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Abstract

This study examines how the residential dispersion of adult 
children and their mothers varies between German and 
Turkish families living in Germany, and how this variation 
relates to the gender and marital status of adult children. 
The study hypothesizes that compared to adult children 
of German nationals, those of Turkish immigrants will 
exhibit virilocal tendencies because they are influenced by 
traditional Turkish cultural institutions. The results based 
on data from 247 Turkish and 200 German adult children, 
consisting of those who were 20 years old or older at the time 
of data collection, support this hypothesis. In contrast to the 
sons and daughters of German national, those of Turkish 
immigrants are most likely to reside with their mothers when 
they are single, and married sons are significantly more 
likely than married daughters to remain living close to their 
mothers.
(Keywords: Family, Adult Children, Residence, Turkish 
Immigrants, Germans)

Although there have been many studies on Turkish immi-
grants in Germany (i.e., Doomernik 1995; Karakasoglu 
1996; Kolinsky 1996; Koray 1999; Münz and Ohliger 1998; 
Onder 1996; Tan and Waldhoff 1996; White 1995, 1997), 
none have focused closely on residential behavior. This 
study contributes to recent cross-cultural research that 
is providing a more comprehensive perspective of family 
residential behavior. Specifically, it examines the ethnic 
differences between German nationals1 and Turkish immi-
grants living in Germany.

Turks represent the greatest number of minorities in 
Germany with nearly 2.5 million in residence (Worbs 
2003). Many Turkish immigrants began arriving in 
Germany in the early 1960s after the German govern-
ment established a labor recruitment contract with Turkey 
to help meet the demands of its domestic labor short-
age (see Bade and Weiner 1997; Münz and Weiner 1997; 
Schuck and Münz 1998; for details of Turkish migration 
to Germany). At that time, most Turkish people who came 

to Germany were seeking employment opportunities 
more attractive than those available in their own coun-
try. Although most Turks might have initially planned to 
return to their country after a short stay, many continued 
to reside in Germany. Subsequently, their families began 
to immigrate to Germany by the early 1970s. With the 
economic recession following the first oil crisis in 1973, 
Turkish labor migration practically came to a standstill. 
However, many Turks have continued to enter Germany 
primarily to reunite with family members who had arrived 
prior to 1973 or as newlywed spouses of Turkish residents 
in Germany.

It is timely to examine how family residential patterns of 
first-generation Turkish immigrants and their adult chil-
dren may differ from those of German nationals. A dra-
matic increase in international migration today has created 
communities of people with varying ethnicities. While 
immigrants and their descendants may be acculturated, 
they are also likely to maintain a sense of ethnic identity 
with values and norms that differ from those of the domi-
nant culture. Furthermore, ethnicity is sometimes broadly 
associated with socio-economic status. Accordingly, ethnic 
minority family structure may be distinct from the norma-
tive pattern characteristic of the host society.

According to the predictions of modernization theory 
(Cowgill 1986), when a capitalistic mode of production 
prevails in a society, advances in technology are often 
rapid, and a Western ideology also tends to encourage 
independence and individualism; one result is that adult 
children are likely to live in separate nuclear households 
from their parents. To acquire gainful occupation in a 
competitive market and get a quality education, they may 
even choose to live far from their natal homes. There-
fore, on one hand, both Turkish and German adults in a 
socio-economically modernized German social setting 
may predominantly reside in nuclear households. On the 
other hand, however, whether, when, and where young 
adults establish homes independent of their parents may 
vary according to ethnicity. Variation may be particularly 
marked for ethnic Turks who are children of first-genera-
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tion immigrants with a strong Turkish cultural identity 
and a minimal level of assimilation into German society.

The following discussion is divided into seven sections. 
The first section summarizes previous studies relevant 
to the study. The next one describes the socio-economic 
characteristics and cultural behavior typical of Turks in 
Germany, and sets forth the study hypothesis. The third 
and fourth sections outline how the sample was selected 
and how the study variables were measured and coded. 
The fifth section reviews the results, which are then evalu-
ated and interpreted in the sixth section. Finally, the dis-
cussion closes by highlighting the important implications 
of this study and proposing some directions for future 
research. Of particular interest is the possible cross-cul-
tural emergence of uxorilocal tendencies, which may in 
the case of some cultures run contrary to tradition.

Previous Research

Substantial research has been done on the residential behav-
ior of adult children in modernized countries, especially 
during the past two decades (i.e., Aquilino 1991; Brody et 
al. 1995; Glick, Bean and Van Hook 1997; Goldscheider and 
Goldscheider 1994; Lin and Rogerson 1995; Murphy and 
Wang 1998; Shelton and Grundy 2000; Silbereisen, Meschke 
and Schwarz 1996; Whittington and Peters 1996). These 
efforts have not only examined how such behavior can be 
understood from both micro (family) and macro (socio-
political) perspectives, but they have also revealed how 
gender, siblingship, marital and socio-economic status, and 
childhood/adolescent experiences, relate to whether adult 
children reside with their parents or live independently. 
As White (1994) implies, however, relatively few studies 
have approached this issue from an ethnically comparative 
perspective (i.e., Hogan, Hao and Parish 1990; Kanjanapan 
1989; Kerckhoff and Macrae 1992; Kierman 1991).

Several impressive exceptions include studies that have 
examined the differences in family residential behavior 
among ethnic groups in the U.S. For example, one study 
by Aquilino (1990) demonstrated that Mexican-American 
parents were more likely to have at least one adult child (19 
years old or older) living with them than African or Euro-
American parents. This ethnic difference was attributed 
to a higher proportion of unmarried Mexican-American 
adult children who still lived with their parents. Also, 
Goldscheider and DaVanzo (1989) showed that African-
Americans were less likely than Euro-Americans to leave 
home at marriage. This finding is consistent with other 
studies suggesting that inter-ethnic differences of adult 
children living with their parents are much greater for 
married children than their unmarried counterparts (Beck 
and Beck 1989; Tienda and Angel 1982; Trent and Harlan 
1990). Such differences are attributed to a variety of rea-

sons including socio-economic factors, adult child conjugal 
status (married or unmarried), and cultural preference.

A study by Yi et al. (1994) compared the average ages 
at which adult children left home in China, Japan, South 
Korea, United States, France, and Sweden; they found that 
the average age of natal-home departure was higher for 
both males and females in East Asian countries (China, 
Japan, and South Korea) than in Western countries 
(United States, France, and Sweden). This pattern indicated 
that compared to Western countries, adult children in East 
Asian countries are more likely to continue living with 
their parents, and those who eventually do leave generally 
depart at a later age. Yi et al. (1994) suggested that this dif-
ference related to distinct cultural ideologies. Compared to 
Asian cultures, Western norms emphasize a material inde-
pendency between children and their parents, so that chil-
dren tend leave the home when they marry, or even before 
they marry if they go to college or have a job. In contrast, 
Asian cultures promote more inter-dependency between 
adult children and their parents. Parental child support is 
more likely to continue even when children become adults, 
and children are also expected to provide aging parents 
with financial and service-oriented support in return. This 
Asian orientation generally lowers the prevalence of child 
departure from the home at marriage.

Concentrating on Europe, Glaser and Tomassini (2000) 
compared the proximity of aging mothers (aged 60–74) 
and their adult children (aged 25–39) in Britain and Italy. 
Residential proximity was classified accordingly to three 
categories: “coreside,” “close (up to 10 miles),” and “far 
(more than 10 miles).” They found that the intergenera-
tional proximity was closer in Italy than in Britain, and 
the residential proximity of Italian adult children to their 
mothers was more likely to be associated with characteris-
tics such as gender, education, and work status. Although 
gender was not a significant predicting factor relating to 
residential proximity in Britain, in Italy, men were more 
likely than women to live with their mothers. Also, unem-
ployed adult children in Italy were most likely to coreside 
with their mothers. Interestingly, more highly educated 
Italian adult children were likely to coreside with their 
mothers than their less educated peers, but with respect 
to those classified as only “close” or “far,” those with less 
education were more likely to live within 10 miles (“close”) 
of their mothers. Glaser and Tomassini (2000) suggested 
that one possible explanation for such differences was a 
stronger Italian cultural emphasis on mutual family aid 
between younger and older generations.

Study Background and Hypothesis

This study addresses the issue of how the family residen-
tial patterns of recent immigrants differ from those of 
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the dominant ethnic group in a highly modernized host 
society. The strength of this study is that it specifically 
compares the residential behavior of the adult children of 
German nationals and Turkish first-generation immigrants 
living in Germany. It examines how child marital status 
and gender may influence whether children coreside with 
their mothers. It also quantifies how far children in neolo-
cal arrangements live from the residences of their mothers.

First-generation Turkish immigrants are now middle 
or old aged, and most of them have adult children. While 
they live in Germany, they embrace a strong Turkish 
identity and are relatively unaffected by German cultural 
norms. Most of them were enculturated in Turkey, where 
they were born and spent at least part of their child-
hoods before moving to Germany.2 Even after migrating 
to Germany, they and their families usually make yearly 
trips back to Turkey to visit relatives. Also in Germany, 
their social networks largely consist of Turkish people. 
One study has shown that 78 percent of first-generation 
immigrants in 1991 only had Turkish friends (Kürsat-
Ahlers 1996).

These characteristics of Turkish immigrants are consis-
tent with observations the author made while conducting 
research in a Northwest German town between 2002 and 
2003. One Turkish informant told her that many Turkish 
immigrants generally appreciate some aspects of German 
society, such as health care and the welfare system, but 
they neither feel that they are part of the society nor do 
they identify with German culture. Interviews with middle 
and old age Turkish informants revealed that many of 
them spend extended amounts of time in Turkey on occa-
sion. Also, while visiting their houses, the author noticed 
that such individuals retain many Turkish household items 
and prefer watching Turkish TV stations. Their under-
standing of spoken and written German was limited; fam-
ily conversation was predominantly carried out in Turkish.

Compared to first-generation immigrants, second-gen-
eration Turks “appear to have developed emotional and 
cultural ties” to both Turkey and Germany (Kürsat-Ahlers 
1996:116). One study has shown that 36 percent of young 
Turks aged 16 to 25 had frequent contact with Germans, 
30 percent had occasional contact, and 34 percent had 
no contact (Berliner Jugendliche 1992). This study also 
revealed that 75 and 60 percent of them watched German 
television and read German newspapers, respectively; in 
contrast, 54 and 51 percent of them watched Turkish tele-
vision and read Turkish newspapers available in Germany, 
respectively (Berliner Jugendlich 1992). Although younger 
Turks may be more familiar with German culture, they 
are generally less educated and have a lower occupational 
status than their German counterparts (Worbs 2003). The 
Turkish informant mentioned in the previous paragraph 
also told the author that many Turkish children in Ger-

many speak only Turkish at home and have limited expo-
sure to German prior to entering the school system. As 
such, they are somewhat disadvantaged and have difficulty 
maintaining a high level of educational motivation.

Furthermore, the general level of Turkish assimilation 
into German society is still low, something reflected by 
their overall socio-economic status. Turkish immigrants 
have lower average household incomes than most Ger-
mans (Kürsat-Ahlers 1996). This condition reflects their 
occupational status. In 1994, three percent of Germans 
had unskilled jobs compared to 19 percent for Turks, 
and more than 60 percent of Germans were either self-
employed or white-collar workers compared to 20 percent 
for Turks (Seifert 1998). Similarly, more recent figures 
indicate that only 2.2 percent of Germans aged 16 to 25 
years hold unskilled jobs compared to 15.8 percent for 
second generation Turks (Worbs 2003).

Considering the characteristics of Turkish people in 
Germany, their family residential patterns should be 
expected to differ from those of ethnic Germans. It is likely 
that a strong maintenance of Turkish cultural identity and 
minimal assimilation into German society on the part of 
first generation Turks has influenced a more traditional 
Turkish residential pattern among their adult children. It is 
possible, therefore, that Turkish immigrant families exhibit 
a strong tendency for virilocal post-marital residence. 
Accordingly, a woman is expected to leave her natal family 
home at marriage and become a member of her husband’s 
family, which usually involves living with her husband’s 
parents (Lievens 1999).

On one hand, Turkey has become more modern in a 
western sense over the past few decades, and traditional 
virilocal residence has been on the decline especially in 
urban areas. Moreover, compared to Turks in Turkey, 
recent Turkish immigrants in Germany have been more 
exposed to western ideals; indeed, modern western 
customs are now a part of their children’s lives. Turkish 
immigrant families may not, therefore, adhere strictly to 
traditional virilocal cultural norms. On the other hand, 
this institution may still be a prevalent component of 
immigrant Turkish family values in Germany. The influ-
ence of this institution may be particularly strong because 
the majority of first-generation Turkish immigrants in 
Germany came from rural areas where traditional viri-
locality was the predominant residential pattern (Ilcan 
1994; Kürsat-Ahlers 1996). Compared to adult children 
of German nationals, therefore, this study hypothesizes 
that Turkish married children will tend to exhibit virilocal 
residential tendencies.

In testing this hypothesis, the author has quantified the 
non-coresidential behavior of adult children according to 
the linear distance separating their residences from those 
of their mothers. This focus is more precise than many 
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previous comparative studies that have simply dichoto-
mized residential behavior as either coresidential or not 
(i.e., Aquilino 1990; Juang, Silbereisen and Wiesner 1999). 
Despite well developed modern means of communication, 
distance still largely influences the intensity familial inter-
action, and the feasibility of providing or receiving various 
forms of support is constrained by distance (Silverstein 
and Litwak 1993). When an individual establishes an 
independent household near their natal home, they have a 
greater potential for access to natal family resources. Con-
sequently, the individual may have a similar level of family 
interaction and support than he/she had while residing in 
the natal home. One’s level of accessibility to this type of 
support may decline the further they live from the natal 
household. Therefore, examining the prevalence of adult 
child coresidence and the amount of distance separating 
independent households will yield more inclusive and 
insightful information on family residential behavior.

Data

This study uses data from first-hand interviews with 82 
Turkish and 106 German women living in Germany 
between 2002 and 2003. These women were recruited 
through public advertisements and personal networks. 
Acknowledging the limitations of a small sample recruited 
with these strategies, the study still provides significant, 
insightful information on the topic at hand. Most women 
were interviewed in their homes; some were interviewed in 
public places such as schools or parks. At the time field-
work was conducted, all study respondents were 40 years 
old or older, and none were childless. The average age of 
the German women was 59.50 (st.dev.= 12.05; from 41 to 
88); the average age for Turkish women was 51.34 (st.dev.= 
6.09; from 41 to 70). The average number of children was 
2.52 (st.dev.= 1.17; from 1 to 6) for the German women, 
and 3.70 (st.dev.= 1.35; from 2 to 7) for the Turkish women.

During interviews conducted in the native language of 
each study respondent, information about family demo-
graphic characteristics and geographic dispersion was 
collected. Family demographic information included the 
number of children an interviewee had, and the age, gen-
der, and marital status of her children. Family geographic 
dispersion included information on where each of the 
interviewee’s children were born, where they lived at the 
time of the interview, and how far these households were 
from her residence.

Adult children were defined as those 20 years old or 
older, so information on children younger than 20 years 
was not incorporated into the study. This criterion was 
used because most individuals in Germany complete their 
civil or military service by the age of 20. Also, the few 
cases of children who were divorced or widowed (eleven 

divorced respondents in the Turkish sample, and thirteen 
divorced and three widowed respondents in the German 
sample) were eliminated from the analyses. In other words, 
this study dealt only with adult children who were single 
(never married) or married. Consequently, the analysis 
is based on 247 Turkish and 200 German adult children. 
These children’s characteristics are shown in Table 1.

Measurement

Dependent Variable: Distance

During the interviews, each study respondent was asked 
how far she resided in kilometers from her children. Cases 
where a woman was living with one of her children were 
coded 0. For cases where a woman and her child were liv-
ing separately, she was asked to provide the linear distance 
between their homes.3 Although responses were usually 
given in kilometers, some women were unable to provide 
such information. In these cases, the author calculated the 
distance according to map information. Also, there were a 
few responses of overly exaggerated distance. For example, 
one woman suggested that she was living 10,000 km from 
her adult child residing in the U.S. Consequently, these 
distances were corrected according to map information. 
Details of the distance variable are shown in Table 1.

In terms of analyses, this study included adult children 
(either Turkish or German) living not only in Germany 
but also in other countries, such as Turkey, the U.S., Korea, 
France, Italy, Belgium, or the Netherlands.4 International 
migration in the world today is common, and individuals 
sometimes live in separate countries from their parents 
because of educational, occupational, or other opportuni-
ties. Hence, this study considers the factors motivating the 
residence of adult children outside Germany to be similar 
to those motivating residence elsewhere in Germany. Also, 
the cases of Turkish parents in Germany who have adult 
children living in Turkey are largely considered to be a 
result of family decisions. On the one hand, according to 
the German family reunion law, children 16 years of age or 
older are not automatically allowed to join their families in 
Germany. Therefore, the behavior of some Turkish adult 
children in Turkey may be based on this age limitation, 
not personal or family choice. On the other hand, in such 
cases, the parents in Germany could have chosen to return 
to Turkey to live with or be close to them. The objective of 
this study is to examine the geographic dispersion of adult 
children and whether those of Turkish descent exhibit vir-
ilocal tendencies by way of identifying those most likely to 
live with or close to their mothers. Therefore, the inclusion 
of adult children living in Turkey is meaningful because it 
is pertinent to defining the factors underlying normative 
residential patterns.
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Table 1: Characteristics of Adult Children

Total
N=447

German
N=200

Turkish
N=247

Age Mean 31.10 Mean 34.70 Mean 28.19
St. Dev. 8.50 St. Dev. 9.73 St. Dev. 5.97
Range 20–64 Range 20–64 Range 20–45

Gender Male 234 (52.3%) Male 106 (53.0%) Male 128 (51.8%)
Female 213 (47.7%) Female 94 (47.0%) Female 119 (48.2%)

Marital Status Single 171 (38.3%) Single 77 (38.5%) Single 94 (38.1%)
Married 276 (61.7%) Married 123 (61.5%) Married 153 (61.9%)

Brothers Mean 1.3982 Mean 1.1200 Mean 1.6235
St. Dev. 1.13359 St. Dev. 1.08697 St. Dev. 1.12254
Range 0–5 Range 0–5 Range 0–5
Missing 0 Missing 0 Missing 0

Sisters Mean 1.3826 Mean 1.1300 Mean 1.5870
St. Dev. 1.17292 St. Dev. 1.02389 St. Dev. 1.24593
Range 0–6 Range 0–4 Range 0–6
Missing 0 Missing 0 Missing 0

Education Mean 11.09 Mean 12.44 Mean 9.98
St. Dev. 2.78 St. Dev. 2.37 St. Dev. 2.60
Range 0–16 Range 9–16 Range 0–16
Missing 20 Missing 7 Missing 13

Mother’s 
Education

Mean 6.82 Mean 10.87 Mean 3.50
St. Dev. 4.56 St. Dev. 2.25 St. Dev. 3.04
Range 0–16 Range 8–16 Range 0–11
Missing 3 Missing 0 Missing 3

Distance Mean 285.66 Mean 140.93 Mean 403.38
St. Dev. 909.62 St. Dev. 496.78 St. Dev. 1127.65
Range 0–8500 Range 0–6500 Range 0–8500
Missing 10 Missing 4 Missing 6

Independent Variables:  
Ethnicity, Gender and Marital Status

Each adult child interviewee was coded as either Turk-
ish or German, and male or female. Child marital status 
was coded as either single or married. When an adult 
child was not formally married but living with a signifi-
cant other, he or she was coded as married. Although 
some studies have revealed different residential behav-
iors according to whether children are formally married 
or cohabitating (i.e., Goldscheider and DaVanzo 1989; 
Juang, Silbereisen and Wiesner 1999), this distinction 

was not incorporated because few Turkish adult children 
cohabited with non-conjugal partners. Details of the 
ethnicity, gender and marital status variables are shown 
in Table 1.

Control Variables:  
Number of Brothers, Number of Sisters, Educational 
Level and Mothers’ Educational Level

Table 1 displays the control variables. The respective num-
bers of an adult child’s brothers and sisters were included 
among these variables because siblingship is likely to 
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influence one’s opportunity for parental interaction. In 
general, individuals with many siblings are considered 
to be individuals with fewer opportunities to establish or 
maintain close relationships with their parents because 
they are subject to relatively high levels of inter-sibling 
competition for parental interaction (Mitchell 1994). 
Consequently, it is expected that individuals with many 
siblings are more likely to live separately from their 
parents and have residences that tend to be further from 
their natal homes.

Moreover, the gender composition of siblings may 
influence an individual’s residential behavior. Despite 
comparatively easy access to advanced, professional 
services in modern societies, people continue to view 
their family members as a primary source of assist-
ance, and familial expectations or preferences may vary 
according to gender. For example, studies in the U.S. 
suggest that daughters are more often expected to main-
tain closer physical contacts with aging parents to care 
for them (see Brody et al. 1995; Lin and Rogerson 1995). 
Also, because of the recent economic reforms in China, 
despite a traditional patrilineal/patrilocal emphasis, 
daughters in urban families are increasingly involved in 
the care of their aging parents (Zhan and Montgomery 
2003). In such contexts, there may be a lower probabil-
ity for individuals with few sisters to live far from their 
parents because the culturally prescribed resources for 
meeting such expectations are relatively scarce; conse-
quently, individuals with few sisters may end up tak-
ing on the responsibility of living with or close to their 
aging parents.

Two other control variables are the educational 
levels of adult children and their mothers. These 
variables were used to measure socio-economic status. 
Low socio-economic status is expected to influence 
when a child leaves home, especially prior to marriage 
(DaVanzo and Goldscheider 1990; Goldscheider and 
Goldscheider 1987). It is possible that if parents have 
sufficient financial wherewithal to pay for advanced 
education (Mitchell, 1994), a child may remain at home 
longer to benefit from this provision. However, studies 
have shown that children who are highly educated often 
move out earlier (Aquilino 1990; Kerckhoff and Mac-
rae 1992), and children of highly educated parents are 
overall more likely to establish independent households 
at some point in their lives (Aquilino 1991; Murphy 
and Wang 1998). Moreover, high socio-economic status 
is expected to be more associated with children who 
live far from their natal homes because they can take 
advantage of a wider range of educational and occupa-
tional opportunities. For this study, educational level 
was quantified according to how many years of school 
an individual had completed.

Results

Patterns of Geographic Dispersion

To evaluate the study hypothesis, we look first at graphs 
depicting the geographic dispersion exhibited by German 
and Turkish adult male and female children according 
to marital status. Geographic distance was coded into 
four categories. Children living with their mothers were 
coded “0,” those living separately but within 10 km were 
coded “>0–10,” those living between 10 to 100 km were 
coded “>10–100,” and those living greater than 100 km 
were coded “>100.” These categories are used because 
they generally coincide with a predictable duration of 
time necessary to travel each distance. A distance of 10 
km corresponds to about 30 minutes by bicycle, bus or 
local train. These means of transportation are common 
in Germany. This distance, therefore, represents the range 
of “easy access.” A distance of 100 km usually takes about 
an hour to an hour and a half to travel by private car or 
express train. Beyond 100 km, travel times vary according 
to increasingly more wide-ranging levels of accessibility 
influenced by actual distance and the idiosyncratic con-
straints of infrastructural connectivity.

Figure 1 depicts the cases of adult German male chil-
dren. They appear most likely to live with their mothers 
when they are single. In contrast, when they marry, they 
are most likely to live separately from their mothers, but 
within 10 km. The percentage living within 10 km of their 
mothers, however, is not very different from the percent-
ages of German sons living between 10 and 100 km, or 
those living further than 100 km. Figure 2 depicts the cases 
of adult German female children. Single German females 
are most likely to live further than 100 km, but when they 
marry, they tend to live within 10 km of their mothers, and 
relatively few of them live further than 10 km. This differs 
from adult German male children, who tend to be more 
geographically dispersed when they marry.

Figure 3 depicts the adult Turkish male children. The 
vast majority of single male children live with their moth-
ers, but when they marry, they establish residences within 
10 km of their mothers. Comparing this pattern to Figure 
4 depicting adult Turkish female children, it is interesting 
that the single Turkish female children behave much like 
their single Turkish male counterparts, indicating that 
most single adult Turkish children live with their moth-
ers. When they marry, however, the residential pattern of 
Turkish female children differs from their male counter-
parts. The percentages of married Turkish daughters living 
within 10 km, between 10 and 100 km, and further than 
100 km are relatively similar. Overall, the Turkish sample 
indicates that compared to sons, daughters are likely to 
disperse more randomly when they marry.
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Figure 1: German Male Children
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Figure 2: German Female Children
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Figure 3: Turkish Male Children
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Figure 4: Turkish Female Children
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Effects of Ethnicity, Gender, and Marital Status on 
Adult Children’s Dispersion

The significance of whether the residential patterns in the 
graphs differ according to ethnicity, gender, and marital 

status was examined with Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) 
in SPSS. Results are shown in Tables 2.1 and 2.2. The 
independent variables of ethnicity and child marital 
status, the interaction term between ethnicity and marital 
status, and the interaction between ethnicity, gender, and 
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marital status relate significantly to the distance separating 
adult children and their mothers. The variable of ethnic-
ity indicates that on average Turkish adult children live 
further from their mothers than German adult children. 
The variable of child marital status suggests that overall, 
regardless of ethnicity and gender, married children are 
more likely to live far from their mothers than single chil-
dren. The interaction between ethnicity and marital status 
suggests that relative to Germans, Turks live closer to their 
mothers when they are single, and they live further when 
they are married. This is affected by the fact that both male 
and female Turkish adult children are most likely to reside 
in the household of their parents until marriage, only to 
establish their own households after marriage.

Also, the interaction between ethnicity, gender, and 
marital status indicates a varying effect on the geographic 

distance separating adult children and their mothers. 
Regarding the German sample, single sons live geo-
graphically closer to their mothers than married sons, 
but married daughters live closer to their mothers than 
single daughters. In comparison, both Turkish sons and 
daughters live further from their mothers when they 
are married than they do when single. In addition, the 
results indicate that Turkish females live geographi-
cally closest to their mothers when they are single and 
geographically most distant when they marry. These 
results support the study hypothesis because they suggest 
that Turkish married sons are likely to live closer to their 
mothers than Turkish married daughters. This pattern is 
consistent with the behavioral tendencies associated with 
virilocal residence.

Table 2.1: Descriptive Statistics for All Adult Children in Study
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Ethnicity Gender Marital Status Mean Std. Dev. N

German Male Single 64.92 113.47 39
Married 131.93 247.74 62
Total 106.06 208.34 101

Female Single 328.82 1106.94 34
Married 93.51 177.78 57
Total 181.43 694.30 91

Total Single 187.83 765.49 73
Married 113.53 217.02 119
Total 141.78 501.29 192

Turkish Male Single 125.00 569.50 49
Married 475.09 1062.41 70
Total 330.93 906.58 119

Female Single 32.61 94.03 38
Married 737.47 1612.32 74
Total 498.32 1350.90 112

Total Single 84.64 432.38 87
Married 609.92 1374.41 144
Total 412.09 1144.30 231

Total Male Single 98.37 430.66 88
Married 313.91 807.87 132
Total 227.69 689.40 220

Female Single 172.49 772.20 72
Married 457.27 1255.42 131
Total 356.26 1114.70 203

Total Single 131.72 605.55 160
Married 385.32 1055.23 263
Total 289.40 919.54 423
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Effects of Gender and Age on Married Children’s  
Dispersion

Although these results have demonstrated how an adult 
child’s marital status differentially affects the distance 
they live from their mothers, the results are unclear about 
which child according to gender lives closest when mar-
ried. Therefore, additional ANOVA tests were conducted 
on separate samples of German and Turkish married 
children, respectively. Again, the dependent variable was 
the actual distance between an adult child and its mother. 
Independent variables were child gender and child age. 
Child age was also included to examine whether there 
would be any variation in the distance separating adult 
children from their mothers as they became older. This 
variable was divided into two categories: children aged 
20 to 29 years, and children aged 30 years or older. The 
numbers of brothers and sisters, and the educational levels 
of children and their mothers were used once again as 
controlling variables.

The results for the German sample show no significant 
gender-based difference regarding the distance between 
mothers and their married sons and daughters, but child 
age is significant (see Tables 3.1 and 3.2). Although the 
sample of married German children in their 20s is small 

(seven males and nine females), the analysis implies 
that compared to children in their 20s, those older than 
twenty-nine are more likely to live close to their mothers. 
Compared to the results reflected by the German sample, 
the Turkish sample indicates that married sons live sig-
nificantly closer to their mothers than married daughters 
albeit the significance is borderline (see Tables 4.1 and 
4.2). Again, this pattern is consistent with virilocal tenden-
cies, and supports the hypothesis of this study. In addition, 
the results demonstrate with a strong level of significance 
that younger married Turks live closer to their mothers 
than older married Turks regardless of gender.

Discussion

This study has revealed differences between the fam-
ily settlement patterns of German nationals and Turkish 
immigrants living in Germany. The German case showed 
that the effect of marital status on the distance separat-
ing adult children and their mothers varies according to 
child gender. While single sons are likely to live closer to 
their mothers than married sons, married daughters are 
likely to live closer their mothers than single daughters. 
The actual distance separating married children and their 
mothers, however, does not differ significantly according 

Table 2.2: Results for the Case of All Adult Children in Study
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Type III Sum of 
Squares

df Mean Square F Sig.

Corrected Model 36226235.445 11 3293294.131 4.222 .000
Intercept 2228409.754 1 2228409.754 2.857 .092
Brothers 856703.143 1 856703.143 1.098 .295
Sisters 2220702.640 1 2220702.640 2.847 .092
Education 2531742.793 1 2531742.793 3.246 .072
Mother’s Education 2878394.344 1 2878394.344 3.690 .055
Ethnicity 4715066.470 1 4715066.470 6.045 .014
Gender 1181723.774 1 1181723.774 1.515 .219
Marital Status 3739673.349 1 3729673.349 4.794 .029
Eth*Gen 161476.064 1 161476.064 .207 .649
Eth*Mari 5074046.277 1 5074046.277 6.505 .011
Gen*Mari 23681.058 1 23681.058 .030 .862
Eth*Gen*Mari 3868335.140 1 3868335.140 4.959 .026
Error 320599787.4 411 780048.144
Total 392252165.6 423
Corrected Total 356826022.8 422
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to child gender. In comparison, both Turkish male and 
female children are likely to live with their parents when 
single, and they are likely to establish their own household 
outside the parents’ house at marriage. In such cases, sons 
are more likely than daughters to establish households 
near their mothers.

This ethnic variation is probably the result of differing 
cultural orientations. Relative to Germans, Turkish people 
are influenced by a traditional emphasis on virilocal post-
marital residence. During the interviews, when Turkish 
study respondents were asked what they thought about the 
geographic distance separating them from their children, 
some of them said, “I wish my daughter lived close to me, 

but she has to go wherever her husband goes, but my son 
can stay close here.” This statement reflects the different 
expectations a woman has towards her sons and daughters; 
it indicates that Turkish sons establish their own house-
holds after they marry, but they are still expected to live 
close to their mothers.

During interviews, Turkish women seldom articulated 
dissatisfaction about the geographic distance separating 
them from their adult children.5 When they were asked to 
characterize their satisfaction with family members, some 
women said they were sad about frictions within the fam-
ily, their children’s employment status, or limited respect 
they receive from the younger generation. However, most 

Table 3.1: Descriptive Statistics of the Case of German Married Children
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Gender Age Mean Std. Deviation N

Male 20–29 194.0000 312.89828 7
30 or more 124.0322 240.59740 55
Total 131.9318 247.73516 62

Female 20–29 204.7222 304.83019 9
30 or more 72.6565 137.95177 48
Total 93.5089 177.78404 57

Total 20–29 200.0313 297.91008 16
30 or more 100.0901 200.19595 103
Total 113.5276 217.02103 119

Table 3.2: Results for the Case of German Married Children
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Type III Sum of 
Squares

df Mean Square F Sig.

Corrected Model 772156.556 7 110308.079 2.559 .018
Intercept 129995.183 1 129995.183 3.015 .085
Brothers 24186.956 1 24186.956 .561 .455
Sisters 2953.013 1 2953.013 .068 .794
Education 327455.825 1 327455.825 7.595 .007
Mother’s Education 30053.101 1 30053.101 .697 .406
Gender 77.332 1 77.332 .002 .966
Age 176839.973 1 176839.973 4.102 .045
Gen*Age 3533.377 1 3533.377 .082 .775
Error 4785422.717 111 43111.916
Total 7091311.673 119
Corrected Total 5557579.273 118
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of them professed contentedness. The reason they did not 
complain about the geographic distance between them 
and their children may be partly because their sons tend to 
live close by (see Figure 3). Also, those women are likely to 
have a cultural predisposition for the traditional norma-
tive expectations of virilocality. As such, they tend not to 
complain although some of their daughters (and sons) 
may live far away.

In addition, a closer look at the data reveals that more 
than 50 percent of Turkish adult daughters live within 50 
km of their mothers (not expressed in a table or graph 
form). That daughters are relatively close may be another 
factor contributing to the limited dissatisfaction expressed 

by a woman about the geographic distance separating her 
and her children, especially daughters. What is particu-
larly noteworthy here is that the virilocal tendency among 
Turkish immigrant families is not necessarily associated 
with a propensity for married daughters to live far from 
their parents. Moreover, although they know their daugh-
ters may live far way after marrying, they appear to prefer 
that their daughters live close by, if possible. This view is 
consistent with the borderline significance of the study 
results indicating that Turkish married sons live closer 
to their mothers than married daughters (see Table 4.2). 
Despite the influence of traditional virilocal norms, these 
results could imply a tendency for uxorilocality in which 

Table 4.1: Descriptive Statistics for the Case of Turkish Married Children
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Gender Age Mean Std. Deviation N

Male 20–29 16.5796 57.72948 27
30 or more 762.9863 1277.59595 43
Total 475.0866 1062.41105 70

Female 20–29 276.4950 769.43595 40
30 or more 1279.7882 2119.02856 34
Total 737.4676 1612.31633 74

Total 20–29 171.7530 606.34083 67
30 or more 991.1845 1708.3593 77
Total 609.9212 1374.40673 144

Table 4.2: Results for the Case of Turkish Married Children
[Dependent Variable: Distance]

Type III Sum of 
Squares

df Mean Square F Sig.

Corrected Model 44059722.061 7 6294246.009 3.787 .001
Intercept 6702662.343 1 6702662.343 4.032 .047
Brothers 790309.515 1 790309.515 .475 .492
Sisters 4107266.668 1 4107266.668 2.471 .118
Education 3012733.759 1 3012733.759 1.812 .180
Mother’s Education 2386082.185 1 2386082.185 1.435 .233
Gender 6525884.230 1 6525884.230 3.926 .050
Age 20693700.694 1 20693700.694 12.449 .001
Gen*Age 116459.015 1 116459.015 .070 .792
Error 226066401.4 136 1662252.952
Total 323694689.6 144
Corrected Total 270126123.5 143
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married daughters are increasingly residing in households 
near their parents.6

Interestingly, marital status in relation to the geographic 
distance separating a mother from her children shows a 
different pattern for the German data (see Figures 1 and 
2). While many single sons reside with their mothers, mar-
ried sons are relatively scattered. In comparison, daughters 
are likely to live somewhat distant from their mothers 
when they are single, but they tend to live closer when 
married. This pattern is not evident among the adult chil-
dren of Turkish immigrants. One Turkish informant told 
the author that it would be rare for a young single Turkish 
woman to live separately from her parents unless she was 
attending a school that was considerably distant from her 
natal home.

Compared to Turkish immigrants, the norms and values 
of German nationals exert less of an influence on where 
children live according to gender. This does not mean, 
however, that Germans are free from gender expecta-
tions. Ideologically, the geographic mobility of German 
daughters and sons is similarly unrestricted. Traditional 
gender-based expectations, however, still generally place 
an emphasis on the role of females as household manag-
ers, and therefore daughters tend to excel in this capacity 
(Ziegler and Schladt 1993). Consequently, adult daughters 
are more likely than adult sons to move some distance 
away from their natal home before marriage, while single 
sons are likely to remain with their mothers, who can 
assist them with their household needs.7 When sons marry 
or begin cohabiting with a partner on whom they can rely 
for these needs, they no longer need to live close to their 
mothers. Therefore, the geographic distance separating 
German mothers from their married male and female chil-
dren does not differ significantly (see Table 3.2).

This study also examined the effects of age on the linear 
distance separating married children from their mothers. 
Results have shown that German children have a tendency 
to move closer to their mothers as they become older. 
They may do so because of the convenience and efficiency 
of familial assistance provisioning afforded by proximity. 
Many German couples begin having children in their 30s, 
hence, living close to their mothers or mothers-in-law may 
enhance the convenience of childcare provisioning. Also, 
in such cases, adult children can more effectively assist 
their aging parents with physically demanding tasks, not 
to mention alleviating the isolation often associated with 
old age.

The Turkish age effect is in direct contrast to the Ger-
man pattern. Younger Turkish couples are likely to live 
closer to their mothers than older couples. There are a 
few possible explanations for this pattern. First, compared 
to older couples, young newly weds are in greater need 
of assistance than their German counterparts. If young 

couples have limited resources when they marry, they are 
likely to reside with their parents until they achieve more 
comfortable financial footing. Some young couples may 
manage to establish independent households, but they will 
still live close to their parents to conveniently receive assis-
tance. This pattern is typically consistent with virilocality 
because it appears that when young Turkish couples do 
not set up their own household at marriage, they are most 
likely to coreside with the husbands’ parents. For example, 
one Turkish interviewee’s oldest son and his wife lived in 
her home for about a year after they married; her second 
son and his wife did the same. At the time of the interview, 
her youngest son, who had been married for about two 
years, was still living in her house with his wife.

In addition, further quantitative analyses demonstrated 
that gender had a stronger effect on the distance separat-
ing mothers from married children in their 20s than it did 
for those over twenty-nine (these results are not presented 
in tabular form). For these analyses, Turkish married 
children were divided into two age categories, “20–29” 
and “30 or older,” and ANOVA was then conducted on 
each category. The dependent variable was the residential 
distance separating those children from their mothers, and 
the independent variable was child gender. Moreover, the 
number of brothers and sisters they had, and the respec-
tive levels of education attained by them and their mothers 
were controlled. Although the significance is borderline 
(p=.054), the results for married children in their 20s 
indicate that sons live closer to their mothers than daugh-
ters. Married children over twenty-nine do not reflect a 
significant difference according to gender. One implication 
these results support is that the patterns associated with 
a tendency for virilocal post-marital residence are most 
apparent for adult children in need of assistance.

Young Turkish couples may also live relatively close to 
their mothers as a result of a cohort effect characterizing 
the children of first generation immigrants. This effect may 
relate to the fact that many older adult children of Turkish 
immigrants are likely to live in Turkey. The study sample 
included seventy-one married Turkish adult children in 
their 20s, and sixty-three of them (88.7 percent) were 
either born in Germany or came to Germany by the age of 
five. Among those seventy-one individuals, only three (4.2 
percent) were living in Turkey at the time these data were 
collected. All three were female; two were born in Turkey 
and came to Germany at the age of one and three, respec-
tively, while the other was born in Germany and then 
moved to Turkey.

In contrast, there were eighty-two married children 
older than 29 years; fifty-six of them (69.5 percent) immi-
grated to Germany after the age of five, and eight of them 
(9.7 percent) never left Turkey to live in Germany. At the 
time these data were collected, twenty-three (28.0 percent) 
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of the eighty-two married children older than 29 years 
were living in Turkey (including the eight children who 
never immigrated to Germany). These twenty-three indi-
viduals consist of eleven males and twelve females born in 
Turkey, only two of which came to Germany before the age 
of five. I suggest that children who have spent more time 
in Turkey are overall more likely to have had the oppor-
tunity to establish strong family relationships and attrac-
tive and more comfortable lives in Turkey. The Turkish 
age effect, therefore, may reflect the temporary affect of 
one’s experience and familiarity with German and Turkish 
culture that varies according to the age of first generation 
immigrant children.

Conclusion

This study has demonstrated that both German and Turk-
ish married children are most likely to have nuclear house-
holds, but there are significant ethnic differences between 
the characteristics of adult children who live separately 
from their mothers, and how far they live from their 
mothers. First of all, compared to German single children, 
Turkish single children are less likely to live in households 
separate from those of their mothers. This implies that 
relative to German children, who may leave home while 
they are still single, Turkish children tend to establish their 
own households at marriage. Also, in the case of married 
children, German daughters are more likely than German 
sons to reside within 10 km of their mothers; in contrast, 
Turkish sons are more likely than Turkish daughters to 
reside within this same distance (see Figures 1, 2, 3 and 4). 
Such ethnic variation is attributed to the different cul-
tural, socio-economic, and historical backgrounds of both 
groups despite the fact that they share the same physical 
environment. These study results are largely compatible 
with findings from previous studies of family residential 
patterns with regard to differences between minority and 
majority “host” groups, the influence of traditional cul-
tural norms, and the demands created by socio-economic 
conditions (i.e., Glaser and Tomassini 2000; Goldscheider 
and DaVanzo 1989; Yi et al. 1994).

The residential patterns of Turkish family members 
in Germany will probably change. Migration not only 
entails change in one’s place of residence, but it also 
involves adjustments associated with the values and norms 
prevalent in a new social environment (Katz and Lowen-
stein 1999). Because of drastic international/intercultural 
migration, undoubtedly Turkish immigrants and their 
family members are still in the process of adjusting to the 
German social environment. One interesting possibility 
is an emergent tendency towards uxorilocality concurrent 
with a move away from the traditional virilocal norm as a 
result of modernization. If so, son-biased residence may 

decline as daughter-bias residence increases; eventually 
the latter pattern could become more common, as it is 
among the German families examined in this study. Given 
that daughter-bias residence is becoming more common 
in some other parts of the world,8 future studies may sub-
stantiate a cross-cultural pattern of uxorilocal tendency in 
modernizing and post-modernized societies.
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Endnotes

1 “German national” refers to a German citizen with 
German ethnicity. The German nationals in this study 
have Caucasian characteristics and come from historically 
German families; this category does not include natural-
ized foreigners.

2 See Nosaka and Chasiotis (in press) for the socio-cul-
tural conditions in Turkey around the time those Turkish 
people were migrating to Germany.

3 It should be noted that the linear distance provided by 
the interviewees may not precisely correspond to actual 
geographic distance; it should, therefore, be understood as 
a representation of distance.

4 The fact that some Turkish adult children lived in 
Turkey undoubtedly influenced the calculation of Turkish 
distance.

5 Even though some of the Turkish interviewees had 
adult sons who were currently living far away, these 
women did not specifically complain about this situation 
in response to the question regarding their family life 
satisfaction. Similar to Turkish women, German women 
who participated in this study generally made no specific 
complaints about the geographic distance separating them 
from their children. Although some of those women said 
that they were lonely or had limited communication with 
their family members, they did not seem to connect such 
feelings with residential distance. Only a couple of women 
explicitly expressed feelings about the residential status of 
their children, saying, “The children should live nearer” or 
“It is sad that my son will be moving out soon.”
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6 In order to evaluate this possibility among Turkish 
immigrant families, additional ANOVAs were conducted 
on married sons and daughters, respectively (these results 
are not presented in tabular form). For each analysis, the 
dependent variable was the residential distance separating 
those adult children from their mothers, and the indepen-
dent variable was child age categorized as either “20–29” 
and “30 or older.” Moreover, the number of brothers and 
sisters they had, and the respective levels of education 
attained by them and their mothers were controlled. The 
results indicate that while both younger sons and daugh-
ters are likely to live closer to their mothers than their 
older counterparts, the significance for daughters (p=.015) 
is stronger than that for sons (p=.046). These results over-
all imply that young Turkish married children are begin-
ning to reside closer to their mothers, and that this pattern 
is particularly apparent for daughters, which shows an 
increase in uxorilocal tendencies.

7 This interpretation is compatible with findings made 
by a previous study (Juang, Silbereisen and Wiesner 1999), 
which indicated that German females were likely to leave 
home earlier than German males.

8 A study by Ng, Phillips, and Lee (2002) indicates a 
shift from traditional patri/virilocal norms to neolocality 
in Hong Kong, which has been undergoing considerable 
modernization over the past three decades. It has found 
that parents are likely to prefer living with or close to 
their daughters, and many married daughters tend to live 
close to their natal home despite traditional patri/virilocal 
ideals. Also, Lievens (1999) discusses the potential shift 
towards uxorilocal tendencies among Turkish families in 
Belgium. He attributes such tendencies to the fact that 
many young Turks, particularly females, select marriage 
partners from Turkey to achieve more freedom and a posi-
tion of relative power in their partnerships.

References

Aquilino, W. S.
	 1990	 “The Likelihood of Parent-Adult Child 

Coresidence: Effects of Family Structure and 
Parental Characteristics” Journal of Marriage 
and the Family 52: 405–419.

	 1991	 “Family Structure and Home-Leaving: 
A Further Specification of the Relation-
ship” Journal of Marriage and the Family 5: 
999–1010.

Bade, K. J. and Weiner, M. (eds.)
	 1997	 Migration past, migration future: Germany 

and the United States. Providence: Berghahn 
Books.

Beck, S. H. and Beck, R. W.
	 1984	 “The Formation of Extended Households 

During Middle Age” Journal of Marriage and 
the Family 46:277–287.

Berliner Jugendliche turkischer Herkunft in Berlin
	 1992	 “Die Auslanderbeauftragte des Senats 

von Berlin” Berliner Jugendliche turkischer 
Herkunft in Berlin 13 January.

Brody, E. M., Litvin, S. J., Hoffman, C. and Kleban, M. H.
	 1995	 “Marital Status of Caregiving Daughters and 

Co-Residence with Dependent Parents” The 
Gerontologist 35:75–85.

Cowgill, D. O.
	 1986	 Aging around the world. Belmont, CA: Wad-

sworth.
DaVanzo, J. and Goldscheider, F. K.
	 1990	 “Coming Home Again: Returns to the 

Parental Home of Young Adults” Population 
Studies 44:241–255.

Doomernik, J.
	 1995	 “The Institutionalization of Turkish Islam in 

Germany and the Netherlands: A Compari-
son” Ethnic and Racial Studies 18:46–63.

Glaser, K. and Tomassini, C.
	 2000	 “Proximity of Older Women to Their Chil-

dren: A Comparison of Britain and Italy” The 
Gerontologist 40:729–737.

Glick, J. E., Bean, F. D. and Van Hook, J. V. W.
	 1997	 “Immigration and Changing Patterns of 

Extended Family Household Structure in the 
United States: 1970–1990” Journal of Mar-
riage and the Family 59:177–191.

Goldscheider, C. and Goldscheider, F. K.
	 1987	 “Moving Out and Marriage: What Do Young 

Adults Expect?” American Sociological 
Review 52:278–285.

Goldscheider, F. K. and Goldscheider, C.
	 1994	 “Leaving and Returning Home in 20th Cen-

tury America” Population Bulletin 48:2–33.
Goldscheider, F. K. and DaVanzo, J.
	 1989	 “Pathways to Independent Living in Early 

Adulthood: Marriage, Semiautonomy, and 
Premarital Residential Independence” 
Demography 26:597–614.

Hogan, D., Hao, L. and Parish, W.
	 1990	 “Race, Kin Networks and Assistance to 

Mother-Headed Families” Social Force 
68:797–812.

Ilcan, S. M.
	 1994	 “Peasant Struggles and Social Change: 

Migration, Households and Gender in a 
Rural Turkish Society” International Migra-
tion Review 28:554–579.



Coresidence and Geographic Dispersion of Adult Children and Their Mothers in Germany 27

The Journal of the Society for the Anthropology of Europe
Volume 9 • Number 1 • Spring/Summer 2009

Juang, L. P., Silbereisen, R. K. and Wiesner, M.
	 1999	 “Predictors of Leaving Home in Young 

Adults Raised in Germany: A Replication of 
a 1991 Study” Journal of Marriage and the 
Family 6:505–515.

Kanjanapan, W.
	 1989	 “The Asian American Traditional House-

hold” In Ethnicity and the new family 
economy: Living arrangements and intergen-
erational financial flows Goldscheider, F. K. 
and Goldscheider, C. (eds.) Boulder, CO: 
Westview.

Karakasoglu, Y.
	 1996	 “Turkish Cultural Orientations in Germany 

and the Role of Islam” In Turkish Culture in 
Germany Society Today Horrocks, D. and 
Kolinsky, E. (eds.) Providence, RI, Berghahn 
Books.

Katz, R. and Lowenstein, A.
	 1999	 “Adjustment of Older Soviet Immigrant 

Parents and Their Adult Children Residing 
in Shared Households: An Intergenerational 
Comparison” Family Relations 4:43–50.

Kerckhoff, A. C.
	 1990	 Getting started: Transition to adulthood in 

Great Britain. Boulder, CO: Westview.
Kerckhoff, A. C. and Macrae, J.
	 1992	 “Leaving the Parental Home in Great Britain: 

A Comparative Perspective” Sociology Quar-
terly 33:281–301.

Kiernan, K.
	 1991	 “Transitions in young adulthood in Great 

Britain” In Population research in Britain. 
Supplement to population studies 45 Murphy, 
M. and Hobcraft, J. (eds.) London: Popula-
tion Investigation Committee.

Kolinsky, E.
	 1996	 “Non-German Minorities in Contempo-

rary German Society” In Turkish Culture in 
Germany Society Today Horrocks, D. and 
Kolinsky, E. (eds.) Providence, RI: Berghahn 
Books.

Koray, R.
	 1999	 “Study on Migrations: The Case of Turkey” 

Commissioned by the Economic and Social 
Committee of the European Communities, Ztf-
aktuell Nr. 73. Essen, Germany.

Kürsat-Ahlers, E.
	 1996	 “The Turkish Minority in German Society” 

In Turkish culture in Germany society today 
Horrocks, D. and Kolinsky, E. (eds.) Provi-
dence, RI: Berghahn Books.

Lievens, J.
	 1999	 “Family-Forming Migration from Turkey 

and Morocco to Belgium: The Demand 
for Marriage Partners from the Countries 
of Origin” International Migration Review 
33:717–744.

Lin, G. and Rogerson, P. A.
	 1995	 “Elderly Parents and the Geographic Avail-

ability of Their Adult Children” Research on 
Aging 17:303–331.

Mitchell, B. A.
	 1994	 “Family Structure and Leaving the Nest: A 

Social Resource Perspective” Sociological 
Perspectives 37:651–671.

Münz, R. and Ohliger, R.
	 1998	 “Long-Distance Citizens” In Paths to inclu-

sion: The integration to migrants in the United 
States and Germany Schuck, P. H. and Münz, 
R. (eds.) New York: Berghahn Books.

Münz, R. and Weiner, M. (eds.)
	 1997	 Migrants, Refugees, and Foreign Policy: 

Germany and the United States. Providence: 
Berghahn Books.

Murphy, M. and Wang, D.
	 1998	 “Family and Sociodemographic Influences 

on Patterns of Leaving Home in Postwar 
Britain” Demography 35:293–305.

Ng, A. C. Y., Phillips, D. R. and Lee, W. K.
	 2002	 “Persistence and Challenges to Filial Piety 

and Informal Support of Older Persons in 
a Modern Chinese Society: A Case Study 
in Tuen Mun, Hong Kong” Journal of Aging 
Studies 16:135–153.

Nosaka, A. and Chasiotis, A.
	 in press “Parental Influence on Fertility Behavior of 

First Generation Turkish Immigrants in 
Germany” Journal of Immigrant and Minority 
Health DOI 10.1007/s10903-008-9172-0.

Onder, Z.
	 1996	 “Muslim-Turkish Children in Germany: 

Sociocultural Problems” Migration World 
Magazine 24:18–24.

Schuck, P. H. and Münz, R. (eds.)
	 1998	 Path to inclusion: The integration of migrants 

in the United States and Germany New York: 
Berghahn Books.

Seifert, W.
	 1998	 “Social and Economic Integration of For-

eigners in Germany” In Path to inclusion: The 
integration of migrants in the United States 
and Germany Schuck, P. H. and Münz, R. 
(eds.) Providence/Oxford: Berghahn Books.



28 Akiko Nosaka

The Journal of the Society for the Anthropology of Europe
Volume 9 • Number 1• Spring/Summer 2009

Shelton, N. and Grundy, E.
	 2000	 “Proximity of Adult Children to Their Par-

ents in Great Britain” Journal of Population 
Geography 6:181–195.

Silbereisen, R. K., Meschke, L. L. and Schwarz, B.
	 1996	 “Leaving the Parental Home: Predictors for 

Young Adults Raised in Former East and 
West Germany” In Leaving home: Under-
standing the Transition to Adulthood Graer, 
J. A. and Dubas, J. S. (eds.) San Francisco: 
Jossey-Bass.

Silverstein, M. and Litwak, E.
	 1993	 “A Task-Specific Typology of Intergenera-

tional Family Structure in Later Life” The 
Gerontologist 33:258–264.

Tan, D. and Waldhoff, H.
	 1996	 “Turkish Everyday Culture in Germany and 

its Prospects” In Turkish Culture in Germany 
Society Today in Horrocks, D. and Kolinsky, 
E. (eds.) Providence, RI: Berghahn Books.

Tienda, M. and Angel, R.
	 1982	 “Headship and Household Composition 

among Blacks, Hispanics, and Other Whites” 
Social Forces 61:508–531.

Trent, K. and Harlan, S.
	 1990	 “Household Structure among Teenage 

Mothers in the United States” Social Science 
Quarterly 71:439–457.

White, J. B.
	 1995	 “Turks in Germany: Overview of the Litera-

ture” Middle East Studies Association Bulletin 
29:12–15.

	 1997	 “Turks in the New Germany” American 
Anthropologist 99:754–769.

White, L.
	 1994	 “Coresidence and Leaving Home: Young 

Adults and Their Parents” Annual Review of 
Sociology 20:81–102.

Whittington, L. A. and Peters, H. E.
	 1996	 “Economic Incentives for Financial and 

Residential Independence” Demography 
33:82–97.

Worbs, S.
	 2003	 “The Second Generation in Germany: 

Between School and Labor Market” Interna-
tional Migration Review 37:1011–1038.

Yi, Z., Coale, A., Cho, M. K., Zhiwu, L. and Li, L.
	 1994	 “Leaving the Parental Home: Census-Based 

Estimates for China, Japan, South Korea, 
United States, France, and Sweden” Popula-
tion Studies 48:65–80.

Zhan, H. J. and Montgomery, R. J. V.
	 2003	 “Gender and Elder Care in China: The Influ-

ence of Filial Piety and Structural Con-
straints” Gender and Society 17:209–229.

Ziegler, R. and Schladt, D.
	 1993	 “Auszugaus dem Elternhaus und Hausstands-

gruendung [Leaving Home and Formation 
of One’s Own Household]” In Familienzyklus 
als Sozialer Prozess. Bevoelkerungssoziolo-
gische Untersuchungen mit den Methoden der 
Ereignisalalyse Diekmann, A. and Weick, S. 
(eds.) Berlin: Dunker and Humblot.




