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In 2014, MESA10 and its partner, Center for 
Euro - Atlantic Studies (CEAS), continued the 
implementation of a project of innovative on-
line debates between the university students 
from Serbia and Slovakia. The project aims at 
promoting democratic values, strengthening 
debate 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 Slo-
vakia, 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 empha-
sis on political science and security studies. 
Two universities were from Serbia: Belgrade 
University and University of Novi Sad. In Slo-
vakia, students from Comenius University of 
Bratislava and Matej Bel University of Banska 
Bystrica participated in the project. 

Serbia’s domestic and international scene in 
2014 oscillated around two major factors. First, 
on 21 January, 2014 the 1st Intergovernmental 
Conference took place, marking the start of 

accession negotiations between the European 
Union and Serbia. And secondly, Russia’s ag-
gression against Ukraine and its annexation 
of Crimea had a different echo in Serbia than 
in the European Union. Both of these factors 
not only added to a wider debate about Ser-
bia’s place in and commitment to Europe, but 
will also an impact on its future choices, both 
domestic and in foreign policy. In its October 
2014 Progress Report, the European Commis-
sion concluded that “Serbia continues to suffi-
ciently meet the political criteria”1. It also noted 
that Serbia “has made some progress in public 
administration reform”, but also that “contin-
ued efforts are needed to ensure an effective, 
independent judiciary” and that “the new gov-
ernment should seize the opportunity to pursue 
the reforms with vigour”. While the overall 
evaluation was rather encouraging, Serbia’s 
foreign policy alignment with the EU was met 
in the report with a critical tone: “In the field of 
foreign and security policy, Serbia’s alignment 
with EU declarations and Council decisions 
should be improved so that Serbia fulfils the 

1  European Commission Progress Report, October 
2014, page 2 http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/pdf/key_
documents/2014/20140108-serbia-progress-report_en.pdf
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requirement under the negotiating framework 
to progressively align its policies and decisions 
in this area with the ones adopted by the Euro-
pean Union and its Member States in the peri-
od up to accession.”2 In this context, the report 
noted that “Serbia aligned itself, when invited, 
with 28 out of 45 EU declarations and Council 
decisions (62 % alignment compared to 89 % 
during the reference period of the 2013 Pro-
gress Report)”.3 The report further noted that 
“Serbia supported the sovereignty and territo-
rial integrity of Ukraine in general terms but 
was absent at the vote of the UN General As-
sembly Resolution on the territorial integrity 
of Ukraine. Serbia did not align itself, when 
invited, with Council decisions introducing re-
strictive measures in the context of Russia’s il-
legal annexation of Crimea and events in east-
ern Ukraine.”4 

Thus, it is only natural that these questions were 
included in the students’ debates.  In 2014, two 
rounds of debate tournaments between univer-

2  Ibid, page 4
3  Ibid, page 62
4  Ibid, page 62

sity students were conducted: one in the spring 
semester and one in the fall semester. As differ-
ent from 2013, when the student teams compet-
ed in front of their domestic audiences and were 
connected online, in 2014, 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. Au-
dience 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. In the spring semes-
ter, the students debated NATO membership 
and its implications on prosperity, job creation, 
NATO’s engagement with non-member states, 
with an emphasis on natural and humanitarian 
disaster relief, Russia’s annexation of Crimea, 
the situation in Ukraine and Serbia’s acces-
sion negotiations with the European Union. In 
the fall semester, they discussed the results of 
2014 NATO Summit, situation in Ukraine and 
sanctions against Russia, relations between 
Serbia and Russia, harmonizing of Serbia’s 
foreign policy with that of the European Union 
and Serbia’s upcoming OSCE Chairmanship 
in 2015. Each debate tournament included an 
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opinion poll mapping the positions of students 
in the audiences on a number of issues.  The re-
sults of these opinion polls are hereby brought 
to the attention of readers. 

Having pursued both EU and NATO member-
ship after regaining freedom in 1989 and hav-
ing become their member in 2004, Slovakia 
can serve as an example of successful demo-
cratic transition for countries in the Western 
Balkans and beyond. MESA10 was actively 
involved in a number of Slovakia’s reform pro-
cesses and has used its experience and know-
how to share lessons learned and best practices 
with its counterparts abroad. Drawing on the 
extensive experience of MESA10’s experts in 
the context of Slovakia’s reform and integra-
tion efforts and building upon the expertise of 
CEAS in Serbia’s actual challenges, MESA10 
and CEAS are jointly making a contribution to 
promote an open debate about NATO and secu-
rity challenges among the university students 
from Serbia and Slovakia.



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

1. Interest of students in Euro-
pean and Transatlantic security

1.1. Students want more information about Eu-
ropean and Transatlantic security. In the spring 
semester, 86% of students responded that they 
were interested in more information about Eu-
ropean and Transatlantic security (1.1.1.). In the 
fall semester, students’ interest fell by 4 points, 
reaching 82% (1.1.2.). Compared with the results 
from 2013 fall semester, interest of students rose 
annually by 10 points (1.1.3.).

1.2. Students are interested in working more in 
the area of European and Transatlantic secu-
rity. In the spring semester, 75% of students ex-
pressed their interest in working more in the area 
of European and Transatlantic security (1.2.1.). In 
the fall semester, their interest declined to 60% 
(1.2.2.). Compared with 2013 fall semester, when 
it reached 57% (1.2.3.), the interest of students 
rose by 3 points. 

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

1.1.3. 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

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

1.2.3. I am interested in working more in the area 
of European and Transatlantic Security 
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1.3. Students want to work on joint security pro-
jects with students from other countries. More 
than ¾ of students said in the spring semester 
that they were interested in working on joint se-
curity projects with students from other countries 
(1.3.1.). In the fall semester, 72% of students were 
of the same opinion (1.3.2.). Compared with 2013 
fall semester, students’ interest was increased by 
8 points (1.3.3.).

2. NATO values 

2.1. Students believe that NATO values are com-
patible with theirs (fall semester only). Almost 
half of students (48%) believed that NATO values 
were compatible with theirs (2.1.1.). In 2013 fall 
semester, the number of students who shared the 
same opinion was lower by 11 points (2.1.2.).

1.3.1. I am interested in working on joint Security
 projects with Students from other countries

1.3.2. I am interested in working on joint Security 
projects with Students from other countries 

1.3.3. I am interested in workingyx on joint Security 
projects with Students from other countries 

2.1.1. The values of NATO are compatible with our 
values

2.1.2. The values of NATO are compatible with our 
values
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3. NATO and criteria for EU 
membership

3.1. Students recognize that NATO membership 
helps to fulfill criteria for the European Union 
(fall semester only). Majority of students (54%) 
were of the opinion that NATO membership 
helped to fulfill criteria for the European Union 
(3.1.1.). 

4. Security provided by NATO 
is useful

4.1. Students are convinced that security pro-
vided by NATO is useful. In the spring semester, 
70% of students opined that security provided by 
NATO was useful (4.1.1.). In the fall semester, 
that number fell to 60% (4.1.2.). It was similar to 
2013 fall semester, when it reached 59% (4.1.3.).

3.1.1. NATO membership helps to fulfill criteria for the 
European Union 

4.1.1. Security provided by NATO is useful

4.1.2. Security provided by NATO is useful

4.1.3. Security provided by NATO is useful
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4.3. Students think that NATO membership in-
creases defense spending but it does not impact 
investments in other priorities than defense 
(spring semester only). In the spring semester, 
58% of students believed that membership in 
NATO increased defense spending (4.3.1.). How-
ever, at the same time, only 22% of students said 
that NATO membership negatively impacted in-
vestments in areas other than defense (4.3.2.). 

4.2. Students believe that security provided by 
NATO helps the economy and jobs (spring se-
mester only). 44% of students believed that se-
curity provided by NATO helps the economy and 
the jobs. 39% of students held the opposing view 
and 17% responded with a “don’t know” (4.2.1.). 
In 2013 fall semester, the positive response was 
similar (43.7%), while the number of those op-
posed was lower by 11 points (4.2.2.).

4.2.1. Security provided by NATO helps the economy 
and jobs

4.2.2. Security provided by NATO helps the economy 
and prosperity 

4.3.1. Membership in NATO increases defense 
spending 

4.3.2. Membership in NATO negatively impacts 
investments into other priorities than just defense
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5. NATO member states

5.1. Students consider NATO member states to 
be their friends. In the spring semester, almost 
¾ of students (73%) considered NATO member 
states to be their friends (5.1.1.). In the fall semes-
ter, that number exceeded 76% (5.1.2.). In 2013 
fall semester, the figure was almost 18 points low-
er, at 58% (5.1.3.).

5.1.1. NATO member states are our friends

5.1.2. NATO member states are our friends 

5.1.3. NATO member states are our friends 
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6. 2014 NATO Wales Summit 
(fall semester only)

6.1. Students think that the decisions taken at 
2014 NATO Summit will improve the security 
guarantees of its members. The majority of stu-
dents (52%) opined that the decisions adopted at 
NATO summit in September 2014 would improve 
security guarantees of its members (6.1.1.).

6.3. Students do not believe that the decisions 
taken at 2014 NATO Summit are detrimental to 
non-members. Students indicated that they did 
not consider the decisions adopted at 2014 NATO 
Summit to be detrimental to non-members. Only 
26% of students believed so (6.3.1.). 

6.1.1. Decisions taken at the summit will improve 
security guarantees of its members

6.2. Students are convinced that the decisions 
taken at 2014 NATO Summit will improve criti-
cal defense capabilities of its members. 45% of 
students said that the decisions adopted at NATO 
summit in September 2014 would improve criti-
cal defense capabilities of its members (6.2.1.). 
Only 17% of students held the opposing view. 

6.2.1. Decisions taken at the summit will improve the 
critical defense capabilities of its members

6.3.1. Decisions taken at the summit are detrimental 
to non-member states
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7.2. Students want Serbia in NATO. Only ¼ of 
students were persuaded that Serbia should not be 
a member of NATO (7.2.1.). 8.2. Students predict that Serbia will gradually 

harmonize its foreign policy with the EU (fall 
semester only). 58% of students were persuaded 
that Serbia would gradually harmonize its foreign 
policy with the EU as required by the EU acquis 
(8.2.1.). 

7.2.1. Serbia should not be a member of NATO

8. Serbia and the European 
Union

8.1. Students want Serbia in the European Un-
ion (spring semester only). Almost identical 
number of students as in the previous question- 
26% believed that Serbia should not be a member 
of the European Union (8.1.1.). 

8.1.1. Serbia should not be a member of the EU

7. Serbia and NATO  
(spring semester only)

7.1. Membership in NATO is in the interest of 
Serbia. Majority of students (51%) were con-
vinced that membership in NATO was in the in-
terest of Serbia (7.1.1.).

7.1.1. Membership in NATO is in the interest of Serbia
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8.2.1. Serbia will gradually harmonize its foreign policy 
with the EU as required by the EU acquis

8.3. Students expect Serbia to harmonize its for-
eign policy with the EU (fall semester only). Only 
23% of students thought that Serbia should not 
harmonize its foreign policy with the EU (8.3.1.). 

8.3.1. Serbia should not harmonize its foreign policy  
with the EU
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9.2. Students are convinced that the information 
about Slovakia’s NATO membership is useful 
to Serbia. In the spring semester, almost 73% of 
students said that the information about Slova-
kia’s NATO membership could be useful to Ser-
bia (9.2.1.). In the fall semester, 66% of students 
believed the same (graph 9.2.2.). By comparison, 
in 2013 fall semester, 59% of students were con-
vinced about usefulness of information about Slo-
vakia’s NATO membership to Serbia (9.2.3.).

9.1.1. International cooperation in security and 
defense is important and necessary 

9.1.2. Int cooperation in security and defense is 
important and necessary

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

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

9. International cooperation in 
security and defense

9.1. Students are convinced that international 
cooperation in security and defense is useful 
and necessary. In the spring semester, 91% of 
students were convinced that international co-
operation in security and defense is useful and 
necessary (9.1.1.). In the fall semester, that con-
viction reached 84% (9.1.2.), the same level as in 
2013 fall debate. 
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9.3. Students are persuaded that lessons of secu-
rity and defense cooperation of Visegrad 4 coun-
tries can be useful to Serbia (fall semester only). 
79% of students were persuaded that the lessons 
of security and defense cooperation of the Czech 
Republic, Hungary, Poland and Slovakia can be 
useful to Serbia (9.3.1.). In 2013 fall semester, 
80% of students expressed the same opinion. 

9.3.1. Lessons of security and defense cooperation 
of V4 can be useful to Serbia

9.2.3. Information about Slovakia’s membership in 
NATO can be useful to Serbia 
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10.1.3. United Nations-friend in security/Spring

10.1.2. European Union-friend in security/Fall10. Friends in security and 
threats to security

10.1. Students say who their friends in security 
are. In the spring semester, the European Union 
lead the pack with 84% (10.1.1.), followed by the 
United Nations with 81% (10.1.3.), NATO with 
72% (10.1.5.), the USA with 51% (10.1.7.) and 
Russia with 50% (10.1.9.). In the fall semester, 
the UN was at 88% (10.1.4.), followed by the EU 
at 85% (10.1.2.), NATO at 67% (10.1.6.), while 
the USA climbed to 58% (10.1.8.) and Russia 
dropped to 42% (10.1.10.).

10.1.1. European Union-friend in security/Spring
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10.1.5. NATO-friend in security/Spring

10.1.4. United Nations- friend in security/Fall 10.1.6. NATO- friend in security/Fall

10.1.7. USA-friend in security/Spring
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10.1.9. Russia-friend in security/Spring

10.1.10. Russia-friend in security/Fall10.1.8. USA- friend in security/Fall
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10.2.5. Russia - security threat

10.2. Students identify threats to security (spring 
semester only). Regional political instability was 
feared most, at 81% (10.2.1.), followed by eco-
nomic crisis with 79% (10.2.2.), by organized 
crime at 78% (10.2.3.) and by terrorism at 63% 
(10.2.4.). The USA and Russia were identified as 
a security threat by 63% of students (10.2.5.). 

10.2.1. Regional Political Instability - security threat

10.2.2. Economic Crisis - security threat

10.2.3. Organized Crime - security threat

10.2.4. Terrorism - security threat
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11. Russia and the annexation 
of Crimea (spring semester 
only)

11.1. Students are concerned by Russia’s actions 
and policies. Majority (55%) of students said 
that Russia’s actions and policies to destabilize 
Ukraine were of concern to them (11.1.1.).

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

11.2. Students think that the annexation of 
Crimea violated international law and territorial 
integrity of Ukraine. 2/3 of students were of the 
opinion that Russia’s annexation of Crimea con-
stituted a violation of international law (11.2.1.). 

11.2.1. Annexation of Crimea by Russia violated 
international law (territorial integrity of Ukraine)

11.3. Students think that the referenda on inde-
pendence should only be organized in accord-
ance with national constitutional and legislative 
order and without coercion. Majority of students 
(51%) said that the referenda on independence 
should only be organized in accordance with na-
tional constitutional order and without coercion 
(11.3.1.).

11.3.1. Referenda on independence can only be 
organized in accordance with national constitutional 

and legislative order and without coercion
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12. Ukraine (fall semester only)

12.1. Students are not optimistic that the situ-
ation in Ukraine will substantially improve. 
Less than majority of students (47%) thought that 
the situation in Ukraine will substantially im-
prove (12.1.1.).

12.1.1. The security situation in Ukraine will 
substantially improve 

12.2. Students are hopeful that a lasting politi-
cal solution will end the military conflict and 
bring peace. Majority of students (54%) believed 
that a lasting political solution would be found 
and bring peace to Ukraine (12.2.1.). 

12.2.1. A lasting political solution will substitute the 
military conflict and bring peace
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12.3. Students believe that Russia’ support for 
separatists in Eastern Ukraine, including arm 
deliveries will continue. A resolute majority of 
students (71%) thought that Russia would con-
tinue to support separatists in Eastern Ukraine, 
including arm deliveries (12.3.1.). 

12.3.1. Russia will continue to support separatists in 
Ukraine, including arms deliveries

12.4. Students are not fearful that Russia will 
stop gas deliveries to Ukraine. 45% of students 
were expecting that Russia would stop gas deliv-
eries to Ukraine (12.4.1.).

12.4.1. Russia will stop gas deliveries to Ukraine

20



12.5. Students do not believe that Russia will 
return Crimea to Ukraine. Only 27% of stu-
dents believed that Russia would return Crimea 
to Ukraine (12.5.1.)

12.5.1. Russia will return Crimea to Ukraine

12.6. Students skeptical that Russia will change 
its policies and support the independence and 
sovereignty of Ukraine. Only 24% of students 
thought that Russia would change its policies and 
support independence and sovereignty of Ukraine 
(12.6.1.).

21



12.6.1. Russia will change its policies and support the 
independence and sovereignty of Ukraine 

13. Russia and sanctions (fall 
semester only)

13.1. Sanctions are a necessary tool to change 
Russia’s policies and behavior. 1/3 of students 
believed that, avoiding a military conflict with 
Russia, sanctions are a necessary tool to change 
Russia’s policies and behavior (13.1.1.).

13.1.1. Avoiding a military conflict with Russia, 
sanctions are necessary tool to change Russia’s 

policies and behaviour

13.2. Sanctions against Russia will change its 
policies and behavior. Only 27% of students be-
lieved that sanctions against Russia will result in 
a change of its policies and behavior (13.2.1.).

13.2.1. Sanctions against Russia will result in a change 
of its policies and behaviour
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13.3. Students convinced that sanctions against 
Russia will never help to change its policies and 
behavior. Majority of students (54%) thought 
that sanctions against Russia would never help to 
change its policies and behavior (13.3.1.).

13.3.1. Sanctions against Russia will never help change 
its policies and behaviour
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 14. Participants

14.1. Stronger participation of women. In the 
spring semester, a higher number of women par-
ticipated in the debates (57% to 43% of men). In 
the fall semester, the ratio changed to 53% to 47% 
(14.1.2.). 

14.1.1. Sex

14.1.2. Sex 

14.2. Senior Students attracted to the debates. In 
the fall semester, the share of students over 21 in-
creased from 55% in the spring semester (14.2.1.) 
to 62% (14.2.2.).

14.2.1. Age

14.2.2. Age 
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