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<Abstract>

College Students’ Attitude toward Male and Female Doctors

Ki Nam Jin”, Hyun Jong Song”, Nam Soo Park”, In Ah Ha®
Yonsei University, Dept. of Health Administration“, Ajou University, Medical School”
Ewah Womans University, College of Business Administration”

Numerous foreign studies document perceived difference of the public toward male and
female doctors, but little is known about the way Korean college students view the gender
of the doctors. This study investigates whether or not college students evaluate the
technical and socio—psychological skills differently depending on the gender of the doctors.
This study also tests the association between the gender of respondents and the gender of
doctors of their choice for several types of diseases.

The 440 college students at one campus were selected using systematic stratified
random sampling technique and were interviewed by questionnaire survey. Findings indicate
that while the scores of technical skills are in favor of male doctors, the scores of
socio-psychological skills are favorable to female doctors. We also find that there is a
statistically significant relationship between the gender of respondents and the gender of

doctors of their choice.
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