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In 2015, the Center for Euro-Atlantic Studies (CEAS) and its partner, M.E.S.A. 10, 
continued the implementation of a project of innovative online debates between 
university students from Serbia and Slovakia. 

The project aims at promoting democratic values, strengthening debating skills 
and encouraging independent and critical thinking among university students in 
both Serbia and Slovakia. In cooperation with two universities from Serbia and two 
from Slovakia, two series of lectures and two debate tournaments on Euro-Atlantic 
integration, with a special emphasis on NATO, were organized. The participating 
universities were selected with due regard to their curricula and emphasis on politi-
cal science and security studies. The two universities from Serbia were Belgrade 
University and University of Novi Sad. In Slovakia, students from Comenius Univer-
sity of Bratislava and Matej Bel University of Banska Bystrica participated in the 
project.
 
Serbia’s domestic and international scene in 2015 and 2016 oscillated around two 
major factors. First is the increased Russian in�uence in Serbia and second were the 
early parliamentary elections held in April 2016. There are new trends of undemo-
cratic operations of the Kremlin, articulated through the application of Russian soft 
power in Serbia. Instead of encountering resistance, the Kremlin was met with 
doors wide open by the Serbian government, itself not shying away from such 
methods of operation. The results of this trend are manifested in the impact on 
young people in Serbia. 
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Young people in Serbia have little information about the facts of present-day 
Russia: its economy, demographics, position in the international community, 
contemporary culture, and particularly the social strati�cation and decadence of 
contemporary Moscow. A CEAS-commissioned survey on the perceptions and 
preferences of young people in Serbia regarding the US, EU, and Russia, shows 
that Russian soft power, in concert with formally pro-EU politicians in Serbia, 
have already achieved great confusion and damage. The younger generations, 
who su�er from high unemployment, have a super�cial perception of the idea of 
the concepts of human rights, rule of law, media freedom, importance of separa-
tion of powers, and the like. They do not recognize the connection between a 
modern, democratically structured political system and long-term economic, 
social, and political stability, even as they clearly state preferences for the West-
ern model over Russia’s. 
These events in Serbia have clearly pointed to the need for the continuation of 
this project. The aim of the project “Strengthening Debating Skills and Promot-
ing Democratic Values Among Youth“ is to promote democratic values among 
university students and to strengthen their debating skills. Debates covered the 
topics such as expectations from the NATO Warsaw Summit – what are the key 
challenges that NATO is facing today and what are the consequences if NATO 
fails to adopt an adaptation program; terrorism and how the EU would be able 
answer its threat; Russia – should the EU and NATO be ready for a prolonged 
confrontation, and what should be the EU’s policy; Serbia’s European agenda 
after recent parliamentary elections; 
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expectations from upcoming Slovakia’s EU Presidency; Montenegro’s membership 
in NATO - Will Montenegro’s membership strengthen the security of the region or 
weaken it; Serbia and NATO  IPAP - on Serbia’s agreed Individual Partnership 
Action Plan (IPAP) with NATO in January 2015; refugee crisis and the response of 
the European Union; European integrations of Serbia - Can the process of EU inte-
gration be enough on its own to guarantee national and regional security; Rus-
sia`s new approach – Ukraine and Syria - Russia and its new aggresivity and asser-
tiveness and Serbia's 2015 OSCE Chairmanship. 
In 2015 and 2016, two rounds of debate tournaments between university students 
were conducted: one in the fall semester and one in the spring semester. Students 
indulged into vivid debates, often providing counter-arguments to each other. The 
student teams traveled to the host city with a direct broadcast of the debate for 
their domestic audience. Each city thus hosted a debate during the year. Audience 
members were encouraged to comment on the arguments presented during the 
debates and pose questions. Debate tournaments were preceded by lectures on 
NATO, security issues and regional cooperation. Each debate tournament included 
an opinion poll mapping the positions of students in the audiences on a number of 
issues. The results of these opinion polls are hereby brought to the attention of 
readers.
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1.2. Students are interested in working more in the area of European and Transatlantic security. 
In the fall semester, 67% of  students expressed their interest in working more in the area of 
European and Transatlantic security (1.2.1.). In the spring semester this number dropped signi�-
cantly to 43% (1.2.2.).

36,04%

63,96%

53,06%
46,94%

1.1. Interests of students quite varied depending on the semester. 
In the fall semester, 63% of students responded that they were interested in more informa-
tion about European and Transatlantic security (1.1.1.). In the spring semester, students’ 
interest fell by 17 points, reaching 46% (1.1.2.). 
1.1. Interests of students quite varied depending on the semester. In the fall semester, 63% 
of students responded that they were interested in more information about European and 
Transatlantic security (1.1.1.). In the spring semester, students’ interest fell by 17 points, 
reaching 46% (1.1.2.). 

67,57%
32,43%

56,12%
43,88%

YES

NO

1.1.1.I am interested in more information 
about European and Transatlantic security 1.1.2. I am interested in more information 

about European and Transatlantic security

1.2.1. I am interested in working more 
in the area of European and 
Transatlantic Security

1.2.1. I am interested in working more 
in the area of European and 
Transatlantic Security
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2.1. Students believe that NATO values are compatible with theirs. In the fall semester 42% of 
students believed that NATO values were compatible with theirs (2.1.1.). In the spring semester 
this number increased by 9 points (2.1.2.).

42,34%
36,94%

20,72%

YES

NO

NO OPINION

51,02%
27,55%

21,43%

2.1.1.The values of NATO 
are compatible with our values

2.1.1.The values of NATO 
are compatible with our values
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2.  Impacts of security



2.2. The majority of students (in both semesters) 
thought that international cooperation in security 
and defense is important and necessary. 
In the fall semester 88% of students thought that 
international cooperation in security and defense 
is important and necessary (2.2.1.) 
while in the spring semester this number dropped 
by 7 points (2.2.2.).

2.2.1.International cooperation in security 
and defense is important and necessary 
(fall semester)

2.2.2.International cooperation in security 
and defense is important and necessary 
(spring semester)

8,11%

1,80%

1,80%

88,29%

81,63%
1,02%

13,27%

4,08%

YES

NO

NO OPINION

MAYBE
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2.3. Students believe that security provided by NATO is useful. 
More than 50% of students in both semesters think that security provided by 
NATO is useful (2.3.1.) (2.3.2.).

2.3.1. Security provided by NATO 
is useful (fall semester)

2.3.2. Security provided by NATO
 is useful (spring semester) 

65,31%
26,50%

8,16%

YES

NO

NO OPINION
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55,85%

24,32%
19,82%



YES

NO

NO OPINION

2.4. Students in both semesters shared the oppinion that NATO membership helps to ful�ll 
criteria for the European Union, 55% in both semesters. 26% of students in the fall semester 
believed that NATO membership doesn’t help to ful�ll criteria for the European Union (2.4.1.) 
and 30% for the spring semester(2.4.2.). 

2.4.1.NATO membership helps to ful�ll criteria 
for the European Union (fall semester)

2.4.2. NATO membership helps to ful�ll criteria 
for the European Union (spring semester)

55,86%
26,13% 18,02%

55,10%

30,61% 14,29%
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YES

NO

NO OPINION
3.1. Students believe that Montenegro’s NATO membership will strengthen the security of the region 
(3.1.1.) and also that Montenegro`s NATO membership wouldn’t weaken the security of the region 
(3.1.2.).
3.1.1.Montenegro’s membership will strengthen the security of the region.

3.1.2. Montenegro’s NATO membership will weaken the security of the region.
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3. Perception on NATO member states and Montenegro membership 
(fall semester only)
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39,64%

27,03%

33,33%

44,14%

34,23%

21,62%



3.2. Almost half of the students (49%) believe that NATO member states are 
our friends (3.2.1.), 21% have no opinion on this topic, and only 17% of the students 
think that NATO member states are our enemies (3.2.2.).

3.2.1. NATO member states 
are our friends

49,55%

21,62%

28,83%

3.2.2. NATO member states are our enemies

56,76%
26,13%

17,12%

YES

NO

NO OPINION
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3.3. Students �rmly believe that Slovakia, as a member of NATO is a friend to Serbia (3.3.1.), and 57% 
of them believe that information about Slovakia`s membership in NATO can be useful to Serbia 
(3.3.2.).

3.3.2. Information about Slovakia’s 
membership in NATO can be useful to Serbia

a FRIEND

a ENEMY

NO OPINION

3.3.1. Slovakia, as a member of NATO is
 a friend to Serbia

57,66%
23,42%

18,92%
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72,97%
21,62%

5,41%



YES

NO4.1. Students say who their friends in security are (only in the fall semester). In the fall 
semester, the European Union led the pack with 84% (4.1.1.), followed by the United 
Nations with 69% (4.1.2.), Russia (4.1.3.) with 64%, NATO (4.1.4.) with 57%, Germany 
(4.1.5.) with 56% and the USA (4.1.6.) with 55%.

4.1.1. European Union- friend in security 4.1.2. United Nations- friend in security

4.1.3. Russia- friend in security 4.1.4. NATO- friend in security

4.1.5. Germany- friend in security 4.1.6. USA- friend in security

15,32%
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4. Friends in security and threats to security

84,68% 69,37%
30,63%

35,14%
42,34%

57,66%64,86%

43,24%

56,76% 55,14%

44,14%



4.2. Students identify threats to security (both semesters). Corruption was feared most in the fall 
semester, at 82% (4.2.1.), while in the spring semester students marked the economic crisis as the 
biggest threat, at 85% (4.2.2.). In the fall semester terrorism was in third place with 70% (4.2.5.), 
while in the spring semester it took fourth place with 59% (4.2.8.). In both semesters students agreed 
that Russia is the least threat to security at 19% (4.2.14.) and 23% (4.2.11.).

Fall semester
4.2.1. Corruption- security threat 4.2.3. Economic Crisis- security threat

4.2.5. Terrorism- security threat 4.2.7. Regional Political Instability - security threat

4.2.9. USA - security threat 4.2.11. Russia - security threat

82,88%
17,12%

72,97%

27,03%

70,27%

29,73%

67,57%

32,43%

65,77%

34,23%

76,58%
23,42%

YES

NO

13



15

YES

NO
Spring semester

4.2.2. Economic Crisis- security threat 4.2.4. Corruption- security threat

4.2.6. Regional Political Instability - security threat 4.2.8. Terrorism- security threat

4.2.10. NATO - security threat 4.2.13. USA - security threat

4.2.14. Russia - security threat

14,29%

85,71%

15,31%

84,69%

74,49%

25,51%

59,18%40,82%

47,96%

52,04%

59,18%

40,82%

19,39%

80,61%
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5.1. The majority of students (fall semester only) have no opinion on whether Russia’s actions and 
policies to destabilize Ukraine are of their concern (5.1.1.), while 37% believe that they are. 
5.2. More than 50% of students (fall semester only) think that Russia wouldn’t be weaker after the 
intervention in Syria and Ukraine (5.2.1.), and almost half of them believe that it is to soon to say 
whether Russia will be stronger after the intervention in Syria and Ukraine (5.2.2.). 

5.1.1. Russia’s actions and policies 
to destabilize Ukraine are of concern to you

5.2.1. After the intervention in Syria 
and Ukraine Russia will be weaker

5.2.2. After the intervention in Syria 
and Ukraine Russia will be stronger

YES

NO

NO OPINION

YES

NO

TOO SOON
TO SAY

37,84%
45,95%

16,22%

54,95%

20,72%24,32%

49,55%
33,33%

17,12%
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5. Russia`s foreign policy 



YES

NO

NO OPINION

48,98%
33,67% 17,35%

47,96%
29,59% 22,45%

45,95%

12,24%

41,84%

54,08%

25,51%

20,41%

5.3. During the spring semester students were asked about Russia’s policies considering coopera-
tion with the EU and NATO, and about the EU’s approach towards Russia. Almost half of the 
students (48%) think that Russia wouldn`t be more cooperative with the EU and NATO (5.3.1.), 
also 47% believe that the sanctions on Russia will remain in force for a long time (5.3.2.). 52% 
students had a negative opinion regarding the EU’s approach towards Russia (5.3.3.). More than 
half of the students believe that the EU’s policy toward Russia will be closely tied to the decisions 
of NATO (5.3.4.). 

5.3.2. Will the sanctions remain in force 
for a long time – spring semester

5.3.1.Will Russia be more cooperative 
with EU and NATO – spring semester

5.3.3. Will the EU adopt a softer approach 
towards Russia – spring semester

5.3.4. Will the EU policy toward Russia 
be closely tied to the decisions 
of NATO – spring semester
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Students feel that it is still too soon to predict what will be the future of the EU after the refugee 
crisis. More than half of the students (53%) believe it is too soon to say if the EU will come out 
stronger from the refugee crisis (6.1.). 40 % think that Europe is unable to handle the refugee 
crisis (6.2.),  43% think that it is too soon to say if the refugee crisis could lead to the disintegra-
tion of the European Union (6.3.), and 39% believe that Serbia handled the refugee crisis better 
than most of the EU countries (6.4.). 

6.1. Europe will come out 
stronger from the refugee crisis

6.2. Europe is unable 
to handle the refugee crisis

6.3. Refugee crisis can lead 
to the disintegration of EU

6.4. Serbia handled the refugee crisis
 better than most of the EU countries

YES

NO

TOO SOON
TO SAY
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6. Refugee crisis (fall semester only)

53,15%
29,73%

17,12%

40,54%

26,13%
33,33%

43,24%
35,14%

21,62%

39,64% 29,73%

30,63%



YES

NO

NO OPINION

Students predict that the European Union won’t be able to answer the threat of terrorism. 40% of 
students believe that EU won’t be able to answer its threat (7.1.), however 60% think that the EU will 
agree on a common anti-terrorism policy (7.2.). Students agreed that one of the issues among EU 
member states can be the exchange of personal data (7.3.), while 53% of them thought that EU 
citizens are identifying refugees with terrorists (7.4.) and more than half (58%) of them thought that 
citizens are loosing con�dence in EU institutions (7.5.). 

7.1. Terrorism- Will the EU be able to answer its threat 7.2. EU will agree on a common anti- terrorism policy

7.3. One of the issues can be exchange of personal data 7.4. EU citizens are identifying refugees with terrorists
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7. Terrorism – spring semester only 

7.5 Citizens are loosing con�dence in EU institutions

40,82%
36,73%

22,45%
60,20%

12,24%

27,55%

47,96%

29,59%

22,45%

53,06%
33,67%

13,27%

58,16%29,59%

12,24%



8.1. Students have expressed that they have no opinion about whether NATO will initiate an overall 
new adaptation program to answer current challenges at the summit. 41% of students had no opin-
ion regarding the possibility that NATO could initiate an overall new adaptation program to answer 
current challenges at the summit (8.1.1.).

8.1.1. NATO will initiate an overall new 
adaptation program to answer current 
challenges at the summit 

8.2. Students have expressed that they have no opinion regarding NATO’s political will to respond 
to current challenges. 33% believe that NATO has the political will to respond to current challenges 
(8.2.1.). 

8.2.1. NATO has the political will 
to respond to the current challenges

9. Slovakia`s EU Presidency (spring semester only)
Students believe that the main topic of Slovakia`s EU Presidency will be the refugee crisis, especially 
after the closing of the Balkan route. 55% of students thought that the main topic of Slovakia’s EU 
Presidency will be the refugee crisis, 36% thought it is too soon to say and 8% believe that main topic 
of Slovakia’s EU Presidency will be something else (9.1.). 37% think that the main topic of Slovakia’s 
EU Presidency will be terrorism (9.2.), while 65% believe that it is too soon to say whether Serbia will 
have some bene�t from Slovakia`s EU Presidency (9.3.).

9.1. Main topic of Slovakia’s EU Presidency 
will be refugee crisis, especially after closing 
of the Balkan route

9.2. Main topic of Slovakia’s 
EU Presidency will be terrorism

9.3. Whether Serbia will have some 
bene�t from Slovakia’s EU Presidency

YES

NO

NO OPINION

41,84%
37,76%

20,41%

47,96%
33,67%

18,37%

55,10%
36,73%

8,16%

37,76%
36,73%

25,51%

65,31%
20,41%

14,29%
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8. NATO Warsaw Summit (spring semester only)

YES

NO

TOO SOON
TO SAY



10. Interests of Serbia (fall semester only)

10.1. Membership in NATO is not in the interest of Serbia. The majority of students (46%) were 
convinced that membership in NATO is not in the interest of Serbia (10.1.1.).

10.1.1. Membership in NATO is in the interest of Serbia YES

NO

NO OPINION

46,85%
30,63%

22,52%
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10.2.1. Serbia should be in alliance with Russia 
10.3. Students want Serbia in EU (10.3.1.).
10.3.1.Serbia should not be a member of the EU

YES

NO

NO OPINION

10.2. Students want Serbia to be in an alliance with Russia. 37% of students want to see Serbia 
in an alliance with Russia (10.2.1.).

11. Serbia`s 2015 OSCE Chairmanship (fall semester only)
Students think that Serbia’s 2015 OSCE Chairmanship was relevant. 54% of students believe that 
Serbia`s 2015 OSCE Chairmanship wasn’t irrelevant (11.1.). 40% believe that Serbia’s 2015 OSCE 
Chairmanship was business as usual (11.2.). The majority of students (46%) think that Serbia’s 2015 
OSCE Chairmanship signi�cantly contributed to the OSCE work (11.3.). 

11.1. Serbia’s 2015 OSCE 
Chairmanship was irrelevant

11.2. Serbia’s 2015 OSCE C
hairmanship has been business as usual

11.3. Serbia’s 2015 OSCE Chairmanship 
signi�cantly contributed to the OSCE work

54,05%

35,14%

10,81%

40,54%

38,74%

20,72%

46,85%

37,84%

15,32%

21

37,84%

35,14%

27,03%

47,75%

30,63%

21,62%



12. Serbia after the 2016 parliamentary elections (spring semester only)
The majority of students had no opinion (44%) whether the new government will receive a 
strengthened mandate for accelerated EU approach (12.1.). Students believe (39%) that the new 
government will support NATO integration (12.2.), and a majority of them (52%) think that it is too 
soon to say whether the new pro-Russian opposition could derail Serbia`s EU path (12.3.) as well 
as whether Serbia will be closer to Russia after the elections (12.4.). 41% of students do not think 
that new government will strengthen con�dence in state institutions (12.5.). 

12.1. The new government will receive 
strengthened mandate for accelerated EU approach 

12.3. New pro-Russian opposition 
could derail Serbia’s EU path

12.4. Serbia will be closer to Russia 
after the elections

YES

NO

NO OPINION

44,90%

26,53%

28,57%

12.2. New government will 
support NATO integration 

39,80% 32,65%

27,55%

52,04%
40,82%

7,14%

42,86%

33,67%

23,47%

12.5. New government will 
strengthen con�dence 
in the state institutions

41,84%37,76%

20,41%
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13.1. Stronger participation of women. In the fall semester (13.1.1.), a higher number of 

women participated in the debates (59% to 40% of men). In the spring semester, the ratio 

changed to 55% male and 44% female (13.1.2.) participants.

13.2. Senior Students attracted to the debates. In the spring semester, the share of students over 

21 increased from 52% in the fall semester (13.2.1.) to 60% in the spring (13.2.2.).

13.2.1. Age
13.2.2. Age

MALE

FEMALE

OVER 21

BELOW21

23

13. Participants 

13.1.1. Sex

13.1.2. Sex

59,46%

40,54%

55,10%

44,10%

47,75%

52,25%

60,20%
39,80%
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