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The Social and Demographic Contours of Contemporary Grandparenthood:
Mapping Patterns in Canada and the United States'

Candace L. Kemp
McMaster University

Abstract:

Although there exists a growing body of literature dedicated to understanding the
complexities of grandparenting, few researchers have documented the demographic patterns
and social trends that encompass contemporary grandparenthood. Concomitantly, in
instances where researchers have described such patterns, data are largely derived from
studies profiling American populations. This paper, therefore, examines social trends in
grandparenthood and outlines the demographic context within which Canadians participate
in grandparent-grandchild relationships. Drawing on nationally representative samples and
data derived from both the 1990 and 1995 General Social Surveys of Canada, this study
analyzes patterns influencing grandparenthood such as grandparents’ rates of survival, the
prevalence of grandparenthood, multiple generation families, step-grandparenthood and the
availability of grandchildren. In addition, analysis considers rates of intergenerational
cohabitation and surrogate parenting as well as grandparents’ participation in additional
social roles.

Introduction

Research in the area of grandparenthood has been steadily growing for over two decades.
Cumulatively, this work suggests that grandparenthood is a contingent and complex process which
is largely shaped and mediated by influences including, but by no means exclusive to, individual,
familial, socio-historical, economic and demographic factors (Szinovacz, 1998a;1998c¢). To date,
researchers have made significant steps toward understanding grandparenthood from a micro-

perspective, elucidating for example, the meaning, roles, types, styles and activities of grandparents

'A version of this paper was presented at the XVIIth World Congress of the International
Association of Gerontology, Vancouver, British Columbia, July 4, 2001. The work reported in
this paper was conducted as a SEDAP (Social and Economic Dimensions of an Aging
Population) Graduate Research Fellow and carried out as part of the SEDAP Research Program
supported by the Social Sciences and Humanities Council of Canada. The author gratefully
acknowledges Carolyn Rosenthal for her helpful comments throughout the research process,
Sharon Webb for her assistance in the early stages of data analysis and Byron Spencer for his
remarks on the paper.



2

(e.g. Bengtson 1985; Cunningham-Burley, 1986; Johnson, 1985) and exploring dimensions of
intergenerational contact, as well as factors influencing grandparent-grandchild relationships (eg.
Hodgson, 1992; Hunter & Taylor, 1998; Roberto & Stroes, 1992). Although few researchers would
dismiss the significant import of large-scale social and demographic patterns in explicating this
intergenerational tie, parallel efforts to understand population-based trends in present-day
grandparenthood have generally not been made (Aldous, 1995). Concomitantly, of the few studies
that examine these patterns drawing on nationally representative samples, data are derived from
American populations (see for example, Szinovacz, 1998b; Uhlenberg & Kirby, 1998). As aresult,
we possess surprisingly little information on the demographic contours of grandparenthood in
Canada and generally lack comparative analysis with other nations.

The purpose of this paper, therefore, is essentially twofold. The first aim is to establish the
demographic patterns and social trends which characterize contemporary grandparenthood in Canada
using nationally representative data from the 1990 and 1995 General Social Surveys of Canada.
Patterns characterizing and influencing grandparenthood such as the prevalence of grandparenthood,
multiple generation families, step-grandparenthood and the availability of grandparents and
grandchildren are examined. Analysis also focuses on rates of intergenerational cohabitation and
surrogate parenting by grandparents, as well as the intersection of grandparenthood and other family
and work-related roles. The second aim of the paper—where methodologically possible—is to
provide a comparative analysis of Canadian and American trends, thereby placing findings within
a North American context. Szinovacz’s (1998b) recent comprehensive profile of American
grandparents serves as a comparative base.' First, however, I situate grandparenthood within a

framework of contemporary social and demographic trends, beginning with a consideration of the



family.

Contemporary Social and Demographic Trends
Grandparenthood, Family Structure, Generational Overlap and the Supply of Grandchildren

Canadian families are presently undergoing processes of transformation and redefinition,
generally assuming more heterogeneity in size and structure (Rosenthal, 2000). Increasing life
expectancy, decreasing fertility, changing gender roles, patterns of work and of marriage and divorce,
all join to influence family structure (Beaujot, 2000; Milan, 2000) and consequently,
grandparenthood. Accordingly, family structure impinges on the experience of grandparenthood
defining not only if, who and when, but also under what circumstances individuals enter into
grandparent-grandchild relationships.

In order to better comprehend the emerging diversity characterizing present-day families,
researchers have conceptualized various multi-generational family types including: “beanpole”; “age
condensed”; “age gapped”; “truncated”; and “step” or “reconstituted” families (Bengtson, Rosenthal
& Burton, 1990; George & Gold, 1991). Each family type holds unique implications for
grandparenthood. The “beanpole” family is characterized by “verticalization” or an increase in the
number of generations and a decrease in the number of members (Bengtson, Rosenthal & Burton,
1990). This “long and lean” family contains multiple generations, but family members are few|[er]
in number. Meanwhile, in “truncated” families a lineage ends due to childlessness and therefore,
grandchildlessness ensues. “Age condensed” and “age gapped” refer to the timing of child birth and
hence, age differences between grandparents and grandchildren; the former family type occurs in

instances of several adjacent generations experiencing childbearing early, the latter when childbirth
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is experienced late. Finally, “step” or “reconstituted” families are formed by a remarriage involving
one or more children from a previous union and potentially extend the grandparent-grandchild
relationship into the ‘step’ realm.

In 1995, the step family represented an estimated 10 per cent of all Canadian families with
children (Statistics Canada, 1996), but the actual prevalence of the “beanpole”, “age condensed”,
“age gapped”, and “truncated” multiple generational families types have not been empirically
demonstrated (Uhlenberg, 1993). Despite this fact, the “beanpole” family is frequently speculated
to be among the most prevalent multiple generational family type. Rossi & Rossi (1990) have
countered that estimates of families with four and five generations are likely over-exaggerated.

Regardless of such debate, the increasing likelihood of ““‘generational overlap” as a result
of escalating longevity and life expectancy is widely acknowledged (Rosenthal, 2000). More
individuals will live to experience grandparenthood and maintain the grandparent role for a longer
time and witness their grandchildren grow into adults (Hodgson, 1992, 1998; Kennedy, 1990).
Grandchildren too, will have the opportunity to know more grandparents longer. A recent estimate
suggests that in North America, over 90% of ten year old children and three quarters of twenty-year-
olds will have at least one living grandparent (McPherson, 1998).

Grandparents are surviving longer, but are projected to have fewer grandchildren compared
to the past. Women'’s increased labor force participation, the availability of contraception and
patterns of marital dissolution during the twentieth century have all contributed to declining birth
rates in Canada (Milan, 2000) and other Western countries. Such declines have meant fewer

children and consequently, fewer grandchildren for grandparents. In arecent U.S. study, Uhlenberg

& Kirby (1998) observed a decrease in the supply of grandchildren over the course of the last one



5

hundred years. They estimated that women who reached old age in the 1990s could expect to have
less than six grandchildren and predicted such a downward trend to persist into the twenty-first
century until reaching an average of approximately four grandchildren.

Grandparenthood and the Restructured Life Course

Grandparenthood unfolds within boundaries set by the structure and content of the life
course. The timing and sequencing of life events, not to mention the intersection of grandparenthood
with family and work-related roles, combine to impact how individuals ultimately experience
grandparenthood and how such experiences change over time. Interestingly, there is little empirical
evidence to suggest that the timing of grandparenthood itself has changed drastically over the course
of the past century (Cherlin & Furtsenberg, 1986). U.S. estimates suggest that grandparenthood
typically begins in mid-life (Sprey & Matthews, 1982). Likewise, the findings of a Canadian study
drawing on a sample of women born between 1905 and 1929, reported the transition to
grandmotherhood as typically occurring around age fifty (Gee, 1991).

Dramatic changes to the timing and sequencing of events other than grandparenthood have
altered the life course, particularly for women (Hagestad, 1988). Shifting patterns in childbearing,
life expectancy and marital status as well as employment and retirement have, in a sense,
restructured the life course in several ways that directly or indirectly influence grandparenthood.
First, women are ending childbearing at earlier ages, thereby making active parenthood and
grandparenthood more distinct and separate phases of life. Over time, as the age at which women
complete their childbearing decreases, the overlap between grandparenthood and active parenting
has become less likely (Uhlenberg & Kirby, 1998). In Gee’s (1991) study, slightly less than half of

the women reported having dependent children at the onset of grandmotherhood. This number is



expected to decrease with future cohorts.

The second implication of a restructured life course for grandparenthood is brought about by
increasing life expectancy as well as changing marriage patterns. As a result of these trends,
grandparenthood is more likely to precede, rather than follow, widow[er]hood in the sequencing of
life events. In Gee’s (1991) study, nearly three quarters of the grandmothers were married. Such
a finding suggests that the transition to grandparenthood is often entered into as a couple. However,
as patterns of marriage and marital dissolution” are not constant, this number is expected to fluctuate
with cohorts over time. Ultimately, it appears that among those whose marriages do not end due to
separation or divorce, the transition to grandparenthood will typically occur prior to the death of a
spouse. As women live longer and marry at younger ages relative to men (Statistics Canada, 2001),
however, it is likely that a greater number of grandfathers will be married compared to
grandmothers.

Women’s massive entry into the paid labor force has brought about a third implication for
grandparenthood, particularly for grandmothers. While employment and grandparenthood have
typically intersected for men, women’s growing labor force participation increases the likelihood that
grandmothers will also have work-related roles. This, is of course, more true for younger
grandparents and for those who must work in their later years due to financial necessity. In Gee’s
(1991) study, slightly less than half of the women reported working at the time of becoming a
grandmother. This figure is likely to rise with successive future cohorts.

However, and related to the final implication of a restructured life course, is the possibility
that the overlapping of grandparent and employment-related roles will reverse as trends toward

retirement and early retirement continue. The institutionalization of retirement as a distinct phase
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of life impacts the intersection of work and grandparenthood, particularly for men and increasingly
for women (offsetting the trend towards employment). At the beginning of the twentieth century,
retirement was not institutionalized, but at its close, relatively few men and women aged 65 and over
engaged in labor force participation (Uhlenberg, 1992). Ideally, the transformation of retirement
into a distinct phase of life, paired with the continuous decline in the average retirement age
(Guillemard & Rein, 1993; Phillipson, 1998) translates into new possibilities for grandparent-
grandchild relationships.

Grandparenthood & Household Composition

Geographic proximity is routinely noted as contributing to the quality and quantity of
interactions between grandparents and their grandchildren (Cherlin & Furstenberg, 1985, 1986;
Gladstone, 1987; Rossi & Rossi, 1990). Not surprisingly, those grandparents and grandchildren who
live further from one another are generally found to have less contact than to those who live closer
(Hodgson, 1992). As geographic proximity impinges on intergenerational relationships, it follows
that grandparent-grandchild coresidence, with or without the middle generation, represents the
potential for developing qualitatively distinct intergenerational bonds.

Canadian rates of grandparent-grandchild cohabitation have not been widely publicized.
Conversely, in the U.S. grandparent-grandchild coresidence and child rearing has garnered
considerable attention sparked by the suggestion that grandparents are raising their grandchildren
in unprecedented and growing numbers (eg. Chalfie, 1994; Cox, 2000; Hayslip & Goldberg-Glen,
2000). Despite alarmist demographics, Uhlenberg & Kirby (1998) have demonstrated that three
generations typically do not reside in the same household. Further, it is even less likely, with the

exception of Black families, that grandparents and grandchildren live together without the middle
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generation. In Black families, children are more likely to live alone with a grandparent or with one
parent and a grandparent compared to children in White families (Uhlenberg & Kirby, 1998). Thus,
it is doubtful that grandparent-grandchild coresidence among Canadians will be a common living
arrangement and it is even more improbable that a sizeable percentage of grandparents will act as

surrogate parents to their grandchildren.

American Findings and Canadian Predictions

In a recent U.S. study based on data from the National Survey of Families and Households
(Wave 2-conducted between 1992 and 1994), Szinovacz (1998b), sketched a demographic profile
of contemporary American grandparenthood. Similar to the present paper, her analysis included: the
prevalence, survival and timing of grandparenthood; grandparents’ roles; divorce; and surrogate
parenting among grandparents as well as household extension. Szinovacz also examined variations
in grandparenthood according to gender, race (Black, Hispanic, white) and where appropriate, age.
Specific details of the findings appear later in this paper, however, the study’s more general
conclusions can be incorporated into predictions regarding the state of grandparenthood in Canada.

Based on the American experience, it is anticipated that grandparenthood in Canada will be
relatively common among older members of the population with children, particularly among those
aged 65 and over. Rates of grandparent survival will be related to the age of the grandchild, as well
as the gender and lineage of the grandparent. Multiple-generation families containing three
generations will be relatively common. Further, it is anticipated that multi-generational cohabitation
and surrogate parenting among Canadian grandparents will be very rare while a substantial minority

will experience step-grandparent-grandchild relationships. It is also plausible that many Canadian
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grandparents will have work and/or other family related roles including spouse, adult-child and in
some instances, active parent. The extent to which this is true, however, will be linked to both the
gender and age of the grandparent.

Although general similarities between the two countries are predicted, Canadian and
American populations differ in important ways which may lead to differences related to
grandparenthood. Given Canada’s lower birth rate (in recent years), greater life expectancy and
dissimilar racial composition (lower percentages of Black and Hispanic individuals) compared to
the United States (CIA, 2000), national differences among grandparents are anticipated. For
example, it is likely that the supply of Canadian grandchildren will be lower and the supply of

Canadian grandparents (based on survival) will higher than in the United States.

Methods
Data Source(s) and Sample(s)

The data for this study were derived from Statistics Canada’s 1990 and 1995 General Social
Surveys of Canada (GSS)-Cycle 5, Family and Friends and Cycle 10, Family, respectively. For both
cycles, the target population was comprised of all persons aged 15 and over living in a private
household in one of the 10 provinces.” The samples were selected using random digit dialing and
the surveys were administered by telephone. The GSS 1990 (n=13, 495) focused on respondents’
family and friends. Certain core questions were repeated again in the 1995 survey (n=10, 749), but
the latter survey focused mainly on the respondents’ family, marital history, children, family origins
and fertility intentions. Prior to analyzing each survey, both the 1990 and 1995 samples were

weighted using the population weights provided by Statistics Canada. Thus, the sample and
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subsequent findings can be considered nationally representative and generalizable to the larger
Canadian population.

As previously stated, American data are drawn from Szinovacz’s (1998b) research on
contemporary grandparenthood. Her studied relied on responses from the U.S. National Survey of
Families and Households, Wave 2, collected between 1992 and 1994 (n=10,008). The U.S. data
described in the present paper were weighted by Szinovacz and are representative of the American
population (1998b:41).

Measures

Measures for this study relied on responses from both the 1990 and 1995 surveys and
include: the prevalence of grandparenthood, multiple generation families and step-grandparenthood;
the availability of grandparents and grandchildren; rates of intergenerational coresidence and
surrogate parenting; and the intersection of grandparenthood with work and family-related roles.
Wherever possible, data were drawn from the most recent survey. Data from the 1990 survey were
used if it was neither possible to address the research question directly nor feasible to make
inferences based on the responses of the middle generation (or it was uninformative to do so). For
comparative purposes, in several instances measures were modeled after those in Szinovacz’s
(1998Db) study.

The prevalence of grandparenthood was measured by the percentage of respondents who
identified having one or more grandchildren in the 1995 survey. Such self-reports allow
grandparents to define ‘grandparenthood’ in the sense that grandchildren could refer to any
combination of biological, adopted, step or ‘fictive™* grandchildren. Thus, the prevalence of

grandparenthood was measured by the overall percentage of the population who identified
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themselves as a grandparent. Likewise, the supply of grandchildren was estimated using the actual
number of grandchildren as reported by respondents. In the 1995 survey, the coding for the number
of grandchildren ranged from none to fifteen or more. Therefore, for those grandparents who
reported having fifteen or more grandchildren (4.5%), this number potentially underestimates the
actual number of grandchildren. Consequently, the mean number of grandchildren per grandparent
is slightly underestimated. Both the prevalence and supply of grandchildren measures were
examined according to age group and gender. In order to facilitate comparison with Szinovacz’s
findings, prevalence was measured among those over the age of twenty.

Following Szinovacz’s study, measures for multiple generation families were constructed
using respondents’ reports of having at least one living parent, having one or more children and/or
having at least one grandchild. Respondents who answered affirmatively to any combination totaling
two of these family conditions were categorized as belonging to three generation families. In cases
where the combination totaled three, respondents were classified as members of a four generation
family. For comparative purposes, analysis of multiple generation families emulates Szinovacz and
is based on reports of respondents 35 and over in the 1995 survey and explores gender and age
differences.

In the 1990 survey, respondents were asked directly about the survival of their grandparents,
specifically whether they were presently living (or not) by gender and lineage. Responses to these
questions were used to evaluate the percentages of grandparents’ rates of survival in adult-
grandchildren’s lives. Survival of respondents’ maternal grandmother and grandfather, as well as
their paternal grandmother and grandfather were examined separately. The survival/supply of

grandparents was also measured using the total number of living grandparents and represents the sum
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of surviving grandparents, ranging from no living grandparents to a maximum of four living
grandparents. Percentage results measuring grandparents’ rates of survival are displayed according
to the adult-grandchild’s age group.

Given that neither survey cycle asked grandparents to report the ages of their grandchildren
or their grandchildren’s dates of birth, establishing the timing of the onset of grandparenthood relied
on data provided by the middle generation in the 1995 survey. All respondents with children were
asked to provide the age of each child. In instances where children were deceased dates of birth and
death were not recorded. Consequently deceased children were not included in the analysis.
Information from each respondent was collected on the year of birth of each parent as well as, if
applicable, the year of death. Working backwards from the date the survey was collected and the
age of each child, it was possible to establish a year of birth for grandchildren and determine the
percentage of grandparents living at the time of the births of the first and last born child (youngest
at the time of the survey). If the grandparent was living at the time of the survey or, if the
grandparent’s year of death was after the birth of the child, the grandparent’s age at the time of each
child’s birth was calculated. From this measure, it was possible to establish the mean age at the birth
of first and latest child for the middle-generation child’s mother and father for the entire cohort and
by gender. The mean age of the parents at the birth of the middle-generation child represents the
mean age at the onset of grandparenthood. The measure assumes that the middle generation child’s
first born is also the first grandchild; that is not always the case, but the measure remains the best
possible estimate of timing given the limitations of the data.

Due to the manner in which the questions were posed, step-grandparenthood could not be

established directly, but only inferred indirectly based on reports provided by the middle and older
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generations in the 1995 survey. Responses to the question “How many step-children have you ever
raised?” form the basis of estimating step-grandparenthood. Owing to the fact that step-relations can
occur through the actions of various generations, the prevalence of step-grandparenthood was
examined on two levels. The first step-grandparenthood measurement relied on respondents aged
35 to 55 examining step-parenthood among the entire cohort as well as those with at least one living
parent at the time of the survey. If respondents reported raising at least one step-child, their parent
was considered a step-grandparent. Prevalence of this form of step-grandparenthood was measured
by the number of individuals age 35 to 55 with at least one living parent and who reported ever
raising a step-children. Second, those respondents who self-identified as grandparents were analyzed
separately to determine the prevalence of raising step-children. Assuming that children of the step-
child generation would be step-grandchildren, the prevalence of step-grandparenthood was measured
by the percentage of grandparents who ever raised step-children. Admittedly, there are many
methodological flaws with these measurements including for example, the possibility of overlap
between the sample aged 35 to 55 and the grandparent sample, the possibility that step-children do
not have children and the fact that many step-parents never assume the responsibility of raising their
step-children. Overall, the estimates of step-grandparenthood should be regarded as low and
generating a somewhat crude, but the best approximation of the Canadian situation given the GSS
data.

While the GSS 1995 asked respondents if they had a grandparent living within the household,
questions did not specifically address household composition. In the 1990 survey, however,
respondents were asked to identify their living situation and could, among other options, identify

their household as composed of three-generations or composed of grandparent(s) and grandchild(ren)
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without the presence of the middle generation. In the first instance, those respondents who stated
that their household type was comprised of three-generations were classified as living in a three-
generation household. In the second instance, rates of surrogate parenting on the part of the
grandparent were inferred based on the number of respondents reporting that their household, at the
time of the survey, was composed of grandparents and grandchildren only. It should be noted that
this form of co-residency does not necessarily indicate that the grandparent is acting as a surrogate
parent; the measure should be regarded, however, as the best available estimate. Analysis examined
the entire population, the grandparent population and younger grandparents (<65) and older
grandparents (>64) separately and considered gender differences.

The GSS 1995 probed various areas of the respondents’ lives including work and family.
In order to establish the degree to which grandparenthood intersects with other roles, responses made
by those who self-identify as a grandparent were examined. Again, for comparative purposes,
measures are similar to those created by Szinovacz (1998b). For instance grandparents worked full-
time if they reported working 30 hours per week or more on a regular basis. Respondents were
considered married if they reported being married or living in a common-law relationship. Those
grandparents with both children under 19 and children at home were considered to be active parents.
Reports of having at least one living parent established the prevalence of the adult-child role. In
order to assess the total number of roles beyond grandparenthood, these roles (employee, spouse,
active parent, adult child) were each valued at one and summed totaling to a maximum value of four
roles. Analysis examined grandparents under age 65 and those 65 and over separately and

investigated variation between men and women.



15

Results
Prevalence of Grandparenthood, Supply of Grandchildren and Multiple Generation Families

As Table 1 suggests, grandparenthood is a common experience in Canada. Overall, slightly
more than one quarter of community dwelling Canadians over the age of 20 have grandchildren. A
higher percentage of women, 31% compared to 22% of men identify themselves as grandparents.
Not surprisingly, the percentage of grandparents in the over-twenty population increases as age group
increases. Early onset or “off-time” grandparenthood experienced before the age of 40 is extremely
rare among the younger cohorts. Less than 1% of this age group are grandparents. In contrast, a
sizeable majority of those age 65 and over have grandchildren. In every age group, there are
significant gender differences as more women than men experience grandparenthood, reflecting the
fact that women marry at a younger age than men and also live longer.

In narrowing the analysis to examine rates of grandparenthood among respondents over
twenty years of age with birth, adopted and/or step children (and therefore, a greater potential for
grandparenthood), the prevalence of grandparenthood increases. The gender and age patterns
observed in the larger population persist within this smaller population. Overall, between one-third
and two-fifths of respondents twenty-one and over with children are grandparents. Being a
grandparent between the ages of 21 and 39 is again extremely rare, experienced by less than 1% of
this group. In fact, grandparenthood does not becomes common until reaching the age group of 55
to 64, where the majority of men and women are grandparents. Also noteworthy, for those parents
aged 65 and over, grandparenthood is almost universal, particularly among women. In this age

category, 86% of men and 94% of women are grandparents.
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— Table 1 approximately here —

The bottom panel of Table 1 shows that Canadian grandparents have approximately 5
grandchildren, on average. As expected, the number of grandchildren is directly and positively
correlated to the age group of the grandparent. And, with the exception of the youngest age group,
women have a higher number of grandchildren compared to men. Overall, the mean number of
grandchildren per grandfather is slightly lower (4.58) than per grandmother (5.18).

Table 2 displays the prevalence of multiple generation families. Over three quarters of
people aged thirty-five and over belong to three generation families; approximately one-tenth are
members of four generation families. Slightly lower percentages of individuals aged 45 to 54
(72.4%) and higher percentages of those aged 65 and over (80.9%) belong to three generation
families. Roughly 20% of those aged 45 to 64 and less than 5% in the 35 to 44 and 65 and over age
groups are members of a four generation families. Overall, higher percentages of women than men
aged 35 and over are three and four generation family members. This pattern is evident across each
age group.

— Table 2 approximately here—
Adult Grandchildren and Their Grandparents
Table 3 presents the supply of living grandparents among Canadians. Among the entire
1990 sample, roughly 30% of the population aged 15 and over had one or more grandparent living
at the time of the survey. Not surprisingly, there exists a significant and positive correlation
between age group and the number of living grandparents. While the majority of grandchildren have

experienced the loss of a least one grandparent by age 15, those between the ages of 15 and 17 are
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three times more likely to have all four grandparents living than to have none living at all. An
overwhelming majority of grandchildren aged 15 to 19 have at least one living grandparent. The
results support the high prevalence of adult-grandchildren: close to 70% of Canadians in their
twenties and one-third of those in their thirties have at least one living grandparent. Very few
Canadian aged 40 and over have living grandparents, but among those who do, it is most likely a
maternal grandmother.

Survival clearly favors grandmothers and the maternal lineage: the highest percentages are
maternal grandmothers followed by paternal grandmothers, maternal grandfathers and paternal
grandfathers. The same pattern holds for the various age groups of grandchildren. Since given that
life expectancy is increasing, rates of grandparent survival are likely to rise over time (unless the age
at the transition to parenthood increases to such an extent, countering this projected trend).

— Table 3 approximately here—
The Onset of Grandparenthood

As expected, most Canadians survive to experience grandparenthood (see Table 4). Over
93% of middle generation Canadians had their mothers’ living and 85% had their fathers’ living at
the time of the birth of the first child. The majority of grandparents were also living at the time that
middle generations’ youngest children (at the time of the survey) were born. Given that mothers
tend to be younger than fathers, greater percentages of women have living parents at the time their
eldest and youngest children are born. Once again, survival not only favors women, but also maternal
lineages.

— Table 4 approximately here—

As Table 5 illustrates, among those grandparents who were living at the time of the birth of
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their first grandchild, the transition to grandparenthood in Canada is typically experienced in mid-to-
late fifties. Based on responses from the middle-generation, their parents’ mean age at the onset of
grandmotherhood is 53.6 years and grandfatherhood is 56.6. Likely reflecting the women’s
tendency to marry older men, women'’s parents are generally younger and experience the onset of
grandparenthood earlier relative to men’s parents.

— Table 5 approximately here—
Step-Parenthood and Step-Grandparenthood

Assuming that the population aged 35 to 55 would be more apt to have married, had children,
experienced marital dissolution and remarriage than other cohorts, initial analysis focused solely on
this group. Table 6 indicates that less than 5% of individuals in this group have ever raised a step-
children. Among those with one or more parents living, just over 6% have raised a step-child
thereby rendering their parents step-grandparents. Compared to women, two times as many men aged
35 to 55 with a living parent have ever raised a step-child.

It is, of course, possible for step-parents to become step-grandparents through the family
formations of their step-children. Accordingly, analysis also considered step-parenthood among self-
defined grandparents. Among grandparents, approximately 6% have ever raised a step-child and
roughly 7% of grandparents with at least one living parent have ever raised a step-child. These
figures suggest the potential for step-grandparents-grandchild relationships, but given that many step-
parents do not raise their step-children these approximations are not wholly accurate. Again, men
have more step-relations compared to women; this finding is a reflection of the fact that greater
percentages of men remarry than women.

It is important to note, however, that there are likely grandparents in the 35 to 55 age group
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and as such, the groups are not mutually exclusive. Results should be interpreted as such. It does
appear that while step-grandparent-grandchild relations are not the norm, when percentages are
translated into actual members of the population, a sizable number of individuals and families
experience this ‘step-relation’.
— Table 6 approximately here —

Household Composition

As shown in Table 7, grandparent-grandchild co-residence is not a typical experience for
Canadians. Three generation households are fairly uncommon. Only 2.5 % of all Canadians aged
15 and over and 3% of all Canadian grandparents reside in a three-generation household.
Meanwhile, grandparent-grandchild households with the middle generation absent are even more
rare. Less than half a percent of the entire population and fewer than 1% of all grandparents
experience this living arrangement. Therefore, it appears that surrogate parenting among
grandparents is uncommon. Variations according to age and gender indicate that greater percentages
of older grandparents relative to younger grandparents and women, relative to men, experience
grandparent-grandchild co-residence, either with or without the middle generation in the household.

— Table 7 approximately here—

Intersection of Grandparenthood with other Roles

Results appearing in Table 8 indicate that grandparenthood intersects with other family and
work-related roles and further, that there are variations according to gender and age group. Among
all grandparents, slightly less than one-third reported being employed in a full-time capacity.
Roughly three-quarters were married or living in a common-law relationship. Approximately 5%

of Canadian grandparents have children under the age of 19 living in the household full-time.
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Slightly more than one-quarter of this group have one or both parents living at the time of the survey.
Not surprisingly, fewer grandmothers are employed full-time, married or in a common-law union
and have dependent children under 19 and children living in the household full-time when compared
to grandfathers. Although, slightly higher percentages of women have at least one parent living, this
gender difference was not statistically significant. None of the work and family-related roles
intersect with grandparenthood for 29.2% of Canadian grandmothers and 7.9% of Canadian
grandfathers.
— Table 8 approximately here—

When analysis was narrowed to compare grandparents aged 64 and under and those 65 and
over separately, considerable differences emerged. Among the younger group, slightly more than
half are employed full-time (70% of men and 40% of women) as compared to less than 5% (of 8%
of men and only 2% of women) in the older age group. The majority of younger grandparents are
married, but there are large gender differences: 90% of younger grandfathers and only 75% of
younger grandmothers have a spouse. Among the older group 61% are in a marital union and the
gender differences are larger: approximately 84% of older grandfathers and less than 50% of older
grandmothers have a spouse. While about 10% of younger grandparents have dependent children
living in the household, among those 65 and over that is rare. In fact, it is virtually a non-occurrence
for older grandmothers. And, while close to half of all younger Canadian grandparents have at least
one parent living, this figure drops to about 5% among the older grandparent population. Again,
gender differences were not found to be statistically significant. Overall, in Canada, younger
grandparents have more roles than older grandparents and grandfathers have more roles than

grandmothers.
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Grandparenting in Canada and the United States

Having established the social and demographic snapshot of contemporary Canadian
grandparenthood, I now turn to comparisons with the findings of Szinovacz’s (1998b) American
study’. Thus, what follows below is a comparative analysis of the two nations examining: the
prevalence of grandparenthood and multiple generation families; the supply of grandchildren and
survival of grandparents; the timing of grandparenthood and the intersection of work and family-
related roles with grandparenthood; as well as rates of intergenerational cohabitation and step-
grandparents. The comparisons suggests that there are similarities and differences— ranging from
subtle to stark— between Canada and the United States.
The Prevalence of Grandparenthood in Canada and the United States

Although grandparenthood is common among Canadians aged 65 and over, particularly those
with children, grandparenthood is more prevalent among Americans across all age groups and both
gender categories. Of particular interest is the fact that higher percentages of the younger age groups
are grandparents in the United States. For instance, as shown in Figure 1, roughly 3% of those aged
21 to 39 in the U.S. and 33% of those 40 to 54 report having grandchildren, compared to 0.4% and
20% in Canada. When American findings are broken down by race and gender, a greater percentage
of women (than men) and of the Black population (than Hispanic or White) are grandparents at
younger ages. In the United States, these populations are also more likely to experience the early
(under age 40) onset of grandparenthood. With Blacks making up a substantially lower proportion
of the Canadian population, it is possible that Canada’s different racial composition accounts for
some of the difference in the prevalence of grandparenthood, particularly in the younger age

categories.
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— Figure 1 approximately here—

Interestingly, roughly equal percentages of those aged 35 and over belong to three generation
families, 76.7 % in Canada and 80.0% in the United States. However, four generation families are
less common for Canadians 35 and over (10.5%) than Americans (16.1%), for Canadian women
(12.2% versus 17.8%) and for Canadian men (9.1% versus 14.2%). These differences are likely due
to the differences in the timing of grandparenthood and, in particular, the higher proportion in the
United States that experience grandparenthood “off-time” through early onset.

The Supply of Grandchildren in Canada and the United States

While Canadian grandparents have, on average, approximately 5 grandchildren (see Table
1), their Americans counterparts are estimated to have an average of 5.5 grandchildren. This
difference is due, in part, to the coding of the Canadian GSS data, which did not count the actual
number of grandchildren beyond 15 (only 4.5% had 15 or more) However, different birth rates and
immigration patterns between Canada and the United States (Statistics Canada, 2001) presumably
explain the remaining difference in the supply of grandchildren. Just as in Canada, women in the
United States have more grandchildren compared to men.

The Survival of Grandparents in Canada and the United States

When examined by age group, grandparents’ gender and lineage, patterns of grandparent
survival in Canada and the United States, are relatively similar.® For instance, as Figure 2 illustrates,
in both countries, survival is more prevalent among grandmothers than grandfathers and favors
maternal lineages over paternal lineages and over 90% of both American and Canadian
grandchildren age 16 to 18 have at least one living grandparent. In the older age categories,

however, national differences do emerge. Older American children have a greater number of living
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grandparents than do similar Canadian children. These differences are especially evident in the 23
to 26 year age group where approximately 30% of Canadians are grandparentless compared to only
slightly less than 18% of Americans. These differences are again presumably attributable to the
greater percentage of American grandparents as well as differences in the mean age at the time of
the transition to grandparenthood.
— Figure 2 approximately here—

The Timing of Grandparenthood in Canada and the United States

Not surprisingly, most North Americans survive to experience grandparenthood. In both
countries survival to this life course transition favors women over men and the matrilineal over
patrilineal lineages. Among the most striking differences between Canada and the United States,
represented in Table 9, are the mean ages at the onset of grandparenthood. Canadians, regardless
of gender or lineage experience grandparenthood notably later than their American counterparts. For
instance, in Canada, the mean age of respondents’ mothers at the time of the birth of their first child
was nearly 54 years. Meanwhile, in the United States, the mean age was approximately 45 years.
Similarly, the mean age for the onset of grandfatherhood among Canadian men was slightly less than
57 years compared to 54 years of age among American grandfathers. It is important to underscore
the limitations of the approach with the Canadian data used in this study, since it overestimates the
age at which grandparenthood occurs. It may be noted, however, that Gee’s (1991) study estimated
that the transition to grandmotherhood in Canada occurs at age 50; this finding also indicates that
Americans do in fact experience first-time grandparenthood earlier in life.

— Table 9 approximately here—

Step-Parenthood and Step-Grandparenthood in Canada and the United States
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Given the difficulty ascertaining rates of step-grandparenthood in Canada, comparison
between the two North American nations is necessarily somewhat speculative. Canadians were only
asked whether or not they had ever raised a step child; Americans were asked to report the number
of step-children including both those they had raised and not raised. In Canada, roughly 5% of
individuals with at least one living parent reported having raised step-children. Thus, the figure does
not include those step-children who were not raised by the step-parent. In the United States, 14.5%
of married persons with children under age 18 reported having step children and at least one living
parent. It might be speculated that rates of step-grandparenthood are somewhat higher in the United
States, but given the incompatible nature of the data, results are somewhat tentative.

Household Composition in Canada and the United States

As presented in Figure 3, evidence demonstrates that grandparent-grandchild cohabitation,
with or without the middle generation, is relatively rare in North America. In both countries, more
women than men reside in multi-generation households (not shown). However, a higher percentage
of multi-generation households can be found in the United States than in Canada. In fact, relative
to Canadians, twice as many Americans (proportionally) reside in a household with three or more
generations— 5% of Americans and only 2.5% of Canadians. Importantly, however, in 1996,
immigrants headed close to half of all three generation households in Canada; with higher levels of
Canadian immigration expected, this type of household arrangement is anticipated to increase in
prevalence (Milan, 2000).

Comparing rates of surrogate parenting is somewhat problematic. Inthe U.S. study, 11% of
respondents with grandchildren indicated that they had assumed primary responsibility for a

grandchild at some point in time. Recalling that Canadian rates of surrogate parenting were
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estimates based on coresidence without the middle generation at the time of the survey, itis difficult
to compare the two measures. However, since less than 1% of Canadian grandparents had primary
care responsibilities for their grandchild[ren] at the time of data collection, it seems probable that
lower percentages of Canadian grandparents act as surrogate parents to their grandchildren when
compared to American grandparents.
— Figure 3 approximately here—

The Intersection of Work and Family-Related Roles Among Canadian and American Grandparents

As Figure 4 illustrates, Canadian and American patterns pertaining to the intersection of work
and family-related roles with grandparenthood are relatively congruent. In both countries,
grandmothers have fewer roles than grandfathers, lower percentages are engaged in full-time
employment outside of the home, married and have dependent children in the household. Marginally
higher percentages of grandmothers relative to grandfathers have at least one living parent.
However, there are several distinction between the two nations. Attributable in part to the higher
percentages of younger grandparents in the U.S. and the country’s racial composition, a higher
percentage of American grandparents are employed full-time (34.5%) compared to their Canadian
counter-parts (30.2%). As less than half of grandfathers in both countries were employed full-time,
grandmothers’ rates of employment influenced the overall grandparent employment rates. Whereas
almost 30% of American grandmothers were employed full-time, only 22% of Canadian
grandmothers made the same claim. Black and Hispanic women are over-represented in the
employed category and again, the racial composition of Canada may account for the divergence
between the two countries with respect to the intersection of grandmotherhood and employment.

— Figure 4 approximately here—
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The degree to which the spousal role intersects with grandparenthood varies by country. A
slightly higher percentage of Canadian grandparents are married (72%) compared to American
grandparents (67%). And, while overall rates for both men and women were higher in Canada
compared to the United States, variation appears to be due to trends among Black and Hispanic
populations. The overall marital rate for Canadian grandfathers (87.3%) is similar to rates among
White American grandfathers (84.0). Meanwhile, 61.2% of Canadian grandmothers are married,
which closely approximates the 60.1% of White American grandmothers who have spouses.

In North America, grandparenthood does not typically intersect with the role of active parent.
However, greater percentages of American grandparents have children under 19 years of age living
in the household compared to Canadian grandparents. Whereas approximately 12% of American
grandparents are actively parenting less than 6% of Canadians assume this dual role. In both
countries, compared to women, a greater proportion of men experience the overlap between
grandparenthood and active parenthood. Importantly, in the United States, among the Black and
Hispanic populations, the percentages who are grandparenting and actively parenting are
considerably higher than the overall population. And, recalling that the average age at the onset of
grandparenthood is earlier for these populations, national differences can be linked to the overall
timing of grandparenthood, which, is assumed to occur notably later in Canada.

For a sizable minority in both countries, grandparenthood intersects with the role of adult-
child by having grandchildren as well as at least one living parent. It appears that women
experience this intersection more so than men although Canadian gender differences were not found
to be statistically significant. However, greater percentages of American grandparents have at least

one living parent (33.9%) compared to Canadian grandparents (27.3%). This difference, is of course,



27

not surprising given that four generation families are more prevalent in the United States.

Summary and Implications

The findings pertaining to the state of grandparenthood in Canada and the comparative
analysis with the United States, have several important implications, particularly for research in the
areas aging and the family. Findings either directly and/or indirectly address issues of family
structure, generational overlap and the structure of the life course as well as grandparent lifestyles
and responsibilities. The implications for each are discussed in turn below.

Due to the nature of the data, the current study could not establish the actual prevalence of
the various multiple generational family types. The GSS 1990 and 1995 each collected information
relevant to family structure from only one family member, at one point in time and in such a way that
did not permit an overview of complete family networks and structures; measures of family types
are not completely accurate. However, it is possible to infer levels of existence and prevalence of the
“bean pole”, “age condensed”, “truncated” and “step” family structures in Canada. For instance,
while the three-generation family is relatively commonplace in Canada, membership in a four-
generation family is experienced by only a minority, depends largely on age group and favors cohorts
aged 35 to 44 and those 65 and over. Thus, Rossi & Rossi’s (1990) assertion that the high
prevalence of the bean pole family is likely over-exaggerated (particularly the prevalence of families
with four, even five generations) is clearly applicable in Canada. Further, extrapolating from the low
percentages of grandparents in the under 40 age groups and the high percentages of individuals with
children who are also grandparents in the 65 and over age groups, casual inference suggest that “age

condensed” and “truncated” families likely exist, but are relatively rare in Canada. And, although
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the prevalence of step-grandparenthood was difficult to document fully, findings indicate that while
such a multiple generation family-type does exist in Canada and touches the lives of a substantial
number of individuals, it accounts for only a low percentage of the overall population.

In terms of generational overlap, it is clear that grandparents and grandchildren are woven
into the fabric of Canadian families. Most older adults who have children are grandparents and most
grandchildren know at least one of their grandparents. Grandparents’ survival rates also attest to the
high prevalence of adult-grandchildren in Canada. Thus for many Canadian grandchildren,
grandparents belong to their family networks for a duration lasting from early childhood through
their teenage years and on into adulthood. Presumably, such relationships grow and change as both
the grandparent and grandchild age and experience life events. Importantly, U.S. researchers
speculate that within the context of declining numbers of family members per generation,
grandparent-grandchild relationships are likely to prove increasingly significant (Giarrusso,
Silverstein, Bengtson, 1996).

Although the findings of this paper do not establish changes in the supply of children and
grandchildren over time or their interactions and behaviors, the average size of Canadian families
is decreasing (Milan, 2000). Thus, Giarrusso, Silverstein & Bengtson (1996:18) are likely correct
in their assertion that “grandchildren may emerge as potentially more important sources of
emotional meaning and practical support for grandparents than in the past”. However, given that
intergenerational assistance is more likely to flow from the older to the younger generation (Logan
& Spitze, 1996), the reverse is perhaps more true. As Kornhaber (1985) found, many grandparents
assume an important helping role within the family by providing social and emotional stability to

grandchildren and other family members, particularly when family stability is threatened. For
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example, research demonstrates that in instances such as divorce (Cherlin & Furstenberg, 1985;
Gladstone, 1987, 1991; Johnson, 1983,1985,1998) or drug addiction (Minkler, Roe & Price, 1993)
in the middle generation, grandparents often play an instrumental role. And, while the findings of
this paper indicate that levels of coresidence and surrogate parenting are low among Canadian
grandparents, this does not signal that other forms of intergenerational assistance and support—
whether tangible or intangible—are not exchanged throughout the life course.

This paper also investigated the intersection of grandparenthood and other work and family-
related roles. There are several noteworthy implications pertaining to the timing of life events and
the structure of the life course. First, since most grandparents are married, especially in the younger
age group, it is apparent that widow[er]hood does indeed, follow the onset of grandparenthood for
most people. Second, very few grandparents have children under age 19 and children living in the
household which attests to the separation of active parenthood and grandparenthood as distinct
phases of life. Finally, employment is relatively common among younger grandparents and
uncommon among older grandparents. Although there may be differences across cohorts, many
individuals become grandparents prior to retirement. Additionally, Troll’s (1985) observation that
the grandparenthood intersects with ‘careers’ of individual development is supported by the fact that
for the majority of Canadians, grandparenthood intersects with other work and family-related roles.
Importantly, how and when these intersections and multiple intersections occur will ultimately
influence grandparent-grandchild relationships.

Placed within the larger North American context, it is clear that overall demographic patterns
and social trends in contemporary Canadian and American grandparenthood are relatively similar

and reinforce early findings regarding gender and age. What is perhaps most important to note is
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that while similarities emerge, there are important differences between the two countries related to
the higher birth rate and higher percentages of “off-time” grandparenthood in the United States.
And, while it is often scholarly practice to use Canadian and American findings
interchangeably—particularly when faced with a lack of available data— this research suggests that

national differences do exist and further, that figures and findings are not invariably interchangeable.

Conclusion

The overall aim of this paper was to provide a general demographic characterization of
contemporary Canadian grandparenthood, ultimately comparing the situation in Canada and the
United States. Results of this endeavor, however, can only be interpreted within the limits of cross-
sectional data and should be regarded as a mere sketch of grandparenthood in Canada and more
broadly, North America. Building on this demographic outline, future research would do well to
consider how various multi-generation family structures shape family life, particularly grandparent-
grandchild relationships. It is important that research begin to investigate the family as a network
emphasizing the interconnectedness of individual members, not to mention the meanings and
activities associated with family membership. Also of import to the study of family life is the need
to explore specific configurations of intergenerational relationships (eg. step relations, age gapped
and condensed relations), particularly how they are negotiated, maintained and change over time,
ultimately intersecting with individual, family, socio-historical and demographic contexts. Overall,
additional research—both qualitative and quantitative, as well as longitudinal and cross-sectional—is
required if we are to address adequately the contingencies, complexities and dynamics that impinge

on and constitute grandparenthood in Canada, the United States and elsewhere. Only by doing so,
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will researchers generate a more complete and detailed picture of contemporary grandparenthood and

grandparent-grandchild relationships.
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Notes

1.

The present paper models Szinovacz’s analysis in several ways in order to facilitate a
comparative analysis of Canadian and U.S. findings.

It is important to note that in Canada, while divorce rates increased in 1968 due to the
introduction of the Divorce Act and again in 1986 as a result of amendments to the Act, divorce
has been steadily decreasing since 1987 (Milan, 2000). Ultimately, rates of divorce will impact
cohorts of grandparents differently as patterns change over time.

Residents of the Territories, Native Indian reserves and institutionalized members of the
population are excluded.

Fictive grandchildren are those who are not related by blood and/or marriage (see Burton &
Dilworth-Anderson, 1991 and Chatters, Taylor & Jayakody, 1994).

Unless otherwise indicated, all American data in this study are taken from Szinovacz (1998b).

Due to dissimilar national data collection practices, it was possible to compare only three age
groups: 16 to 18; 19 to 22 and 23 to 26.
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Figure 1. Prevalence of Grandparenthood Among Respondents 20+ (%) by Age

Sources: Canadian: General Social Survey, 1995; American: Szinovacz, 1998b
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Figure 2. Grandchildren With At Least One Living Grandparent by Ages (%)

Sources: Canadian: General Social Survey, 1990; American: Szinovacz, 1998b
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Figure 3. Household Composition (% of Grandparent Population)

Sources: Canadian: General Social Survey, 1990; American: Szinovacz, 1998b
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Figure 4. Grandparents' Work & Family-Related Roles (%)

Sources: Canadian: General Social Survey, 1995; American: Szinovacz, 1998b
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Table 1. Prevalence of Grandparenthood and Mean Number of Grandchildren

All Male Female Sig. n
Percentage of All Respondents Who Are Grandparents
26.7 22.4 31.0 p<.0001 9647

Age Group of Respondents

21to0 39 0.4 0.1 0.6 p<.0001 4227
40 to 54 20.2 15.8 24.6 2750
55 to 64 69.7 61.9 77.3 1144
65 and over 79.4 74.4 83.2 1526
Percentage of Parent Respondents Who Grandparents
All Ages 36.3 31.8 40.2 p<.0001 7117
Age Group of Respondents

21to0 39 0.6 0.3 0.9 p<.0001 2344
40 to 54 23.1 18.2 27.9 2406
55 to 64 77.1 68.5 85.4 1034
65 and over 90.9 86.1 94.4 1333

Mean Number of Grandchildren

All Grandparents 4.93 4.58 5.18 p<.0001 7117

Age Group

21to 39 1.24 1.38 1.19 p<.0001 2344

40 to 54 2.52 2.28 2.68 2406

55 to 64 4.67 4.32 4.94 1034

65 and over 6.26 5.82 6.56 1333

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1995




Table 2. Percentage of Respondents Age 35 and Over in Multiple Generation Families

All Male Female Sig. n
Percentage of Respondents Age 35 and Over Who are Members of Three Generation Families

76.7 73.5 79.6 p<.0001 6458
Age Group of Respondent
35to 44 76.7 75.2 78.2 p<.0001 2186
45 to 54 72.4 69.5 75.3 1651
55to 64 77.2 73.3 81.9 1116
65 and over 80.9 76.7 84.0 1505

Percentage of Respondents Age 35 and Over Who are Members of Four Generation Families

10.5 9.1 12.2 p<.0001 6314
Age Group of Respondent
35to 44 3.4 1.6 5.1 p<.0001 2177
45 to 54 17.6 15.4 19.7 1623
55to 64 22.7 19.9 25.4 1073
65 and over 4.4 34 53 1444

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey, 1995
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Table 3. Supply of Living Grandparents

Percentage of Living Grandparents by Age of Grandchild and Gender & Lineage of Grandparent

Maternal Maternal Paternal Paternal
Grandmother Grandfather Grandmother Grandfather Sig. n
Alive Alive Alive Alive
All Ages
21.9 10.9 16.9 7.9 <.0001 13495
Age Groups
15to 17 73.4 51.9 61.6 39.8 <.0001 697
18to 19 69.2 47.2 61.9 31.6 <.0001 518
20to 29 48.2 22.9 37.7 17.5 <.0001 2860
30 to 39 20.1 6.3 133 3.9 <.0001 2949
40 to 49 4.4 0.9 2.6 0.4 <.0001 2278
50+ 0.2 -- - -- <.0001 4193

Percentage of Grandchildren with Living Grandparents by Age Group of Grandchild and Number
of Grandparent

0 1 2 3 4 Sig.
All Ages
68.9 146 9.1 49 25 <.0001
Age Groups
15t0 17 6.3 22.1 289 237 19.0 <.0001
18 to 19 7.6 225 346 233 120 <.0001
20 to 29 32.1 304 212 11.6 4.6 <.0001
30 to 39 67.8 229 175 1.2 04 <.0001
40 to 49 92.7 6.6 0.6 — 01 <.0001
50+ 99.7 03 — — — <.0001

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey of Canada 1990
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Table 4. Percentages of Grandparents Alive Presently and at Birth of Grandchildren

All Male Female Sig. n
Respondent’s
Mother Alive at
Birth of First Child 93.2 91.9 943 <.0001 6828
Birth of Latest Child 89.1 88.0 90.1 <.01 6830
Present (Time of Survey) 58.6 58.6 58.6 >.05 7043
Respondent’s
Father Alive at
Birth of First Child 85.3 82.7 87.6 <.0001 6778
Birth of Latest Child 78.1 75.4 80.5 <.0001 6778
Present (Time of Survey) 43.9 44.0 43.7 >.05 7041

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey (1995)
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Table 5. Grandparenthood Timing*: Middle-Generation Child Respondents’ Reports

(Mean Ages)
All Male Female Sig. n
Respondent’s
Mother’s Age at
Birth of First Child 53.6 54.9 52.5 <.0001 5751
s.d. 8.59 s.d. 8.39 s.d. 8.60
Birth of Latest Child 58.0 59.2 57.1 <.0001 5556
5.d 8.73 5.d 8.52 5.d. 8.78
Respondent’s
Father’s Age at
Birth of First Child 56.6 57.9 55.6 <.0001 5101
5.d. 8.73 s.d. 8.63 s.d. 8.69
Birth of Latest Child 60.7 61.6 60.0 <.0001 4686
5.d. 8.73 5.d. 8.60 5.d. 8.77

Source: Statistics Canada, General Social Survey (1995)

* Analysis only draws on [grandparents] parents who were living at the time of the birth and only
children who were living at the time of the survey
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Table 6. Step-Families

Percentage of Respondents Who Raised

One or More Step-Children All Male Female Sig. n=
Respondents Aged 35 to 55 4.6 6.0 3.2 <.0001 10736
Respondents Aged 35 to 55 4.8 5.8 33 <.0001 7391
with 1 or both living parent(s)

Respondents who are Grandparents 6.3 8.8 4.6 <.0001 2580
Respondents who are Grandparents 6.8 11.2 3.9 <.001 517

with 1 or both living parent(s)

Source: Statistics Canada, 1995
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Table 7. Percentages of Grandparent-Grandchild Co-residence

All Male Female Sig. n
Percentage of All Respondents
Grandparent/grandchild household 0.3 0.2 0.4 <.0001 13495
Three generation household 2.5 2.1 2.9
Percentage of All Grandparents
Grandparent/grandchild household 0.6 0.5 0.7 <.0001 3099
Three generation household 3.0 1.5 4.1
Percentage of Grandparents <64
Grandparent/grandchild household 0.5 0.4 0.6 <.0001 1708
Three generation household 2.7 1.0 3.9
Percentage of Grandparents >65
Grandparent/grandchild household 0.8 0.7 0.9 p<.0001 1391
Three generation household 3.5 2.1 4.4

Statistics Canada, General Social Survey 1990
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Table 8. Grandparents’ Multiple Roles

All Males Females Sig. n
Roles Among All Grandparents
Working full-time 30.2 41.6 222 <.0001 2439
Married/Common-law 71.9 87.2 61.2 <.0001 2580
Children in hhd & <19 52 7.1 3.9 <.0001 2580
At least 1 parent alive 27.3 26.5 27.9 >.05 2442
*Total Number of Roles
0 20.4 7.9 29.2 <.0001
1 42.2 47.0 38.9
2 22.7 242 21.6
3 12.2 16.9 8.8
4 2.5 4.0 1.5 2317
Roles Among Grandparents <64
Working Full-time 52.9 70.1 40.3 <.0001 1297
Married/Common-law 81.1 90.3 74.7 <.0001 1367
Children in house & >19 9.5 12.5 7.4 <.01 1368
At least 1 parent alive 46.6 45.9 47.0 >.05 1293
Total Number of Roles
0 6.4 2.3 9.2 <.0001
1 30.0 23.2 35.0
2 36.3 35.7 36.8
3 22.6 314 16.2
4 4.7 7.4 2.8 1228
Roles Among Grandparents >65
Working full-time 4.5 7.8 2.2 <.0001 1142
Married/Common-law 61.4 83.8 46.3 <.0001 1211
Children in house & <19 0.3 0.8 0.0 <.05 1212
At least 1 parent alive 5.6 4.5 6.3 >.05 1149
Total Number of Roles
0 36.4 14.4 51.6 <.0001
1 56.1 74.5 433
2 4.7 11.0 4.7
3 0.3 0.0 0.5 1086

General Social Survey of Canada, 1995

* Total number of roles = marital status + work status + children in house hold and children under 19 +

parent living
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Table 9. Grandparenthood Timing (Mean Ages) in Canada and the United States™
Based on Reports from Middle Generation Respondents with Children

Measure (in years) Canada United States
All  Male Female All Male  Female

Mother’s Age:

Birth First Child 53.6 549 525 45.2 46.8 44.0

Birth Latest Child  58.0 59.2  57.1 51.9 533 50.8
Father’s Age:

Birth of First Child  56.6  57.9  55.6 48.1 49.6 47.0

Birth of Latest Child 60.7 61.6  60.0 54.4 55.5 53.4

Sources: Canadian: General Social Survey, 1995, American: Szinovacz, 1998.

* Analysis only draws on [grandparents] parents who were living at the time of the birth and only
children who were living at the time of the survey
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