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Equal access to higher education gives an advantage in the 
access to the labor market and represents a significant instrument 
for the elimination of poverty and social exclusion. The goal of this 
project is to increase the chances of young people in Serbia to enter 
and remain in higher education (HE), especially Roma, persons with 
disabilities, rural population, young people from lower education 
families and other underrepresented groups. From this standpoint, 
every citizen should have the access to high quality education 
regardless of the social and economic background, race, religion or 
gender.

Goal of the project:
Getting to know structural presuppositions for equal chances 

of all young people to get higher education at the universities in 
Serbia, regardless of their:

•	 socio-economic status
•	 education of parents

PROJECT PARTNERS
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•	 place of residence
•	 ethnicity
•	 type of high school they graduated from
•	 degree and type of disability

Expected results of the project:

•	 Proposal of measures for equal inclusion of all groups of 
potential students in higher education

•	 Proposal of the new Law on Pupil and Student Standard
•	 Enhancement of data collection on the social dimension 

of higher education through the new methodology, 
indicators and procedures

•	 Establishment of student support service network at the 
universities in Serbia

•	 Improvement of the assistive technology at the 
universities in Serbia

•	 50 enrolled students from underrepresented groups in 
higher education through the pilot program which is 
realized during the implementation of the project

Realized activities and results of the project:

The Baseline Study 

The Baseline Study has a dual purpose. Primarily, it has to allow 
a clear insight into unequal participation in higher education of dif-
ferent parts of population of the Republic of Serbia and to register 
the measures the state of Serbia and other actors take in order to 
decrease the noticed inequalities. Secondly, the Study needs to set 
a foundation for tracking the advancement in the realization of the 
project goals (monitoring) and for the final assessment of the ef-
fects of applied measures (evaluation). 
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Main findings

Student population

1. Increased inclusion in higher education:
•	 In 2007, higher education included 29% of the 

generation, in 2010 – 39.4%.
•	 The increase in the inclusion of the female part of 

population is even more apparent: in 2007 it included 
31% of the generation, in 2010 – 44% of the generation.

•	 The participation of women in the Serbian student 
population was 55.6%.

2. Social background of students
•	 There was no data based on which we could directly 

illustrate the relationship between the material status and 
higher education. All the necessary indicators showed 
that in the families of lower material position, there were 
proportionally less students than in the families with 
average (middle) or higher material position.

•	 Children whose parents had lower-than-high-school 
education were almost not present among the students, 
both among the students of final years and among the 
newly-enrolled students. As much as 38% of the students 
had parents with higher than high school education.

3. Territorial differences
•	 Higher education inclusion and participation was 

different from one region to another. The differences 
were decreasing, but slowly.

•	 Young people who lived in the university centers and in 
the cities in which there were higher education institutions 
enrolled in the faculties and university colleges more 
often than the young people who lived in smaller places.

•	 These differences were increasing when the level of study 
was increased: the smallest were at the basic professional 
studies, and the largest were at PhD academic studies.
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4. Roma in student population
•	 Roma represent the least educated segment of Serbian 

population. They were represented among the students 
with less than one per mill.

•	 The largest part of the Roma students (50%) studied in 
Vojvodina. 

5. Students with disabilities
•	 There was not enough data to assess the trends in higher 

education inclusion of the persons with disabilities.

Statistics
•	 In spite of some significant improvements, the official 

statistics still does not follow the higher education in a 
satisfying way.

•	 The following deficiencies were noticed in the 
methodology and procedure of data collection:
o some relevant aspects are not monitored (material 

status of the students); 
o some data are collected in a way which does not 

guarantee that the data will be complete (the 
students are allowed not to provide the answer to 
the question on the nationality and on the difficulty 
in performing everyday activities); 

o some data are not collected from all students (only the 
students who enroll in the first year for the first time 
provide the data on the previously completed school); 

o sometimes the data are not complete because the 
students do not provide the complete information/
data when filling-in the forms; 

o the collected data are sometimes coded in a way 
that makes it impossible to use otherwise available 
information (place of residence is, for example, 
coded to the level of municipality). 

•	 Even when there are data, they often cannot be 
compared with the structure of the entire population, 
except in the Census years.
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Regulations
•	 The inexistence of a transparent and easily-accessible 

unique informative center about scholarships, loans and 
other types of support during the schooling.

•	 There is no clear legislative framework form the 
application of the affirmative measures on the level of 
the entire country for the enrollment in the first year of 
studies and the accommodation in the dormitories of 
the students belonging to the “sensitive” groups.

•	 There are no regulations about the provision of the 
assistive technology.

•	 The authorities are behind schedule with the adoption 
of bylaws (application of anti-discrimination laws in 
schools, categorization of persons with disabilities).

•	 Regulations on data collection are not well-organized 
and they are not fully harmonized and in accordance 
with one another.

Measures
•	 There are no complete data on how much the studies cost the 

student’s family and the community. The studying expenses 
are mostly covered by the parents. Based on the surveys 
conducted by the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia 
(Living Standards Measurement Study and Household Budget 
Survey), it can be estimated how much the households spend 
on education, especially higher education.

•	 The schooling of 42.8% students is funded from the state 
budget. The remaining students pay the tuition fees on 
their own (self-funded).

•	 Scholarships and loans (6,100 RSD per month) were used 
by 12% of students.

•	 The convenience of living in a dormitory was used by 7% 
of students.

•	 Subsidized nutrition in student restaurants was used by 
20% of students.
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•	 80% did not use any type of support.
•	 60% does not qualify for receiving any kind of support.
•	 There are no data on the effects of implemented 

measures.
•	 Measures are not specifically targeted (apart from the 

affirmative action measures).
•	 Measures are allocated according to the excellence 

criterion and that is why they are not directly directed 
towards the social dimension of higher education.

Student standard
•	 Student centers mostly satisfy the needs for 

accommodation. 28% of the students that applied for 
dormitories did not get a spot. Five cities that have HE 
institutions do not have dormitories. Based on these 
data, it can be estimated that, at that moment (2010-
2011), about 6,000 students, or about 3% of the student 
population, had problems with accommodation.

•	 Most facilities in dormitories are not adjusted to the 
needs of students with disabilities (apart from the 
dormitory in Belgrade).

•	 Local self-governments give scholarships to a significant 
number of students – the practice is different from one 
local community to another. There are no systemic data 
on the number of students and types of scholarships.

•	 Scholarships are usually allocated based on success, and 
not based on needs.

•	 Local self-governments where universities and university 
colleges are located take more care on the availability of 
public facilities to persons with disabilities.

•	 Higher education institutions in increasingly large 
numbers adjust their facilities to the easier mobility of 
persons with disabilities.

•	 HE institutions are still insufficiently equipped with 
assistive technology.
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The conference “Equal access to higher education for all: how 
far is it and how we stimulate it?” was held at the Palace of Serbia on 
April 16, 2012 at which the Baseline Study was presented that was 
created as a result of the activities on this TEMPUS project.

Statistics on students of higher education 
institutions in Serbia 

The workshop entitled “Statistics on students of higher education 
institutions in Serbia” was held on November 15 at the Palace of Serbia 
(Palata Srbija). The workshop emerged as a result of the work on the 
second work package, and it was organized in cooperation with the 
Team for Social Inclusion and Poverty Reduction of the Government of 
the Republic of Serbia. The results of the analysis of the system of the 
collection, processing and distribution of data on students at higher 
education institutions in Serbia and possibilities for the improvement 
of this system were presented and discussed.
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Suggestions for the revision of the ŠV 20 form 
and the ways of data collection based on this form 

In order to allow the successful monitoring of equal access to 
higher education, new indicators were built into the proposal or the 
new ŠV form or the existing ones were revised. On June 6, 2013, a 
workshop was held at the University of Belgrade at which the repre-
sentatives of the project partners responsible for this work package 
discussed the suggestion of the new content of the ŠV 20 form and 
the ways of collecting data gained via this form. 

Proposal of the structure of student support services 
at the universities in Serbia

The following document was created as a product of work 
package 4 activities: Proposal of the structure of student support 
services at the universities in Serbia. (www. equied.ni.ac.rs)

The collection of data on practices and available resources 
used for drafting the proposal was performed during June 2013 at 
the universities in Serbia which participate in the TEMPUS EQUI-ED 
project and it will be a foundation for the establishment of student 
support services at the universities in Serbia.
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50 Serbian high school students, members of underrepresented 
groups, were selected in the pilot program which is implemented 
through the EQUI-ED project. They participated in workshops and 
got various kinds of support and help in order to successfully enroll 
in universities in Serbia. They are currently the students of faculties 
they were preparing for during the program, after successfully 
passing the entrance exams.

50 enrolled students from underrepresented groups in 
higher education through the pilot program which is 

realized during the implementation of the project
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Assistive technology at the universities in Serbia

A list of priorities was made after the analysis of the presence 
of various types of assistive technology at the universities in 
Serbia, as well as the analysis of student needs, with the help of 
the Association of Students with Disabilities, and the acquisition of 
assistive technology is currently in progress.



As a part of the project activities in the TEMPUS EQUI-ED 
project, a group of 21 participants from Serbia took part in the 
study visit to Great Britain. As a part of the visit, a two-day training 
on higher education statistics in Great Britain was held. The training 
was given by the experts from HESA (Higher Education Statistics 
Agency). HESA is a sector organization (founded and financed by all 
of the higher education institutions in Great Britain) with a central 
role in the collection, analysis and dissemination of data on higher 
education in Great Britain.

Study visits to the universities of Barcelona, London 
(Roehampton) and Maribor

The goal of these seminars was, apart from transferring the 
knowledge and experience of EU partners in the area of policy of 
widening the access to higher education, the creation of project 
activities: formulation of social policy measures in the area of 
widening participation appropriate to the social reality in Serbia, 
establishment of student support services that come from the 
underrepresented groups at universities and faculties in Serbia, 
implementation of the pilot project in which 50 young people from 
underrepresented groups will, after different types of support, be 
prepared for the enrollment in faculties.


