23 81 26 93 38
69 28 82 24 94 38
70 34 83 38 95 27
71 26 84 24 26 20
72 32 85 36 97 20
73 36 86 38 98 27
74 18 87 27 99 38
75 25 88 20 100 27
76 34

e e P4 o o o i R ST i e S S e hn S S st s s g o Y. S e S S, A SRS S WS et st e s s et o S . oo . s s st N s
S N R L Ll W L IR s prestasspotiuecuaipuse fraivpuiis s fupinusyguss Jasy pra-Bonchatbuisbasiursius St nigrovi oo p gy
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Satisfaction Scores of Student Lawyers

BSubjects Scores Subjects Scores Subjects Scores
1 15 21 8 41 16
2 13 22 12 42 8
3 14 - 23 17 © 43 14
4 9 24 13 44 9
5 1l 25 10 45 10
6 27 26 21 46 17
7 17 27 14 47 15
8 18 28 15 48 27
9 15 29 7 49 13
10 13 30 10 50 19
11 14 31 9 51 18
12 20 32 13 52 9
13 10 33 24 53 11
14 17 34 17 54 17
15 9 35 8 55 14
16 21 36 13 56 22
17 31 37 11 57 11
18 14 38 13 58 15
19 17 39 12 59 19
20 i8 40 10 60 13
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Subjects ©Scores Subjects Scores Subjects Scores
61 8 74 13 87 20
62 17 75 17 88 15
63 9 76 18 89 14
64 14 77 21 90 19
65 15 78 13 21 21
66 16 79 15 92 17
67 18 80 12 93 23
68 15 81 20 94 24
69 17 82 24 95 15
70 13 83 15 96 13
71 1z 84 20 97 15
72 13 85 24 298 . 14
73 14 86 18 99 16

100 18

ot et —— 1R 1 AP e S S st . e e o o ——— - e
P " st e ampunaforsdad pomauerummrpons $reng —_== -_— ===
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Satisfaction Bcores of Student Soeial

24
13
27
14
13
32
25
32
a7
26
15
20
25
26
24
24
26
26
17
18

Workers

21
22
23
24
25
.26
27
28
29
30
31
32
33

35
36
37
38
39
40

19
i8
19
18
31
a1
31
31
15
20
29
29
28
24
30
29
21
33
29
20

-y = - =

- S wn S e

44
45
46
47
48
49
50
51
52
53
54

55

56
57
58
62
60

18
20
13
12
26
11
28
23
18
27
13
20
23
12
29
16
19
20
15
14



A Y W Y S -

- _— T W -

61
62
63

65
66
67
68
69
70
71
72

L ol o S R AL O e O SO 7 WS A NS P B Y
T o L i e 9ot g e s e o, D S o A .

10
18
2l
21
20
21
13
21
a2
a2
17
N R
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LR L P T PR X T P L T

Subjects Scores

D W W K - -

- YD W - - . R W

Subjects OScores

-y . - - -

74 28 87 16
75 29 88 11
76 29 89 16
77 23 20 20
- 78 18 91 25
79 22 22 24
80 18 93 29
31 20 94 16
82 16 25 13
83 16 96 24
84 28 27 13
85 28 98 16
86 20 99 15

100 13
M = 21.47
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Satisfaction Scores of Student Doctors

- o~ T A . Sy > - W h US um UD N s T AR TSGR D g YD S I WP AP w Y Am en Y

Subjects Scores Subjects Scores Subjeets Scores
1 12 21 30 41 15
2 20 22 25 42 34
3 20 ' 23 34 43 28
4 21 24 25 44 24
5 25 25 30 45 19
6 27 | 26 25 46 27
7 28 27 28 47 28
8 25 28 28 48 20
9 25 29 32 49 32
10 34 30 17 50 22
11 28 31 24 51 28
12 18 32 23 52 31
13 30 33 a8 53 28
14 25 34 23 54 28
15 20 35 35 55 15
16 32 36 32 56 26
17 15 37 29 57 25
18 22 38 23 58 31
19 29 39 30 59 ° 25

]
e

23 40 22 60 19
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Subjects Scores Subjects Scores Subjects Scores
61 22 74 18 87 22
62 24 75 16 88 26
63 27 76 25 89 22
64 29 77 26 20 17
65 21 T 78 26 91 23
66 28 79 27 92 17
67 25 80 26 93 19
68 24 81 20 94 19
69 28 82 21 95 26
70 29 83 18 96 18
71 18 84 26 97 28
72 29 35 24 © 98 26
73 29 86 21 99 24

100 26
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Satisfaction Seores of the Employed Teachers

Teaching
Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores  Subjects Seores
1 25 21 18 41 32
2 30 22 31 42 37
3 34 23 28 43 31
4 27 24 32 44 36
5 36 25 29 45 32
6 37 26 . 35 ' 46 35
7 31 27 30 47 17
8 27 28 26 48 29
9 32 29 14 49 34
10 15 . 30 13 50 15
11 34 3 37 51 19
12 30 32 26 52 21
13 32 33 16 .53 28
14 38 34 34 . 54 31
15 _ 29 35 - 29 55 29
16 38 36 24 56 32
17 20 37 27 57 37
18 17 38 31 58 18
19 19 39 18 59 19
20 15 40 19 60 15
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. Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores
61 30 74 19 87 32
62 . - 25 75 26 88 34
63 14 .76 15 89 37
64 17 77 18 90 19
65 15 78 21 91 28
66 ' 30 79 36 92 19
67 31 80 30 93 36
68 34 81 19 94 29
69 35 82 31 95 26
70 37 83 25 96 32
71 32 84 18 97 19
72 19 85 " 19 98 19
73 27 85 15 99 18

100 32
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Satisfaction Scores of the Employed Social Workers

W D SIS W - - -

1 26
2 25
3 28
4 19
5 30
6 37
7 31
8 32
9 29
10 36
11 27
12 37
13 30
14 29
15 31
16 35
17 36
18 29
19 24
20 22
21 29
22 32
23 26
24 19

o o

S -

Social Workers

- W S W -

25 28
26 15
27 18
28 31
29 14
30 29
31 25
32 24
33 34
34 24
35 23
36 30
37 15
38 34
39 25
40 29
41 34
42 36
43 19
44 18
45 15
46 34
47 30

oy oo qur. —
- ot . -

M = 26,93

- - o -

- - -

48 22
49 19
50 16
51 17
52 32
53 18
54 18
55 28
56 30
57 17
58 35
59 36
60 37
61 34
62 31
63 34
64 18
65 24
66 31
67 30
68 25
69 23
70 28
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Satisfaction 8cores of the Employed Lawyers

Lawyers
Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores

1l 26 19 14 37 25
2 27 20 18 38 21
3 34 21 26 39 30
4 25 22 31 40 32
5 24 23 26 41 31
6 32 24 30 42 34
7 15 25 36 43 37
8 35 26 37 44 36
) 37 27 18 45 32
10 30 28 25 46 31
11 31 29 34 47 30
12 29 30 35 48 29
13 34 31 33 49 29
14 32 32 31 50 32
15 36 33 29 61 29
16 38 34 20 82 34
17 31 35 17 53 32‘
18 18 36 19 54 36

' 55 25
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Satisfaction Seores of the Doctors

Medical

Subjects Scores  Subjects Scores  Subjects Seores
1 36 20 29 38 24
2 33 21 36 39 31
3 30 22 31 40 25
4 31 23 26 41 31
5 34 24 28 42 36
6 " 29 25 31 43 30
7 . 25 26 30 44 34
8 31 27 34 45 31
9 35 28 25 46 33
10 34 29 18 47 28
11 36 30 26 48 30
12 37 31 29 49 31
13 34 32 32 50 29
14 28 33 28 51 32
15 29 34 26 52 26
16 34 35 24 53 27
17 35 36 21 54 25
18 35 37 29 55 34




