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ABSTRACT

Understanding intergenerational transfers of childcare is crucial in the context of declining birth rates, changing
family structures, and population aging. Informal assistance in childcare is highly significant for many families
with young children as it helps them balance their professional and parenting responsibilities. Existing research
indicates that support provided by parents to their adult children in childcare positively impacts decisions regarding
childbirth and women's participation in the labor market.

The aim of this study is to analyze patterns of support transfer between different generations and identify factors
influencingintergenerational transfersin Moldova. Itisbased on data from the "Generations and Gender" (GGS) study
conducted in 2020. Thanks to its representative sample, the study encompasses aspects such as intergenerational
transfers related to childcare and grandchildren, attitudes toward childcare, and socio-demographic variables.
Statistical analysis involves cross-tabulations and logistic regressions to identify factors determining participation/
transmission of support in childcare.

The research findings demonstrate that grandparents provide significant assistance to their adult children in
childcare, particularly during the initial years of the child's life. This support is predominantly received by women
with young children and women with higher education with children. Typically, childcare assistance is offered by
grandparents approaching pre-retirement and retirement ages. Factors such as children's ages, family size, level of
education, and urban residence significantly influence the receipt of childcare assistance. The results underscore the
importance of traditional values and societal expectations, providing a nuanced understanding of intergenerational
relationships amidst a changing demographiclandscape. They could prove valuable for policymakers and developers
of programs supporting families with children.

Keywords: intergenerational transfers, childcare support, Moldova

Intelegerea transferurilor intergenerationale pentru ingrijirea copiilor are o importanti deosebiti in contextul
reducerii ratei fertilitatii, schimbarii structurii familiale si imbéatranirii populatiei. Asistenta informald pentru
ingrijirea copiilor este extrem de valoroasa pentru multe familii cu copii mici, ajutandu-le sd imbine responsabilitatile
lor profesionale si cele parentale. Studiile existente arata ca ajutorul pe care parintii il ofera copiilor lor adulti in
ingrijirea copiilor are un impact pozitiv asupra deciziilor legate de nasterea copiilor si participarea femeilor pe
piata muncii. Scopul acestui studiu este de a analiza modelele transferului de sprijin intre diferite generatii si
de a identifica factorii care influenteazi transferurile intergenerationale in Moldova. Acesta se bazeaza pe datele
studiului ,Generatii si Gen” (GGS), efectuat in 2020. Datorita esantionului reprezentativ, studiul include aspecte
precum transferurile intergenerationale in ingrijirea copiilor si nepotilor, atitudinea fata de ingrijirea copiilor si
variabilele socio-demografice. Analiza statisticd implica tabele incrucisate si regresii logistice pentru a identifica
factorii care determina implicarea/transferul de sprijin in ingrijirea copiilor.

Rezultatele studiului au aratat ca bunicii ofera un sprijin semnificativ copiilor lor adulti in ingrijirea copiilor, in
special in primii ani de viatd a acestora. De reguld, acest sprijin este acordat femeilor cu copii mici si femeilor cu
studii superioare care au copii. De reguld, asistenta in ingrijirea copiilor este oferita de bunicii aflati inainte de
varsta de pensionare si de cei pensionati. Factori precum varsta copiilor, dimensiunea familiei, nivelul de educatie
si locuirea in mediu urban influenteazd semnificativ primirea asistentei pentru ingrijirea copiilor. Rezultatele
subliniazd importanta valorilor traditionale si a asteptarilor sociale, oferind o intelegere subtili a relatiilor dintre
generatii in contextul unei situatii demografice in schimbare si ar putea fi utile pentru elaboratorii de politici si
programe de sustinere a familiilor cu copii.

Cuvinte cheie: transferuri intergenerationale, ingrijirea copiilor, Moldova

IloHnMaHUe MeKIOKOJIEHHBIX TPaHC(HEPTOB II0 YXOAY 3a IeTbMU HMeeT Ba)KHOe 3HaueHUe B KOHTEKCTe CHUXKe-
HUSA POXK/TAEMOCTH, U3MEHEHU T CEMENHOU CTPYKTYPBI U cTapeHus HaceaeHus. HepopmasibHasI MOMOIIB 110 YXOIY
3a JIeTbMU SABJISIETCA OYEHb BAXKHOU JIJIA MHOTHX ceMell ¢ MaJIeHbKMMHU JeThMH, IIOMOTaeT UM COBMEIATh CBOU
npodeccuoHaIbHbIE U POAUTEIbCKHE 00513aHHOCTH. CyIIEeCTBYIOIINE UCCIEOBAHU MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO IIOMOIIIb,
OKasbIBaeMasl pOAUTEIAMHI CBOUM B3POCJBIM JIeTAM II0 YXOAY 3a AETbMU, IOJI0KUTEJTbHOE BJIUSAET HA PElIeHUs
0 POXKJIEHUU JIETEN U YUaCTUH KEHITUH Ha PBIHKE Tpy/a. L[espio JaHHOTO WCCIeI0BAHUS SBJIAETCA aHAJIN3 3a-
KOHOMEPHOCTEH Iepe/iaun MO/IIEPKKU MeXKy Pa3HBIMU ITOKOJIEHUSIMU U BbIABJIEHUE (GAKTOPOB, BIUAIOIINX Ha
MeXKIIOKOJIeHHbIe TpaHcdepThl B MosiioBe. OHO OCHOBBIBAeTCSI Ha JAHHBIX uccaeoBaHus «IlokoneHus u I'eH-
nep» (GGS), mpoBeieHHOTO0 B 2020 roay. biarogaps penpe3eHTaTUBHON BRIOOPKE HCCIEIOBAHNE BKIIOYAIOT TAKHE
acIleKThl, KAaK MEXXIIOKOJIEHHbIE TpaHC(epTHI 1O YXOAY 3a AEThbMU U BHYKaMU, OTHOIIIEHUE K YXOJIy 3a JeThbMH U
coruasibHO-ZieMorpaduyeckue mepeMeHHble. CTaTUCTUUECKUH aHAJIN3 BKJIIOUAET IePEKPECTHBIE TAOIUIIBI U JIO-
TUCTUYECKUE PETPECCHUU /1)1 BBIABJIEHUS (DAKTOPOB, ONPEEIAIONINX YUaCTHe/Iepeiady MOAAEPIKKHU 0 YXOy 3a
JEeTHbMH.
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PesysibTaThl UCC/IEIOBAHUS IOKA3aJIH, YTO 6abyIIIKY U JIeIYIIKH OKa3bIBAIOT 3HAYNTEIHHY 0 IIOMOIIlb CBOU B3POC-
JIBIM JIETSIM II0 YXOJy 32 IEThMHU, 0OCOOEHHO B IepPBbIE TOJIbI UX XKU3HU. Yallle BCero TaKyr MOJIIEPKKY HOJTydaloT
JKEHIIMHBI ¢ MaJIeHbKUMH JIETHMU U JKEHIIIUHBI C BBICIIIUM 00pa3oBaHueM, UMelolnue aereil. Kak npasuio, mo-
MOIIb IO YXOZY 3a IEThbMHU OKa3bIBAIOT 0A0YIIKU U JeAyIIKU IPEIIEeHCHOHHOTO U IIEHCHUOHHOTO Bo3pacTa. Takue
(akTopBhI, KaK BO3paCT AeTel, pa3Mep CEMbH, YPOBEHb 00pa30BaHUSA U IIPOKUBAHHUE B TOPO/ICKON CpeJie, CyIIe-
CTBEHHO BJIMSIOT Ha ITOJTyYEHHE TOMOIIH 0 YXOAY 3a IeThbMHU. Pe3y IbTaThl MOAYEPKUBAOT BaKHOCTD TPAUITUOH-
HBIX [IEHHOCTEH U OOIIECTBEHHBIX 0XKU/IAHUM, 00eCIIeurBasi TOHKOE TOHNMAaH1e OTHOIIIEHUH MeXy TIOKOJIEH U -
MH B YCJIOBUSIX MEHSIOIIENCs feMorpaduueckoil CUTYaluy, 1 MOTYT OKa3aThCs IMOJIE3HBIMU /1JIs pa3pab0TUNKOB
MIOJIUTUKU U IPOTPaMM IOJJIeEP>KKH ceMell ¢ IeTbMU.

Knroyeesie cnosa: mexcnokoseHyeckue mpaHcpepmsl, nomowb no yxody 3a dememu, Mosadosa

INTRODUCTION

The dynamics of intergenerational relationships have Republic of Moldova through Article 48, which provides
gained significant attention in recent years, especially normatively for “the right and duty of parents to ensure
in the context of the imbalance between generations the upbringing, education, and training of children”, as
caused by the low birth rate, population aging and well as the fact that "children are obligated to take care of
migration. Intergenerational relationships refer to the their parents and provide them with assistance”. Actors
chain of relationships between parents, adult children, of intergenerational social networks take different roles
grandchildren, and even great-grandchildren. There in the exchange of private aid (transfers): either as
is a certain reciprocity between each family member beneficiaries/recipients (those who receive the aid), or
that benefits each generation. The intensity of these as givers (those who provide/offer the aid), or both (both
relationships, the mutual support, will change depending those who receive and those providing aid).
on the stage of life, the composition of the family (own
and of parents), family relationships during childhood, In the article, based on data from Generations and
attitudes related to intergenerational support, the socio- Gender Survey, we analyse one of the potentially most
economic status of adult children and their parents. At important domains that characterize the parent-adult
the same time, these relationships are influenced by the offspring relationships - the support and assistance
level of socio-economic development of the country, that is exchanged between them. The purpose of the
urbanization, social policy and developed services, etc. As ~ study is to examine the extent of support for child care
societies age and family structures evolve, understanding and the factors of intergenerational support. Informal
the nature and patterns of intergenerational help has childcare support is essential for many families with
become more important. young children to help them fulfil their work and family
responsibilities.
In Moldova, relations between parents and children have
a strong traditional and emotional charge. The context of The subject of the analysis consists of respondents who
intergenerational support is reflected, albeit somewhat have children under the age of 14, as well as respondents
summarily and tangentially, in the Constitution of the who provide assistance to them.

LITERATURE REVIEW

In recent decades, research into intergenerational areas, including household chores, financial support,
relationships and transfers has garnered substantial child care, and emotional support (Ingersoll-Dayton,
attention in the scientific arena, particularly regarding et.al., 2001).

financial, time, and support care transfers within

the context of assistance provided in raising and Utilizing the GGS data, various types of intergenerational
educating children/grandchildren. Several empirical support were delineated, and a comparative analysis was
studies in the USA and Europe have delved into these conducted for Eastern and Western European countries
complex dynamics, shedding light on various aspects of (Gierveld, Dykstra, & Schenk, 2012). It was found that
intergenerational transfers. Research consistently shows there is a greater likelihood of being involved in providing
that intergenerational support flows primarily downward support to adult children than receiving support from
from old to young, or is balanced, but parents become net them.

beneficiaries of help only at an advanced age (Albertini &

Kohli, 2013; Kohli, 2004; Gierveld, Dykstra, & Schenk, Linked to economic models of fertility decision-making,
2012). Elderly parents often provide assistance in various ~ studies suggest that time transfers and availability
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of grandparental childcare play a significant role in
childbearing decisions of young adults (Eibich & Siedler,
2020). Addressing the demographic and socioeconomic
implications of intergenerational transfers some
papers are concluding on the relationship between the
willingness of grandparents to provide childcare and
the fertility and employment decisions of the second
generation (Thomese & Liefbroer, 2013; Garcia-Moran
& Kuehn, 2017; Hank & Buber, 20009). It has been found
that the proximity of parents and adult children also
plays a role in intergenerational time transfers, affecting
childcare support. So, in this context authors estimated
that around 50 percent of grandparents in the U.S. and
Europe provide some form of assistance with childcare.
British and Australian studies have shown that between a
quarter and a half of employed women have their children
looked after by a grandmother while they are at work
(Millward, 1998).

For grandparents, it is important to provide both
financial and emotional support to their grandchildren.
This reflects a desire to build strong bonds and ensure
the well-being of younger generations (Pillemer, et al.,
2007). There are studies that focus on intergenerational
transfers of financial assistance to adult children,
emphasizing income and wealth as the predominant
determinants of such provisions (Albertini & Radl,
2012). Other studies present empirical arguments
and evidence of cross-national variation concerning
the relationship between family size, birth order, and
intergenerational financial transfers in Europe (Emery,
2013).

In Romanian literature, it is shown that the primary
beneficiaries of intergenerational support transfers are
grandchildren that have grandparents under 70 years old
and, to a lesser extent, elderly individuals over 70 years
old. The relevance of interfamily support in the Romanian
context is fueled by the traditional obligation to assist
family members in need. Studies indicate that individuals
with lower levels of education, greater religiosity, no
professional activity, and who have grandchildren tend
to feel a higher sense of responsibility towards family
members in need (Muresan, 2012).

June No. 172023

The diversity in intergenerational transfers and its
specifics in Moldova have received relatively less
attention. The subject has been explored in works and
studies that evaluate the challenges faced by families with
children in reconciling professional and parental roles
(Chistruga-Sinchevici, 2021). Some tangential reflections
on the topic are presented in the study on the reproductive
behavior of women in the Municipality of Chisinau, which
reveals significant support from grandparents through
financial assistance (54%) and support in raising and
educating the first grandchild (65%). It was observed
that the traditional family relationship model and mutual
support remain relevant (Grigoras, 2022). Several facets
of intergenerational transfers have been elucidated
through analytical studies conducted using the National
Transfer Accounts and the estimation of financial
transfers across generations (Gagauz & Prohnitski,
2022). Intergenerational support has been a subject of
analysis, even in the context of the COVID-19 pandemic,
with studies highlighting the various challenges faced by
families, intergenerational support mechanisms during
crises, and the vulnerability of their members (Gagauz
et al 2021). The relationships between generations are
explored in more detail in the Generations and Gender
study conducted in 2020 (GGS, 2020). Initial analyses of
the survey data have highlighted the presence of strong
traditional bonds among family members of different ages
and mutual support.

Overall, the specialized literature on intergenerational
transfers is complex and encompasses a wide range of
aspects related to the support and interactions among
members of different generations within a family.
The present study contributes to the body of research
on the support transfers between generations by
analysing particularities and determinants factors of
intergenerational help and support especially given by
adult parents to their adult children.

The use of data from Moldova, one of the countries in
Eastern Europe facing both a declining birth rate and
insufficiently developed childcare services for preschool
children, is notable for exploring the factors influencing
the receipt of childcare.

THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Several theoretical frameworks offer valuable insights
into understanding the support received for childcare
from elderly parents. The Intergenerational Solidarity
Theory is instrumental in comprehending the reciprocal
exchanges of support among different generations. This
theory categorizes support into emotional, instrumental,
and financial dimensions, emphasizing the delicate
balance between giving and receiving support within
families (Bengtson & Robert, 1991; Chisholm, 1999;
Giarrusso & Putney, 2020).
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Role theory emphasizes the challenges arising from
the multiple roles that individuals assume within
the family and society. It offers a lens to analyse the
potential conflicts and stressors that stem from juggling
caregiving responsibilities alongside other roles such
as spouse, parent, mothers, fathers, sons, daughters,
grandparents (Georgas, 2004).

Generativity theory, proposed by Erik Erikson, posits
that middle-aged individuals experience a sense of
generativity - a desire to contribute positively to younger



generations and leave a lasting legacy. Peterson (2002)
elaborates on how this theory underlines the significance
of caregiving as a means to fulfil generative needs.

Social exchange theory and role modelling are
alternative theories of how the willingness to provide
intergenerational assistance is transmitted from one
generation to the next. Homans, Blau, and Emerson
were the key theorists who developed the original
theories of social exchange. Theoretical and empirical
developments include the extension of their work to
the analysis of power and dependence, social networks,
reciprocity, fairness, social cohesion, and solidarity
(Ribar & Wilhelm, 2006).

Many studies draw on stress and coping theories.
These theories explore how caregivers experience
stress and employ various coping strategies to manage

Mariana BUCIUCEANU-VRABIE, Ecaterina GRIGORAS

their caregiving responsibilities (Ingersoll-Dayton, et
al.,2001).

The key concept of this work is centred on the theory
of intergenerational solidarity and the theory of roles.
The intergenerational relationships arising from
mutual support in the results of the GGS study are
presented through private material transfers between
parents and children, children and parents, friends, etc.
Thus, four types of transfers are delineated: financial
assistance; assistance in self-care (e.g., in performing
hygiene procedures); assistance in child care provision;
practical household help (such as housework, cooking,
cleaning, laundry, minor repairs, etc.). In our article,
the focus is on intergenerational transfers related to the
support provided/received in the care and upbringing of
children/grandchildren.

DATA SOURCES AND METHODS

The empirical basis of the current research consists
of data from the Generations and Gender Study, one
of the most comprehensive sociodemographic studies
conducted for the first time in the Republic of Moldova in
2020 (GGS, 2020). The Generations and Gender Survey
was administered to a sample of over 10000 respondents
aged between 15-79 years, collecting information about
the dynamics of people's lives and families in society
and at the individual level. In numerous sections,
intergenerational dialogue is assessed through a set
of questions designed to reveal the intergenerational
relationships and support provided and received by
parents and their adult children.

In this article, our focus is particularly on evaluating
intergenerational support in childcare, how childcare
assistancereceived and provided variesandinteractswith
different socio-demographic indicators. This support is
informal, meaning it is not a professional activity for the
person providing it. For this analysis, the main variables
indicating intergenerational support given and received
in childcare for children/grandchildren were HHD18,
"In the last 12 months, have you regularly received help
in taking care of your child(ren) from relatives, friends,
or other individuals who do not work in childcare?" and
HHD25, "In the last 12 months, have you provided help
to someone else in taking care of a child?" As filters for
selecting first and second-degree relatives, questions
HHD19, "Who has regularly helped you with childcare?"
and HHD26 - 1, "Whom have you provided assistance
to?" were used.

The analysis of GGS data includes two complementary
components. The first component involves a descriptive
analysis of the sociodemographic profile (gender, age,
residence, level of education, occupational status) of the
two selected categories of respondents extracted from
the GGS study: givers of non-formal childcare support,
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persons aged 15-79 years (N=1822) and recipients of
childcare support, parents aged 15-59 years (N=454)
whose children are up to 14 years old (Appendix, Table
2). Additionally, respondents' perceptions of the duty
of parents/grandparents to take care of their children/
grandchildren were assessed (ATTos a, c, "Should
grandparents take care of grandchildren if parents
cannot do so? / Should parents adapt their own lives
to be able to help their adult children when they face
difficulties?" (Table 4).

The second component is the inferential statistics based
on binary logistic regression analysis conducted using
the SPSS statistical package. The first regression model
(Table 5), represented by question HHD19 (Regular help
with childcare: People), includes the dependent variable
equal to 1 — respondents who received help in taking
care of children from parents and 0 — respondents who
received help in taking care of children but not from
parents in the last 12 months. Independent variables
are age, sex, place of residence, education level, child
age, partner presence, relationships with parents
and household size. The logistic regression model on
predictors of receiving childcare support from parents
in the last 12 months shows that the independent
variables (individual characteristics of respondents)
explain 15% of the total variance of the dependent
variable - receiving permanent childcare support in the
last 12 months (Nagelkerke R-sq. is 0.157).

Table 6 contains the results on predictors of providing
childcare support from grandparents in the last
12 months and reflects their sociodemographic
characteristics. The dependent variable is the HHD25
question "Helped others with childcare?", where o -
parents who gives help to their adult children, and 1-
parents who gives help but not to their adult children.
Independent variables are age, sex, place of residence,
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household size, parents' age. The model is statistically
significant and the independent variables included in
the analysis explain 32% of the 1406 cases of giving
support to care for grandchildren (Nagelkerke's R-sq. is
0.32).

The regression tables contain the coefficients and
expressed values of thelogisticregression model showing
the probability (odds ratio) that the studied event will

MAIN RESULTS

I DESCRIPTIVE STATISTICS

According to research results over 18% of respondents
aged 15-79 years were givers (donors) of help to another
personin caring for their minor child/children (Appendix,
Table 1). The structure of the sample (N=1822) according
to the individual characteristics of the givers of non-
formal support shows that: women constitute 68.9%,
while men - about 31.1%; from rural areas are 51.7%,
and urban 48.3% of which 24.6% are from Chisinau
municipality (Appendix, Table 2). Donors with low and
medium level of education have equal proportions of 41%,
and those with higher level of education only 17.6%. The
distribution by occupational status shows the high share
of retired people 34.7% and employed - 30.1%, followed
by unemployed people -10.1%, those on maternity or
paternity leave/on parental leave or childcare leave 4.4%
and others 20.6%.

Around 19% of the total respondents aged 15-59 years
received permanent childcare support in the 12 months
up to the survey (Appendix, Table 1). The particularities
of the sub-group of beneficiaries of childcare support
show that 73.6% are women, compared to men (26.4%);
most of them are young people aged 30-39 (56.4%)

Figure 1.
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occur. The significance of the Wald statistic (under the
column labelled Sig.) indicates the importance of the
predictor variable in the model. The exponential beta
column Exp (B) is the factor that changes the probability
of having childcare/household help (odds ratio) when the
independent variable increases by one. The odds ratio
measures the association of two categorical variables,
representing a proportion of two odds.

and 20-29 (29.5%). 44.1% of the beneficiaries are from
rural areas, almost one third from Chisinau municipality
(28.9%) and 27.1% from urban areas. By occupational
status most are employed (44.1%), on maternity or
childcare leave 29.3%, not employed 10.4% and others
15.9%.

The age distribution and degree of kinship of those who
helped someone with childcare illustrate significant
differences. Up to the age of 40 respondents mainly help
other relatives such as nephews, sister, brother but also
non-relatives (neighbours, friends) and to an insignificant
extent to partners. As people get older and raise their own
children, social transfers change (Figure 1). From the age
of 40-49, support for grandparents' care of grandchildren
increases to 33%. Towards the pre-retirement and
retirement ages - the share of people involved in childcare
increases sharply. Thus, at the age of 60-69 years, 69%
provide help in raising children, and after the age of 70
years - 64%. In the subsequent age groups following
40-49 years old, there is a noticeable decrease in the
percentage of respondents who offer childcare support to
other relatives as well as non-relatives.

Distribution of childcare support givers by degree of kinship and age groups, % (N=1822)

70-79 | 64%
60-69 69%
50-59 63%
A
£ 40-49 33% 43%
(']
g
30-39 [i% 7% 51%
20-29 |30 59%
upto19 [GEIING% 47%

23%

()]
(o0]

¥ | helped my partner

T
23% S ™ helped my mother, my stepmother, mother-
in-law or the partner's stepmaother
BERE I helped my father, my stepfather, father-
in-law or the partner's stepfather

I helped my son/daughter, son/stepdaughter,
daughter/son-in-law’s partner, son's
partner/daughter-in-law

I helped other relatives (my or partner's
grandparents, nephew, sister, brother)

¥1 helped someone else who is not a relative
(friends, acquaintances, neighbors, colleagues)



Over 40% of recipients of childcare support reported
support most often from their mother, stepmother,
mother-in-law or partner's stepmother (Table 3). About
30% of respondents receive help from other relatives such
as parents or parents-in-law, nephew, sister, brother.
Support from their own father, stepfather, father-in-law
or partner's stepfather receive 15.9% of respondents.
Also worth mentioning is the support received from
other non-relatives - 10.8% and from the partner - 3.3%.

It is found that parents with pre-school and school-age
children are most likely to benefit from childcare support.
Thus, among the beneficiary parents, the largest share is
for parents with pre-school children (4-6 years) - 50.2%,
followed by parents with school-age children (77-14 years)

Table 3.

Mariana BUCIUCEANU-VRABIE, Ecaterina GRIGORAS

- 26.4% and those with children aged under three years
-23.3%.

In Moldova, families with minor children actively
use formal care and education services: créches,
kindergartens, after-school groups. Despite the fact
that parents with children aged up to 14 years receive
permanent help from relatives, they also use educational
services such as: kindergarten 75.8%, after-school
groups 13% and very rarely use the services of a nanny
2.7%. (Table 3). According to the GGS survey report
(GGS, 2020), 40.2% of parents with children aged 3-6
years received regular childcare support from a nursery/
preschool, for children aged 0-6 years this indicator is
34.5%.

Descriptive statistics regarding informal childcare support

From whom did he receive help with childcare

Total for parents with

Got help (total)

Degree of relationship My partner helped me

My mother, stepmother, mother-in-law or partner's

stepmother helped me

My father, stepfather, father-in-law or partner's

stepfather helped me

My son/daughter, son/stepdaughter, daughter's

partner/son-in-law, son's partner/daughter-in-law

helped me

Other relatives helped me (my grandparents or my
partner's, nephew, sister, brother)

| was helped by someone else who is not a relative
(friends, acquaintances, neighbours, colleagues)

Age of children 0-3 years
4-6 years
7-14 years

Formal help: Childcare  Babysitter

roviders
P Day care centre

Nursery or pre-school

After-school care-centre

Self-organised childcare group

Other institutional arrangement

Moldovan society exhibits a profound sense of duty,
underscored by traditional attitudes regarding the role
of family and parental responsibilities. These cultural
values emphasize the significant support that the older
generation of grandparents can offer to their adult
children (Table 4). A generally accepted beliefs among
people aged 50 and over is that "grandparents have to

59

children
aged up to 14 years (%)

454 100
15 33
182 40,1
72 15,9
1 0,2
135 29,7
49 10,8
106 23.3
228 50.2
120 26.4
2.7
1.8
75.8

223
13.0
1.3
5.4

look after grandchildren if their parents can't" (70%)
and "if their adult children have difficulties, parents
have to adapt their own lives to help them" (64.5%).
Smaller but significant proportions of people aged
under 50 also hold the same traditionalist opinions
(58% and 54% respectively).



ECONOMY and SOCIOLOGY

Table 4.

June No. 172023

Opinions on parents'/grandparents’ duty to care for their children/grandchildren

Grandparents must take care of

If their adult children have difficulties,

grandchildren if parents are unable to

Age groups do so

Aged up to 50 years

Aged 50 years and more 1,2

I INFERENTIAL STATISTICS

The association between childcare help received from
own parents in the last 12 months, and the eight control
variables was studied separately with logistic regression.
The results of the binomial logistic regression (Table 5)
show that of the eight predictor variables, only four were
statistically significant. Parental age, place of residence,
education level, and relationship to parents predicted
more childcare help (in the past 12 months) given to their
own adult children compared to those giving childcare
help but not to their adult children. The age of respondents
with minor children influences the likelihood of receiving
informal help from grandparents. Parents aged up to 49
are 90% likely to receive help from their parents. Place
of living significantly influences the probability: moving
from a rural to an urban area increases the odds by
2.298, and in Chisinau it is more than twice as likely to

Table 5.

Disagree (strongly) Agree (total) Disagree (strongly) Agree (total)
2,8 58 52 54

parents must adjust their own lives to
help them

70 1.8 64,5

receive help from parents than in a rural area. For the
variable "level of education" the reference category is "low
education". Those with secondary or higher education also
receive help more often, the difference is significant but
less pronounced (68% and 77% respectively). However,
those with higher education are 3.3 more likely to get
their parents’ help. It can be explained that families with
higher level of education receive help often which may be
an attempt to balance work and family life commitments.
The good relation with parents increases the probability
of getting the help. The probability of receiving help for
those who are very satisfied with their relationship with
their parents is 1.191 more likely than for those who are
not satisfied at all. However, neither the age of children
nor sex, presence of partner and household size, predicted
minor childcare help given by grandparents.

Childcare help received from own parents in the past 12 months.
Logistic regression (OR), base group: receive childcare help but not from own parents

Independent variable ‘

Intercept

Parent aged 49 or younger
Parent aged 50-59

Parent aged 60-69

Sex

Urban area

Chisinau

Medium education

Higher education

Child aged 0-3

Child aged 4-6

Partner is not present due to work
Relationships with parents
Household size

Number of observations
R-sq. Nagelkerke

B  sig() | Exp®)
-2,725 0.01* 0.066*
2,235 0.002** 9.346**
1,523 0.009** 4.586**
0,997 0.08 2.71
-0,244 0.482 0.783
0,832 0.032* 2.298*
0,933 0.021* 2.542*
0,774 0.029* 2.168*
1,194 0.003** 3.3%*
-0,277 0.489 0.758
-0,17 0.708 0.844
0,232 0.719 1.261
0,175 0.022* 1.191*
0,21 0.109 1.234
351
0,157

Reference values of variables included in the analysis: 1) Parent aged 70-79; 2) Male; 3) Rural area; 4) Low level of education; 5) Child
aged 7-14 years; 6) Partner is present; 7) Relationships with parents - Not satisfied at all; 8) Household size — more than 3 members.

% n < 0,007, *p<0,01,*p <005
Source: developed by the authors based on GGS data, 2020
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The association between childcare help given and the
four control variables was also studied separately with
binomial logistic regression. Parent age, sex, place of
residence and household size predicted childcare help (in
the past 12 months) to their own adult child(ren) when
compared with those who give childcare help but not to
their adult children (Table 6).

The results for the binary logistic regression show that,
those aged 60 - 64 years are the most usual helpers. The
help coming from the other groups varies, but overall
people aged 50-69 are the most usual help-givers. We
hence have an inverted-U-shaped relationship between
the helper’s age and help-giving. For respondents living

Table 6.

Mariana BUCIUCEANU-VRABIE, Ecaterina GRIGORAS

in urban areas or in Chisinau, the probability of receiving
help is higher than for those from rural areas. A bigger
household increases the probability that the person will
help somebody, and each new member adds 54% to the
probability. We would note, however, that women help
more than men (1.725). Grandmothers care for their
grandchildren more often than grandfathers, and the
number of respondents' household members predicts the
amount of childcare assistance.

Being a woman aged 60-64 years, having more than three
members in the household, living in urban area and mun.
Chisinau, were good predictors of giving major childcare
help to the respondents’ own offspring.

Childcare help given to their adult children in the past 12 months. Binomial logistic regression (OR),
the base group: give childcare help but not to their own adult children

Independent variable “ Sig. (p) Exp(B)

Intercept

Parent aged 40-44

Parent aged 45-49

Parent aged 50-54

Parent aged 55-59

Parent aged 60-64

Parent aged 65-69

Parent aged 70-74

Parent aged 75-79

The interviewee is a woman
Urban area

Chisinau

Household size

Number of observations
R-sq. Nagelkerke

-2,643 Qx** 0.0771%x*
1,615 Qr** 5.028***
2,269 Qr** 9.67***
3,439 Qx** 31.156%**
3,69 Q*** 40.045***

4,195 Qx** 66.354***
3,881 Qr** 48.473***
3,912 Qxk* 49.999***
4,379 Qr** 79.758***
0,545 Qxk* 1.725%**
-0,382 0.022* 0.682*
-0,713 Qx** 0.49%**
0,165 0.022* 1.179**

1406

0,32

Reference values of variables included in the analysis: 1) Parent aged 39 and younger; 2) Male; 3) Rural area; 4) 5) Household size -

more than 3 members.

% p < 0,001, **p<0,07;*p <005
Source: developed by the authors based on GGS data, 2020

DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

This article analyzes childcare assistance as
intergenerational support from the perspectives of both
recipients and providers. The findings suggest that
parents serve as a crucial source of private childcare
aid for their adult children. Childcare assistance
represents a form of social interaction, indicating
that intergenerational solidarity is currently robust in
Moldova. Both older and younger generations, show a
strong sense of intergenerational support confirming
the duty to help if their adult children have difficulties.
Traditional attitudes about the role of the family and

parental responsibilities highlight the support that the
grandparents' generation can give to adult children.

The results show that women often than men receive
childcare support from relatives. The same finding was
obtained by other researchers (Svensson-Dianellou et
al, 2010; Kyungmin et al, 2016). Furthermore, childcare
support given from the maternal side of the family and
to daughters is called “female linkage” (Hank, Buber,
2009). Studies have shown that in families where there
is only one adult child the bond is even more pronounced
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when the adult child becomes a parent, and support in
caring for the grandchild(ren) from the grandmother is
more likely (Hagestad, 2006).

Most frequently, respondents under the age of 49
receive assistance with childcare from their parents.
Respondents with minor children in urban areas,
especially those residing in the capital of Moldova - the
municipality of Chisinau, more often receive support in
childcare.

The probability of receiving help in childcare from
their parents is higher for respondents with tertiary
education. This is because university-educated women
have demanding jobs or career responsibilities that
require additional support with childcare. Therefore,
they turn to their parents for assistance in managing
childcare responsibilities to effectively balance their
careers and family life.

In the realm of childcare givers, it's evident that women
predominantly play the role of the primary caregivers.
Specifically, grandmothers between the ages of 60 and
64 tend to provide childcare assistance more frequently
to their own offspring compared to grandfathers.
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APPENDIX

Table 1.

Share of providers and recipients of informal childcare support by gender, age, residence

Total Provided childcare Total Have received
(N) support (%) (N) childcare support (%)

TOTAL 1822 18,2 19,3
Men 566 14,8 121 17,2

Sex
Women 1256 20,3 337 20,2
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Provided childcare Have received
support (%) childcare support (%)
TOTAL 1822 18,2 454 19,3
Up to 19 years 88 21,5 5 38,5
20-29 years 200 19,6 134 25,0
30-39 years 240 15,2 260 21,8
Age groups 40-49 years 207 15,0 50 9,7
50-59 years 397 22,5 9 10
60-69 years 539 21,2 0 0,0
70-79 years 151 11,5 0 0,0
Rural 942 15,0 201 14,8
repé?g:n‘::fe Urban 431 19,3 123 21,0
M. Chisinau 449 30,3 134 31,7
Low 748 15,5 182 16,9
ec'l'&‘:’::ig:‘* Medium 752 203 135 18,0
Higher 322 21,7 141 26,2

*Note: According to the National Bureau of Statistics, low educational attainment (education) implies at most secondary education; medium
educational attainment (education) - at least middle/high school and at most college education; and high educational attainment (education)
- at least tertiary education (1st cycle).

Table 2.
Structure of the sample of providers and recipients (beneficiaries) of informal childcare support by
gender, age, residence, education level and occupational status

Providers of childcare Beneficiaries of
Profile of respondents in providing/receiving support childcare support
permanent assistance to childcare Total respondents Total
Providers of respondents
childcare support
Total 1822 454
Sex Men 566 31.1 120 26.4
Women 1256 68.9 334 73.6
Age groups Up to 19 years old 89 4.9 5 1.1
20-29 years old 199 10.9 134 29.5
30-39 years 239 13.1 256 56.4
40-49 years 208 11.4 50 11.0
50-59 years 397 21.8 9 2.0
60-69 years 539 29.6 - -
70-79 years 151 8.3 - -
Place of residence Rural 942 51.7 200 441
Urban 431 23.7 123 27.1
Mun. Chisinau 449 24.6 131 28.9
Level of education Low 750 411 127 28.0
Medium 753 41.3 188 41.4
Higher 322 17.6 139 30.6
Ocupational Employed 549 30.1 200 441
status Unemployed 184 10.1 47 10.4
ittt
Retired 632 34.7 2 0.4
Others 375 20.6 72 15.9
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