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‘ They ought to do this for their parents ’ :
perceptions of ﬁlial obligations among
immigrant and Dutch older people
HELGA A. G. de VALK* and DJAMILA SCHANS#
ABSTRACT
This paper presents a study of the perceptions of ﬁlial obligations among
immigrant and Dutch older people in The Netherlands. It is ﬁrst questioned how
and to what extent these perceptions are determined by ethnic background or
attributable to socio-demographic factors. Secondly, we study how ﬁlial obligations among immigrant older people diﬀer by level of acculturation. Data from
the main and migrant sample of the Netherlands Kinship Panel Study (2002–2003) for
respondents aged 50–80 years in ﬁve ethnic groups are used. The analysis sample
included 470 Dutch, 70 Turks, 73 Moroccans, 125 Surinamese and 59 Antilleans.
Immigrant background was found to be an important determinant of the
perception of a child’s obligations towards parents. Immigrant elders generally
expected more weekly visits and care from their children, and more facilitation
of co-residence to parents than was the case for the Dutch. Among elderly people
in all ethnic groups, including the Dutch, the attained level of education was
related to perceptions of ﬁlial obligation, but marital status and current health
status were not. Finally, it was found that diﬀerent aspects of acculturation were
related to the perception of ﬁlial obligations among older people with
Mediterranean and Caribbean backgrounds.
KEY WORDS – immigrant elderly, ﬁlial obligations, acculturation, perceptions,
The Netherlands.
Introduction

Population ageing and international migration are generally studied separately. Although the number of immigrants in many western countries
has risen substantially in the last decades; until recently immigrant older
people were expected to return to their home-countries (Warnes et al.
2004). It is, however, becoming increasingly apparent that the majority of
immigrant older people in host countries like The Netherlands will stay.
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# European Research Center on Migration and Ethnic Relations, Utrecht University,
Utrecht, The Netherlands.

50

Helga A. G. de Valk and Djamila Schans

In the near future, a rising proportion of older people in many western
societies will be of immigrant origin, with several implications for care and
family relations. This article focuses on one aspect of the immigrant older
person’s experience and situation, their perceptions about ﬁlial obligations.
It is often assumed that older immigrants are supported by families with
strong interdependent ties and ﬁlial obligations (Bolzman et al. 2004). To
what extent such family relationships continue after the migration and the
passage of time is still largely unexplored.
In most studies, ﬁlial obligation norms are examined from the point of
view of the younger generation. Studies on changes in family relations and
related perceptions of ﬁlial obligations have mainly focused on how and to
what extent immigrant youth adapts to the host society, while attitudes
and beliefs from the perspective of older people have received less attention.
Immigrants in western countries are likely to experience old age diﬀerently
from native older people, and to have diﬀerent beliefs and attitudes about
their children’s obligations, but little is known about ethnic-group variations in either family forms of attitudes and expectations (Seelbach and
Die 1988). North-American studies have found that parents ’ expectations
of their children diﬀer by ethnic group (Burr and Mutchler 1999; Fuligni
and Pedersen 2002 ; Lee, Peek, and Coward 1998; Rosenthal 1986).
Immigrant families are thought to adhere to the traditions in their countries
of origin, in particular in the private domain, but it remains unclear how
and to what extent cultural factors account for inter-ethnic diﬀerences.
Previous studies have suggested that diﬀerences arise from the contrasting
demographic and socio-economic characteristics of natives and immigrants (Glick and Van Hook 2002 ; Mitchell, Wister and Gee 2004), and
that ethnic diﬀerences in family relations are subject to the migration
experience itself and may not be as large as assumed (Silverstein and Waite
1993 ; Schans and Komter 2006).
In this paper, we examine the relative inﬂuence of migration history
and socio-demographic factors on the perceptions of ﬁlial obligation
among native Dutch and four immigrant groups of older people in The
Netherlands. A large comparative survey included the native Dutch,
Turkish and Moroccan guest workers, and immigrants from the (former)
Dutch colonies of Suriname and the Dutch Antilles. In this article, the four
latter groups are described as ‘immigrants ’ because the majority migrated
to The Netherlands as young adults. The current population of The
Netherlands includes many diﬀerent immigrant groups and their descendants. Most immigrant groups apart from those included in the survey
have a young age structure, however, and do not yet include many older
people. The objectives of this paper are therefore threefold: to provide
evidence of the perceptions of ﬁlial obligation among older people with
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diﬀerent ethnic backgrounds in The Netherlands ; to investigate if and how
these attitudes diﬀer among the various ethnic groups; and to examine
whether diﬀerences in attitudes towards ﬁlial obligation are attributable
to ethnic background or other factors including socio-demographic background and acculturation.
Research on ﬁlial obligations

Filial obligation refers to a societal attitude that prescribes a duty of (adult)
children to meet the needs of their ageing parents (Seelbach and Die 1988;
Walker et al. 1990). Rossi and Rossi (1990) deﬁned norms of ﬁlial responsibility as culturally-deﬁned rights and duties that specify both the
ways in which family members are expected to behave toward each other
and the obligations to exchange and provide support to one another. It
is argued that an individual’s expectations of and attitudes toward ﬁlial
obligation develop during socialisation, through personal experiences as
well as by observing relationships between family members of diﬀerent
generations (Goldscheider and Lawton 1998; Burr and Mutchler 1999).
Most research has examined ﬁlial obligations from the view point of the
young generation. The few studies that focus on the beliefs and attitudes of
older people have found relationships between various socio-demographic
characteristics and levels of adherence to ﬁlial obligations. Lee, Netzer and
Coward (1994) and Lee, Peek and Coward (1998) found that elderly parents of low socio-economic status expected to receive more help from their
adult children than did those in higher status groups: the same applied to
unmarried and unhealthy parents. Likewise, Seelbach (1981) found that, as
parents age and grow poorer, they expect to receive more support from
their children.
There is little empirical research on the inﬂuence of ethnic background
on attitudes to ﬁlial obligations. Most of the available studies have been of
a single minority group or have methodological limitations, such as small
unrepresentative samples (Burr and Mutchler 1999; Gans and Silverstein
2006). Their ﬁndings nevertheless indicate that norms of ﬁlial responsibility
vary by cultural background, although are inconclusive about the direction
of causation. Lee and Aytac (1998) found that Black elderly parents in the
United States had higher expectations of ﬁlial obligations than Whites, but
Seelbach (1981) and Hanson, Sauer and Seelbach (1983) did not corroborate the diﬀerence. Lee, Peek and Coward (1998) argued that among
Blacks, extensive support networks developed between generations to
combat the negative eﬀects of prejudice and discrimination, and that they
had a ‘cultural aversion’ to formal services, seeing them as exploitive rather
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than supportive. In the case of Hispanics in the United States, it is also
argued that the immigration experience creates strong links to traditional
family-oriented cultures in the countries of origin (Bean and Tienda 1987).
As Arjouch (2005) reports in her study on Arab-American older persons,
many immigrated before experiencing the burden of caring for their own
older parents, which encouraged attitudes closer to traditional norms than
those moderated by lived experiences.
Burr and Mutchler (1999) suggested that ethnic beliefs and attitudes
diﬀered depending on the speciﬁc norm. They showed that older Blacks
and Hispanics were more likely than non-Hispanic Whites to agree that
parents and adult children should co-reside if necessary. At the same time,
few group diﬀerences were found when attitudes towards ﬁnancial aid
were considered. Rossi and Rossi (1990) found that Blacks reported less
ﬁlial obligation than Whites to primary kin including parents, but showed
greater commitment to norms of ﬁlial obligation towards distant kin. In
The Netherlands, we are not aware of any previous quantitative studies on
ethnic diﬀerences in ﬁlial responsibility expectations. Qualitative research
among some immigrant groups (Niekerk 1991; Yerden 2000) has suggested,
however, that levels of ﬁlial obligations among immigrants are higher than
among the native Dutch.
The backgrounds of immigrants in The Netherlands

Large-scale immigration to The Netherlands started in the 1960s, since
when there have been distinct successive ﬂows. The earliest immigrants
were from former Dutch colonies, like Suriname and the Antilles in the
Caribbean. Many older people in The Netherlands of Surinamese and
Antillean origin either came for higher education or immigrated to join
their adult children already resident in the country (Schellingerhout
2004 a; Vermeulen and Penninx 2000). Many Surinamese and Antillean
immigrants were familiar with Dutch society and had some command of
the language. The second large ﬂow, as in many other western European
countries, was of ( predominantly male) unskilled labour migrants from
southern Europe and the Mediterranean ( particularly Turkey and
Morocco). Many of their families (wife and children) came to The
Netherlands during the 1980s and 1990s (Vermeulen and Penninx 2000 ;
De Valk et al. 2004). The third migration phase, of asylum seekers from
very many countries, became substantial during the 1990s and comprised
mainly young people (and therefore does not concern this paper).
Among the Turks, Moroccans, Antilleans and Surinamese, a substantial
number are now reaching old age. In 2005, around 12 per cent of the
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1.1 million persons with a Turkish, Moroccan, Antillean, or Surinamese
background were aged 50 or more years, but few are yet over 65 years-ofage (Schellingerhout 2004a ; Statline 2005). Recent studies of elderly immigrants and their use of welfare and health-care provision have established that they have lower socio-economic status than native Dutch older
people – the Turkish and Moroccan have the lowest education and income
(Ament and Lautenbach 2002; Nationaal Instituut voor Budgetvoorlichting
2004). This is no surprise if one takes into account their employment history, for many had low-status, unskilled jobs in The Netherlands, and
many were unable to work for extended periods through enforced unemployment and sickness, and became dependent on social welfare.
Almost one-half of Turkish and Moroccan men aged between 55 and 64
years claim to be unable to work because of health problems
(Schellingerhout 2004 a). The socio-economic position of the elderly
Surinamese is closer to the Dutch; on average they had had more education and have higher mean incomes than the Turks or Moroccans. The
socio-economic position of Antilleans lies in between the Surinamese and
the Turks or Moroccans (Vermeulen and Penninx 2000). Rates of employment among both men and women of Surinamese and Antillean
origin are higher than in the other two immigrant groups. Although immigrant older people make less use of the formal care provided by the
Dutch welfare state, those from Suriname and the Antilles are more aware
of their entitlements than other groups, which has been attributed to their
greater knowledge of Dutch society and the language (Dagevos, Gijsberts
and van Praag 2003). The Turks and Moroccans are least knowledgeable
about formal welfare provision (Schellingerhout 2004b).

Hypotheses

Ethnicity and family relations
Theories of diﬀerences in ‘ family systems’ suggest that family relations
and the related expectations reﬂect the importance attached to kinship in
a society. Several authors have argued that in more collectivistic societies,
kinship ties take centre stage (Todd 1985 ; Inglehart and Baker 2000;
Kagitcibasi 1996; Nauck 2007 ; Reher 1998). Kagitcibasi (1996) referred to
these societies as cultures of relatedness. The description applies to Turkey
and Morocco, especially in the more remote rural areas. In Suriname and
the Antilles also, the family is of great importance and intergenerational
ties are strong. It can be assumed that many immigrant older people in
The Netherlands grew up in kinship-oriented societies, where intergenerational interdependence was a prerequisite for a family’s material
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wellbeing. In such societies, children contribute to the family wellbeing
both while young (as by working in the ﬁelds and contributing to the
family economy), and when adult by providing old-age support and
ﬁnancial security for their parents.
As in many western countries, Dutch society is characterised by individualism and the independence or autonomy of parent and child. According
to Kagitcibasi (1996), family relations in The Netherlands exemplify the
culture of separateness. In these societies, support is mainly provided by the
(welfare) state although the emotional bonds between parents and children
are generally strong. Some Dutch older people even experience support
from their children as a form of control (Komter and Vollebergh 2002).
We therefore hypothesised that immigrant elders would agree more
strongly than Dutch elders that children should support their parents (H1).
Acculturation theories suggest that over time immigrants adjust their
perceptions and orientations to the cultural patterns of the country of
residence (Alba and Nee 1997). This does not imply that norms and values
from the country of origin are totally abandoned but rather that the immigration experience prompts their revision (Kagitcibasi 1996). Living in
the host society for a long period increases exposure to new values. Besides
the eﬀect of duration of residence in the new society, orientation (or receptiveness) to change is inﬂuential (Berry 1980). Acculturation studies
have shown the importance of language proﬁciency as an indicator of
orientation to the host culture (Van Tubergen 2006; Chiswick and Miller
2002). Based on these notions, we expect that immigrant elders who had
been resident in The Netherlands for a longer period, and those who are
proﬁcient in the Dutch language, will be less of the opinion that children
should support their parents, than those with short residence and little
language proﬁciency (H2).
Socio-demographic characteristics and the need for support
Previous research has shown that variations in socio-demographic attributes
and wellbeing account for diﬀerent ﬁlial norms. In order to distinguish
between the ethnic inﬂuence and other factors, it is important to control
for socio-demographic position and the need for support (Lee, Netzer and
Coward 1994; Lee, Peak and Coward 1998). Educational attainment,
marital status, and having children inﬂuence opinions and perceptions
regarding the family (Kalmijn 2004; Roschelle 1997; Rossi and Rossi
1990 ; Spitze and Logan 1990). The highly educated can more readily
purchase private care, which might reduce their sense of ﬁlial obligations.
Co-resident married people can provide care to each other rather than
depend on others, which again might reduce the expectation of ﬁlial
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obligation. Conversely, those who have children have the option to depend
on them to provide help and care. This reasoning leads to the hypothesis
that those who are (a) married, (b) childless or (c) highly educated will be
less of the opinion that children should support parents than the unmarried,
those with children and the less educated (H3a–c).
We have also studied the impact of current physical health on perceptions of ﬁlial obligations (De Jong Gierveld and Van Tilburg 1999;
Gierveld 2003). It can be assumed that the current need for support is
related to a person’s views about ﬁlial obligation. A current need may raise
expectations of ﬁlial obligation, whereas those without care and support
needs may not be aware of the importance of children helping out. We
expect that older people who have physical health problems will be more
of the opinion that children should support their parents than those who
do not (H4). All hypotheses have been examined after controlling for
gender, age and level of urbanisation.
Data and measures

The data for the analysis are from the ﬁrst round of the Netherlands Kinship
Panel Study (NKPS) (Dykstra et al. 2005). The main sample (Dutch respondents) and the migrant sample (including Turkish, Moroccan,
Surinamese, and Antillean respondents) were used. The main sample is a
nationally representative sample of about 8,000 Dutch respondents. The
migrant sample was drawn from 13 Dutch cities in which 50 per cent
of the migrants from the four main ethnic groups live. It includes 1,400
migrants with a Turkish, Moroccan, Surinamese or Antillean origin. The
topics covered in the main and the migrant questionnaires were similar,
and provided comparable data. The respondents were interviewed in their
homes, in most cases by an interviewer of the same ethnic background.
All interviews followed a structured questionnaire in Dutch that was also
available in Turkish or Arabic. The response rate among the migrants
was in the same range as that of the Dutch, from 41 per cent for the
Surinamese, to 52 per cent for the Turks. The present analysis compares
immigrants with Dutch respondents living in the 13 cities in which the
immigrants were sampled. The sample is conﬁned to the respondents
aged 50–80 years. After the exclusions, the sample comprised 70 Turkish,
73 Moroccan, 125 Surinamese, 59 Antillean, and 469 Dutch respondents.
Dependent variables
The ﬁrst analysis compares the levels of agreement with three views about
ﬁlial obligation among the Dutch and immigrant elders. The respondents
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were asked whether they agreed with the statements that : ‘ children who
live nearby should visit their parents at least once a week ’, ‘ children
should care for their sick parents ’, and ‘ if parents are old, children should
provide co-residence for them ’. The answers were requested on a ﬁvepoint Likert scale, from ‘1 ’ for ‘ fully agree ’ (group oriented) to ‘5 ’ for
‘ fully disagree ’ (individualistic). A later multivariate analysis tries to disentangle immigrant-group speciﬁc eﬀects on perceived ﬁlial obligations.
The average scores of agreement on the three statements were calculated,
and a continuous scale constructed. Higher scores on the scale indicate a
more individualistic orientation.1
Independent variables
Immigrant group. The ethnic background of the respondents was deﬁned
according to country of birth and that of the respondent’s parents. Those
born abroad or with at least one parent born abroad were assigned to one
of the four ethnic minority or immigrant groups. For each group, a separate dummy variable was created to compare them to the Dutch.
Physical health. Respondents were asked to rate their general physical health
on a ﬁve-point scale that ranged from ‘ 1’ for ‘ very well’ to ‘ 5 ’ for ‘very
bad ’. This variable was entered into the analyses as a continuous variable.
Educational level. The educational level of the respondent was measured as
the highest educational level to which the respondent had been enrolled
(with or without completion or accreditation) and three levels were distinguished, from low ‘1 ’ to high ‘3 ’.
Marital status. Respondents who are married at the time of the interview
(coded ‘1 ’) were compared with those who were divorced, widowed or
never married (coded ‘ 0 ’).
Children. Respondents who had one or more surviving children (own or
adopted) (coded ‘ 1 ’) were compared with those without children (coded
‘ 0 ’). Given that childlessness is much less common among the older cohorts of immigrants than their Dutch counterparts, a measure was designed of the eﬀects of acculturation on the perceptions of immigrant
elders. The dichotomy distinguishes those who had no more than the
average number of children for their group of origin (‘ 0 ’) from those who
had more than the average (‘ 1 ’).
Gender. A dichotomous variable (men ‘ 0 ’, women ‘1 ’).
Age. The respondents’ age (in years) at the time of the interview.
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Urbanisation. Respondents who lived in one of the four major cities in
The Netherlands (Amsterdam, Rotterdam, The Hague and Utrecht) were
coded ‘1 ’ and compared with those who lived elsewhere in The
Netherlands (coded ‘ 0 ’). In the second part of the analyses, on the immigrant-group speciﬁc eﬀects on perceived ﬁlial obligations, two additional
variables were included.
Years of residence in The Netherlands. Respondents with an immigrant background were asked to report the year in which they migrated to The
Netherlands, from which the duration of residence was calculated and
used as a continuous variable in the analyses.
Ability in the Dutch language. Fluency in the Dutch language was assessed by
the language in which the interview was conducted. Respondents for
whom the interview was primarily conducted in Dutch (coded ‘ 1 ’) were
compared to those who had limited or no Dutch language command and
were interviewed in their mother tongue (coded ‘ 0 ’).
Methods
Bivariate analyses provided the ﬁrst insight into the variations in the respondents’ perceptions of ﬁlial obligations. The replies to each of the three
statements about ﬁlial obligations were analysed separately, and diﬀerences
between ethnic groups tested with Fisher’s least signiﬁcant diﬀerence
(LSD) post hoc test (Fisher 1966; Prochan 1997). Secondly, ordinal logistic regression was used to study the eﬀects of ethnic origin, socio-demographic
variables and need for support on perceived ﬁlial obligations. Finally, ordinary least-squares (OLS) regression was used to study the eﬀects of acculturation on the perceptions of the respondents with Mediterranean (Turkish
and Moroccan) and Caribbean (Surinamese and Antillean) origins.
Results

Perceptions of ﬁlial obligations : an impression
The socio-demographic proﬁles of the respondents are presented in Table 1,
and Figure 1 summarises the level of agreement with the three statements of
ﬁlial obligation. It is clear that around one-half of the Turkish and
Moroccan elders agreed with the statement that children who live nearby
should visit their parents at least once a week, that 36 per cent of the
Surinamese agreed with this statement, as did 16 per cent of the Antilleans
and the Dutch. By contrast, three to four per cent of Turks and Moroccans
did not agree with the statement as against 26 per cent of the Dutch. Testing
these group diﬀerences shows that the opinions of the Turks and Moroccans
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T A B L E 1. Socio-demographic proﬁle of the respondents by ethnic group
Ethnic or immigrant group
Dutch
Variable

Turkish

Moroccan

Surinamese

Range Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Socio-demographics and support necessity
2.2 0.9
3.2
Physical health
1–51
0.3 0.8
0.8
Marital status
0/12
3
0.7 0.5
1.0
Having children
0/1
2.1 0.9
1.2
Educational level
1–34
Age (years)
50–79 62.4 9.2 57.9
Gender (1=woman)
0/1
0.5 0.5
0.3
0.6 0.5
0.8
Urbanisation
0/15
Migrant characteristics
0.3
Above average no. kids6 0/1
Years resident in NL
1–72
29.0
Dutch-language ability
0/1
0.0
Sample size
469
70

1.1
0.4
0.0
0.5
6.6
0.5
0.4

3.0
0.8
1.0
1.1
60.3
0.3
0.8

1.0
0.4
0.2
0.5
5.8
0.5
0.4

0.5
7.7
0.2

0.7 0.5
29.2 7.5
0.3 0.4
73

Mean

SD

2.7
0.4
0.9
1.8
59.4
0.6
0.8

1.1
0.5
0.3
0.8
7.5
0.5
0.4

Antillean
Mean SD
2.5
0.2
0.9
1.7
58.4
0.5
0.6

0.5
0.5
29.8 10.2
0.8
0.4
125

1.1
0.4
0.4
0.9
7.0
0.5
0.5

0.5 0.5
22.7 15.1
0.8 0.4
59

Notes : SD : standard deviation. 1. 1=‘good’ to 5=‘bad’. 2. 1=married. 3. 1=yes. 4. 1=‘low’ to
3=‘high’. 5. 1=G4. 6. Dichotomy for above average number of children.
Source : Netherlands Kinship Panel Study 2002–03 (main and migrant sample).
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Figure 1. Level of agreement regarding three types of ﬁlial obligation by (immigrant) group of
origin. Notes: T: Turkish, M: Moroccan, S: Surinamese, A: Antillean and D : Dutch. Source:
Netherlands Kinship Panel Study 2002–03 (main and migrant samples).

diﬀered signiﬁcantly from the other three groups but not from each other.
The Surinamese and Antilleans did not diﬀer from each other but their
opinions diﬀered from all other groups. Finally, the Dutch agreed least with
this statement and their views diﬀered from each of the immigrant groups.
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T A B L E 2. Level of acceptance of three statements of ﬁlial obligation by ethnic group
Filial obligations assertion
Children should visit
parents at least
once a week
Ethnic group or variable
Immigrant group
Turkish
Moroccan
Surinamese
Antillean

Children should
care for ill parents

Parents should be able
to live with children
when old

B

s.e.

B

s.e.

B

s.e.

x1.39***
x1.55***
x1.08***
x0.46y

0.29
0.29
0.21
0.27

x2.30***
x2.25***
x0.91***
x1.10***

0.30
0.29
0.21
0.26

x2.33***
x3.24***
x1.56***
x1.40***

0.29
0.30
0.21
0.27

x0.08
0.22
0.28
0.31***
x0.01
0.41**
x0.21
739
0.25

0.07
0.17
0.18
0.09
0.01
0.16
0.15

x0.04
0.01
x0.03
0.46***
0.02*
0.43**
x0.44**
740
0.39

0.07
0.18
0.19
0.09
0.01
0.16
0.15

Socio-demographics and support necessity
Physical health
x0.09
0.08
Marital status
0.04
0.18
Having children
0.25
0.19
Educational level
0.58***
0.09
Age
0.01
0.01
Gender
0.06
0.16
Urbanisation
0.04
0.15
Sample size
738
0.21
Nagelkerke pseudo R2

Notes: B: Ordinal logistic regression coeﬃcients; negative coeﬃcients indicate stronger agreement.
s.e.: standard error.
Signiﬁcance levels : * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001.
Source: Netherlands Kinship Panel Study 2002–03 (main and migrant samples).

The levels of agreement with the statement that children ‘should care
for sick parents’ showed similar patterns of responses. More than one-half
of the Turks (57 %) and Moroccans (51 %) agreed, compared to 11 per cent
of the Dutch. Again the Surinamese and Antilleans took an intermediate
position: 27 and 19 per cent respectively did not think this was the children’s
duty. The results of an analysis of variance showed that three groups could
be distinguished by the level of agreement : the Turks and Moroccans, the
Surinamese and Antilleans, and the native Dutch diﬀered from each other.
Finally, 44 per cent of the Moroccans and 34 per cent of the Turks held
the opinion that children should co-reside with elderly parents, but only
16 per cent of the Surinamese had this opinion, and only three per cent of
the Dutch. The LSD comparisons showed that, except for the Surinamese
and Antilleans, all the groups’ level of agreement diﬀered signiﬁcantly from
one another. The Moroccans agreed most with the statement, followed
by the Turks, the Surinamese and Antilleans, and lastly the Dutch.
Filial obligations : variations by ethnic groups and socio-demographic factors
Table 2 shows the results of the ordinal logistic regressions for each of the
three dependent variables. A larger proportion of the Turks, Moroccans
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and Surinamese than the Dutch believed that children should visit their
parents at least once a week. Furthermore, it was shown that level of
education inﬂuenced the level of agreement with the statement. In line
with our hypothesis, the more highly educated were less in agreement, but
controlling for educational attainment did not explain the diﬀerences between the immigrant groups and the Dutch. Contrary to our expectation
(H3), none of the other socio-demographic characteristics were signiﬁcantly associated with the level of agreement that children have a duty to
visit parents.
With regard to the obligation to provide care to older people, the
analyses show that all the immigrant groups (the Turks and Moroccans
most obviously) more strongly agreed that children should care for ill
parents than the Dutch, in line with the ﬁrst hypothesis. Again educational
level was associated with the level of agreement, with the highly educated
holding a more liberal view. Contrary to hypotheses H3 and H4, however,
none of the other socio-demographic characteristics nor need-for-support
related to upholding this ﬁlial obligation. Of the control variables, only
gender had an eﬀect, with women being less of the opinion that children
should care than men.
For the third ﬁlial obligation statement, on providing co-residence to
parents in old age, there were again diﬀerences between Dutch and immigrant older people. The immigrants more often agreed with the view
than the Dutch, and educational level again had a liberalising eﬀect.
Although the other socio-demographic and support factors were not of
importance, all three control variables were. Greater age and being a
woman were associated with less agreement with this ﬁlial obligation.
Those living in the largest cities more often agreed with the statement than
those living elsewhere. The eﬀects of self-reported overall wellbeing and
disabilities were examined in separate analyses, but neither factor was
associated with the level of agreement with the three ﬁlial obligations
(analysis not shown). We also tested whether the eﬀects of the sociodemographic factors and need-for-support had similar strengths among
the immigrant groups and the Dutch by examining the interaction terms
separately for each group. There was no indication that the variables operated diﬀerently for particular migrant groups or for the Dutch.
Filial obligations : acculturation
The second part of the analyses examined the eﬀects of acculturation,
more speciﬁcally the duration of residence in The Netherlands and variations in Dutch-language ability. Given the similarity in the levels of
agreement with the three ﬁlial obligation statements and the small samples,
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T A B L E 3. Regression coeﬃcients for ﬁlial obligations by immigrant origin
Mediterranean origin
B
Intercept

1.84**

Migrant characteristics
Period of residence
x0.01
Period of residence missing
0.63**
Dutch language ability
0.33*
Socio-demographics and support necessity
Physical health
0.02
Marital status
0.19
Having children
x0.25*
Educational level
0.23
Age
x0.01
Gender
0.17
Urbanisation
x0.15
Sample size
141
0.18
R2

Caribbean origin
B

s.e.

s.e.

0.74

1.20*

0.79

0.01
0.25
0.16

0.01
0.61**
0.31

0.01
0.21
0.20

0.05
0.16
0.12
0.12
0.01
0.15
0.24

0.01
x0.20
0.06
0.17*
0.01
x0.10
x0.34*

0.07
0.15
0.14
0.10
0.01
0.14
0.16
180
0.14

Source: Netherlands Kinship Panel Study 2002–03 (main and migrant samples).
Signiﬁcance levels : * p<0.05, ** p<0.01, *** p<0.001.

two groups of immigrants were studied : those with Mediterranean origins
(Turks and Moroccans), and those with Caribbean origins (Surinamese
and Antilleans). The results of the OLS regression, which controlled for
background characteristics, are shown in Table 3. Although we expected
that a longer period of residence would change perceptions of ﬁlial obligations (H2), no such eﬀect was found. Incidentally, those whose period
of residence was unknown were less of the opinion that children should
support elderly parents. The second indicator of acculturation, Dutchlanguage ability, was signiﬁcantly associated with the perception of ﬁlial
obligations, but only among those of Mediterranean origin. Thus, among
those from the Caribbean, level of urbanisation was a signiﬁcant inﬂuence,
with those living in the larger cities much more assertive of ﬁlial obligation.
Finally, it should be noted that those from the Mediterranean with an
above-average number of children more strongly agreed with the statements than those with smaller families.
Discussion

The ﬁrst aim of the paper was to determine the relative importance of
ethnic origin and other socio-demographic background characteristics on
the strength of older people’s normative views about ﬁlial obligations. It
was found, in line with hypothesis H1, that ethnic background was the
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principal inﬂuence. Turks and Moroccans most strongly adhered to the opinion that children have obligations towards their aged parents. Whereas
all immigrant groups expressed stronger ﬁlial obligations than the Dutch,
the extent of the diﬀerences varied with the statement or aspect, and were
greatest with reference to the prescription that elderly parents should be
able to share an adult child’s home. These ﬁndings suggest that the respondents’ views about ﬁlial obligations were rooted in the opinions and
norms into which they were socialised. Opinions on intergenerational relations and support are core values that, contrary to more practical domains
of life, are not easily adjusted in a diﬀerent society. Today’s older immigrants in The Netherlands are the ‘ﬁrst generation’, and most grew up
in their countries of origin. We can expect that in the second generation,
more will have been socialised in The Netherlands, and will hold views
more similar to those of the Dutch.
There was only limited support for the hypotheses of the inﬂuence of
socio-demographic background and the need for support (H3 and H4).
Only educational attainment had clear and consistent eﬀects on normative
views. The more highly educated were less of the opinion that children
have an obligation to care for elderly parents. This ﬁnding suggests that, as
the educational level of immigrants rises, their opinions and perceptions
change and perhaps diversify. Women agreed less than men that children
have caring obligations, including caring for ill parents and providing coresidence for older parents. Separate analyses for the individual ethnic
groups, however, did not ﬁnd gender diﬀerences among the immigrant
groups. It appears that the eﬀect was principally because Dutch women
agreed less with the norms than men, (cf. Schans and Komter (2006).
Finally, those living in the largest cities most strongly supported the norm
of co-residence with children, which might be associated with big-city
housing costs and shortages or the unfavourable reputation of local nursing
homes.
The second aim of our study was to assess the role of acculturation on
ﬁlial obligation norms. It was hypothesised (H2) that longer residence in
The Netherlands would weaken the adherence to ﬁlial norms, but no such
eﬀects were found among the immigrant groups. On the other hand, in
accordance with hypothesis H2, the Mediterranean respondents who were
ﬂuent in the Dutch language had relatively weak agreement with the
ﬁlial obligation norms. Among the Caribbean-origin respondents, this
eﬀect was not found, possibly because of their high level of language
competence, a legacy of their countries’ colonial past. It seemed that
for the Caribbeans, Dutch-language ability was not an indicator of
acculturation, although living in the largest cities was associated with
relatively strong agreement with traditional ﬁlial obligation norms, which

Perceived ﬁlial obligations in The Netherlands

63

may be interpreted as an acculturation and selection eﬀect. The more
acculturated Caribbean middle class tend to leave the largest cities for the
suburbs, and therefore to live in neighbourhoods dominated by the native
Dutch. The eﬀects of acculturation are probably better measured by
studying contacts in the host society rather than the duration of residence.
Furthermore, we can conclude that acculturation processes vary by the
immigrant group. Future studies should be aware of the diversity
of immigrant groups and take the diﬀerent acculturation pathways into
account.
Although this study has provided new insights into the ﬁlial norms of
immigrant older people, some limitations should be noted. First, it has
examined exclusively the perceptions of the children’s obligations. It is as yet
unclear whether the actual behaviour diﬀers as much by ethnic group (Pyke
1999). Children’s actual support may depend on attributes of the elderly
parent and of the child as well as the availability of formal, subsidised (or
welfare state) support. Conﬂicts may arise between the support expectations and the actual conditions, as reported by Ajrouch (2005) among
Arab-American older people in Detroit, Michigan. Future research should
further explore the link between ﬁlial responsibility norms and actualities.
Second, the causal relationship between the ﬁlial obligation norms and
the current situation of the older person is diﬃcult to disentangle (Gans
and Silverstein 2006). Cognitive dissonance theory (Finley, Roberts and
Banahan 1988) suggests that ﬁlial expectations may be adjusted in an
attempt to reconcile the gap between the ideal and revealed practice.
More understanding of these causal relationships requires longitudinal
data that traces the ways in which ﬁlial obligations change. Third, it
should be remembered that, as Pyke (1999) has shown, asserting a norm of
ﬁlial responsibility does not itself empower aged parents in their intergenerational relations nor provide an entitlement to care from their
children, at least not without a loss of regard or power. The associations
between ﬁlial responsibilities, the quality of intergenerational relations
and within-family power dynamics were beyond this article’s scope. More
research is needed to develop understanding of the interplay of these factors among immigrant families. Finally, this study has only examined the
older generations’ views, and future work should examine those of the
children and grandchildren.
To summarise, given the growing number of older migrants in western
societies, we strongly argue that minority and immigrant families should
be included in large surveys as a matter of standard practice. Their inclusion will enable comparison of family ideals, attitudes and practices
across diverse groups and generations. Filial obligations are just one aspect
of intergenerational support systems that, in turn in welfare-states like
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The Netherlands, are just one aspect of old-age security. The interplay
between ﬁlial responsibilities and formal assistance might be of special
importance for immigrant families and should be taken into account by
policymakers and family sociology scholars alike.

Acknowledgements
We thank Jenny Gierveld and two anonymous reviewers for their thoughtful
comments and stimulating suggestions. An earlier version of this paper was
presented at the European Population Conference 2006, Liverpool June 2006.
The Netherlands Kinship Panel Study is funded by the Major Investment Fund
of The Netherlands Organization for Scientiﬁc Research (grant 480-10-009), and
by The Netherlands Interdisciplinary Demographic Institute, Utrecht University,
the University of Amsterdam and Tilburg University.

NOTES
1 The scale has good reliability for the total group (a=0.73), for the Turks and
Moroccans (a=0.73), and for the Surinamese and Antilleans (a=0.69).

References
Ajrouch, K. J. 2005. Arab-American immigrant elders’ views about social support. Ageing
& Society, 25, 5, 655–73.
Alba, R. and Nee, V. 1997. Rethinking assimilation for a new era of immigration.
International Migration Review, 31, 4, 826–74.
Ament, P. and Lautenbach, H. 2002. Drie keer zo vaak laag inkomen in niet-westerse huishoudens
[Non-Western Households Three Times as Likely to Have Low Income]. Statistics Netherlands,
The Hague. Available online at http://www.cbs.nl/nl-NL/menu/themas/inko
men-bestedingen/publicaties/artikelen/archief/2002/2002-1030-wm.htm [Accessed
1 December 2006].
Bean, F. and Tienda, M. 1987. The Hispanic Population of the U.S. Russell Sage, New York.
Berry, J. W. 1980. Acculturation as varieties of adaptation. In Padilla, A. M. (eds),
Acculturation : Theory, Models and some New Findings. Boulder, Westview, Colorado, 9–25.
Bolzman, C., Poncioni–Derigo, R., Vial, M. and Fibbi, R. 2004. Older labour migrants’
well-being in Europe : the case of Switzerland. Ageing & Society, 24, 3, 411–29.
Burr, J. A. and Mutchler, J. E. 1999. Race and ethnic variation in norms of ﬁlial responsibility among older persons. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 61, 3, 647–87.
Chiswick, B. R. and Miller, P. W. 2002. Immigrant earnings : language skills, linguistic
concentrations and the business cycle. Journal of Population Economics, 15, 1, 31–57.
Dagevos, J., Gijsberts, M. and Van Praag, C. (eds) 2003. Rapportage Minderheden 2003.
Onderwijs, arbeid en sociaalculturele integratie [Report on Minorities 2003 : Education, Work and
Social Cultural Integration of Minorities]. Sociaal en Cultureel Planbureau, The Hague.
De Jong Gierveld, J. and Van Tilburg, T. 1999. Living arrangements of older adults in The
Netherlands and Italy : coresidence values and behaviour and their consequences for
loneliness. Journal of Cross-Cultural Gerontology, 14, 1, 1–24.

Perceived ﬁlial obligations in The Netherlands

65

De Valk, H. A. G., Liefbroer, A. C., Esveldt, I. and Henkens, K. 2004. Family formation
and cultural integration among migrants in The Netherlands. Genus, 55, 1, 9–36.
Dykstra, P. A., Kalmijn, M., Knijn, T. C. M., Komter, A. E., Liefbroer, A. C. and
Mulder, C. H. 2005. Codebook of The Netherlands Kinship Panel Study, A Multi-actor, Multimethod Panel Study on Solidarity in Family Relationships, Wave 1. Netherlands Interdisciplinary
Demographic Institute, The Hague.
Finley, N. J., Roberts, M. D. and Banahan, B. F. 1988. Motivations and inhibitors of attitudes of ﬁlial obligations towards aging parents. The Gerontologist, 28, 1, 73–8.
Fisher, R. A. 1966. The Design of Experiments. Eighth edition, Oliver and Boyd, Edinburgh.
Fuligni, A. J. and Pedersen, S. 2002. Family obligation and the transition to adulthood.
Developmental Psychology, 38, 5, 856–68.
Gans, D. and Silverstein, M. 2006. Norms of ﬁlial responsibility for aging parents across
time and generations. Journal of Marriage and Family, 68, 4, 961–76.
Gierveld, J. 2003. Sociale positionering van ouderen. [Social position of older people]. In
Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek (CBS), Sturen op statistieken : visies uit de samenleving
[Communicating Statistics : views from society]. Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek, Voorburg,
The Netherlands, 36–7.
Glick, J. E. and Van Hook, J. 2002. Parents’ coresidence with adult children : can
immigration explain race and ethnic variation ? Journal of Marriage and the Family, 64,
1, 240–53.
Goldscheider, F. K. and Lawton, L. 1998. Family experiences and the erosion of support
for intergenerational coresidence. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 60, 3, 623–32.
Hanson, S. L., Saur, W. J. and Seelbach, W. C. 1983. Racial and cohort variations in ﬁlial
responsibility norms. The Gerontologist, 23, 6, 626–31.
Inglehart, R. and Baker, W. E. 2000. Modernization, cultural change and the persistence
of traditional values. American Sociological Review, 65, 1, 19–51.
Kagitcibasi, C. 1996. Family and Human Development across Cultures : A View from the Other Side.
Lawrence Erlbaum, Mahwah, New Jersey.
Kalmijn, M. 2004. Educational Inequality and Extended Family Relationships. Paper
presented at the Ross Colloquium Series, University of California, Los Angeles, April 7.
Komter, A. E. and Vollebergh, W. A. M. 2002. Solidarity in Dutch families : family ties
under strain ? Journal of Family Issues, 23, 1, 171–88.
Lee, Y. J. and Aytac, I. A. 1998. Intergenerational ﬁnancial support among Whites,
African Americans and Latinos. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 60, 2, 426–41.
Lee, G. R., Netzer, J. K. and Coward, R. T. 1994. Filial responsibility expectations
and patterns of intergenerational assistance. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 56,
3, 559–65.
Lee, G. R., Peek, C. W. and Coward, R. T. 1998. Race diﬀerences in ﬁlial responsibility
expectations among older parents. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 60, 2, 404–12.
Mitchell, B. A., Wister, A. V. and Gee, E. M. 2004. The ethnic and family nexus of
homeleaving and returning among Canadian young adults. Canadian Journal of Sociology,
29, 3, 543–75.
Nationaal Instituut voor Budgetvoorlichting (NIBUD) 2004. De inkomsten, uitgaven en het
ﬁnancieel beheer van allochtone huishoudens [Incomes, Expenses and the Financial Situation of
Immigrant Households]. NIBUD, Utrecht, The Netherlands.
Nauck, B. 2007. Familiensystem und Kultur [The family system and culture]. In
Trommsdorﬀ, G. and Kornadt, H.-J. (eds), Theorien und Methoden der kulturvergleichenden
Psychologie [Theories and Methods in Cross-Cultural Psychology]. Hogrefe, Göttingen,
Germany, 407–86.
Niekerk, M. van 1991. De tijd zal spreken : Antilliaanse en Turkse ouderen in Nederland. [Time Will
Speak : Antillean and Turkish Older People in The Netherlands]. Het Spinhuis, Amsterdam.

66

Helga A. G. de Valk and Djamila Schans

Prochan, M. A. 1997. Conditional power with Fisher’s least signiﬁcant diﬀerence procedure. Biometrika, 84, 1, 197–208.
Pyke, K. 1999. The micropolitics of care in relationships between ageing parents and adult
children: individualism, collectivism, and power. Journal of Marriage and the Family, 61, 3,
661–72.
Reher, D. S. 1998. Family ties in Western Europe : persistent contrasts. Population and
Development Review, 24, 2, 203–34.
Roschelle, A. R. 1997. No More Kin : Exploring Race, Class, and Gender in Family Networks. Sage,
London.
Rosenthal, C. J. 1986. Family supports in later life : does ethnicity make a diﬀerence ? The
Gerontologist, 26, 1, 19–24.
Rossi, A. S. and Rossi, P. H. 1990. Of Human Bonding : Parent-Child Relations across the LifeCourse. Aldine de Gruyter, New York.
Schans, D. and Komter, A. 2006. Intergenerationele solidariteit en etnische diversiteit
[Intergenerational solidarity and ethnic diversity]. Migrantenstudies, 22, 1, 2–21.
Schellingerhout, R. 2004 a. Cijferrapport allochtone ouderen [Statistics on Non-Native Elderly
Persons]. Werkdocument 105, Sociaal en Cultureel Planbureau, The Hague.
Schellingerhout, R. 2004 b. Gezondheid en welzijn van allochtone ouderen [Health and Wellbeing
Among Non-native Older People]. Report 2004-16, Sociaal en Cultureel Planbureau, The
Hague.
Seelbach, W. C. 1981. Filial responsibility among aged parents : a racial comparison.
Journal of Minority Aging, 5, 2, 286–92.
Seelbach, W. and Die, A. 1988. Family satisfactions and ﬁlial norms among elderly
Vietnamese immigrants. Journal of Aging Studies, 2, 3, 267–76.
Silverstein, M. and Waite, L. 1993. Are blacks more likely than whites to receive and
provide social support in middle and old age ? Yes, no and maybe so. Journal of
Gerontology : Social Sciences, 48, 4, 212–22.
Spitze, G. and Logan, J. 1990. Sons, daughters and intergenerational social support.
Journal of Marriage and the Family, 52, 2, 420–30.
Statline 2005. Available online at www.statline.nl. [Accessed December 1, 2006].
Todd, E. 1985. The Explanation of Ideology. Family Structures and Social Systems. Blackwell,
Oxford.
Van Tubergen, F. 2006. Immigrant Integration : A Cross-National Study. LFB Scholarly
Publishing, New York.
Vermeulen, H. and Pennix, R. 2000. Immigrant Integration : The Dutch Case. Het Spinhuis,
Amsterdam.
Walker, A. J., Pratt, C. C., Shinn, H. and Jones, L. L. 1990. Motives for parental
caregiving and relationship quality. Family Relations, 39, 1, 51–56.
Warnes, A. M., Friedrich, K., Kellaher, L. and Torres, S. 2004. The diversity and welfare
of older migrants in Europe. Ageing & Society, 24, 3, 307–26.
Yerden, I. 2000. Zorgen over zorg : Traditie, verwantschapsrelaties, migratie en verzorging van Turkse
ouderen in Nederland [Care about Care : Tradition, Kinship Relationships, Migration and Caring for
Turkish Older People in The Netherlands]. Het Spinhuis, Amsterdam.

Accepted 12 April 2007
Address for ccorrespondence :
Helga de Valk, Netherlands Interdisciplinary Demographic Institute
(NIDI), PO Box 11650, 2502 AR The Hague, The Netherlands.
E-mail : valk@nidi.nl

