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General characteristic of households with children  
According to the 2018 Household Budget Survey data, households with children under 18 amount 

31,8% of the total number of households in the Republic of Moldova which is with almost 2,1 percentage 
points less than in 2015. A share of 55,4% of households with children are from rural areas (Table 1).  
Table 1. Key characteristics of households with children, 2015-2018, % 
 

  2015 2016 2017 2018 
Type of household     

Households with children 33,9 33,2 32,6 31,8 
Households without children 66,1 66,8 67,4 68,2 

Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Area of residence     

  Urban 44,2 43,5 43,6 44,6 
  Rural 55,8 56,5 56,4 55,4 

Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Number of children under 18     

Households with 1 child 53,6 54,0 50,1 53,2 
Households with 2 children 36,2 35,1 39,1 34,7 
Households with 3 and more children 10,1 10,9 10,8 12,1 

Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 
Type of household with children under 
18     

Spouses with children 55,9 54,8 55,2 56,9 
Single parent with children 5,7 7,5 6,6 7,1 
Other households with children 38,5 37,7 38,3 36,0 

Total 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 

Households with one child prevail – 53,2% of the total households, followed by households with 
two children – 34,7%, and those with three or more children – 12,1% respectively. The share of 
households with one child is higher in urban areas, while the share of households with three or more 
children is higher in rural areas (Figure 1).  

Figure 1. Distribution of households with children by number of children and area of residence, 2018, % 

 
 

 

Depending on the type of household, they are mainly made up of family couples (56,9%) and 
several family nuclei (36,0%). Single-parent households account for 7,1% of all households with children. 
The share of single parent households in urban areas is by 5,4 percentage points higher than in rural areas. 
There is a similar situation for family couples, which are more common in urban areas. At the same time, 
most of the households from the category ‘other households with children’ are found in rural areas, these 
being households made up of several family nuclei (Figure 2).  
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Figure 2. Distribution of households with children by household type and area of residence, 2018, % 
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The type and structure of households with children also determine the average household size. 

Thus, in 2018 the average size of a household with children was 3,9 people, with a difference between 
urban areas – 3,6 people and rural areas – 4,2 people.   

The household size and the number of children in the household are some of the factors that 
determine the level of household’s vulnerability in general and of those with children. The breakdown of 
households with children, by their welfare level, shows the wealthier the quintile, the lower the number of 
households with children. Thus, 24,5% of households with children are in quintile I (20% of the 
population with lowest income), in comparison with 16,3% of households in quintile V (the category with 
the highest income). The situation of urban households with children is different from rural households. 
While in urban areas the increase of households’ welfare determines the increase in the share of 
households with children from 7,8% for the households for quintile I to 28,8% for quintile V, the trend in 
rural areas is reversed. Of the total rural households with children, 38,1% are from the category with the 
lowest income and only 6,1% are households in quintile V (Figure 3). 

Figure 3. Breakdown of households with children by quintile and area of residence, 2018, % 

24,5

22,0

20,3

16,9

16,3

7,8

15,3

23,4

24,8

28,8

38,1

27,4

17,8

10,7

6,1

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

qI

qII

qIII

qIV

qV

Rural Urban Total

%

 
Overall, a higher welfare level of households with children is mainly characteristic for households 

with one child (71,3%) and family couples with children (66,3%), and according to their residence, 79,2% 
of them are urban households. At the same time, out of the total households with children with the lowest 
income 85,9% live in rural areas, and 39,0% have two children. Another feature of these households is the 
fact that virtually every second household (52,0%) is made up of family couple with children.     
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Presence of migrants in households with children 
The migration phenomenon has a bigger impact on households with children. While out of the 

total households almost 10,1% have at least one member abroad, then in the case of households with 
children practically every fourth household (23,9%) has a migrant. The highest migration rate is 
characteristic for rural areas, where the share of households with children and consisted of at least one 
migrant is of 30,4%, against 15,7% in urban areas. A share of 70,6% of households with children and 
migrants are from rural areas.  

Among the households with children and migrants, households with one child (51,5%) and those 
with 2 children (35,8%) predominate. A similar structure is also found in the case of households with 
children and no migrants. 

Depending on the type of household, it was found that 49,7% of households with children and 
migrants are represented by family couples. A share of 49,2% % of households with children and 
migrants are represented by households made up of several family nuclei and 1,1% by single-parent 
households, respectively. The structure of households with children and without migrants is different. 
Practically two thirds of households are represented by spouses with children (59,1%), followed by other 
households with children – 31,9%. The share of single-parent households without migrants is 7,9 
percentage points higher compared to households with migrants (Figure 4).   

Figure 4. Distribution of households with children by presence of migrants and household type, 2018, % 
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Regarding the welfare level of households in function of the presence of migrants, we can point 

out that the households with children and migrants have a much higher income compared to those without 
migrants. Out of the total households with children, where at least one member is abroad, 19,2% of 
households are in the highest income category (quintile V), while out of the total number of households 
with children and without migrants – only 15,3%. At the same time, out of the total number of households 
with children and migrants only 22,6% are in the category with the lowest income (quintile I), while from 
the total number of households with children without migrants – 25,1% (Figure 5).    

Figure 5. Breakdown of households with children by presence of migrants per quintiles, 2018, % 
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Income of households with children  
The income of households determines not only their socio-economic status, but also their 

vulnerability level. Incomes of households with children are different in size and structure in comparison 
with the incomes earned by households without children. Incomes of households with children are 
substantially lower than the incomes of households without children. On average, in 2018 the available 
income of households with children amounted to MDL 2024,1 per person every month against MDL 
2711,4 for households without children.  

The main income source is from salary (52,0%), followed by income from social benefits (8,5%), 
individual farming activity (8,3%) and individual non-farming activities (7,0%). An important income 
source for households with children continues to be transfers from abroad, representing on average 
20,2%, of their income – with 7,0 percentage points higher than in the case of households without 
children (Figure 6). 

Figure 6. Structure of disposable income by type of household, 2018 

  

The level of income of households with children depends on several factors – the number of 
children, household type and area of residence being the most important. Thus, the households with one 
child are in a better situation with a monthly income of MDL 2325,3 per person in comparison with MDL 
1384,1 in the case of households with three or more children. Regarding the type of household, it was 
found that the lowest income is characteristic for households made up of several family nuclei – MDL 
1887,9 per person monthly (Figure 7). 

Figure 7. The average income of households with children depending on the number of children and the 
type of household, 2018 
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Regardless of the type of household, the main income source is from salary, its contribution 
ranging from 56,4% for family couples to 45,1% for households made up of several family nuclei. The 
contribution from salaries registers wider gaps in function of the number of children in the household, 
from 56,5% for households with one child to 31,7% for those with three or more children (Figure 7). This 
could be explained by the fact that 78% of large families are from rural areas, where opportunities to earn 
additional income are limited.  

The area of residence is a key factor to determine the welfare level of households with children. 
The rural population is mainly involved in the agricultural sector which usually does not generate a 
decent income. As a result, the monthly income of rural households with children is by 30,7% less than 
the income of urban households. In urban areas, about 67% of the income is generated by salaries, and 
about 8,3% came from individual non-farming activities. At the same time, only 36,6% of the rural 
households’ income is generated by salaries and 16,2% – from individual farming. 

Households with children are less dependent on social benefits, in comparison with households 
without children. On average they account for 8,5% of the total income. A share of 43,4 of these benefits 
is formed on the basis of different types of pensions, 24,1% representing child benefits, 13,4% – social 
aid and the rest – other social payments (Figure 8).  

The social payments are more important for households with many children (13,0% of the total 
income), but also for households made up of several family nuclei (12,8%). At the same time, families 
benefit the most from child benefits, while households with one child and those made up of several family 
nuclei benefit more from different types of pensions (Figure 8).  

Figure 8. Structure of social benefits by type of households with children, 2018, % 

 
Of the total social benefits, 46,7 represent social insurance benefits and 53,3 – social assistance 

benefits. In the households with 1 child the social benefits are mainly represented by social insurance 
benefits, and in the case of households with 2 or more children the contribution of these payments 
decreases in favor of social assistance benefits. Depending on the type of the household, a higher 
dependence on social insurance benefits is registered among households made up of several family nuclei 
(63,7% of the total social benefits), and in the case of family couples and single parent households the 
most important are the social assistance benefits (77,6% and 66,8% respectively) (Figure 9). 
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Figure 9. Structure of social benefits depending on the number of children and household type, 2018, % 

 
The polarization of the income of households with children is highlighted by their distribution in 

quintiles. Thus, in the case of households with the lowest income (quintile I) the average monthly income 
per person was MDL 1258,0 lei, or about 2,7 times lower than the income of the persons with the highest 
income (quintile V). The sources of income of households with children also differ significantly 
depending on the welfare level of the household. In the case of households with the lowest income, salary 
contribution to income generation is only about 36,3%, while in the case of households with the highest 
income, salary generated income amounts to 66,7%. In the income structure of poor households, 18,4% 
represents income from individual farming compared to 1,6% in the case of wealthier households. Social 
benefits are more important for households with the lowest income, amounting to 17,1% of total 
disposable income, with 12,5 percentage points more than in the case of households in quintile V (Figure 
10). 

Figure 10. Structure of disposable income of households with children in quintiles, 2018, % 
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Child poverty  
 While the poverty rate for the total population in 2018 was 23,0%1, down by 4,7 percentage points 
compared to 2017, the proportion of children in poverty was 24,4% (-6,5 percentage points compared to 
2017). At the same time, 10,1% of children suffer from extreme poverty, compared to 8,7% of the total 
population. During 2015-2018 the absolute poverty rate for the total population registered oscillating 
trends, the same being observed for the level of child poverty (Figure 11). 

 Figure 11. Absolute poverty rate, 2015-2018, % 
 

Figure 12. Absolute poverty rate among 
children by area of residence, 2015-2018, % 

 
 

 Children’s situation differs significantly depending on their area of residence. Children in rural 
areas are at a much higher risk of impoverishment than children in urban areas. Thus, the poverty rate of 
children in rural areas was 34,7% in 2018 compared to 9,4% in the case of children in urban areas. At the 
same time, the poverty rate of children in urban areas decreased by 0,7 percentage points compared to the 
previous year, while in rural areas this decrease was 9,8 percentage points (Figure 12). 

 Household’s features like the number of children and type also determine the vulnerability level of 
the households with children. The risk of families entering poverty increases considerably with the birth 
of the next child. Thus, in 2018 households with three and more children registered the highest poverty 
rate (41,5%), while households with one child registered the lowest one (16,6%) (Figure 13). 

Figure 13. Absolute poverty rate among children depending on the number of children in the household 
and its type, 2018, % 

 
  

1 Poverty indicators for 2015-2018 were calculated according to the revised methodology, approved in 2018 and supplemented 
in 2020, https://statistica.gov.md/public/files/Metadate/alte/Metodologie_saracie.pdf 
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Depending on the type of the household, children from households made up of several family nuclei face 
the highest risk of entering poverty (29,6%), since this type of households prevails in rural areas where 
the poverty incidence is generally higher.    

 The occupational status of parents is one of the main factors that determine child welfare. The 
employment of parents diminishes essentially the probability of children entering poverty. Thus, the 
lowest poverty rate is registered in the case of children with both parents employed (13,0%), followed by 
children with at least one self-employed parent working in non-farming activities (13,4%). It is not 
surprising the fact that the highest level of poverty is registered among children from households with 
both parents self-employed in farming (49,1%) (Figure 14). 

Figure 14. Absolute poverty rate among children depending on parents' occupational status, 2018, % 

 
 The presence of parents in the family is another important characteristic for assessing the 
vulnerability level of children. Parents’ working abroad has a positive economic impact on the financial 
situation of children. In families where at least one parent went abroad, the child's financial situation is 
much better than in families without parents abroad. Thus, in 2018 the poverty level of children with at 
least one parent abroad was 4,9 percentage points lower than in the case of children with both parents 
home (25,4%). However, compared with the previous year the poverty rate of children without parents 
abroad decreased by 6,9 percentage points, in comparison with 3,9 percentage points in the case of 
children having parents abroad (Figure 15). 

Figure 15. Absolute poverty rate among children with or without parents abroad, 2015-2018, % 
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During the past years, the social benefits for households with children increased, but their amount 
is still insignificant. For example, the monthly childcare allowances helped reduce the poverty rate in 
2018 by 3.3 percentage points. 

Table 2.  Impact of social benefits on child poverty, 2018 
 Absolute poverty rate, % Difference, 

percentage points until payment after payment 
Allowances for children 27,7 24,4 3,3 
Pensions  30,3 24,4 5,9 
Social aid 26,3 24,4 1,9 

 Pensions have a higher impact on the welfare level of children. In 2018 they helped reduce 
poverty by 5,9 percentage points. The social aid helped reduce poverty by 1,9 percentage points. 
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