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SUMMARY 
o In September 2020, Turu-uuringute AS conducted a population survey on behalf of the 

Ministry of Defence with the aim of obtaining an overview of the national defence 
opinions of Estonian residents. 872 Estonian residents aged 15 years and up were 
surveyed through face-to-face interviews. In the past, large-scale population surveys 
on national defence have been conducted twice a year. The large-scale spring 2020 
survey was cancelled due to the spread of the coronavirus, and the survey was 
conducted on a reduced scale (based on a shortened questionnaire) over the phone 
and Internet. As such, the latest temporal comparative data for the majority of the topics 
come from the autumn 2019 survey. 

Assessments of life in Estonia and pride in Estonia 

o Compared to the autumn of 2019, the criticality of the population in assessing the 
general developments in Estonia has increased slightly: the share of people who 
believe that life in Estonia has deteriorated in recent years has increased from 14 
percent to 20.5 percent. According to 39.9% of residents, things have remained the 
same, and according to 34.3%, life in Estonia has improved (42% in the autumn of 
2019, respectively). The increase in criticality may be related to the spread of the 
coronavirus and the recession. At the same time, the share of people who are often 
proud and happy to be living in Estonia has increased slightly, rising from 56 percent 
to 60.7 percent. 

Credibility of institutions 

o Of the twelve institutions related to security policy presented for assessment, Estonian 
residents have the most confidence in the Rescue Services (96.3% completely or 
rather trust), the Police and Border Guard (87.4%) and the Defence Forces (78.2%). 
Compared to the autumn of 2019, the residents’ confidence in national political 
institutions – the Prime Minister (58%→69.0%) and the government (53%→59.6%) – 
has increased. Confidence in the European Union (73%→66.2%), the Defence League 
(76%→68.5%), and slightly in NATO (66%→61.7%) has decreased. 

Security and threats 

o Opinions on the future security situation in the world in the coming decade have not 
changed significantly compared to the autumn of 2019. 56.3% of residents think that 
the risk of military conflicts will increase, while 25.1% believe that the situation is not 
going to change and 8.8% believe that the world will become more secure. Estonians 
have a higher sense of danger than residents of other nationalities – 63.3% of 
Estonians and 41.7% of residents of other nationalities believe that security-related 
instability will increase. 
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o Estonian situation in the future is perceived as more secure than the situation in the 
world as a whole: 27.6% of residents believe that the situation in Estonia will become 
more secure in the next ten years, 33.7% believe that the situation is not going to 
change, and 22.8% believe that the situation will become less secure. Here, too, the 
higher sense of danger of Estonians is evident: 26.4% of Estonians and 15.4% of 
residents of other nationalities predict a decrease in security. 

o In the autumn of 2020, the residents consider the biggest threat to peace and security 
in the world to be the spread of epidemics (53.0% consider it to definitely be a threat). 
Compared to the autumn of 2019, the residents’ sense of danger regarding the spread 
of epidemics has doubled but has decreased with regard to the other risks (or remained 
unchanged), which is probably due to the emergence of one dominant threat – the 
spread of the coronavirus – which pushes other threats (temporarily) to the background 
for people. After the spread of epidemics, the next most likely threats are considered 
to be cyber attacks (50.5% consider them to definitely be a threat), the migration of 
refugees to Europe (42.0%), spread of false information and fake news (42.2%), global 
economic crisis (40.6%), global climate change (40.5%), and activities of terrorist 
networks (39,5%). 

o Similarly to threats in the world, the spread of epidemics (77.2% consider it to be very 
likely or rather likely) and cyber attacks (67.6% respectively), but also the spread of 
fake news (66.8%) are assessed to be likely most often with regard to Estonia in the 
autumn of 2020. More than half of the residents assess a foreign state’s interference 
to influence Estonia’s policy or economy (56.1%) or extensive marine pollution (54.0%) 
to also be likely. Compared to the autumn of 2019, the residents’ sense of danger with 
regard to the majority of threats has remained unchanged (there are no temporal 
comparative data with regard to the assessment of the spread of epidemics). The 
sense of danger with regard to cyber attacks, spread of hate speech, acts of terrorism, 
or attacks on the citizens of Estonia in a foreign country has decreased. 

o Opinions on the sufficiency of media coverage of security threats are the same as in 
the autumn of 2019: 23.1% of the interviewees find that Estonian media writes and 
talks about military threats too much, 48.6% believe that it is just enough, and 17.3% 
believe that it is too little. 

o Residents most often consider membership in NATO to be the main security guarantee 
for the Estonian state (57.5% of respondents indicated this among the three most 
important guarantees, which is about 4 percentage points more than in the autumn of 
2019). The next most important security guarantees are considered to be the defence 
willingness of people (33.1%, decrease of approx. 8 percentage points compared to 
the autumn of 2019), development of Estonia’s independent defence capabilities 
(25.9%, decrease of approx. 5 percentage points), defence cooperation between Baltic 
states (22.0%, increase of approx. 4 percentage points), and cooperation and good 
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relations with Russia (21.8%). The last factor is the most important security guarantee 
for non-Estonians, of whom 41.7% indicated it among the three most important factors. 

Defence willingness of Estonian people 

o In a situation where Estonia was to be attacked by another state, 76.6% of the 
population support the provision of armed resistance, including 39.5% find it to 
definitely be necessary (79% and 44% in the autumn of 2019, respectively). 57.6% of 
the population would be willing to participate in defence activities themselves according 
to their abilities and skills (60% in the autumn of 2019). In a year, the proportion of 
residents who plan to definitely or probably stay in Estonia in the event of a military 
attack has increased slightly: 68% in the autumn of 2019 and 72.6% in the autumn of 
2020. The proportion of people who would probably leave has decreased from 21 
percent to 14.7 percent. 

o In their opinion, 25.5% of residents are sufficiently or generally well informed about how 
to act in the event of a potential attack, while 69.3% are not (25% and 68% in the 
autumn of 2019, respectively; there has been no change). The four most important 
topics on which information needs are assessed to be the highest are how the public 
is informed, how to act in the event of entering a battle area as a civilian, how are 
primary household problems solved, and organisation of evacuation. Information is 
needed less often on topics related to an individual’s own responsibilities in national 
defence (incl. organisation of mobilisation, opportunities to contribute as a civilian). 

Estonia’s defence capability 

o The residents’ confidence in Estonia’s defence capability has remained stable without 
significant increase or decrease: 54.4% of residents consider defending Estonia until 
the arrival of help from allies to be possible, while 31.1% do not. 

o 46.1% of residents support maintaining defence expenditure at the current level, and 
17.9% believe that defence expenditure should be cut. Compared to the autumn of 
2019, the proportion of residents in favour of increasing defence expenditure has 
decreased slightly, falling from 23 percent to 19.5 percent. The share of residents in 
favour or maintaining the current level of defence expenditure or defence cuts has 
remained the same as in the autumn of 2019, but the share of people without a clear 
opinion has increased (11% → 16.5%). 

o Compared to the autumn of 2019, the assessments of the state’s activities in 
developing Estonia’s national defence, security of the Estonian state border and 
Estonian cyber security have remained unchanged. The activities of the state in 
developing Estonia’s national defence are assessed positively by 66.0% of residents, 
security of the Estonian state border by 64.5% of residents, and security of the digital 
services and information systems of the Estonian e-state by 56.3% of residents. 
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Organisation of Estonian national defence 

o The support of Estonian residents for conscript service for young men continues to be 
very high: 90.2% of residents consider it necessary for young men to undergo conscript 
service. Young men with minor health problems should serve in the Defence Forces 
with appropriate load according to 60.9% of residents (22.4% of residents support their 
release from conscript service). Attitudes towards evading conscript service are mostly 
disapproving – 21.0% of residents condemn this behaviour and 43.4% view it 
negatively. 

o Regarding conscript service for women, 78.0% of residents believe that it should be 
voluntary, 3.3% believe that conscript service should be compulsory for women, too, 
and 15.7% do not find conscript service for women to be necessary. Of those who 
consider conscript service for women to be necessary, 42.7% believe that conscript 
service for women should take place under the same conditions as applied to young 
men, while 51.1% support conscript service for women according to a separate 
programme that would take into account women’s different physical abilities. 

o Waiving compulsory conscript service and transitioning solely to a professional army is 
generally not supported – only 11.9% of the population support this solution. 78.6% of 
residents support maintaining the current system where the professional army is 
combined with a reserve force made up of persons having undergone conscript service. 
Compared to the autumn of 2019, opinions have not changed in this matter. 

o 76.0% of residents rate their attitude towards professional servicemen to be good and 
21.0% consider it to be neutral. Regarding the role of women in the Defence Forces, 
52.2% of residents believe that women should serve on equal grounds to men in all 
military units and positions, while 39.3% find that it would be right for women to rather 
serve on the home front and in assisting positions. Attitude towards the role of women 
in the Defence Forces has not changed significantly in a year, but a longer time series 
shows a decrease in conservative attitudes. 

National defence organisations 

o Compared to the autumn of 2019, opinions on the priorities of the activities of the 
Defence League have remained relatively unchanged. Residents consider the most 
important functions of the Defence Forces to be military training of its members and 
permanent readiness for military defence of the state as well as participation in rescue 
operations in the event of emergencies and disasters as a secondary function. 65.5% 
of residents rate their attitude towards voluntary members of the Defence League 
district to be good and 24.6% consider it to be neutral. Of the people who have not 
participated in the activities of the Defence League (96.5% of the interviewees), 5.5% 
believe that they would definitely be willing to join the Defence League if a respective 
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proposal were made (4% in the autumn of 2019, respectively; there has been no 
change). 

o 70.8% of residents have heard of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation, and 
82.6% of these people consider the existence of such an organisation to be necessary. 
Supporting the activities of the Defence League (e.g. by catering, medical care) and 
increasing the inclusion of women and girls in national defence continue to be 
considered the most important operational objectives of the Women’s Voluntary 
Defence Organisation. Of women who are not involved in the Women’s Voluntary 
Defence Organisation (97.8% of the interviewed women), 3.1% believe that they would 
definitely be willing to join the organisation if a respective proposal were made (4% in 
2019, respectively; there has been no change). 

NATO 

o 75.2% of Estonian residents support Estonia’s membership in NATO and 14.2% are 
against it (74% and 15% in the autumn of 2019, respectively; there has been no 
change). 90.9% of Estonians and 42.3% of residents of other nationalities support 
membership in NATO. 

o Assessments of NATO’s assistance in the event of a potential conflict have also 
remained relatively unchanged in recent years. In the autumn of 2020, 52.0% of 
respondents believe that NATO would provide military assistance to Estonia in the 
event of a conflict, and 44.8% believe that membership in NATO prevents a military 
attack on Estonia. About one-fifth of the interviewees believe that NATO’s assistance 
is limited to political and diplomatic support, and 11.4 percent are of the opinion that 
Estonia has no hope of NATO’s assistance. 

o 65.8% of residents consider NATO’s activities in ensuring the security of Estonia to be 
sufficient and 8.3% consider it to not be sufficient. 75.0% of residents are in favour and 
16.8% of residents are against the presence of allied forces in Estonia. According to 
65.1 percent of residents, the soldiers of the NATO battle group stationed in Estonia 
make the state generally more secure, 20.1% find that there is no effect, and 7.0% 
believe that their presence makes Estonia less secure. The image of the soldiers of the 
NATO battle group among residents is predominantly positive. 

International military operations 

o Compared to 2019, the attitude of residents towards Estonia’s participation in 
international military operations has not changed significantly: approximately 2/3 of the 
entire population are in favour and 1/4 are against participation in military operations. 
About 68.6% of residents support participation in operations as part of NATO units, 
69.3% support participation in the context of cooperation between allied countries, 
65.7% support participation as part of UN peacekeeping forces, and 63.4% of residents 
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support participation as part of European Union units. According to respondents, the 
most important arguments for participation in international military operations are that 
it gives our soldiers real combat experience and that it ensures NATO’s assistance in 
the event of potential threats to Estonia. Attitude towards the development of defence 
cooperation between European Union states is also predominantly supportive (70.8% 
of residents are in favour). 

o Residents continue to associate the concept of a veteran foremost with those who 
participated in World War II (46.4%), but quite a few associate it with people who have 
participated in missions of the Estonian Defence Forces (30.9%). 

National defence education 

o 81.4% of residents consider national defence education in the curricula of schools 
providing secondary education to be necessary (83% in the autumn of 2019, 
respectively; there has been no change). 

Media consumption 

o The biggest differences in the media consumption of Estonian and Russian-speaking 
residents are evident in watching television channels – there are more viewers of PBK 
and Russian television channels than viewers of Estonian language television channels 
among Russian-speaking residents. Of news portals, non-Estonians follow Estonian 
news portals more often than Russian news portals, but compared to Estonians, there 
are fewer daily followers of Estonians news portals among non-Estonians. Non-
Estonians also read Estonian daily newspapers less than Estonians. As expected, the 
national defence attitudes of non-Estonians in the sphere of influence of Russian media 
channels differ from the attitudes of non-Estonians who follow Estonian media 
channels: for example, non-Estonians who follow Russian media channels on a daily 
basis are more often against Estonia’s membership in NATO. 

o Both Estonians and residents of other nationalities consider television and radio to be 
the most important sources of national defence information. Compared to Estonians, 
social media, websites, street advertisements and direct communication with other 
people are more important for non-Estonians in obtaining national defence information, 
while newspapers are less important. 

Differences in terms of nationalities 

o The biggest differences in the national defence attitudes of the residents continue to 
be based on the nationality. Estonians have more confidence in institutions related to 
national defence and security policy and they are generally more satisfied with choices 
made with regard to Estonia’s national defence than residents of other nationalities. 
The sense of danger of Estonians regarding security threats concerning Estonia is 
higher than that of non-Estonians, with the biggest gap between the attitudes of 
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Estonians and non-Estonians being evident in the attitude towards threats due to 
Russia. Estonians are in favour of increasing defence expenditure more often than non-
Estonians and they consider the most important security guarantee for Estonia to be 
membership in NATO, while non-Estonians are of the opinion that it is foremost 
cooperation and good relations with Russia that would help improve the security of 
Estonia. 
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BACKGROUND OF THE SURVEY 
In September 2020, Turu-uuringute AS conducted a population survey on behalf of the 
Ministry of Defence with the aim of obtaining an overview of the national defence opinions 
of Estonian residents. The survey determined the following: 

 General opinion of life in Estonia and pride and happiness over living in Estonia 
 Citizens’ confidence in political and national defence institutions 
 Opinions on security risks worldwide and in Estonia 
 Opinion on Estonia’s security guarantees and assessments of Estonia’s defence 

capabilities 
 Defence willingness of people and self-assessed behaviour in case of potential 

threats to Estonia 
 Attitude towards the structure of Estonian national defence, incl. compulsory 

conscript service for men and voluntary conscript service for women 
 Attitude towards the Defence League and perception of the functions of the Defence 

League 
 Attitude towards the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation and perception of 

the functions of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 
 Attitude towards NATO and its role in ensuring the security of Estonia; attitude 

towards the presence of NATO allied units in Estonia 
 Opinion on international cooperation in the field of national defence, incl. Estonia’s 

participation in international military operations 
 Attitude towards national defence education in schools 
 Perception of veteran policies 

The survey was conducted face to face, and a total of 872 Estonian residents aged 15 years 
and up were interviewed. The report also provides comparisons with the results of prior 
population surveys on national defence. Previously, national defence surveys have been 
conducted twice a year, and the sample size for each survey wave has been 1,200 
respondents.1 In the spring of 2020, the national defence survey was conducted in a 
reduced scale – the survey only covered a small part of the topics that are usually included 
in the national defence survey questionnaire. Due to the emergency situation in the spring, 
the spring data collection was carried out over the phone and the Internet instead of the 
usual face-to-face interview (in total, 1,200 respondents were interviewed). 

 

1 The smaller-than-usual sample size of this survey wave is due to the interruption in conducting the 
survey in March caused by the spread of the COVID virus. By the time the emergency situation was 
established, approximately 350 interviews had been conducted. The survey continued in September 
when the goal was set to conduct the number of interviews short of the 1,200 interviews (approx. 
850). Given that nearly five months had elapsed since the interruption in conducting the survey, the 
data collected in the spring was not included in this analysis. 
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The first part of the report provides the description of the methodology, and the second part 
provides the results together with figures and comments. Appendices to the report provide 
the questionnaire and distribution tables by background characteristics. 

Sample and surveying 

The target group of the survey were Estonian residents aged 15 years and up (1,107,397 
people as at 1 January 2019 according to Statistics Estonia). 

Face-to-face individual interviews at respondents’ homes using a standardised 
questionnaire were used as a method for data collection. Data collection was carried out 
face to face in the Omnibus survey environment. Omnibus is a periodically (according to a 
fixed schedule) conducted survey, the questionnaire for which comprises surveys of various 
customers. The monthly face-to-face sample size of an Omnibus survey is approx. 500 
respondents. The September Omnibus, the principal sample size of which was 512 
respondents, was used for conducting the national defence survey. Two additional samples 
were formed in addition to the September Omnibus: 1) an additional sample of 200 
respondents representative of the entire population, and 2) an additional sample of 160 
respondents representative of residents of non-Estonian nationality. The purpose of forming 
the additional samples was to increase the sample of both the entire population and non-
Estonians (so that the margin of error would be lower and conclusions would be more 
accurate when generalising the results). In total, 872 Estonian residents aged 15 years and 
up were surveyed. 

When interviewing approx. 900 people, the maximum sampling error limit for generalising 
the results of the whole sample with a 95% probability is 3.3%. The error may be higher 
when examining smaller groups. Table 1 shows the sampling error limits for the proportion 
estimate with a 95% confidence level. 
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Table 1. Sampling error limits 

 

The sample model was based on the Statistics Estonia population data on the regional 
distribution of Estonia’s residents aged 15 years and up, based on which the number of 
sampling points in different settlement types and regions was determined. Approx. 50 
sampling points were determined for conducting the main sample interviews, and the goal 
was set to interview approx. 10 persons at each sampling point. Additional sample 
interviews were partially conducted at the same sampling points, partially at new sampling 
points (depending on the location of the sampling point and the proportion of non-Estonians 
among the residents of the given region). An additional 25 sampling points were determined 
for conducting additional sample interviews. 

In selecting the household within the sampling point, the source address method was used 
in which each interviewer is given a randomly selected address where the interviewer is to 
conduct the first interview. From there, the interviewer moves on based on a fixed order 
(e.g. every second apartment or house) to ensure the randomness of households included 
in the sample. In selecting the respondent within the household, the so-called young man 
rule is used which stipulates that an interview is requested first from the youngest male at 
home who is at least 15 years of age. If no men are home, the youngest woman is preferred. 
This selection method gives these categories of interviewees who are less likely to be found 
at home (foremost young people and men) an additional chance to be included in the 
sample. Soft age-based quotas are also implemented in the selection of the respondent, 
which means that a maximum of three people over the age of 64 years are interviewed at 
each sampling point (in the context of the main sample). This way, a more proportional 
representation of genders and different age groups is achieved in the sample. 

Sample 
size 50%

48% or 
52%

40% or 
60%

35% or 
65%

30% or 
70%

25% or 
75%

20% or 
80%

15% or  
85%

10% or 
90%

5% or 
95%

3% or 
97%

2% or 
98%

10 30,99% 30,97% 30,36% 29,56% 28,40% 26,84% 24,79% 22,13% 18,59% 13,51% 10,57% 8,68%
20 21,91% 21,90% 21,47% 20,90% 20,08% 18,98% 17,53% 15,65% 13,15% 9,55% 7,48% 6,14%
30 17,89% 17,88% 17,53% 17,07% 16,40% 15,49% 14,31% 12,78% 10,74% 7,80% 6,10% 5,01%
40 15,49% 15,49% 15,18% 14,78% 14,20% 13,42% 12,40% 11,07% 9,30% 6,75% 5,29% 4,34%
50 13,86% 13,85% 13,58% 13,22% 12,70% 12,00% 11,09% 9,90% 8,32% 6,04% 4,73% 3,88%
60 12,65% 12,65% 12,40% 12,07% 11,60% 10,96% 10,12% 9,03% 7,59% 5,51% 4,32% 3,54%
70 11,71% 11,71% 11,48% 11,17% 10,74% 10,14% 9,37% 8,36% 7,03% 5,11% 4,00% 3,28%
80 10,96% 10,95% 10,73% 10,45% 10,04% 9,49% 8,77% 7,82% 6,57% 4,78% 3,74% 3,07%
90 10,33% 10,32% 10,12% 9,85% 9,47% 8,95% 8,26% 7,38% 6,20% 4,50% 3,52% 2,89%

100 9,80% 9,79% 9,60% 9,35% 8,98% 8,49% 7,84% 7,00% 5,88% 4,27% 3,34% 2,74%
110 9,34% 9,34% 9,15% 8,91% 8,56% 8,09% 7,47% 6,67% 5,61% 4,07% 3,19% 2,62%
120 8,95% 8,94% 8,76% 8,53% 8,20% 7,75% 7,16% 6,39% 5,37% 3,90% 3,05% 2,50%
130 8,59% 8,59% 8,42% 8,20% 7,88% 7,44% 6,88% 6,14% 5,16% 3,75% 2,93% 2,41%
150 8,00% 8,00% 7,84% 7,63% 7,33% 6,93% 6,40% 5,71% 4,80% 3,49% 2,73% 2,24%
200 6,93% 6,93% 6,79% 6,61% 6,35% 6,00% 5,54% 4,95% 4,16% 3,02% 2,36% 1,94%
500 4,38% 4,38% 4,29% 4,18% 4,02% 3,79% 3,51% 3,13% 2,63% 1,91% 1,49% 1,23%
700 3,70% 3,70% 3,63% 3,53% 3,39% 3,21% 2,96% 2,64% 2,22% 1,61% 1,26% 1,04%
900 3,27% 3,26% 3,20% 3,11% 2,99% 2,83% 2,61% 2,33% 1,96% 1,42% 1,11% 0,91%

1000 3,10% 3,10% 3,03% 2,95% 2,84% 2,68% 2,48% 2,21% 1,86% 1,35% 1,06% 0,87%
1200 2,83% 2,83% 2,77% 2,70% 2,59% 2,45% 2,26% 2,02% 1,70% 1,23% 0,96% 0,79%

Percentage of answers
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Tablets were used in the survey which enabled programming automatic redirects into the 
program. The questionnaire is presented in appendix 1 to the report. 

The interviews were conducted in Estonian and Russian, depending on the respondent’s 
language of communication. A total of 51 interviewers participated in the data collection. 

According to the international survey standards, 10% of the questionnaires were followed 
up at randomly selected sampling points using feedback forms once the interviews had 
been completed. The fact of conducting the survey as well as the rule of the selection of the 
respondent and compliance with the survey rules were checked. No errors in the survey 
were identified during the follow-up. 

A summary of the survey is presented in table 2. 

 

Table 2. Summary of the survey 

Reason for not conducting the interview 

There is no suitable respondent in the household 332 

Nobody is at home 1,488 

The person in the target group is not at home 31 

The household refused contact 441 

The person in the target group refused the interview 619 

It is not possible to enter the building/reach the residence / It is not safe to 

approach the household 
150 

Other reason for non-occurrence (language barrier, the responded is sick, not 

available during the survey period) 
191 

Summary 

Total addresses visited 4,124 

Total interviews conducted 872 

Interviews rejected during quality control 0 

Interviews conducted that passed the quality control 872 

 

Weighting the survey sample and data processing 

The data was weighted once the survey was completed to smooth out the socio-
demographic differences between the model and the sample. The weights are based on the 
following characteristics: gender, age group, nationality (Estonian, other), region, settlement 
type (capital/other urban settlement/rural area), and education (higher education/other). 
Two types of weights were used: (1) overall population weights and (2) intra-ethnic group 
weights. 

As an additional sample of residents of other nationalities (size 160 respondents) was 
formed in addition to the standard survey sample proportional to the total population, the 
overall weights included in the data file are intended to take the socio-demographic 
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composition of the survey sample into line with the general population model, incl. the 
correct proportion of Estonians and non-Estonians. To this end, the proportion of Estonians 
should be increased and the proportion of overrepresented non-Estonians should be 
deliberately reduced by weighting. 

Additionally, however, weights have also been created to weight the samples of Estonians 
and respondents of other nationalities separately. In this case, the proportion of Estonians 
and non-Estonians remains the same, but they take the different gender and age 
composition of the population of Estonians and other nationalities into account more 
accurately. It makes sense to use these weights when analysing the attitudes of Estonians 
and non-Estonians separately and in more depth. Depending on whether the data is 
weighted with overall weights or weights formed separately for Estonians and non-
Estonians, there are marginal differences in the results (see the frequency tables provided 
in the appendices). 

The indicators presented in this report come from the overall distribution weighted by overall 
weights (see Figure 1), excl. intragroup background group comparisons of Estonians and 
non-Estonians which use intra-ethnic group weights. 

The survey results were processed using the data processing package SPPS for Windows 
25.0. 
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Figure 1. Weighted sample profile (%, n=872) 

 

The statistical significance of the differences between groups was measured using the chi-
squared test (at 95% confidence level). For most topics, the difference in assessments was 
analysed by nationality (Estonian, other) and age groups (15–19, 20–29, 30–39, 40–49, 50–
59, 60+) of the respondents. In the case of more important topics, the differences in 
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assessments were also examined by the gender, education, citizenship, income, and 
residence (region) of the respondents. 

In previous reports, the percentages of responses have been presented as rounded to one. 
However, rounded figures may not always add up to exactly 100%, and to avoid 
misunderstandings caused by this, the results of this survey wave have been presented as 
rounded to the nearest tenth.2 

 

Persons conducting the survey 

The responsible persons in different stages of the survey were as follows: 

Initiation of monitoring, preparation of the principal part of the 
questionnaire 

Juhan Kivirähk 

Report, project management Vaike Vainu 

Sample/Coordination of the survey Kaja Södor 
Angelina Oblikas  

Programming Reijo Pohl 

Data and spreadsheet processing Marina Karpištšenko 

Assisting the project manager and linguistic editing of the 
report 

Hella Kaldaru 

Editing English translation Kesklinna Tõlkekeskus 

Customer’s contact person: Rika Margat 

 

Contact details: 

• General phone: 5852 9700 

• E-mail: post@turu-uuringute.ee 

• Website: www.turu-uuringute.ee  

• Address:  Pärnu mnt. 102, Unit A, 11312 Tallinn 

 

Contact details of the survey manager: 

• Phone:  5852 9709 

• E-mail:  vaike@turu-uuringute.ee 

 

2 Figures 77–82 show the figures rounded to the nearest digit for better readability. 
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SURVEY RESULTS 
 

1. Assessments of life in Estonia and pride in Estonia 

People’s attitude towards various issues of social life, including national defence, is 
influenced, among others, how positively or negatively life in Estonia is assessed on the 
whole. When people perceive positive changes in society, the attitude towards various 
issues that crop up in society is also more balanced and positive. 

The survey posed the following questions: If you evaluate life in Estonia as a whole, have 
things changed for the better or worse in recent years or have they remained the 
same? 

According to 34.3% of residents, life in Estonia has improved in recent years; it has 
remained the same according to 39.9% and deteriorated according to 20.5%. Although in 
the longer-term comparison (comparing the results with 2016), changes in life in Estonia 
are assessed more positively today, criticism has increased compared to 2019 (Figure 2). 

There may be several reasons for the increase in criticism – on the one hand, the decline 
in the assessments may be due to the spread of the coronavirus and the resulting recession, 
on the other hand, these assessments may also express the dislike towards the current 
coalition government among some of the residents (according to the survey data, people 
who see the government as unreliable are more often than average of the opinion that life 
in Estonia has taken a downward turn in recent years). 

Compared to Estonians, residents of other nationalities are slightly more critical towards 
changes in life in Estonia – 18.6% of Estonian residents and 24.5% of residents of other 
nationalities feel that the situation is deteriorating. Residents of undetermined citizenship 
have the most negative assessments (35.8%). In the regional comparison, the highest 
number of respondents who gave a negative assessment reside in North-Eastern Estonia 
(30.5%). Income is also an important factor – people with a high income see changes in life 
in Estonia as positive more often than people with average or low income. 
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Figure 2. Assessments of changes in life in Estonia, comparison of 2016–2020 (%, 
n=all respondents) 

 

 
We also investigated the respondents’ emotional ties to Estonia by asking: How often have 
you felt proud or happy to be living in the Republic of Estonia? 

60.7% of Estonian residents are proud and happy to be living in Estonia very often or quite 
often. The indicator was equally high in the autumn of 2018 (61%), but it was slightly lower 
in the spring and autumn survey of 2019 (56%). The emotional ties of residents of Estonian 
nationality to Estonia are stronger than among residents of other nationalities – 68.3% of 
Estonians and 44.7% of residents of other nationalities have often felt proud or happy to be 
living in Estonia. In a year, the indicator has risen slightly among Estonians, but it has 
remained unchanged among residents of other nationalities (Figure 3). 

There are only a marginal number of respondents who never feel proud and/or happy to be 
living in Estonia (approx. 3% among both Estonians and non-Estonians). 
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Figure 3. Pride and happiness over living in the Republic of Estonia, comparison of 
2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

As expected, people who think that life in Estonia is changing for the better also feel proud 
to be living in Estonia more often than people in whose opinion things have not changed or 
are deteriorating in Estonia (Table 3). 

Table 3. Pride in and happiness over living in Estonia by assessments given to the 
development of Estonia (%, n=all respondents) 

  
All 

respondents 
Changed for 
the better 

Remained the 
same 

Changed for 
the worse 

Very often, constantly 25.0% 34.1% 22.1% 16.9% 

Quite often 35.6% 35.1% 39.4% 29.2% 

Sometimes 32.0% 26.8% 30.7% 43.8% 

Never 3.1% 1.7% 4.0% 3.9% 

Don’t know 4.2% 2.3% 3.7% 6.2% 

Total: 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
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2. Credibility of institutions 

The survey also looked at the residents’ confidence in twelve national or international 
institutions. The choice of institutions also took into consideration their role as a shaper, 
implementer, or supporter of Estonia’s security policy. Since October 2018, local 
municipalities and the court system are also included in the list of institutions. 

2.1. Credibility of institutions 

Respondents were asked the following: To what extent do you trust the following 
Estonian national and international institutions? 

Assessments of the credibility of institutions were collected on a four-point scale: completely 
trust, rather trust, rather distrust, completely distrust (plus the “don’t know” option). 

As before, the residents’ confidence continues to be the highest in the Rescue Service 
(96.3% trusts) and the Police and Border Guard (87.4%). Among the surveyed institutions, 
residents trust the court system (55.6% trusts), the Parliament (Riigikogu) (59.0%), and the 
government (59.6%) the least (Figure 4). 

Figure 4. Credibility of institutions in September 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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Figure 5 shows the confidence indicators of institutions (proportions of people who 
completely or rather trust) compared to those of the national defence survey in the autumn 
of 2019. In a year, the residents’ confidence in national political institutions – the Prime 
Minister (58%→69,0%) and the government (53%→59,6%) – has increased, but confidence 
in the European Union (73%→66,2%), the Defence League, (76%→68,5%) and NATO 
(66%→61,7%) has decreased. Confidence indicators of other institutions included in the 
analysis have not changed statistically significantly in a year. 

Changes in perceptible confidence in institutions outlined above were already apparent in 
the survey carried out in spring 2020 during the emergency situation. Increase in the 
confidence in national political institutions is likely to largely reflect approval of the 
government’s response to the spread of the coronavirus – the government imposed 
(relatively) strict restrictions before the virus spread more widely in Estonia, which prevented 
a medical crisis. 

Figure 5. Proportion of residents who trust institutions, comparison of 2019–2020 
(completely trust or rather trust %, n=all respondents) 

 

In general, Estonians’ confidence in the surveyed institutions was higher than among non-
Estonians. Compared to Estonians, the proportion of people who distrust institutions as well 
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as (in the case of most institutions) the proportion of people who do not have a clear opinion 
is higher among non-Estonians. 

The attitudes of Estonians and non-Estonians differ the most towards organisations that are 
directly involved in Estonia’s military defence – 74.8% of Estonians and 34.3% of non-
Estonians trust NATO, 80.8% and 42.8%, respectively, trust the Defence League, and 
87.9% and 58.0%, respectively, trust the Defence Forces. Compared to Estonians, non-
Estonians also have significantly less confidence in the President and a little less confidence 
in the European Union and the police/border guard. Local municipalities are the only 
institution in which non-Estonians have higher confidence than Estonians. Confidence in 
the Parliament (Riigikogu), the government, the Prime Minister, courts, and the Rescue 
Service is at an equal level among Estonians and non-Estonians (Figure 6). 

Compared to the autumn, the confidence of both Estonians and non-Estonians in the 
Defence League has decreased. The credibility of the European Union, the President, 
NATO, and the court system has also decreased among Estonians. The confidence of 
Estonians and non-Estonians in the Prime Minister and the government has increased, and 
confidence of non-Estonians in local municipalities has also increased. 

Figure 6. Credibility of institutions among Estonians and non-Estonians in 
September 2020 (completely trust or rather trust %, n=all respondents) 
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Confidence in institutions varies by age groups. Confidence in many institutions is higher 
among 15–19-year-olds (e.g. in the government, the President, NATO, and the European 
Union), but the Prime Minister is also trusted more often than average by people aged 60 
years and up. Distrust in national political institutions (government and the Prime Minister) 
is expressed more often than average by 40–49-year-olds. 

People with higher education express confidence in the majority of the surveyed institutions 
more often than average. 

 

2.2. Credibility of the Defence Forces and the Defence League 

In September 2020, 78.2% of Estonian residents have confidence in the Defence Forces, 
which ranks third in the ranking of credibility after the Rescue Service and the Police and 
Border Guard. 87.9% of Estonians and 58.0% of non-Estonians trust the Defence Forces. 
Compared to the autumn of 2020, confidence in the Defence Forces has not changed 
neither in the population as a whole nor among Estonians and non-Estonians separately 
(Figure 7). 

Compared to the Defence Forces, the credibility of the Defence League is rated slightly 
lower – 68.5% of the residents, including 80.8% of Estonians and 42.8% of residents of 
other nationalities, find the Defence League to be credible. Compared to the autumn of 
2019, the confidence of residents in the Defence League has decreased, both among 
Estonians and non-Estonians (Figure 8). 

Among men and women, the proportion of people having confidence in the Defence Forces 
and the Defence League is equal. There are no significant differences in the comparison of 
age and education groups, either. Of regions, distrust in both institutions is the highest in 
the North-Eastern Estonia – in a region with the largest share of non-Estonians in the 
population. At the same time, the proportion of residents who don’t have an opinion on the 
credibility of the Defence Forces or the Defence League is also the highest in the North-
Eastern Estonia compared to other regions. 
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Figure 7 Credibility of the Defence Forces in 2000–2020; comparison of assessments of Estonians and residents of other 
nationalities (completely trust and rather trust %, n=all respondents) 

 
 

Figure 8. Credibility of the Defence League in 2000–2020; comparison of assessments of Estonians and residents of other 
nationalities (completely trust or rather trust %, n=all respondents) 
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3. Security and threats 

The survey also mapped out how the residents assess the security situation in Estonia and 
in the world and what are considered to be potential security threats and guarantees. 

3.1. Security in the world 

The question asking the respondents to assess the change in the world security situation 
has been asked since 2000 and it reads as follows: Do you think that the world will 
become more secure in the coming decade or will the risk of military conflicts 
increase? 

In the autumn of 2020, 56.3% of residents think that the risk of military conflicts will increase, 
while 25.1% believe that the situation is not going to change and 8.8% believe that the world 
will become more secure (Figure 9). 

Since the spring of 2014 when the crisis in Ukraine began, the proportion of respondents 
who feared an increase in insecurity and military conflicts remained above 60 percent, even 
exceeding 70 percent from the spring of 2015 to spring of 2016. Only in the last couple of 
years has it fallen back below 60 percent (which is still higher than average (which is 52%) 
throughout the entire reference period (2000–2020)) (Figure 10). 

Estonians have a higher sense of danger than residents of other nationalities – 63.3% of 
Estonians and 41.7% of residents of other nationalities believe that security-related 
instability in the world will increase. 

When comparing age groups, 15–29-year-olds believe that the risk of military conflicts will 
increase the least often, being more likely than other age groups to believe that the world 
will become more secure. 
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Figure 9. Assessments of the situation in the world in the coming decade, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 
Figure 10. Situation in the world in the coming decade, comparison of 2000–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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3.2. Security in Estonia 

The question concerning the security situation in Estonia was asked in the following 
wording: Do you think that in ten years’ time Estonian residents will be living in more 
secure or less secure conditions than presently? 

Estonian situation in the future is perceived as more secure than the situation in the world 
as a whole. 27.6% of residents believe that Estonia will become more secure and 22.8% 
believe that Estonia will become less secure in the next ten years. 33.7% of the population 
predicts the situation to remain the same. 

Compared to residents of other nationalities, there are more of those among Estonians who 
believe that the situation in Estonia will become less secure (26.4% of Estonians and 15.4% 
of resident of other nationalities think so). Residents of other nationalities are more likely 
than Estonians to believe that the situation is not going to change (39.0 and 31.1 percent, 
respectively), and they are more likely to lack a clear opinion (19.7 and 14.1 percent, 
respectively) (Figure 11). Residents aged 15–29 years believe in the increase in security 
more often than average. Residents aged 30–39 years are more often than average of the 
opinion that the situation is not going to change. 

Figure 11. Assessments of whether Estonian residents will be living in more secure 
or less secure conditions than presently, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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3.3. Threats to security in the world 

Respondents were asked to rate the significance of various security risks in the world by 
asking: To what extent do you consider the following factors to be a threat to peace 
and security in the world? Assessments were collected on the following scale: “definitely”, 
“to some extent”, and “definitely not” (plus the “don’t know” option). 

In October 2018, security attacks and spread of false information and fake news were added 
to the list of threats, both of which immediately rose to feature among the four most 
prominent threats and continue remain there in the autumn of 2020 survey (Figure 12). 

Compared to the autumn of 2019, the residents’ sense of danger with regard to the threats 
presented in the questionnaire remains either at the same level or has decreased. The only 
exception are assessments on the spread of epidemics, regarding which the sense of 
danger has doubled in a year – 27% of the residents in the autumn of 2019 and 53.0% of 
the residents in the autumn of 2020 considered the spread of epidemics to definitely be a 
threat. With this result, the spread of epidemics has become the most likely threat to global 
security according to residents in the autumn of 2020. In the past, residents have considered 
cyber attacks, which rank second this year (50.5% consider it to definitely be a threat), to 
be the most likely threat. The next most likely threats are considered to be the migration of 
refugees to Europe (42.0% consider it to definitely be a threat), spread of false information 
and fake news (42.2%), global economic crisis (40.6%), global climate change (40.5%), and 
activities of terrorist networks (39.5%). 

If we were to look at the ratings “definitely” and “to some extent” together, all threats listed 
in the questionnaire are considered to be a threat to global security by more than 50 percent 
and ten threats by more than 70 of the interviewees. 

The proportion of residents who consider the migration of refugees to Europe, activities of 
terrorist networks, China’s growing economic and military power, US economic and military 
dominance, military conflicts (in Eastern Ukraine or Syria), or the activities of North Korea 
to definitely be a threat has decreased compared to the autumn of 2019. If we also include 
the people who assess the threat to be moderate, the residents’ sense of danger has 
decreased in a year also with regard to security risks arising from the spread of false 
information and fake news, organised crime, and increasing contradictions between rich 
and poor countries. 

The decrease in the sense of danger with regard to the majority of the security risks is likely 
caused by the emergence of one dominant threat – spread of the coronavirus –, which 
pushes other threats (temporarily) to the background for people. 
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Figure 12. Threats to peace and security in the world, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, 
n=all respondents) 
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Compared to Estonians, the sense of danger of non-Estonians with regard to the threats 
listed in the questionnaire is lower. Exceptions include attitude towards the US economic 
and military dominance, which non-Estonians consider to be a threat more often than 
Estonians (27.3% of Estonians and 34.9% of non-Estonians consider it to definitely be a 
threat), and attitude towards the spread of false information and fake news, global climate 
change, activities of terrorist networks, and organised crime, the threat of which is assessed 
similarly by Estonians and non-Estonians. Estonians perceive other threats more acutely 
than non-Estonians, with the largest gap between ethnic groups being apparent in the 
attitude towards threats related to Russia – 49.0% of Estonians consider Russia’s attempts 
at restoring its authority in neighbouring countries to be a threat, while only 9.9% of non-
Estonians consider it to be a threat. Estonians rank Russia’s activities third among the 
threats after the spread of epidemics and cyber attacks, while non-Estonian consider 
Russia’s activities to be less dangerous than the other security risks (listed in the 
questionnaire). 

Compared to the autumn of 2019, the sense of danger with regard to security risks caused 
by the spread of epidemics has increased among both Estonians and non-Estonians. With 
regard to the other security risks, the sense of danger has remained at the same level or 
has decreased for both ethnic groups. Among Estonians, the sense of danger with regard 
to security risks related to military conflicts in Syria and Eastern Ukraine has decreased the 
most, while for non-Estonians the sense of danger with regard to security risks arising from 
the activities of terrorist networks, organised crime, and migration of refugees has 
decreased the most. 

There are also certain differences in comparison of age groups if we based the approach 
on respondents who consider various threats to be definitely or to some extent likely. Among 
residents aged 60 years and older, the sense of danger with regard to security risks posed 
by global climate change and cyber attacks is lower than average. Residents aged 60 years 
and older (but also 15–19-year-olds) also perceive threats arising from the US economic 
and military dominance to be lower than residents on average. People aged 30–39 years 
take security risks posed by the Ukraine conflict more seriously than average. People aged 
50–59 years are more concerned than average about the security risks posed by the 
migration of refugees. 
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Figure 13. Threats to peace and security in the world, autumn 2020, comparison of 
assessments of Estonians and respondents of other nationalities (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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3.4. Threats to Estonia 

To determine how threats to Estonia are perceived, respondents were presented with 16 
different potential threats and were asked to assess the probability of their occurrence: How 
likely do you think it is that Estonia will be faced with any of the following in the 
coming years? Assessments were collected in the following scale: “very likely”, “rather 
likely”, “not very likely” and “very unlikely” (plus the “don’t know” option). 

Similarly to threats in the world, the spread of epidemics (77.2% consider it to be very likely 
or rather likely) and cyber attacks (67.6% respectively), but also the spread of fake news 
(66.8%) is assessed to be likely most often with regard to Estonia in the autumn of 2020 
among the threats listed in the questionnaire. More than half of the residents assess a 
foreign state’s interference to influence Estonia’s policy or economy (56.1%) or extensive 
marine pollution (54.0%) to also be very or rather likely. Less than half of the respondents 
considered the occurrence of the other threats (separately for each threat) to be likely 
(Figure 14). 

Compared to the autumn of 2019, residents’ assessments of the probability of the 
occurrence of the majority of threats listed in the questionnaire in Estonia have not changed. 
The sense of danger with regard to cyber attacks, spread of hate speech, acts of terrorism, 
or attacks on the citizens of Estonia in a foreign country has decreased. The spread of 
epidemics was added to the list of threats that may affect Estonia only in the spring of 2020 
and there are no temporal comparative data with autumn of 2019 on the assessment of the 
probability of this threat (however, if temporal comparative data were available, we would 
definitely be seeing an increase in the sense of danger with regard to this threat). 

Estonians consider the majority of the threats listed in the questionnaire to be more probable 
than non-Estonians, whereas the assessments differ the most with regard to the probability 
of cyber attacks and spread of hate speech. The exceptions include opinions on the 
probability of extensive marine pollution, economic collapse of Estonia, attacks on the 
citizens of Estonia in a foreign state, and mass street riots – the perception of Estonians 
and non-Estonians with regard to these threats does not differ significantly (Figure 15). 

When comparing age groups, 30–49-year-olds consider the spread of hate speech and fake 
news to be likely the most often, while 15–19-year-olds consider it to be likely the least 
often. The occurrence of an act of terrorism or extensive marine pollution is considered to 
be likely more often than average by 50–59-year-olds, while the occurrence of a nuclear 
disaster at a nuclear power station near Estonia is considered likely more often than 
average by 60-year-olds and older. 



 

 
34 

34 

Figure 14.  Assessments of the probability of threats faced by Estonia in the coming 
years, comparison of 2019–2020 (assessments “very likely” and “rather likely” %, n=all 
respondents) 
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Figure 15. Assessments of the probability of threats faced by Estonia in the coming 
years, autumn 2020, comparison of assessments of Estonians and respondents of 
other nationalities (assessments “very likely” and “rather likely” %, n=all respondents) 
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3.5. Media coverage of security threats 

In the autumn of 2017, a question on how media coverage of security threats is assessed 
was added to the opinion poll. The question read as follows: Do you think that Estonian 
media depicts and talks about military threats to Estonia too much and too often, just 
enough, or too little? 

In the autumn of 2020, 23.1% of the interviewees thought that Estonian media writes and 
talks about military threats too much, 48.6% thought that the topic is covered just enough, 
and 17.3% thought that it is covered too little. Over the last two years, the proportion of 
residents who believe that there is too much media coverage of security threats has fallen 
a little but, at the same time, the proportion of residents who find that there is too little media 
coverage on the topic has increased (Figure 16). 

Figure 16. Does Estonian media depict and talk about military threats to Estonia too 
much and too often, just enough, or too little? Comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 

 

Compared to Estonians, non-Estonians think more often that the media talks and writes 
about military threats too much – 37.2% of non-Estonians and 16.3% of Estonians are of 
this opinion. 20.1% of Estonians and 11.4% of non-Estonians believe that the media talks 
and writes about military threats too little. Changes over time, however, are similar in both 
ethnic groups – the proportion of people who consider media coverage of military threats to 



 

 
37 

37 

be low has increased slightly among both Estonians and non-Estonians, while the number 
of those who believe that the media gives too much attention to the topic has decreased 
among both Estonians and non-Estonians. 

In the comparison of age groups, 15–19-year-olds did not have an assessment of the media 
coverage of military threats more often than average, which indicates a lower awareness of 
or interest in the topic among the younger age group. 

 

3.6. Security guarantees 

Residents most often consider membership in NATO to be the one of the main security 
guarantees for the Estonian state (57.5% of respondents indicated this among the three 
most important guarantees). Membership in NATO was also considered the most important 
security guarantee in the autumn of 2019 (Figure 17). 

The next most important security guarantee for residents is the defence willingness of 
people (33.1% indicated this). Development of Estonia’s independent defence capabilities 
(25.9%), defence cooperation between Baltic states (22.0%) or cooperation and good 
relations with Russia (21.8%) were indicated as the main security guarantees less often. 

Compared to the autumn of 2019, membership in NATO (increased approx. 4 percentage 
points) and defence cooperation between Baltic states (+4 pp) was included among the 
main security guarantees slightly more often. The proportion of residents who consider the 
defence willingness of people (-8 pp), development of Estonia’s independent defence 
capabilities (-5 pp) or cooperation with the USA (-4 pp) to be important security guarantees 
has decreased. 

The perceptions of Estonian security guarantees are quite different among Estonians and 
residents of other nationalities. For Estonians, membership in NATO is the most important 
guarantee, while non-Estonians rank cooperation and good relations with Russia the 
highest. Compared to non-Estonians, Estonians attach more importance to membership in 
NATO (26.1% and 72.5%, respectively) as well as to permanent presence of allied forces 
in Estonia (5.6% and 23.6%), defence cooperation between Baltic states (18.0% and 
24.0%), and cooperation and good relations with the USA (6.1% and 16.0%). Non-
Estonians indicated cooperation and good relations with Russia (41.7% and 12.3%, 
respectively) and Estonia’s membership in UN (19.1% and 9.5%) or OSCE (15.1% and 
5.8%) as the most important security guarantees more often than Estonian (Figure 18). 

In the comparison of age groups, all age groups consider membership in NATO to be the 
most important security guarantee. Cooperation and good relations with the USA is ranked 
high more often than average by 15–19-year-olds. 
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Compared to the less educated, people with higher education value membership in NATO 
more than average among the security guarantees. 

Figure 17. Estonian security guarantees (up to 3 most important ones), comparison 
of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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Figure 18. Estonian security guarantees (up to 3 most important ones), 
autumn 2020, comparison of Estonians and residents of other nationalities (%, 
n=all respondents) 
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4. Defence willingness of Estonian people 

Defence willingness is measured in the survey with three questions. So-called passive 
defence willingness is mapped using the following question: If Estonia were to be attacked 
by another country, should we definitely provide armed resistance, regardless of the 
attacker? Active defence willingness, however, is measured using a question that maps 
the person’s individual willingness to participate in national defence according to their skills 
and abilities (If Estonia were to be attacked, would you be willing to participate in 
national defence according to your skills and abilities?). Respondents were also asked 
if they would want to leave Estonia in the event of a military attack: If Estonia were to be 
attacked, would you attempt to leave Estonia? 

In connection with the topic on defence willingness, this chapter also addresses how well 
residents are informed of how they could participate in defending Estonia in the event of a 
possible attack. 

4.1. Attitude towards providing armed resistance 

The proportion of residents who consider it necessary to provide armed resistance has 
remained stable around 80 percent since 2013. In the autumn of 2020, 76.6% of the 
Estonian population considered providing armed resistance to be definitely or probably 
necessary (Figures 19 and 20).  

Figure 19. Assessments of the need to provide armed resistance in a situation where 
Estonia is attacked by another country, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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The support of Estonians and residents of other nationalities for the provision of armed 
resistance was equal in 2013–2014, but differed afterwards, with support for the provision 
of armed resistance increasing among Estonians and decreasing among non-Estonians 
(Figure 21). In recent years, however, the differences in the Estonians’ and non-Estonians’ 
assessments of the need for the provision of armed resistance have narrowed again. In the 
autumn of 2020, 78.4% of Estonians and 72.7% of non-Estonians support the provision of 
armed resistance. Compared to non-Estonians, there are slightly more firm supporters of 
armed resistance among Estonians (34.5% and 41.9%, respectively). The numbers of 
deniers of the need for the provision of armed resistance are nearly equal between 
Estonians and respondents of other nationalities: 12.5% of Estonians and 11.3% of 
respondents of other nationalities definitely or probably do not find it necessary to provide 
resistance. The slightly lower support for the provision of resistance among respondents of 
other nationalities is due to the higher proportion of respondents who replied “Don’t know” 
in the respective population group (16.0% among non-Estonians and 9.1% among 
Estonians). 

While the opinions of Estonians of the need to provide armed resistance are at a uniform 
level when comparing education groups, the opposition to the provision of armed resistance 
among non-Estonians is (somewhat surprisingly) higher than average in the group with 
higher education (22.6% believe that armed resistance should not be provided). 

In the comparison of age groups, the proportion of people supporting armed resistance is 
relatively even as a whole. Strong support for the provision of armed resistance is expressed 
most often by 60-year-olds and older and least often by 15–19-year-olds. 
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Figure 20. Assessments of the need to provide armed resistance, comparison of 2000–2020  (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Figure 21. Proportion of supporters of armed resistance, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians, 2006–
2020 (% of respondents considering armed resistance definitely and probably necessary, n=all respondents) 
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4.2. Willingness to participate in defence activities 

The willingness to personally participate in defence activities (i.e. the so-called active 
defence willingness) is, of course, lower than the proportion of respondents who consider 
the provision of armed resistance necessary. While 76.6% consider the provision of armed 
resistance to be definitely or probably necessary, 57.6% of the population would be willing 
to participate in defence activities themselves according to their abilities and skills. 31.9 
percent of the interviewees would definitely or probably not be willing to participate in 
defence activities themselves (Figure 22). 

Figure 22. Willingness to participate in defence activities if Estonia were to be 
attacked, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 
Because military service is an obligation of only Estonian citizens, the difference in the 
attitudes of Estonians and residents of other nationalities (among whom there are fewer 
persons with Estonian citizenship) in the matter of active defence willingness is, as 
expected, greater than in the matter of passive defence willingness. 63.4% of Estonians 
and 45.6% of non-Estonians (including 50.2% of Estonian citizens of other nationalities, 
32.5% of persons with Russian citizenship and 37.0% of persons with undetermined 
citizenship) would be willing to personally participate in defence activities. 

In the case of active defence willingness, it is important to keep in mind that participation in 
national defence is associated primarily with armed resistance in the public opinion, which 
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is traditionally seen as the duty of reservists and men. As such, willingness to contribute 
personally is inevitably lower among women and older respondents. While 66.8% of men 
would be willing to participate in defence activities, only half of the women would be willing 
to do the same. In the comparison of age groups, willingness to personally participate in 
national defence is the highest among residents aged 50–59 years (67.2%) and lowest 
among 60-year-olds and older (46.3%). 

Active defence willingness of male citizens is higher than average in the population – 72.8% 
of male Estonian citizens are willing to participate in defence activities, including 74.4% of 
male citizens of Estonian nationality and 64.1% of male Estonian citizens of other 
nationalities (Table 4). Although the results indicate that willingness to participate in national 
defence is slightly higher among 35–64-year-olds than in the youngest and oldest age 
groups, the small sample size in the comparable groups does not allow stating this as a fact 
(among Estonians, the margin of error when making generalisations about different age 
groups is between 10–15%, while the sample size is too small to compare the age groups 
as a whole among non-Estonians (69 respondents in total)). Compared to the autumn of 
2019, willingness to participate in national defence has not changed significantly among 
male Estonian citizens. 

Table 4. Proportion of people willing to participate in defence activities in the case of 
an attack among men with Estonian citizenship by age and nationality, autumn 2020 

  All age groups 
15–34 
y.o. 

35–49 
y.o. 

50–64 
y.o. 

65+ y.o. 

Men of Estonian nationality 
with Estonian citizenship 

74.4% 70.6% 80.6% 79.2% 65.9% 

Men of other nationalities 
with Estonian citizenship* 

64.1% 61.5% 66.7% 68.8% 50.0% 

All men with Estonian 
citizenship 

72.8% 69.4% 78.8% 77.3% 63.5% 

* The sample size of men of other nationalities with Estonian citizenship was 69 people, so the sample sizes 
were very small within age groups, which does not allow drawing definite conclusions about the defence 
willingness of men of other nationalities with Estonian citizenship by age groups. 

Looking at the change in defence willingness over time by nationality and citizenship, it 
appears that the defence willingness of non-Estonians with Estonian citizenship was at a 
level comparable to the defence willingness of Estonians in 2006. Following the events of 
the Bronze Night in 2007, the defence willingness of non-Estonians with both Estonian 
citizenship and undetermined or Russian/other states’ citizenship decreased noticeably. In 
2013–2014, the defence willingness of non-Estonian citizens started to increase again but 
fell back below 50 percent at the end of 2014. Since 2016, the active defence willingness 
of citizens of other nationalities has generally remained around 50 percent, as was the case 
in September 2020 when 50.2% of non-Estonian citizens express their willingness to 
participate in national defence. 39.1% of non-citizens express their active defence 
willingness (Figure 23). 
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Figure 23. Proportion of residents willing to participate in defence activities in the case of an attack, comparison of Estonian 
and non-Estonian speaking residents, 2000–2020 (% of respondents definitely or probably willing to participate %, n=all respondents) 
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4.3. Desire to leave Estonia in the event of a military attack 

If Estonia were to be attacked, 14.7% of Estonian residents would consider leaving, while 
72.6% would not. Compared to the autumn of 2019, the willingness to leave Estonia in the 
event of a military attack has decreased – back then, 21% of the residents were likely to 
leave while 68% were to remain in Estonia (Figure 24). 

The younger the age group, the more often willingness to leave Estonia in the event of a 
military attack was expressed – 29.3% of under 30-year-olds, 21.4% of 30–39-year-olds, 
15.7% of 40–49-year-olds, 10.6% of 50–59-year-olds and 3.0% of older residents would 
plan to leave. 14.1% of Estonians and 16.0% of non-Estonians are likely to leave. At the 
same time, there are slightly more of those who would probably stay in Estonia among 
Estonians than among non-Estonians (75.9% and 65.8%, respectively), which is due to the 
more hesitant attitudes of non-Estonians (10.0% of Estonians and 18.1% of non-Estonians 
were unable to give an answer). The existence of Estonian citizenship does not significantly 
affect the attitudes of non-Estonians in this matter – the only thing that can be outlined is 
that the lack of a clear opinion is more frequent than average among persons with Russian 
citizenship. 

Figure 24. Probability of leaving Estonia if Estonia were to be attacked, comparison 
of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 



 

 47 

47 

When looking at the whole time series from the start of the opinion poll, we see an increase in the desire to leave among non-Estonians 
since 2007 (events of the Bronze Night), which reached a particularly high 42 percent by the end of 2012 and remained at around 30 
percent for the next four years. In 2017–2020, the proportion of those wanting to leave has remained below 30 percent among non-
Estonians. In the autumn of 2020, the proportion of those wanting to leave has fallen to the lowest level of the last ten years (16.0%) 
among non-Estonians (Figure 25). 

The desire to leave among Estonians rose to around 20 percent during the years of the economic crisis in 2010–2013. It then fell 
slightly but rose again to one-fifth in 2017 and remained at that level for the next two years. Similarly to non-Estonians, the proportion 
of those wanting to leave has decreased among Estonians compared to the autumn of 2019. 

Figure 25. Proportion of people wanting to leave Estonia in the event of an attack, comparison of Estonians and respondents 
of other nationalities, 2000–2020 (% of people definitely and probably attempting to leave, n=all respondents) 
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4.4. Ability to act in case of a possible attack 

In order for people to be able to participate in defence activities, they need to know how 
they can do so. To get an overview of the residents’ defence awareness, they were asked 
to answer the following question: Are you sufficiently informed about what you could 
do to defend Estonia if Estonia was threated by an attack by a foreign enemy? 

The results show that people rate their awareness of how to act in the event of a possible 
attack to be fairly low – only one-fourth of the interviewees say that they are sufficiently or 
generally informed about what they could do to defend the country in such a situation. 
Nearly two-thirds (69.3%) of the interviewees, however, estimate that they are rather not or 
definitely not informed about this topic. Over the last two years, however, the proportion of 
positive assessments has increased slightly (Figure 26). 

Figure 26. Awareness of what could be done to defend Estonia if Estonia was 
threated by an attack by a foreign enemy, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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Estonians rate their awareness slightly higher than non-Estonians – 27.5% of Estonians 
and 21.4% of non-Estonians consider their awareness to be sufficiently/generally good. 
31.8% of men and 20.2% of women consider their awareness to be sufficiently/generally 
good. In the comparison of age groups, 20–29-year-olds are the most confident in their 
awareness (44.3% consider their awareness to be sufficiently/generally good), while 50-
year-olds and older are least confident (19.7% respectively). There are no significant 
differences in the comparison of education groups. 

 

4.5. On what topics is more information needed? 

To find out which topics people need the most information about in order to be able to act 
in the event of an attack by a foreign enemy, the interviewees were asked to choose three 
that are the most important to them from among nine listed topics. Respondents were also 
given the opportunity to add to the list provided. 

There have been no significant changes in the order of importance over the last couple of 
years (Figure 27). The four most important topics on which information needs are assessed 
to be the highest continue to be how the public is informed (42.4%), how to act in the event 
of entering a battle area as a civilian (35.6%), how are primary household problems solved 
(35.6%), and organisation of evacuation (26.6% – the importance of this topic has 
decreased slightly compared to previous years). Information is needed less often on topics 
related to an individual’s own responsibilities in national defence (incl. organisation of 
mobilisation, opportunities to contribute as a civilian). 

Compared to non-Estonians, Estonians are slightly more often interested in information 
about how to contribute to the military as a civilian. Some differences in information needs 
are also apparent in gender comparison – women want information about solving primary 
household problems and the availability of public services more often than men, while men 
are more interested than women in information about what are their national defence 
obligations and how mobilisation is organised. 

In the comparison of age groups, 15–19-year-olds are the most interested in their national 
defence obligations. 
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Figure 27. On what topics is more information needed, 2018–2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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5. Estonia’s defence capability 

In the following, we will look at residents’ opinions about the defence capability of the 
Estonian state, the volume of defence expenditure, and the activities of the state in 
developing national defence. 

5.1. Assessment of Estonia's defence capability 

Respondents were asked to rate Estonia’s ability to defend itself by answering the following 
question: In the event of an armed attack, would it be possible to defend Estonia until 
the help of allies arrives? 

Over the last six years, the residents’ faith in Estonia’s defence capability has remained 
stable without a significant decline or increase – since the autumn of 2014, the proportion 
of residents who find that defending Estonia in the event of an armed attack by a foreign 
state would be possible has exceeded 50 percent. In the autumn of 2020, 54.4% of the 
interviewees considered defending Estonia until the arrival of help from allies to be possible. 
The proportion of respondents who do not believe it to be possible to defend Estonia is 
significantly lower – 31.1 percent (Figure 28). 

Figure 28. Assessments of Estonia’s defence capability in the event of an armed 
attack by a foreign state, 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Belief in Estonia’s independent defence capability is higher among Estonians and lower 
among residents of other nationalities: 58.2% of Estonians and 46.4% of residents of other 
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nationalities consider it to be possible to defend Estonia in the event of an armed attack by 
a foreign state. The assessments here do not differ significantly in the comparison of age 
groups. 

 

5.2. Opinions on the volume of defence expenditure 

The attitude of Estonian people towards funding national defence has been supportive since 
the early years of the opinion poll. After accession to NATO, there was a period of a few 
years (particularly in 2006–2008) when increasing defence expenditure was considered 
necessary by one-third or an even higher proportion of the population (Figure 29). At the 
time, there was a lot of talk about the need to increase defence expenditure to 2% of GDP 
in line with the NATO requirements. 

After the criterion of 2% was met and even exceeded in recent years, increasing defence 
expenditure has garnered less support than previously, and the majority of the residents 
are in favour of maintaining the current level. Support for increasing defence expenditure 
also declined in 2009–2013 due to the recession. 

In the autumn of 2020, 46.1% of residents are in favour of maintaining defence expenditure 
at the current level, 19.5% believe that expenditure should be increased, and 17.9% percent 
believe it should be decreased. Compared to the autumn of 2019, the proportion of residents 
in favour of increasing defence expenditure has decreased slightly and the share of people 
without a clear opinion has increased. 

There are big differences in the attitudes of Estonians and residents of other nationalities. 
Non-Estonians are in favour of cutting defence expenditure more often than they are in 
favour of increasing it (35.4% are in favour of defence cuts and 9.4% are in favour of 
increasing expenditure), while Estonians are in favour of increasing defence expenditure 
more often than they are in favour of decreasing it (24.3% are in favour of increasing 
expenditure and 9.5% are in favour of defence cuts). However, support for increasing 
expenditure has decreased slightly compared to the autumn of 2019 among Estonians. 
Among non-Estonians, the proportion of those in favour of defence cuts rose to a record 
high in May of 2020 (53%) but has fallen back to the normal level by autumn (35.4%) (Figure 
30). 

In the comparison of age groups, 60-year-olds and older support the increase of defence 
expenditure the least, believing more often than average that expenditure should be 
maintained at the current level. 
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Figure 29. Opinions on Estonia’s defence expenditure, comparison of 2004–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 
Figure 30. Opinions on Estonia’s defence expenditure, residents of Estonian and other nationalities, 2006–2020 (%, n= all 

respondents) 



 

 
54 

54 

5.3. Assessment of the state’s activities in developing 
national defence 

The assessments of the state’s activities in developing Estonia’s national defence have 
mostly been positive in the last three years. In the autumn of 2020, 66.0% of the residents 
consider the state’s activities in developing national defence to be very good or rather good, 
while 7.9% of the residents consider it to be rather bad or very bad. There have been no 
significant changes in the assessments when comparing the last two years (Figure 31). 

Figure 31. Assessments of the state’s activities in developing Estonia’s national 
defence in recent years, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

The assessments of Estonians of the development of Estonia’s national defence are more 
positive than those of non-Estonians: 72.3% of Estonians and 52.7% of non-Estonians 
consider the area to be good/rather good. There was an equal share of negative 
assessments among Estonians and non-Estonians (7.4% among Estonians and 8.9% 
among non-Estonians), but the lack of a clear opinion was more frequent among non-
Estonians (38.4% of non-Estonians and 20.3% of Estonians). There are no significant 
differences in the comparison of age groups in this matter. 

 

5.4. Assessment of the security of the Estonian border 

While in the autumn of 2014, immediately following the incident concerning Eston Kohver 
at the border, negative assessments of the security of the Estonian border started to 
dominate in the public eye, positive assessments had clearly taken over again by the spring 
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of 2016 (Figure 32). In the autumn of 2020, 64.5% of the interviewees gave a positive 
assessment and 17.6% gave a negative assessment to the security of the state border (the 
assessments have not changed significantly compared to the autumn of 2019). There are 
no significant differences in the assessments of Estonians and non-Estonians (the 
assessments of non-Estonians are even slightly more positive). 

Figure 32. Assessments of the security of the Estonian border, comparison of 2014–
2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Men are slightly more critical of the security of the Estonian external border than women, 
while the lack of a clear opinion is more frequent among women compared to men. In the 
comparison of education groups, the assessments of people with higher education are more 
positive, while the lack of a clear opinion is more frequent among people with a lower level 
of education. There are no significant differences in the assessments of the security of the 
Estonian border in the comparison of age groups. 

 

5.5. Assessment of the security of Estonian digital services 
and information systems 

In addition to military national defence and border guard, another important area today is 
cyber security. As such, the topic of the security of Estonian e-state was also included in 
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the questionnaire in the autumn of 2018. As we saw above (section 3.4), cyber attacks are 
considered to be one of the most acute threats to the security of the Estonian state.  
Probably because this threat is considered to be the greatest, the assessment of the 
security of this area is also more critical than the assessment of the security of the Estonian 
external border. In the autumn of 2020, 56.3 percent of the interviewees consider the digital 
services and information systems of the Estonian e-state to be very well or rather well 
protected, and 20.4 percent of the interviewees consider them to be rather poorly or very 
poorly protected. At the same time, this is an area that many people do not know how to 
assess – one-fourth of the interviewees answered “Don’t know” to this question. In the 
comparison of the last three years, the assessments of the security of the Estonian e-state 
have not changed significantly. There are no major differences in the assessments of 
Estonians and non-Estonians; rather, the assessments of non-Estonians tend to be even 
more positive (Figure 33). 

Figure 33. Assessments of the security of Estonian digital services and information 
systems, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

More often than average, 60-year-olds and older have no clear opinion when assessing 
cyber security. 

When comparing the assessments given using a similar scale of three areas, the security 
of the e-state receives slightly fewer positive assessments than the development of national 
defence as a whole and the security of the external border (Figure 34). 
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Figure 34. Comparison of assessments regarding the development of Estonian 
national defence, security of the state border, and security of digital services and 
information systems, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

6. Organisation of Estonian national defence 

The sixth chapter deals with various issues related to the organisation of Estonian national 
defence: attitude towards conscript service (incl. how important is compulsory conscript 
service for men and voluntary conscript service for women considered to be, attitude 
towards evading conscript service, and including youth with minor health problems in 
conscript service), whether the current defence concept or transitioning to a professional 
army is considered more suitable for Estonia. 

 

6.1. Attitude towards conscript service 

6.1.1. Necessity of conscript service for young men 

The support of Estonian residents for the conscript service for young men has been very 
high in earlier opinion polls as is the case in the autumn of 2020 when 90.2% of all the 
interviewees consider conscript service to be definitely or rather necessary for young men. 
7.1% of residents consider conscript service completely or rather unnecessary (Figure 36). 

93.9% of Estonians and 82.4% of residents of other nationalities consider conscript service 
necessary for young men. Women consider conscript service to be necessary for young 
men slightly more often than men (92.7% of women and 87.3% of men). In the comparison 
of age groups, the older the age group, the higher the support for conscript service: 77.9% 
of 15–29-year-olds, 89.9% of 30–49-year-olds and 95.5% of 50-year-olds and older support 
conscript service for young men (Figure 35). 
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Figure 35. Attitude towards the necessity of conscript service, comparison of 2019–
2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Figure 36. Attitude towards the necessity of conscript service, comparison of 2005–
2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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6.1.2. Attitude towards conscript service with minor health problems 

Since 2012, the survey has mapped the residents’ opinion on whether young men with 
minor health problems should also serve in the Defence Forces. 12.9 percent of the 
interviewees find that young men with minor health problems should definitely undergo 
conscript service, while 60.9 percent of the respondents believe that young men with minor 
health problems should serve in the Defence Forces with appropriate load. 22.4% of the 
interviewees are in favour of releasing young men with minor health problems from conscript 
service. In this matter, too, people’s opinions have remained stable over the years (Figure 
37). 

Figure 37. In your opinion, should young men with minor health problems also serve 
in the Defence Forces? Comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Among Estonians, support for extending the obligation of conscript service to young men 
with minor health problems is widespread, while residents of other nationalities are slightly 
more sceptical – 39.7% believe that young men with minor health problems should not 
undergo conscript service at all. 67.1 percent of Estonians and 47.8 percent of residents of 
other nationalities find that young men with minor health problems should undergo conscript 
service with appropriate load. 
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6.1.3. Evasion of conscript service 

Considering the highly positive attitude towards compulsory conscript service for young 
men, it is to be expected that a large share of the Estonian residents disapproves those 
who evade the obligation of conscript service – 21.0% condemn this behaviour and 43.4% 
have a negative opinion of it. 28.6% understand evading conscript service and 1.3% of 
residents approve this behaviour. Compared to 2019, there have been no clear changes in 
the attitude towards the evasion of conscript service (Figure 38). 

Figure 38. Attitude towards evasion of conscript service, comparison of 2019–2020 
(%, n=all respondents) 

 

68.4% of Estonians and 56.0% of residents of other nationalities disapprove or have a 
negative opinion of evading conscript service. Significant differences can be seen in the age 
comparison – while condemnation/negative opinion of evading conscript service dominates 
in the middle and older age groups, the number of those having a negative opinion is almost 
the same as of those having a positive/understanding opinion among people under 30 years 
of age. 
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6.1.4. Conscript service for women 

The opportunity given to women to undergo conscript service voluntarily is increasingly 
understood in the society – since March 2015, more than half of the interviewees have 
considered it to be definitely or rather necessary. 

Since the autumn of 2016, the question about conscript service for women has been asked 
in the following wording: In your opinion, what should be the relationship of women 
with conscript service? 

In the autumn of 2020, 78.0% of the interviewees thought that women should have the 
opportunity to undergo conscript service voluntarily, 3.3% were in favour of compulsory 
conscript service for women, and 15.7% do not believe that conscript service for women is 
necessary. Compared to 2019, the attitude towards conscript service for women has not 
changed (Figure 39). 

Figure 39. Attitude towards conscript service for women, comparison of 2019–2020 
(%, n=all respondents) 
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Compared to Estonians, people of other nationalities are slightly more conservative, 
believing more often than Estonians that women should not undergo conscript service at all 
(25.2% of non-Estonians and 11.1% of Estonians). 82.1% of Estonians and 69.5% of non-
Estonians express support for voluntary conscript service for women. 

In the gender comparison, the differences in attitudes were statistically important, but fairly 
small in terms of numbers. Compared to women, men support making conscript service for 
women compulsory slightly more often (5.9% of men and 1.1% of women), while women 
support voluntary conscript service for women slightly more often than men (80.4% of 
women and 75.3% of men). 

In the comparison of age groups, the most conservative views are expressed by 60-year-
olds and older, of whom 22.6% are of the opinion that women should not undergo conscript 
service at all. 

Respondents who considered voluntary or compulsory conscript service for women 
necessary were asked in what form conscript service for women should take place: should 
it take place under the same conditions as applied to young men or according to a separate 
programme that would take into account women’s different physical abilities? 

Opinions on the most appropriate structure for conscript service for women differ – 51.1% 
of the people who consider conscript service for women to be necessary believe that 
conscript service for women should take place according to a separate programme that 
takes into account women’s different physical abilities, while 42.7% are of the opinion that 
conscript service for women should take place under the same conditions as applied to 
men. Compared to 2018, the proportion of those in favour of the latter has increased slightly 
(Figure 40). 
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Figure 40. How should conscript service for women take place? Comparison of 2018–
2020 (%, n=respondents who considered compulsory or voluntary conscript service for 
women necessary) 

 

While the proportions of people in favour of these two opposing opinions are practically 
even among Estonians (47.3% support conscript service for women under the same 
conditions as applied to men and 46.7% support it according to a separate programme), 
non-Estonians are clearly more often in favour of conscript service for women according to 
a separate programme (62.3%). Only 30.9% of non-Estonian respondents find that 
conscript service for women should take place under the same conditions as applied to 
men. 

The views of men and women in this matter do not differ. Opinions in the comparison of age 
groups are also quite similar. 

 

6.2. Attitude towards professional army 

Although 90.2 percent of the interviewees consider undergoing conscript service necessary, 
the topic of transitioning to a professional army has occasionally cropped up in the political 
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debate – the issue became particularly topical after Estonia’s accession to NATO when 
Latvia and Lithuania waived compulsory conscript service. 

The interviewees were asked to assess whether, in their opinion, Estonia should waive 
compulsory conscript service and maintain only a professional army or maintain the current 
system where the professional army is combined with a reserve force made up of persons 
having undergone conscript service. 

As in previous years, the support for the current system remains high. The survey results 
of the autumn of 2020 show that 78.6% of the population is in favour of maintaining the 
current system, i.e. system based on a reserve force, while 11.9% of the population is in 
favour of waiving compulsory conscript service and transitioning to a solely professional 
army (Figure 41). 

Compared to Estonians, residents of other nationalities are more often in favour of 
transitioning to a professional army (7.5% of Estonians and 21.2% of non-Estonians). 
However, support for maintaining the current system dominates among both Estonians and 
non-Estonians – 85.6% of Estonians and 63.9% of non-Estonians support this (Figure 42). 

In the age comparison, support for maintaining the current system is the strongest among 
60-year-olds and older (85.3%), while transitioning to a professional army is supported more 
often than average by 20–29-year-olds (30.0%). 
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Figure 41. Preferred options in developing Estonia’s defence concept, comparison 
of 2006–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 
* A different wording of the answer options was used in the survey wave conducted in 2011: “Estonia should 
maintain the general obligation to serve in the Defence Forces based on conscript service” and “Estonia 
should transition to a salaried army”. 

 

Figure 42. Preferred options in developing Estonia’s defence concept – comparison 
of Estonians and other nationalities in the autumn of 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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6.3. Attitude towards professional servicemen  

Previous public opinion polls on national defence have asked the respondents what they 
think is the overall attitude towards professional servicemen in the society. This question 
was last posed in March 2018 when 65% of the interviewees rated the attitude of the society 
to be good or generally good and only 1% rated it poor. Since October 2018, the following 
question is in use: How do you feel about professional servicemen? 

Like the opinion on the attitude of the society at large, the respondents’ personal attitude 
toward professional servicemen is also positive, even somewhat more positive than the 
opinion on the attitude of the society at large offered in previous surveys. In the autumn of 
2020, 76.0% of the interviewees rated their attitude towards professional servicemen to be 
good or generally good, 21.0% rated it to be neutral, and only 0.6% rated it to be poor. The 
attitude of Estonians and people of other nationalities towards professional servicemen is 
relatively similar (Figure 43). 

Figure 43. Attitude towards professional servicemen, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, 
n=all respondents) 

 

 

6.4. Assessment of the role of women in the professional 
army 

Since October 2016, the survey has mapped opinions on the possible role of women in the 
Defence Forces: Should women serve in the Defence Forces on equal grounds to men 
in all positions and in all military units, or should women rather serve on the home 
front and in other assisting positions? 
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Over the years, perceptions of the potential role of women in the Defence Forces are slowly 
but surely changing and doing so towards a more equal perception of the roles of men and 
women – support for women serving on equal grounds to men in all military units and 
positions has increased (52.2% of residents are of this opinion in the autumn of 2020), while 
support for women rather serving on the home front and in assisting positions has 
decreased (39.3% believe so this year) (Figure 44). 

Figure 44. Opinions on the role of women in the Defence Forces, comparison of 2016–
2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

  

Similarly to the attitude towards women’s participation in conscript service (see section 
6.1.4), the attitudes of residents of other nationalities are more conservative when it comes 
to the opinion on the role of women in the Defence Forces – while 60.0% of Estonians are 
in favour of women serving in the Defence Forces on equal ground to men, 36.1% of non-
Estonians share the same opinion. Support for the equalisation of the roles of men and 
women is the strongest among 15–19-year-olds (69.8% believe that women should serve 
in the Defence Forces on equal grounds to men), while 60-year-olds and older are more 
conservative in their views (43.9% support the equality of the roles of men and women in 
the Defence Forces and 49.2% support women rather serving on the home front and in 
assisting positions). 

 

7. National defence organisations 

Among other topics, people’s attitude towards voluntary national defence organisations, 
understanding of the functions of these organisations, and willingness to join these 
organisations were mapped. 
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7.1. Functions of the Defence League 

To determine the people’s understanding of the priorities of the activities of the Defence 
League, the respondents were asked to choose three functions from the list provided that 
they consider to be the most important among the activities of the Defence League. 
The results were recorded in the following order: which function is the first most important, 
which second and which third most important function. 

The most important functions of the Defence League are considered to be conducting 
military training of its members and permanent readiness for military defence – these 
functions were ranked first by 27.7 and 24.7 percent of interviewees, respectively, and 
38.4% and 46.6% of respondents, respectively, indicated these among the three most 
important functions. According to the residents, the next most important functions are 
participation in rescue operations in the event of emergencies and disasters (42.6% 
indicated it among the three most important functions and 8.0% ranked it the most important 
task) and raising defence willingness among the population (30.9% indicated it among the 
three most important and 9.5% considered it the most important function) (Figure 45). 

Figure 45. Main functions of the Defence League, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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Compared to the autumn of 2019, opinions on the priorities of the activities of the Defence 
League have remained relatively unchanged (Figure 46). 

Figure 46. Main functions of the Defence League (the three most important), 
comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

The distribution of the opinions of Estonians and residents of other nationalities shows the 
lower awareness (or interest) of non-Estonians of the topic – while 5.4% of Estonians were 
unable to determine the priorities of the activities of the Defence League, the figure was 
28.6% for non-Estonians. As a result, non-Estonians indicated several operational 
objectives (particularly those related military defence) less often than Estonians, associating 
the objectives of the operation of the Defence League with permanent readiness for military 
defence (55.1% of Estonians and 28.9% of non-Estonians), raising defence willingness 
among the population (37.5% and 17.1%), conducting military training of the members of 
the organisation (42.2% and 30.5%), and participation in rescue operations in the event of 
emergencies and disasters (27.4% and 15.0%) less than Estonians (Figure 47). 
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Figure 47. Main functions of the Defence League (the three most important), 
comparison of ethnic groups, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

The attitude of residents towards voluntary members of the Defence League district is 
mostly positive – 65.5% of the interviewees rate their attitude to be very good or rather good 
and 24.6% rate it to be neutral. Only 2.5% of the respondents expressed a negative attitude. 
Compared to 2019, the proportion of those giving a neutral assessment has increased 
slightly (20% back then) (Figure 48). 

75.2% of Estonians and 45.2% of non-Estonian rate their attitude towards voluntary 
members of the Defence League district to be good. Negative attitudes towards voluntary 
members of the Defence League district are not significantly more common among non-
Estonians than Estonians (1.6% of Estonians and 4.4% of non-Estonians), rather the 
attitude of non-Estonians is more often neutral (20.3% of Estonians and 33.5% of non-
Estonians) or they did not provide an assessment (2.9% of Estonians and 16.9% of non-
Estonians). 
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Figure 48. Attitude towards voluntary members of the Defence League district, 
comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Attitude towards professional members of the Defence League district is slightly more 
positive than attitude towards voluntary members of the Defence League district (76.0% of 
residents have a good attitude towards professional members of the Defence League 
district and 65.5% of residents have a good attitude towards voluntary members of the 
Defence League district). At the same time, the reason for this is not that there are more 
negative opinions on the voluntary members of the Defence League district (the proportion 
of those expressing a negative attitude is the same for both cases, remaining around 0.6–
2.5%) but a more vague understanding of the activities of voluntary members of the Defence 
League district (which was indicated by the fact that no assessment was provided for 
voluntary members of the Defence League district slightly more often). The proportion of 
those who gave a neutral assessment in the matter of voluntary members of the Defence 
League district is also slightly higher than in the matter of professional members of the 
Defence League district. 

 

7.2. Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 

7.2.1. Awareness of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 

In this opinion poll, we once again repeated questions about the Women’s Voluntary 
Defence Organisation, which were included in the survey for the first time in March 2017. 

The first question asked was the following: Have you heard of an organisation called the 
Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation? In the event of an affirmative answer, the 
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following question was asked: How necessary do you consider the activities of the 
Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation in ensuring national defence? 

Awareness of the existence of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation has not 
changed clearly in the last three years. In the autumn of 2020, 70.8% of residents have 
heard of the organisation, which is essentially the same as in the spring of 2017 (69% back 
then). The biggest differences in the awareness of the Women’s Voluntary Defence 
Organisation are evident by nationality – Estonians are predominantly aware of the 
organisation (88.5% have heard of it), while residents of other nationalities are not (33.7% 
have heard of it) (Figure 49). In the comparison of age groups, awareness is the highest 
among 40–49-year-olds (77.9% have heard of it) and lowest among 15–19-year-olds 
(43.4%) The higher the educational level of the group, the higher the awareness of the 
Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation. 

Figure 49. Awareness of the existence of the Women’s Voluntary Defence 
Organisation, comparison of 2017–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

Assessments of the necessity of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation have also 
remained unchanged over time – the organisation is considered definitely or rather 
necessary by 82.6% of those who have heard of the organisation, while 5.5% consider it 
completely or rather unnecessary (Figure 50). 

The proportion of positive assessments is higher among Estonians than among residents 
of other nationalities (86.2% and 62.6%, respectively), but this is mainly due to the lower 
awareness of non-Estonians – 27.3 percent of respondents of other nationalities have no 
clear opinion on the necessity of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation. 

In the gender and age comparison, there are no significant differences in the attitude 
towards the necessity of the activities of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation. 
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Figure 50. Assessment of the necessity of the Women’s Voluntary Defence 
Organisation, comparison of 2017–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

7.2.2. Functions of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 

Similarly to the Defence League, we asked the respondents to express their opinion on the 
priorities of the activities of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation by selecting the 
three most important functions that the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation should 
perform from the list provided. 

Compared to the Defence League, the residents’ understanding of the priorities of the 
activities of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation is more vague – no one or two 
operational objectives that would have been outlined more often than others appear; rather, 
the majority of the objectives listed in the questionnaire are ranked to be more or less 
equally important. Supporting the activities of the Defence League (e.g. by catering, medical 
care) (34.2% indicated it among the three most important objectives, incl. 14.3% ranked it 
as the most important objective) and increasing the inclusion of women and girls in national 
defence (31.4% indicated it among the three most important objectives, incl. 10.6% ranked 
it the most important objective) were indicated slightly more often than others. 24.1% of the 
interviewees were unable to determine the priority areas of activity of the Women’s 
Voluntary Defence Organisation (Figure 51). 
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Figure 51. Main functions of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation, autumn 
2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Compared to the autumn of 2019, there have been no major changes in the opinions on the 
priorities of the activities of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation. Associating the 
operational objectives of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation with participation in 
rescue operations and creation of broad support for the Defence Forces and the Defence 
League in the society has decreased slightly. Longer-term comparison (with 2017) shows 
that the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation is now seen less as mostly a way to 
include women and girls is national defence and as support for the Defence 
League/Defence Forces and more than before as provider of organised preparation for 
protecting the civilian population in emergency situations, organiser of hobby activities for 
the youth, and participant in rescue operations (Figure 52).  
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Figure 52. Main functions of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation (the three 
most important), comparison of 2017–2020 (%, n= all respondents) 

 

The assessments of the operational objectives of the Women’s Voluntary Defence 
Organisation also show differences in the awareness of Estonians and residents of other 
nationalities – the views of non-Estonians on this topic are more vague than those of 
Estonians, and as many as 52.2% did not provide an answer to this question. It can also be 
seen that while Estonians give the highest priority to the inclusion of women and girls in 
national defence (39.8% indicated it) and supporting the activities of the Defence League 
(39.5%), respondents of other nationalities rank participation in rescue operations (19.6%) 
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as one of the most important objectives besides supporting the activities of the Defence 
League (23.2%) (Figure 53). 

Figure 53. Main functions of the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation (the three 
most important), comparison of ethnic groups, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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7.3. Connections to national defence structures  

Similarly to previous public opinion polls on national defence, respondents were this time, 
too, asked about their connections and connections of people close to them to national 
defence structures. 

The most common of such connections is experience with conscript service in the Estonian 
Defence Forces (13.5% of the respondents have participated personally and 54.8% have 
had family members or friends undergone conscript service). The second most frequent 
point of contact for the respondents themselves are national defence courses in school 
(8.1%) and for friends/acquaintances participation in the activities of the Defence League 
(19.8%). 67.8% of the interviewees do not have personal connections to national defence 
structures, and 27.6% are not aware that their family members or friends have any 
connections to them (either). 78.5 percent of women and 55.4 of men have no personal 
connections to national defence structures. In the comparison of age groups, 50-year-olds 
and older people have the least personal connections, which is understandable considering 
Estonia’s historical background. 

Figure 54. Connections to national defence structures, autumn 2020 (%, n=all 
respondents) 
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3.5 percent of the interviewees (5.1% of men) participate in the activities of the Defence 
League themselves, 19.8% of residents have connections to the Defence League through 
a family member or friend. 

1.5% of the interviewees (incl. 2.2% of women) participate in the activities of the Women’s 
Voluntary Defence Organisation, and 9.5% have had connections to this organisation 
through people close to them. 

 

7.4. Attitude towards joining the Defence League and 
Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 

3.5 percent of the interviewees participate in the activities of the Defence League. The 
respondents who did not indicate their participation in the activities of the Defence League 
were asked how they would react to the proposal to join the Defence League. 

5.5% of the people who have not participated in the activities of the Defence League believe 
that they would definitely respond to the proposal to join the Defence League in the 
affirmative and 14.7% would rather respond in the affirmative. 43.5% of the interviewees 
would, in their opinion, definitely respond to the proposal to join the Defence League in the 
negative and 24.9% would probably respond in the negative. Compared to 2018, the 
proportion of people who definitely would not want to join the Defence League has increased 
slightly; the change is at the expense of a decrease in the proportion of people without a 
clear opinion (Figure 55). 
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Figure 55. Willingness to join the Defence League, comparison of 2018–2020 (%, 
n=respondents who have not participated in the activities of the Defence League) 

 

If the respective proposal were made, 5.9% of Estonians would definitely and 17.9% of 
Estonians would probably be willing to join the Defence League; the numbers for non-
Estonians are 4.7% and 8.0%, respectively. 

The Defence League is primarily seen as a men’s organisation, so the willingness to join is 
higher among men (26.7% would definitely or probably join). Among those under 50 years 
of age, the willingness to join the Defence League is at an even level in the comparison of 
age groups (those who would definitely or rather join fall in the range 25.0–30.2%), slightly 
lower among 50–59-year-olds (16.4%), and even lower among 60-year-olds and older 
(11.0%). At the same time, the number of people definitely wanting to join is the lowest 
among 15–19-year-olds (only 1.3%, but 4.1–7.9% in the older age groups). 

2.2 percent of women have participated in the activities of the Women’s Voluntary 
Defence Organisation, and 9.8 percent of women have had connections to the 
organisation through friends or family members. 
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3.1% of women who are not involved in the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation 
believe that they would definitely be willing to join the organisation if a respective proposal 
were made, and 16.7% believe that they would probably join. 16.9% of the surveyed women 
would probably not join the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation and 48.1% would 
definitely not join. Compared to 2019, the willingness to join the Women’s Voluntary 
Defence Organisation has not changed significantly among women (Figure 56). 

Compared to women of Estonian nationality, women of other nationalities are more often 
not able to rate their willingness to join the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation. In 
the comparison of age groups, the proportion of those who would probably join is the highest 
among women aged 15–29 years (44.2% would definitely or probably join) and lowest in 
the 60+ age group (7.1%). Based on the respondents who expressed their definite desire 
to join, willingness to join the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation is the highest 
among those under 40 years of age (5.6–7.0%), slightly lower among 50-year-olds and 
older (1.7–2.9%), and the lowest in the 40–49 age group (0%). 

Figure 56. Willingness to join the Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation, 
comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=women who have not participated in the activities of the 
Women’s Voluntary Defence Organisation) 
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8. NATO 

This chapter provides an overview of how the residents view Estonia’s membership in 
NATO, what role is NATO seen to be having in ensuring Estonia’s security, and how are 
the steps that NATO has taken to ensure the security of Estonia seen. 

 

8.1. Attitude towards membership in NATO 

Since Estonia’s accession to NATO, the residents’ support for NATO has remained at a 
stable high (the proportion of residents in favour of membership in NATO has remained in 
the range of 71–80%). In September 2020, 75.2% of Estonian residents support Estonia’s 
membership in Estonia, while 43.0% are definitely and 32.2% are rather in favour of 
membership in NATO. 14.2% of residents are against membership in NATO and 10.6% are 
unable to take a stand in this regard (Figure 57). 

While the proportion of those in favour of NATO has remained around 90 percent among 
Estonians for a long time, the support for NATO among residents of other nationalities is 
significantly lower and relatively volatile, depending largely on world political events and 
their media coverage (Figure 58). 

From March 2015 to March 2018, the proportion of NATO supporters among non-Estonians 
was just over 30 percent – as was the case after the Bronze Night in 2007 and following the 
events of the Arab Spring in 2011. In October 2018, the proportion of those in favour of 
membership in NATO among residents of other nationalities rose to around 40 percent and 
has remained at that level to this day. In the autumn of 2020, 42.3% of residents of other 
nationalities are in favour of Estonia’s membership in NATO, 34.7% are against it, and 
23.0% have no clear opinion. 90.9% of Estonians are in favour, 4.4% are against and 4.7% 
have no clear opinion on Estonia’s membership in NATO. 

The higher the education or income of the population group, the higher the support for 
membership in NATO. 
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Figure 57. Attitude towards accession to NATO/membership in NATO, comparison of 2000–2020 (%; n=all 
respondents) 

 

Figure 58. The proportion of those in favour of accession to NATO/membership in NATO, comparison of 
Estonians and residents of other nationalities 2000–2020 (% of those definitely and rather in favour, n=all 
respondents) 
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Among Estonians, support for membership in NATO is high in subgroups differentiated by 
gender, age, education, residence, and income alike. In the case of residents of other 
nationalities, the differences are greater when comparing subgroups. 

In the case of residents of other nationalities, support for membership in NATO is the highest 
among 15–29-year-olds (63.5% are in favour), but it is nearly twice as low in the oldest age 
group, i.e. among 60-year-olds and older (32.5%). Regionally, the support of residents of 
other nationalities for membership in NATO is the lowest in the Ida-Viru County (25.7%). 
The support of people of Russian nationality or people with Russian citizenship for 
membership in NATO is lower than that of people of other nationalities or non-Estonians 
with citizenship of Estonia/other states. Differences are also apparent in the comparison of 
income groups – non-Estonians with high income have a more favourable than average 
attitude towards membership in NATO (Figure 59). 

Figure 59. Attitude towards membership in NATO among respondents of other 
nationalities, autumn 2020 (%, n=non-Estonian respondents) 

 
* In this group, the sample size is too small to draw firm conclusions. 
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8.2. NATO’s assistance to Estonia in the event of a possible 
threat 

As seen above, Estonian residents consider membership in NATO to be the main guarantee 
for Estonia’s security (see section 3.6). To determine the residents’ opinions on what 
assistance NATO would provide to Estonia in the event of a military attack, the following 
question was posed: What is NATO’s role in ensuring Estonia’s security if Estonia was 
faced with a military threat? 

For this question, four possible answers were given in the questionnaire. Because these 
different answers are not completely mutually exclusive, respondents were able to give 
several answers. 

Assessments of NATO’s assistance in the event of a potential conflict have remained 
relatively unchanged in recent years. In the autumn of 2020, 52.0% of respondents believe 
that NATO would provide military assistance to Estonia in the event of a conflict, and 44.8% 
believe that membership in NATO prevents the possibility of military attack on Estonia. 
About one-fifth of the interviewees believe that NATO’s assistance is limited to political and 
diplomatic support, and 11.4 percent are of the opinion that Estonia has no hope of NATO’s 
assistance (Figure 60). 

Figure 60. Assessments of the role of NATO in ensuring the security of Estonia if 
Estonia was faced with a military threat, 2018–2020 (%; n=all respondents) 
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Estonians’ faith in NATO’s military assistance is considerably higher than that of residents 
of other nationalities – 63.7% of Estonians and 27.4% of residents of other nationalities 
believe in NATO’s military assistance. The opinion that membership in NATO prevents a 
military conflict is also more prevalent among Estonians than among non-Estonians (54.2% 
of Estonians and 25.1% of non-Estonians believe this) (Figure 61). 

Compared to Estonians, non-Estonians are more often of the opinion that NATO’s 
assistance to Estonia would be limited to political and diplomatic support (17.0% of 
Estonians and 26.2% of non-Estonians believe this) or that Estonia has no hope of NATO’s 
assistance (6.0% and 22.7%, respectively). The lack of a clear position is also more 
prevalent among non-Estonians (4.3% and 18.7%). 

Figure 61. Assessments of the role of NATO in ensuring security if Estonia were faced 
with a military threat, autumn 2020, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians (%, 
n=all respondents) 

 

There have been no major changes in the opinions of Estonians and non-Estonians in a 
year. The only change is that the proportion of people who expect membership in NATO to 
help prevent a military conflict has increased slightly among Estonians. 

Among non-Estonians, the age group 15–29 stands out as their faith in NATO’s military 
assistance (or in possibilities of preventing a military conflict) is higher than that of non-
Estonians aged 30 and over. The opinion that Estonia has no hope of NATO’s assistance 
is more common among non-Estonians living in North-Eastern Estonia. 

 



 

 
86 

86 

8.3. Assessments of the steps taken by NATO to ensure 
Estonia’s security 

Since November 2014, the survey has also mapped how Estonian residents feel about the 
steps taken by NATO to better ensure Estonia’s security. 

For this, two questions are posed in the opinion poll: In your opinion, are NATO’s efforts 
sufficient to secure Estonia’s security in today’s security situation? (Figure 62) and 
How do you feel about the presence of NATO allied forces in Estonia? (Figure 63). 

In the comparison of the last three years, the residents’ assessments of the steps taken by 
NATO to ensure Estonia’s security have remained unchanged. In the autumn of 2020, 65.8 
percent of residents consider NATO’s efforts to be completely sufficient or rather sufficient, 
while 8.3 percent consider them to be rather or completely not sufficient. 

76.6 percent of Estonians consider NATO’s efforts sufficient. 43.4 percent of respondents 
of other nationalities give a positive assessment to NATO’s efforts, 12.5 percent rate 
NATO’s efforts negatively, and 44.1 are unable to provide an assessment. 

Figure 62. Are NATO’s efforts sufficient to ensure Estonia’s security? Comparison of 
2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

Support for the presence of NATO allied forces in Estonia is as high as support for Estonia’s 
membership in NATO: 75.0% are in favour of the presence of allied forces and 16.8% of 
residents are against it (for comparison: 75.2% of the population are in favour and 14.2% 
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are against membership in NATO). The overall proportion of people in favour of the 
presence of allied forces has not changed over the last three years, but the ratio of people 
expressing their definite support has increased slightly (Figure 63). 

Among residents of other nationalities, support for the presence of NATO allied forces is 
half as low as among Estonians: 90.8% of Estonians and 41.9% of residents of other 
nationalities support the presence of NATO allied forces. 

Figure 63. How do you feel about the presence of NATO allied forces in Estonia? 
Comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

8.4. Assessments of the impact of the NATO battle group 
(Enhanced Forward Presence) on Estonia’s security 

As of October 2017, another additional question has been posed in the survey with regard 
to the presence of NATO allied forces in Estonia: In your opinion, do the soldiers of the 
NATO battle group stationed in Estonia make the state generally more secure or less 
secure, or do they not have an effect on security either way? 

According to 65.1 percent of residents, the soldiers of the NATO battle group stationed in 
Estonia make the state generally more secure (the proportion of people who share this 
opinion has increased slightly over the last three years). According to one-fifth of the 
residents, the presence of the NATO battle group has no effect on Estonia’s security, and 
7.0 percent are of the opinion that their presence makes Estonia less secure (Figure 64). 
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According to the majority (79.0%) of Estonians, the presence of the soldiers of the NATO 
battle group makes Estonia more secure. This opinion is shared by 35.9% of residents of 
other nationalities, and there are almost as many of those who believe that it has no effect 
on Estonia’s security (38.8%). 

Figure 64. How does the presence of the soldiers of the NATO battle group affect 
Estonia’s security? Comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

8.5. Assessments of the soldiers of the NATO battle group 

As of October 2017, public opinion polls on national defence have also mapped the image 
of the soldiers of the NATO battle group stationed in Estonia. To this end, the respondents 
are presented with a list of eighteen adjectives and asked to choose four that, in their 
opinion, best characterise the soldiers of the NATO battle group stationed in Estonia. 

The results of the autumn 2020 survey show that the adjectives used to describe the 
soldiers of the NATO battle group are predominantly positive, among which “professional” 
is the most frequent (46.9% of the interviewees mentioned it among the four main 
keywords). It is followed by such positive characteristics as “friendly” (28.8%), “polite” 
(23.6%), and “well-intentioned” (23.4%) (Figure 65). 

Negative adjectives are associated with the soldiers of the NATO battle group quite rarely. 
Among these, the most frequently mentioned were “disinterested in Estonia” (7.1%) and 
“hidden away” (5.3%). 
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Compared to the autumn of 2019, the image of the soldiers of the NATO battle group 
stationed in Estonia has not changed significantly. In the longer-term comparison, the image 
has become more positive, i.e. the frequency with which positive keywords is mentioned 
has increased. The active outreach of the NATO forces and their participation in public 
events have certainly had an impact here. 

Figure 65. Which of the following words or phrases do you consider appropriate to 
describe the soldiers of the NATO battle group presently stationed in Estonia? 
Comparison of 2019–2020 (the four most important keywords, %, n=all respondents) 
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The image of the soldiers of the NATO battle group stationed in Estonia is predominantly 
positive among both Estonians and residents of other nationalities. However, negative 
opinions are more common among residents of other nationalities than among Estonians, 
for example they associate the soldiers of the NATO battle group more often than average 
with disinterest in Estonia and lack of trust in them. The lack of a clear opinion is also 
relatively common among residents of other nationalities (37.1% did not provide an answer), 
which suggests that the image of the soldiers of the NATO battle group is more vague 
among this population group than among Estonians (Figure 66). 

Figure 66. Which of the following words or phrases do you consider appropriate to 
describe the soldiers of the NATO battle group presently stationed in Estonia? 
Autumn 2020, comparison of assessments of Estonians and non-Estonians (the four 
most important keywords, %, n=all respondents) 
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9. International military operations 

In the ninth chapter, we are providing an overview of the attitude of the population towards 
participation in international military operations: how important is Estonia’s participation in 
such operations generally considered, for which reasons should Estonia participate in 
foreign missions in the opinion of people, and what is the attitude towards participation in 
foreign mission as part of NATO, European Union, and UN units or within the context of 
cooperation between allied countries. Attitude towards closer defence cooperation between 
European Union states is also under examination. 

 

9.1. Attitude towards Estonia’s participation in international 
military operations 

Compared to 2019, the attitude of residents towards Estonia’s participation in international 
military operations has not changed significantly: approximately 2/3 of the entire population 
are in favour and 1/4 are against participation in military operations. There have been no 
clear changes in the attitudes of Estonians and residents of other nationalities when looked 
at separately. Among Estonians, support for participation in international military operations 
continues to be higher than among residents of other nationalities (73.4% of Estonians and 
54.5% of non-Estonians support it) (Figure 67). 

Figure 67. Should Estonian units participate in international military operations 
according to their capabilities? Comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 
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9.2. Arguments for participation in international operations 

Respondents were asked to choose three of the most important reasons why Estonia should 
participate in international military operations from the list provided. The results were 
recorded in order, i.e. which reason is the first most important, which second and which 
third most important reason. 

The most frequently mentioned reasons to participate in international military operations 
were that it gives our soldiers real combat experience (33.1% considered it the most 
important and 59.5% mentioned it among the three most important reasons) and that it 
ensures NATO’s assistance in the event of potential threats to Estonia (25.2% and 40.7%, 
respectively). The next most important arguments for the residents were people’s protection 
in crisis regions (28.8% indicated it among the three most important reasons), ensuring 
peace in the world as a whole (28.4%), and giving Estonia an opportunity to have a say in 
world politics (27.1%). According to 13.4% of residents, nothing can justify participation in 
international missions (Figure 68). 

Figure 68. The most important reasons for Estonia’s participation in international 
military operations, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 



 

 
93 

93 

Compared to 2019, the assessments of residents of the reasons for participating in 
international missions have remained relatively unchanged (Figure 69). 

Figure 69. The most important reasons for Estonia's participation in international 
military operations, comparison of 2019–2020 (the three most important reasons in total, 
%, n=all respondents) 

 

 
As support for participation in missions is lower among respondents of other nationalities 
than among Estonians, they also offered fewer reasons for participating in missions. 23.1 
percent of non-Estonians find that nothing can justify participating in foreign missions (8.8% 
of Estonians believe so) (Figure 70). 

Among the total of the three options, gaining real combat experience by servicemen is the 
most important reason for both Estonian respondents and respondents of other 
nationalities, although the latter mention it less often (65.7% and 46.6%, respectively). For 
Estonians, the second most important reason is ensuring NATO’s assistance to Estonia 
(50.6%), of which a large part of respondents of other nationalities are rather sceptical (see 
section 8.2). As such, the share of those who indicated this option is only 20.1 percent 
among non-Estonians. 
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For non-Estonians, the second most important reason is the opportunity to have a say in 
world politics (29.7%), followed closely by protecting people in crisis regions (26.7%). 
Among Estonians, too, the same proportion of respondents indicates these reasons as the 
three most important motives, but 31.6 percent of the Estonians’ responses are also given 
to contributing to ensuring peace in the world. 

Figure 70. The most important reasons for Estonia’s participation in international 
military operations, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians (the three most 
important reasons in total, %, n=all respondents) 

 

 

9.3. Attitude towards participation in NATO, EU, and UN 
missions 

Respondents were asked to assess to which extent they support Estonia’s participation in 
missions taking place within the context of cooperation between NATO, European Union, 
UN and allied countries. 
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Support for participation in various missions is generally equal: about 69% of respondents 
support participation in operations as part of NATO units or in the context of cooperation 
between allied countries, 65.7% support participation as part of UN peacekeeping forces, 
and 63.4% support participation as part of European Union units. 13.7–18.8% of the 
interviewees are against participation in various missions. Compared to the autumn of 2019, 
support for participation in missions has not changed (Figure 71). 

Figure 71. Attitude towards the participation of the units of the Estonian Defence 
Forces in international operations, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Among Estonians, support for participation in missions is higher than among non-Estonians 
– 68% and more of Estonians but less than 60% of residents of other nationalities support 
participating in them. Among Estonians, support for participation in NATO missions is the 
strongest (80.3% support), while non-Estonians support participation in NATO missions 
slightly less than in other missions (44.2%). Compared to Estonians, there is more 
opposition to participation in missions as well as more hesitant attitudes (unable to take a 
stand) among non-Estonians (Figure 72). 

In the comparison of age groups, support for participation in missions is generally the 
highest among 20–29-year-olds. 
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Figure 72. Attitude towards the participation of the units of the Estonian Defence 
Forces in international operations, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians 
(%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

9.4. Opinion on the European Union defence cooperation 

Previous opinion polls have examined the public opinion on proposals to establish a joint 
border guard service and joint armed forces of the European Union. As of October 2018, 
this has been replaced by the following question: How do you feel about the development 
of European Union defence cooperation between Member States? 

70.8% of residents, incl. 74.1% of Estonians and 64.0% of residents of other nationalities, 
have a positive attitude towards the development of defence cooperation between 
European Union Member States. About one-tenth of the residents are against the 
development of EU defence cooperation. Compared to 2019, the attitude towards the 
development of defence cooperation has not changed significantly (Figure 73). 
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Figure 73. Attitude towards greater defence cooperation between European Union 
Member States, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

 

9.5. The concept of veteran 

The question of what the word “veteran” means to people has been posed in several 
versions offering different answer options in national defence surveys. 

Since November 2011, the opinion poll included the question asking if the word “veteran” is 
primarily associated with World War II, the Estonian War of Independence, or foreign 
missions of the Estonian Defence Forces for the people? The question remained in this 
wording until March 2016. The survey revealed that more than half of the population (55%) 
associated the word “veteran” foremost with World War II. 17 percent of all the interviewees 
(23% of Estonian and 5% of Russian-speaking respondents) associated the term with 
missions of the Estonian Defence Forces. At the same time, quite a few respondents chose 
the answer option “Other”, specifying that for them, veteran means a person who 
participated in any war. 

Based on this, going forward the questionnaire also included the answer option “All those 
who fought in various wars for Estonia” among the options presented to the interviewees, 
and this answer garnered the most support in October 2017 when 45 percent of the 
interviewees associated this with the concept of veteran. 
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However, because in the context of veteran policy, it is important to learn foremost to which 
extent people will start to associate the concept of a veteran with missions of the Estonian 
Defence Forces, the latest survey has abandoned the answer options “Participants in all 
wars” and “Participants in the Estonian War of Independence” (people who participated in 
this war are no longer alive and we are, unfortunately, no longer able to pay these veterans 
respect directly). The answer option “People with long time service record in the Estonian 
Defence Forces” was included in the list instead. 

People continue to associate the concept of a veteran foremost with those who participated 
in World War II (46.4%), but quite a few associate it with people who have participated in 
missions of the Estonian Defence Forces (30.9%)3. The respondents associate the concept 
of a veteran least often with people with long time service record in the Estonian Defence 
Forces (12.3%) (Figure 74). 

Figure 74. Which of these three definitions do you associate the word “veteran” with? 
Comparison of 2018–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

For non-Estonians, the concept of veteran is by far most often associated with participants 
in World War II (72.4%). Estonians most often define veterans as people who participated 

 

3 This definition is also in line with official veteran policy. 
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in the missions of the Estonian Defence Forces (40.5%), but also fairly often with 
participants in World War II (33.9%) (Figure 75). 

Figure 75. Which of these three definitions do you associate the word “veteran” with? 
Autumn 2020, comparison of Estonians and respondents of other nationalities (%, 
n=all respondents) 

 

 

 

10. National defence education in schools 

Attitude towards the necessity of national defence education in the school curriculum has 
been positive throughout the years among the Estonian population: since 2008, four-fifths 
or more of the interviewees have considered it definitely or probably necessary. 

Since autumn 2014, opinion polls have asked: Should it be possible to study national 
defence in all secondary education institutions? 

81.4% of residents, including 83.4% of Estonians and 77.1% of residents of other 
nationalities, consider it to be definitely or probably necessary to have the opportunity to 
study national defence. In the age comparison, support for conducting national defence 
education is the highest among 60-year-olds and older (87.6%) (Figure 76). 
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Figure 76. Attitude towards the necessity of national defence education in all 
secondary education institutions, comparison of 2019–2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

 

 

11. Media consumption 

In order to assess the relationship between media consumption and national defence 
attitudes, the questionnaire also includes an extensive section on media consumption. The 
frequency of monitoring various media channels and assessments of the importance of 
various media channels in obtaining national defence information were mapped. 

 

11.1. Monitoring of information channels 

Of the Estonian news portals, Delfi and Postimees portals have the most followers, including 
both among Estonians and residents of other nationalities. 38.0% of residents of other 
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nationalities follow Russian news portals, whereas 8.8% of non-Estonians follow Russian 
news portals nearly every day (Figure 77). 

Figure 77. Visiting news portals and online newspaper publications, autumn 2020 (%, 
n=all respondents) 

 

Of social media channels, the most popular among both Estonians and non-Estonians are 
Facebook, YouTube and various direct messaging applications (e.g. Skype, Messenger) 
(Figure 78). 
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Figure 78. Use of social media, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Overview of watching and listening to television and radio programmes among the whole 
population is presented in Figure 79. Figure 80 provides the same results in comparison of 
nationalities. For Russian-speaking residents, the most frequently watched television 
channels are Russian television channels or the Perviy Baltiysky Kanal (Pervõi Baltiiski 
Kanal). However, more than half of the Russian-speaking population also watches ETV+, 
the Russian language television channel of the Estonian Public Broadcasting. 
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Figure 79. Watching television channels and listening to radio channels, autumn 2020 
(%, n=all respondents) 
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Figure 80. Watching television channels and listening to radio channels, autumn 
2020, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Overview of reading daily and weekly newspapers is presented in Figures 81 and 82. 
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Figure 81. Reading daily newspapers, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

Figure 82. Reading weekly newspapers, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 



 

 
106

106

Figure 83 presents the proportion of daily (5–7 days a week) followers of Estonian media 
channels and media channels of other countries in summary (e.g. the category of Estonian 
television channels combines all Estonian television channels asked about individually 
earlier in the questionnaire). Here, the differences in the media consumption of Estonians 
and residents of other nationalities are even clearer: when it comes to television channels, 
PBK and Russian television channels are more popular than Estonian television channels 
among residents of other nationalities. At the same time, non-Estonians prefer to receive 
their information on the Internet from Estonian rather than Russian news portals. 

Figure 83. Following media channels by ethnic groups (in summary) (%, n=all 
respondents) 

 
* The red bar indicates the proportion of weekly readers of weekly newspapers. 
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Figure 84 presents the attitude of non-Estonians towards Estonia’s membership in NATO 
depending on their media consumption. As seen from the figure, the attitude of non-
Estonians following Estonian television channels or radio programmes daily is slightly more 
positive than of those who watch Russian television channels on a daily basis. The 
comparison of daily visitors to Estonian and Russian news portals also indicates that the 
attitude of visitors of Russian news portals towards NATO is more critical, but the size of 
this group in the sample is too small to draw accurate conclusions. 

Figure 84. Attitude of non-Estonians towards Estonia’s membership in NATO 
depending on their media consumption, autumn 2020 (%, n=non-Estonian 
respondents) 

 
* There are too few respondents in this group to make generalisations. 
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11.2. Importance of information channels 

As the final topic, the respondents were asked how important they consider various 
information channels to be in obtaining national defence information. 

The most important sources of national defence information are considered to be television 
(88.8% consider it to be very or rather important) and radio (76.6%). More than half of the 
residents also consider news portals (65.4%), direct communication with other people 
(64.5%) or newspapers (54.4%) to be important information channels (Figure 85). 

Figure 85. Assessments of the importance of media channels as a source of national 
defence information, autumn 2020 (%, n=all respondents) 

 

As expected, online channels (news portals, websites, social media, electronic newsletters) 
are more important for young or middle-aged people, while older age groups (where the 
proportion of Internet users is lower) consider these channels to be important less 
frequently. 

For both Estonians and non-Estonians, the most important sources of national defence 
information are TV and radio. Compared to Estonians, non-Estonians consider social 
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media, websites, street advertisements and direct communication with other people to be 
important in obtaining national defence information more often. Non-Estonians place less 
importance on newspapers as a source of national defence information than Estonians 
(Figure 86). 

Figure 86. Assessments of the importance of media channels as a source of national 
defence information, autumn 2020, comparison of Estonians and non-Estonians (% 
of respondents who gave the assessment “very important” or “rather important”, n=all 
respondents) 

 

 

 



 

  
 

 
 
Küsimustik koosneb iseseisvatest küsimuseplokkidest,  
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Küsitleja nimi ___________________________________, töötõendi nr _________ 
 
 

1. Intervjuu toimumise 
koht: 

1 Tallinn 
2 Harjumaa 
3 Hiiumaa 
4 Ida-Virumaa  
5 Jõgevamaa 
6 Järvamaa 
7 Läänemaa 
8 Lääne-Virumaa 
9 Põlvamaa 
10 Pärnumaa 
11 Raplamaa 
12 Saaremaa 
13 Tartumaa 
14 Valgamaa 
15 Viljandimaa 

16 Võrumaa

2. Asulatüüp: 
1 Pealinn 
2 Suur linn (Tartu, 

Pärnu, Narva, 
Kohtla-Järve) 

3 Maakonnakeskus 
4 Muu linn, alev 
5 Alevik 
6 Küla 

 
 
3. Kui intervjuu toimub 

Tallinnas, siis linnaosa 
nimetus: 
1 Põhja-Tallinn 
2 Haabersti 
3 Kesklinn 
4 Kristiine 
5 Lasnamäe 
6 Pirita 
7 Mustamäe 
8 Nõmme 

 

4. Valimipiirkond 
 _______ 
 
 
 
5. Valimipunkti nr 
 _______ 
 
 
6. Vastaja nr  
 _______ 
 
 
7. Intervjuu toimumise 

kuupäev:  
___________________ 

 
 
8. Intervjuu alguse 
kellaaeg:  
 _____ tund   ___ min 
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TAUST 1

0. Intervjuu läbiviimise keel: 
1    Eesti 
2    Vene 

 
1. Sugu: 

1    Mees 
2    Naine 

 
2. Vanus: ______ täisaastat 
 

3. Teie rahvus: 
1    Eestlane   
2   Venelane 
2    Muu rahvus 

 
4. Teie kodakondsus: 

1 Eesti 
2 Venemaa 
3 Muu riik, mis? ___________ 
4 Määratlemata kodakondsus 

 
 

RIIGIKAITSE  

1. Kui Te hindate Eesti elu tervikuna, siis kas viimastel aastatel on asjad Teie hinnangul muutunud 
paremuse või halvemuse suunas või jäänud samaks?  

Muutunud paremaks  1 
Muutunud halvemaks 2 
Jäänud samaks 3 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
2. Mil määral Te usaldate järgmisi Eesti riigi ja rahvusvahelisi institutsioone?  
 Täielikult 

usaldan 
Pigem 

usaldan 
Pigem ei 
usalda 

Üldse ei 
usalda 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A. Riigikogu 1 2 3 4 99 

B. Vabariigi Valitsus 1 2 3 4 99 

C. President 1 2 3 4 99 

D. Peaminister 1 2 3 4 99 

E. Kaitsevägi 1 2 3 4 99 

F. Politsei- ja Piirivalve  1 2 3 4 99 

G. Päästeteenistused 1 2 3 4 99 

H. Kaitseliit 1 2 3 4 99 

I. NATO 1 2 3 4 99 

J. Euroopa Liit 1 2 3 4 99 

K. 
Kohalikud 
omavalitsused 

1 2 3 4 
99 

L. Kohtusüsteem 1 2 3 4 99 

 
3. Kui sageli Te olete tundnud uhkust või heameelt selle üle, et elate Eesti Vabariigis?   

Mitte kunagi 1 
Mõnikord 2 
Küllalt sageli 3 
Väga sageli, pidevalt 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
4. Milline on Teie hinnang sellele, kuidas on riik viimastel aastatel Eesti riigikaitset arendanud? Kas 

riigikaitset on arendatud...?  
väga hästi 1 
küllaltki hästi 2 
pigem halvasti 3 
väga halvasti 4 
ei oska öelda 99 
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5. Kui hästi on Teie hinnangul kaitstud Eesti välispiir?   
Väga hästi 1 
Küllaltki hästi 2 
Pigem halvasti 3 
Väga halvasti 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
5B. Kui hästi on teie hinnangul kaitstud Eesti e-riigi digitaalsed teenused ja infosüsteemid?  

Väga hästi 1 
Küllaltki hästi 2 
Pigem halvasti 3 
Väga halvasti 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

6. Kuidas Te arvate, kas eeloleval aastakümnel…?    
maailm muutub turvalisemaks 1 
suureneb sõjaliste konfliktide oht 
maailmas 

2 

olukord maailmas ei muutu 3 
ei oska öelda 99 

 
7. Mil määral kujutavad Teie hinnangul ohtu rahule ja turvalisusele maailmas järgnevad tegurid?  

  See 
kindlasti 

Mõningal 
määral ka 

see 

See 
kindlasti 

mitte 

Ei 
oska 
öelda 

1 Globaalsed kliimamuutused 1 2 3 99 

2 Küberrünnakud 1 2 3 99 

3 Sõjaline konflikt Süürias 1 2 3 99 

4 Relvastatud konflikt Ida-Ukrainas 1 2 3 99 

5 Venemaa katsed taastada oma mõjuvõimu 
naaberriikides 

1 2 3 
99 

6 Ülemaailmne majanduskriis 1 2 3 99 

7 Rikaste ja vaeste riikide (nt. arenenud 
riikide ja arengumaade) vastuolude 
süvenemine 

1 2 3 
99 

8 Epideemiate levik (nt. Covid-19, Ebola, HIV, 
Zika jt.) 

1 2 3 99 

9 USA majanduslik ja sõjaline domineerimine 
maailmas 

1 2 3 99 

10 Hiina majandusliku ja sõjalise võimsuse 
kasv 

1 2 3 
99 

11 Põhja-Korea tegevus  1 2 3 99 

12 Organiseeritud kuritegevus  1 2 3 99 

13 Terrorivõrgustike tegevus 1 2 3 99 

14 Väärinfo ja valeuudiste laialdane levik 1 2 3 99 

15 Sõjapõgenike ja pagulaste sisseränne 
Euroopasse 

1 2 3 
99 

16 Midagi muud, 
täpsustage:___________________ 

1 2     
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8. Mis Te arvate, kas Eesti elanikud elavad kümne aasta pärast praegusest turvalisemates või 
ebaturvalisemates tingimustes?   

Turvalisemates 1 
Ebaturvalisemates 2 
Olukord ei muutu 3 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
9. Kui tõenäoliseks Te peate, et Eestit ähvardab lähemate aastate jooksul midagi järgnevast?  

  Väga 
tõenäoli

seks 

Küllaltki 
tõenäoli

seks 

Mitte 
eriti 

tõenäoli
seks 

Täiesti 
ebatõenä
oliseks 

Ei oska 
öelda 

1 Terroriakt 1 2 3 4 99 

2 Ulatuslik merereostus 1 2 3 4 99 

3 Suur tööstusõnnetus      

4 Ulatuslik looduskeskkonna reostus 1 2 3 4 99 

5 Tuumakatastroof Eesti lähistel asuvas 
aatomielektrijaamas 1 2 3 4 

99 

6 Rahvuslikel või usulistel motiividel 
toimuvad kokkupõrked elanikkonna 
rühmade vahel 

1 2 3 4 
99 

7 Massilised tänavarahutused 1 2 3 4 99 

16 Epideemiate levik (nt Covid-19, Ebola, 
HIV, Zika jt) 1 2 3 4 

99 

8 Ulatuslik sõjaline rünnak mõne 
välisriigi poolt 1 2 3 4 

99 

9 Vihakõne levik      

10 Piiratud sõjaline rünnak mõne 
strateegilise objekti vastu 

1 2 3 4 
99 

11 Valeuudiste levik 1 2 3 4 99 

12 Küberrünnakud riiklike infosüsteemide, 
asutuste, ettevõtete või elanike vastu  

1 2 3 4 
99 

13 Välisriigi sekkumine Eesti poliitika või 
majanduse mõjutamiseks oma huvides    1 2 3 4 

99 

14 Eesti riigi majanduslik kokkuvarisemine 1 2 3 4 99 

15 Rünnak Eesti kodanike vastu välisriigis 1 2 3 4 99 

 
10. Kuidas Teile tundub, kas Eesti meedias kirjutatakse ja räägitakse Eestit ähvardavatest 
sõjalistest ohtudest liiga palju, parasjagu või pigem liiga vähe? 

Liiga palju 1 
Parasjagu  2 
Liiga vähe  3 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
11. Kui Eestit peaks ründama mõni riik, kas me peaksime igal juhul, sõltumata ründajast, osutama 
relvastatud vastupanu?  

Jah, kindlasti 1 
Tõenäoliselt jah 2 
Tõenäoliselt mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 
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12. Kui Eestile tungitaks kallale, kas oleksite valmis oma võimete ja oskuste kohaselt osalema 
kaitsetegevuses?   

Jah, kindlasti 1 
Tõenäoliselt jah 2 
Tõenäoliselt mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
13. Kui Eestile tungitaks kallale, kas püüaksite siis Eestist lahkuda?  

Jah, kindlasti 1 
Tõenäoliselt jah 2 
Tõenäoliselt mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
14. Kuidas Teile tundub, kas võõrriigi relvastatud kallaletungi korral oleks võimalik Eestit kaitsta kuni 
liitlaste abi saabumiseni?      

Jah, kindlasti 1 
Tõenäoliselt jah 2 
Tõenäoliselt mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
15. Mis tagab Teie arvates Eesti riigile suurima julgeoleku? Nimetage kuni kolm olulisemat 

tegurit. KAART 9.   KUNI KOLM VASTUST. 
Elanike kaitsetahe 1 
Eesti iseseisva kaitsevõime arendamine 2 
Koostöö ja head suhted Ameerika Ühendriikidega 3 
Osalemine rahvusvahelistel sõjalistel operatsioonidel 4 
Kuulumine NATO-sse 5 
Koostöö ja head suhted Venemaaga 6 
Balti riikide kaitsealane koostöö 7 
Liitlaste relvajõudude üksuste alaline viibimine Eestis 8 
Kuulumine ÜRO-sse 9 
Kuulumine Euroopa Julgeoleku- ja Koostööorganisatsiooni 

(OSCE) 
10 

Kuulumine Euroopa Liitu 11 
Kaitsealane koostöö Põhjamaadega 12 
Midagi muud, mis? _____________________________ 13 

 Ei oska öelda 99 
 
16A. Kas Teie olete piisavalt informeeritud sellest, mida Te saaksite teha Eesti kaitseks, juhul kui 

Eestit ähvardaks välisvaenlase kallaletung?  
Jah, piisavalt  1 
Üldiselt küll  2 
Pigem mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 
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17. Millistel teemadel vajaksite rohkem informatsiooni riigi tegevuse ja isikliku elukorralduse kohta 
välisvaenlase kallaletungi korral? KAART 10. KUNI KOLM VASTUST. 

Millised on Teie kohustused riigikaitses  1 
Millised on Teie riigikaitse alased kohustused põhitöökohas  2 
Kuidas korraldatakse mobilisatsiooni  3 
Kuidas teavitatakse avalikkust  4 
Kuidas korraldatakse evakueerimist lahingutegevuse eest  5 
Kuidas käituda, kui olete tsiviilisikuna sattunud lahingutegevuse piirkonda 6 
Kuidas saate tsiviilisikuna panustada sõjaväe toetamisse  7 
Kuidas  lahendada esmatasandi olme ja majapidamisega seotud 
probleeme  

8 

Kuidas ja millised avalikud teenused on kättesaadavad  9 
Muu, mis? _____________________________________________ 10 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
18. Milline on Teie seisukoht Eesti kaitsekulutuste mahu kohta? Kas kaitsekulutusi tuleks...?  

tunduvalt tõsta 1 
mõningal määral tõsta 2 
säilitada praegusel tasemel 3 
mõningal määral vähendada 4 
tunduvalt vähendada 5 
ei oska öelda 99 

 
19. Kas Teie olete Eesti NATO-sse kuulumise poolt või selle vastu?  

Kindlasti poolt 1 
Pigem poolt 2 
Pigem vastu 3 
Kindlasti vastu 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
20. Milline on NATO roll Eesti julgeoleku tagamisel, kui Eestit ähvardab sõjaline oht?  

KAART 11. VÕIB MITU VASTUST 
NATO liikmeks olek hoiaks sõjalise konflikti ära 1 
Konflikti puhkedes osutaks NATO otsest sõjalist abi 2 
NATO piirduks poliitilise ja diplomaatilise toetusega 3 
Eestil pole NATO-lt mingit abi loota 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

21. Kas NATO on Teie hinnangul tänases julgeolekuolukorras teinud piisavalt Eesti julgeoleku 
tagamiseks?  

Täiesti piisavalt 1 
Üldiselt piisavalt 2 
Pigem ebapiisavalt 3 
Täiesti ebapiisavalt 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
22. Kuidas Te suhtute NATO liitlasvägede kohalolekusse Eestis?  

Kindlasti poolt 1 
Pigem poolt 2 
Pigem vastu 3 
Kindlasti vastu 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
23. Kas Teie arvates Eestisse paigutatud NATO lahingugrupi sõdurid muudavad riigi üldiselt 
turvalisemaks või pigem vähem turvaliseks või ei mõjuta nad turvalisust kummaski suunas? 

Üldiselt  turvalisemaks 1 
Vähem turvalisemaks 2 
Ei mõjuta kummaski suunas 3 
Ei oska öelda 99 
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23A. Milliseid järgmistest sõnadest või fraasidest peate sobivateks, et kirjeldada Eestis praegu 
paiknevaid NATO lahingugrupi sõdureid? KAART 12. KUNI NELI VASTUST  

Varjatud 1 
Avalad, avatud 2 
Vaenulikud 3 
Sõbralikud 4 
Lugupidamatud 5 
Viisakad 6 
Mitteusaldusväärsed 7 
Heade kavatsustega 8 
Eesti suhtes ükskõiksed  9 
Eestist hästi informeeritud 10 
Tõrksad, pole koostööaltid 11 
Õnnelikud 12 
Professionaalsed 13 
Ebaprofessionaalsed 14 
Võimekad 15 
Vähevõimekad 16 
Pühendunud 17 
Ei ole pühendunud 18 
Ükski neist sõnadest/fraasidest ei pea paika 98 
Еi oska öelda 99 

 
24. Kas Eesti kaitsejõudude üksused peaksid vastavalt oma võimalustele osalema rahvusvahelistes 

sõjalistes operatsioonides erinevates maailma pingekolletes?  
Jah, kindlasti 1 
Tõenäoliselt jah 2 
Tõenäoliselt mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
 
25. Millised on Teie hinnangul kolm kõige olulisemat põhjust, miks Eesti peaks osalema 
rahvusvahelistes sõjalistes operatsioonides?  
Eesti osalemine rahvusvahelistes sõjalistes operatsioonides…   KAART 13 

 
 

A. 
Esimene 
põhjus 

ÜKS 
VASTUS 

B. Teine 
põhjus 

ÜKS 
VASTUS 

C. Kolmas 
põhjus 

ÜKS 
VASTUS 

tagab NATO abi Eestile võimalike ohtude puhul  1 1 1 

annab meie sõduritele vajaliku reaalse lahingukogemuse 2 2 2 

aitab ära hoida konfliktide levimist Eestisse 3 3 3 

aitab kaasa rahu tagamisele maailmas tervikuna 4 4 4 
kaitseb kriisipiirkondade elanikke 5 5 5 
aitab levitada demokraatlikke väärtusi maailmas 6 6 6 

annab Eestile võimaluse kaasa rääkida maailma poliitikas 7 7 7 

välismissioonidel osalemine on iga demokraatliku riigi kohustus 8 8 8 
Muu argument, täpsustage: 9 ………. 9 … 9……… 

Mitte miski ülalmainitust ei põhjenda osalemist välismissioonidel / 
ei poolda osalemist missioonidel 10   

Ei oska öelda 99 99 99 
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26. Kuidas Te suhtute Eesti kaitseväe osalemisse rahvusvahelistes operatsioonides … 

 Toetan 
täielikult  

Pigem 
toetan 

Pigem ei 
toeta 

Üldse ei 
toeta 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A. 
… NATO üksuste 
koosseisus 1 2 3 4 

99 

B. … Euroopa Liidu üksuste 
koosseisus  

1 2 3 4 99 

C. 
… ÜRO 
rahutagamisjõudude 
koosseisus 

1 2 3 4 
99 

D. 
… liitlasriikide vahelise 
koostöö raames 1 2 3 4 

99 

 
27. Kuidas Teie suhtute Euroopa Liidu kaitsekoostöö arendamisse?  

Toetan täielikult 1 
Pigem toetan 2 
Pigem ei toeta 3 
Üldse ei toeta 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

28. Kui vajalikuks Teie peate noormeeste jaoks ajateenistuse läbimist? 
Kindlasti vajalikuks 1 
Pigem vajalikuks 2 
Pigem mittevajalikuks 3 
Täiesti mittevajalikuks 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

29. Kas Teie hinnangul peaksid kaitseväeteenistuse läbima ka need noormehed, kel on väiksemaid 
tervisehäireid?  

Jah, kindlasti  1 
Jah, kuid neile sobiva koormusega  2 
Ei  3 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
30. Kuidas suhtute noormeestesse, kes hoiavad ajateenistusest kõrvale?  

Mõistate kõrvalehoidmise hukka 1 
Suhtute sellesse negatiivselt 2 
Suhtute sellesse mõistvalt 3 
Kiidate kõrvalehoidmise heaks 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

31. Eesti riigikaitse ülesehitus näeb ette meeste üldise kaitseväekohustuse ja reservarmee. Kas Teie 
arvates peaks Eesti... ?   

loobuma kohustuslikust ajateenistusest 
ja jätma alles üksnes kutselise kaitseväe 

1 

säilitama senise süsteemi, kus kutseline 
kaitsevägi on kombineeritud 
ajateenistuse läbinutest moodustatava 
reservarmeega  

2 

ei oska öelda 99 

32. Milline peaks Teie hinnangul olema naiste suhe ajateenistusega? 
Ajateenistus peaks olema naistele kohustuslik 
nagu meestelegi 

1 

Naistel peaks olema võimalus läbida 
ajateenistust soovi korral vabatahtlikult 

2 

Naised ei peaks ajateenistust läbima ei 
kohustuslikus korras ega vabatahtlikult  

3 

Ei oska öelda 99 
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KUI KÜS.32=1 VÕI 2: 
33. Kas naiste ajateenistuse peaks toimuma samadel alustel ajateenistust läbivate meestega või 
eraldi programmi järgi, mis arvestaks naiste erineva füüsilise võimekusega? 

Peaks toimuma samadel alustel 
meestega 

1 

Peaks toimuma eraldi programmi järgi 2 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
34. Kuidas suhtute elukutselistesse kaitseväelastesse? 

Väga hästi 1 
Üldiselt hästi 2 
Ei hästi ega halvasti, neutraalselt 3 
Pigem halvasti 4 
Väga halvasti 5 
Ei oska öelda 99 

35. Kas teie hinnangul võiksid naised Kaitseväes teenida meestega võrdselt kõikides ametikohtadel 
ja väeosades, või peaksid naised teenima pigem tagalas jt toetavates funktsioonides? 

Võiksid teenida võrdselt meestega kõikides väeosades ja 
ametikohtadel 

1 

Peaksid teenima pigem tagalas ja toetavates funktsioonides 2 

Ei oska öelda 99 
 
36. Kuidas suhtute vabatahtlikesse kaitseliitlastesse? 

Väga hästi 1 
Üldiselt hästi 2 
Ei hästi ega halvasti, neutraalselt 3 
Pigem halvasti 4 
Väga halvasti 5 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
37. Mis peaksid Teie hinnangul olema Kaitseliidu peamised ülesanded? Palun valige tähtsuse 

järjekorras kolm kõige olulisemat ülesannet.  KAART 14 
 

A. Esimene 
ülesanne 

 
ÜKS VASTUS 

B. Teine 
ülesanne 

  
ÜKS VASTUS 

C. Kolmas 
ülesanne 

  
ÜKS VASTUS 

Sõjalise väljaõppe läbiviimine oma liikmetele 1 1 1 
Pidev valmisolek riigi sõjaliseks kaitseks 2 2 2 

Sõjalistel missioonidel osalemine väljaspool Eestit 3 3 3 

Kaitsetahte tõstmine elanikkonna hulgas 4 4 4 

Kaitseväele ja Kaitseliidule ühiskonnas laia 
toetuspinna loomine 5 5 5 

Osalemine siseriiklike julgeolekukriiside 
lahendamisel 6 6 6 

Osalemine päästetegevuses õnnetuste ja 
katastroofide korral 7 7 7 

Noorte huvitegevuse korraldamine (kodutütred/ 
noored kotkad) 8 8 8 

Valmistumine elanikkonna organiseeritud kaitseks 
ohuolukordade puhul (tsiviilkaitse) 9 9 9 

Muu ülesanne, täpsustage: 
10 ________ 10 _________ 10 _________ 

Ei oska öelda 99 99 99 
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38. Kas Te olete kuulnud sellise organisatsiooni nagu Naiskodukaitse olemasolust? 

Jah 1 
Ei 2 

 
KUI K38=1: 
39. Kuivõrd vajalikuks peate Naiskodukaitse tegevust riigikaitse tagamisel? 

Kindlasti vajalikuks 1 
Pigem vajalikuks 2 
Pigem mittevajalikuks 3 
Täiesti mittevajalikuks 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
40. Mis peaksid Teie hinnangul olema Naiskodukaitse peamised ülesanded. Palun valige tähtsuse 
järjekorras kolm kõige olulisemat ülesannet. KAART 15 

 
A. Esimene 
ülesanne 

 
ÜKS VASTUS 

B. Teine 
ülesanne 

  
ÜKS VASTUS 

C. Kolmas 
ülesanne 

  
ÜKS VASTUS 

Sõjalise väljaõppe läbiviimine 1 1 1 
Heategevusürituste korraldamine Kaitseväe ja 
Kaitseliidu heaks (Sinilille kampaania, 
missioonisõduritele kinnaste kudumine jne) 

2 2 2 

Kaitsetahte tõstmine elanikkonna hulgas 3 3 3 

Kaitseväele ja Kaitseliidule ühiskonnas laia 
toetuspinna loomine 4 4 4 

Naiste ja tütarlaste suurem kaasamine 
riigikaitsesse 

5 5 5 

Kaitseliidu tegevuse tagamine toetavates 
rollides (toitlustus, meditsiin, side jne) 6 6 6 

Osalemine siseriiklike julgeolekukriiside 
lahendamisel 7 7 7 

Osalemine päästetegevuses õnnetuste ja 
katastroofide korral 8 8 8 

Noorte huvitegevuse korraldamine (kodutütred/ 
noored kotkad) 9 9 9 

Valmistumine elanikkonna organiseeritud 
kaitseks ohuolukordade puhul 

10 10 10 

Muu ülesanne, täpsustage: 11 ________ 11 ________ 11 ________ 

Ei oska öelda 99 99 99 
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Millised on Teie enda või Teie lähedaste kokkupuuted Eesti riigi kaitsestruktuuridega? Siin on 
mõeldud ainult neid kokkupuuteid, mis Teil on olnud taasiseseisvunud Eesti riigis, st alates aastast 
1991. Palun ärge võtke arvesse nõukogude armees teenimist ega muid nõukogudeaegseid 
kogemusi. KAART 16 
41A. Kus Te olete ise osalenud?     
41B. Kus Teie sõbrad või pereliikmed on osalenud?     

 
Alates aastast 1991: 

K41A. 
Olete ise 
osalenud 

VÕIB MITU 
VASTUST 

K41B.  
Teie sõbrad või 
pereliikmed on 

osalenud 
 VÕIB MITU 
VASTUST 

Ajateenistus Eesti kaitseväes 1 1 
Õppekogunemised / Kordusõppused / 
Vabatahtlikud reservohvitseride kursused  Eesti 
kaitseväes 

2 2 

Tegevteenistuses osalemine Eesti kaitseväes 
(kaadrikaitseväelasena) 3 3 

Kaitseliidu tegevus 4 4 
Naiskodukaitse tegevus 5 5 
Noorte Kotkaste / Kodutütarde tegevus 6 6 

Riigikaitseõpetus koolides 7 7 
Ei oma kokkupuuteid 8 8 
Ei oska öelda 99 99 

KUI EI OLE ISE OSALENUD KAITSELIIDU TEGEVUSES (KÜS.41A ≠ 4): 
42. Kui Teile tehakse ettepanek liituda Kaitseliiduga, siis kuidas Te sellesse suhtuksite? 

Kindlasti liituksin 1 
Arvatavasti liituksin 2 
Arvatavasti ei liituks 3 
Kindlasti ei liituks 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

NAISTELE, KES EI OLE ISE OSALENUD NAISKODUKAITSE TEGEVUSES (KÜS.41A ≠ 5) 
43. Kui Teile tehakse ettepanek liituda Naiskodukaitsega, siis kuidas Te sellesse suhtuksite?  

Kindlasti liituksin 1 
Arvatavasti liituksin 2 
Arvatavasti ei liituks 3 
Kindlasti ei liituks 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
44. Kas kõigis keskharidust andvates õppeasutustes peaks olema võimalik õppida 

riigikaitseõpetust?   
Jah, kindlasti 1 
Arvatavasti küll 2 
Arvatavasti mitte 3 
Kindlasti mitte 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
Erinevates sõdades või relvakonfliktides osalenuid on tavaks nimetada veteranideks.  
45. Millega neist kolmest määratlusest seostub Teie jaoks sõna “veteran” kõige enam? ÜKS 
VASTUS 

Pikaaegselt Eesti kaitseväes teeninutega 1 
Teises maailmasõjas osalenutega 2 
Eesti kaitseväe missioonidel osalenutega (Kosovos, Afganistanis, Iraagis, 
Bosnia-Hertsegoviinas, Horvaatias, Liibanonis, Malis, Kesk-Aafrika 
Vabariigis) 

3 

Millegi muuga (täpsustage): ____________________________ 4 
Ei oska öelda 99 
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46. Kui sageli Te külastate järgnevaid uudisteportaale ning ajalehtede võrguväljaandeid? KAART 17 

5-7 
päeval 
nädalas 

3-4 
päeval 

nädalas 

2 päeval 
nädalas või 

harvem 

Ei 
külasta 
üldse 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A Eesti Päevaleht / Delfi (delfi.ee, 
rus.delfi.ee) 

1 2 3 4 
99 

B Eesti Rahvusringhäälingu 
uudised (uudised.err.ee, 
novosti.err.ee) 

1 2 3 4 
99 

C Postimees (postimees.ee, 
rus.postimees.ee) 1 2 3 4 

99 

D Õhtuleht (õhtuleht.ee, 
vecherka.ee) 

1 2 3 4 
99 

E Teised Eesti uudisteportaalid 
ja/või ajalehtede 
võrguväljaanded 

1 2 3 4 
99 

F Venemaa uudisteportaalid ja/või 
ajalehtede võrguväljaanded 

1 2 3 4 
99 

G Teistes keeltes uudisteportaalid, 
ajalehtede võrguväljaanded 

1 2 3 4 99 

 
47. Kui sageli Te kasutate järgnevaid sotsiaalmeediakanaleid? KAART 17 

5-7 
päeval 
nädalas 

3-4 
päeval 

nädalas 

2 päeval 
nädalas või 

harvem 

Ei 
külasta 
üldse 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A Facebook 1 2 3 4 99 

B Youtube 1 2 3 4 99 

C Instagram 1 2 3 4 99 

D Twitter 1 2 3 4 99 

E Odnoklasniki 1 2 3 4 99 

F Vkontakte 1 2 3 4 99 

G Erinevad blogid 1 2 3 4 99 

H Erinevad 
otsesuhtlusrakendused 
(Snapchat, WhatsApp, 
Skype, Messenger, 
Telegram jms) 

1 2 3 4 

99 

1 Muud 1 2 3 4 99 

J Ei kasuta ühtegi     99 
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48. Kui sageli Te jälgite järgnevaid tele- või raadioprogramme? KAART 17 

  5-7 
päeval 
nädalas 

3-4 
päeval 
nädalas 

2 päeval 
nädalas või 

harvem 

Ei jälgi 
üldse 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A ETV eestikeelsed saated (ETV 
või ETV2) 1 2 3 4 

99 

B ETV+ 1 2 3 4 99 

C Kanal 2 1 2 3 4 99 

D TV 3 1 2 3 4 99 

F 3+ 1 2 3 4 99 

G Muud Eesti telekanalid 1 2 3 4 99 

H Pervõi Baltiiski Kanal (PBK) 1 2 3 4 99 

I Venemaa telekanalid 1 2 3 4 99 

J Teiste välisriikide telekanalid 1 2 3 4 99 

K Eestikeelsed 
raadioprogrammid 

1 2 3 4 
99 

L Eesti venekeelsed 
raadioprogrammid 

1 2 3 4 
99 

M Muude riikide 
raadioprogrammid 

1 2 3 4 
99 

 
49. Kui sageli Te loete neid ajalehti (paberväljaannetena) KAART 18 
  4-6 numbrit 

nädalas 
1-3 numbrit 

nädalas 
harvemini 

ei loe 
üldse 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A Eesti 
Päevaleht 

1 2 3 4 
99 

B Postimees 1 2 3 4 99 

C Õhtuleht 1 2 3 4 99 

D Äripäev 1 2 3 4 99 

 
50. Kui sageli Te loete neid nädalalehti (paberväljaannetena) KAART 19 
  3-4 numbrit 

kuus 
1-2 numbrit 
kuus harvemini 

ei loe 
üldse 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A Eesti Ekspress  1 2 3 4 99 

B Maaleht 1 2 3 4 99 

C Linnaleht / 
Linnaleht на 
русском  
 языке 

1 2 3 4 

99 

D Pealinn / Stolitsa 1 2 3 4 99 

E MK-Эстония  1 2 3 4 99 
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51. Kui oluliseks riigikaitse teemalise informatsiooni kanaliks Te järgnevaid kanaleid peate? 

Väga 
oluliseks 

Küllaltki 
oluliseks 

Pigem 
vähe-

oluliseks 

Üldse 
mitte 

oluliseks 

Ei oska 
öelda 

A Ajalehed 1 2 3 4 99 

B Televisioon 1 2 3 4 99 

C Uudisteportaalid 1 2 3 4 99 

D Raadio 1 2 3 4 99 
E Reklaamtrükised 1 2 3 4 99 

F Elektroonilised uudiskirjad 1 2 3 4 99 

G Tänavareklaamid 1 2 3 4 99 

H Veebilehed 1 2 3 4 99 

I Sotsiaalmeediakanalid 1 2 3 4 99 

J Vahetu suhtlus teiste inimestega 1 2 3 4 99 

K Muu (Mis? Kirjutage!) 1 2   99 
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TAUST 2   
T8. Mis on Teie põhiline 
suhtluskeel Eestis:   

Eesti  1 
Vene  2 
Muu 3 

 
KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
T10. Missugune haridus Teil 
on:  
Alg- või  põhiharidus 1 
Kutseharidus ilma 
keskhariduseta 

 
2 

Kesk- või keskeriharidus, 
s.h kutseharidus 

 
3 

Kõrgharidus   4 
 
Järgnev küsimus  puudutab 
Teie leibkonda. Leibkonnaks 
nimetatakse ühel aadressil 
elavat ja ühiselt rahalisi 
ressursse kasutavat 
inimeste rühma. 
 
T12. Mitu inimest kuulub Teie 
leibkonda? Palun arvestage 
leibkonnaliikmete arvu 
märkimisel ka iseennast. 

________  inimest  
 
T13. Mitu alla 18aastast last 
kuulub Teie leibkonda? Kui Teie 
leibkonnas lapsi ei ole, märkige 
0: 

________  last 
 
T 14. Mitu Teie leibkonna  liiget 
töötavad?  ………….. 
 
KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
T15. Kas Te ise olete...:  ÜKS 
VASTUS 

töötav  1 
töötav (üli)õpilane  2 
töötav pensionär 3 

Ei tööta:  

töötu, tööd otsiv 4 
õpilane või üliõpilane 5 
pensionär või 
töövõimetuspensionär 

6 
 

lapsehoolduspuhkusel 
olija 

7  

muudel põhjustel 
mittetöötav (sh kodune, 
ajateenija vms) 

 
8 
 

 
 
 

KUI VASTAJA ISE TÖÖTAB  
(T15, VASTUSED 1-3):   
ÜKS VASTUS.  
T16. Mis on Teie peamine 
tööalane staatus? ÜKS 
VASTUS  

Ettevõtja vabakutseline või 
FIE 

1 

Palgatöötaja (k.a MTÜ-s, 
palgata töötaja 
pereettevõttes/talus) 

2 

 
T17. Mis ametikohal Te 
töötate? 
ÜKS VASTUS 

Asutuse, ettevõtte 
tippjuht 

1 

Keskastme juht 2 
Tippspetsialist (nt arst, 
õpetaja, teadur, insener 
vms) 

3 

Keskastme spetsialist, 
abispetsialist, tehnik, 
maakler  

4 

Ametnik, kontoritöötaja  5 
Isiku- või 
klienditeenindaja, kaitse- 
või päästeteenistuja 

 
6 

Oskustööline 7 
Seadme- või masina- 
operaator, 
mootorsõiduki juht 

 
8 

Lihttööline 9 
Muu, palun 
täpsustage: … 

10 

 
KÕIK VASTAJAD: 
T18. Millisesse vahemikku jääb 

Teie isiklik keskmine 
netosissetulek kuus (ilma 
tulumaksuta)? 
Kuni 400 €   1 
401 - 500 €  2 
501 - 650 €  3 
651 - 800 €  4 
801 – 1000 5 
1001 – 1300 6 
1301-1600 7 
Üle 1600 €  8 
Sissetulekut ei ole 9 
Ei soovi avaldada 98 
Ei oska öelda 99 

 
 
 
 
 

T19 KÜSIDA, KUI LEIBKONNAS 
ON ÜLE ÜHE LIIKME (T12≠1) 

T19. Millisesse vahemikku jääb 
Teie leibkonna keskmine 
netosissetulek kuus ühe 
leibkonnaliikme kohta? Selle 
arvutamiseks liitke, palun, 
kokku kõigi leibkonnaliikmete 
sissetulekud (sh palgad, 
pensionid, toetused, 
stipendiumid ja muud tulud) 
ja jagage saadud summa 
leibkonnaliikmete arvuga. 
Kuni 400 €   1 
401 - 500 €  2 
501 - 650 €  3 
651 - 800 €  4 
801 – 1000 € 5 
1001 – 1300 €  6 
1301-1600 € 7 
Üle 1600 € 8 
Ei soovi 
avaldada 

98 

Ei oska öelda 99 
 

T20. Kas Te kasutate 
internetti? 

 
Jah   1 
Ei    2     

 
32. Intervjuu lõpp:  
      

_____tund _____min 


