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Abstract
This study examines how social status is assessed in contemporary Ukrainian society (on the case 
of Kyiv city). We expect that social status deviates from traditional occupation-based measures 
prevalent in Western contexts and is more closely related to material wealth than to occupation. 
Using a multidimensional framework (Warner’s Status Characteristics Index), we employ a 
factorial survey experiment to test the importance of four (independent) dimensions for status 
assessment: occupation, income, area of residence, and housing conditions. The experiment was 
implemented as an online survey in Kyiv 2023. The results confirm that income is the primary 
determinant of social status judgment, followed by housing conditions, while occupation and 
area of residence exert less influence. The criteria for judging social status remain consistent 
across gender, age, and socio-economic strata. This study contributes to the establishment of a 
standardized index for measuring social status and highlights the nuances of social stratification 
in Ukraine. Finally, we critically discuss our findings and the future relevance of occupation as a 
status marker due to the current war and its aftermath.
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Introduction

While the ‘methodological globalism’ approach (Simonchuk, 2016) often advocates a 
single standard tool for measuring social status, alternative tools for measuring social 
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status remain relevant and have been methodologically justified. This approach of 
‘methodological globalism’ is based on the class concepts developed by Goldthorpe 
(2000, 2002) and Wright (1997, 2005; Wright and Martin, 1987), among others. All of 
these scholars utilize ‘class’ as a categorical scheme based on occupations to differen-
tiate social status positions. To date, the application of these occupation-based schemes 
to Ukraine has yielded only limited explanatory power for the study of values, atti-
tudes, and political behavior in these societies (Simonchuk, 2018). In Ukraine, the 
relationship between occupation and education, on the one hand, and income, on the 
other hand, is not as straightforward as in Western societies. In Ukraine, social status 
(defined as power, wealth, and prestige) appears to be more directly influenced by 
material resources, such as income and housing conditions. Several scholars suggested 
adapted stratification models to the specific socio-economic realities of Ukraine (see 
Kovalisko, 2008; Kutsenko, 2000; Makeev, 2010; Simonchuk, 2024, 2014).

In this study, we apply an ‘old’ status index, Warner’s Status Characteristics Index 
(WSCI), originally suggested for mapping social status in a small town in the United 
States – in the 1930s and 1940s. WSCI included occupation, source of income, area of 
residence, and housing conditions. We test the relative importance of these four dimen-
sions in a heterogeneous population of city of Kyiv. With Max Weber’s (1946) ideas, 
the WSCI encompasses three primary sources of an individual’s social status: power, 
wealth, and prestige. In the original version of the index, power and wealth were 
defined in terms of the source of income (e.g. capital income vs income from partici-
pating in the labor market vs social security payments). In the applied version, the 
amount of material income is the primary indicator of status, with the source of income 
becoming irrelevant.

Warner’s indicator of prestige is accommodation, that is, the place of residence, 
the type of house and conditions of housing serve as an additional source of status. 
As Warner (1957) originally proposed, the type of accommodation an individual 
resides in independently of the source of income contributes to social status. Indeed, 
there is broad evidence that that housing can be identified as an important factor in 
social stratification. For example, G. Knight (1982) concluded that there is a close 
relationship between accommodation and status positions in society. Accordingly, 
Prasad and Richards (2006) utilized real estate and rental prices in neighborhoods as 
indicators of social stratification. This ecological perspective of neighborhoods con-
siders social differentiation of residential areas to be an important factor in the con-
struction of socio-spatial maps (Guijt and Woodhill, 2002) with some neighborhoods 
providing higher resp. lower status for their residents. As shown in previous research, 
housing conditions particularly contribute to social status in Ukraine (Cherenko 
et al., 2020).

The research problem of this article is the validation of a multidimensional status 
index (including housing) in Ukraine and to discuss the relevance of its components. We 
use a factorial design experiment in which around 800 citizens of Kyiv evaluate social 
status of hypothetical fellow citizens. We find a rather limited importance of occupation 
for assigning social status while ‘income’ and ‘housing conditions’ matter. Finally, we 
discuss the results of our evaluation strategy against the background that Ukraine has 
experienced an ongoing war for more than 3 years.
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Lloyd Warner’s multidimensional status measurement 
adapted to Ukraine

Lloyd Warner (1957) proposed a multidimensional status index which adds housing to 
occupation and income. This index has been adapted to Ukraine in a previous study: 
Kovalska (2019, 2020) has suggested replacing ‘source of income’ by ‘income level’ and 
has adjusted the accommodation characteristics to the conditions in Ukraine (specifically 
in its capital Kyiv). The adaptation includes (1) ‘occupation’ (suggesting that occupation 
still plays some role in status) and (2) ‘income’ as separate dimensions, and additionally 
introduces the dimensions (3) ‘housing conditions’ and (4) ‘area of residence’. Like the 
original index (WSCI), the adapted Warner’s Status Characteristics Index (AWSCI) dis-
tinguishes six status classes: highest-high, lowest-high, highest-middle, lowest-middle, 
highest-low, lowest-low.

To calculate the index values, Warner proposed the following formula

	 WSCI =	� ‘occupation’ × 4+ ‘source of wealth’× 2.5 +  
‘area of residence’ × 2 + ‘condition of housing’ × 3.

Note that all dimensions are measured on a standardized scale (i.e. the estimated 
coefficients of factors represent their relative importance). When we look at the 
weights of the four factors there is a clear rank order of importance: ‘Occupation’, 
followed by ‘condition of housing’, ‘source of wealth’, and ‘area of residence’. As 
said above, index values translate into six social strata. Warner used an inverted scale 
with lower values indicating higher social status and vice versa (see Table 1 for the 
original values).

Technically, the values of the WSCI result from an additive model of four weighted 
components. Since this feature principally fits the more ‘fluid’ characteristics of a trans-
formational society, WSCI was used to build upon a new (adapted) version for Ukraine. 
As noted earlier, Kovalska (2019) invited experts on social stratification research in 
Ukraine to discuss the logic of the index and to develop an adjusted formula to better 
reflect the conditions of modern Ukrainian society. Her study had two stages: in-depth 
interviews (N = 8) and an online survey (N = 13). In the first stage, most experts pointed 
to the weak differentiating potential of the ‘source of wealth’1 characteristic in the 

Table 1.  Intervals for categorizing respondents based on WSCI values.

Class Index value intervals

Upper-high 12–17
Lower-high 18–24
Upper-middle 25–38
Lower-middle 39–53
Upper-low 54–62
Lower-low 63–84

Source: Warner (1957).
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Ukrainian context. Thus, it was proposed to replace ‘source of wealth’ by ‘income level’. 
In addition, experts identified ‘occupation’ and ‘income level’ as key indicators of an 
individual’s location in the current system of social stratification in Ukraine (Kovalska, 
2019). As part of the second stage of the study, each of the four characteristics was 
assigned its own weight, which made it possible to suggest a modified formula for cal-
culating the AWSCI

	 AWSCI =	� ‘occupation’ × 2.9 + ‘income level’ × 2.5 +  
‘area of residence’ × 1.2 + ‘condition of housing’ × 1.

How to operationalize the four dimensions

In order to evaluate the index, we first need to be clear how the four dimensions will be 
measured – keeping in mind that scales with a common spectrum of values are in place 
for all four dimensions. According to Warner’s setup, we use 7-point rating scales for all 
dimensions.

Occupation

The first dimension is indicated by an ordinal variable in which occupations pre-coded 
using the ISCO-88 classifier are assigned to one of nine major groups according to the 
level of required qualification and corresponding competencies (Simonchuk, 2008). 
Nine major groups have been combined into a 7-point rating scale (see Kovalska, 2019, 
for details).

Income level

Direct questions on income in Ukrainian hryvnia are somewhat problematic to depict 
material well-being in Ukraine. An Official statistical information on income is most 
probably downward biased because a significant share of the population’s income is 
unofficial and hidden, to avoid taxes. Due to the instability of the exchange rate of the 
Ukrainian hryvnia and inflation, Kovalska (2019) used US dollars as a unit of measure-
ment of income, as a more stable analog. In order to build appropriate income intervals, 
additional monitoring data from the Institute of Sociology of the National Academy of 
Sciences of Ukraine were used (Vorona and Shulga, 2016). The following seven intervals 
have been used (USD per month): from 1,259,000 (1 point); from 12,500 to 1,258,999 (2 
point); from 950 to 12,499 (3 points); from 580 to 949 (4 points); from 345 to 579 (5 
points); from 115 to 344 (6 points); up to 114 (7 points). Note that we use a self-assess-
ment of financial conditions (similar as Tikhonova, 2014) to grasp the respondents’ own 
situation whether available income meets certain needs.

Area of residence

To formulate the categories of prestige associated with the ‘area of residence’, previous 
research applied a localization procedure of neighborhoods for the city of Kyiv. This 
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procedure included an extensive analysis of the opinions of real estate specialists in the 
city of Kiev. The following criteria for the prestige of the area of residence have been 
defined: geographical location, availability of infrastructure (remoteness of metro sta-
tions, transport interchanges), and type of house (construction period and type). Thus, it 
was decided to divide this characteristic into a standardized sub-characteristic, ‘house 
type’, which includes types of construction, and a sub-characteristic called ‘prestige of 
the area of residence’. These categories correspond to the specific place of residence 
(street, micro-district, district). Both of these sub-characteristics contribute values from 
0.5 to 3.5 points. Again, the third dimension, ‘area of residence’, will be evaluated on a 
7-point scale (see again Kovalska, 2019, for details).

Condition of housing

To assess the ‘condition of housing’ indicator, a special standardized index was devel-
oped. It has the following components: the number of square meters per living person, 
the year of the last renovation, the number of bathrooms, and the availability and number 
of durable items. The categories included in this index were identified through expert 
interviews (Kovalska, 2019). The weights of all components of the index were assessed 
by experts as being equal. Consequently, their single contribution to the total value (again 
a range from 1 to 7) can vary from 0.25 to 1.75. To obtain the final value of the ‘housing 
conditions’ indicator, it is necessary to sum up the four obtained values.

We see from the proposed formula that occupation and income are key characteristics 
in determining social status. In turn, according to experts in the study of social stratifica-
tion of Ukrainian society, the dimensions ‘area of residence’ and ‘condition of housing’ 
are indicators of minor importance, but both contribute to the overall status value.

Taking into account the peculiarities of scoring for individual components of the 
AWSCI, its value can vary from 5.4 to 53.2. These status values then need to be trans-
lated into six corresponding status classes (see Table 2). When calculating the intervals 
of class boundaries, we referred to the social structure of Ukrainian society, identified by 
other scholars (see Makeev, 2010; Simonchuk, 2014; Vorona and Shulga, 2016). The 
distribution of status positions takes the form of an ‘onion’, i.e. due to the presence of 
large a share of the upper-low class (47.1%) and a relatively upper-middle class (5.5%; 
see Makeev, 2010; Simonchuk, 2014; Vorona and Shulga, 2016). For example, a possible 

Table 2.  Intervals for categorizing respondents based on AWSCI values.

Class Index value intervals

Upper-high [5.5%] 7.6–10.1
Lower-high [6.4%] 10.1–13.0
Upper-middle [5.5%] 13.0–15.5
Lower-middle [21.3%] 15.5–25.2
Upper-low [47.1%] 25.2–46.7
Lower-low [14.3%] 46.7–53.2

Source: Own calculation.
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profile of the lower-high class is a person with a monthly income of 12,500 USD who is 
a legislator, senior civil servant, manager, owner or top-level professional, living in a 
prestigious area, having at least 40 m2 per person, two or more bathrooms, nine or more 
durable items, and renovations carried out no later than 2010. This group makes 6.4% of 
the population. For each category of status positions, one could verbally describe spe-
cific profiles (see for details again: Kovalska, 2019).

Evaluation of AWSCI

As outlined above, this article mainly aims to evaluate the AWSCI as an instrument for 
measuring social status in contemporary Ukraine. In the remainder, we follow three steps 
to achieve this goal. First, we put the weights of the four dimensions, as suggested by 
experts, to an empirical test based on survey data from a heterogeneous population sam-
ple in the city of Kyiv. Respondents evaluated the status positions of fictional (third) 
persons described in vignettes who varied systematically across the four status dimen-
sions. Thus, we will able to control for shared principles to assign social status – at least 
across important socio-demographic groups in terms of respondents’ gender, age, and 
own status. After this first step of validation, we suggest an empirically modified formula 
(MWSCI).

Second, we study how the modified index behaves in subgroups of respondents. We 
analyze whether we can detect expected differences by subgroups (gender, age, status of 
respondents) Third, we use all three versions of the status index (WSCI, AWSCI, 
MWSCI) to calculate an index value for the respondents (given their status characteris-
tics measured in the survey). Then we compare these index values which result from the 
three formulas to a self-estimated social status indicator. Thereby, we get a proxy of 
predictive validity.

Factorial design

We propose to use the factorial design (FD) method for checking the relative importance 
of feature weights of AWSCI. FD was first developed by Peter Rossi (1979) and applied 
to many empirical studies where judgments have been measured in an experimental 
setup (for an introduction to the method: Auspurg and Hinz, 2014).2 The essence of this 
method is creating experimental stimuli in the form of vignettes which are randomly 
assigned to respondents who are asked to evaluate certain objects/situations based on 
specified dimensions.3 Thus, this method is well-suited to return to Warner’s (1957) 
original idea, which as well focused people’s subjective perceptions of social stratifica-
tion. In our evaluation study, we ask respondents to assess the social status of vignette 
persons with four (independent) characteristics. One advantage of FD is to present 
vignettes with inconsistent characteristics of a hypothetical individual. Due to the 
orthogonality of dimensions, we can, for instance, construct experimental situations 
where a head of city administration earns only 120 USD, residing in an old district of 
Kyiv far from metro stations in a panel house built before 1991 and so on.4 In this exam-
ple, at least occupation and income are inconsistent. Respondents are requested to react 
to all kind of combinations, including some inconsistent but possible descriptions.
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In constructing the vignettes, we exactly follow what AWSCI proposes. We work with 
the four main dimensions, two of which have sub-dimensions. The dimension ‘area of 
residence’ is divided into ‘the prestige of the area of residence’ and ‘the type of house’. 
‘Condition of housing’ includes ‘the number of square meters per person living’, ‘the 
year of the last renovation’, ‘the number of bathrooms’, and ‘the presence and number of 
durable items’. This gives eight dimensions for vignette building, in total. To further test 
the potential influence of the vignette person’s gender on the assessment of social status, 
we added a ninth factor – gender.

To limit the number of vignettes in the vignette universe (all possible combinations), 
we restricted the experimental setup to two, three or four contrasting levels for all (nine) 
dimensions. The ‘occupation’ dimension has four attributes. We selected four occupa-
tions to represent a broad spectrum of occupational status: two high-status positions 
(‘head of city administration’ and ‘university professor’), one medium-low status occu-
pation (‘seller in a shoe store’), and one low-status occupation (‘hotel maid’). This selec-
tion was based on the ISCO classification system, ensuring the inclusion of contrasting 
categories from different ISCO major groups. Two of the indicators of housing condi-
tions (‘number of bathrooms’ and ‘durables’) have two levels each. All other dimensions 
have three levels.

All dimensions and levels are presented in Table 3, together with a translation to the 
index scale points.

Note that ‘area of residence’ (third dimension) consists of two sub-categories (3a and 
3b) and ‘housing conditions’ (fourth dimension) consists of four sub-categories (4a, 4b, 
4c, and 4d). The total vignette universe for our study contained 7,776 combinations 
(4*3*3*3*3*3*2*2*2) after excluding illogical cases (incompatible combinations of 
house type and year of last repair). We draw out a fractionalized sample of 320 vignettes 
and distribute them across 40 decks, with eight vignettes per deck. The D-efficiency of 
the fractionalized sample with all two-way interactions identifiable is 91.1.

Online survey and statistical models

The respondent survey was conducted based on an online access panel, run by Research 
UA. The recruiting platform meets global quality standards for recruiting participants 
and verifying information collected during surveys.5 The panel covers residents in cities 
with a population of more than 10,000 inhabitants, except in the temporarily occupied 
territories. According the Research UA, the panel members represent the online audience 
of Ukraine with regard to several socio-economic dimensions.6 The total number of 
panel members is more than 147,000.

We only invited respondents from the city of Kyiv to participate because the area of 
residence of the vignette persons to be evaluated had to be known to the respondents. 
Furthermore, we employed quotas for age and gender, developed according to statistical 
data on the general population of Kyiv city (aged 18–65 years). The survey was fielded 
from 10 March 2023 to 19 March 2023. A total of 807 respondents completed the ques-
tionnaire. Reminders were sent out automatically as long as the quotas were not met. The 
response rate was 33.8% (number of participants against invited panelists), which is 
higher than in some other online surveys implemented during the war.
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After a careful inspection of the data, we found cases in which respondents gave iden-
tical answers to all vignettes, regardless of the vignette person described. Those cases 
(not meeting the manipulation check) were excluded from the analysis. The total number 
of valid questionnaires after cleaning data matrix was 791.

Using a linear regression model with cluster robust standard errors for prediction of a 
status value (as the dependent variable), the coefficients of four status dimensions 
directly provide the respective weights (occupation, income, area of residence, condi-
tions of housing). Keep in mind that, for each dimension, an indicator value will be 
defined using the same 1 to 7 scale as for the AWSCI. Vignette dimensions (with their 
values) have been translated into the four dimensions.

Results

Based on the factorial survey with 791 respondents and a transformation of vignette 
values into scale points for four dimensions, we estimated a linear regression model with 

Table 3.  Factors and levels of FD and index points.

Factors Levels Point

1 Occupation Head of city administration 1
University professor 1
Seller in a shoe store 4
Hotel maid 7

2 Income 1,500 USD 3
600 USD 4
120 USD 6

3a Prestige of 
the area of 
residence

City center – 2.5 km from Bessarabs’ka square 0.5
Apartment in the Shevchenkivskyi district adjacent to the 
central subway station

1

Old districts far away from metro stations 2
3b House type New business class buildings 1

‘Stalin period’ – 1930–50s during the 20th century 0.5
Panel houses built before 1991 2.5

4a Number of m2 
per living person

45 0.63
20 1
5 1.75

4b Year of last 
repair

2018 0.25
2005 0.75
Before 1990 1.75

4c Number of 
bathrooms

2 0.25
1 0.5

4d Durable items All necessary household technical items are available, 
including dishwasher and tumble dryer

0.25

Only technical items necessary for life are available: 
refrigerator and stove

1

extra Gender Male -
Female -
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Table 4.  Estimation results FAWISC dependent on four dimensions (OLS with clustered 
standard errors).

Factor Coefficient Std. err  

Occupation 0.557 (0.513)  
Income level 3.810 (0.136)  
Area of residence 0.420 (0.104)  
Housing conditions 1.988 (0.150)  
   
Constant -4.793 (0.694)  
   
Number of respondents 791
Number of vignettes 6.293
R2  .249

Source: Own calculation.

the vignette evaluation (transferred to the AWSCI points) as the dependent variable. The 
eight vignette variables measuring the four dimensions have been combined into four 
factor scores contributing to the index value. The primary objective of our analysis was 
to estimate the weights of four dimensions based on the results of the survey experi-
ments. We built a linear regression model including a constant. Both the original and the 
adapted version of the status index do not have a ‘natural’ zero point; therefore, we 
decided to include a constant in the regression model.

From the obtained model (see Table 4), it can be seen that the factor ‘income level’ 
(3.81) has the largest contribution, and the factor ‘housing conditions’ (1.99) is in second 
place. The contribution of the others factors is much smaller and is almost at the same 
level (‘Occupation’ .56 and ‘Area of residence’ .42). As a result, we applied the follow-
ing formula to modify the AWSCI

	 FAWISC = �(‘occupation’ × 0.56 + ‘income level’ × 3.81 + ‘area of residence’ 
× 0.42 + ‘condition of housing’ × 1.99) – 4.79.

These results show us that the theoretically based weights of the AWSCI differ signifi-
cantly from the empirically based ones. In fact, we see that – given our evaluation with 
respondents instead of experts – occupation only plays a minor role in status prediction, 
whereas income and, surprisingly, the ‘quality’ of housing has a much higher predictive 
power. In the remainder of the article, we discuss these deviations from the theoretically 
adapted index and present suggestions for further evaluating these findings.7

Based on the formula, the lower limit of the index is the value of 2.01 points, and 
the upper limit is 42.71. We translated the values of the empirical study into the six 
status categories using the logic described above, and obtained the following intervals 
(see Table 5):
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Validity checks

We use the subgroup analysis as a strategy to test for construct validity. We assume that 
for subgroups of respondents some dimensions should indicate theoretically expected 
differences. More precisely, we tested the influence of three binary characteristics of the 
respondent on the size of the weight of the characteristics: gender, age group, and subjec-
tive social status.

In the subgroup analysis of gender, we determine a significant difference in the effect 
size of ‘income level’. For men, this characteristic is more important than for women 
(see Figure 1). This is theoretically expected since there is a clear gender pay gap in 
Ukraine (according to the State Statistics Service of Ukraine,8 it was 18.6% in favor of 
men in 2023). Since the shares of employed men and women also differ, we expect that 
income level is more important for men than for women. A Chow test reveals a signifi-
cant difference only for income level (F-test statistic 12.09 (df 1), p = .0005).

In a second model (see Figure 2), we compare two age groups: younger and older than 
45 years (the younger group includes 45). It is assumed that respondents over 45 years of 
age (whose main socialization took place in the USSR) would give occupation a higher 
relevance than respondents younger than 45 years. For income, we expect a reversed pat-
tern, simply assuming that older respondents more probably stick to occupations as sali-
ent status markers and give income a lower weight (income inequality was relatively 
smaller in the past). The Chow test indeed detects that the relevance of occupation is 
higher for respondents from the older age group (F Test statistic 7.37 df(1) p = .0068). In 
tendency, income level is evaluated as more important in the younger group (but the dif-
ference is not statistically significant at the 10% level, p = .1185).

Finally, we dichotomized the social status of respondents (measured by a subjective 
classification) (see Figure 3). A Chow test reveals that housing conditions differ in their 
impact on the status evaluation, with marginal significance (F Test statistic 3.60 (df 1) 
p = .0582). Substantively, the difference might be explained by the fact that living condi-
tions (size of housing, availability of modern renovations and necessary equipment, etc.) 
are more salient for members of the high-status group.

Taken together, the subgroup comparisons yield some differences that fit theoretical 
expectations. In other words, they indicate construct validity. Note that in general the 
overall differences in judgments are rather small. This points to the external validity of 
the index.

Table 5.  Intervals for categorizing respondents based on FAWISC values.

Class Index value intervals

Upper-high [5.5%] 2.01–4.11
Lower-high [6.4%] 4.11–6.79
Upper-middle [5.5%] 6.79–8.91
Lower-middle [21.3%] 8.91–17.51
Upper-low [47.1%] 17.51–36.61
Lower-low [14.3%] 36.61–42.71

Source: Own calculation.
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Figure 1.  Weight of index characteristics of FAWISC depending on gender of respondents 
(with 2910 vignettes evaluated for men (R2 = .24), and 3383 for women (R2 = .26)).

Figure 2.  Weight of index characteristics of FAWISC depending on age group of respondents 
(with 2457 vignettes evaluated for older respondents (R2 = .26), and 3836 for being 45 years or 
younger (R2 = .25)).
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In order to check predictive validity of the index, we finally calculated based on 
respondents’ occupation, income level, area of residence and condition of housing three 
status indices for the respondents (using the different formulas for Warner SCI (WSCI), 
adapted Warner ISC (AWSCI), and factorial Warner ISC (FAWISC). We compared these 
index values for the social status of respondents to their subjective evaluation of own 
social status, and used the most popular tool for subjective social status measurement in 
Ukraine – ‘The test of integral self-assessment of social status’. In this measurement, 
respondents are asked to determine their place on the ‘ladder’ of social status. We used a 
5-point scale, where 5 is the highest status and 1 is the lowest. To highlight it again, the 
index values were calculated based on the respondents’ information on occupation, 
income level, area of residence and housing conditions (provided in the survey).

To assess the relationship between the three indicators and these variables, the 
Spearman rank correlation coefficient was used. The strength of the correlation was 
–0.344 (p < 0.01) for the WSCI, –0.356 (p < 0.01) for the AWSCI, and –0.483 (p < 0.01) 
for the FAWISC, respectively. Note that the coding order of variables is reversed for ‘lad-
der’ and the indices. The (by far) largest correlation was detected between the FAWISC 
and the ‘ladder’ indicator, which supports the predictive validity of the modified index.

Discussion and conclusion

In this article, we employed the factorial design method to evaluate an index of social 
status in contemporary Ukraine. We built upon the previous work of Kovalska (2019, 
2020) by testing her suggestion of a status measurement index which comprises four 

Figure 3.  Weight of index characteristics of FAWISC depending on social status of 
respondents (with 4373 vignettes evaluated for low-status respondents (R2 = .26), and 1816 for 
high-status respondents (R2 = .24)).
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independent dimensions (occupation, income level, area of residence, housing quality) 
and that was developed through expert discussion. A total of 791 respondents from the 
city of Kyiv evaluated approximately 6400 vignettes (describing fellow citizens), which 
varied orthogonally with respect to the factors of occupation, income, area of residence 
(neighborhood), and housing conditions (quality of housing). The four dimensions of the 
Kovalska’s proposed index (AWSCI) were translated into eight vignette factors, which 
were used to construct a fractionalized sample of vignette persons. The social status of 
these fictive characters was rated using these factors that corresponded to Lloyd Warner’s 
original concept. The factors of occupation and income situation were found to be inde-
pendent, while the factor of area of residence of Warner’s concept was split into two 
parts: ‘prestige of the area of residence’ and ‘house type’. The factor of ‘house type’ was 
constructed to contain four sub-characteristics: ‘number of square meters per person’, 
‘year of last repair’, ‘number of bathrooms’, and ‘durable items’.

The results of the analyses indicate that the factor ‘income level’ has the largest influ-
ence on the model’s predictive capacity, with a coefficient of 3.81. This is followed by 
the factor associated with ‘housing conditions’, which has a magnitude of 1.99. The 
contributions of the remaining factors, namely ‘occupation’ (0.56) and ‘area of resi-
dence’ (0.42), emerge as notably smaller, indicating a comparably marginal influence on 
the overall status evaluation. Our findings from the survey indicate substantial deviations 
from the expected coefficients based on the theoretical considerations of experts. 
Substantively, our analysis indicates that occupation has an even more limited impact on 
status evaluation compared to the experts’ estimation in previous research of Kovalska 
(2019). It is important to note that the use of the factorial design method in the assess-
ment of occupation for the social status has an obvious limitation in the study at hand. 
Because we had to work with a fractionalized sample of vignettes in the experiment we 
could only vary four types of occupation. Although the four occupations came from dif-
ferent occupational status positions it would be recommended to include a much larger 
number of occupations in future studies (e.g. from all ISCO main categories).

Income level and, somewhat unexpectedly, the perceived ‘quality of housing’, 
contribute significantly to social status evaluation. We interpret the ‘quality of hous-
ing’ dimension as another ‘material’ criterion – in contrast to the neighborhood (‘area 
of residence’) which is more in line with classic concepts of high or low-status places 
to reside. In other words: it is not the location that provides Ukrainians with social 
status. It is more the characteristics of the housing: How modern is it? Does it have 
amenities? The low importance of the ‘area of residence’ is to some degree indicative 
for the loss of homogeneity in residential development in formerly prestigious (cen-
tral) areas, where ‘old’ houses without appropriate renovation and amenities can be 
frequently observed. The characteristic of ‘housing conditions’ constitutes a more 
direct manifestation of residents’ social status. Consequently, this status signal is 
more dynamic and easier to ‘read’ in society, which explains the larger weight given 
to this characteristic.

Taken together, both ‘material’ dimensions currently drive the assignment of social 
status. This result refers to a profound transformation of the outdated ‘Soviet’ social order, 
which was mainly structured according to the contributions of individuals to the ‘Soviet’ 
system. With the advent of the market transformation, however, the value of material 
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rewards derived from various market activities (including the black market and corrup-
tion) and the investment into better housing conditions become increasingly significant.

Note again that research was conducted with residents of the city of Kyiv. Nevertheless, 
we assume that overall patterns detected apply in general to other parts of Ukraine as 
well. But it well can be that the dominance of material factors is more pronounced in the 
metropolitan area. As the largest city in Ukraine, Kyiv certainly has a distinct employ-
ment structure, housing market, and socio-economic dynamics that may not fully reflect 
the status evaluation patterns in other regions. While our findings may provide a robust 
assessment of status perceptions in an urban context, they may not be directly generaliz-
able to the more rural regions. Future research should examine how these status determi-
nants vary across different regional contexts, including smaller cities, rural areas, and 
war-affected regions.9

While our major finding demonstrates that occupation plays a relatively minor role in 
determining social status compared to income and housing conditions, the concept of 
occupation as a source of prestige nevertheless might regain importance in the near 
future. Ukraine is still in a state of an ongoing war which precipitates an economic reces-
sion, a surge in unemployment, and a general impoverishment of the population. 
Occupations that serve the basic needs of the state in wartime are in demand. These 
include medical doctors, construction workers, and military personnel. The number of 
people employed in these sectors is constantly growing. In addition, the processes of 
internal migration (within Ukraine) and external migration will very likely result in the 
emergence of new status markers (such as displacement, refugee status in another coun-
try, and the ability to remit financial resources to family members who remain in 
Ukraine). Certain areas of residence will gain or lose their impact on social status. It 
appears that certain regions of western Ukraine have become more attractive as a result 
of internal migration.

To sum up, the multidimensional index has the potential to serve as an explanatory 
variable in sociological research on Ukrainian society. Its application extends to the 
study of social stratification, as well as to analyses of values, leisure practices, and politi-
cal orientations across different social groups. Integrating this index into broader socio-
logical studies can provide deeper insights into how status characteristics influence 
various aspects of social life in contemporary Ukraine.
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Notes

1.	 This included the following categories: inherited wealth, earned wealth, interest on deposits, 
fees, salary, private assistance (dependent on a private person), social assistance from the 
state.

2.	 In Ukraine, this method of survey experiments has been tested and widely used in social 
science (Gorbachyk and Lokteva, 2015; Marchenko and Sydorov, 2014; Sydorov, 2015; 
Sydorov and Dovbnya, 2019).

3.	 In many studies, the method has been applied in the evaluation of social stratification and 
inequality (e.g. Auspurg and Hinz, 2014; Meudell, 1982; Nock, 1982).

4.	 The combination of attributes in some vignette cases, by the nature of the experiment, may 
deviate from expected real-life situations in society.

5.	 The parameters of the panel meet the requirements of the ESOMAR Code.
6.	 Usually, one gets an idea of selectivity of online access panels if one compares the panelists 

with population data. However, official population statistics in Ukraine are outdated, particu-
larly because of internal and external migration (that massively increased due to the war).

7.	 Just for information: The gender of vignette person did not affect the status evaluation at all.
8.	 State Statistics Service of Ukraine Report, ‘Women and men in the labor market’. https://

ukrstat.gov.ua/operativ/pro_stat/Prosto/m&w/j_ch_na%20runky_praci.pdf.
9.	 To develop a more comprehensive status index, which is beyond the scope of our validation, it 

would be necessary to create a generic representation of the area of residence for each locality 
in Ukraine. One potential solution to this problem is to identify universal characteristics of 
neighborhood prestige. For instance, geographical proximity to the city center or the availa-
bility of department stores/supermarket chains that have different social status markers could 
be considered. To this end, additional survey research combined with geo-coded information 
based on general population sample is required.
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Résumé
Dans cette étude, nous analysons comment est évalué le statut social au sein de la société 
ukrainienne contemporaine (à partir du cas de la ville de Kiev). L’hypothèse de départ était que 
le statut social s’éloigne des mesures traditionnelles basées sur la profession qui prévalent dans 
les contextes occidentaux et soit plus étroitement lié à la richesse matérielle qu’à la profession. 
À partir d’une approche multidimensionnelle (l’indice des caractéristiques du statut de Warner), 
une expérience d’enquête factorielle nous sert à tester l’importance de quatre dimensions 
(indépendantes) pour l’évaluation du statut : la profession, le revenu, la zone de résidence et 
les conditions de logement. L’expérience a été menée sous la forme d’une enquête en ligne à 
Kiev en 2023. Les résultats confirment que le revenu est le principal déterminant pour évaluer 
le statut social, suivi par les conditions de logement, tandis que la profession et la zone de 
résidence exercent une moindre influence. Les critères d’évaluation du statut social restent 
similaires quelque soit le genre, l’âge et la strate socioéconomique. Cette étude contribue à 
établir un indice standardisé pour mesurer le statut social et met en évidence les nuances de 
la stratification sociale en Ukraine. Enfin, nous analysons de manière critique nos résultats et 
l’importance future de la profession comme marqueur de statut social en raison de la guerre 
actuelle et de ses conséquences.

Mots-clés
guerre en Ukraine, indice des caractéristiques du statut de Warner, mesure du statut social, 
plan factoriel, validité empirique
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Resumen
Este artículo analiza cómo se evalúa el estatus social en la sociedad ucraniana contemporánea 
(tomando como ejemplo la ciudad de Kiev). La hipótesis de partida era que el estatus social 
se desviara de las medidas tradicionales basadas en la profesión, predominantes en contextos 
occidentales, y que estuviera más estrechamente relacionado con la riqueza material que con 
la profesión. Utilizando un enfoque multidimensional (el Índice de Características de Estatus de 
Warner), se realizó un experimento de encuesta factorial para evaluar la importancia de cuatro 
dimensiones (independientes) en la evaluación del estatus: profesión, ingresos, zona de residencia 
y condiciones de la vivienda. El experimento se llevó a cabo a través de una encuesta online en 
Kiev en 2023. Los resultados confirman que los ingresos son el principal determinante de la 
evaluación del estatus social, seguidos de las condiciones de la vivienda, mientras que la profesión 
y la zona de residencia ejercen una influencia menor. Los criterios para evaluar el estatus social se 
mantienen consistentes en función del género, la edad y el estrato socioeconómico. Este estudio 
contribuye al establecimiento de un índice estandarizado para medir el estatus social y destaca los 
matices de la estratificación social en Ucrania. Finalmente, se analizan críticamente los hallazgos 
del estudio y la relevancia futura de la profesión como indicador de estatus debido a la guerra 
actual y sus consecuencias.

Palabras clave
diseño factorial, guerra en Ucrania, Índice de Características del Estatus de Warner, medición 
del estatus social, validez empírica




