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Research about Western Balkans very often misses 
adequate comparative and longitudinal perspec-
tive. One of the main reasons for that is the lack 
of data that can be used in designing such studies. 
This conference aims to promote the opportunity 
for both academic researchers and policy makers 
to use European Social Survey data and other longi-
tud     arative data collection studies. 
Namely, in the recent years the researchers have 
put in significant efforts in including the re-
gion on the European research map by joining in 
prominent social data collections studies such 
are European Social Survey ESS, Comparative Study of 
Electoral Systems CSES, European Value Study and simi-
lar. This conference aims to take another step and 
bring together researchers and policy makers in 
the region to present and discuss research find-
ings based on data of the European Social Survey and 
other comparative data collections. This forum 
will provide a framework for discussing possible 
collaborations and joint efforts in advancing 
scientific research in the region, including 
practical issues such as funding, coll  a t i v e 
research grant applications, methodological and 
data archiving problems, and so on. It will also put 
significant focus on connecting researchers and 
policy makers in order to promote usage of the sci-
entific data for evidence-based policy making.
The first day of the conference will be dedicated 
to connecting with the policymakers in the region 
and discussing how the academic work can become more 
used in evidence-based policy making with focus on 
cooperation among research infrastructures in 
the Western Balkans and European Research Area. The 
second day will be focused on solely academic con-
tent, including paper presentations and discus-
sion about data collections and prospects of joint 
cooperation and publications. 
laborative research grant applications, method-
ological and data archiving problems, and so on. It 
will also put significant focus on connecting re-
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Panel 1: Studying identity in the comparative perspective

What if the Transit Country Becomes the Final Destination
– Attitudes of Serbian Citizens Towards Immigration in a Comparative Perspective
Sources of anti-immigration attitudes in Serbia, Bulgaria and Croatia

BANAL BALKANISM? Rethinking Banal Nationalism and Regional Identity
in Post-Yugoslav Media Space

Panel 2: Studying clientelism in the comparative perspective 

Voting, clientelism and identity: Experimental evidence from Montenegro

Who are the clients? Predictors of citizen engagement
in political clientelism in the Western Balkans

Panel 3: Studying gender in the comparative perspective

Gender-equality Paradox and Benevolence: a Multilevel Analysis
across European Countries

Gender differences in perception of the appropriate maturity age
for men and women 

Gender differences in left-right ideology: A comparative view
of the Balkan countries

Panel 4: Studying solidarity and family life in the comparative perspective

Family transitions of young adults in the South East Europe

Engagement during Everyday Life and Depression
in Western Balkan Region: a Comparative Study between Albania and Kosovo

Loneliness, Health and Community Capacity

Panel 5: Studying economic prospects in the comparative perspective

Determinates of female (in) activity: a comparative perspective
between countries from Western Balkan and South Mediterranean

Fairness of Retirement Income in Serbia: A Comparative Analysis

Minishengen as an opportunity for economic growth and raising
the standard of living for the countries of Western Balkans
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Gender‒equality Paradox
and Benevolence: a Multilevel Analysis 
across European Countries

In this paper, we test the gender‒equality‒values paradox, in the case of benevolence 
as a value orientation. Gender‒equality paradox, which states that more gender‒equal 
societies are also more gender differentiated in terms of values, traits, interests, and pref-
erences, is a growing research field. In terms of values, for example, some studies indicate 
that, first, men consistently attribute more importance to power, stimulation, hedonism, 
achievement, and self‒direction values than women do, while the reverse is true for be-
nevolence and universalism, and also that these differences are largest in gender‒egalitar-
ian societies (Schwartz and Rubel, 2005; Schwartz and Rubel‒Lifschitz, 2009). It is argued 
that these societies should display the largest psychological gender differences because 
such conditions allow men and women to more freely express their intrinsic dispositions 
(Connolly et al., 2019).

However, prior studies mainly used inappropriate measures of gender equality 
(which were not time‒matching other data). Also, these studies have not controlled for 
variables such as income, which was found to be relevant in this sense (Meer and Priday, 
2020; Smeets et al., 2015). Finally, previous research didn’t differentiate between vari-
ous country types. 

We use the data from the ninth round of the European Social Survey, from 2018, in-
cluding 27 countries and comprising 47,086 individuals (45,3% of women, Mage = 47.92, 
SDage = 18.86). The importance of benevolence is measured using the question: “How 
much each person is or is not like you?” and items: “It’s very important to him to help 
the people around him. He wants to care for their well‒being”, and “It is important to 
him to be loyal to his friends. He wants to devote himself to people close to him”. The 
answers are given on a six‒point scale ranging from 1 (“very much like me”) to 6 (“not like 
me at all”), and the value score is the mean response to the two items. Internal consist-
ency of the scale in our sample is α = .645. On the other side, we used the UNDP Gender 
Inequality Index from 2018 as a measure of aggregate gender equality. We run several 
linear multilevel models (ICC = .12) to assess country differences in regard to gender‒be-
nevolence association. We also looked at the differences between mean benevolence 
levels in three country groups: the Western Balkans, other postsocialist countries, and 
traditionally capitalist countries. 

Controlling for age and education, our results confirm the gender‒equality‒values par-
adox, but adding income into the model gives contradicting results: interaction effect of 
gender and Gender Inequality Index on benevolence loses its significance. Consequently, 
our results show that gender differences in regard to benevolence do not depend on ag-
gregate gender equality. Second, our data indicate a clear grouping of countries in terms 
of benevolence mean levels: the Western Balkan and the traditionally capitalist countries 
have distinctly higher levels compared to other transition countries.
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