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WHO IS SUFFERING GENDER-BASED VIOLENCE IN UKRAINE?
A SNAPSHOT OF DOMESTIC VIOLENCE DURING WAR
AND A GLOBAL PANDEMIC

Research has shown that the risk for violent victimisation, including various forms of abuse and
sexual violence, is high among individuals forced to leave their homes due to wars, humanitarian
emergencies, and violent conflicts. Unfortunately, little is known about such critical issue as domestic
violence within the home, as most research on humanitarian crises covers violence outside the home.
Given that the home remains one of the most dangerous places for vulnerable individuals during
wartime, it is crucial to address who is most vulnerable to becoming a victim of domestic violence in
current war-torn societies such as Ukraine. Further, it is imperative to understand the characteristics
of domestic violence at the “intersection” of war and a global pandemic. We use primary,
self-reported survey data from an international research project entitled “A Cross-National Study of
the Global Pandemic, Deviance and Health” to provide a snapshot of domestic violence in the current
Ukrainian society and analyse the characteristics of self-reported domestic violence, both
psychological and physical, which has been taking place during the Russian invasion of Ukraine and
a global pandemic. Specifically, this study addresses the following research questions: What are the
levels of domestic violence (both physical and psychological abuse) when it happens at the time of
“intersection” between war and a pandemic? Who is the most likely to become a victim of domestic
violence in this unique situation? Results from logistic regression models reveal that, compared to
single individuals in Ukraine, people who cohabitate with their partners are at a higher risk of
psychological abuse, while being married emerges as a “protective” factor against physical abuse.
Additionally, having a higher SES significantly reduces the risk of psychological abuse from an
intimate partner. Notably, in contrast with prior research, our results show that men's odds of
experiencing physical abuse are higher. Explanations for these unique findings and suggestions for
future research are discussed.
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XTO B YKPAIHI IIOTEPITA€ BIJ] IFEHJAEPHOI'O HACHJIBCTBA? )
JOMAIIHE HACWIBCTBO I YAC BIMHHU TA I''IOBAJIBHOI ITAHJIEMII

3a oanumu docniddicenns, pusuK HACUNLHUYLKOI Gikmumizayii, 30kpema, pi3Hux Gopm dcopcmorozo
NOBOOJICEHHSL MA CEKCYATbHO20 HACUTLCMEA, € GUCOKUM ceped ocCib, AKI 3Myweni 3anmumumu ceoi
OOMIBKU BHACAIOOK GIlIHU, HAO3BUYAUHUX 2yMaHIimapHux cumyayii i xonguikmie. Ha scanv, mano
8I00MO NPO MAKY KPUMUYHY NPOOIeMY, K OOMAUIHE HACUTLCNGEO, OCKIIbKU OLIbMICMb Q0CTIONCEHD
nio yac 2n00anbHUX Kpu3 OKYCYIombCs HA HACUTLCMEI no3a 00MOM. 3 o0enady Ha me, wjo Oim
3AAUMAEMbCSL. OOHUM 3 HAUHeOe3NeYHIUUX Micyb OIS 6pA3IUSUX OCiO nid wac iU, 8 Makuil uac
0ydrce BANCIUBO 38EPHYMU Y6aA2y HA Nt00el, SKI € Haubiibl 6pasiusumu 00 mozo, wob cmamu
24CEPMBOIO0 OOMAUIHBO2O HACUTLCMBA 6 CYCNINbCMBAX, OXONAEHUX 6IUHOI0, HANpuKiad, ¢ Yxpaiui.
Kpim moeo, neobxiono susnauumu xapaxmepucmuky 00MauiHb020 HACUTLCMEA, Ke 8i00Y68aAcMbCs HA
“nepemuni” giinu ma 2n06anbHoi nandemii. Mu GUKOPUCMOBYEMO NEPEUHHI OaHi ONUMYBAHHS 3
MIHCHAPOOHO20  OOCHIOHUYbKO20 npoekmy  “MidxcHapoOHe Oocniodxcenuss 2nobanvHoi nandemii,
O0egianmuoi nosedinku ma 300po8’sa” 011 moeo, wjob Kpawe 3po3yMimu OOMAWHE HACUTLCMBO 6
CYHACHOMY  YKPAIHCOKOMY —CYCRINbCMEI MA NPOAHANI3Y8aAmU  Xapakmepucmuxu O0OMAuHb020
HACUTbCmea (NCUXON02IUH020 ma Gizuunoeo), sAKe 8i06Y68aI0Cs Ni0 4aAC POCIiCbKO20 6MOPSHEHHS 8
Yxpainy ma enobanvuoi nandemii. 30xkpema, y ybomy 00CRiONHCEHHI pO32AAOAOMBCA MAKI NUMAHHA:
SAKUM € PIBEHb 0OMAUHBO2O HACUTLCMBA (PI3UUH020 MaA NCUXON02INHO20) nid uac “nepemuny’”’ GitiHu
ma nauoemii, a makodxic Xmo HAUIMOGIpHiule CMAe Hcepmeo OOMAUHbO2O HACUTbCMBA 6 Yill
cumyayii. 3a pezyromamamu mMooeneil 102iCMUdHOI peepecii, NOPIBHIHO 3 HEOOPYIHCEHUMU 0COOAMU 6
Vxpaini, moou, saki npoowcusaroms pasom 3i ceoimu napmuepamu, nio0aromvca OiTbUOMY PUSUKY
ACUXONIOSTUHO20 HACUTLCTNEA, 800HOYAC W0 € hopmoio “3axuchozo” gakmopa npomu Qizuunozo
Hacuneemsa. Kpim moeo, euwuil  coyianbHO-eKOHOMIUHUL CMAmMyc 3HAYHO 3HUIICYE  PUSUK
NCUXON0TUHO20 HACUNLCMEA 3 OOKY IHMUMHO20 napmuepa. Ha 6iominy 6i0 nonepeoHix 0ocnioicen,
Hawii pe3yibmamu noKA3yiomy, Wo WAancy 3a3Hamu Qi3uyHo20 HACUTLCMEA € SUUMU OJIA YOJI0GIKIE,
HIdHC 071 JHCIHOK. BHeceHo npono3uyii w000 MatloymHix 00CaioHceHy.

Kniouosi cnoea: oomawine Hacumbcmeo, GiliHA, pOCilicbke 6MOpeHeHHs, 2100aNbHA NAHOeMis,
Vkpaina.

Interpersonal violence, mainly domestic and/or gender-based violence, has quickly
become a public health priority, especially for individuals who have experienced
humanitarian emergencies, including violent conflicts and war [1-4]. While violence impacts
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boys, girls, men, and women differently, it nonetheless has lasting and pervasive
consequences not only for one’s health, including psychopathology but also for the
long-term equity and economic growth of a society [5-9].

Due to the nature and prevalence of violence in humanitarian settings, international
agencies have renewed their commitment to finding ways to reduce violence and their
long-term consequences [10]. However, much of this research has been relegated to
addressing high-profile forms of violence, including rape, sexual abuse by armed groups, and
violence experienced by those internally displaced during the war [4; 11; 12]. While these
types of violence are serious, research has often shown that the most dangerous place for
women during humanitarian settings is within their households [13-15]. Unfortunately, due
to households being so private, the violence experienced within the home during
humanitarian unrest is often underexplored [16-18].

With this limitation in mind, this study seeks to fill the gaps in our knowledge about
domestic violence during humanitarian conflicts, with a special focus on Ukraine. Since
2014, Russian threats have escalated into armed conflict in Eastern Ukraine and Crimea,
ultimately resulting in the annexation of the Crimean Peninsula. This ongoing war by Russia
expanded in 2022 following the Kremlin’s unprovoked invasion of Ukraine. This has
resulted in a record number of civilian causalities in Ukraine and many more individuals
seeking refuge in Europe or experiencing internal displacement in Ukraine [19; 20].
Accordingly, research has focused predominantly on those who have fled their homes, with
only a small amount of research comparing the experiences of those who remained at home
to those who left the country.

We also expand this research on humanitarian-based domestic violence by considering
how the COVID-19 pandemic has also exacerbated the consequences of this violence.
Research shows that COVID-19 has increased domestic violence in the household, with
research documenting that this is a trend experienced globally [21-23]. Unfortunately, the
work analysing domestic violence during the vulnerable times of cumulative crises,
including the COVID-19 pandemic and war-related humanitarian crises, is still relatively
limited. Further, this work has not been reanalysed since Russia’s newest unprovoked air,
land, and sea invasion of Ukraine in 2022.

Using primary, self-reported survey data from an international survey entitled A Cross-
National Study of the Global Pandemic, Deviance and Health, conducted between
November 2021 and September 2022, we analyse the incidence of self-reported domestic
violence during the Ukraine-Russian war. We argue that certain groups are more vulnerable
than others to becoming domestic violence victims. This vulnerability may be particularly
critical to assess in countries like Ukraine, which recently experienced cumulative disasters
such as the COVID-19 pandemic and war. To provide a better image of who is more likely
to be a victim, we consider how the demographics of individuals residing in Ukraine,
including gender, age, socioeconomic status, and marital status, are associated with the risk
of physical and psychological abuse.

Domestic and gender-based violence during wartime. Gender-based and interpersonal
or domestic violence is a tool routinely utilised to intimidate and control individuals during
war [24]. Gender-based violence is broadly defined as “any act that is perpetrated against a

54 ISSN 1681-116X. Ukr. socium, 2022, Ne 3 (82)



Who 1s suffering gender-based violence in Ukraine?

person’s will and based on gender norms and unequal power relationships” [25]. It can
include various forms of interpersonal violence, including physical, psychological,
economic, or even sexual acts of violence [26; 27]. Indeed, estimates suggest that anywhere
from 3 to 52 percent of women can experience some form of violence during times of
conflict [4; 28]. In addition, 35 percent of women who have experienced physical or sexual
violence often experience this violence at the hands of their partners or some
other perpetrator, resulting in lasting mental, physical and reproductive health
consequences [17; 29; 30].

Work that considers the relationship between complex humanitarian crises and violence
often stresses how gender-based and/or domestic violence are attributed to economic strains,
family and community structures changes, and the normalisation of violence within the
home [31]. For example, stress-related conflict can trigger the emotions of those who
previously experienced violence, often resulting in more violence [32; 33]. Economic
conditions can also aggravate vulnerabilities to violence [10; 28]. Stress due to job loss and
financial insecurity has been classified as a major motive for male perpetration of violence
[10; 28]. Further, research has found that more than half of all married women experience
some form of violence during emergencies, including sexual, physical, and emotional
violence. Other factors, such as age, can also impact one’s experience with violence [34; 35].

However, most of what we know about the connections between humanitarian crises
and domestic violence focus on individuals who are forced to leave their homes or on certain
types of violence, such as rape and sexual abuse by armed individuals [11; 12]. We also
know that the home remains one of the most dangerous places for women during
wartime [13-15]. Unfortunately, due to the intimate nature of violence within the home,
violence experienced in the home during humanitarian crises is not well developed [16-18].

Violence during the global pandemic. The COVID-19 pandemic is both a criminal
justice and public health concern, which has fundamentally altered how we handle crime and
victimisation and how public health policies may fundamentally alter crime both during
COVID-19 and during future pandemics. Research has often attributed COVID-19 to a
decrease in certain types of crimes, including property crimes, robberies, and some forms of
assault [23], but has increased other forms of crimes, such as an intimate partner or domestic
violence [21; 36]. This is a trend that has been well-documented across the globe. For
instance, a meta-analysis by Piquero and colleagues (2021) found a moderate to a substantial
increase in domestic violence [21]. A study focusing on North America, Europe, Asia-
Pacific, Africa, and other contexts, found that domestic violence increased for a certain time,
regardless of the country context [37]. While past research clearly illustrates the need to
address domestic violence during the pandemic, there is limited evidence on the vulnerability
to domestic violence in the context of multiple crises, including war and COVID-19.

Present study: The context of Ukraine. Protests and the Revolution of Dignity in Kyiv,
Ukraine’s capital, resulted in a pro-Russian administration fleeing the country in early 2014.
During political instability and unrest in the country, Russian threats have escalated into
armed conflict between Russian-based forces and the Ukrainian military in Eastern Ukraine
and Crimea, resulting in Russia’s annexation of the Crimean Peninsula. As the war became a
stalemate later that year, shelling and hostilities in the Donbas border frontlines continued.
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For eight years, the Donbas war has resulted in more than 14,000 civilian deaths and forced a
few million people to relocate from the Donbas region [38].

After the Kremlin’s full-scale land, sea, and air invasion of Ukraine in February 2022,
the war in Ukraine escalated further. At the same time, the Kremlin refused to call the
invasion a war and referred to it as a special military operation and the liberation of Donbas.
Since the beginning of the full-scale armed attack, Russian forces have been trying to
establish control over the Donbas region and broaden their invasion of the country. Between
February and September 18th, 2022, there have been 14,532 confirmed civilian casualties in
Ukraine, at least 6,6 million refugees have fled to Europe, and at least 7,7 million people
have been displaced within Ukraine [20]. Since the start of Russia’s unprovoked attack on
Ukraine in early 2022, gender-based violence, including but not limited to sexual violence,
has been reported [39]. Current anecdotal reports of this violence have been relegated to
understanding violence among women and girls attempting to flee their homes [19; 40]. As
an estimated 12,8 million people, or 17,5 percent of Ukraine’s population, have been
displaced (and this number continues to grow daily); thus, it is not a surprise that most of the
violence is being reported at border crossing points, bomb shelters, or other transit points
[19; 40].

Sadly, the war is not the only hardship that Ukraine has had to experience in recent
years. At the beginning of 2020, the world declared the COVID-19 virus outbreak. The
outbreak was recognised as a pandemic in March 2020 and resulted in widespread closures
and shutdowns. As a result of the pandemic, regulating healthcare, hospitality, education,
and other industries has become more challenging. Globally, the pandemic disrupted
people’s ordinary daily practices and routines, and Ukraine was no exception. When the
Russian military attack began in 2022, many communities across Ukraine were already
vulnerable to the pandemic’s consequences. As Russia invaded Ukraine, another wave of
COVID-19 caused by the omicron strain was at its peak, and the war drastically worsened
the situation. Many people have not had access to medical attention, and hospitalisation is
limited due to the destroyed or overcrowded hospitals [41].

The impacts that humanitarian crises have on violence, particularly domestic violence,
have been well documented in Ukraine. Past reports have indicated that internally displaced
women may receive the bulk of the violence in this country context. Analyses of domestic
violence in Ukraine in 2014, following Russia’s invasion and annexation of Crimea, found
that violence rates were as high as 22,4 percent, with at least 5,3 percent of this occurring in
the home versus being among those who are internally displaced [40]. However, there are
several areas of research that need to be further explored. First, the overall impact
COVID-19 has had on domestic violence trends has been explored using anecdotal data or
data from non-government organisations (NGOs). While meaningful, this work is still
relatively limited. However, this work finds that there was a twofold increase in domestic
violence in 2020 compared to the previous year' [42; 43]. Further, surveys collected by
NGOs found that domestic violence became more frequent and violent, particularly during

! Level of domestic violence increases in Ukraine due to COVID-19 pandemic. (2020). Kyiv Post. URL:
https://www.kyivpost.com/ukraine-politics/level-of-domestic-violence-increases-in-ukraine-due-to-covid-
19-pandemic.html
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lockdowns [42]. Accordingly, the relatively limited research on this subject is surprising,
given that the relationship between COVID-19 and domestic violence is well-researched in
other countries' contexts. Studying domestic violence in the context of the COVID-19
pandemic in Ukraine, a country currently experiencing war, can provide us with some unique
insights into domestic violence trends. Second, while the number of domestic violence
remains low (5,3 percent) based on previous studies, we know very little about those
experiencing the violence as the research overwhelmingly focuses on the experiences of
internally displaced individuals. However, because the household is considered private,
violence is often underexplored, especially during times of war [16-18]. Further, our
empirical knowledge of gender-based violence in Ukraine is still relatively relegated to
experiences that happened at the onset of the invasion of Crimea and the years following but
have not been updated to understand the impact of Russia’s full invasion of Ukraine on
violence.

To fill these gaps in the literature, this exploratory study focuses on the crucial yet
understudied topic concerning vulnerability to different forms of domestic violence in
contemporary Ukraine. Specifically, we analyse domestic violence in the household during
the Ukraine-Russian war that escalated in 2022 and consider how the sociodemographic
statuses of individuals residing in Ukraine, including gender, age, socioeconomic status, and
marital status, are associated with the risk of physical and psychological abuse. This study
aims to answer the following research questions focusing on Ukraine: What are the levels of
domestic violence (both physical and psychological abuse) when it happens at the time of
“intersection” between war and a pandemic? Who is the most likely to become a victim of
domestic violence in this unique situation?

Data and Methods. Data used in this study are from the international survey “A
Cross-National Study of the Global Pandemic, Deviance and Health”, which took place
between November 2021 and September 2022. These data were collected anonymously
online via google forms across six countries: Ukraine, Guatemala, the United States,
Denmark, the Netherlands, and Pakistan. Prior to the dissemination of the survey, this study
was approved by the US institutional review board. The questionnaire was shared by the
research team via social media, group emails and messages, posters, and other means of
advertising the survey. Respondents who were 18 or older and resided in one of the countries
participated in the study.

The Ukrainian component of the study was also supported by SOCIOINFORM, a
well-established research organisation located in Ukraine with a significant record of
conducting survey data for researchers and various national and international organisations.
Specifically, together with the primary research team, SOCIOIFORM has contributed to
disseminating the survey among respondents residing in Ukraine. The survey questionnaire
was written in English and then translated into Ukrainian by linguists fluent in both
languages. It was also pre-tested among a sample of Ukrainian respondents and then revised
based on those pretests before disseminating the survey. The questionnaire included items
used and validated in prior research in Ukraine and other international contexts [44-46], as
well as various novel measures that have not been comprehensively incorporated in the past.
The final analytic sample consisted of 773 respondents.
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Measures and analytic strategy. Dependent variables. We include two dependent
variables representing different forms of domestic violence in this study. First is the
experience of physical abuse. The question asked respondents how frequently they have
experienced physical abuse from their intimate partner such as spouse/boyfriend/girlfriend
(e.g., they pushed, slapped, shook, and/or used force in any other way) since the start of the
COVID-19 pandemic. Responses were recoded to represent 1 = experienced abuse;
0 = never experienced abuse. Second, we included the experience of psychological abuse,
which was measured by asking respondents about the experiences of psychological abuse
from their intimate partner such as spouse/boyfriend/girlfriend (e.g., they screamed at them,
called them names, and/or were very mean with their words). Responses were recoded to
represent 1 = experienced abuse; 0 = never experienced abuse.

Predictor variables. We included various sociodemographic variables to assess the
vulnerability to both physical and psychological abuse. First is gender, with 1 = female;
0 = male. Second is age, measured in years old. Further, SES is captured by the relative
socioeconomic status of respondents compared to others. Specifically, they were asked how
much financially better or worse off they consider themselves compared to others. Responses
ranged from 1 = much worse off to 5 = much better off. Higher scores represent higher SES.
Similar measures have been used and validated in prior survey studies [47]. Finally, we
included the marital status of the respondent where 0 = single (reference category);
1 = married; 2 = living with a partner; 3 = divorced/widowed/separated [45].

Analytic strategy. We conduct a series of multiple logistic regression models to assess
the proposed relationships of interest, which is appropriate given our binary outcomes.
Variance inflation factors (VIFs) in all the models were less than 3, ruling out any
multicollinearity issues [48].

Results. Descriptive statistics shown in Table 1 reveal that our sample includes about
55% female respondents, and the average participants’ age is 43 years old. Most of the
respondents are married (51%), followed by those that are single (23%), divorced, widowed,
or separated (20%) and individuals living with their partners (5%). Additionally, most
respondents indicated that they are generally on the same level as others regarding their
socioeconomic status (SES mean = 2,912).

Table 1
Descriptive statistics of study variables, N = 773
Mean or % SD Min Max
Physical abuse 0,088 0,283 0 1
Psychological abuse 0,332 0,471 0 1
Female 0,554 0,497 0 1
Age 43,722 16,020 18 82
SES 2,916 0,602 1 5
Single (ref.) 0,233 0,423 0 1
Married 0,511 0,500 0 1
Living with a partner 0,052 0,222 0 1
Divorced/widowed/separated 0,204 0,404 0 1
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Further, Table 2 includes figures representing logistic regression coefficients predicting
physical abuse (Model 1) and psychological abuse (Model 2). First, we find that the odds
of experiencing physical abuse are roughly 50 percent higher for males than females
(b = -0,685; p < 0,05). Further, compared to single people, those who are married are at a
lower risk of physical abuse by their partners (b = —0,942; p < 0,05). Specifically, the odds of
physical abuse are about 61 percent lower among married individuals in contrast to their
single counterparts. Next, findings reveal that SES is significantly and negatively associated
with the risk of psychological abuse. For a one unit increase in SES, the predicted probability
of psychological abuse decreases by roughly 24 percent. Finally, people who cohabitate with
their partners are at a higher risk of psychological abuse. On the other hand, age and being
divorced, widowed, or separated are not significantly associated with physical or
psychological abuse.

Table 2
Logistic regression predicting psychological and physical abuse among Ukrainian
respondents, N = 773

Model 1 Model 2
Physical abuse Psychological abuse
Coefficient (SE) OR Coefficient (SE) OR

Female —0,685 0,504 —0,138 0,871
(0,270) (0,160)

Age 0,009 1,009 0,005 1,005
(0,010 (0,006)

SES —0,008 0,992 —0,275 0,759
(0,214) (0,130)

Married —0,942" 0,390 0,026 1,027
(0,372) (0,229)

Living with a partner 0,256 1,292 1,192 3,295
(0,507) (0,365)

Divorced/widowed/separated -0,738 0,478 -0,189 0,827
(0,467) (0,291)

"p<0,05 "p<0,01; " p<0,001.

Discussion and conclusion. People can experience violence at any point in their lives,
whether there is peace or instability in society. However, threats and victimisation tend to
rise in crises [4; 36]. As a result of humanitarian emergencies, such as wars or pandemics,
certain individuals may be at an increased risk of violent victimisation, including abuse and
different forms of violence. The purpose of this study was to fill gaps in the literature
regarding the vulnerability to domestic violence in the context of war and the COVID-19
pandemic. Specifically, we aimed to understand how individual sociodemographic
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characteristics are associated with physical and psychological abuse in Ukraine, which
currently suffers cumulative crises in the form of war and pandemic.

First, consistent with previous research on the relationship between domestic violence
and economic strains [10; 28], we find that psychological abuse is more likely to occur
among people with lower socioeconomic status. This trend can be potentially explained by
the financial insecurities and stress related to lower income. Further, some individuals may
experience victimisation due to financial dependence on their partners. In addition, we find
that marital status is another important characteristic to consider to better understand
domestic violence. Psychological abuse appears to be more prevalent among Ukrainian
respondents who are cohabiting. In contrast, married couples report fewer incidents of
physical abuse. This finding can be potentially attributed to higher levels of trust, emotional
intimacy, and security among married couples compared to single individuals.

On the other hand, contrary to the previous literature on domestic violence, our results
reveal that male respondents report significantly higher odds of physical abuse than females.
Perhaps, in Ukraine, during such turbulent times as war and pandemic, the levels of
comfortability to report domestic violence have increased among men, but women have
become less comfortable and willing to share their experiences. Overall, future research is
needed to explore the tendencies of male victimisation within households during wars and
global health crises and better address the patterns of reporting domestic violence and
mechanisms explaining these trends.

Whereas this research provides unique insights into domestic violence during crisis in
Ukraine, several limitations must be noted. First, we use cross-sectional self-reported data,
which can suffer from exaggerating issues, difficulty remembering certain aspects, or
withholding information. Additionally, we use a convenience sample, and thus, our findings
cannot be generalisable across Ukraine.

Despite these limitations, our study provides an important foundation for better
understanding the patterns of such critical issues as domestic violence in Ukrainian society.
As it reveals that individuals with certain demographics are more vulnerable than others to
abuse, it is critical for future studies to address the mediating mechanisms explaining the
“how” and “why”. Overall, culturally sensitive, and context-specific studies on domestic
violence will allow the development of more nuanced policies and programs addressing
these issues in Ukraine.
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