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cigure 3. Relation betwéen the Name Given the Cancer and
Delay
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Figure 4. Relation between Social Class and Delay.
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Figure 5. Association between Site of Cancer and Delay.
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Figure 6. Relation between Self-estimate of Habitual and Cur- = -
rent Procrastination and Actual Delay :
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Figure 7. Relation between Worry and Delay.
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Figure 8. Relation between Family History'of Cancer and Delay.
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