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ABSTRACT

This paper investigates the perceptions of war and justice amongst Greek mobilisers,
focusng on the latest war in Iraq. The data is based on questionnaires administered
during the EU Summit meeting a Thessdoniki, Greece, during June 19-21, 2003.
Although smilar research is conducted by other research teams in different countries,
our daaset differs in two important ways Fird, the people interviewed were
‘activits and not the (possbly) one-off demongrator. Thus, we hope to get an
indght into the beliefs of a quite didtinctive and rather under-researched socia group.
Second, at the time of research, the war in Iraq was effectively over, while in other
research data was collected prior or during the war. Accordingly, our results offer
themsdves to comparative assessment; namdy, is there a time-effect on war's
perceptions and pdification? Does (achieved) ‘success judify the ‘means? Thus, we
try to monitor the echo of Irag war as juxtaposed to attitudes towards war in generd.
Findly, and snce the mobilisations a Thessdoniki were staged by different groups
which hed, hitherto, avoided any co-operation, this paper will try to examine to which
extent this separation is due to each group's distinctive socio-economic following or

rather on resource mobilisation issues.

I ntroduction

This paper is going to present some preiminary findings concerning the dance
towards war (in genera) and the Irag war (in particular). The findings are based on
our team's ground researcht during the June 2003 mobilisations in Thessaoniki,
Greece, on the eve of the EU summit of the Helenic Presdency a the European
Union. The questionnare we have used is a (patidly) revissed verson of the
questionnaire used by Sefaan Wagrave and his internationa  team, while
investigating the February 15, 2003, internationd anti-war mobilisations.

Our team had vigted the activigs man camping Stes (the campus of the Universty,

Velideon Conference Centre, Aghios Pavlos etc.), where the questionnaires were

! The research was organised and co-ordinated by Prof. Moses Boudourides (University of Patras) and
Dr. losif Botetzagias (Keele University). The questionnaires were administered at the spot (over a four



digributed over a four-day period (June 17 to June 20). The vast mgority were
collected on the spot, while around 50 questionnaires were picked up the following
week, through some of the organising groups we have been in contact with. In tota
we have managed to collect gpprox. 180 questionnaires, 148 of which were answered
by Greek respondents and the remaining were answered by non-Greek mobilisers
participating at the events.

The mobilisers profile

Before we proceed to the presentation and an initid andyds of our findings, it is
important to stress that snce our team was Stuated within the mobilisers camps, it is
highly plausble that our sample suffers from a ‘sdection’ bias. Namdy, the people
we have ‘interviewed were not the occasona lay-people who might join a protest
event on a las minute decison: rather, they were individuals who were willing, to say
the least, to spend a couple of days out in the open, in ther tents. Thus, this group of
mobilisers consss of rather committed individuals. To tha extent, our respondents
characteristics could be different than the research results of Walgrave et al., who

interviewed individuals prior to the mgor demonstration events?.

The basic demographic data of the respondents are presented in Tables 1 to 6. Our
sample is evenly divided between mde and femde respondents. Locds of
Thessdloniki dominate the sample, while overdl it is a group of young people
(younger than thirty), with high academic qudifications, manly students, those active
in the workforce are mainly highly skilled, employed a the private sector, especidly
at thefields of services and education.

day period) by: Dimitris Kalamaras, Andreas Gogos, Grigoris Koutsogiannis, Yiannis leropoulos,
Dimitris Akrivoulis and his students (their voluntary help is gratefully acknowledged).

2 That said, one should be cautious in interpreting our findings, since not dl the interviewees were
staying out in the open; the majority were local inhabitants (actually only 26% were not form
Thessaloniki).



The mobilisers beliefs— arough introduction

Albeit identifying a ‘democracy deficit’ both a nationa and a EU leved (Tables 7 and
8), our sample exhibited a greet interest in palitics (gpprox. 90% were ‘very much’ or
‘very' interested in politics). The perceived ‘democracy deficit’, however, has to be
disengaged by dectord participation: if we control for those unable to vote in the last
parliamentary eection, we obsarve a wesk and inggnificant corrdation between
‘satisfaction with democracy’ and voting (or not) (Kenddl’'s tauc -0.108, approx. Sg.
0.136) (Tables 9-10). As far as the paty voted for a the last general eection,
athough the response rate is very low (around 19%), those who did cast a bdlot and
did answer our question seem evenly plit between the two magor Greek Left parties:
KKE (the Communist Paty of Greece) and SYN (the Codition for the Left and
Progress)°.

Our group proved to be seasoned mobilisers, as Table 11 shows, while it seems that
they arived readily warmed up in Thessdoniki: 73% of them have paticipated a a
public protest the month leading to the EU summit. A number of interesting questions
can be asked here: Is increased mobilisation correlated to sex, age, education and/or
employment status? Although that it does not fit the am of this presentation, | would
like to make a smdl point: common knowledge to the contrary, in our sample there is
no correlation between age and demondrative activity. We can assume that when it

comes to mobilising you are as young as you fed!

As a last point, | would like to refer to the information sources the mobilisers relied
upor* (shown a Table 23). The ‘group/union’ one belonged to superseded dl others
as the most important source category (48% of dl vaid answers).

3 In its May 2003 convention, SYN renamed itself into ‘Coalition for the Left, the Ecology and the
Social Movements'.
4 Getting information for the mobilisations/events at Thessaloniki’ prior to arrival.



Theissue of war

Does it make sense to interview protesters during an EU summit for war issues,
especidly when this war was dready over and the EU was not directly involved into
it? Surprisngly enough, the mobilisers themsdves seemed to think that it was
rdevant. For dmost 11% of them, war was one of the reasons demondrating at
Thessdloniki.> When juxtaposed to other prominent ressons, war's importance
becomes even clearer, eg., ‘Capitalism, 10.8%; ‘Neo-liberalism’, 6.7%;
‘Globalisation’, 14.2%; EU’, 8.8%; ‘EU policies, 10.8%; ‘EU leaders decisions
and plans, 4.7%°. Furthermore, checking the respondents past demonstrative
activity, we come across the fact that ‘war’ had been an issue which mobilised 87.2%,
an easy fird when compared to ‘Societal/Trade Union’ issues (67.6%) and ‘Anti-
Globalisation’ (66.9%)’.

Our questionnaire included two questions on war. The first focused on the Irag War,
while the second dedt with war in generd. In both cases, the respondents were asked
to indicate the level of their agreement to a number of datements. It is remarkable
here to make an important note: there were cases where the respondents refused to
dick to the answers given but rather penned into the questionnaire their own ‘answer’.
While coding, we have labdled these answers as ‘something dsg. In the Iraqg war
question, the only statement which provoked the respondents reaction was the one
dating that ‘The Irag regime had to come down in order to stop the suffering of the
Iragi peopl€. Around 6% highlighted that this was not done by the Iragi people
themsaves, indicating that for them a dear line is drawn between popular upriSngs

and foreign intervention. The results are shown in Tables 12 to 22.

What these reaults tel is that the respondents overwhemingly believed this was a war
for ail (approx. 93%). The Alliance's clams that Saddam was a threat to globa peace
or that its fal was necessary to stop the misery of the Iragi people failed to make an

impresson. Similar was the fae of the other 9de€'s clams, namdy tha this was a

> Answering an open-ended question reading ‘For what reasons are you mobilisation in Thessal oniki
these days?’.the first five answers were then coded (protreasl-protreasb), ranking accordingly to the
respondent’ swriting.

® These figures are indicative; the cleaning of data as far as these variables are concerned is still under
way



Crusde or that it was a racist war. Yet, the most important finding is the utter
rgection of the UN as a mean for war legitimisatiorf. This holds true across sex, age
and education groups. Yet, does it imply an utter rgection of the UN? This seams to
be the case if one checks the level of trust the respondents place on different
ingtitutions  UN scored very low’ — actudly lower than the Gresk public
adminigration and nationa parliament, and smilar to the media

Moving to the generic war question, again a smdl proportion of the respondents wrote
down their reservations concerning the statements offered. These answers scored from
15 to 45% of the totad responses given, and they generdly highlight the difference
between ‘a liberating; indigenous, popular; and/or class war' and ‘imperididic’ wars
(the former being condoned, of course). The results are shown on Tables 18 to 22.
Agan the andyss offers some interesting findings: Firs, there exists no correation
between the statement ‘war occurs due to interests and any statement concerning the
war on Iraq (contrary to our expectations for a strong, postive correation a least in
the ‘war for oil’ scenario’). Second, there exids a smdl yet Sgnificant correlation
between the statement ‘war is judtified when bringing down a dictator’ and ‘Saddam
was a threat to world peace’ (Kendal’s tau-b 0.228, sig. 0.002) and ‘The Iraqgi regime
had to be overthrown for ending the suffering of the Iragi people (Kenddl's tatb
0.296, sg. 0.000). A dgmilar corrdaion exids between ‘war is judified when
redressng an ill' and the ‘people suffering category’ (Kenddl's tarb 0.200, sg.
0.004). Ladt, for those viewing war as ‘dways unjudified’, there exigs a smdl,
sgnificant corrdlaion with the categories describing the Irag war as a ‘crusade
(Kendal’staurb 0.195, sig. 0.004) or as ‘racist’ (Kendall’ staurb 0.263, sig. 0.000).

Thegroups perceptions

The reader should note that a Thessdoniki — as this was the case in dmogt any
mgor demongration againg the Irag war in 2003 — the magor Greek socia groups
decided to demonstrate on their own. We will now proceed to investigate whether this
decison reflects any magor difference to their members perceptions on war (in

" Multiple answers were allowed.
8 The figures are stunning: 71% * disagreeing strongly’ while 20% * disagreeing’.
A mean score of 4.64 where 1 denotes‘ Trust alot’, while 5 “trust least’.



generd) and the war in Irag (in paticular). While interviewing, we had asked our
respondents to name the group they were to march adong a Thessdoniki. Albeit a
74% participating/demongrating with a group of some kind, only 46% did write down
the group's title/lname. For the need of our andyss the different groupings were
recoded into: ‘Social Forum?®°, ‘Drass’!!, ‘Initiative™ and ‘Other’*3. Running the
cross-tabulations for group membership and severad statements about the war, we see
a sndl ye dgnificant association between group membership and whether war is
adways unjudified (Cramer's V= 0.293, Sig. 0.000); whether war is judtified when
bringing down a dictator (Cramer's V= 0.266, Sig. 0.004); and, whether war is
judtified when redressing an ill (Cramer’s V= 0.337, Sg. 0.000). Thus, athough such
a cdam has to be further investigated, the results point towards different perceptions
concerning war and judtice between the different groups. Could, then, follow tha this
difference would dso re-emerge a the Irag war case? This was not the case. All
cross-tabulations on the Irag war questions showed no ggnificant relaions. Which
lead us to two important conclusons fird, the Irag war was universaly condemned
by the Greek activits —a result in perfect accordance with the total rgection of the
war by the Greek public, as it was shown in many opinion pulls of the period. Second,
and more interesting, it seems that there was no reason for the mgor Geek anti-war
dliances to opt for a non-cooperative agpproach on the Irag issue. Their followers
shared an amazing consensus both between themselves and when compared to the
‘generd’ public (the ‘no group mentioned’ category).

This is indeed a peculiar findng —and actudly one our team was intuitivey
expecting to monitor-. Since, if there is no ‘theoretica’ reason for acting separately,
one has to account for the split in the Gresk anti-war (and anti-globalisation)
movement. We are not going to eaborate much further into this point —which in any
case escapes the scope of the present paper-. Yet, it could be the case —and further
research is needed to subdanticte the point- that the split experienced by the
movement is actudly the outcome of inter-movement conflict for hegemony. If one
takes into account that the two mgor politicad parties behind the anti-war/anti-

19 | ncluding answers such as‘ Social Forum’, ‘SYN’, “SYN Y outh Branch’ and ‘DEA’. We consider
this group to be pre-disposed towards SY N.

M Including answers such as‘Drassi’; ‘KKE’; ‘KKE Y outh Branch’. We consider this group to be pre-
disposed towards KKE.

12 | ncluding answers such as* I nitiative Thessaloniki 2003'. We consider this group to be pre-disposed
towards the extra parliamentary L eft.

13 Any other answer



globdisation umbrela organizations (that is the Socid Forum/SYN and DRASS
Thessdoniki 2003/KKE pairs) have spent the better part of the nineties (or, one
should say, ever since the restoration of the democracy in 1974) trying to secure the
leadership of the Greek Left, it could well be the case that we are witnessing but the
latest episode of this leftish war for supremacy, cloaked under ‘modern’ and ‘up-to-
date’ anti-war and ater-globaisation dogans.



Tablel

Respondent's gender

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Male 68 45.9 46.3 46.3
Female 79 53.4 53.7 100.0
Total 147 99.3 100.0
Missing  System 1 T
Total 148 100.0
Table2
Age cohort
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Over 50 7 4,7 48 4,8
Between 40 and 50 5 3,4 3,4 8,3
Between 30 and 40 15 10,1 10,3 18,6
Between 20 and 30 98 66,2 67,6 86,2
Younger than 20 20 13,5 13,8 100,0
Total 145 98,0 100,0
Missing  System 3 20
Total 148 100,0
Table3
In what kind of business do you work
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Private Sector 40 27.0 44.4 44.4
Public Sector 22 14.9 24.4 68.9
itable/Voluntar
(():r:];;:;ations ’ 4 2.1 44 733
Other/Never worked 24 16.2 26.7 100.0
Total 90 60.8 100.0
Missing  System 58 39.2
Total 148 100.0




Table4

Kind of employment

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent [ Valid Percent Percent
Valid _FF(re(():fhensiig)lnaI/nghly 9 6.1 6.6 6.6
Adminatator 3 20 22 .8
Clerical 31 20.9 22.8 316
Sales/Services 16 10.8 11.8 43.4
Skilled Manual Worker 3 2.0 2.2 45.6
ﬁi?&ikwgﬁf ;”Sk'”ecj 11 7.4 8.1 53.7
Have not worked 51 34.5 375 91.2
Other 12 8.1 8.8 100.0
Total 136 91.9 100.0
Missing  System 12 8.1
Total 148 100.0
Table5
Employed in sector
Cumulative
Frequency [ Percent | Valid Percent Percent
vald Fa::cljrpigl?lltjric/%osrhery etc) 5 34 5.9 59
Secondary Sector
(Industry/Mining/Building 4 2.7 4.7 10.6
etc.)
Education 19 12.8 224 329
Health/Social Care 8 5.4 9.4 42.4
Media 3 2.0 35 45.9
Other Public Sector 8 5.4 9.4 55.3
Banking/Finance etc. 2 14 2.4 57.6
Other Services 22 14.9 25.9 83.5
Other 14 9.5 16.5 100.0
Total 85 57.4 100.0
Missing  System 63 42.6
Total 148 100.0

10




Table6

Highest education degree achieved

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Primary education 1 7 7 4
Secondary education
(Gymnasii: ) 3 2.0 21 2.8
(SL&;‘;ZTJdr:)W education 12 8.1 8.3 11.1
IEK/College 2 14 14 125
University 107 72.3 74.3 86.8
M.Sc., MA. 14 95 9.7 96.5
Ph.D. 4 2.7 2.8 99.3
Other 1 4 4 100.0
Total 144 97.3 100.0
Missing  System 4 2.7
Total 148 100.0
Table7
Satisfaction with democracy (Greece-dummy)
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Fairly satisfied 1 7 7 7
Neutral 31 20,9 22,0 22,7
A bit satisfied 67 45,3 47,5 70,2
Least/Not at all satisfied 42 28,4 29,8 100,0
Total 141 95,3 100,0
Missing  System 7 4,7
Total 148 100,0
Table8
Satisfaction with democracy at EU (dummy)
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Fairly satisfied 2 1,4 1,4 14
Neutral 23 15,5 16,0 17,4
A bit satisfied 75 50,7 52,1 69,4
Least/Not at all satisfied 44 29,7 30,6 100,0
Total 144 97,3 100,0
Missing  System 4 2,7
Total 148 100,0

1




Table9

Satisfaction with democracy (Greece-dummy) * What have you voted in the last parliamentary election? Crosstabulation

What have you voted in the last pariamentary election?
Did not
vote-dont Did not
believe in vote-no party
parliamentary expresses Voted
democracy me blank/spoiled Voted Total
Satisfaction with Neutral Count 1 0 1 18 20
democracy Expected Count 32 13 23 133 200
(Greece-dummy)  “xir satisfied Count 9 5 5 25 44
Expected Count 6,9 2,8 51 29,2 44,0
Least/Not at all satisfied Count 5 1 5 20 31
Expected Count 4.9 2,0 3,6 20,6 31,0
Total Count 15 6 11 63 95
Expected Count 15,0 6,0 11,0 63,0 95,0
Table 10
Symmetric Measures
Asymp.
Value Std. Error” Approx. 7 Approx. Sig.
Ordinal by Ordinal Kendall's tau-c -,108 ,072 -1,492 , 136
N of Valid Cases 95
a. Not assuming the null hypothesis.
b. Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
Table11
Participation in demo over the last FIVE years
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent [ Valid Percent Percent
Valid This is the first time 4 2,7 2,7 2,7
2 to 5 times 16 10,8 10,9 13,6
6to 10 times 20 13,5 13,6 27,2
11 to 20 times 24 16,2 16,3 43,5
More than 20 times 83 56,1 56,5 100,0
Total 147 99,3 100,0
Missing  System 1 7
Total 148 100,0




Table12

Iraq War-Crusade

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 8 54 6,1 6,1
Agree 24 16,2 18,3 24,4
Neither agree
nor disagree 27 18,2 20,6 45,0
Disagree 37 25,0 28,2 73,3
Disagree a lot 34 23,0 26,0 99,2
Something else 1 7 8 100,0
Total 131 88,5 100,0
Missing  System 17 11,5
Total 148 100,0
Table13
Iraq War-Justified only through UN
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 5 34 37 3,7
| e s e e
Disagree 26 17,6 19,4 29,1
Disagree a lot 95 64,2 70,9 100,0
Total 134 90,5 100,0
Missing  System 14 9,5
Total 148 100,0
Table14
Iraq War-USA wanted the oil
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 79 53,4 56,4 56,4
Agree 51 34,5 36,4 92,9
s| | as| s
Disagree a lot 3 2,0 2,1 98,6
Something else 2 14 1,4 100,0
Total 140 94,6 100,0
Missing  System 8 54
Total 148 100,0




Table 15

Iraq War-It was racist

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 5 3,4 3,8 3,8
Agree 17 11,5 12,9 16,7
Neither agree
nor disagree 35 23,6 26,5 43,2
Disagree 45 30,4 34,1 77,3
Disagree a lot 30 20,3 22,7 100,0
Total 132 89,2 100,0
Missing  System 16 10,8
Total 148 100,0
Table 16
Irag War-Saddam a threat to world peace
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree 5 34 38 3,8
Neither agree 25 16,9 19,1 22,9
nor disagree
Disagree 52 35,1 39,7 62,6
Disagree a lot 48 32,4 36,6 99,2
Something else 1 7 8 100,0
Total 131 88,5 100,0
Missing  System 17 11,5
Total 148 100,0
Table17
Iraq War-Had to stop the suffering of Iraqi people
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 1 4 8 8
Agree 12 8,1 9,0 9,8
Neither agree
nor disagree 38 25,7 28,6 38,3
Disagree 31 20,9 23,3 61,7
Disagree a lot 43 29,1 32,3 94,0
Something else 8 54 6,0 100,0
Total 133 89,9 100,0
Missing  System 15 10,1
Total 148 100,0
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Table 18

War-Justified when bringing down a dictator

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Valid Agree a lot 5 34 3,8 3,8

Agree 20 13,5 15,4 19,2

r’:‘ fr'tgies;Z?;e 19 12,8 14,6 33,8

Disagree 39 26,4 30,0 63,8

Disagree a lot 40 27,0 30,8 94,6

Something else 7 47 54 100,0

Total 130 87,8 100,0
Missing  System 18 12,2
Total 148 100,0
Table19
War-Justified when redressing anill
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent

Valid Agree a lot 12 8,1 9,3 9,3

Agree 38 25,7 29,5 38,8

r’:‘ c?rltgiesg?;e 25 16,9 19,4 58,1

Disagree 22 14,9 17,1 75,2

Disagree a lot 25 16,9 19,4 94,6

Something else 7 47 54 100,0

Total 129 87,2 100,0

Missing  System 19 12,8
Total 148 100,0




Table 20

War-Always unjustified

Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 35 23,6 27,6 27,6
Agree 27 18,2 21,3 48,8
Neither agree
nor disagree 29 19,6 22,8 71,7
Disagree 26 17,6 20,5 92,1
Disagree a lot 8 54 6,3 98,4
Something else 2 14 1,6 100,0
Total 127 85,8 100,0
Missing  System 21 14,2
Total 148 100,0
Table21
War-Inevitable due to human nature
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 4 2,7 3,1 31
Agree 12 8,1 9,4 12,5
Neither agree
nor disagree 16 10,8 12,5 25,0
Disagree 39 26,4 30,5 55,5
Disagree a lot 55 37,2 43,0 98,4
Something else 2 14 1,6 100,0
Total 128 86,5 100,0
Missing  System 20 13,5
Total 148 100,0
Table 22
War-It occurs due to interests, not values
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Agree a lot 83 56,1 63,8 63,8
Agree 24 16,2 18,5 82,3
Neither agree
nor disagree 13 8,8 10,0 92,3
Disagree 6 4.1 4,6 96,9
Disagree a lot 2 14 1,5 98,5
Something else 2 14 1,5 100,0
Total 130 87,8 100,0
Missing  System 18 12,2
Total 148 100,0
Table 23
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Information Sour ces

Affirmative answers (%)
Radio/TV 405
Newspapers 56.1
Advertisments 4.7
Posters 54.7
Rel atives/Friends/Neighbours/Peopl e you know 37.2
At school/At work 10.8
Group/Union 56.1
Web-page 25.7
E-mail lists 2.7
Table 24
Most important info source
Cumulative
Frequency | Percent | Valid Percent Percent
Valid Radio/TV 5 34 4,0 4,0
Newspapers 15 10,1 12,0 16,0
Posters 16 10,8 12,8 28,8
Relatives/Freinds etc 19 12,8 15,2 44,0
At school/At work 1 7 8 44,8
Group/Union 60 40,5 48,0 92,8
Web-page 4 2,7 3,2 96,0
Other 4 2,7 3,2 99,2
69,00 1 V4 8 100,0
Total 125 84,5 100,0
Missing System 23 15,5
Total 148 100,0

17



Table 25

Second most important info source

Frequency

Percent

Valid Percent

Cumulative
Percent

Valid

Radio/TV
Newspapers
Ads

Posters
Relatives/Freinds etc
At school/At work
Group/Union
Web-page

Other

69,00

Total

Missing  System
Total

7
32
1
30
12
5
11
16
1

1
116
32
148

47
21,6
7
20,3
8,1
34
74
10,8

6,0
27,6
9
25,9
10,3
4,3
9,5

6,0
33,6
34,5
60,3
70,7
75,0
84,5
98,3
99,1

100,0

Table 26

Statistics
Trust-Social Trust-Public

Trust-Educat | Trust-Legal | Trust-Head |Trust-Trade movements/C [Trust-Env. Administratio | Trust-Political | Trust-The | Trust-Local | Trust-National |Trust-National |Trust-Europea
ional System System of State Unions [Trust-Police Jitizens groups | Groups |Trust-Church] Trust-Media n parties banks Gvmnt Gvmnt parliament n Parliament | Trust-UN
N ang 14 140 134 138 137 T4l 138 135 T T T, 136 T T T 138 138
Missing 8 8 14 10 11 7 10 13 11 11 16 12 11 10 1 10 10
Mean 4,2857 4,4000 4,3582 32319 4,8394 23050 | 32319 4,8741 4,6715 4,5839 4,1667 4,8015 4,2409 4,7899 4,5839 47174 | 46449
Median 4,0000 5,0000 5,0000 3,0000 5,0000 2,0000 | 3,0000 5,0000 5,0000 5,0000 5,0000 5,0000 4,0000 5,0000 5,0000 5,0000 | 5,000
Mode 5,00 5,00 5,00 3,00 5,00 2,00 3,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5,00
Std. Deviation 8248 7375 ,9210 1,1481 4242 1,0347 1,1979 14307 5954 6490 1,0924 14992 ,8872 14901 ,6928 5793 ,7128
Variance 6804 5439 ,8482 1,3181 1799 1,0706 1,4349 ,1855 3546 14212 1,1934 12492 ,7871 12402 ,4800 3356 ,5080
Range 4,00 3,00 4,00 4,00 2,00 4,00 4,00 3,00 2,00 2,00 4,00 3,00 4,00 2,00 2,00 2,00 4,00
Minimum 1,00 2,00 1,00 1,00 3,00 1,00 1,00 2,00 3,00 3,00 1,00 2,00 1,00 3,00 3,00 3,00 1,00
Maximum 5.00 5.00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5.00 5,00 5.00 5.00 5.00 5,00 5,00 5,00 5.00 5,00 5.00 5,00




