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Recent	research	emphasizes	the	important	of	wealth	besides	income	and	occupation	as	a	

stratifying	 dimension	 (Skopek	 et	 al	 2014,	 Pfeffer	 and	 Killewald	 2015,	 Skopek	 2015).	

Homeownership	is	a	crucial	step	in	wealth	accumulation,	and	could	reveal	a	new	facet	of	

socioeconomic	 inequality.	 We	 argue	 that	 home	 ownership	 is	 strategic	 in	 the	

intergenerational	 transmission	 of	 resources	 and	 thus	 a	 potential	 additional	 aspect	 of	

intergenerational	rigidity.			

Much	 research	 has	 shown	 that	 homeownership	 is	 transmitted	 arcoss	 generations:	

children	 of	 homeowners	 are	more	 likely	 to	 be	 homeowners	 than	 children	 of	 renters	

(Aratani	2011,	Boehm	and	Schlottman	199,	Henretta	1987,	Mulder	and	Smits	1999,	Smits	

and	Mulder	2008,	Mulder	et	al	2015).	However,	most	of	them	focus	on	single	countries,	

comparative	 studies	 are	 rare	 (Mulder	 et	 al	 2015).	 More	 importantly,	 country	 level	

variations	in	wealth	and	housing	inequalities	differ	from	those	in	income	(Skopek	et	al	

2014)	 and	 cannot	 be	 explained	 with	 existing	 typologies	 of	 welfare	 states	 (Kurz	 and	

Blossfeld	2004,	Pfeffer	and	Hällsten	2012,	Pfeffer	and	Killewald	2015).		

The	variation	of	home	ownership	rates	across	countries	has	been	attributed	to	housing	

regimes.	 Housing	 provision	 systems,	mortgage	markets	 and	 other	macro-level	 factors	

(Mulder	 and	Billari	2010)	aim	 to	 explain	 the	 incidence	 and	 timing	of	 homeownership	

across	countries.	The	seminal	work	by	Kemeny	(1995)	distinguishes	between	‘dual’	and	

‘unitary’	 housing	 systems.	 English	 speaking	 countries	 (USA,	 Canada,	 Australia,	 New	

Zealand,	UK,	Ireland)	as	well	as	Belgium,	Finland,	Iceland,	Italy,	Norway	are	part	of	this	

cluster,	where	governments	create	incentives	for	home	ownership	leading	to	high	home-

ownership	rates	across	all	income	groups	including	lower	income	classes	(Kemeny	2006).	

Conversely,	 in	 the	 unitary	 system	 such	 as	 in	 Germany,	 Sweden,	 the	 Netherlands,	

Switzerland,	Austria,	Denmark	and	France,	housing	policy	is	‘tenure	neutral’	and	home-
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ownership	rates	are	relatively	low	and	particularly	among	 low	 income	groups.	Recent	

work	 has,	 however,	 highlighted	 the	 complex	 interaction	 of	 these	 diverging	 housing	

regimes	with	sociodemographic	(aging,	 family	structure,	urbanization,	geography)	and	

hierarchic	 factors	 (class	 of	 origin,	 education,	 social	 mobility,	 migration	 status,	 etc.)	

(Norris	and	Winston	2012;	Lennartz	et	al	2015).		

Welfare	states	seem	to	define	the	purchasing	function	of	wealth	(through	generous	social	

benefits	and	education),	while	they	are	not	able	to	suspend	the	insurance	function	against	

unfavorable	outcomes	(see	also	Chetty	et	al	2014).	Therefore,	it	is	necessary	to	consider	

home	ownership	as	a	dimension	of	inequality	and	its	interaction	with	welfare	regimes	

(Kurz	and	Blossfeld	2004).	

However,	 large	 cross-national	 comparisons	 investigating	 the	 link	 between	

housing/welfare	 regimes	 and	 social	 mobility	 are	 necessary	 to	 better	 understand	 the	

nature	of	 the	 variation	across	 countries.	The	objective	of	 the	present	 study	 is	 thus	 to	

investigate	to	what	extent	parental	home	ownership	is	a	stratifying	dimension	on	top	of	

social	class	in	a	comparative	perspective.		

To	 this	 end,	 we	 make	 use	 of	 the	 EU-SILC	 2011	 module	 on	 the	 intergenerational	

transmission	of	disadvantages,	which	includes	information	on	parents’	home	ownership.	

We	define	home	ownership	–	among	parents	as	well	as	adult	children	–	in	two	different	

ways:	(1)	a	narrower	concept	of	full	home	ownership	including	only	those	owning	a	home	

without	paying	mortgages	and	(2)	a	wider	concept	of	home	ownership	including	those	

that	are	paying	a	mortgage	for	their	home.	The	association	between	the	variable	among	

parents	and	children	represents	the	intergenerational	home	ownership	persistence	(or	

mobility).	

Our	 log-linear	models	 (unidiff)	 and	multilevel	 regressions	 confirm	 strong	 patterns	 of	

intergenerational	 rigidity,	 and	 strong	 variability	 of	 determinism	 across	 European	

countries.	We	find	a	strong	parents-to-kid	intergenerational	rigidity	in	homeownership	

over	 and	 above	 of	 parents’	 class,	 class	 of	 destination,	 up/downward	 mobility,	 age,	

immigration	status,	sibling	and	economic	wellbeing	at	age	14.		

Our	 findings	suggest	moreover	 that	 the	degree	of	 intergenerational	 transmission	does	

generally	not	seem	to	follow	housing	or	welfare	state	regime	patterns.	Southern	countries	

plus	 Poland	 show	 deep	 reproduction	 patterns	while	 Nordic	 countries	 are	more	 fluid.	

Unitary	housing	systems	with	supposedly	lower	home	ownership	rates,	e.g.	Denmark,	can	

have	high	degrees	of	intergenerational	persistence	of	home	ownership	but	so	can	dual	

housing	 systems.	 While	 many	 Scandinavian	 welfare	 states	 with	 high	 levels	 of	
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decommodification	can	be	found	among	those	with	low	intergenerational	reproduction,	

Denmark	is	characterized	by	a	strong	intergenerational	persistence	of	home	ownership.	

Eastern	European	countries	as	well	as	Ireland	and	the	UK	can	also	be	found	at	different	

sides	 of	 the	 spectrum	 questioning	 the	 relevance	 of	 welfare	 state	 typologies	 in	

intergenerational	home	ownership	transmission.	

However,	it	is	more	complex	to	assert	housing	status	as	such	is	a	facet	of	class	systems.	

One	 the	 one	 hand,	 there	 is	 considerable	 overlap	 between	 EGP	 and	 homeownership	

transmission	 regimes	 when	 mortgage-paying	 owners	 in	 the	 children	 generation	 are	

considered	in	addition	to	full	owners.	However,	when	only	the	full	owners	are	considered,	

the	link	to	social	class	is	not	given.	In	other	words,	in	countries	with	a	high/low	degree	of	

intergenerational	persistence	 in	 terms	of	 social	 class,	 also	 a	high/low	degree	of	 home	

ownership	reproduction	can	be	observed	when	also	mortgage	payers	are	considered.		

In	conclusion,	we	were	able	to	show	that	the	intergenerational	rigidity	of	home	ownership	

shows	intergenerational	transmission	of	durable	resources	and	capital,	which	extent	does	

neither	vary	with	 the	established	housing	nor	welfare	state	regimes.	Home	ownership	

seems	 to	 constitute	 a	 separate	 dimension	 of	 inequality,	 which	 should	 be	 further	

investigated.			
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SILC	

	

Relevant	references	

Chetty	R,	Hendren	N,	Kline	P,	et	al.	(2014)	Where	is	the	land	of	opportunity?	The	geography	of	

intergenerational	mobility	in	the	United	States.	National	Bureau	of	Economic	Research.	

Coulter,	R.	(2017).	Local	house	prices,	parental	background	and	young	adults’	homeownership	in	

England	and	Wales.	Urban	Studies,	54(14),	3360-3379.	

Dewilde	C	and	De	Decker	P.	(2016)	Changing	Inequalities	in	Housing	Outcomes	across	Western	

Europe.	Housing,	Theory	and	Society	33:	121-161.	

Dewilde,	C.,	&	Ronald,	R.	 (Eds.).	 (2017).	Housing	Wealth	and	Welfare.	Cheltenham,	UK:	Edward	

Elgar	Publishing.	doi:	https://doi.org/10.4337/9781785360961.00003			

Hochstenbach,	C.	(2018).	Spatializing	the	intergenerational	transmission	of	inequalities:	Parental	

wealth,	 residential	 segregation,	 and	 urban	 inequality.	Environment	 and	 Planning	 A:	

Economy	and	Space,	0308518X17749831.	

Hubers,	 C.,	 Dewilde,	 C.,	 &	 de	 Graaf,	 P.	 M.	 (2018).	 Parental	 marital	 dissolution	 and	 the	

intergenerational	transmission	of	homeownership.	Housing	Studies,	33(2),	247-283.	



	 4	

Kemeny	J.	(1995)	From	Public	Housing	to	the	Social	Market:	Rental	Policy	Strategies	in	Comparative	

Perspective.	London:	Routledge.	

Kemeny	J.	(2006)	Corporatism	and	Housing	Regimes.	Housing,	Theory	and	Society,	32:	1-18.	

Kolb	K,	Skopek	N	and	Blossfeld	H-P.	(2013)	The	Two	Dimensions	of	Housing	Inequality	in	Europe.	

Kurz,	K	and	Blossfeld	H-P.	(eds)	(2004)	Home	ownership	and	Social	Inequality	in	Comparative	

Perspective.	Stanford,	Stanford	University	Press.	

Lennartz,	C.,	&	Helbrecht,	I.	(2018).	The	housing	careers	of	younger	adults	and	intergenerational	

support	in	Germany’s	‘society	of	renters’.	Housing	Studies,	33(2),	317-336.	

Lennartz,	 C.,	 R.	 Arundel,	 and	R.	 Ronald	 (2015).	 “Young	Adults	 and	Homeownership	 in	 Europe	

Through	the	Global	Financial	Crisis.”	Population,	Space	and	Place.	

Lersch	PM	and	 Luijkx	R.	 (2015)	 Intergenerational	 transmission	 of	 homeownership	 in	 Europe:	

Revisiting	 the	 socialisation	 hypothesis.	 Social	 Science	 Research	 49:	 327-342.	

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ssresearch.2014.08.010		

Mulder	 CH,	Dewilde	 C,	 van	Duijn	M,	 et	al.	 (2015)	The	Association	Between	Parents’	 and	Adult	

Children’s	Homeownership:	A	Comparative	Analysis.	European	Journal	of	Population	31:	

495-527.	

Mulder	 CH,	Dewilde	 C,	 van	Duijn	M,	 et	al.	 (2015)	The	Association	Between	Parents’	 and	Adult	

Children’s	Homeownership:	A	Comparative	Analysis.	European	Journal	of	Population	31:	

495-527.	

Norris,	M.	and	N.	Winston	(2012)	Home-ownership,	housing	regimes	and	income	inequalities	in	

Western	Europe.	International	Journal	of	Social	Welfare,	21:	127–138.	

Pfeffer,	 F.	 T.,	 &	 Hällsten,	 M.	 (2012)	 Mobility	 regimes	 and	 parental	 wealth:	 The	 United	 States,	

Germany,	and	Sweden	in	comparison.	

Pfeffer,	F.	 T.,	 and	A.	 Killewald	 (2015)	How	Rigid	 is	 the	Wealth	 Structure	and	Why?	 Inter-	 and	

Multigenerational	 Associations	 in	 Family	 Wealth.	 Population	 Studies	 Center	 Research	

Reports,	University	of	Michigan,	Report	15-845.	

Skopek	N	(2015)	Wealth	as	a	Distinct	Dimension	of	Social	Inequality.	University	of	Bamberg	Press.	

Skopek	N,	Buchholz	S	and	Blossfeld	H-P.	(2014)	National	patterns	of	income	and	wealth	inequality.	

International	Journal	of	Comparative	Sociology	55:	463-488.	

Wind	 B,	 Lersch	 P	 and	 Dewilde	 C.	 (2017)	 The	 distribution	 of	 housing	wealth	 in	 16	 European	

countries:	 accounting	 for	 institutional	 differences.	 Journal	 of	 Housing	 and	 the	 Built	

Environment	32:	625-647.	

Zavisca	 JR	 and	 Gerber	 TP.	 (2016)	 The	 Socioeconomic,	 Demographic,	 and	 Political	 Effects	 of	

Housing	in	Comparative	Perspective.	Annual	Review	of	Sociology	42:	347-367.	


