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ABSTRACT

The paper aims to establish the attitudes of student population on the desirable level of autonomy of the Republic of Croatia when deciding on the analyzed economic and social issues. Choosing the students as the target group of the survey was based on the assumption that today's younger age groups (i.e. current students at the Faculty of Economics) will be active participants in future integration processes.

An opinion survey of student population regarding European integration processes was conducted at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek in 2004 (second round of research) and compared with the data collected in 2001 at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek (first round of research) 
.
The questionnaire used to compile the students' opinions is a modified version of the standard Eurobarometer 54, which is used to survey the attitudes of EU citizens.

The collected data were analyzed by the methods of multivariate statistical analysis. Apart from the results of the statistical analysis the paper also contains the modified questionnaire, which could be used to follow the investigated problem longitudinally and thus influence the necessary future activities with the aim of successful association of the Republic of Croatia with the European Union.  

1. INTRODUCTION

The European Union is an integration of democratic European countries committed to peaceful and prosperous co-existence. The EU is not a state aiming to replace the existing states, however, its member states delegate part of their sovereignty to the Union which allows issues of mutual interest to be resolved democratically at the European level. Having joined the EU, each state gains certain rights, advantages and benefits, but also assumes obligations that it must be ready to fulfill, thus subordinating part of its autonomy to higher common causes. The citizens' views on the Union and all its features could be an important step in understanding and accepting the legal, economic and sociological tenets that the Union is based on. This in turn leads to accepting the obligations posed by the membership in the EU.

All the candidate countries have been conducting information campaigns for several years, as well as regular opinion polls on different phases in the preparation for EU accession. This is done by means of questionnaires known as the Eurobarometer. 

In February 2005, among other EU member countries, the Eurobarometer No. 62 featured for the first time the attitudes of Croatian citizens regarding current issues in the EU.
 

The Eurobarometer (EB) survey series is a programme of cross-national and cross-temporal comparative social research conducted on behalf of the European Commission and is designed to monitor social and political attitudes. In the early seventies nationally representative samples in all European Union (European Community) member countries are interviewed in each spring and each autumn. Since autumn 1990 (EB No. 34.1) separate supplementary surveys on special issues have been conducted in nearly every EB. One of the issues systematically monitored by Eurobarometers is the CFSP (Common Foreign & Security Policy), a key issue in the European Constitution. A clear notion of judicature, tax and immigration policies, autonomy aspirations of each member country, i.e. the level of cooperation in the context of European globalization, will all have a critical impact on defining and implementing the EU Constitution. 
The research presented here is aimed at data collecting on student attitudes and based on a modified Eurobarometer No 54. The key assumption of the research is that in the near future students of economics will be active and instrumental in the integration processes and their implementation in the Republic of Croatia. Both data analysis and comments are therefore concentrated on their support of the EU and the integration processes, then on attitude analysis regarding Croatia's obligations in the integration processes, and finally on students' approval of the level of Croatia's cooperation with the EU when deciding on the integration processes.

2. EU AND CROATIA – CURRENT SITUATION  

The Croatian Government has set Croatia's swift joining the EU as a priority. In early 2004 Croatia officially became a candidate country, and membership negotiations are expected to start in 2005. 

According to the criteria adopted by the European Council at the meeting in Kopenhagen (13 December 2002), Central and Eastern European countries wanting to become EU members shall join the Union at the time when they are capable of assuming a member's obligations by fulfilling economic and political conditions as follows:

· A candidate country must have attained stable institutions that guarantee democracy, rule of law, human rights, respect for and protection of minorities,

· The country must have a functioning market economy, and must be able to cope with the competitive pressures and market forces within the Union,

· The country must be able to undertake the obligations connected with the membership, which includes accepting the goals of political, economic and monetary union.

When considering Croatia's application, the Commision analyzed the current situation and medium-term prospects in the country, paying particular attention to Croatia's capability to fulfill the stated political criteria.
Every six months since the year 2000, the Croatian Ministry of European Integrations has been conducting public opinion polls, mostly based on Eurobarometers, which were actually created by research teams of EU member countries. The Eurobarometer questionnaires are used to continuously survey the attitudes of EU citizens. 
The respondents in the survey conducted by the Croatian Ministry of European Integrations are randomly chosen from the whole population of Croatia aged 15 and older (the results are available at the Ministry's site www.mei.hr). Until April 2005 there have been ten research waves of data collecting. The aim of the survey is to monitor public opinion on European integrations, and on ways and sources of information on the topic.

Our research is based on the assumption that the attitudes of today's young generation, future graduate economists, i.e. future participants in business and economic policy of Croatia, will be crucial for the course of integration processes, as well as for all the activities following the integration. This is why the sample in the first and second wave of research was chosen randomly among the students of the Faculty of Economics in Osijek. The questionnaire tried to find out the level of knowledge regarding the EU, and the respondents' attitudes on advantages and disadvantages of future integration processes. 

3. METHODOLOGY

The methodology of our research is based on a modified version of the Eurobarometer 54 (Horvat, Marijanović, 2002). The main reason for using the old version of standard Eurobarometer (e.g. Eurobarometer 54) to collect data was the intention to compare the new data with the information obtained with the same version of the questionnaire in the 2001 survey.

There is a fundamental difference between our survey and similar surveys carried out by the Ministry of European Integrations.

Looking into the results obtained by the Ministry of European Integrations, it can be noted that they refer mostly to the attitudes of the entire population of Croatia over 15 years of age. Since it is most likely that the attitudes of today's younger generation will be crucial for the course of future integration processes, as well as for all the activities following the integration, the sample for the 2004 survey was chosen among the students of the Faculty of Economics in Osijek. The survey included the students of all four years of study, and the data were compared to the ones obtained in an identical research conducted at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek in 2001. 
3.1. Sample

As already stated above, the starting assumption is that the current attitudes of today's younger generation, future graduate economists, i.e. future participants in business and economic policy of Croatia, will be crucial for the course of integration processes, as well as for all the activities following the integration. 

The research presented here was carried out in two waves of data collecting – the first wave in December 2001, and the second in April 2004. In both rounds of research the data were collected at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek (the first wave n = 148, the second wave n = 469). Data collecting was carried out by «paper and pencil» method with the investigator present. The investigator showed each of the questions from the questionnaire on the overhead projector, and explained to the respondents what they need to do regarding each question. 

In the analysis of the sample, we compared the chosen demographic variables for the data obtained in Osijek in 2001 (first wave), and in 2004 (second wave). Table 1 shows demographic characteristics of all the data collected at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek in both waves, and the chi-square test indicator refers to testing the assumption of equality of demographic variables in the first and second wave of data collected in Osijek.  

Table 1 Description of demographic characteristics of the sample obtained in Osijek in both waves, and testing 
their equality according to the chosen demographic characteristics by chi-square test indicator

	Variables


	First wave

Osijek
	Second wave

Osijek

	Gender
	χ2 = 0.006, signif. = 0.937

	male
	45 (30.4%)
	141 (30.1%)

	female
	103 (69.6%)
	328 (69.9%)

	I grew up in
	χ2 = 2.219, signif. = 0.330

	a town/city
	86 (58.1%)
	249 (53.1%)

	Close to a town/city
	24 (16.2%)
	102 (21.7%)

	In the country
	38 (25.7%)
	118 (25.2%)

	Where do you want to spend most of your life?
	χ2 = 7.417, signif. = 0.191

	Where I grew up
	36 (26.5%)
	116 (30.1%)

	Within 100 km of the place where I grew up
	32 (23.5%)
	107 (27.7%)

	Close to the place where I'm studying
	12 (8.8%)
	24 (6.2%)

	In other places in Croatia
	25 (18.4%)
	74 (19.2%)

	In one of the EU countries
	28 (20.6%)
	49 (12.7%)

	In a non-European country
	3 (2.2%)
	16 (4.1%)

	Plans regarding education
	χ2 = 1.474, signif. = 0.831

	I might discontinue my studies
	0 (0.0%)
	4 (0.9%)

	I will graduate
	85 (57.4%)
	267 (57.1%)

	After graduation I'll do professional training
	40 (27.0%)
	131 (28.0%)

	I will take a master's degree
	19 (12.8%)
	54 (11.5%)

	I will take a doctor's degree
	4 (2.7%)
	12 (2.6%)


** Mean Difference was significant at the 0.01 level (P<0.01) 

* Mean Difference was significant at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)

A closer look at the analyzed demographic variables shows that the chosen samples are homogenous, i.e. there are no statistically significant differences of feature modality. Statistically significant differences were established only with two demographic variables:  

· The estimate of living standards moved towards increased living standards (χ2 = 17.998, signif. = 0.000), and 

· Education of the respondent's father (χ2 = 11.378, signif. = 0.023).

The remaining demographic variables (gender, place where they grew up, education of respondent's mother), and two variables indicating life preferences of the students (the place where they want to spend most of their lives and education plans) did not show any statistically significant differences. It is therefore possible to conclude that the samples collected in the first and second wave at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek are homogenous according to the majority of demographic variables.
 3.2. Measurement instruments

The measurement instrument was the modified version of the standard Eurobarometer questionnaire No. 54
. 

The Standard Eurobarometer survey series is a unique program of cross-national and cross-temporal comparative social research. The standard Eurobarometer was established in 1973. Each survey consists of approximately 1000 face-to-face interviews per Member State (except Germany: 2000, Luxembourg: 600, United Kingdom 1300 including 300 in Northern Ireland). Reports are published twice yearly. In Croatia, the surveys based on the standard Eurobarometer have been carried out since the year 2000 by the agency GfK for the needs of the Ministry of European Integrations. 
The Eurobarometer series is designed to provide regular monitoring of the social and political attitudes in the European Union publics through specific trend questions. The Eurobarometer public opinion surveys are conducted on behalf of the European Commission, which regularly publishes the corresponding survey reports. In this research, we used most of the questions from the standard Eurobarometer No. 54; however, some questions were adapted according to the requirements of the research problem.

For example, our respondents were asked a modified question no. 30 from the Eurobarometer no. 54, which had the following original wording:  

For each of the following areas, do you think that decisions should be made by the (NATIONALITY) government, or made jointly within the European Union? (ROTATE)

	READ OUT
	(NATIONALITY)
	JOINTLY WITHIN EU
	DK

	
	GOVERNMENT
	
	

	1)       Defence
	1
	2
	3

	2)       Protection of the environment
	1
	2
	3

	3)       Currency
	1
	2
	3

	4)       Health and social welfare
	1
	2
	3

	5)       Basic rules for broadcasting and press
	1
	2
	3

	6)       The fight against unemployment
	1
	2
	3

	7)       Agriculture and fishing policy
	1
	2
	3

	8)       Supporting regions which are experiencing economic difficulties
	1
	2
	3

	9)       Education
	1
	2
	3

	10)    Scientific and technological research
	1
	2
	3

	11)    Foreign policy towards countries outside the European Union
	1
	2
	3

	12)    Cultural policy
	1
	2
	3

	13)    Immigration policy
	1
	2
	3

	14)    The fight against organised crime
	1
	2
	3

	15)    Police
	1
	2
	3

	16)    Justice
	1
	2
	3

	17)    The fight against drugs
	1
	2
	3


Originally, question no. 30 from the standard Eurobarometer 54 contained 25 items, but only the above 17 items were retained, since a pilot test indicated that the remaining items were not suitable for surveying the attitudes of student population. 

Furthermore, the question on the conditions that have to be met in order to join the EU (in the standard Eurobarometer that is question no. 38) was adapted in the following way: the dichotomous scale with two modalities and a possible answer «I don't know» was replaced by a five-grade Likert scale (1 – not important, 5 – very important), so the final wording of this multi-item was as follows:

Does it seem important to you or not, in deciding whether a particular country should join the European Union, or not?:

1) The country has to respect Human Rights and the principles of democracy

2) Its level of economic development should be close to that of other member states

3) It has to accept whatever has already been decided and put in place through the process of building Europe

4) It has to be prepared to put the interest of the European Union above its own

5) It has to fight organized crime and drug trafficking

6) It has to protect the environment
7) It has to be able to pay its share of the European Union budget
Apart from these two questions that were adapted to better suit the characteristics of student population, respondents were asked also other questions from the Eurobarometer 54, however, as they were not significantly altered, they will be briefly commented upon in the analysis of the survey results.

4. RESULTS

The analysis of the data, and consequently the comments of the research results are oriented towards analyzing the preference for the EU and integration processes, analyzing how students view the obligations of Croatia in integration processes, as well as how much they accept the level of cooperation between Croatia and the EU when deciding on integration processes.

When analyzing the students' preference for the EU and integration processes, four questions were repeated in 2004. The questions asked about the levels of the attachment to town, region, country and Europe (measured on a four point scale), and the estimate of their own knowledge about the EU (measured on a ten point scale). The aim was to test the hypothesis that claimed how there were no relevant statistical differences in students' attitudes in 2004 compared to students' attitudes in 2001. Table 2 shows the values of t-test indicator and the levels of statistical relevance of our survey. 

Table 2
Levels of the attachment to town, region, country and the EU, and estimate of own knowledge about the EU (test indicator t-test)
	Measured on…
	How are you attached to…?
	Year
	N
	Mean
	Standard deviation
	t-test
	p value

	…four point scale

1- very attached

2 – fairly attached

3 – not very attached

4 – not at all attached


	… town
	2001
	148
	3.06
	.85
	-1.601
	0.111

	
	
	2004
	464
	3.19
	.80
	
	

	
	… region
	2001
	148
	2.78
	.82
	-.654
	.514

	
	
	2004
	464
	2.83
	.81
	
	

	
	… Croatia


	2001
	148
	3.19
	.80
	1.745
	.082

	
	
	2004
	463
	3.06
	.82
	
	

	
	… Europe


	2001
	148
	2.77
	.71
	2.656
	.008**

	
	
	2004
	441
	2.59
	.73
	
	

	…. ten  point scale

1- know nothing at all; 10 – know a great deal
	How much do you feel you know about the European Union, its policies, its institutions
	2001
	148
	4.21
	1.58
	-7.563
	.000**

	
	
	2004
	467
	5.45
	2.17
	
	


** Mean Difference was significant at the 0.01 level (P<0.01) 

* Mean Difference was significant at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)
As shown in Table 2, statistically relevant differences were found in the level of attachment to the EU (the mean decreased from 2.77 to 2.59), and in the estimate of own knowledge about the EU (the mean rose from 4.21 to 5.45). This indicates that with the increase of knowledge about the EU the student population feels less attached to Europe. This issue should be studied in more detail over time, because connected with the mean regarding the EU level of information is the exceptionally high deviation of 2.17, which leads us to consider a future use of  1 to 5 scale to measure students' knowledge about the EU (Likert five point scale is usual in the Croatian education system; it is therefore to be expected that it would be much more reliable in surveying the attitudes of Croatian population). 

The next research hypothesis was that in the period of three years there wouldn't be any statistically relevant differences in student responses regarding integration processes: the questions were whether joining the EU would be positive for Croatia, whether they want the EU to play a more or less important role in their future lives, and finally whether they personally support Croatia's joining the EU. The results of chi-test indicator applied to these category variables are shown in Table 3.

Table 3
Differences in expectations of students at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek  (2001 vs. 2004) regarding the EU (test indicator chi-square)

	
	Osijek 2001
	Osijek 2004
	Chi square and significance

	Generally speaking, do you think that membership in the European Union is …
	χ2=90.408

sig.=0.000**



	… a bad thing
	10 (6.9%)
	196 (52.4%)
	

	… a good thing
	135 (93.1%)
	178 (47.6%)
	

	Would you like the EU in your daily life to play a …
	χ2=47.850

sig.=0.000**

	… less important role
	6 (4.1%)
	122 (29.7%)
	

	… same role
	26 (17.6%)
	86 (20.9%)
	

	… more important role
	116 (78.4%)
	203 (49.4%)
	

	Level of support for Croatia's joining the European Union
	χ2=113.364

sig.=0.000**

	confirm
	200(83.7%)
	195(41.7%)
	

	against
	16 (6.7%)
	122(26.1%)
	

	don't know
	23 (9.6%)
	151(32.3%)
	


** Mean Difference was significant at the 0.01 level (P<0.01) 

* Mean Difference was significant at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)
The most significant difference indicates that as many as 52.4% of students in 2004 think that membership in the EU would be a «bad thing» for Croatia as compared to 6.9% of students who held the same view in 2001. Furthermore, in 2004, 29.7% of respondents (vs. 4.1% in 2001) would like the EU to play a less important role in their daily life, and finally, 26.1% in 2004 (vs. 6.7% in 2001) are against Croatia's membership in the EU. Thus, the tested research hypotheses were not accepted on none of the variables analyzed in Table 3. This can be explained by a general trend of increasing Euro-scepticism that has been revealed in all the relevant public opinion polls in the past three years.

The second part of the analysis dealt with the student attitides regarding the level of autonomy of Croatia in future decisions within the, from the moment Croatia becomes a full member. The obtained data were analyzed by chi-square test indicator, and it was expected that no statistically relevant difference between student attitudes in the years 2004 and 2001 would be revealed. The analysis comprised the 17 items stated in the chapter «Measurement instruments», however, Table 4 shows two that are of greatest interest. 

Table 4 Major differences in attitudes of students at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek (2001 vs. 2004) regarding the level of autonomy of Croatia in future decisions about specific areas of administration (test indicator chi-square)

	
	Osijek 2001
	Osijek 2004
	Chi square and signifficance

	Defence
	χ2=2.561

sig.=0.110

	Nationality government
	71(48.0%)
	251 (55.5%)
	

	Jointly within European Union
	77 (52.0%)
	201 (44.5%)
	

	Protection of the environment
	χ2=8.374

sig.=0.003**

	Nationality government
	27 (18.2%)
	142 (30.7%)
	

	Jointly within European Union
	121 (81.8%)
	320 (69.3%)
	


** Mean Difference was significant at the 0.01 level (P<0.01) 

* Mean Difference was significant at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)
Out of 17 stated hypotheses, only one was accepted, namely, the one referring to student attitudes, which is due to the fact that there is no statistically relevant difference in students’ attitudes in year 2004, compared to year 2001 regarding the level of authonomy of Croatia in future decisions about specific areas of administration within EU. For all the other areas of administration (currency, health and welfare, basic rules for broadcasting and press, the fight against unemployment, agriculture and fishing policy, supporting regions which are experiencing economic difficulties, education, scientific and technological research, foreign policy towards countries outside the EU, cultural policy, immigration policy, the fight against organised crime, police, justice, the fight against drugs) there was a statistically relevant difference in favour of Croatia's autonomy in decisions, except in the protection of environment, where we also found a statistically relevant difference, but in favour of joint decisions with the EU.
Since the above analysis showed that student attitudes were significantly changed in 2004 as compared to 2001, it was to be expected that their attitudes were changed also regarding the conditions that candidate countries should meet before joining the EU. The attitudes in this set of questions were collected using a five point Likert scale, and research hypotheses were tested by t-test indicator presented in Table 5. 

Table 5
Differences in student attitudes at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek (2001 vs. 2004) regarding the conditions that have to be met before joining the EU (t-test indicator)

	Variables
	Year
	N
	Mean
	Standard 

deviation
	t-test
	p value

	The country has to respect human rights and the principles of democracy
	2001
	148
	4.84
	.42
	.663
	.508

	
	2004
	467
	4.81
	.54
	
	

	Its level of economic development should be close to that of other member states
	2001
	147
	3.78
	.93
	-1.357
	.176

	
	2004
	465
	3.90
	1.06
	
	

	It has to accept whatever has already been decided and put place throughout to process of building Europe 
	2001
	146
	3.89
	.89
	3.361
	.001**

	
	2004
	444
	3.59
	1.05
	
	

	It has to be prepared to put the interest of the European Union above its own
	2001
	145
	3.32
	.98
	-.597
	.551

	
	2004
	438
	3.38
	1.20
	
	

	It has to fight organized crime and drug trafficking
	2001
	148
	4.43
	.87
	-.147
	.884

	
	2004
	468
	4.44
	.96
	
	

	It has to protect the environment 
	2001
	147
	4.15
	1.00
	-2.331
	.021*

	
	2004
	469
	4.37
	.97
	
	

	It has to be able to pay its share of the European Union budget
	2001
	148
	4.10
	.92
	6.533
	.000**

	
	2004
	439
	3.48
	1.20
	
	


** Mean Difference was significant at the 0.01 level (P<0.01) 

* Mean Difference was significant at the 0.05 level (P<0.05)
The calculated differences are represented graphically in Figure 1, where the two lines indicate the differences in mean values obtained in two rounds of research.

Figure 1 Mean values of student attitudes at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek (2001 vs. 2004) regarding the conditions that have to be met before joining the EU, measured on a five point Likert scale
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Both Table 5 and Figure 1 show that statistically relevant differences were found in responses to the items «It has to accept whatever has already been decided and put in place through the process of building Europe” and “It has to be able to pay its share of the European Union budget”, where mean values in 2004 were decreased in comparison to 2001. In the item “It has to protect the environment” there was also a statistically relevant difference, but in the opposite direction, i.e., the mean values were higher (4.37 in 2004 vs. 4.15 in 2001).
There is a fear of outvoting Croatia, which is obvious in the changed attitudes in 2004, namely a higher proportion of students (41.3% in 2004 vs. 20.9% in 2001) believe that decisions in the EU should be made only by consensus.

5. DISCUSSION

The research conducted in 2004 aimed to establish possible changes in the opinions on the EU in student population at the Faculty of Economics in Osijek, i.e. how they see the advantages and disadvantages of joining the EU. The data collected in 2004 were compared to the ones collected in the first round of research in 2001.

The questions that the respondents had to answer (using the modified Eurobarometer 54) can be put in several groups intended to measure: the feeling of national affiliation and affiliation to Europe, expectations of respondents regarding Croatia's joining the EU, attitudes on autonomous decisions of the Republic of Croatia in specific economic and political areas, and attitudes on meeting the criteria for joining the EU. Statistical analysis of these questions intended primarily to establish the differences in student opinions in 2004 as compared to the survey conducted in 2001.

In the question about national affiliation, i.e. the attachment to Europe, there is a noticeable difference in student attitudes in 2001 and 2004. There is a statistically relevant decrease in the attachment to Europe in 2004 (arithmetic mean = 2.59, standard deviation = 0.73) in comparison to 2001 (arithmetic mean = 2.77, standard deviation = 0.71).

The answers regarding the support of Croatia’s joining the EU are logically connected to the preceding estimate of the attachment to Europe in 2004. There is a significant increase of respondents who are confused with integration processes (the answer «I don't know» 32.3% in 2004 vs. 9.6% in 2001), as well as those who oppose the EU membership (26.1% in 2004 vs. 6.7% in 2001). Significant differences were found also in the expectations of students regarding the EU. As many as 52.4% of respondents view EU membership as something unfavourable for Croatia (vs. 6.9% in 2001), and 49.4% want the EU to play a more important role in their daily lives in the future (vs. 78.4% in 2001).

On the other hand, the level of knowledge about the European Union was estimated as higher in 2004 (the mean 5.45 on a scale 1 to 10) in comparison to 2001 (the mean 4.21). As this was accompanied by a higher percentage of respondents who don't see membership in the EU as something favourable for Croatia, the need arises to look into the reasons of rising Euroscepticism in younger age groups.

The analysis of key issues of CFSP (Common Foreign & Security Policy), which are crucial in implementing the European Constitution, indicates that in all areas of administration (defence, currency, health and welfare, basic rules for broadcasting and press, the fight against unemployment, agriculture and fishing policy, supporting regions which are experiencing economic difficulties, education, scientific and technological research, foreign policy towards countries outside the EU, cultural policy, immigration policy, the fight against organised crime, police, justice, the fight against drugs) a statistically relevant proportion of our respondents were more in favour of Croatia's autonomy when deciding on such matters. The exception is environment protection, where the majority of students want cooperation with the EU.

The research presented in this paper indicates that political integrations are harder to attain than the economic ones. This claim is supported by the current EU achievements in integration processes: first of all SEA (single European market), tariff policy, single agricultural sector, environmental standards, health care and monetary policies of Eurozone member states. However, building up political unity and thus also the European Constitution as a model of «unified European modus operandi» with the judiciary, tax and immigration policy that are not decided upon by each country individually, requires a process in which a range of activities will be employed to educate in this direction all age groups (especially younger generations) in both EU member and candidate countries.
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																		democracy		4.84		4.81

																		economy		3.78		3.9

																		decision		3.89		3.59

																		interest of Eu		3.32		3.38

																		crime		4.43		4.44

																		environment		4.15		4.37

																		budget		4.1		3.48
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