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Abstract

In public debates over multiculturalism in Europe, Islamic values and ways of life 
are commonly represented as incompatible with Western rights and liberties. 
Against this background, Muslim minorities have developed generally strong 
and stable religious identities. This paper asks when and how multicultural 
cities and ethnic communities give rise to strong and stable religion. Taking 
an approach from religious boundary making as a heuristic framework, we 
bring together a series of five studies on the religious identities of Muslim 
minorities. The studies compare religious group boundaries and replicate 
boundary making processes (cf. Wimmer, 2008) across ethnic communities 
and multicultural cities as comparative cases. Drawing on several large-scale 
surveys of Muslim minorities, our comparative findings illuminate the making 
and unmaking of religious boundaries. We conclude that strong religion is 
‘made in Europe’ as institutional rigidities and social inequalities enforce 
religious boundary making through social closure and cultural maintenance 
within ethnic communities.

Keywords:  boundary making, religion, Islam, Europe, second generation, cultural 
maintenance

1. Introduction

The unprecedented scale of continuing immigration from majority Muslim 
sending countries into the North-West of Europe has transformed the 
religious landscape of the historically Christian and highly secularised 
European cities. Majority attitudes towards this new religious diversity have 
been mixed and they have become increasingly and overtly anti-Muslim in 
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the aftermath of September 11th (Pew Forum, 2011). In public debates over 
immigrant integration and multiculturalism, Islamic faith traditions and 
ways of life are often represented as incompatible with Western cultural 
values, rights and liberties (Sniderman & Hagendoorn, 2007). In the eyes of 
the majority, the religiosity of Muslim minorities is a barrier which stands 
in the way of their societal integration (Foner & Alba, 2008). From the 
perspective of Muslim minorities, in contrast, their religious identity is a 
highly valued source of cultural continuity and social support (Ysseldyk, 
Matheson & Anisman, 2010). Against this background, Muslim minorities 
in Europe have generally developed strong religious identities, which have 
been efffectively transmitted to the next generation (Voas & Fleischmann, 
2012). In the Netherlands, for instance, the second generation of Turkish 
and Moroccan Muslims report high levels of dietary practice and prayer; 
and their mosque attendance is on the rise with attendance rates approach-
ing those of the fĳ irst generation (Maliepaard, Gijsberts & Lubbers, 2012; 
Maliepaard & Gijsberts 2012). From the perspective of Muslim youth, their 
religion is a central part of their minority identity and a source of collective 
self-worth in the face of public hostility (Martinovic & Verkuyten 2012; 
Ysseldyk, Matheson & Anisman, 2010).

Looking beyond these well-established facts, the present paper asks 
the question when and how religious boundary making processes give rise 

to strong and stable religious identities. Using boundary making processes 
as a heuristic framework, we compare multicultural cities and ethnic com-
munities as the proximal integration contexts that set the stage for strong 
religious identities. Specifĳ ically, the paper integrates fĳ ive separate stud-
ies among Turkish and Moroccan Muslim minority groups in Germany, 
Belgium, the Netherlands and Sweden.

A rich qualitative research literature documents how religion shapes the 
identity construals of Muslim minority youngsters in particular countries 
(e.g., De Koning, 2008 in the Netherlands; Dassetto, 1996 in Belgium; Khos-
rokhavar, 1997 in France; Raj, 2000; Werbner, 2000 in Britain; Schifffauer, 2000 
in Germany; Schmidt, 2011 in Denmark; Eid, 2007 in Canada). Looking across 
countries, however, comparative case studies of religious diversity have 
mostly privileged top-down perspectives from national institutions and 
policy regimes (cf. Bader, 2007). Though there have been some recent quan-
titative cross-nationally comparative studies of religion which have focused 
on the micro-level (e.g. Connor, 2010; Van Tubergen and Sindradóttir, 2011; 
Connor and Koenig, 2013), these have largely neglected the European-born 
Muslims. Our research supplements the above literatures with quantitative 
comparative strategies. The fĳ ive studies in this paper exploit micro-level 
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comparative data on the religious identities of Muslim minorities from 
several large-scale surveys in the Netherlands and across European cities in 
the Netherlands, Belgium, Germany and Sweden. It should be acknowledged 
that the advantage of comparative scope is offfset by inherent restrictions in 
quantitative measures of religion. These measures cannot fully capture the 
multiple meanings and situated performances of ‘thick’ religious identities. 
Yet, our analyses improve on earlier quantitative research by including 
multiple indicators of religious identifĳ ication and behavioural practices 
among self-identifĳ ied Muslims. Moreover, our studies validate religious 
constructs across gender, ethnic groups, and cities by way of multi-group 
measurement models; and comparisons of religious identity are controlled 
for generally low levels of (parental) education or socio-economic status of 
Muslim minorities in Europe (Heath, Rothon & Kilpi, 2008).

We start by introducing our theoretical framework on religious boundary 
making. In a second part of the paper, we address our fĳ irst research question 
when religious boundaries are more salient, by comparing religious identi-
ties of Muslim minorities across cities in studies 1 and 2. In a fĳ inal third part 
of the paper, to answer the how question, we focus on the micro-processes 
of social closure and cultural maintenance within ethnic communities 
(Studies 3, 4 and 5).

2. Religious boundary making: a heuristic framework

Our comparative strategies and fĳ indings are theoretically informed by 
an integrative approach from religious group boundaries. The boundary 
framework originates in Barth’s (1969) classic ‘Ethnic groups and bounda-

ries: The social organisation of cultural diffference’, where he pioneered 
a constructivist approach of ethnicity as a social process rather than a 
cultural given. Looking beyond ethnicity proper, Lamont and Molnár (2002) 
defĳine boundaries as evaluative distinctions between groups, such as social 
classes or races, which are anchored in societal institutions and enacted 
in daily practices and interactions. The framework was introduced into 
comparative migration studies by (among others) Bauböck (1998), Lamont 
(2000) and Alba (2005). Applying a historical-institutional approach of group 
boundaries to religion, for instance, Alba (2005) argued that religion in 
Germany and France marks a bright boundary separating (mainly Muslim) 
immigrants from the mainstream, much like race in the United States. For 
our purposes, we will draw on Wimmer’s (2008) multi-level process model 
of ethnic boundaries, which bridges the original conception of boundaries 
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as micro-social processes with macro-level institutionalist approaches. Our 
main interest is in contextualising religion and not in testing a comprehen-
sive model, so we focus on the crux of the model as it applies to religious 
boundary making, and emphasise particularly the minority perspective. 
More precisely, our comparative data and designs loosely correspond to 
Wimmer’s conceptualisation of interlocking macro-constraints and micro-
processes of boundary making. Figure 1 gives an overview of our heuristic 
framework and how the fĳ ive studies are located within this framework.

Figure 1  Religious Boundary Making: Heuristic Framework and Studies

In a nutshell, diffferent institutional orders and power hierarchies in society 
constitute varying macro-level constraints on group boundaries. As applied 
to religious boundaries, in the absence of accommodation (institutional 
orders) and with increasing degrees of inequality (power hierarchies) along 
religious lines, more salient religious boundaries will defĳine strong religious 
identities (see Figure 1). Salience refers to the degree of ‘groupness’ associated 
with a particular boundary (Wimmer, 2008). When religious boundaries 
are more salient, for instance, being a member of a religious group is more 
consequential, not only for religious involvement but also for one’s social 
life. Thus, reasoning from institutional constraints, religious boundaries 
should be more salient in cities where Islam as a minority religion is less 
accommodated institutionally. Likewise, power hierarchies difffer between 
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cities, with more inequality and hence more salient boundaries in cities 
where religious minority status coincides with socio-economic disadvan-
tage. In those cities, the religious identifĳ ication of the second generation 
will have more pervasive implications for religious practice and for their 
societal integration. Conversely, there should be more leeway for selective 
and ultimately private or ‘symbolic’ forms of religion (cf. Gans, 1994) in more 
inclusive city contexts. Moreover, in the latter cities, religious identifĳ ication 
would not impede the societal integration of the second generation. To 
address our fĳ irst question when religious boundaries are more salient, the 
fĳ irst part of this paper compares the religious identities of Muslim minori-
ties across cities with varying degrees of institutional accommodation and 
ethnic inequality (Studies 1 and 2).

Our comparative design focuses on cities, rather than countries, because 
multicultural cities constitute the proximal context of integration for im-
migrants and their children. Thus, we do not assume that processes of 
religious boundary making are unfolding mainly at the national level, but 
rather focus on multicultural cities as comparative cases because they 
represent strategic research sites where local, national and transnational 
forces intersect. As centres of public debate and political decision making, 
they are most proximal places where national institutions are designed, 
represented and contested.

In this paper, we reason that institutional arrangements may not coincide 
with grand national philosophies of integration; yet they have developed 
in a path-dependent way from existing institutions which are reinvented 
to accommodate (or not) new forms of diversity. While liberal-democratic 
states do not – and should not – shape the religious life of their citizens in 
a deterministic fashion, institutional regulations nevertheless impose real 
constraints on the development of religious organisations and institutions 
by immigrant communities (Koenig, 2007, Bader, 2007, Fetzer and Soper, 
2005). From a comparative perspective, therefore, we expect a long-term 
impact of distinct institutional patterns on patterns of integration and 
religiosity in the next generation, over and above variation as a function of 
local specifĳ icities and more short-term changes in public sentiments and 
policy responses.

Comparisons across multicultural cities take a top-down approach of 
religious boundaries from the institutions and structures that are in place 
and that affford strong religion. But they leave unanswered the question 
how boundaries are made salient. To answer the how question, the second 
part of this paper focuses on the micro-processes of social closure and 
cultural maintenance within ethnic communities (Studies 3, 4 and 5). 
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In his multi-level model of boundary making, Wimmer proposed social 
closure and cultural maintenance as key processes connecting macro-level 
constraints to the making (and unmaking) of group boundaries. Applying 
these notions to religious boundaries, we argue that religious boundary 
making is enforced from the bottom up through binding social ties (social 
closure) and shared cultural preferences (cultural maintenance) among 
fellow Muslims (see Figure 1).

3. Comparing religious boundaries across multicultural 
cities

Taking an approach from religious boundary making as a heuristic frame-
work, this paper sets out to illuminate when and how multicultural cities 
and ethnic communities give rise to strong religious identities. We will now 
address the when question.

To empirically ground our comparative approach, we will discuss 
the main fĳ indings from two cross-national studies of the Turkish second 
generation in up to seven cities in Germany, Belgium, the Netherlands, and 
Sweden (Fleischmann & Phalet, 2012; Phalet, Fleischmann & Stojčić, 2012). 
The cities in these four countries were selected because they represent 
diffferent national histories of church-state relations, which have been 
extended to incorporate the new religious diversity (Fetzer & Soper, 2005). 
Moreover, the cities difffer in the placement of Muslim minorities in local 
power hierarchies.

Our main aim is to examine the diffferential salience of religious group 
boundaries in diffferent cities. Study 1 compares the diffferent confĳigurations 
of religious identity and various religious practices across multicultural 
cities (Phalet, Fleischmann & Stojčić, 2012). Study 2 focuses on the coupling 
or uncoupling of religious identity and social integration in mainstream 
society (Fleischmann & Phalet, 2012). Before discussing the fĳ indings of 
studies 1 and 2, we start by discussing diffferences between national and 
local contexts in terms of institutional orders and power hierarchies.

3.1. Institutional orders 
European cities represent institutional orders which difffer in the degree of 
accommodation of religious diversity and Islam in particular (see Figure 1). 
City diffferences are tied up – though not synonymous – with national 
philosophies of integration, with countries like Sweden, Great Britain, and 
(until recently) the Netherlands granting some degree of multicultural 
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recognition of minority cultures, whereas countries like Germany, France or 
Switzerland put more emphasis on cultural assimilation. In particular, the 
accommodation of Islam as a minority religion has followed from histori-
cally established patterns of church-state relations in each country (Fetzer 
& Soper, 2005). As we will describe below, distinct institutional pathways 
come with varying degrees of religious accommodation: they may grant 
or withhold formal recognition of Islam; and they may facilitate or restrict 
the establishment of Islamic organisations (Statham et al., 2005). In spite 
of an abundant literature on cross-national diffferences in the recognition 
and accommodation of minority religious traditions across Europe (cf. 
Maussen, 2007 for a review), there is relatively little empirical research into 
the consequences of diffferent degrees of institutional accommodation for 
the ways in which Muslim minorities are defĳ ining and performing their 
religious identities (Voas & Fleischmann, 2012).

From an institutional perspective then, the accommodation of Islam has 
been least complete in Germany, more complete in Belgium and Sweden, 
and most complete in the Netherlands (Fleischmann & Phalet 2012). In 
Germany, Islamic organisations remain disadvantaged relative to estab-
lished churches both legally and fĳ inancially. Due to their formal status as 
corporations of public law, Christian churches profĳit from taxes collected 
by the German state. Lacking a centralised organisational structure similar 
to that of the Christian churches, German Muslims have been denied the 
same legal status by the German authorities (Fetzer and Soper, 2005).

In Belgium, the status of Islam is formally equal to that of the historically 
dominant Catholic Church. Yet, in order to receive the state funding for 
religious services to which they are legally entitled, Muslim communities 
were required to set up a nationally representative Islamic council as a 
partner for the Belgian state (Foblets and Overbeeke, 2002). Such a council 
has been established only recently upon the initiative of the Belgian authori-
ties. Because of the delayed implementation of the recognition of Islam, 
Islamic organisational structures are less fully developed in Belgium than 
they are in e.g. the Netherlands.

In Sweden Islam enjoys the same legal status as other religions; and 
Islamic organisations are entitled to state funding proportionally to the 
size of their membership. However, Sweden has historically known a state 
church, which still counts more than 80 per cent of the Swedish popula-
tion as its members (Alwall, 2000). Although the privileged position of the 
Swedish Lutheran Church has been dismantled in the second half of the 
twentieth century, the legacy of the state church system implies that Islam 
occupies a relatively marginal position.
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Due to the Dutch history of ‘pillarisation’ (Lijphart, 1968) and despite 
increasing secularisation among the majority population, pluralist church-
state relations created opportunities for Muslims to develop their own 
institutions (Rath et al., 1996). Thus, Dutch Muslims have established 
numerous local mosque associations, as well as state-funded Islamic 
broadcasting networks and Islamic schools (Doomernik, 1995). From an 
institutional perspective then, Dutch Muslims were granted formal equality 
with Christian and other religious groups from the early 1980s onwards; 
and they made the most of the opportunities offfered by the Dutch system.

3.2. Power hierarchies 
Looking beyond formal institutions, Wimmer (2008) defĳ ines power hi-
erarchies in terms of degrees of inequality between groups in society. As 
comparative indicators of inequality, we rely on educational attainment, as 
well as the degree of residential segregation of Muslims. Power hierarchies 
derive from – and perpetuate – objective group diffferences in access to 
resources. Whereas lower educational qualifĳ ications ref lect restricted 
resources in immigrant families, higher qualifĳ ications are a prerequisite for 
the second generation to gain access to stable and well-paid jobs. Moreover, 
at higher levels of ethnic segregation in neighbourhoods and schools, the 
second generation has less access to the mainstream cultural and social 
resources that are typically valued in school and in the labour market. Our 
study compares across cities in four countries that difffer in their placement 
of Muslim minorities towards the bottom end of relatively enduring power 
hierarchies.

The German cities represent the most exclusionary end with very 
high degrees of educational inequality and residential segregation (Crul, 
Schneider & Lelie, 2012). In contrast, Stockholm clearly represents the more 
inclusive end, with relatively low degrees of inequality and segregation, 
and with signifĳ icant numbers of the second generation enrolled in higher 
education and present in majority neighbourhoods. Finally, Dutch and 
Belgian multicultural cities fall in between these two ends, with small 
portions of the second generation entering higher education and mov-
ing into majority neighbourhoods. Importantly, city-level comparisons 
allow further distinctions within countries between the capital cities of 
Berlin, Amsterdam and Brussels and the cities of Frankfurt, Rotterdam and 
Antwerp respectively. Especially the industrial economies of Rotterdam 
and Antwerp represent more uneven integration contexts for the second 
generation than Amsterdam and Brussels due to their more polarised labour 
market as well the more restrictive public opinion climate due to the greater 
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success of right-wing political movements in the harbour cities. From a 
boundary approach, we reason that religious practice will be most strict 
(Study 1) and religious identity least compatible with societal integration 
(Study 2) in cities where Islam is less accommodated institutionally and 
where Muslim minorities are more socially disadvantaged.

3.3. Private, selective and strict religious identities 
In Study 1, Phalet, Fleischmann and Stojčić (2012) examined the salience 
of religious group boundaries among the Turkish second generation. We 
operationalised the diffferential salience of religious boundaries between 
the cities in terms of the coupling (or uncoupling) of religious identity 
with behavioural involvement in religious practices. To compare difffer-
ential salience across cities, we asked how the European-born children of 
Turkish immigrants identifĳ ied with, and practiced, their Islamic religion. 
We reasoned that strict forms of religious identity mark salient group 
boundaries between religious in-group members and outsiders. Where 
group boundaries are less salient and more fuzzy, therefore, selective or 
private forms of religious identity should be more common.

Study 1 draws on large-scale surveys among random samples of second-
generation Turks in seven European cities, using the cross-national TIES 
surveys (‘The Integration of the European Second generation’; Crul et al, 
2012). Parallel surveys were conducted in Germany (IMIS 2008), Belgium 
(CeSo-CSCP 2008), the Netherlands (IMES-NIDI 2007-2008) and Sweden 
(CEIFO 2008). Because religion questions were only asked of participants 
who self-identifĳ ied as Muslims, the analyses did not include secular or 
Christian Turkish participants. Most Turkish second-generation partici-
pants in the Belgian and Dutch cities were self-identifĳ ied (mostly Sunni) 
Muslims (over 75 per cent). In the German cities close to 70 per cent, and 
in Stockholm over 40 per cent self-identifĳ ied as Muslim, excluding secular 
Turks and Turkish Christians. This resulted in comparison samples of Turk-
ish Muslims in Berlin (N=156), Frankfurt (N=185), Antwerp (N=330), Brussels 
(N=194), Rotterdam (N=205), Amsterdam (N=166) and Stockholm (N=118). 
It should be acknowledged that the data have a number of limitations, 
including the diffferential selection of Muslims from ethnically defĳ ined 
Turkish samples and the cross-sectional nature of the data (cf. Crul et al, 
2012 for more details on data constraints). Nevertheless, Turkish Muslim 
participants were roughly comparable across cities, with most immigrant 
parents being highly religious and less qualifĳ ied immigrant workers from 
less developed rural regions in Turkey (yet somewhat more secular and 
qualifĳ ied immigrants in Brussels and Amsterdam; see Table 1).
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Table 1  Turkish Muslim minorities in seven cities: Immigrant selectivity, institutional 

order and power hierarchy, and the distribution of types of religious identities

Ber-

lin

Frank-

furt

Ant-

werp

Brus-

sels

Rotter-

dam

Am-

ster-

dam

Stock-

holm

Selectivity:  

- Secular father  

- Qualified father

 

Few  

Few

 

Few  

Few

 

Few  

Few

 

Some  

Many

 

Few  

Some

 

Some  

Some

 

Many  

Few

Institutional order: 

accommodation 

 

Low

 

Low

 

Moderate

 

Moderate

 

High

 

High

 

Moder-

ate

Power hierarchy:  

- % tertiary qualifications  

- % other ethnic 

neighbours

 

Low  

Very 

low

 

Low  

Low

 

Moderate  

Low

 

Moderate  

Very low

 

Moderate  

Low

 

Moderate  

Moderate

 

High  

Moder-

ate

Types of religious 

identity:  

- % Private Muslims  

- % Selective Muslims  

- % Strict Muslims

 

 

16.7  

33.3  

50.0

 

 

15.1  

43.8  

41.1

 

 

21.6  

33.4  

45.0

 

 

24.6  

47.6  

27.7

 

 

25.9  

32.1  

42.0

 

 

20.5  

50.0  

29.5

 

 

52.9  

24.5  

22.6

Source: TIES 2007-2008.

Looking beyond institutional accommodation, we found that cities difffer 
in the degrees of ethnic segregation and inequality (see Table 1). Thus, 
self-reported residential segregation was highest in Berlin and Brussels, 
with over 50 per cent of the participants living in majority-Turkish neigh-
bourhoods. Self-reported segregation was also quite high in Frankfurt (40 
per cent), with moderate segregation in Antwerp and Rotterdam (35 per 
cent), and the lowest levels in Amsterdam and Stockholm (30 per cent). 
Similarly, participants’ educational qualifĳ ications document city difffer-
ences in the degree of persistent disadvantage. These diffferences are all the 
more remarkable against the background of similarly low qualifĳ ications 
of Turkish immigrant parents across the cities (see Table 1). Specifĳ ically, 
Turkish-Muslim participants with higher (tertiary) qualifĳications were most 
absent in Berlin and Frankfurt (3 and 5 per cent resp.) and most present in 
Stockholm (31 per cent); with intermediate rates of higher qualifĳ ications 
in the other cities (ranging from 15 to 20 per cent).

To establish diffferent types of religious identity within each city, K-means 
cluster analysis was conducted separately in each comparison sample, 
using a reliable four-item measure of religious identifĳ ication (e.g. “Being a 
Muslim is an important part of my self”) as well as frequencies of religious 
practices, including ritual practices such as prayer and attending religious 
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gatherings, and dietary practices such as fasting and observing the rules 
of consumption (“halal”). Across all seven comparative contexts, the same 
three clusters could be replicated and were labelled as “private”, “selective” 
and “strict” types of religious identity, with most religious practice among 
strict Muslims, less (mainly dietary) practice among selective, and least 
among private Muslims.

While the same three types of religious identity could be distinguished 
in each city, the distribution of participants over the religious types difffered 
considerably between the cities (see Table 1). In line with our expectations, 
strict forms of religious identity were more prevalent in cities that were less 
accommodating of Islam and where Muslims occupied a lower position in 
the local power hierarchy. At the most exclusionary end (second generation 
in Berlin), strict Muslims were the largest subgroup and private Muslims 
the smallest subgroup of Turkish Muslims. Similarly in Frankfurt, private 
Muslims were least frequent, yet strict and selective types of Muslims 
were roughly equally numerous. Note that signifĳ icant portions of secular 
Turkish participants in German cities (around 30%) suggest polarisation 
between strong religion and secularism. At the multiculturalist end of the 
spectrum, in contrast, more than half of the Turkish Muslim participants 
in Stockholm were counted as private Muslims, while the other half was 
split evenly between selective and strict types of religious identity. Note 
that Stockholm also counts signifĳ icant numbers of Christian Turks (who 
were not included in this analysis). Findings from the Belgian and Dutch 
cities were somewhere in between, with selective Muslims being the most 
prevalent type in Brussels and Amsterdam, and strict Muslims prevailing 
in Antwerp and Rotterdam. Interestingly, these fĳ indings highlight city 
diffferences within the same countries, with higher degrees of inequality 
and more salient religious boundaries in both port cities alike than in the 
capital cities.

To sum up, the patterning of diffferent types of religious identities 
across the seven cities reveals meaningful city diffferences in the salience 
of religious boundaries. Moreover, the overall pattern is in line with dif-
ferent macro-constraints on group boundaries in the diffferent cities. We 
conclude that the national accommodation of Islam interacts with local 
power hierarchies to affford more selective or private types of religious 
identity in some cities (like Stockholm, Amsterdam or Brussels) versus more 
strict religious identities in other cities (like Berlin, Frankfurt, Antwerp 
and Rotterdam).
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3.4. Religion and social integration 
Study 2 takes a somewhat diffferent angle on the salience of religious 
group boundaries among the Turkish second generation. In this study, 
Fleischmann and Phalet (2012) operationalised the salience of religious 
boundaries in terms of the social consequences of religious identity. More 
specifĳically, the study examines the coupling of religious identity with social 
integration in other (non-religious) life domains. We used the same cross-
national TIES surveys (cf. supra) to compare second-generation Turkish 
Muslims in the capital cities of the four countries under study. The main 
aim of the study was to test the association (or dissociation) of Islamic 
religiosity and the social integration of Muslims into the wider society. 
Where religious boundaries are more salient, religious identities will have 
more pervasive social consequences in the lives of individuals and in the 
organisation of society (Wimmer, 2008). We reasoned that the enhanced 
‘groupness’ of Muslim minorities in cities with salient religious boundaries 
would impede the societal integration of religious Muslims. As indicators 
of social integration, the study included educational attainment, labour 
market participation, and interethnic marriage. To assess religious identi-
ties, four cross-culturally valid dimensions of religion were distinguished in 
multi-group confĳirmatory factor analysis: religious identifĳ ication, worship, 
dietary practice and public assertion (such as wearing the headscarf). The 
associations of religiosity with the social integration of the Turkish second 
generation was compared across the four capital cities of Berlin, Brussels, 
Amsterdam and Stockholm.

Extending the above argument about the diffferential salience of 
religious boundaries from institutional orders and power hierarchies in 
cities, we expect (most) negative associations between religious identity and 
societal integration in cities like Berlin, with low degrees of accommodation 
(institutional order) and high inequality (power hierarchy). In cities like 
Stockholm, on the other hand, where Islam is formally accommodated and 
where Muslims are less socially disadvantaged, religious boundaries are 
less salient and religious identity should be more compatible with societal 
integration. Accordingly, structural equation models relating religious 
identifĳication, practices and assertion on social integration reveal an inverse 
relation in Berlin. In the German capital, the most religious members of the 
Turkish second generation had the lowest levels of education and were most 
likely to have co-ethnic, rather than interethnic, close ties. Conversely, in 
Amsterdam, Brussels and Stockholm, second-generation religious identity 
was decoupled from social integration in mainstream society. No signifĳicant 
associations were found between religious identity and any indicator of 



135     

 THE MAKING AND UNMAKING OF RELIGIOUS BOUNDARIES

PHALET ET AL.

societal integration. In spite of varying degrees of accommodation between 
Brussels (least), Stockholm and Amsterdam (most), the three cities have in 
common the signifĳ icant (though varying) degree of institutional accom-
modation of Islam, relative to the German capital.

We conclude that the comparative fĳ indings from both studies suggest 
less salient religious boundaries in Brussels, Amsterdam and Stockholm 
than in Berlin. In the former cities, second-generation Turkish Muslims 
more often prefer selective or private types of religious identity, which are 
compatible with social integration into mainstream society. In Berlin, in 
contrast, where religious boundaries are highly salient, the Turkish second 
generation more often adopts strict ways of being Muslim, which stand in 
the way of their societal integration.

4. Religious boundary making within ethnic 
communities

We have seen that the salience of religious boundaries is related to the 
institutional and societal context in which Muslims are embedded. In this 
part of the paper we complement these cross-national comparisons with 
bottom-up perspectives from boundary making processes within Turkish 
and Moroccan communities (the how question). Drawing on Wimmer’s 
framework we propose a bottom-up approach of religious boundary making. 
More precisely, we relate the religious identities of Muslim minorities to 
the micro-processes of cultural maintenance and social closure in diffferent 
ethnic communities. Specifĳically, Study 3 asks whether religious boundaries 
are more stable in community contexts with higher levels of closure and 
maintenance (Maliepaard & Lubbers, 2013). The diffferential stability of 
religious boundaries is operationalised here as the more or less efffective 
transmission of religion to the next generation. Study 4 replicates diffferen-
tial stability across communities and tests whether stability is explained by 
enhanced culture maintenance orientation among highly religious Muslims 
(Güngör, Fleischmann & Phalet, 2011). Finally, Study 5 focuses on the process 
of social closure as it relates to the salience of religious boundaries across 
ethnic communities. We argue that Muslims with more co-ethnic social 
ties will show stronger religious identities, especially in the more close-knit 
Turkish community context (Maliepaard & Phalet, 2012).
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4.1. Comparing ethnic communities 
Some degree of social closure has been associated with sustained religiosity 
in immigrant minorities. For instance, close-knit kinship ties and dense 
ethnic networks are reliably related to immigrant religiosity in the US 
(Ebaugh & Chafetz, 2000). Also in European societies, as generally less 
religious receiving contexts than the US, co-ethnic ties predict sustained 
religiosity among immigrants (Van Tubergen & Sindradóttir, 2011). Ethnic 
communities difffer in their degree of social closure. In the European migra-
tion context, Turkish and Moroccan minorities represent major Muslim 
minority populations with a predominantly Sunni Islamic background 
(Voas & Fleischmann, 2012). Both groups have in common their migra-
tion histories as guest workers; and their current living conditions are 
characterised by high overall segregation levels, persistent disadvantage, 
and pervasive discrimination (Heath et al., 2008). At the same time, they 
constitute distinct ethnic community contexts for the second generation, 
with generally higher levels of cultural maintenance and social closure in 
Turkish than in Moroccan communities. For instance, strong family values 
and strict parental control are the rule in Turkish immigrant families (De 
Valk & Liefbroer, 2007). Likewise, Turkish immigrant communities show 
more residential concentration around ethnic business or industrial niches, 
more dense ethnic associations, and higher levels of ethnic language and 
media use as compared to Moroccan communities (Phalet & Heath, 2010). 
Hence, we expect more religious boundary making in most culturally 
rooted and socially bounded Turkish (vs. Moroccan) communities. To test 
this expectation, we will discuss three studies which develop cross-ethnic 
comparative perspectives on religious boundary formation.

Immigrant families instil religion in their children as part of a more 
general orientation towards the heritage culture (Regnerus, Smith & Smith, 
2004). There is much evidence of the purposeful and efffective transmission 
of heritage cultural values and norms in immigrant families. For instance, 
Turkish and Moroccan immigrant parents tend to transmit their conserva-
tive family values and gender role values to the next generation; and value 
transmission has been related to parenting practices that stress restrictive 
control and conformity goals (Kwak, 2003; Phalet & Güngör, 2009). Along 
similar lines, acculturation research shows the continued importance of 
the heritage culture and identity among the European second generation, 
and among Turkish and Moroccan Muslims in particular. Typically, they 
combine a strong orientation towards cultural maintenance with simulta-
neous orientations towards the mainstream culture (Berry, Phinney, Sam 
& Vedder, 2006).
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A separate strand of research in religious studies shows the key role of 
families in the religious socialisation of children (Myers, 1996; King, Furrow 
& Roth, 2002). Little is known, however, about the transmission of religious 
identities to the second generation of Muslims, which underlies stable re-
ligious boundaries in European societies. Focusing on boundary making 
within ethnic communities, the three studies in this section examine the 
family socialisation of religion through parental role modelling (Studies 3 
and 4), as well as community-based religious education (Study 4), and social 
control in co-ethnic peer networks (Study 5).

4.2. Cultural maintenance 
The stability of religious group boundaries is premised on the successful 
transmission of religion across generations. Cultural transmission from one 
generation to the next takes place through goal-directed and explicit so-
cialisation and through more implicit daily routines and social role models 
which instil norm-congruent behaviours (King, Furrow, & Roth, 2002). In 
the religious domain, parental religious practices, such as parents’ mosque 
visits, serve as social models of desired religious behaviours in children and 
imply the habitual involvement of the parents in the religious life of their 
community. In addition, early enrolment in Koran lessons exposes Muslim 
children to formal religious teaching and implies purposeful parental and 
communal investments in children’s religious socialisation. In Study 3 Ma-
liepaard and Lubbers (2013) compared parent-child dyads of self-identifĳ ied 
Turkish and Moroccan Muslims in the Netherlands, using subsamples from 
periodic large-scale minorities surveys by the Netherlands Institute for 
Social Research (SPVA 1998 (Martens, 1999); SPVA 2002 (Groeneveld & 
Weijers-Martens, 2003)). As expected, immigrant parents transmitted Is-
lamic religious practices and attitudes to their children, so that the children 
of more religious parents were themselves more religious later in life, thus 
securing the stability of religious boundaries separating the second genera-
tion from the mainstream society. For instance, regular mosque attendance 
by immigrant parents strongly predicts regular attendance in their children. 
Similarly, Muslim youngsters tended to endorse the religious attitudes of 
their parents, such as the preference for a Muslim marriage partner. Finally, 
when religious transmission was compared across Turkish and Moroccan 
minorities as diffferent community contexts, the parental socialisation 
of religious practice, but not of religious attitudes, was most efffective in 
most culturally bounded Turkish immigrant communities. These fĳ indings 
suggest that high levels of cultural maintenance and social closure at the 
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community level affford the making of religious boundaries through the 
social control of religious behaviour within the ethnic community.

Study 4 follows up on the diffferential stability of religious boundaries 
between ethnic communities; and asks the question how religious so-
cialisation and cultural maintenance interact to produce stable boundaries 
(Güngör, Fleischmann & Phalet, 2011). In a cross-ethnic comparative study 
of self-identifĳ ied Turkish and Moroccan Muslims in Belgium, we used retro-
spective data on the religious socialisation of children from the Belgian TIES 
surveys (‘The Integration of the European Second generation’; Swyngedouw 
et al, 2008). Religiosity was reliably assessed in terms of religious identifĳ ica-
tion, worship and dietary practices, and belief or orthodoxy (such as literal 
interpretation of the Qur’an). Combining family- and community-based 
religious transmission, religious socialisation was assessed by retrospec-
tive questions about the frequency of parents’ mosque visits (family-based 
transmission) and the attendance of Qur’an lessons during childhood 
(community-based transmission). The study examines the stability of 
religious boundaries by relating religious socialisation in childhood to the 
adult religious life of second-generation Muslims. First, we replicate and 
extend the cross-ethnic comparison of religious transmission in Study 3, 
by testing how religious transmission difffers between Turkish and Moroc-
can Muslim communities. In addition, we examine whether individual 
diffferences in cultural maintenance orientation mediate religious stability 
across community contexts.

As expected, multi-group structural equation modelling across ethnic 
community contexts revealed stronger religious identities, in terms of their 
religious identifĳ ication, beliefs and practices, for adult Muslims whose 
parents had visited a mosque regularly and who had attended Qur’an 
lessons in their childhood. While both forms of religious transmission 
uniquely predicted religious identifĳ ication and behavioural involvement, 
only religious education predicted orthodox religious beliefs. The latter 
fĳ inding suggests that community-based religious instruction is crucial 
for the stability of religious beliefs as an explicitly cognised component of 
religiosity. Moreover, and in line with the previous study, in the Turkish 
community context with its high level of cultural maintenance and social 
closure, religious transmission is most efffective. Religious boundaries were 
thus most stable among Turkish than among Moroccan Belgian Muslims. 
Last but not least, childhood religious socialisation predicts stable religious 
identities into early adulthood through enhanced cultural maintenance 
orientations among Muslim youth. 
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4.3. Social closure 
In Study 5 Maliepaard and Phalet (2012) used large random samples of 
self-identifĳied Turkish- and Moroccan-Dutch Muslims from the 2006 Survey 
Integration Minorities (SIM) by the Netherlands Institute for Social Research 
(Dagevos, Gijsberts, Kappelhof & Vervoort, 2007). In this paper we shifted 
focus from cultural maintenance to social closure as a key boundary making 
process within the ethnic community. And we predicted the salience of 
religious identities, in terms of their consequences for religious practices. 
Replicating contextual diffferences between Turkish and Moroccan com-
munities, we also tested whether religious boundaries are most efffectively 
enforced in most densely networked Turkish communities.

To assess social closure, participants reported the frequency of co-ethnic 
social contacts with Turkish or Moroccan friends and neighbours, as well 
as their cross-ethnic contacts with Dutch friends and neighbours. As a 
measure of salience, religious identifĳication was related to religious practice 
(such as praying and fasting) and public assertion (such as wearing the 
headscarf) as distinct forms of behavioural involvement in the religious 
domain. In accordance with our expectations, multi-group structural 
equation models showed signifĳ icant net efffects of co-ethnic peer networks 
(controlling for cross-ethnic ties). Muslims who were more embedded in 
ethnic networks were also more strongly identifĳied with their religion, more 
ready to endorse public recognition and accommodation, and engaged more 
often in religious practices. Thus, religious boundaries are more salient 
in the lives of Muslims who are embedded in ethnic networks. Moreover, 
ethnic peer networks were most influential in most culturally bounded 
Turkish communities, as evident from the diffferential impact of co-ethnic 
peers on the religious practice of Turkish and Moroccan Muslims. Ethnic 
diffferences were signifĳ icant only for religious practice, however. This latter 
fĳ inding is in line with the previous two studies and suggests that religious 
boundary making operates through the social control of religious behaviour 
in densely networked ethnic communities. 

Conclusion

The starting point of our comparative research on the religious identities 
of European-born Muslims is a combination of two well-documented facts. 
First, there is converging evidence of sustained and strong religion among 
second-generation Muslims in Europe. Second, Muslim minorities face 
real ethnic discrimination and increased public hostility against Islam in 
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European societies. This raises the question how the religious identities 
of Muslim youngsters are jointly shaped by social forces within ethnic 
communities and in the wider society. Taking a heuristic approach from 
religious group boundaries, we addressed the question when and how 
multicultural cities and ethnic communities give rise to strong and stable 
religious identities. We developed comparative arguments and discussed 
comparative fĳ indings with a view to contextualise religious identity and 
to articulate the underlying processes of religious boundary making. 
Drawing on central aspects of Wimmer’s (2008) integrative multi-level 
process account of ethnic boundaries, our studies supplement a comparative 
approach from the macro-level of institutional and structural constraints 
in multicultural cities with a bottom-up approach from micro-processes of 
boundary making within ethnic communities. Taken together, the studies 
develop a twofold comparative approach across multicultural cities and 
across ethnic communities as proximal integration contexts, emphasising 
boundary formation from a minority perspective.

First, cross-national comparisons across the cities in the fĳ irst two studies 
speak to the question when religious boundaries are made salient. The cities 
were selected so as to cover a range of diffferent institutional orders and 
power hierarchies along religious lines. As expected from macro-constraints 
on group boundaries, our fĳ indings provide evidence of more strict forms 
of religious identity in cities where institutional rigidities and social 
disadvantages defĳ ine highly salient boundaries. Strict Muslims combine 
religious identifĳ ication with the full range of dietary and ritual practices, 
whereas the religious identities of selective and private Muslims are partly 
or totally uncoupled from behavioural involvement in the religious domain. 
Comparing across German, Belgian, Dutch and Swedish cities, the religious 
identities of local-born Turkish Muslims reflect the diffferential salience of 
religious boundaries between cities. Thus, more strict forms of religiosity 
prevail in cities like Berlin, where a lack of institutional accommodation 
conspires with relatively high degrees of ethnic segregation and inequality 
to defĳ ine salient group boundaries. In contrast, more private and selec-
tive forms of religious identity come to the fore in cities like Stockholm or 
Amsterdam, which offfer some degree of accommodation and where some 
degree of social mixing and upward mobility amount to the unmaking of 
religious boundaries. Moreover, we fĳ ind more salient religious boundaries 
in the industrial cities of Antwerp and Rotterdam than in the respective 
capital cities, in line with our focus on cities rather than countries as 
comparative cases. Also in line with the diffferential salience of religious 
boundaries between cities, the religious identities of Muslim minorities 
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were detached from social consequences in terms of their societal integra-
tion in cities like Amsterdam, Stockholm or Brussels, which grant some 
degree of institutional accommodation of Islam as a minority religion. The 
exception to the rule was Berlin, where religious involvement was inversely 
related to societal integration, as indicated by the lower education of more 
religious Muslims for instance.

Second, cross-ethnic comparisons in the last three studies address the 
question how boundary making processes give rise to more or less stable 
and salient boundaries. Specifĳ ically, comparisons between Turkish and 
Moroccan community contexts highlight the key role of boundary making 
processes at the micro-level of Muslim families and communities. In support 
of most stable religious boundaries in community contexts where cultural 
maintenance and social closure are generally high, we fĳ ind most efffective 
religious transmission from immigrant parents to their children in Turkish 
(vs. Moroccan) communities in the Netherlands and Belgium. Religious 
identity is passed on to children through family socialisation, as evident 
from the long-term impact of parental role models of religious practice 
in childhood, as well as through community-based religious teaching. In 
support of cultural maintenance as a key boundary making process within 
ethnic communities, religious socialisation is part and parcel of the mainte-
nance of the heritage culture and identity. Across the communities, Muslims 
who were more oriented towards cultural maintenance were also more 
involved in religion later in life. Finally, our last study provides evidence of 
religious boundary making through social closure in co-ethnic networks 
with fellow Muslims. Thus, Muslims with more co-ethnic ties not only 
reported higher levels of religious identifĳ ication but also more behavioural 
involvement in the religious domain. Again, co-ethnic ties best predicted 
religious practice in most densely networked Turkish communities.

To conclude, we should acknowledge some limitations of the present 
studies, as large-scale surveys cannot fully capture the situated meanings 
of religious identities. Moreover, cross-sectional data are ill-suited to reveal 
the dynamic and changing nature of religious identities. In spite of clear 
limitations, however, the studies jointly illustrate the importance of theory-
informed comparative migration research. Strategic comparisons allow us 
to challenge common sense notions of Islam as an inherently strong religion 
which is incompatible with European cultures. Instead, our comparative 
fĳ indings foreground diffferent cities and communities as local integration 
contexts which can make and unmake religious group boundaries. 



142

COMPARATIVE MIGRATION STUDIES

CMS 2013, VOL. 1, NO. 1

Acknowledgements

The research reviewed here was funded by the NORFACE Research Program ‘The 
Re-emergence of Religion in Europe’, the Marie Curie Research and Training Net-
work ‘The Integration of the European Second generation’ (TIES), the Universities 
of Utrecht and Leuven, and the Netherlands Institute for Social Research (SCP). 
Correspondence should be addressed to karen.phalet@ppw.kuleuven.be, Center 
for Social and Cultural Psychology, Faculty of Psychology and Educational Science, 
University of Leuven, Tiensestraat 102, 3000 Leuven, Belgium

References

Alba, R. (2005). Bright vs. blurred boundaries: Second-generation assimilation and exclusion in 
France, Germany, and the United States. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 28(1), 20–49.

Alwall, J. (2000). Religious liberty in Sweden: an overview. Journal of Church and State, 42(1), 
147-171.

Bader, V. (2007). The governance of Islam in Europe: The perils of modelling. Journal of Ethnic 

and Migration Studies, 33(6), 871-886.
Barth, F. (1969). Ethnic groups and boundaries. The social organization of cultural diffference. 

Sydney: Allen & Unwin.
Bauböck, R. (1998). The crossing and blurring of boundaries in international migration. Chal-

lenges for social and political theory. Pp. 17-52 in R. Bauböck & J. Rundell (Eds.), Blurred 

Boundaries: Migration, Ethnicity, Citizenship. Vienna: Ashgate.
Berry, J. W., Phinney, J. S., Sam, D. L., & Vedder, P. (2006). Immigrant youth: acculturation, identity, 

and adaptation. Applied Psychology: An International Review, 55(3), 303-332.
Crul, M., Schneider, J., & Lelie, F. (eds.) (2012). The European second generation compared. Does 

the integration context matter? Amsterdam: Amsterdam University Press.
Connor, P. (2010). Contexts of immigrant receptivity and immigrant religious outcomes: the case 

of Muslims in Western Europe. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 33(3), 376-403.
Connor, P., & Koenig, M. (2013). Bridges and barriers: religion and immigrant occupational 

attainment across integration contexts. International Migration Review, 47(1), 3-38.
Dagevos, J., Gijsberts, M., Kappelhof, J., & Vervoort, M. (2007). Survey Integratie Minderheden 

2006. The Hague: SCP.
Dassetto, F. (1996). La construction de l’islam européen. Paris: L’Harmattan.
De Koning, M. (2008). Zoeken naar een ‘Zuivere’ Islam. Religieuze Beleving en Identiteitsvorming 

van Marokkaans-Nederlandse Moslims. Amsterdam: Bert Bakker.
De Valk, H., & Liefbroer, A. (2007). Parental influence on union formation preferences among 

Turkish, Moroccan, and Dutch adolescents in the Netherlands. Journal of Cross-Cultural 

Psychology, 38(4), 487-505.
Doomernik, J. (1995). The institutionalization of Turkish Islam in Germany and the Netherlands: 

a comparison. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 18(1), 46-63.
Ebaugh, H. R., & Chafetz, J. S. (2000). Religion and the new immigrants. Continuities and adapta-

tions in immigrant congregations. Walnut Creek (CA): AltaMira.
Eid, P. (2007). Being Arab: Ethnic and religious identity building among second generation youth 

in Montreal (Vol. 22). Montreal: McGill-Queen’s University Press.



143     

 THE MAKING AND UNMAKING OF RELIGIOUS BOUNDARIES

PHALET ET AL.

Fetzer, J. S., & Soper, J. C. (2005). Muslims and the state in Britain, France, and Germany. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press.

Fleischmann, F., & Phalet, K. (2012). Integration and religiosity among the Turkish second 
generation in Europe: a comparative analysis across four capital cities. Ethnic and Racial 

Studies, 35(2), 320-341.
Foblets, M.-C., & Overbeeke, A. (2002). State intervention in the institutionalisation of Islam in 

Belgium. In W. A. R. Shadid & S. Van Koningsveld (Eds.), Religious freedom and the neutrality 

of the state: The position of Islam in the European Union (pp. 113-128). Leuven: Peeters.
Foner, N., & Alba, R. (2008). Immigrant religion in the U.S. and Western Europe: Bridge or barrier 

to inclusion? International Migration Review, 42(2), 360-392.
Gans, H. J. (1994). Symbolic ethnicity and symbolic religiosity: towards a comparison of ethnic 

and religious acculturation. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 17(4), 577-592.
Groeneveld, S., & Weijers-Martens, Y. (2003). Minderheden in beeld: SPVA-02. Rotterdam: ISEO.
Güngör, D., Fleischmann, F., & Phalet, K. (2011). Religious identifĳ ication, beliefs, and practices 

among Turkish Belgian and Moroccan Belgian Muslims: Intergenerational continuity and 
acculturative change. Journal of Cross-Cultural Psychology, 42(8), 1356-1374.

Heath, A., Rothon, C., & Kilpi, E. (2008). The Second Generation in Western Europe: Education, 
unemployment and occupational attainment. Annual Review of Sociology, 34, 211-235.

Khosrokhavar, F. (1997). L’islam des jeunes. Paris: Flammarion.
King, P. E., Furrow, J. L., & Roth, N. H. (2002). The influence of family and peers on adolescent 

religiousness. The Journal of Psychology and Christianity, 21, 109-120.
Koenig, M. (2007). Europeanising the governance of religious diversity: An institutionalist 

account of Muslim struggles for public recognition. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies, 
33(6), 911–932.

Kwak, K. (2003). Adolescents and their parents: a review of intergenerational family relations 
for immigrant and non-immigrant families. Human Development, 46(2/3), 115-136.

Lamont, M. (2000). The dignity of working men: Morality and the boundaries of race, class, and 

immigration. Harvard University Press.
Lamont, M., & Molnár, V. (2002). The Study of Boundaries in the Social Sciences. Annual Review 

of Sociology, 28, 167-195.
Lijphart, A. (1968). The politics of accommodation: pluralism and democracy in the Netherlands. 

Berkeley: University of California Press.
Maliepaard, M., & Gijsberts, M. (2012) Moslim in Nederland 2012. The Hague: Netherlands 

Institute for Social Research.
Maliepaard, M., Gijsberts, M. & Lubbers, M. (2012). Reaching the limits of secularization? Turk-

ish- and Moroccan-Dutch Muslims in the Netherlands 1998-2006. Journal for the Scientifĳic 

Study of Religion, 51 (2), 359-367.
Maliepaard, M. & Lubbers, M. (2013). Parental religious transmission after migration: The case 

of Dutch Muslims. Journal of Ethnic and Migration Studies 39 (3): 425-442.
Maliepaard, M. & Phalet, K. (2012). Social integration and religious identity expression among 

Dutch Muslims: The role of minority and majority group contact. Social Psychology Quar-

terly, 75 (2), 131-148.
Martens, E. P. (1999). Minderheden in beeld: de SPVA-98. Amsterdam: Veldkamp.
Martinovic, B., & Verkuyten, M. (2012). Host national and religious identifĳ ication among Turkish 

Muslims in Western Europe: The role of ingroup norms, perceived discrimination and value 
incompatibility. European Journal of Social Psychology, 42 (7), 893-903.

Maussen, M. (2007). The governance of Islam in Western Europe: A state of the art report: IMISCOE.



144

COMPARATIVE MIGRATION STUDIES

CMS 2013, VOL. 1, NO. 1

Myers, S. M. (1996). An interactive model of religiosity inheritance: The importance of family 
context. American Sociological Review, 61(5), 858-866.

Pew Forum (2011). The future of the global Muslim population. Projections for 2010-2030. Wash-
ington D.C.: Pew Research Center’s Forum on Religion & Public Life.

Phalet, K., Fleischmann, F., & Stojčić, S. (2012). Ways of ‘being Muslim’: Religious identities of 
second-generation Turks. In Crul, M., Schneider, J. & Lelie, F. (eds.), The European second 

generation compared: Does the integration context matter? Amsterdam: Amsterdam Uni-
versity Press.

Phalet, K., & Güngör, D. (2009). Cultural continuity and discontinuity in Turkish migrant 
families. In S. Bekman & A. Koç (eds), Cross-cultural perspectives on human development 

and family change. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
Phalet, K., & Heath, A. (2010). From Ethnic Boundaries to Ethnic Penalties: Urban Economies 

and the Turkish Second Generation. American Behavioral Scientist, 53(11), 1824-1850.
Raj, D. S. (2000). ‘Who the hell do you think you are?’: Promoting religious identity among young 

Hindus in Britain. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 25 (3), 535-558.
Rath, J., Penninx, R., Groenendijk, K., & Meijer, A. (1996). Nederland en zijn islam. Een ontzuilende 

samenleving reageert op het ontstaan van een geloofsgemeenschap Amsterdam: Het Spinhuis.
Regnerus, M. D., Smith, C., & Smith, B. (2004). Social context in the development of adolescent 

religiosity. Applied Developmental Science, 8(1), 27-38.
Schifffauer, W. (2000). Die Gottesmänner. Frankfurt a/M: Suhrkampf.
Schmidt, G. (2011). Understanding and approaching Muslim visibilities: Lessons from a fĳ ieldwork-

based study of Muslims in Copenhagen. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 34 (7), 1216-1229.
Sniderman, P. M., & Hagendoorn, L. (2007). When ways of life collide. Multiculturalism and its 

discontents in the Netherlands. Princeton: Princeton University Press.
Statham, P., Koopmans, R., Giugni, M., & Passy, F. (2005). Resilient or adaptable Islam? Mul-

ticulturalism, religion and migrants’ claims-making for group demands in Britain, the 
Netherlands and France. Ethnicities, 5(4), 427-549.

Swyngedouw, M., Phalet, K., Baysu, G., Vandezande, V., & Fleischmann, F. (2008). Technical Report 

TIES 2007-2008 Belgium - Extended. Trajectories and Experiences of Turkish, Moroccan and 

Native Belgians in Antwerp and Brussels. Leuven: CeSo/CSCP.
Van Tubergen, F., & Sindradóttir, J. Í. (2011). The Religiosity of Immigrants in Europe: A Cross-

National Study. Journal for the Scientifĳic Study of Religion, 50(2), 272-288.
Voas, D. & Fleischmann, F. (2012). Islam moves West: Religious change in the fĳ irst and second 

generation. Annual Review of Sociology, 38, 525-545.
Werbner, P. (2000). Divided loyalties, empowered citizenship? Muslims in Britain.
Citizenship Studies, 4 (3), 307-324.
Wimmer, A. (2008). Elementary strategies of ethnic boundary making. Ethnic and Racial Studies, 

31(6), 1025–1055.
Ysseldyk, R., Matheson, K., & Anisman, H. (2010). Religiosity as identity: toward an understanding 

of religion from a social identity perspective. Personality and Social Psychology Review, 

14(1), 60-71.

About the authors

Karen Phalet, University of Leuven, Belgium.   
E-mail: Karen.Phalet@ppw.kuleuven.be. Corresponding author.



145     

 THE MAKING AND UNMAKING OF RELIGIOUS BOUNDARIES

PHALET ET AL.

Mieke Maliepaard, Utrecht University, Netherlands.   
E-mail: M.I.Maliepaard@uu.nl

Fenella Fleischmann, Utrecht University, Netherlands.   
E-mail: F.Fleischmann@uu.nl

Derya Güngör, University of Leuven, Belgium.   
E-mail: Derya.Gungor@ppw.kuleuven.be

 2013 Phalet, Maliepaard, Fleischmann & Güngör / Amsterdam University Press. 
This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (http://
creativecommons.org/licenses/by/2.0), which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any 
medium, provided the original work is properly cited.



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Gray Gamma 2.2)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Perceptual
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails true
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams true
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts false
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile (Color Management Off)
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 150
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 150
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 150
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 150
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.40
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /Warning
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 600
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /PDFA1B:2005
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<


    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e55464e1a65876863768467e5770b548c62535370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc666e901a554652d965874ef6768467e5770b548c52175370300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>



    /HUN <>
    /ITA (Utilizzare queste impostazioni per creare documenti Adobe PDF adatti per visualizzare e stampare documenti aziendali in modo affidabile. I documenti PDF creati possono essere aperti con Acrobat e Adobe Reader 6.0 e versioni successive.)
    /JPN <>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020be44c988b2c8c2a40020bb38c11cb97c0020c548c815c801c73cb85c0020bcf4ace00020c778c1c4d558b2940020b3700020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200036002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken waarmee zakelijke documenten betrouwbaar kunnen worden weergegeven en afgedrukt. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 6.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>


    /SKY <>

    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>

    /ENU <FEFF004a006f0062006f007000740069006f006e007300200066006f00720020004100630072006f006200610074002000440069007300740069006c006c0065007200200039002000280039002e0034002e00350032003600330029002e000d00500072006f006400750063006500730020005000440046002000660069006c0065007300200077006800690063006800200061007200650020007500730065006400200066006f00720020006f006e006c0069006e0065002e000d0028006300290020003200300031003100200053007000720069006e006700650072002d005600650072006c0061006700200047006d006200480020>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice




