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Migration

Th e inherited political and social-economic system, institutional uncertainties and instabilities of the 

transition period in Moldova, stimulated a massive labour migration abroad. As per results of the 

study “Migration and Remittances in Moldova”, carried out by CBS AXA at the commission of IOM, 

the EU Food Security Programme and the IMF1 in 2004, the number of migrants was estimated at 

approximately 571 thousand persons, which constitutes 40% of the economically active population. 

At the same year remittances from abroad reached 30% of GDP, placing Moldova in the fi rst place in 

the world in terms of remittances to GDP ratio. By means of remittances, emigration has served as 

an important tool of economic survival for households. Th e material welfare of every third family in 

Moldova depends almost entirely upon the money earned abroad. 

However, positive economic benefi ts of migration are counterweighted by negative social consequenc-

es. As a result of emigration, a large number of children from the Republic of Moldova live without one 

or both parents. According to offi  cial data, in February 2005, almost 28 thousand children of school 

age lived in families where both parents were missing and over 68 thousand – in families where one 

parent was missing2. Alternative estimations suggest that, in fact, over 40 thousand children aged 

newborn to 14 live without both parents and between 150 and 270 thousand3 – in families where one 

parent is missing. Th e socialisation of these children is much more complicated and painful than that 

of children from complete families and therefore can lead to a number of social problems. Accord-

ing to offi  cial statements, 55-60% of all juvenile crimes are committed by young people who are left  

without parental supervision. Almost half of the teenagers whose parents have migrated abroad have 

negative self-perceptions, a fact that signifi cantly hinders their social integration. Each fourth of this 

category of children/young people manifests poor school/university results as a negative consequence 

of migration. According to some surveys, human development at the family level depends directly 

upon the economic resources the woman controls or manages. Consequently, the emigration of the 

mother abroad causes extremely high risks for any given family. 

Emigration has generated a culture of dependency among children from families with emigrants. Ac-

cording to some surveys, their interest in education and integration into the local labour market is visibly 

decreasing. Th ough lacking statistical data, mass-media sources state that most young people who emi-

grated already have at least one relative established abroad. In this sense, the Moldovan Diaspora consid-

erably simplifi es the process of fi nding a place for living and reduces the risks related to emigration.

Over 70% of Moldovan emigrants work illegally, without having any elementary wage and social rights 

in the host countries. Due to this reason, they have no protection from abuses of employers, police, 

public administration and criminal groups. Over 80% of the emigrants work more than eight hours a 

day, half of them under extremely hard conditions, risking ruining their health. Th ey do not contribute 

to social insurance, neither in the Republic of Moldova nor in the host country. Th is situation threat-

1 http://www.iom.md/materials/migration_remittances.pdf
2  National Migration Bureau, August 2005
3  Moldova National Human Development Report 2006
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ens the stability of the pension system in the Republic of Moldova in the future when some of the 

emigrants will return to their homeland.

Th e dimensions of the migration phenomenon and its eff ects on Moldovan society, including Roma 

have been subject to various debatable discussions, in most cases, without foundation on empirical 

data. Among the painful consequences of emigration are: disintegration of families by divorce or 

separation, abandoned children, creation of favourable conditions for the traffi  cking of human be-

ings (and organs) either for sexual exploitation or forced labour. 

Th is chapter outlines the dimensions of external migration of the Roma population and its impact 

on the Roma communities.

Migration Patterns: Characteristics
and Directions 

I
n the opinion of Roma leaders, the negative social eff ects of migration on the Roma commu-

nity are even more obvious due to the fact that Roma oft en migrate with their entire family, 

a phenomenon which is not characteristic for the rest of the population. Th is partly explains 

why Roma children drop out of schools. 

Th e study results reveal that in November 2005, only 12% of Roma households and 12% of non-

Roma had at least one member working abroad. Th ese results are signifi cantly lower than the ones 

presented by many fi eld studies carried out in the Republic of Moldova. In the Roma case, there is an 

underestimation due to the specifi city of Roma migration abroad by the entire family (as frequently 

noticed by fi eld interviewers).  A more in-depth investigation of such cases was not possible due to 

Box 8. Fighting human traffi c in the Roma communities 

The project was organised by the Association of Roma Students in September 2004 with the fi nancial support of 
OSCE Mission in Moldova.

Project partners: International Centre “La Strada” and the Helsinki Committee in Moldova.

Project goal: to train a certain number of young Roma, coming from various localities of Moldova, to promote debate 
about this problem in the Roma communities, a problem that was ignored until recently, but which is widely known 
in the Roma communities. 

Implementation period: September-October 2004

Project objectives: 

– To inform the young Roma on the phenomenon of human traffi c;

– To train them on how to combat the phenomenon of human traffi c.

Project activities: meetings organised during 3 days

Benefi ciaries: 25 Roma persons, of 15-25 years.
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objective reasons and the seasonal character of migrations; the data collection period coincided with 

the most intense infl ows of seasonal migrants back home. 

As in the case of non-Roma, Roma men are the most predominant migrants, representing 59% of mi-

grants. Th e average age of a Roma migrant is 33 years (in comparison with non Roma - 36 years. Th e 

Roma migrants are a bit younger. Th e age category under 25 years represents 35% of total migrants and 

is approximately 10% higher in comparison with the same age category of non-Roma. 

As shown in Figure 31, Russia, Ukraine and Italy are three main host countries for Roma labour mi-

grants from the Republic of Moldova (these countries are also traditional destinations for all labour 

migrants from Moldova). However, in the case of Roma, the directions of emigration (country of desti-

nation) diff er signifi cantly from non- Roma population. Th ere is a much higher emigration fl ow to CIS 

countries. Over two thirds of Roma migrants work in Russia and Ukraine (44% and 24%), followed by 

Italy (20%) and Turkey (6%), which is more specifi c to the Roma-Gagauz population. Th e CIS countries 

are attractive for seasonal migrants such as Roma due to low cost of migration, the minimum travel 

document requirements and the linguistic factor. Th e reverse side of the coin of migration in CIS 

countries is a lower level of remuneration and security issues.

Figure 31. Directions of migration of Roma and non-Roma

Source: Survey results 

Box 9. Migration and school abandonment

“Which parent wouldn’t like to have a well educated child with a secure job so as to have the possibility to support the 
family? It is not fair to have the idea that Roma have a tradition for their children not to go to school. Even when Roma 
used to travel in camps, they followed the tradition that their children should learn, but they did not have that possibil-
ity. The problem is that parents can not stay at home for their children to go to school and they are forced to take the 
children with them.”

Source: Interview with Roma Leader, City Counsellor Soroca
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As shown in Table 16, short term migration is a characteristic of Roma migration, (one month is 

characteristic for 13% of Roma in comparison with 6% of non-Roma). Alternatively, Roma migrate 

for a much longer period—longer than half year. On the contrary, for non-Roma the migration pe-

riod of three to six months is most characteristic. However, the average emigration period for both 

Roma and non-Roma is almost the same, representing 8.7 months and 8.6 months, respectively. 

During the last 5 years, a Roma migrant has migrated and returned on average 4.2 times while a 

non-Roma has migrated and returned – 3.3 times. If we do not take into account the seasonal char-

acter of migration, Roma migrants spend less time at home.

Table 16. The average emigration period for Roma and non-Roma

roma non-roma
One month 13% 6%
Two months 9% 8%
Three months 18% 32%
4 - 6  months 24% 20%
7 - 12 months 24% 14%
Over 12  months 11% 15%
No answer 1% 6%
Average ( months) 8,7 8,6
Number of departures for the last 5 years (average) 4,2 3,3

Source: Survey results 

Remittances, their Use and Investment

R
emittances, especially monetary remittances represent an element of primary importance 

in the migration process for the migrants’ country of origin. According to the experience 

of many countries, in particular ex Soviet Union countries that have experienced signifi -

cant emigration abroad, the consumption of remittances received in the fi rst years aft er the depar-

ture is highly oriented towards paying the debts for emigration and current consumption, such 

as foodstuff s, clothing, communal facilities and other current expenses in a household life. If the 

remittances are of a durable character, the moment that immediate consumption needs have been 

satisfi ed, the remittances are oriented towards real estate investments, such as the purchase, con-

struction or renovation of already owned real estate, and social-human investments such as medical 

assistance and education. Lastly, in a favourable business climate in the country of origin, they can 

be directed toward beginning and the development of small and medium businesses. 

Th e results obtained on the distribution of remittances show that, in general, the structure of remit-

tances used by Roma is similar as for the total population of the Republic of Moldova4, although 

4  http://www.imf.org/external/pubs/ft /scr/2005/cr0554.pdf
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these results should be treated with caution due to the small number of observations used. Th e pattern 

of using remittances shows signifi cant diff erence between Roma and non-Roma (see Figure 32). Non-

Roma households manifest some progressive behaviour in terms of the use of remittances, shift ing 

the use of remittances from current consumption towards savings and businesses use5. In the case of 

Roma, almost one third of the remittances is used for current consumption, followed by investments in 

real estate (which is quite understandable, taking into account the generally poor conditions of Roma 

dwelling, see chapter 6), and repayment of debts. Business use represents only 4% of the total volume 

of remittances, and savings—another 3%. Other signifi cant directions of use of money received from 

abroad by Roma are the payment of debts, including those made for the departure (17%), socio-hu-

man investments, such as medical assistance, education (12%), other types of consumption (goods for 

the household, vehicle, weddings etc.)–14%. In comparison, following current consumption, the non-

Roma spent signifi cantly less on real estate investments (16%) but more on savings (8%). 

Figure 32. Use of remittances by Roma and non-Roma

Source: Survey results 

Th e intention for investments in the future represents an important indicator of both the further evo-

lution of the migration phenomenon and poverty eradication. Th us, in the future, in conditions when 

the fl ow of remittances in the households continues for three years, the Roma population intends to 

increase its share of expenses in business (from 4% spent currently up to 14% over 3 years), to the level 

close to the current and intended use of remittances for business purposes by the non-Roma popula-

tion. It is important to mention that non-Roma families intend to keep the share of remittances di-

rected for business at the same level, a fact that refl ects on the unfavourable business climate and lim-

5  idem
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ited opportunities for productive investments of remittances. At the same time, non-Roma families 

intend to radically increase the share used for savings (from 8% to 18%) while for Roma, orientation 

towards savings is very insignifi cant. However, both Roma and non-Roma expect to maintain their 

share of remittances use for current consumption and social human investments at the same level. 

Conclusions 

T
he inherited political and social-economic system, institutional uncertainties and insta-

bilities of the transition period in Moldova, stimulated a massive labour migration abroad. 

Th e exodus of citizens of the Republic of Moldova abroad for work is a phenomenon of 

signifi cant proportions, and the Roma population is included in this phenomenon. However, Roma 

migration behaviour has some specifi c features. First, emigration with the entire family is more 

specifi c to the Roma population. Th is partly explains the high drop out rate from schools by Roma 

children. Generally, also Roma migrants are a bit younger than non-Roma.

Roma migrants prefer seasonal migration and give greater preference to the CIS countries, espe-

cially to Russia and Ukraine due to low expenses, the easy process of minimum travel documents 

and the language factor. Simultaneously, these countries are less attractive from the viewpoint of 

work remuneration and security.

In the case of Roma the use of remittances is more oriented towards current consumption and real 

estate investments and less to investments in business and savings. Th is structure of remittances use 

is characteristic for the primary phases of the migration process. While Roma intend to use a larger 

share of remittances for business and savings in the future, these shares are still lower than for non-

Roma. Th is could be a result of both the modest size of earnings that can only cover living expenses 

with no surplus left  over and the lack of entrepreneurial skills and opportunities. 

When speaking about living conditions, the Roma population is in a worse situation in comparison 

with non-Roma. In this context, taking into account the fact that Roma direct their remittances to 

real estate investments, gives weight to the argument that these are in fact consumption expenses for 

the Roma meaning the creation of basic living conditions. While for non-Roma real estate invest-

ments can be treated as true investments and possibilities to save and increase money.
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ANNEX I. METHODOLOGICAL ASPECTS

In the Republic of Moldova, the study covered 81 localities and 1200 households in total, divided in two sub sam-

ples. Th e Roma sub sample is based on a list of localities where Roma households are at least 5 in the locality. 

Th e strata size and the totals per regions were determined based on the 1989 Census Population and on the results 

of the survey carried out by NGO Juvlia Romani.

Representation:

Th e sampling took into account the peculiarities of the Roma population in the frame of every locality, in order to 

adjust the non-Roma sub sample to the Roma sample. From this standpoint 3 types of localities were chosen:

• Localities populated predominantly by Roma. In this case interviews with non-Roma representatives were 

carried out in the neighbouring locality, populated predominantly by non-Roma;

• Localities were Roma constitute a small part of the population, but they are concentrated in a distinct part of 

that locality. In this case, the non Roma sampling point was set in close proximity to the region populated by 

Roma;

• Localities where the Roma population does not constitute a distinct part of that locality. In this case, both 

Roma and non-Roma households were selected by the same method. 

Roma identifi cation:

In the frame of the survey, the ethnic identifi cation of Roma respondents was based both on the respondent self-

identifi cation and on the assessment of the fi eld operator. Th e following table presents the assessment of impor-

tance of identifi cation criteria used by the operator when identifying respondent’s ethnicity.

1 2 3 4 5 6 9

Most 

important
← ← ← ←

Less impor-

tant
No answer 

a) Skin colour 38.2% 8.0% 13.2% 4.8% 6.3% 29.3% 0.2%

b) Language, accent, 

way of  speaking 
45.1% 11.9% 8.8% 11.1% 6.3% 16.6% 022%

c) Life style  32.2% 26.1% 15.9% 7.3% 6.1% 12.1% 0.2%

d) Name of the re-

spondent
21.9% 7.1% 24.2% 12.3% 15.2% 19.0% 0,2%

Randomisation phases:

Locality 

Th e list of Roma localities was established based on the following sources:

• Data of the 1989 Census Population;

• Results of the survey carried out by the NGO Juvlia Romani in 2001, in the framework of CORDAID project;

• Data from NGOs acting in this fi eld.

AnexeAnnexes
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Household

A maximum of 8 interviews were organised at sampling point. Statistical methods were used for the selection of 

households where the interviews were organised.

Head of household

In each household, the interview was carried out with the head of the household. In the case when he/she was 

missing due to various reasons (and would remain missing for the next 2 weeks) the interview was carried out 

with his/her deputy.

Th e defi nitions for the household and head of household used during the survey are as follows: 

Household – is a place separated from of other households by a separate entrance, with one or many persons liv-

ing together for 3 months during the last 12 months and having a common budget and common meals.   

Head of the household – this is the member of the household appointed by any other member or who has identi-

fi ed himself as head of household, regardless of the reason or criteria (the oldest, the decision taker in the house-

hold, the highest income earner, by tradition, etc.). Th e head of the household is determined by the question: 

“Who is the head of the household?” Th e head of household can be either a man or a woman.

Data collection period: All data were collected during the period 3-19 November 2005.

Interviews were held with the representatives of central authorities with responsibilities in this fi eld, leaders of 

Roma NGOs and donors of Roma programmes in order to organise data collection of qualitative nature.

Th e Roma NGOs from the country presented us structured information on the fore-mentioned initiatives and 

projects for some areas. 
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ANNEX II. DISTRICTS RAYONS AND LOCALITIES INCLUDED IN THE SAMPLE

District Locality

Mun. Chişinău

Mun. Bălţi

Basarabeasca Basarabeasca

Briceni Briceni

Briceni Lipcani

Cahul Cahul

Cahul Zârneşti

Cahul Slobozia Mare

Călăraşi Buda

Călăraşi Călăraşi

Călăraşi Vălcineţ

Călăraşi Palanca

Călăraşi Răciula (Parcani)

Călăraşi Ţibirica (Schinoasa)

Călăraşi Leordoaia

Cantemir Cania

Căuseni Căuseni

Criuleni Boşcana

Criuleni Cricova

Drochia Drochia

Drochia Chetrosu

Drochia Gribova

Drochia Baroncea

Drochia Ochiul Alb

Drochia Nicoreni

Edineţ Edineţ

Floreşti Prodăneşti

Floreşti Floreşti

Glodeni Glodeni

Glodeni Danu

Glodeni Dusmani

Hînceşti Hânceşti

Hînceşti Minjir

Hînceşti Cărpineni

Hînceşti Sofi a

Hînceşti Horjesti

Hînceşti Sărata Galbena

Ialoveni Costeşti

Leova Sărata Noua

Nisporeni Vulcăneşti

Nisporeni Bursuc

Nisporeni Nisporeni

Nisporeni Vărzăreşti
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Nisporeni Bălăureşti 

Nisporeni Mărinici

Nisporeni Pârjolteni (Ursari)

Nisporeni Bolţun

Ocniţa Otaci

Orhei Orhei

Orhei Slobodca

Orhei Selişte (Lucaşeuca)

Orhei Tabora 

Orhei Isacova

Orhei Morozeni

Orhei Ghetlova

Rîscani Râscani

Rîscani Mihăileni

Şoldăneşti Răspopeni

Soroca Soroca

Soroca Bădiceni

Ştefan Vodă Talmaza

Ştefan Vodă Antoneşti

Ştefan Vodă Ştefan Vodă

Străşeni Lozova (Stejăreni)

Străşeni Vorniceni

Străşeni Dolna

Străşeni Micleuşeni (Huzun)

Străşeni Ialoveni

Străşeni Străşeni

Străşeni Anenii Noi

Taraclia Taraclia

Taraclia Corten

Teleneşti Chiştelniţa

Ungheni Pârliţa

Ungheni Grăseni

UTAG Comrat

UTAG Ciadâr Lunga

UTAG Gaidar

UTAG Copceac
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ANNEX III. CALCULATION OF HDI FOR ROMA AND NONROMA

Background and methodology

Human Development Index emerged as composite index to operationalize the concept of Human Develop-

ment. It was proposed by UNDP economist Mahbub ul Haq in 1990s as replacement of GDP index to meas-

ure social development. Th e HDI is a synthesis of human development. It measures the average achievement 

of three basic dimensions of human development:

o A long and healthy life, as measured by life expectancy at birth

o Knowledge, as measured by adult literacy rate (with two-thirds weight) and the combined primary, sec-

ondary and tertiary gross enrolment ratio (with one-thirds weight)

o A decent standard of living, as measured by GDP per capita in purchasing power parity (PPP) terms in 

US dollars

DIMENSION A long and healthy life Knowledge
A decent standard of 

living

INDICATOR
Life expectancy at birth Adult literacy rate

� 

Gross enrolment ra-

tio (GER)

� 

GDP per capita (PPP 

US$)

� 

� 
Adult literacy index

� 

(GER) index

� 
� 

DIMENSION 

INDEX

Life expectancy index

� 

Education Index

� 

GDP Index

� 

Human Development Index (HDI)

Before HDI is calculated, an index has to be created for each of these dimensions. To calculate these indices—mini-

mum and maximum values are chosen for each underlying indicator1. Performance in each dimension is expressed 

as a value between 0 and 1 by applying the following general formula: 

Dimension index=
actual value -minumum value

maximum value -minumum value
. 

Th e HDI is then calculated as a simple average of the dimension indices.

Indicators and data sources 

Th e main data source of information on Roma is a sociological survey implemented by CBS-AXA in No-

vember 2005 based on the methodology of regional Roma Study. Th e survey covered 600 Roma and 600 

non-Roma families (living close to Roma ones) and include information on incomes, education and the 

health condition of Roma families. Due to the small size of the sample, the margin for error is high up to 

4%. Also, it should be noted, as non-Roma families were selected close to Roma families, this could show 

a certain bias in the sample toward more deprived regions. In the discussions below three indices will be 

used—(i) for Roma; (ii) for non-Roma; and (iii) for the Republic of Moldova from Global HDR 2006.

Life expectancy at birth cannot be estimated directly from the Survey, as it does not provide age-specifi c 

1 

Indicator
Maximum 

value

Minimum 

value
Life expectancy at birth (years) 85 25
Adult literacy rate (%) 100 0
Combined gross enrollment rate (%) 100 0
GDP per capita (PPP US$) 40,000 100
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mortality tables necessary for such calculations. To 

estimate life expectancy at birth for Roma we used 

a correlation between Child mortality and Life ex-

pectancy at birth and the fi ndings of the survey 

on child mortality among Roma. Based on life ex-

pectancy at birth for the general population of 68.1 

year, we assessed life expectancy at birth for Roma 

at 65.3 years.

Literacy rate for Roma was obtained from the sur-

vey. Data from the survey suggest that the Roma 

have a low literacy rate of 74.9% compared to 94.9% 

for non-Roma surveyed. It should be noted that 

the Moldova Population Census 2004 meansured 

a 98.9 literacy rate2. 

Gross enrolment rates (GER) for Roma and non-

Roma were estimated from the survey basing on 

enrolment rates for each grade and weighted by 

share of children belonging to each age group. 

Combined GER for Roma is estimated at 42.4%, 

while for non-Roma at 83.1%. It should be men-

tioned that HDR2006 use GER for Moldova of 

70.0% with reference to “preliminary national or UNESCO Institute for Statistics estimate, subject to further 

revision”.

GDP for Roma was estimated at the level of 60% of national GDP based on the ratio of Roma/Non-Roma 

incomes from the survey. GDP for non-Roma is assumed to be equal to national GDP due to small size of 

the Roma population.

Interpretation of results

Indices and results of calculations are summarized in the table and graph below. 

Indicators Non-Roma Roma Moldova (HDR2006)

Life expectancy at birth, years 68.1 65.3 68.1

Adult literacy rate, % 94.9 74.9 98.4

Combined gross enrolment rate, % 83.1 42.4 70.0

GDP, PPP$ 1,729.0 1,037.4 1,729.0

Life Expectancy Index 0.718 0.672 0.718

Education Index 0.910 0.641 0.889

GDP Index 0.476 0.390 0.476

HDI 0.701 0.568 0.694

Life expectancy index for Roma is lower than for non-Roma, but not signifi cantly so (6% lower). However, 

based on the child mortality rate, health issues should be treated as of serious concern. Based on estimated child 
mortality of 28.9 per 1000 live births, it is very unlikely that the Moldovan MDG target on infant mortality of 
6.3 per 1000 live births is attainable for this group. 

Education Index is one third lower for Roma than for non-Roma and is the source of greatest concern. 
Both components of index (adult literacy rate and gross enrolment rate) are lower for Roma, refl ecting 

2 http://www.statistica.md/recensamint/Totalurile_recensamintului_populatiei.doc
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a vicious cycle of education deprivation for the Roma. Th is suggest that improved access to education, 
enrolment and social inclusion through participation in school life could be way out of this vicious cy-
cle for Roma. Th e results of the survey suggest that only 2% of parents indicated discrimination as the 
cause of non-participation of their children in education. More signifi cant barriers are economic reasons. 
33.8% of parents complained about the high cost of education3. Strikingly, 30.2% of reasons are subjective 

social factors such as early marriage or “children having reached the necessary level of study”. 

GDP Index is c.a. 18% lower for Roma. However, it has a very low value for both Roma and non-Roma, 

refl ecting the generally poor economic situation in Moldova. Interestingly the diff erence in the GDP index 

is not as dramatic as in the Education index. 

Refl ecting diff erences in the above-mentioned indexes, Human Development Index is one fi ft h lower for 

Roma than for non-Roma

Life Expectancy Education Index GDP Index HDI

non-roma 0.718 0.910 0.476 0.701

roma 0.672 0.641 0.390 0.568

Moldova (RDU2006) 0.718 0.889 0.476 0.694

3 Responses were provided for children up to 22 years old, covering all levels of education. Th us the high cost of education 

could include both direct costs (higher education) and indirect costs of actually sending children to school (for formally 

free primary, secondary and tertiary educations).






