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Abstract: Spatial perspectives in migration studies have mainly focused on the dis-

tribution and housing of migrant populations or the effects of different places on 

wellbeing. Places provide a sense of belonging and allow migrants to develop posi-

tive feelings about the locations where they live. In this article, we analyse the sig-

nificance of cities in the process of migrants’ self-identification. Rather than focus-

ing on neighbourhood or country, we point at the significance of the scale of the 

city. In the case of Turkish migrants, empirical results from two different cities, The 

Hague (The Netherlands) and Aachen (Germany), showed that a well-developed 

urban-related identity among migrants leads to strong positive attitudes towards 

the country. Despite the fact that predictors of urban-related identity differ in the 

two cities, we found that the effect of strong urban-related identity as a contributor 

to positive attitudes towards the country they live in is the same. Thus, we argue 

that a well-developed urban-related identity can be seen as an indicator for a 

higher sense of belonging’ to the country as a whole. 

Key words: Place attachment, spatial integration, urban-related identity, Turkish 
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Introduction 

We all have multiple identities that 

work together to shape our social 

relations. As Kulich et al. (2018, p.5) 

state ―individuals belong to gender, 

ethnic, or national groups‖ and ―they 

can be categorised depending on 

their religious beliefs, or the activities 

they are involved in such as profes-

sions, political groups, etc.‖ Social 

identities provide a sense of belong-

ing and locate individuals in certain 

groups by providing a feeling of 

―us‖. Settling into a new social envi-

ronment challenges these identities 

because humans bring their own cul-

tural baggage and social identities 

with them when migrating. Encounter-

ing an entirely new system of cultural 

values and norms can be challenging 

due to migrants having pre-

established religious, national or 

gender identities that they use to 

identify themselves. Therefore, mi-

gration is actually a kind of self-

challenge. In their search for ways to 

maintain their social identities or cre-

ate new ones that they find fitting, 

migrants negotiate the new socio-

spatial context and follow different 

strategies to cope with the new envi-

ronment. In discussions on how to es-

tablish an inclusive social environment 

for migrant populations, diverse 

methods have been suggested and 

tried out such as offering employ-

ment, language courses or political 

and cultural rights. These approaches 

are not insignificant but not always 

sufficient to explain migrants‘ well-

being and belongingness. In this arti-

cle, we examine spatial integration 

of migrants by focusing on place 

identity in the scale of their city of 

residence. We will discuss the role of 

places in migrants‘ wellbeing and 

belongingness as well as focus on 

place as a stage of self-

identification. Our main aim is to 

explore how migrants‘ self-

identification is linked with the city of 

residence and to capture how posi-

tive attitudes towards the city may 

affect attitudes towards the country 

in which they live. 

During data collection, numerous 

migration stories were listened to, 

which described the difficulties of a 

new life in a new country. Many par-

ticipants, especially those over 60, 

insistently mentioned economic rea-

sons for migrating to Western Eu-

rope. This repeating pattern later 

made us understand that they were 

in these countries simply because 

they wanted to earn money. Stories 

and motivations slightly changed 

when it came to family-reunification 

migrants or members of newer gen-

erations who were born in the Neth-

erlands and Germany. Some refer-

ences to places, but especially to the 

cities of residence became distin-

guishable. One participant in his ear-

ly 20s talked about certain streets of 
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The Hague and his memories in dif-

ferent places. He ended his speech 

emphasising that ―he is a child of The 

Hague‖. Another participant de-

scribed his feelings while driving in 

the direction of Aachen. He ex-

plained that as soon as he sees the 

sign for Aachen on the motorway, he 

feels more relaxed and at peace 

because he feels he is about to ar-

rive home. Such positive references 

to the cities reinvigorated the idea to 

question how cities affect the wellbe-

ing and belongingness of migrants in 

the country they live in.  

 

Spatial Perspective in Migration 

Studies 

Just like class-based, ethnic, religious, 

sexual, political or professional iden-

tities, we have place identities too. 

Contrary to the other identity cate-

gories that tend more to divide peo-

ple and generate distinct social 

groups, a strong place identity 

based on a city can be a uniting and 

inclusive identity category. Countries 

and neighbourhoods, being ontologi-

cally more homogenous social con-

structions, discursively define and 

practically divide insiders and out-

siders. Cities, however, have been 

the interaction zones for diverse 

groups and nodes for living together 

in a liberated atmosphere throughout 

history. As Smith (2012, p.7) puts it, 

―the experience of living in cities is 

universal. When the first city builders 

set out on their urban experiment, 

they created far more than a new 

man-made environment built of mud 

bricks. In many respects they were 

laying the foundations of modern 

life.‖ The intense experience of ur-

ban life has turned cities into mag-

nets attracting people from rural 

areas, other cities and other coun-

tries. Thus, cities can unite different 

groups by providing them with a 

liberating, place-based supra identi-

ty that transcends the limiting defini-

tions of other social identity catego-

ries. 

Today, the integration of migrants 

is a crucial topic in Europe. In the EU 

Action Plan on Integration and Inclu-

sion (2021-2027) that is guided by 

the principle of inclusion, education, 

employment, health and housing are 

defined as key areas for integration. 

Ensuring participation and contribu-

tion is crucial to the wellbeing, pros-

perity and cohesion of European 

societies (European Commission 

2020). ―There has been an enormous 

amount of academic and policy work 

on the integration of minority cultural 

communities into majority society‖ as 

emphasised by Cherti and McNeil 

(2012). The role of language learn-

ing (Dustmann and van Soest 2002), 

access to public services (Kyrieri 

2011), political attitudes and partic-

ipation (Maxwell 2010), economic 

aspects (Dustmann and Frattini 2011, 

de Paola and Brunello 2016) and 
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the different migration policies (En-

torf and Minoiu 2005) in the integra-

tion process have been investigated. 

As Dekker et al. (2015) state ―mi-

grant integration policies have often 

been defined in terms of national 

models of integration‖, however 

there is a growing interest in the lo-

cal dimension of integration and the-

se authors suggest that there is a 

need to attend to local integration 

frames and to question whether there 

is a specifically local dimension to 

integration policies. These studies aim 

to understand the role of cities as 

significant sites of integration due to 

their attractiveness for large numbers 

of migrants and their role in local 

policies (Zapata-Barrero et al. 2017; 

Price and Benton-Short 2008). 

In the following, we will briefly 

review literature on spatial ap-

proach in migration studies. First, we 

will summarise some basic findings 

with a specific reference to the role 

of places in migrants‘ wellbeing and 

belonging; then introduce the specific 

concepts of place identity and ur-

ban-related identity that has been 

adopted for our research. 

The Role of Places in Migrants’ 

Wellbeing and Belongingness 

There is a growing interest in the 

spatial dimension of migration 

(Göregenli 2014, Linhard and Par-

sons 2019) especially since the oc-

currence of spatial turn (Soja 1989) 

in social sciences. According to Bruslé 

and Varrel (2012) ―migration and 

migrants change space and create 

places that reflect where people 

come from, how they migrated and 

what their relation to the host society 

is‖. How migrants relate to different 

places and what meanings they at-

tribute to them have an influence on 

their wellbeing and belongingness. 

The ―spatial‖ in migration research 

does not simply refer to the direction 

of flows, locations, and geographical 

distributions, as was criticised by 

Buhr (2014) but it is more subjective, 

more related to the spatial aware-

ness and capabilities of the migrants 

and attributed meanings. Literature 

demonstrated that places matter in 

migrants‘ lives based on attachment, 

familiarity, accessibility, appropria-

tion or spatial knowledge. These 

places can be ―houses, religious 

buildings, restaurants, community 

centres, etc. that are (re)created so 

that migrants feel at home when 

away from their native place‖ (Bruslé 

and Arrel 2012).  

The socio-spatial context is con-

sidered to play an important role in 

the integration process of immigrants 

(Weiss et al. 2019). Migrants‘ rela-

tionships with urban forests and city 

parks are shaped by the frequency 

and form of their visits, cultural val-

ues and the subjective influence of 

these places, such as evoking child-

hood memories (Egoz and de Nardi 
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2017). Community gardens have 

been found to facilitate social cohe-

sion and intercultural dialogue and 

contribute to refugees‘ and migrants‘ 

wellbeing, health, social and cultural 

empowerment, and inclusive ideas of 

citizenship (ibid. p.78). Rishbeth and 

Finney (2006) found that ―a positive 

impression of the local environment 

and meaningful participation in it can 

be a useful component of integration 

into a new society‖. The concept of 

spatial integration (Buhr 2014) un-

derlines the role of places in mi-

grants‘ inclusion in the cities where 

they live, e.g. ―practiced space‖ that 

is to say ―being in interaction with 

places‖, which urges migrants to 

have a wide urban spatial 

knowledge. 

In the case of Syrian refugees in 

the Netherlands, van Liempt and 

Staring (2021) found that ―the daily 

routines are vital for the social incor-

poration of refugees and how specif-

ic places can harm, but also matter, 

for processes of homemaking.‖ The 

image that migrants have of cities is 

another aspect of their spatiality. The 

mental borders of a city indicate 

how much of the city is experienced 

and appropriated (Bilgin 1999). 

Perception of a city provides signifi-

cant clues about which aspects of 

urban space are well-perceived and 

what is missing. Some cognitive map-

ping studies reveal a relatively lim-

ited urban image among migrant 

populations (Südaş et al. 2021).  

Place attachment and place iden-

tity have been employed to under-

stand migrants‘ spatiality too. These 

concepts allow us to study spatial 

dimension of integration but are dif-

ficult to distinguish due to their inter-

relatedness. Place attachment is 

generally the emotional ties that 

people develop with their places of 

residence like dwellings or neigh-

bourhoods, but also places visited for 

recreational purposes: landscapes, 

forests, lakes, wilderness or summer 

houses (Lewicka 2010, p.36) while 

place identity develops when a cer-

tain place becomes a dimension of 

one‘s self-identification, that is to say 

a place-based social identity. Re-

garding cities, Lalli (1992) speaks 

about urban-related identity. Attach-

ment to places is implicit to the con-

cept of place identity and Lalli‘s con-

cept of urban-related identity in-

cludes a sub-dimension of attach-

ment. 

Research shows that deprivation in 

a neighbourhood reduces individual 

place attachment (case of Vienna, 

Kohlbacher et al., 2015) and that 

there are different aspects of place 

attachment operating together in the 

process of adapting to a new urban 

setting. The aspects of ―place de-

pendence‖ and ―place discovered‖ 

emerge faster while the other two 

dimensions, ―place identity‖ and 
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―place inherited‖ need more time to 

develop (case of Polish immigrants in 

London and Oslo, Trabka, 2019), 

and that place attachment contrib-

utes to wellbeing through providing 

―a sense of autonomy, control, self-

confidence and social identity‖ (case 

of Antillean immigrants in the Nether-

lands, Lager et al. 2012, p.93). Lew-

icka (2020, p.66) distinguishes two 

types of place attachment, namely 

―active attachment‖ that refers to 

enjoying wandering around and dis-

covering a certain place and ―tradi-

tional attachment‖ that refers to 

one‘s willingness to stay in a certain 

place even though there are better 

ones. Active attachment may help 

people adapt to a new culture (case 

of Polish immigrants in Ireland, Niew-

czas 2017 in Lewicka 2020, p.67). 

Egoz and de Nardi (2017) char-

acterise belongingness as a funda-

mental human need, and underline 

the positive role of places on mi-

grants‘ wellbeing and the feeling of 

belonging. Their relationship with 

everyday places has a practical 

dimension and an emotional dimen-

sion. The second one refers to ―an 

affective involvement toward the 

place‖, it is ―the core of a sense of 

belonging‖. This is shaped by memo-

ries, social relationships, and quality 

of life (de Nardi 2017, p.68). Small 

encounters and first impressions play 

a role in the construction of sense of 

place. Some studies, regardless of 

migrants‘ socio-economic level, indi-

cated the significance of a welcoming 

culture (Föbker et al. 2014, 2016, 

Weiss et al. 2019) and the effects of 

first impressions and social contacts 

on the migrants‘ feelings and on their 

future integration (Ghorashi, 2005). 

On the contrary, migrants‘ struggle 

with social isolation due to the lack 

of emotional and social attachment 

and participation in the city has 

an im-pact on the sense of 

belonging and negatively affects 

integration (Kox and van Liempt, 

2022, p.166). 

Considering the urgency for par-

ticipation and inclusion of immigrants 

in Europe, and the importance of 

places for migrants, especially the 

possibility of cities, our aim is to in-

vestigate to what extent migrants‘ 

self-identification with the city influ-

ences their attitudes towards the 

countries they live in.  

What is the outcome when a mi-

grant identifies with the city itself, 

being more than just attached to it, or 

if he/she is simply familiar with it, 

experiences it and enjoys it? We ex-

pect a well-developed urban-

related identity to strengthen positive 

attitudes thus a city can be a stage 

for developing a place-based social 

identity for migrants without chal-

lenging other social identities. 
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Urban-related Identity of Migrants 

Space has a significant role on iden-

tity building and a city can be im-

portant as a place of identity. Mak-

ing a city special for oneself means 

going through a process of being 

rooted, appropriating it, distinguish-

ing it from other places, and trans-

forming it into a place of your own, 

into a home (Bilgin 2011). Cities with 

their peculiarities provide a sense of 

continuity, allow repeating spatial 

behaviours; they have symbols, phys-

ical components such as iconic build-

ings, historical experiences and 

memories, social rituals that are 

rooted in collective memory. Such 

peculiar characteristics of urban 

space is what make cities unique. As 

a result, the identity of a city allows 

a place-based identity to be con-

structed for its residents (Bilgin 

2011). Place identity has a versatile 

meaning. One refers to the self-

identification of a person with a 

place and the other is the identity of 

a place itself. Peng et al. (2010) 

underline the distinction between the 

two: Identity of a place is related to 

the attributed or perceived differ-

ences between places and is con-

structed to differentiate places from 

each other. Place identity of a per-

son, on the other hand, is individuals‘ 

incorporation of places into the larg-

er concept of self. Kalali and Da-

vison (2017) state that ―strong place-

identity enables people to respond 

to their personal and social needs 

and provides them with a sense of 

self-esteem, congruity with the place, 

belonging, and attachment to where 

they live.‖ Development of emotional 

bonds with places helps to overcome 

identity crises and gives people a 

sense of stability they need in the 

ever-changing world (Lewicka 

2008).  

Enjoying or feeling an attachment 

to certain places does not necessarily 

mean that one will ―identify‖ him-

self/herself with them. Place attach-

ment is related to the development 

of place identity. Proshansky et al. 

(1983, p.62) propose that place-

identity goes well beyond just emo-

tional attachments and belonging to 

particular places. Place-

belongingness, according to Korpela 

(1989, p.246), is ―not only one as-

pect of place-identity, but a neces-

sary basis for it.‖ Place identity that 

is related to towns and cities is de-

scribed as ―urban-related identity‖ 

by Lalli (1992) as mentioned before. 

Urban-related identity is ―a result of 

a complex association between self 

and urban environment.‖ Self-

identifying with a city goes beyond 

spatial experiences or attachment to 

a city. According to Lalli (1992, 

p.294), urban-related identity, 

 

“provides a sense of subjective 

temporal continuity for the person, 
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which becomes gradually more inde-

pendent of this backdrop of concrete 

experiences. This contributes to indi-

viduals gaining a sense of stability 

and continuity which is independent 

from actual day-to-day experiences. 

The town provides an identity-

enhancing context for one’s biog-

raphy, and thus a continuity which is 

relatively independent from definite 

(e.g. social) changes. Such processes 

are involved in all aspects of self-

identity, and are also provided by 

other identity-relevant factors, such as 

social relationships (family, partner, 

etc.) or a person’s profession.”  

 

There are five dimensions of ur-

ban-related identity. Perceiving a 

city as unique in comparison to an-

other is the dimension of evaluation. 

Connecting one‘s personal history 

with a city represents continuity. Fa-

miliarity is the idea of being familiar 

with the city. Belongingness to a city 

is the dimension of attachment and 

lastly, willingness to stay and partici-

pate in a city in the future is commit-

ment. There are various predictors 

that are influential on the develop-

ment of urban-related identity such 

as age, gender, place of birth, 

property ownership or length of res-

idence (Lalli 1992). Contrary to the 

focus on the predictors of urban-

related identity, studies on the out-

comes of self-identification with cities 

are limited.  

Lalli (1988) found a relationship 

between positive evaluation of urban 

quality and degree of self-

identification with a town. This find-

ing was interpreted as evidence that 

individuals who strongly identify with 

their town also view it in more posi-

tive terms. Lin et al. (2021) under-

lined that ―few studies have ex-

plored migrants‘ place attachment to 

their host cities, which might be a 

better scale for social integration‖ 

and indicated that the habitual loca-

tion of migrants is affective on the 

level city attachment: Migrants who 

live in local resident-dominated 

neighbourhoods tend to feel more 

attached to the city. Göregenli and 

Karakuş (2014) indicated that place 

identity has a distinctive role in urban 

integration of internal migrants and 

there is a significant relationship be-

tween developing a belongingness to 

a city with the level of accessibility to 

urban facilities. A distinct, peripheral 

residential location negatively af-

fects migrants‘ urban experiences, 

which results in lower urban identity. 

According to Konukoğlu et al. (2020), 

city identity is a common social iden-

tity and has inclusive and benevolent 

aspects. When supported with social 

and education programs and urban 

policies, city identity can contribute 

to a positive intergroup climate. 

Our main question is whether a 

strong self–identification with the city 

of residence among migrants has an 
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influence on attitudes towards the 

country in which they live. The peculi-

arity of our approach is its focus on 

the outcome of the migrants‘ self-

identification with their city. We aim 

to attract attention to the possibility 

of socio-spatial integration by con-

structing an urban-related identity 

where cities have the key role. Ra-

ther than the concepts of ―integra-

tion‖ or ―adaptation‖ hierarchically 

referring to two distinct sides, one of 

which is to integrate and the other to 

be integrated, we think that cities 

can provide a stage of social coales-

cence through a well-developed ur-

ban-related identity. We share find-

ings from two cases of different cities 

in different contexts, the German city 

of Aachen and the Dutch city of The 

Hague. 

 

Research Area  

The Netherlands and Germany have 

been the most important destination 

countries for Turkish migration. To-

day, both countries are home to a 

large proportion of people with a 

Turkish background. Of the total non-

Western population of approximate-

ly 2.3 million in the Netherlands, 

people of Turkish origin form the 

largest group consisting of approxi-

mately 410,000 people (CBS, 

2018). Turkish population is around 

3% of the total population. Migra-

tion from Turkey to the Netherlands 

started in the 1960s as an answer to 

labour shortage. Most workers initial-

ly came on their own and later 

brought their families over. Turkish 

immigrants first began to settle in big 

cities in the Netherlands such as Am-

sterdam, Rotterdam, The Hague and 

Utrecht but also regions like Twente, 

North-Brabant and Limburg where 

there was a high demand for indus-

trial labour. Around 36% live in the 

Randstad region.  

Today, The Hague has about 

540,000 residents (the metropolitan 

area has a population of one million 

people). The city is growing mainly 

due to newcomers from abroad. The 

Hague is officially a majority-

minority city which means that there 

are more residents from abroad than 

natives, 54% in 2019 (Den Haag in 

Cijfers 2020). The Hague is home to 

many people of non-Western back-

grounds, EU and non-EU workers 

from Central and Eastern Europe, 

refugees from the Middle East and 

Africa, families with roots in the for-

mer colonies and former guest work-

ers.  

Those with a Turkish background 

form the largest foreign group in 

Germany today. However, it is diffi-

cult to know the exact number of 

people with a Turkish background as 

they are listed in the statistics as 

―Germans‖ after naturalisation, but 

estimations range between 3 to 4 

million. ―Migration into post-war 
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Germany started as labour recruit-

ment to mitigate shortages in specific 

industries‖ and ―between 1955 and 

1968, the Federal Republic of Ger-

many concluded intergovernmental 

contracts with eight Mediterranean 

countries‖ (Kaya and Kentel, 2005, 

p.17). North-Rhine Westphalia is a 

state of Germany where the Turkish 

population is highly concentrated 

mainly as a result of the important 

industrial regions. Aachen is one of 

the cities in this state. On the list of 

Germany‘s largest cities, Aachen is 

ranked 28th with a population of 

almost 250,000. 35.6% of Aachen‘s 

inhabitants have a migration back-

ground. Of these, 54% are foreign-

ers (non-German nationality), 31% 

are naturalised (German nationality) 

and 15% are ethnic German immi-

grants (German nationality). Among 

the naturalised population, those of 

Turkish origin are among the most 

important groups, accounting for one 

fifth (Stadt Aachen 2020, 65).  

Choosing to compare The Hague 

and Aachen may be surprising, but a 

closer look reveals several aspects 

which make them suitable for com-

parison. Both cities played (and 

play) an important role as being 

places of residence with historical 

city centres and landmarks. Regard-

ing population, The Hague, although 

bigger, is more comparable with 

Aachen than with Cologne or Berlin, 

being metropoles with more than 1 

million or 3.5 million inhabitants. 

However, while in the majority-

minority city of The Hague, Turkish 

migrants represent one of many (and 

not the largest) non-Dutch communi-

ties; in Aachen, non-Germans are the 

minority, but persons of Turkish origin 

are the dominant non-German com-

munity.  

Both cities are characterised by 

segregation in respect of migrant 

and non-migrant areas and have a 

migrant neighbourhood (our main 

research areas) quite near to the city 

centres (Ostviertel in Aachen and 

Transvaal and Schilderswijk in The 

Hague) 

 

Methodology 

We wanted to investigate two cities 

in two different, but comparable 

countries with a considerable Turkish 

population and find out to what ex-

tent urban-related identity contrib-

utes to the development of positive 

attitudes towards migrants‘ new 

country of residence. Because the 

predictors of urban related-identity 

may differ; we will also present the 

differentiating predictors, such as the 

length of residence, age, gender, 

educational level, income and place 

of birth. 254 participants with a 

Turkish background who reside in The 

Hague and Aachen constitute the 

sample. 126 participants were inter-

viewed face-to-face in The Hague 
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and 128 in Aachen. The question-

naire form was provided in Turkish, 

German or Dutch, depending on the 

participants‘ choice. 40.5% was fe-

male and 58.7% was male in The 

Hague (0.8% -1 participant- did not 

respond) and 39.8% was female 

and 60.2% was male in Aachen. The 

mean age was 44.4. To ensure there 

was no misrepresentation of those 

with a Turkish background in either 

city, it made sense to not only ask 

participants from the mainly migrant-

populated neighbourhoods. Roughly 

half of the participants was dis-

persed in each city while the other 

half was from mainly migrant-

populated neighbourhoods, 46.1% in 

Aachen was from the Ostviertel and 

51.6% in The Hague was from Schil-

derswijk and Transvaal. 

The questionnaire included socio-

economic and demographic questions 

and questions about opinions on the 

city of residence and attitudes to-

wards Germany and the Nether-

lands. 20-item Urban-related Identi-

ty Scale (Lalli 1992) was employed 

to measure the level of urban-

related identity (URI). The original 

language of the scale is German. It 

was used for the German version of 

the questionnaire form. The Turkish 

language adaptation of the scale 

was previously carried out by Göre-

genli (2013) and resulted in a high 

internal reliability (α=0,95). The 

Dutch translation of the items was 

carried out by a bilingual (German 

and Dutch) expert, based on the 

version in the original source (Lalli 

1989) and later discussed by the 

authors. The Cronbach alpha value 

of the scale in this survey was 0.91 

(0.90 in The Hague sample; 0.92 in 

the Aachen sample). A total URI 

score was derived ranging between 

20 and 100. Three different levels 

of URI mean score (low, average and 

high) were calculated by adding and 

subtracting one standard deviation 

(13.9) to the URI mean score (73.4) 

of the total sample. 

The questionnaire form included a 

list of six items developed by the 

authors that represent positive atti-

tudes towards Germany and the 

Netherlands. A Likert type measure-

ment was used and ranged from 

strongly disagree (1) to strongly 

agree (5). A total score of positive 

attitudes (POSAT) was derived rang-

ing between 6 and 30. Two items 

were reversed prior to analysis so 

that the higher scores on each item 

indicated a higher level of positive 

attitude. Those items were ―I would 

prefer my children to grow up in 

Turkey‖ and ―In the future, I will turn 

back to Turkey permanently‖. The 

items yielded a high internal reliabil-

ity (α=0.82). Three different levels 

of POSAT mean score (low, middle 

and high) were calculated by adding 

and subtracting one standard devia-
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tion (6.1) to the POSAT mean score 

(19.3) of the total sample. 

Independent sample t-tests were 

performed to test if there is a signifi-

cant difference in URI scores and in 

POSAT scores according to gender, 

neighbourhood, legal status, proper-

ty ownership and place of birth.  

One-way analysis of variance 

was performed to test if there is a 

significant difference in URI scores 

according to level of education, level 

of income, age, length of residence, 

and level of POSAT mean score.  

One-way analysis of variance 

was again performed to test if there 

is a significant difference in POSAT 

mean score according to level of 

education, level of income, age, 

length of residence, and level of URI 

mean score.  

The URI and POSAT items are 

listed in Table 1 and Table 3. ―Ref-

erence country‖ refers to the partici-

pants‘ country of residence. A mod-

eration analysis was conducted using 

the Process Macro 2.61 version to 

test the moderator role of a city on 

the prediction role of URI on POSAT. 

 

Findings 

We present the results of the survey 

and the corresponding analyses. 

First, we will present the results of the 

URI and its predictors. Second, we 

will evaluate the ratings with regard 

to POSAT.  

 

Urban-related Identity  

The total mean score was 73.5 in The 

Hague and 73.3 in Aachen indicating 

quite a high level of urban-related 

identity. There is not a big difference 

with regard to the sub-dimension 

scores of the URI scale between the 

two cities. Considering the maximum 

score could be 20 from each sub-

dimension, attachment is the highest 

in both cases (Table 1). 
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Table 1: URI Scale and its Sub-Dimension Scores 
 The Hague Aachen 

 x   SD x   SD 

Comparison 14.4  14.5  

In other towns, [reference city] is seen as possessing prestige. 3.5 1.00 3.8 1.08 
As compared with other towns, [reference city] has many ad-
vantages. 

3.8 1.02 3.7 1.03 

[Reference city] can only be recommended to tourists. 3.8 1.00 3.8 1.22 
There are many things here which are envied by other towns. 3.3 0.99 3.3 1.10 

Attachment 15.8  15.6  

I have got native feelings for [reference city]. 3.9 1.11 3.8 1.38 

I see myself as a [reference city]. 3.8 1.15 3.9 1.23 
I feel really at home at [reference city]. 4.2 0.95 4.2 1.09 
This town is like a part of myself. 3.7 1.21 3.7 1.31 

Past 14.1  14.2  

Lots of things in this town remind me of my own past. 3.5 1.41 3.5 1.53 
I cannot imagine living in a different town because I would give up 
too much of myself. 

3.5 1.28 3.4 1.45 

I have had so many experiences in [reference city] that I have 
become intimately bound up with this town 

3.7 1.24 3.8 1.30 

I know [reference city] so well that I would recognize the town on a 
photograph taken at any time. 

3.4 1.31 3.5 1.22 

Familiarity 14.4  14.9  

When I amble through [reference city], I feel very strongly that I 
belong here. 

3.7 1.16 3.9 1.13 

This town is very familiar to me indeed. 4.0 1.03 4.2 0.96 
This town is very important for my daily life. 3.9 0.92 4.0 1.11 
I experience this town very intensively every day. 3.1 1.06 3.1 1.18 

Commitment 14.1  13.5  

I would like to stay in [reference city] indefinitely. 3.6 1.33 3.3 1.44 
I am looking forward to witnessing [reference city]‘s future devel-
opment. 

3.8 1.12 3.7 1.16 

[Reference city] plays an important role in my future plans. 3.4 1.21 3.2 1.27 
My personal future is closely tied up with [reference city]. 3.4 1.14 3.3 1.34 

 

URI mean scores were calculated 

based on variables such as gender, 

neighbourhood, legal status, proper-

ty ownership, place of birth, level of 

education, level of income, age and 

length of residence and statistically 

compared (Table 2). Independent 

samples t-test indicated that there 

was no statistically significant differ-

ence in URI score in terms of gender 

in The Hague [t (124) = 1.387 p = 

.168] but there was a statistically 

significant difference in Aachen [t 

(125.804) = 2.641 p = .009]. Fe-

male participants (x  =77.2, 

SD=10.69) from Aachen have a sig-

nificantly higher URI score than the 

male participants (x  =70.8, 

SD=16.87) from the same city. 

There was no statistically signifi-

cant difference in the URI mean score 

relating to the neighbourhood nei-

ther in The Hague [t (124) = .294 

p=.769] nor in Aachen [t (126) = -
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.174 p=.862]. There was no statisti-

cally significant difference in terms 

of legal status in Aachen [t (126) = 

.072 p = .943] but there was a sta-

tistically significant difference in The 

Hague [t (122) = .020 p = .040]. 

Participants with Dutch citizenship 

(x =74.6, SD=11.75) have a signifi-

cantly higher URI score than the 

Dutch residence permit holders 

(x =68.4, SD=16.11). There was no 

statistically significant difference in 

terms of property ownership in The 

Hague [t (120) = .229 p = .820] but 

there was in Aachen [t (104.031) = 

5.519 p < .001]. Property owners in 

Aachen have a significantly higher 

URI score (x  =82.3, SD=9.37) than 

the renters (x  =69,9, SD=15.45) in 

the same city. There was no statisti-

cally significant difference regarding 

place of birth neither in The Hague [t 

(121) = -1.263, p=.209] nor in Aa-

chen [t (125) = 1.922, p=.057].  

One-way analysis of variance in-

dicated that there was no statistically 

significant difference in the URI mean 

score regarding the level of educa-

tion neither in The Hague [F (3, 122) 

= 1.655, p = .180] nor in Aachen [F 

(3, 124) = 1.050 p = .373].  

The same analysis indicated that 

there was no statistically significant 

difference regarding the level of 

income in The Hague [F (2, 105) 

=.458, p = .634] but there was a 

statistically significant difference in 

Aachen [F (2, 89) = 6.491 p = 

.002]. A post hoc Tukey test showed 

that in Aachen, participants with a 

monthly income of less than 1,000 € 

have a significantly lower URI score 

(x  =66.8, SD=14.80) in comparison 

to those with an income of 2,500 € 

and higher (x =79.7, SD=11.94).  

Age did not result in statistically 

significant differences in The Hague 

[F (3, 116) = 1.084, p =.359] but 

did in Aachen [F (3, 121) = 5.913, p 

< .001]. A post hoc Tukey test 

showed that in Aachen, participants 

under 30 years of age have a signif-

icantly lower URI score (x =65.7, 

SD=13.78) in comparison to those 

aged between 45-59 years 

(x  =77.3, SD=11.76) and those older 

than 60 (x  =80.7, SD=14.48). 

One-way analysis of variance in-

dicated that there was a statistically 

significant difference in the URI 

mean score regarding the length of 

residence both in The Hague [F (3, 

115) = 7.540, p < .001] and in Aa-

chen [F (3, 123) = 17.461 p < .001]. 

A post hoc Tukey test showed that 

participants who moved to The 

Hague after the year 2000 have a 

significantly lower URI score 

(x  =68.5, SD=11.68) in comparison 

to those that moved in 1979 or ear-

lier (x  =79.0, SD=7.38) and during 

the period of 1980-1989 (x  =78.4, 

SD=13.13). The same differences 

apply for Aachen: x  =60.6, 
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SD=15.1; x  =80.0, SD=9.90 and x  =82.7, SD=10.66, respectively. 

 
Table 2: URI Mean Scores according to variables 

VARIABLE CITY VARIABLE CITY 
Gender The Hague Aachen Income per Month-€ The Hague Aachen 
Female 75.4 77.2 Less Than 1.000  72.5 66.8 

Male 72.2 70.8 1.001-2.500 72.3 74.7 
Neighbourhood   2.501 And Higher 75.3 79.7 

Migrant Neighbourhood 73.8 73.1 Age   
Other Neighbourhoods 73,2 73.5 Younger Than 30 70.8 65.7 

Legal Status   31-44 71.6 71.3 
Citizenship 74.6 73.4 45-59 73.9 77.3 

Residence Permit  68.4 73.3 60 and Older 76.8 80.7 
Place of Birth   Moving to the City   

Born In The Netherlands/Germany 72.7 75.1 1979 or Earlier 79.0 80.0 
Not Born In The Netherlands/Germany 76.5 69.7 1980-1989 78.4 82.7 

Educational Level   1990-1999 69.9 72.5 
Primary 76.7 75.9 2000 And Later 68.5 60.6 

Secondary 71.3 71.9 Property Ownership   
Higher 70.2 77.1 Owner 74.0 82.3 

Vocational 72.6 71.3 Renter 73.4 69,9 

 
Positive Attitudes towards Germany and The Netherlands   

The mean total POSAT score is 19.3. 

It is 19.8 in The Hague and 18.9 in 

Aachen. The POSAT items are pre-

sented in Table 3. Total mean scores 

were compared according to the 

same variables (Table 4). 

 
Table 3: POSAT item list 

 
Total  The 

Hague 
Aachen 

 x   SD x   SD x   SD 

I would prefer my children to grow up in [reference country] 3.8 1.21 3.9 1.25 3.8 1.18 
I hope someday Turkey also becomes a place like [reference 

country] 
3.6 1.42 3.6 1.49 3.6 1.35 

I would prefer my children to grow up in Turkey *  3.3 1.39 3.2 1.43 3.3 1.36 
I will never leave [reference country] 2.9 1.46 3.0 1.49 2.8 1.42 

I see [reference country] as my home country  2.9 1.41 3.0 1.42 2.8 1.39 
In the future, I will turn back to Turkey permanently * 2.8 1.48 3.0 1.46 2.7 1.48 

 *reversed item 

 

Independent samples t-test indi-

cated that there was no statistically 

significant difference in terms of 

gender in The Hague [t (124) = .623 

p = .535] but there was in Aachen [t 

(126) = 2.629 p = .010]. Female 

participants have a significantly 

higher POSAT score (x  =20.5, 

SD=5.300) than the male partici-

pants (x  =17.8, SD=6.181) in Aa-

chen. 

 There was no statistically signifi-

cant difference in the POSAT mean 

score regarding the neighbourhood 

neither in The Hague [t (113.955) = 

-1.229 p=.222] nor in Aachen [t 
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(125.937) = 0.516 p=.607]. There 

was either no statistically significant 

difference in POSAT scores when it 

came to legal status in The Hague [t 

(121) = .809 p = .420] and in Aa-

chen [t (125) = .189 p = .850]; 

property ownership in The Hague [t 

(88.938) = -.686 p = .494] and in 

Aachen [t (125) = .620 p = .536] 

and place of birth in The Hague [t 

(121) = .809 p = .420] and in Aa-

chen [t (125) = .189 p = .850]. 

One-way analysis of variance in-

dicated that there was no statistically 

significant difference in the POSAT 

mean score regarding the level of 

education neither in The Hague [F (3, 

122) = .852 p =.468] nor in Aachen 

[F (3, 124) = .427 p = .734]. Level 

of income in The Hague [F (2, 105) 

= .201 p = .819] and in Aachen [F 

(2, 89) = .641 p = .529]; age in The 

Hague [F (3, 116) = .839 p = .475] 

and in Aachen [F (3, 121) = .482 p 

= .695]; and length of residence in 

The Hague [F (3, 115) = 1.221 p 

=.305] and in Aachen [F (3, 123) = 

.496 p = .686] did not result in any 

statistically significant differences. 

Three different levels of URI (low, 

average and high) were compared 

to POSAT. Low URI was associated 

with the numerically smallest mean 

level of POSAT and the high URI was 

associated with the numerically high-

est mean level of POSAT (Table 5). 

A between groups one-way analysis 

of variance was performed for each 

city to test if there is a significant 

difference in POSAT scores accord-

ing to the level of URI. The assump-

tion of homogeneity of variances in 

the case of Aachen was tested and 

okayed based on the Levene‘s F test 

F (2, 125) = .105, p =.900. Signifi-

cant F values at ANOVA in the case 

of Aachen were tested by Tukey‘s 

multiple contrasts. Because homoge-

neity of variance was not obtained in 

the case of The Hague [F (2, 123) = 

6.45, p =.002], Tamhane‘s post hoc 

test was conducted. Significance was 

set at a probability value of p being 

less than 0.05. One-way ANOVA 

yielded a statistically significant dif-

ference both in The Hague [F (2, 

123) = 9.207 p <.001] and in Aa-

chen [F (2, 125) = 8.404 p <.001].  

A post hoc Tukey test showed that 

the Aachen participants with a high-

URI score also had a significantly 

higher POSAT (x =25.6, SD=2.502) 

compared to POSAT scores of those 

with middle-URI (x  =19.4, SD=6.220) 

and low-URI scores (x =15.8, 

SD=5.579). A post hoc Tamhane‘s 

test also showed that in The Hague, 

those with a high-URI score also had 

a significantly higher POSAT 

(x  =22.5, SD=5.348) when com-

pared to POSAT scores of those with 

middle-URI (x  =18.7, SD=5.772) and 

low-URI scores, (x  =16.9, SD=5.406). 
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Table 4: POSAT Mean Scores according to variables 
VARIABLE CITY VARIABLE CITY 

Gender The Hague Aachen Monthly income-€ The Hague Aachen 

Female 20.2 20.5 Less Than 1.000  19.6 18.2 
Male 19,5 17.8 1.001-2.500 19.5 19.4 

Neighbourhood   2.501 And Higher 20.5 19.9 

Migrant Neighbourhood 19,1 19,2 Age   

Other Neighbourhoods 20,5 18,6 ≤ 30 18.0 18.7 

Legal Status   31-44 20.8 18.1 

Citizenship 19,6 19,2 45-59 19.7 19.2 
Residence Permit  20,1 18,6 60 ≥ 20.2 20.2 

Property Ownership   Moving to the City   

Owner 19.3 19.4 1979 or earlier 19.6 19.1 
Renter 20.1 18.6 1980-1989 21.9 19.0 

Place of Birth   1990-1999 18.7 19.4 

Born In The Netherlands / Germany 18.8 18.8 2000 and later 20.1 17.8 

Not Born In The Netherlands/Germany 20.0 19,0 POSAT Score    

Educational Level   Low URI 16.9 15.8 

Primary 19.7 19.0 Middle URI 19.4 18.7 
Secondary 19.0 18.4 High URI 25.6 22.5 

Higher 22.1 20.1    
Vocational 19.5 18.6    

*including those with double citizenship 

Influence of URI Level on Positive Attitudes  

Three different levels of POSAT 

were compared to URI levels by 

One-way ANOVA. One-way analy-

sis of variance indicated that there 

was a statistically significant differ-

ence in the URI mean score regard-

ing the level of POSAT both in The 

Hague [F (2, 123) = 7.072, p < 

.001] and in Aachen [F (2, 125) = 

10.875, p < .001].  

A post hoc Tukey test showed that 

in The Hague, participants with high 

POSAT have significantly higher URI 

scores (x  =80.5, SD=10.03) when 

compared to those with middle 

(x  =72.4, SD=12.63) and low POSAT 

(x  =68.6, SD=12.77) mean scores. In 

Aachen, participants with high 

POSAT also have significantly higher 

URI scores (x  =83.6, SD=10.09) when 

compared to those with middle 

(x  =74.2, SD=13.64) and low POSAT 

(x  =64.3, SD=16.73) mean scores.  

 

 
Table 5: URI Score in relation to POSAT Level 
URI SCORE of participants with… The Hague Aachen 

Low POSAT 68.6 64.3 
Middle POSAT 72.4 74.2 
High POSAT 80.5 83.6 
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Based on these results, a positive 

correlation between URI and POSAT 

was expected. A correlation analysis 

indicated that URI and POSAT are 

indeed positively correlated (r = 

0.43, p < 0.01). A moderation anal-

ysis was conducted using the Process 

Macro 2.61 version to test the mod-

erator role of a city on the predic-

tion role of URI on POSAT (Model 1) 

(Figure 1). URI significantly predicts 

19 % of POSAT (b = .19, F (3,250) 

=20.06, p < .05. A 1-point increase 

in URI score leads to a 0.19-point 

increase in POSAT score in the total 

sample. This increase is 0.18 in Aa-

chen and 0.21 in The Hague. 

 

Figure 1: Moderation analysis 
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Conclusion 

Results show that there is a significant 

relationship between stronger URI 

and the development of positive 

attitudes towards the country of resi-

dence. Since Turkish migrants identify 

more strongly with their cities as they 

have a well-developed URI, this 

means that stronger positive attitudes 

develop towards Germany and the 

Netherlands. The predictors of ur-

ban-related identity however differ 

in the two cities. The longer the par-

ticipants reside in a city, the stronger 

the URI becomes. This is in parallel 

with the finding of Trabka (2019). In 

the case of The Hague, those who 

have Dutch citizenship have a higher 

URI score. While citizenship seems to 

be important in The Hague, property 

ownership is a significant variable in 

Aachen. This result is also confirmed 

by Çelik (2020) who found a posi-

tive relationship between property 

ownership and integration and inten-

tion to stay in Germany among Turk-

ish migrants. In the case of Aachen, 

on the other hand, female partici-

pants and participants who own a 

property have a higher URI score 

than the male participants and 

renters, respectively. In Aachen, 

younger participants and those with 

lower income have significantly lower 

URI than the older participants and 

the higher income groups.  

We think that constructing a 

strong urban-related identity func-

tions as an umbrella social identity 

through which migrants can relate to 

wider culture without ―risking‖ their 

other social identities. Cities, being 

not as large as a nation state or as 

small as a neighbourhood, seem to 

function as inclusive spatial units. 

They are ideal mixed settings for 

social interactions to feel belonging-

ness. Contrary to the national scale, 

cities do not limit the right of interac-

tion with the place for newcomers, as 

cities have a tradition of attracting 

people from elsewhere and integrat-

ing them. However, developing an 

urban-related identity requires time. 

Nevertheless, fostering positive feel-

ings and experiences, self-expression 

and appropriation possibilities for 

migrants would support urban-

related identity construction, and 

might accelerate the process. The 

―home‖ feeling one of our partici-

pants experienced once he saw Aa-

chen displayed on the road sign or 

the other participant defining himself 

as ―a child of The Hague‖ can only 

be possible if there is an inclusive 

urban atmosphere.  

Besides the positive effect of such 

an inclusive social environment, there 

are many other (contextual) varia-

bles to explain URI levels in different 

cities. It is a remarkable finding that 

women in Aachen have stronger URI. 

The role of citizenship might be re-
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lated to macro factors in a country, 

for example, if possessing double 

citizenship is possible or migrants 

have to choose just one nationality. 

On the other hand, the women‘s 

stronger URI level in Aachen might 

be related to the possibilities that the 

city offers the migrants. Providing 

relevant explanations about each 

URI predictor would exceed the limits 

of this article because our main aim 

was to indicate the positive effect of 

URI on positive attitudes, not the rea-

sons behind its development. In future 

studies, items of positive attitudes can 

be diversified. Research can be re-

peated in other European cities and 

on other migrant groups. In this way, 

not only can the other predictors of 

URI be determined but it is also pos-

sible to test whether self-

identification with a city always 

leads to developing such positive 

attitudes. 

 

Acknowledgment 

This article is based on a self-funded 

research project titled ―Place Attach-

ment and Urban-related Identity 

among Turkish Immigrants in the Ne-

therlands (The Hague) and Germany 

(Aachen): A Multidimensional Compa-

rison‖. The research was conducted 

by Dr. İlkay Südaş through the offi-

cial assignment of Ege University 

(Turkey) in 2018, upon the invitations 

of Dr. Ilse van Liempt and Prof. Dr. 

Carmella Pfaffenbach. We thank Dr. 

Mehmet Çelik and Berfim Karakeçili 

for their help during data collection 

and Dr. Duygu Güngör from Dokuz 

Eylül University Psychology Depar-

tment, for her invaluable help on 

statistical analysis.  

 

References 

Bilgin, N. (2011). Sosyal Düşüncede 

Kent Kimliği [City Identity in Social 

Thought] İdealkent. 2 (3), pp. 20-

47. 

Bilgin, N. (1999). Sosyal Psikolojide 

Yöntem ve Pratik Çalışmalar 

[Methods and Practices in Social 

Psychology] İzmir: Ege Üniversity 

Publications. 

Bruslé, T., Varrel, A. (2012). Introduc-

tion. Places on the Move: South 

Asian Migrations through a Spa-

tial Lens. South Asia Multidiscipli-

nary Academic Journal 

https://doi.org/10.4000/samaj.3

439  

Buhr, F. G. (2014). Spatial Integration 

of Migrants: A Brief Overview and 

Critique INTEGRIM Online Papers 

1/2014 

Centraal Bureau voor de Statistiek 

(CBS) (2018). Kerncijfers Wijken 

en Buurten. https://www.cbs.nl  

Cherti, M., Mc Neil, C. (2012). Re-

thinking Integration. Institute for 

Public Policy Research. London: 

Calouste Gulbenkian Foundation 

56

https://doi.org/10.4000/samaj.3439
https://doi.org/10.4000/samaj.3439
https://www.cbs.nl/


Vol. 19   •   no. 1   •   2023 

ISSN 2585-8955 (print)  •  ISSN 2585-8947 (online)  

        

 
 

Çelik, M. (2020). Investitions- und 

Aufwertungsprozesse in ethnischen 

Quartieren deutscher Großstädte. 

Formen, Akteuer/innen und Hinter-

gründe. Dissertation, RTWH 

Aachen. 

De Nardi, A. (2017). Landscape and 

sense of belonging to place: The 

relationship with everyday places 

in the experience of some mi-

grants living in Montebelluna 

(Northeastern Italy). Journal of Re-

search and Didactics in Geography, 

1, pp. 61–72. 

Dekker, R., Emilsson, H., Krieger, B., & 

Scholten, P. (2015). A Local Di-

mension of Integration Policies? A 

Comparative Study of Berlin, 

Malmö, and Rotterdam Interna-

tional Migration Review, 49(3), pp. 

633-658. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12

133 

De Paola, M., Brunello, G. (2016). 

Education as a Tool for the Eco-

nomic Integration of Migrants. IZA 

Discussion Papers, No. 9836, Insti-

tute for the Study of Labor (IZA), 

Bonn 

Den Haag in Cijfers. (2020).   

https://denhaag.incijfers.nl/jive?c

at_open_code=c923&lang=nl 

(Last accessed on Dec. 6th 2020)  

Dustmann, C., van Soest, A. (2002). 

Language and the Earnings of 

Immigrants Industrial and Labor 

Relations Review 55(3), pp. 473-

492. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/00197

9390205500305 

Dustmann, C., Frattini, T. (2011), Im-

migration: The European Experi-

ence, IZA Discussion Papers, No 

6261. Institute of Labour Econom-

ics (IZA) 

Entorf, H., Minoiu, N. (2005). What a 

Difference Immigration Policy 

Makes: A Comparison of PISA 

Scores in Europe and Traditional 

Countries of Immigration German 

Economic Review 6(3), pp.355-

376. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-

0475.2005.00137.x 

Egoz, S., de Nardi, A. (2017). Defin-

ing landscape justice: the role of 

landscape in supporting wellbeing 

of migrants, a literature review. 

Landscape Research, Supp1:S74–

S89 

https://doi.org/10.1080/01426

397.2017.1363880  

European Commission (2020). The EC 

reveals its new EU Action Plan on 

Integration and Inclusion (2021-

2027) European Web Site on In-

tegration. 

https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-

integration/news/ec-reveals-its-

new-eu-action-plan-integration-

and-inclusion-2021-2027_en  

Föbker, S., Imani, D., Nipper, J., Otto, 

M., & Pfaffenbach, C. (2016). 

Translocal Life and Integration of 

Highly-Skilled Migrants in Ger-

many. Erdkunde 70(2), pp.109–

57

https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12133
https://doi.org/10.1111/imre.12133
https://denhaag.incijfers.nl/jive?cat_open_code=c923&lang=nl
https://denhaag.incijfers.nl/jive?cat_open_code=c923&lang=nl
https://doi.org/10.1177/001979390205500305
https://doi.org/10.1177/001979390205500305
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0475.2005.00137.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-0475.2005.00137.x
https://doi.org/10.1080/01426397.2017.1363880
https://doi.org/10.1080/01426397.2017.1363880
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/ec-reveals-its-new-eu-action-plan-integration-and-inclusion-2021-2027_en
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/ec-reveals-its-new-eu-action-plan-integration-and-inclusion-2021-2027_en
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/ec-reveals-its-new-eu-action-plan-integration-and-inclusion-2021-2027_en
https://ec.europa.eu/migrant-integration/news/ec-reveals-its-new-eu-action-plan-integration-and-inclusion-2021-2027_en


Vol. 19   •   no. 1   •   2023 

ISSN 2585-8955 (print)  •  ISSN 2585-8947 (online)  

        

 
 

124. 

https://doi.org/10.3112/erdkun

de.2016.02.01 

Föbker, S., Temme, D. & Wiegandt, 

C. C. (2014). A Warm Welcome 

to Highly-Skilled Migrants: How 

Can Municipal Administrations 

Play Their Part?. Tijdschrift Voor 

Economische en Sociale Geografie. 

105, pp. 542–557. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12

112  

Ghorashi, H. (2005). Agents of 

Change or Passive Victims: The 

Impact of Welfare States (the 

Case of the Netherlands) on Ref-

ugees. Journal of Refugee Studies 

18(2), pp.181-198 

https://doi.org/10.1093/refuge/

fei020  

Göregenli, M. (2013). Çevre 

Psikolojisi: İnsan-Mekân İlişkileri 

[Environmental Psychology: Human 

and Space Relationships]. İstanbul: 

İstanbul Bilgi Üniversitesi 

Göregenli, M. (2014). Kente 

Entegrasyonun, Yer Kimliği, 

Bireycilik-Toplulukçuluk ve 

Kültürlenme Süreçleri Açısından 

İncelenmesi [Integration to the City: 

An Investigation in terms of Place 

Identity, Individualism-Collectivism 

and Acculturation Process] . The 

Scientific and Technological Re-

search Council of Turkey. TÜBİTAK 

1001 Final Project Report (Project 

No:111K249). 

Göregenli, M., Karakuş, P. (2014). 

The Relations between Socio-

Spatial Mobility and Urban-

related Identity: A Comparative 

Analysis of Internal Migrants and 

Host Culture Members in Six Big 

Cities of Turkey. 4th International 

Conference “Ecology of Urban Ar-

eas” Proceedings Book p.470-479  

Kaya, A. Kentel, F. (2005). Euro-

Turks: A Bridge or a Breach be-

tween Turkey and the EU? Brussels: 

CEPS. 

Kalali, P., Davison, G. (2017). Cul-

tural Representations in the Built 

Environment and Their Relation-

ship with Individuals' Place-

Identity. Spaces & Flows: An Inter-

national Journal of Urban & Extra 

Urban Studies 8(3):63-76 

https://doi.org/10.18848/2154-

8676/CGP/v08i03/63-76  

Kohlbacher, J., Reeger, U. & Schnell, 

P. (2015). Place Attachment and 

Social Ties: Migrants and Natives 

in Three Urban Settings in Vienna. 

Population, Space and Place, 21, 

pp. 446-462. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.19

23  

Konukoğlu, K., Üsten, E. & Güngör, D. 

(2020). The role of city identity 

and values in perceived threat 

from Syrian refugees: internal mi-

grant perspective. Turkish Journal 

of Psychology, 35, pp. 105-132. 

Korpela, K. M. (1989). Place identity 

as a product of environmental 

58

https://doi.org/10.3112/erdkunde.2016.02.01
https://doi.org/10.3112/erdkunde.2016.02.01
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12112
https://doi.org/10.1111/tesg.12112
https://doi.org/10.1093/refuge/fei020
https://doi.org/10.1093/refuge/fei020
https://doi.org/10.18848/2154-8676/CGP/v08i03/63-76
https://doi.org/10.18848/2154-8676/CGP/v08i03/63-76
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1923
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.1923


Vol. 19   •   no. 1   •   2023 

ISSN 2585-8955 (print)  •  ISSN 2585-8947 (online)  

        

 
 

self-regulation. Journal Environ-

mental Psychology, 9, pp. 241-

259. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-

4944(89)80038-6 

Kox, M., van Liempt, I. (2022). ―I 

Have to Start All Over Again‖. 

The Role of Institutional and Per-

sonal Arrival Infrastructures in 

Refugees‘ Home-making Processes 

in Amsterdam. Comparative Popu-

lation Studies. 47, pp. 165-184 

https://doi.org/10.12765/CPoS-

2022-07  

Kulich C, de Lemus S, Kosakowska-

Berezecka, N. & Lorenzi-Cioldi, F. 

(2017). Editorial: Multiple Identi-

ties Management: Effects on (of) 

Identification, Attitudes, Behavior 

and Well-Being. Frontiers in Psy-

chology. 8:2258. 

10.3389/fpsyg.2017.02258 

Kyrieri, K. (2011). The Role of Public 

Services in Promoting Migrant In-

tegration in Europe. EIPAscope 

01/2011. EIPAScope, 1, pp. 53-

57 

Lager, D., van Hoven, B. & Meijering, 

L. (2012). Places that Matter: 

Place Attachment and Wellbeing 

of Older Antillean Migrants in the 

Netherlands. European Spatial Re-

search and Policy 19(1), pp. 81-

94. 

https://doi.org/10.2478/v10105

-012-0007-6  

Lalli, M. (1992). Urban-related Iden-

tity: Theory, measurement and 

empirical findings. Journal of Envi-

ronmental Psychology 12, pp. 

285-303. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-

4944(05)80078-7  

Lalli, M. (1989). Stadtbezogene Iden-

tität: theoretische Präzisierung und 

empirische Operationalisierung. 

Institut für Psychologie Darmstadt, 

Bericht 

Linhard, T., Parsons, H. (2019). Map-

ping Migration, Identity and 

Space. London: Palgrave MacMil-

lan. 

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-

319-77956-0 

Lewicka, M. (2020). In search of 

roots: Restoring continuity in a 

mobile world. In L. C. Manzo, P. 

Devine-Wright (Eds.) Place At-

tachment: Advances in Theory, 

Methods and Applications 2nd Edi-

tion. pp 61-76 New York: 

Routledge. 

https://doi.org/10.4324/97804

29274442-4 

Lewicka, M. (2010). What makes 

neighbourhood different from 

home and city? Effects of place 

scale on place attachment. Journal 

of Environmental Psychology 

30:35–51. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.

2009.05.004  

Lewicka, M. (2008). Place attach-

ment, place identity, and place 

memory: Restoring the forgotten 

city past. Journal of Environmental 

59

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(89)80038-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(89)80038-6
https://doi.org/10.12765/CPoS-2022-07
https://doi.org/10.12765/CPoS-2022-07
https://doi.org/10.2478/v10105-012-0007-6
https://doi.org/10.2478/v10105-012-0007-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(05)80078-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(05)80078-7
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-77956-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-77956-0
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429274442-4
https://doi.org/10.4324/9780429274442-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2009.05.004


Vol. 19   •   no. 1   •   2023 

ISSN 2585-8955 (print)  •  ISSN 2585-8947 (online)  

        

 
 

Psychology. 28(3), pp. 209-231. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.

2008.02.001  

Lin, S., Wu, F. & Li, Z. (2021). Be-

yond neighbouring: Migrants' 

place attachment to their host cit-

ies in China. Population, Space and 

Place, 27(1), pp.1-13. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.23

74  

Maxwell, R. (2010). Evaluating Mi-

grant Integration: Political Atti-

tudes Across Generations in Eu-

rope. International Migration Re-

view 44(1):25–52. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-

7379.2009.00797.x 

Niewczas, K. (2017). Polscy migranci 

w Irlandii. Przywia˛zanie do miejs-

ca zamieszkania a strategie akul-

turacyjne. Unpublished MA Disser-

tation, University of Warsaw 

Peng J., Strijker D. & Wu, Q. (2020). 

Place identity: how far have we 

come in exploring its meanings? 

Frontiers in Psychology. 11:294. 

https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2

020.00294  

Proshansky, H. M., Fabian, A.K. & 

Kaminoff, R. (1983). Place-

identity: physical world socializa-

tion of the self. Journal of Envi-

ronmental Psychology. 3(1), pp. 

57-83. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-

4944(83)80021-8 

Rishbeth, C., Finney, N. (2006). Nov-

elty and nostalgia in urban green-

space: refugee perspectives. 

Tijdschrift voor Economische en So-

ciale Geografie, 97:281–295. 

https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-

9663.2006.00520.x  

Smith, P. D. (2012). City. A Guide-

book for The Urban Age. New 

York: Bloomsbury. 

Soja, E. (1989). Post Modern Geog-

raphies: The Reassertion of Space 

in Critical Social Theory, New 

York: Verso 

Stadt Aachen (2020). Dritter Sozi-

alentwicklungsplan. Eine integrierte 

Analyse der 60 Aachener Lebens-

räume. Aachen 

(www.aachen.de/sozialentwicklun

gsplan) 

Südaş, I., Zoğal, V., Kaba, B., Krause, 

U. (2021). Turkish Migrants‘ Ima-

ge of the City: The Cases of Aa-

chen (Germany) and The Hague 

(The Netherlands). Geografická 

Revue. 17 (2), pp. 29-60.  

https://doi.org/10.24040/GR.20

21.17.2.29-60 

Trąbka, A. (2019). From functional 

bonds to place identity: Place at-

tachment of Polish migrants living 

in London and Oslo. Journal of En-

vironmental Psychology, 62, pp. 

67–73. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.

2019.02.010  

van Liempt, I., Staring, R. 

(2021). Homemaking and Places 

of Restoration: Belonging within 

and Beyond Places assigned to 

60

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2008.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2008.02.001
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2374
https://doi.org/10.1002/psp.2374
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-7379.2009.00797.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1747-7379.2009.00797.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00294
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00294
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(83)80021-8
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0272-4944(83)80021-8
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9663.2006.00520.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-9663.2006.00520.x
https://doi.org/10.24040/GR.2021.17.2.29-60
https://doi.org/10.24040/GR.2021.17.2.29-60
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2019.02.010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvp.2019.02.010


Vol. 19   •   no. 1   •   2023 

ISSN 2585-8955 (print)  •  ISSN 2585-8947 (online)  

        

 
 

Syrian Refugees in the Nether-

lands. Geographical Re-

view. 111(2), pp.308-326. 

https://doi.org/10.1080/00167

428.2020.1827935  

Weiss, G., Adam, F., Föbker, S., Ima-

ni, D., Pfaffenbach, C., & Wie-

gandt, C. C. (2019). Angekommen 

in postmigrantischen Stadtgesell-

schaften? Eine Annäherung an 

subjektive Integrationsvorstellun-

gen von Geflüchteten und beruf-

lich oder ehrenamtlich in der 

Flüchtlingsbetreuung Tätigen. Ge-

ographica Helvetica. 74, 205–

221. 

https://doi.org/10.5194/gh-74-

205-2019  

Zapata-Barrero, R., Caponio, T. & 

Scholten, P. (2017). Theorizing the 

‗Local Turn‘ in a Multi-Level Gov-

ernance Framework of Analysis: A 

Case Study in Immigrant Policies. 

International Review of Administra-

tive Sciences 83(2), pp. 241–46. 

https://doi.org/10.1177/00208

52316688426  

 

 

 

  

61

https://doi.org/10.1080/00167428.2020.1827935
https://doi.org/10.1080/00167428.2020.1827935
https://doi.org/10.5194/gh-74-205-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/gh-74-205-2019
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852316688426
https://doi.org/10.1177/0020852316688426



