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Abstract

In this paper we study the timing and sequencing of major events in the transition to
adulthood of second generation Turks and majority group young adults in Europe. First, this
study adds to the literature by questioning what paths (order and timing of events) are
predominant by applying sequence analyses. We study the timing of four major events
namely leaving the parental home, unmarried cohabitation, marriage, and having a first child
and link them to transitions in the public domain (education and work). Second, we study the
diversity in trajectories both between the Turkish second generation and majority group
young adults as well as between the different European countries. Finally, we analyse the
factors explaining different paths into adulthood among the studied groups in the different
countries. Our analyses are based on survey data from “The integration of the second

generation” (TIES, 2007) for France, Germany, the Netherlands, Sweden and Switzerland.
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Background

The transition to adulthood is a key period in the individual life course (Goldscheider 1996;
Settersten et al., 2005). In terms of life course transitions, those years are very “dense”
(Rindfuss at al., 1987) with more demographic events occurring than during any other part of
the life course. Despite the growing literature on this phase in life the existing literature
mainly covers the majority or native populations in European societies (Corijn & Klijzing,
2001; Liefbroer & Dykstra, 2000; Widmer & Ritschard, 2009). Much less is known for the
children of immigrants despite the fact that young adults of migrant origin are a growing
share of the young adult population in many European countries. In addition, studies on the
transition to adulthood often exclusively take one transition into account (Huschek et al.,
2010; Zorlu & Mulder, 2010). This is unfortunate as different events in the transition to
adulthood are not separate experiences but are linked to one another. The main goal of our
study is to get a more integral picture of the transition to adulthood of the Turkish second
generation in Europe by applying sequence analyses.

The literature indicates that the life courses of young adults in western Europe have
changed substantially over the last decades (Shanahan, 2000; Liefbroer & Goldscheider,
2006). Transitions are postponed, are no longer experienced in a standard order and are
supposed to be subject to individual choice. In addition, the transition to adulthood seems to
be prolonged and covers several phases (Billari and Liefborer, 2010). How and to what extent
this is also the case among the children of immigrants is not clear yet. Life courses of young
persons are in part the outcome of individual life planning, but they are also influenced by the
social origin of their parents and the context of the host society.

Although this is valid also for the majority group, young people of migrant origin are
however in a special position as their parents come from societies in which the timing and
order of events in the transition to adulthood is often different from that of the country of
residence. The extent to which children of immigrants adapt to the patterns of the country of
residence or maintain different paths into adulthood is the core question of this paper.

This study adds to our knowledge in three ways. First, it covers a range of (family life)

events in the transition to adulthood. By studying the timing and ordering of each of the



events in this transition we can get a more comprehensive insight in this phase of life. This
allows us to understand the evolvement of individual lives and the factors of importance.
Second, we include young adults of the Turkish second generation and the majority group in
five European countries. This allows for a double comparative perspective in which we can
contrast young adults of different origin living at one location but also make cross-national
comparisons for the Turkish second generation. The latter is important to start evaluating
whether the Turkish second generation experience the transition to adulthood similar in each
of the countries or whether the context of the country of residence is of crucial importance for
the life courses of the second generation. So the question is whether we find more similarities
between the Turkish second generation irrespective of country of residence or that by and
large the Turkish second generation differs in their behaviour between European countries as
is found for the majority group young adults in previous studies. We therewith also question
whether children of immigrants follow the more traditional paths into adulthood, predominant
in their parent’s country of origin (at least at the time of migration) or adapt to patterns
common in the host society. The growing size of the second generation makes it necessary to
get more insight in the timing and sequencing of events as this can have important impacts on
the life chances (also later in life) of these young adults. By applying sequence analyses
resulting in typology building of typical paths into adulthood we can start to understand the
critical moments in young adults’ lives. Finally, by trying to explain these different paths, we
get at the key factors for each of the routes taken by young adults of different origins. The
unique new survey data (from the TIES project) were not available for the second generation

in a European comparative perspective before.

Data and analyses

For this paper we make use of the data from “The Integration of the European Second
Generation” (TIES) survey; a European comparative survey on young adults of the second
generation from Turkey, Morocco and former Yugoslavia and their majority group peersi. The
survey was carried out in 15 cities in eight European countries. For our work we have to
restrict ourselves to those five countries where Turkish young adults were sampled and where
full details on the different transitions were collected in the survey; although an identical
questionnaire was used in all cities some small changes were made resulting in the fact that
the data we have are not suited for our type of analyses. In each if these countries two large
cities (with the exception of Sweden) were surveyed in which many second generation Turks

are living. This implies we will focus on five countries namely France (Paris/Strasbourg),



Germany (Berlin/Frankfurt), the Netherlands (Amsterdam/Rotterdam), Sweden (Stockholm)
and Switzerland (Zurich/Basel).

Respondents were defined as second generation if they were born in the country of
residence and at least one of their parents was born in Turkey or Morocco. Those who were
born from two native born parents are defined to belong to the majority group. The sample
was randomly drawn from the population registers in the case of the Netherlands and Sweden.
For France, Germany, and Switzerland surname-recognition techniques using phone books
were used. This method had to be applied as in France only information on the country of
birth of a person and not on that of the parents is available, whereas in the German speaking
countries strict data protection laws prevent access to population register data., using the
administrative data from these registers on (parental) origin, place of birth and age of the
respondent. In total 1,000 Turkish second generation respondents as well as 1,200 majority

group young adults are included in our analyses.

Measures

In this paper we include different transitions in both the family and public domain. Each
respondent was asked retrospectively at what age he/she first left the parental house, for the
first time started cohabiting with a partner, got married to a partner for the first time and had a
first child as well as finished education and entered the labour market. Each of these
transitions was measured in exact full years, implying we know the age (in years) when a
transition was experienced but we are unsure about the order when two events were taking
place at the same age. Although these are not detailed event history data, the available
information allows for reconstructing sequences of events that were not available for the
second generation in a European comparative perspective before. The information on the
separate transitions is used to construct family life trajectories. In this paper we thus look at
timing of the events, the quantum of experienced events and the sequencing (order) of these
events. In addition, to the information on family life transitions, we analyse the data on
starting independent living by focusing on three events: finishing education, entering the
labour market and leaving the parental home. All transitions experienced between the ages of

15 and 25 years of age.

Methods
The analyses covered four separate steps. First, characteristics of the trajectories into

adulthood are described. Descriptive event history techniques were used to give an overview



of the ages at which transitions are experienced by the young adults in our sample. In the next
step, sequence analyses are carried out on the family life events and a separate analyses on
reaching independence via education and work. For the two life domains (family formation
and independence via education and work), a state-space of the possible configuration during
life course is defined. For each year the status a young adults takes is determined and we
construct a yearly sequence representation of the mentioned life course events. The sequence
of states of each individual is denoted as s={s;;, . . ., s;7 } and the length of the sequence is the
same for each individual (from age 15 to 25). The coding of states was done by determining
whether the person had left the parental house, entered a cohabiting union, got married or had
a child at time ¢ (Aassve et al., 2007; Piccarreta & Billari, 2007), leading to 7 possible states.
For the education/work domain, we consider leaving parental home, finishing education and
entering the job market (8 possible states).

Third, optimal matching was applied to calculate the differences between individual
trajectories. This technique for the analysis of sequence data takes into account the number of
transitions, the ordering and timing of the sequences (Abbott, 2005). It uses iterative
minimisation procedures for finding distances between pairs of sequences in a sample. The
distance between two sequences can be defined as the minimum number of operations one
must perform to match the sequences. To each operation is assigned a “cost” based on the
inverse of the transition frequenciens (Piccarreta & Billari, 2007). The resulting matrix of
pairwise dissimilarities is used for further analyses (Brzinsky-Fay and Kohler, 2010). The
dissimilarity coefficients are used to group the different trajectories using a Ward’s cluster
analysis. In the final step these clusters of trajectories are analysed by using multinominal
logistic regression to study the effects of different individual characteristics on the likelihood
of taking the specific path into adulthood. The characteristics of the sample and the used

variables can be found in Table 1.

Table 1 Descriptive statistics of the sample and explanatory variables by origin group
and sex
Men Women
Second Second
generation generation
Turks Natives Turks Natives

Primary education or
Parents' education below 54.4 1.7 59.2

Secondary education 36.9 58.3 36.0

2.2
56.9



Tertiary education 8.7 40.0 4.9 40.9
Raised with religious
education 81.5 54.7 83.4 53.6
Mother was working
when respondent was
15 61.0 41.7 60.0 37.7
Country CH 18.6 22.7 15.2 19.7
DE 28.6 22.2 30.3 26.7
FR 14.8 14.2 20.9 16.1
NL 214 26.3 20.0 24.4
SE 16.6 14.7 13.6 13.1
Sample size 392 600 455 600

Preliminary findings

Below we provide some first insights into the descriptive findings from the analyses on the
full sample without age selection. When looking at the median ages at which the different
transitions are experienced we find that overall the second generation experience transitions at
younger ages than natives with two exceptions: leaving the parental home and start of
cohabiting union (Table 2). Transitions are clearly taking place earlier for the majority group
of young adults. It indicates that among the Turkish group, marriage directly from the parental
home remains important. At the same time we also find that the Turkish second generation
leaves the education system at younger ages than is the case for the native group which is in
line with previous studies. These findings overall hold for men and women though the
differences in patterns for the Turkish second generation women and their native peers are
clearer than they are for men. With respect to labour market entry, our results show that as a
result of the early exit out of the educational system, the Turkish second generation men also
start a job earlier than is the case for the native men. For second generation Turkish women

the earlier end of education is not reflected in an earlier entrance on into the first job.

Table 2 Median ages for transitions and percentage experienced transition at age 25, by

origin and sex

Men Women
Second Second
generation generation
Turks Natives Turks Natives
Median age at leaving parental home 23 21 22 20
Proportion left parental home at age 25 0.75 0.91 0.83 0.93



Median age at Cohabitation

Proportion ever cohabited at age 25

Median age at Marriage

Proportion ever married at age 25

Median age at first child
Proportion ever had children at age 25

Median age at finishing education

Proportion finished education at age 25

Median age at first job

Proportion ever had a job at age 25

28
0.19

26
0.44

27
0.25

20
0.73

20
0.74

27
0.37

30
0.06

30
0.04

24
0.61

22
0.75

28
0.18

24
0.57

26
0.45

20
0.75

24
0.55

26
0.47

29
0.12

29
0.08

23
0.67

23
0.69
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The distribution plots of the sequences in the family domain (covering all five study
countries) indicate that although cohabitation is occurring among the second generation (light
blue) it is not as widespread as it is among the natives. The same holds for living
independently (purple) which is very common among young adults of native origins in
particular after age 19. Unmarried cohabitation and independent living capture the life courses
of by far the majority of young adults of native origin (both men and women). Although some
of the Turkish second generation are living on their own without having experienced any
other transition this is not as widespread though more common for men than women. In
particular the life courses of Turkish second generation women are already by age 22 much
more characterised by marriage and childbearing. At the same time Turkish second generation
men seem to stay in the parental home longer and postpone transitions almost to the same
extend as native men. When clustering the individual trajectories in meaningful paths into
adulthood in the family domain we find four predominant clusters whereas five clusters can
be determined with regard to gaining independence (Tables 3a-b, Figure 2).

In order to further test our hypothesis on effects of countries of residence we also
provide this information for each of the five countries separately (Table 4) for the family life
clusters. In the last part we finally assess the relevance of a few core individual characteristics

on the followed paths to adulthood (Table 5). Since we assume differences in the transition to



adulthood we include dummy variables for the country of origin to see whether different

reception/welfare state contexts are of different importance for the trajectories of the Turkish

second generation.

Table 3a Clusters of family life transitions by origin and sex
Men Women
Second Second
generation generation
Turks Natives Turks Natives
Delayed family transition 37.50 32.67 27.69 26.56
Transition to independent living 20.66 44.17 11.65 38.59
Transition to cohabitation 9.18 21.50 8.13 30.63
Traditional family formation 32.65 1.67 52.53 4.22
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
N 392 600 455 640
Table 3b Clusters of gaining independent living by origin and sex
Men Women
Second Second
generation generation
Turks Natives Turks Natives
Delayed Independence 17.52 20.11 15.19 18.96
Gradual Transition 14.80 21.46 11.90 17.53
Inactive at young age 17.22 10.34 36.46 17.17
Traditional 39.27 21.26 25.57 18.78
Long education and independence 11.18 26.82 10.89 27.55
Total 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00
N 392 600 455 640

10



I

¥8 9 9¢1 16 €0l S6 ILT 8¢l 9C1 69 N

00001 00001 00001 007001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 [e10L

611 000§ 90 vy 09 089 9C°¢9 a0z 8E9r 9L'¥ £1°6¢ uoneuLIo) AJIte) [eUOnIpeL],

Sory vLLI 01y 61°€l 26°§¢ Icy SvEl 06°¢C 8L°LC 0,8 UOne}Iqeyod O3 uonIsuel],

v 9y 6C'I1 VAN 4 6L'8 LT LEL [ree rO°€l 1§°9¢ r88I Su1a1] yuopuadopur 0} uonIsue1],

€8 £6°0C L991 8S°LI 10°€€ 9I'¢c ErLE 89°LE §6°0¢ £E°EE uonisuen Ajiuey pakeja(q

SQANBN syn, SOAIIEN SN, SOATIEN SN, SOATIEN SN, SOANEN SN[, UONEBISud3
uoneIdua3 uoneIduad uoneIdudd uoneIduad puooag
puod9g puod9g puod9g puod9g
uopoms SpuBIOUION oouel] Kuewion pUB[IOZ)IMS
UIWIO AN
88 9 861 ¥8 8 8¢ eel (48! 9¢l €L N
00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 00001 €101,
000 §1'9c £9°0 sory (34 129¢ 10°¢ 9r'6C Ice 0r'LC uoneuLIo) AJIte) [eUONIpeL],
§6°CE €¢I 8L°CC §6°¢ 90°LC L0°CI £6°EI 68 1691 s UOnE}Iqey 0o O3 uonIsuel],
00°0¢ 9rc 06°1¢ rcoc 1843 4%Y4 [rer SL8I I2°6€ 99°¥C SurAl] Judpuadopur 0} uonISULL],
soLI 26°9¢ 89¥C 9,°6C 4% 12°9¢ SETY 98°Cr 8I°1¢ £L68 uonisuen Ajrurey pake[o(y
SQANBN syn, SOAIIEN SN, SOATIEN SN, SOATIEN SN, SOADBN  SYIN, UONEBISud3
uoneroudsd uoneIrousd uoneIrousd uoneIrousd puooag
puooeg puod9g puod9g puod9g
uopoms SpuBIoUION oouel] Kuewian pUB[IOZ)IMS
WA
¥ SIqeL

Q0UIPISAI JO ANUNOD PUEB XIS PUB UISLIO AQ SUOIIISURI} 1] A[TWe] JO SIdSn[))



4!

%% 108°C %% CC8 C #xx£9C°C SN, uonelduan puodsS » Hd
(66T°1) (982°1) (68T°1)
LSY0 LLY'0 868°0 SN, UOHBIOUDL) PUOIDS 4 HS
(816°0) (TL8°0) (858°0)
«09L'1 #x%COV'T #6€S°T SYIN, UOHBIAUSD) PUOIAS 4 HD
(9L¥°0) (TLy0) (I1¥+°0) (8€¥°0) (€zv0) (zzvo)
§TI0- L¥LO0- 12070 87¥0°0 6670 LSE0 SN[, UONLIOUDL) PUOIIS 4 S[BUWd,]
(208°0) (192°0) (092°0) (108°0) (€sT°0) (€5T°0) (908°0) (r€T0) (s€T0) (IN /o)
#%058°1- LOY0- SOt°0- w2k VT #%x058°0- #%#8Y8°0- «LTET- 0110 vI10 RE|
(9LL0) (LST0) (LST0) (€9L0) (€2T0) (€2T0) (0LL0) (s12°0) (s17°0) (IN /o)
#+%x9€8°C- +%809°0- #x109°0" T LYLO0 £080°0 $ST'I- #+%878°0 #5%CS8°0 qaa
(€08°0) (0LT0) (0LT0) (L6L0) (0sT°0) (0sT°0) (€08°0) (€¥T°0) (€¥T0) (IN :f24)
#x6SL1- vero- 611°0- #x8LL T~ 9€100°0 €5%00°0 798°0- #%%689°0 #5690 HO
(ovz'1) (S87°0) (S87°0) (LeTm) (1LT0) (1LT0) (rsTn) (LLT0) (LLT0) (IN /o)
vero- S0€°0 20€°0 $91°0- 0270 810 ¥69°0- $9800°0- LOT0°0- as
(281°0) (081°0) (081°0) (L91°0) (S91°0) (S91°0) (9s1°0) (ss10) (Ss1°0) (Suryiom jou 1240 fo.)
#xVL€ 0" #x0L€°0" «x1L€°0" «x6C€°0" «xCVE 0" «xE¥€°0- wxxxCLY 0" xxx09%°0- #xx097°0- | ST SeM Juopuodsor uoym SuryIom sem IS0
(¥12°0) (012°0) (012°0) (s0z°0) (102°0) (102°0) (s61°0) (€61°0) (¥61°0) (snoidija. jou pasivi :fo.)
#+%€06°0- #x% 1560 #x% 1560 #S9€°0- #x6S¥°0" #x0S°0- | #%xCE€9°0- #%4759°0" #x4759°0- uoneINPa SNOISI[AI YIM PIsIey
(812°0) (€12°0) (€12°0) (961°0) (061°0) (061°0) (LLT0) (¥L1°0) (yL1°0) (mojaq 10 uoyponpa Livuitid :fo.4)
#x67S°0 #xSPH°0 #x871°0 #x%199°0 #x%CLS"0 #x%ELS"0 1220 291°0 SST°0 WwnIpaw 0 YSIH =U0neonpo sjudred
(8€8°0) (66€°0) (0sT°0) (918°0) (1L£0) (1€2°0) (808°0) (¥9€0) (zzzo) (saanppN :fo.4)
#xx9C8 V- xxxV LT € #xx£8C € #xxS91°G- xxxL8C € xxxCCC € xxx£80°€" wxxxL1S°C #xxS1€°C SN, uoneIduan) puodag
(¥6€0) (06€°0) (TL1°0) (S8€°0) (z8€0) (LST0) (L8€0) (98€0) (L¥1°0) (2104 fo4)
10S°0- €660 #xx 1SV 0" *%x886°0" xxxCV0 1~ #xx816°0" wxxxCOT [~ xxxEST 1" *xx7C6°0" oeld]
€ PON T PO [ PON € PON CPON [ PON € PO T PON [ PON
uonejiqeyod 0j uonisue.ag, w=m>_— aﬂ@ﬁﬂ@&@—uﬁm 0) uonisuedafy, uonisue.n) %—_Eﬁm ﬁo%ﬂ—vﬁ
K1039789 90UQIJAI UONBULIO) A[IWE] [RUONIIPEI}) UOISSAIZAI [BUTLOUN N I} JO SJUIIIGFI0D UOISSAITNY G [9geL




el

w10°0>d sk §0°0>d 4x 01°0>d =

m@moﬁﬁohwm Ul SIOLId pIepuelS

0T 0T 0T 0T 10T 10T v¥0T v10T 10T SUOIBAISSqQ)

(0101 (¥SL0) (€s¥°0) (¥66°0) (¥€L0) (Tzr o) (966°0) (s€L0) (90t°0)

#+%x958't #x%ELS'E #x%88€°€ #x%6£9°S ([ #x%601 ' #xx70S°S #xx081'F ++x818°€ uBISUO)
(T16°0) (588°0) (5s8°0)

SSH'l #+091°C #1871 SN [, UONBIOUDL) PUOIDS 4 Y.
(6L8°0) (628°0) (€18°0)




Figure 2 Sequence distribution plots for different patterns of family trajectory
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