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PARENT–CHILD CORESIDENCE: 

WHO MOVES IN WITH WHOM AND FOR WHOSE NEEDS?

4
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ABSTRACT

Using administrative data on all adult children living in the Netherlands aged 30 – 40 and their 

parents (N = 1,999,700), we investigated the extent to which intergenerational coresidence 

and the transition to coresidence are determined by situations and events associated with 

the support needs and privacy needs of either generation. Logistic and multinomial logistic 

regression analyses showed that both generations’ support needs increased the likelihood of 

coresidence and of a move of the generation in need into the other’s home. Turning to privacy 

needs, we found that coresidence and the transition to coresidence was less likely when a 

partner or stepparent was present and more likely when the adult child was a never-married 

single parent.

Key Words: coresidence, intergenerational relations, living arrangements, Western European families, 
families in middle and later life

4.1 INTRODUCTION

In Northern and Western Europe, as well as in the United States, very few adult children 

(aged 30 and over) live together with a parent. In these countries, most adult children leave 

the parental home before they turn 30 (Fokkema & Liefbroer, 2008) and most elderly parents 

prefer to live independently from their children as long as possible (De Jong Gierveld & Van 

Tilburg, 1999). Leaving the parental home is considered a major step in the transition to 

adulthood (Furstenberg, Kennedy, McLoyd, Rumbaut & Settersten, 2004). The Netherlands’ 

percentages of children in their thirties living together with parents are among the lowest in 

Europe (Fokkema & Liefbroer, 2008). 

In such a context, it is likely that adult children and parents who live together are a select 

category of children and parents, of whom at least one is not able to live independently. 

Previous research showed that situations associated with the support needs of the adult child 

and the parents are indeed related to intergenerational coresidence (Choi, 2003; Hank, 2007; 

Ward, Logan & Spitze, 1992). Most studies, however, have focused on the characteristics of 

only one of the two generations, which has left open the question whose needs are better met 

in intergenerational households. Moreover, the previous work on coresidence has mostly been 

based on cross-sectional analyses, even though coresidence can be the result either of the fact 

that adult children never left the parental home or of a move of one of the generations into 

This chapter is co-authored by Ruben van Gaalen and Claartje Mulder and is accepted for publication in 
Journal of Marriage and Family. 
Earlier versions of this chapter were presented at the Fourth International Conference of the EAPS Working 
Group ‘Second Demographic Transition’ in Budapest, September 2007 and at the bi-annual Dutch 
Demography Day in Utrecht, October 2007.
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the other’s home (see Hank, 2007 and Ward et al., 1992 for a discussion on the necessity of 

using longitudinal data).

In this paper, we investigated to what extent coresidence is determined by situations 

and events associated with the support needs of both generations. Next to the situation of 

coresidence, we analyzed the transition to coresidence to answer the question who moves in 

with whom and under what circumstances this occurs. We used the Social Statistical dataBase 

(SSB), which consists of rich administrative data on the whole Netherlands population, and 

focused on adult children aged 30 – 40 and their parents. 

4.2 THEORy AND HyPOTHESES

The main concept in our theoretical framework is that of support needs. Although it does 

not necessarily imply giving or receiving support, coresidence does facilitate the exchange of 

care and support and the pooling of resources. Coresidence does so even more than quasi-

coresidence, the situation in which parents and children live in close proximity (Künemund 

& Rein, 1999; White and Rogers, 1997). Our first general hypothesis, therefore, reads: the 

likelihood of coresidence is greater for those with greater support needs. 

Sharing a residence, however, also implies a substantial loss of privacy for all household 

members, which might be particularly undesired in countries where a strong individualistic 

orientation prevails. We therefore formulated a second general hypothesis: the likelihood of 

coresidence is lower for people with a greater need or desire for privacy. Based on these 

general hypotheses, the more specific expectations regarding (transitions to) intergenerational 

coresidence we derived are listed below.

A divorce generates an urgent need for housing for at least one of the former partners 

(Gram-Hanssen & Bech-Danielsen, 2008), particularly in the year of divorce. A divorced adult 

child might return to the parental home, not only to resolve the housing problem, but also 

to receive emotional or instrumental support (DaVanzo & Goldscheider, 1990). When parents 

divorce, the relationship with their adult children is affected negatively (De Jong Gierveld & 

Dykstra, 2002). Coresidence with divorced parents is therefore less likely (Aquilino, 1990), 

although the event of parental divorce might induce some transitions to coresidence in the 

adult child’s home.

The death of a spouse may result in the surviving partner’s need for social, emotional, 

and instrumental support. Previous research indeed showed that the widowhood of a parent 

is positively associated with coresidence (Lee & Dwyer, 1996; Roan & Raley, 1996). The effect 

of the adult child’s widowhood has not previously been investigated, probably because the 

number of widowed young adults in survey data is too small. We expect to find widowed 

children also to be more likely to live with a parent, particularly in the year after becoming 

a widow(er). Note that the economic consequences of partner loss tend to be greater for 

women than for men (DiPrete & McManus, 2000; Manting & Bouman, 2006), so the need 
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for instrumental support after divorce and widowhood may also be greater. At the same time, 

women’s life satisfaction tends to be less negatively affected by divorce than men’s (Andreß & 

Bröckel, 2007), which might lead to a lower need for emotional support.

Health problems may generate support needs that require the presence of a caregiver in 

the household. Several studies have indicated that experiencing difficulties with performing 

activities of daily living increases the likelihood of coresidence (Choi, 2003; Hank, 2007). 

A weak socioeconomic position might affect a person’s ability to live independently, which 

was illustrated by lower likelihoods of coresidence for those with higher incomes (Dunn & 

Phillips, 1998; Kotlikoff & Morris, 1990) and higher levels of education (Hank, 2007; Ward et 

al., 1992), and greater likelihoods for the unemployed (Hank, 2007). We expect the likelihood 

of coresidence to be particularly high shortly after becoming unemployed or experiencing 

substantial income drops, as it might solve the financial difficulties that follow these events. 

Self-employment is expected to be positively associated with coresidence, because own 

firms are often family businesses in which the generations are interdependent. A competing 

hypothesis on the effect of the socioeconomic position of the parents is that the greater 

resources of the parents and the greater comfort in the parental home will make living with 

parents more attractive for an adult child: the ‘feathered nest’ hypothesis (Avery, Goldscheider 

& Speare, 1992). In line with this argument, we expect greater comfort in the parental home 

to increase the likelihood of moving in with parents, but greater comfort in the child’s home 

to decrease it. 

The support needs of adult children and their parents are likely to be structured by their 

age (Grundy, 2000; Lee & Dwyer, 1996). The parents’ needs for health-related support are 

more likely to arise in old age, whereas the adult child’s economic needs may occur more often 

at younger ages. 

Furthermore, the likelihood of living with parents might be smaller the more siblings the 

adult child has. Parents who must divide their time and energy over a greater number of 

children may be less likely to have one particular child living with them, and the opportunity 

to share support to parents with siblings may lead to a lower necessity of coresidence with a 

parent who needs support.  

Parents tend to have stronger feelings of affection and obligation towards children and 

to provide them with more support than the other way around (Rossi & Rossi, 1990). Also, 

coresident children were found to benefit more from the arrangement than their parents did 

in terms of help with household tasks and contributions to household income (Choi, 2003; 

Speare & Avery, 1993). We therefore hypothesize that the likelihood of coresidence will be 

associated more strongly with the adult child’s needs than with the parents’ needs (see Ward 

et al., 1992).

When the adult child has a partner or children, the desire for privacy is likely to clash with 

the benefits of coresidence. In addition, partners usually have a less close relationship with 

in-laws. (Compare Aquilino’s [1990] finding that the strongest predictor of coresidence for 
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parents was having an unmarried child). Because the relationship between the adult child 

and a stepparent might also be less close, a similar result can be expected for parents living 

with a new partner. Furthermore, when someone needs support, the partner is likely to be 

the first person to turn to (De Jong Gierveld & Dykstra, 2002; Mulder & Van der Meer, 2009). 

Alternatively, having children might generate a need for the parents’ help with childcare, which 

many grandparents eagerly provide (Lin & Rogerson, 1995). Pettersson and Malmberg (2009) 

found that having children was positively associated with moves very close to parents and 

with having parents moving very close. In line with this finding, adult children with children in 

the household might also be more likely to live with their parents. Single adult children with 

children can be particularly expected to have a greater likelihood of coresidence, because they 

may need more help with childcare. 

Apart from support needs and privacy needs, other factors are known to play a role in 

intergenerational coresidence and need to be taken into account. Coresident children are 

more often male than female (Fokkema & Liefbroer, 2008; Grundy, 2000). Furthermore, living 

in a rural area might increase the likelihood of coresidence, because housing in rural areas 

tends to be more spacious. Coresidence is also more likely for migrants (for the Netherlands: 

De Valk & Billari, 2007).

4.3 DATA AND METHOD

Data

The empirical analyses are based on data for the years 2003, 2004, and 2005 derived from 

the Social Statistical dataBase (SSB) provided by Statistics Netherlands (Bakker, 2002). The SSB 

includes data based on the population register and other administrative registers. Individual 

records in the SSB were linked to those of the parents by using personal index cards that 

include the child’s and the parents’ individual registration numbers, their dates of birth and, 

if applicable, dates of marriage. Record linkage was successful when the parent and the child 

had ever lived in the same municipality after October 1st, 1994 or failing that, if the dates of 

birth of both parents were known, which was the case if the parents had ever married and 

were both alive in 1994. Unfortunately, the number of dyads that could not be established is 

unknown. Among the adult children who were successfully linked to their parents, those from 

younger birth cohorts and those living in the same municipality as their parents are almost 

certainly overrepresented. A careful selection procedure was therefore applied to avoid such 

overrepresentation.

The selection procedure consisted of two steps. We first selected the population of interest: 

all adult children aged 30 and over in 2004 who had at least one parent alive in 2004 and 

2005, resulting in 5,037,400 parent-child dyads (46.1% of all parent-child dyads in the data). 

(Note that all numbers of observations are rounded off to hundreds). This age boundary was 

chosen because the norm to live independently is strongest after the age of 30. In the second 
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step, selections were made to reduce the danger of data selectivity as much as possible. 

Because the possibilities to link adult children to their parents were greater for younger birth 

cohorts and for those with both parents alive in 1995, we excluded 2,693,200 (24.7%) adult 

children older than 40 in 2004 and then 332,800 (3.05%) who had only one living parent in 

1995. The resulting number of dyads was 2,011,400. As a final check, we ran our models 

separately for adult children and parents who lived in the same municipality, for whom it was 

certain that record linkage was successful. The results were not substantially different.

Analytical strategy

We performed two analyses. The first was a logistic regression model of intergenerational 

coresidence in 2004. This model was estimated after a listwise exclusion of 11,700 (0.58%) 

observations of 8,600 parents and 10,700 children who lived in institutions, resulting in 

1,999,700 observations. The second analysis was a multinomial logistic regression model of 

the transition to coresidence in 2005 for those who were not living with a parent in 2004. This 

model contains the same independent variables as in the first model and additional variables 

for the occurrence of events that are associated with an increased need for support. Of the 

remaining observations, 24,200 (1.2%) dyads were excluded by listwise deletion of 10,100 

adult children and 5,300 parents with missing values on housing value, as well as 10,400 adult 

children and 10,600 parents who lived in an institution in 2005 (implying that moving to an 

institution was treated as censoring). The remaining number of observations was 1,889,400. 

Reverse causality might exist between coresidence and some of the variables. It is possible, 

for example, that living together with a parent makes it more difficult to find a partner. This 

problem is much smaller in the longitudinal analysis, in which we used indicators from the 

year 2004 to explain the transition to coresidence in 2005. Inspection of the variance inflation 

factors did not indicate any multicollinearity. 

Even though the data were not derived from a sample, but from almost complete population 

data, we report significance levels because the data can be regarded as a one-moment sample 

from a theoretical population of many time points. Because we are dealing with a large number 

of observations, it is easy to find significant results (Raftery, 1995). We have therefore used 

0.01 and 0.001 rather than 0.05 significance levels. Note that the numbers of transitions in the 

data are so small that by no means all effects are significant at the 0.01 level. 

Measures

Intergenerational coresidence was defined as living together with both registered parents, or 

the only parent alive, or a randomly chosen parent when the registered parents lived apart. 

The registration refers to the situation on the latest Friday in September. Inhabitants of the 

Netherlands are required to register changes of address within five days after moving. The data 

may include some temporary stays, but it is unlikely that there are many: as long as someone 

remains owner or renter of some other dwelling and wants to retain the right to return there, 

there are no incentives to register a temporary change of address. Of the adult children 74.2 % 

68



C
H

A
PTER

PA
REN

T-C
H

ILD
 C

O
RESID

EN
C

E
4

were linked to both parents living together, 16 % to the mother only, and 9.8 % to the father 

only. Whether child and parent lived together was derived from address-registration data. 

Coresidence in 2004 was coded as 0 = living independently, 1 = living with (a) parent(s). The 

transition to intergenerational coresidence between 2004 and 2005 was measured according 

to four categories: 0 = no transition, 1 = child moved in with (a) parent(s), 2 = parent(s) 

moved in with child, and 3 = child and parent(s) moved into a new home.

Because we expected the effect of the presence of children in the adult child’s household 

to vary by partnership status, we constructed a measure of the child’s partnership and parent 

status: 1 = with partner, 2 = with partner and children, 3 = never-married single, 4 = never-

married single with children, 5 = widowed single, 6 = widowed single with children, 7 = 

divorced or separated single, 8 = divorced or separated single with children. The categories 

for parental partnership status are: 1 = registered parents living together, 2 = mother has 

new partner, 3 = mother widowed single, 4 = mother divorced, separated or never married 

single, 5 = father has new partner, 6 = father widowed single, 7 = father divorced, separated 

or never married single. ‘With partner’ refers to coresidential partnerships, either married or 

cohabiting. 

The events of the divorce or separation of the adult child and of the parents were measured 

on the basis of changes in partnership status between 2004 and 2005. An indicator for recent 

divorce or separation and recent widowhood (between 2003 and 2004) of both generations 

was also included. This step was taken to measure the lagged effect of union dissolution and 

widowhood on the transition to coresidence. 

Unfortunately, the data do not include a measure of having difficulties with performing 

activities of daily living. Instead, we used indicators for a person’s dependency on short-term 

and long-term disability benefits, and a dummy variable indicating whether the (older) parent 

was 80 or older. People receive a disability benefit if they have been employed and become 

unable to earn a full income owing to sickness or a handicap. If this happens before the age of 

17 or while studying and aged 18-30, a long-duration disability benefit is granted. This benefit 

was introduced in the Netherlands in 1997 and was therefore not available for the parents in 

our analyses. We also included a measure of the adult child’s transition to receiving a disability 

benefit between 2003 and 2004.

Income (logged) was derived from the individual monthly tax incomes. When both parents 

were alive and living together we used the mean of their incomes.  Negative incomes and 

incomes of zero were set to zero in the logarithmic measure. The average monthly tax income 

was 2,162 euro for adult children and 1,650 for parents. A recent decline in income was 

measured as a drop in income greater than 500 euro per month between 2003 and 2004.

The data do not contain a full registration of completed level of education. We do know, 

however, who completed higher vocational or university education in the Netherlands from 

1986 onwards. We included two dummy variables indicating whether the adult child had 

completed one of these.
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Table 4.1 Descriptives of variables used in the analysis of coresidence with parents in 2004 
(N = 1,999,700) and the transition to coresidence with parents in 2005 (n = 1,889,400), % (range; M; SD 
in Italics)

 Coresidence with 
parents in 2004

Transition to  
coresidence 2004 -‘05 

Coresidence with parents in 2004 4.88  
Transition to coresidence 2004 -‘05   
  No transition  99.49
  Child moved in with (a) parent(s)  0.43
  Parent(s) moved in with child  0.06
  Child and parent(s) moved into a new home  0.02

Situations associated with support needs   
   Child’s partnership and parent status   
     With partner 19.08 19.89
     With partner and children 56.94 59.42
     Never-married single 18.17 15.09
     Never-married single with children 1.88 1.76
     Divorced single 1.96 1.83
     Divorced single with children 1.82 1.86
     Widowed single 0.03 0.03
     Widowed single with children 0.11 0.11
   Child’s labor-market position   
     Employed 76.09 76.7
     Self-employed 7.53 7.35
     Disability benefit 2.30 2.28
     Long-duration disability benefit 0.71 0.56
     Other benefits or studying 5.29 5.13
     Economically inactive 8.09 7.99
   Child’s log income 0 – 13.60; 6.90; 2.27 0 – 13.60; 6.91; 2.26
   Child completed higher vocational education 12.01 12.2
   Child completed university 7.81 8.00
   Child’s log housing value in 2004  0 – 10.26; 4.25; 1.62
   Parental partnership status   
     Registered parents together 74.51 74.48
     Mother has new partner 2.87 2.94
     Mother widowed single 8.11 8.00
     Mother divorced, separated or never married single 4.86 4.87
     Father has new partner 3.85 3.96
     Father widowed single 2.66 2.62
     Father divorced, separated or never married single 3.14 3.14
   Parental labor-market position   
     Receiving disability benefit   13.36 13.26
     Self-employed 5.07 4.90
     Retired 56.23 56.53
     Employed 18.77 18.77
     Other benefits or economically inactive 6.56 6.55
   Log parental income 0 – 12.84; 7.12; 1.13 0 – 12.84; 7.13; 1.12
   Parental log housing value in 2004  0 – 10.26; 4.55; 1.36
   Child’s age 30 – 40; 34.99; 3.08 30 – 40; 35.03; 3.08
   Parent aged 80 or older 1.51 1.51
   Child’s number of siblings 0 – 29; 1.54; 1.36 0 – 29; 1.54; 1.36

70



C
H

A
PTER

PA
REN

T-C
H

ILD
 C

O
RESID

EN
C

E
4The labor market position of the child was measured according to six categories: 1 = 

employed, 2 = self-employed, 3 = receiving disability benefit, 4 = receiving long-duration 

disability benefit, 5 = receiving other benefits, (including unemployment benefits and benefits 

under the Labor and Income Support Act) and 6 = economically inactive or studying, which 

corresponds to receiving no income from labor or social security benefits. A measure of the 

transition to receiving an unemployment benefit of the child between 2003 and 2004 was 

also included.

We used five categories to measure the parental labor-market position: 1 = receiving 

disability benefit, 2 = self-employed, 3 = retired, 4 = employed, and 5 = receiving other 

benefits or economically inactive. When both parents lived together, we used the labor-

market position that we considered to be most strongly associated with support needs. 

The categories are labeled in this order. Thus, an employed wife and her disabled husband 

would fall into the category ‘receiving a disability benefit’, whereas couples consisting of a 

breadwinner and a housewife were categorized as ‘employed’.

The comfort of the adult child’s and the parental home was measured through housing 

value in thousands of euro, in a logarithmic measure. Housing values are registered in the 

Netherlands as a basis for taxation; they reflect the most recent market value based on recent 

sale prices in the neighborhood and such characteristics as the year in which the home was 

built and renovated and its size and type. 

Events associated with support needs   
   Child divorced or separated  ‘03 – ‘04  0.66
   Child divorced or separated ’04 – ’05  0.67
   Child widowed ’03  – ‘04  0.03
   Child disabled ‘03 – ‘04  0.24
   Child’s income decreased ‘03 – ‘04  8.68
   Child became unemployed ‘03 – ‘04  1.13
   Mother divorced or separated ‘03 – ‘04  0.07
   Father divorced or separated ‘03 – ‘04  0.08
   Mother divorced or separated ’04 – ‘05  0.2
   Father divorced or separated ’04 – ‘05  0.21
   Mother widowed ‘03 – ‘04  1.12
   Father widowed ‘03 – ‘04  0.47
   Parental income decreased ‘03 – ‘04  31.15

Control variables   
   Child is female 49.24 50.45
   Child’s migrant status   
     Native Dutch 88.95 89.17
     Non-Western migrant 4.92 4.78
     Western migrant 6.13 6.05
   Child lived in rural area in 2004 (ref. urban)  55.34
   Parents lived in rural area in 2004 (ref. urban) 62.63 62.55
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The other independent variables were age of the adult child in years and age squared, 

number of siblings, gender (1 = female), migrant status (1 = native Dutch, 2 = non-Western 

migrant, 3 = Western migrant), and degree of urbanization (1= rural area (areas with fewer 

than 1000 adresses/km2)). Descriptive statistics for all variables are given in Table 4.1.

4.4 RESULTS

Of the adult children in our data selection, almost 5 % lived together with parents in 2004 

(see Table 4.1). Of those who did not, 0.51 % had made the transition to intergenerational 

coresidence one year later. The majority of these people were adult children who moved 

in with a parent (83.6 %), whereas 11.7 % were adult children whose parent(s) moved in 

with them. Only 4.7 % of the transitions to coresidence were realized by the moves of both 

generations to a new home. 

From the support needs hypothesis we expected that people with a greater need for 

support were more likely to live with their parents or adult children. Table 2 shows that the 

divorce of the adult child was positively associated with coresidence. In contrast with adult 

children with a partner, divorced single adult children were estimated to be about 15 times 

more likely to live with parents. From an additional analysis including interaction terms of the 

child’s partnership/parent status and gender (results not shown), we found that the positive 

effect of being a divorced adult child with children was greater for men than for women. 

This finding is in line with the idea that men need more emotional support after divorce than 

women, rather than that women need more instrumental support. Moreover, the finding that 

divorced adult men with children are more likely to live together with parents than are divorced 

adult women suggests that these men need their parents’ help with childcare more than 

women do. From the longitudinal model (last three columns of Table 4.2) it becomes clear that 

moves of divorced or divorcing adult children into the parents’ home were particularly likely. 

Divorced parents were less likely to coreside and to have an adult child moving in with them, 

but more likely to move in with an adult child than were parents who still lived together. The 

event of parental divorce was also positively associated with moves of the parent into the adult 

child’s home.

Widowed single adult children (with and without children in the household) were more 

likely than partnered adult children to live with parents and to have parents moving in (for 

widowed children without children only). For the parents, widowhood increased the likelihood 

of living with an adult child, moving in with an adult child and having an adult child moving 

in (for mothers only). No significant effects were found for the event of widowhood in either 

generation. Note that not all effects reach significance because even this huge dataset includes 

a small number of widowed adult children and a small number of transitions to coresidence, 

and therefore very few widowed adult children who make a transition to coresidence.
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Table 4.2 Logistic regression of intergenerational coresidence in 2004 (N = 1,999,700) and multinomial 
logistic regression of the transition to intergenerational coresidence in 2005 (n = 1,889,400)

Coresidence with  
parents in 2004

Transition to coresidence 2004 – 2005a

Child moved Parents 
moved

Both moved

Situations associated with support needs
   Child’s partnership and parent statusb

     With partner and children
     Never-married single
     Never-married single with children
     Divorced or separated single
     Divorced or separated single with children
     Widowed single
     Widowed single with children
   Child’s labor-market positionb

     Self-employed
     Disability benefit
     Long-duration disability benefit
     Other benefits
     Economically inactive
   Child’s log income
   Child completed higher vocational education
   Child completed university
   Child’s log housing value in 2004
   Parental partnership status b

     Mother has new partner
     Mother widowed single
     Mother divorced, separated or never married single
     Father has new partner
     Father widowed single
     Father divorced, separated or never married single
   Log parental income
   Parental labor-market positionb

     Self-employed 
     Disability benefit   
     Retired
     Other benefits or economically inactive
   Parental log housing value 2004
   Child’s age
   Child’s age squared
   Parent aged 80 or older
Child’s number of siblings

Events associated with support needs
   Child widowed ‘03 – ‘04
   Child divorced or separated ‘03 – ‘04
   Child divorced or separated ’04 – ‘05
   Child disabled ‘03 – ‘04
   Child’s income decreased ‘03 – ‘04
   Child became unemployed ‘03 – ‘04
   Mother widowed ‘03 – ‘04

 
 

1.14**
32.59**
21.03**
15.10**

5.98**
3.28**
2.91**

1.33**
1.02
2.16**
0.84**
0.85**
0.86**
0.50**
0.36**

 
 

0.29**
1.44**
0.51**
0.25**
1.47**
0.48**
0.88**

1.48**
1.17**
1.01
0.75**

 
0.73**
1.00**
1.25**
0.98**

 
 

0.44**
1.96**
1.71**
2.63**
0.93
0.92
0.54

0.93
1.41**
1.23
1.47**
0.96
0.90**
0.63**
0.52**
0.98*

 
0.53**
1.20**
0.53**
0.41**
0.98
0.53**
0.96**

1.16*
1.04
0.81**
0.70**
1.03**
0.89
1.00
0.83
0.94**

0.93
1.41*

30.13**
1.05
1.32**
1.19
1.11

 
 

1.08
1.64**
1.09
1.41
1.43
9.31*
3.82

1.74**
1.00
0.55
0.78
1.36
1.00
0.71*
0.65*
0.97

 
1.12
2.34**
2.62**
0.99
3.76**
3.38**
0.91**

1.69**
1.85**
1.11
0.81
0.97
1.40
0.99
1.32
0.81**

–
1.41
1.66
2.48
1.07
1.50
1.37

 
 

0.76
2.02**
1.09
1.95
1.31

–
–

1.13
1.32
2.00
1.20
0.78
0.91
0.57*
0.83
0.96

 
0.83
1.80*
1.39
0.85
1.80
1.17
0.93

1.13
1.25
0.80
0.98
0.93
0.82
1.00
0.96*
0.81**

–
1.57

12.32**
0.54
1.21
1.08
1.39
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   Father widowed ‘03 – ‘04
   Mother divorced or separated ‘03 – ‘04
   Father divorced or separated ‘03 – ‘04
   Mother divorced or separated ’04 – ‘05
   Father divorced or separated ’04 – ‘05
   Parental income decreased ‘03 – ‘04

Control variables
   Child is female
   Child’s migrant statusb

     Non-Western migrant 
     Western migrant
   Child lived in rural area 2004
   Parents lived in rural area 2004

0.47**

1.55**
1.20**

1.34**

1.43
0.81
0.99
2.06**
1.31 
0.95

 
0.55**

1.29**
1.33**
1.05
0.96

1.33
2.08
2.12

23.20**
24.55**

1.05

1.04

3.30**
1.75**
1.51**
0.80*

1.56
1.96
5.07*

16.34**
11.85**

0.92

0.82

1.79*
1.74**
1.00
0.83

df
χ2

34
235,795

150
11,717 

Note: Odds ratios are shown for the analysis of intergenerational coresidence in 2004. For the transition 
to intergenerational coresidence in 2004 - 2005, relative risk ratios are shown. – Are displayed when the 
relative risk ratio could not be estimated due to perfect failure prediction.
aVersus no transition. bReference categories: with partner; employed; registered parents together; parents 
employed; native Dutch. 
*p < 0.01 **p < 0.001

Coresidence was more than twice as likely for adult children who received a long-duration 

disability benefit than for their employed counterparts. The effect of receiving a long-duration 

disability benefit was only found in the cross-sectional analysis. This might be the result of the 

specific nature of this benefit: only young people who are disabled and have not yet entered 

the labor market are eligible. Most probably, many adult children who were dependent on 

such a benefit had not yet left the parental home because they had problems setting up an 

independent household. As a result, those who were included in the analysis of the transition to 

coresidence (and thus had left the parental home at some point in time) were a select category 

of young people whose sickness or handicap did not hamper residential independence. For the 

parents, receiving a disability benefit increased the likelihood of coresidence and of moving in 

with an adult child, but not of having an adult child moving in with them. Parents aged 80 or 

older were more likely than others to coreside with an adult child.

Self-employment increased the likelihood of coresidence for adult children as well as for 

their parents. Pensioned parents and parents who received other benefits were less likely to 

have an adult child moving in with them than were their employed counterparts, whereas 

children who received benefits were more likely to move in with their parents than employed 

children were.

As expected, the adult child’s and the parents’ incomes were negatively associated with 

coresidence. For adult children, a loss of income increased the likelihood of moving in with 

parents. The adult child’s level of education was also negatively associated with coresidence. 

Support was found for the feathered nest hypothesis: higher parental housing values increased 
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the child’s likelihood of moving in with parents, whereas the adult child’s housing value was 

negatively associated with moves into the parents’ home. Coresidence was less likely when the 

adult child was older (and even more so with increasing age) or had many siblings

We expected people with a greater need or desire for privacy to be less likely to live with 

parents or adult children. This expectation was confirmed for the presence of a partner in 

the household. Adult children with a partner were less likely to live with parents than were 

never-married, divorced or widowed adult children. Never-married singles (with and without 

children) were also more likely to move in with parents and to have parents moving in with 

them (when no children were present in the household). The interaction effect of being single 

and female was negative, indicating that never-married single men (with and without children) 

were particularly likely to coreside. Also, compared with parents who were still together, 

parents who lived with a new partner were less likely to coreside with an adult child and to 

make the transition to coresidence. A negative effect of the presence of children in the adult 

child’s household on the transition to coresidence was only found for partnered adult children. 

Having children in the household was positively associated with coresidence (for partnered, 

never-married, divorced, and widowed adult children) and moves into the parents’ home (for 

never-married adult children). Thus, the idea that the presence of children in the adult child’s 

household makes coresidence less likely because of privacy needs was only partly supported 

for partnered adult children, and not at all for single adult children. 

Other findings indicated that coresidence was less likely when the adult child was female, 

and more likely when the parents lived in a rural area. Parents were less likely to move in with 

an adult child when they lived in a rural area, but more likely when the child lived in a rural 

area. As expected, non-Western migrant adult children were more likely to live with parents 

than were the children of Western migrants or native Dutch children.

In the cross-sectional model, the positive effect for never-married single children was much 

greater than in the model of the transition to coresidence. Never-married adult children were 

estimated to be almost 33 times more likely to live with parents; about twice as likely to move 

in with parents; and about 1.6 times more likely to have parents moving in with them than 

were partnered adult children without children. These results suggest that a considerable part 

of the effects in the cross-sectional model pertain to adult children who have remained in the 

parental home.  

4.5 DISCUSSION

We investigated whether situations and events associated with support needs and privacy 

needs are associated with parent-child coresidence and the transition to coresidence, using 

administrative data for the Netherlands. From our cross-sectional analysis of coresidence, we 

found evidence of the importance of both generations’ support needs, but the needs of the 

adult child seem to be more important than those of the parents – at least for adult children 
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aged 30-40. This is in line with previous findings that parents give more support to their 

children than they receive from them, even in old age (Choi, 2003; Grundy, 2005; Ward et al., 

1992). In particular, divorce, widowhood, and the long-term disability of the adult child were 

positively associated with coresidence. Coresidence was less likely for divorced and more likely 

for widowed parents and parents who received a disability benefit. A weak socioeconomic 

position of either the child or the parents made coresidence more likely. The longitudinal 

analysis showed a substantial positive effect of the event of divorce on the transition to 

coresidence of both the child and the parents. A loss of income was positively associated 

with the adult child’s transition to coresidence. The results further indicated that when the 

transition to intergenerational coresidence was made, the person in need was the most likely 

to move.

Coresidence was much less likely when the adult child had a partner and when parents 

lived with a new partner. This supports our expectation that a greater need or desire for 

privacy decreases the likelihood of coresidence. In contrast, the finding that the presence of 

children in the adult child’s household was positively associated with coresidence does not 

support our expectations based on the concept of privacy needs. Instead, it is likely that the 

need for childcare support plays an important role in the decision to form a three-generation 

household, which is consistent with Hank and Buber’s (2009) finding that childcare provided 

by grandparents is most prevalent in households where adult children live together with their 

parents. Overall, the results suggest that the privacy needs of the nuclear family have more to 

do with partnerships than with children.

We also found that the positive effects of singlehood and the adult child’s dependence on 

a long-duration disability benefit show up much more strongly in the cross-sectional than in 

the longitudinal analysis. This finding suggests that coresident, never-married single children 

and coresident children with a long history of disability are mostly children who have not left 

the parental home rather than having returned to it. 

The differences between the cross-sectional and the longitudinal results suggest that it is 

necessary to distinguish adult children who have never left the parental home from those who 

left and made the transition back to coresidence. The literature suggests that adult children 

who have returned home usually do not stay for long (Goldscheider & DaVanzo, 1989). Thanks 

to the increased availability of administrative data, not only for the Netherlands but also for 

the Nordic countries, it will be possible in future research to distinguish those who have never 

left the parental home from those who returned, to study the duration of coresidence, and to 

study the occurrence of repeated spells of coresidence. 

Because parent-child dyads of older generations were underrepresented in the data, we 

had to focus on adult children aged 30 – 40. As a result, we did not observe many parents 

aged 80 and over. As stated by Lee and Dwyer (1996, p. 58), “parental dependency is not a 

factor in the coresidence decisions of most parents in their 60s and 70s because they are not 
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yet dependent.” The inclusion of oldest old parents is therefore to be recommended in future 

studies of parent-child coresidence. 

Unfortunately, we did not have information on difficulties with performing activities of daily 

living, which would be a better indicator of the ability to live independently than our measure 

of receiving a disability benefit. Neither did we have information on financial contributions 

of each generation to the intergenerational household, which would provide insight into the 

extent to which support is reciprocal (Choi, 2003). 

Our study provided further evidence that adult sons are more likely to live and move in 

with parents than adult daughters. Particularly divorced sons were more likely to move in with 

their parents. From previous research it is known that women are often the economic losers 

in divorce (Andreß & Hummelsheim, 2009). Apparently, this economic loss does not render 

divorced women more likely to move in with their parents. Neither do women’s stronger family 

ties (Rossi & Rossi, 1990) seem to lead to more coresidence. Addressing gender differences in 

more detail would benefit the research on parent-child coresidence. 

We have made two contributions to the literature. First, we investigated the impact of 

support needs of both generations at the same time. Second, we used longitudinal data 

to investigate who moves in with whom and under what circumstances the move occurs. 

Because moving in with parents or children is a rare event, such an analysis is not feasible using 

survey data. It was therefore fortunate that we could use the Social Statistical dataBase, which 

contains data for almost the entire population of the Netherlands.
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