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(Portes and Rumbaut 2001; Alba and Nee 2003). This approach has numer-
ous drawbacks, including its inability to assess differences in real time spent
in America. What, for example, do we make of a nineteen-year-old, third-
generation Arab American who grew up in Beirut, or his seventy-year-old,
first-generation Arab American grandmother, who was born in Beirut, but has
lived continuously in the United States since she was five years old? Despite
obvious kinks in generational models, it is still widely assumed among Arabs
in Detroit, and among scholars who study them, that time spent in America
and being born in the United States have crucial effects on a person’s identity
and opportunities. The elaborate jargon Arab Americans use to describe each
other as newer or older shows how important time on the ground can be.
Detroit is home to thousands of “American borns,” “Amreeks,” “born heres”
(BHs), “born theres” (BTs), “old liners,” “boaters,” “Arab Arabs,” “American
Arabs,” “real Arabs,” “immigrants,” and “FOBs” (fresh off the boats).

To assess the effects of time in the United States, we have divided the DAAS
sample into first-, second-, and third-generation cohorts (see figure 2.2). The
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Figure 2.1 Country of Origin

Source: Baker et al. 2004.
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third generation, made up of individuals born in the United States with one
or two parents also born in the United States, represents only 9 percent of Arab
Detroit. The second generation, individuals born in the United States with
two parents born abroad, is 17 percent. The first generation, those born
abroad, is the largest group numerically, so we have broken it down by decade:
arrived in United States before 1969 (8 percent), between 1970 and 1979
(18 percent), between 1980 and 1989 (17 percent), between 1990 and 1995
(16 percent), and after 1995 (16 percent).

Note that 67 percent of Detroit’s adult Arab and Chaldean population
arrived after 1970. Overall, the community is remarkably new. Temporally,
the oldest, most well-established national subgroup is the Lebanese/Syrians;
the newest are the Yemenis. DAAS respondents of Lebanese or Syrian ances-
try are 31 percent U.S.-born, followed by Palestinians/Jordanians (27 per-
cent), Iraqis (21 percent), and Yemenis (11 percent). Of the 91 third-generation
Arab Americans in our sample, 65 percent are Lebanese or Syrians. By con-
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Figure 2.2 Generation and Decade of Arrival in United States
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trast, more than half of Yemenis (58 percent) are immigrants who arrived
after 1990.

RELIGION In matters of religious affiliation, as with national origin, Arab
Detroit is by no means representative of the Arab world (see chapter 4). Roughly
95 percent of Arabs living in the Middle East are Muslim, whereas those living
in greater Detroit are majority Christian. About 58 percent of DAAS respon-
dents are Christian and 42 percent are Muslim (see figure 2.3). The general 
non-Arab population in the Detroit area is more Christian (81 percent) but far
less Muslim (only 2 percent). Twelve percent of the larger population belongs
to other religious traditions, or claims no religious affiliation at all, whereas fewer
than 1 percent of Arabs and Chaldeans do not identify as Christian or Muslim.
Among Arab Christians, Catholics are the largest group (73 percent), followed
by Orthodox (24 percent), and Protestants (3 percent). Arab Muslims have a
Shi’i majority (56 percent), whereas Sunnis, who make up the vast majority of
Muslims in the Arab countries and worldwide, are 35 percent.
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Figure 2.3 Religion

Source: Baker et al. 2004.

Catholics
42%

Muslim
(42% of total)

Christian
(58% of total)

Orthodox
14%

Protestants
2%

Shi’a
23%

Sunnis
15%

Other
4%



opinion, and most Americans take it as an article of faith that less education
means less opportunity. The extent to which growing up in America changes
educational opportunities is evident in the DAAS results (see figure 2.5).
Among American-born Arabs and Chaldeans, only 6 percent are not high
school graduates, whereas more than one-third of those born abroad (36 per-
cent) have not completed high school. Seventy-three percent of the American
born have acquired at least some college education, a 29 percentage point dif-
ferential compared to immigrants. Yemenis are the least likely to have higher
education (only 4 percent do), followed by Iraqis (16 percent), then by
Palestinians/Jordanians (26 percent), and Lebanese/Syrians (28 percent). Men
are substantially more likely than women to have higher education.

Twenty-nine percent of DAAS respondents, versus 13 percent of the gen-
eral population, do not have a high school degree. Fourteen percent have
college degrees and 9 percent report advanced degrees (versus 17 percent and
10 percent in the overall population). Rates of college and advanced degrees
among American-born Arabs and Chaldeans are about the same as the general
population.
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Figure 2.4 Second Language at Home

Source: Baker et al. 2004.
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INCOME Immigrants and their children tend to be overrepresented among
both the poorest and the wealthiest of Americans, and Arabs are no exception
(see figure 2.6). The relatively high number of Arabs and Chaldeans without
a high school degree is reflected by the 25 percent with an annual family
income of less than $20,000. The proportion of the general population that
is this poor is 7 percentage points lower. On the other hand, 25 percent report
total family incomes of $100,000 or more per year, compared to 16 percent
in the larger population. Arabs and Chaldeans born in the United States are
more affluent still: 40 percent report an annual total family income of
$100,000 or more, and only 8 percent report less than $20,000 a year.

Uncommon Denominators
Backdrop 1 (immigrant characteristics) and backdrop 2 (incorporation meas-
ures) play critical roles in Arab American identity formation. They narrow the
meaning of Arab and American in ways that are useful to individuals and groups,
yet they also represent divisions and (invidious) distinctions that can make col-
lective action, and pan-Arab solidarities, hard to achieve. In Detroit, it is clear
that a wealthy, college-educated, Anglophone, Christian, third-generation
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Figure 2.5 Education by Place of Birth

Source: Baker et al. 2004.
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Lebanese American man is located in social fields dramatically unlike those
open to a poor, Arabic-speaking, Muslim, first-generation, Yemeni immigrant
woman who is neither a high school graduate nor a U.S. citizen. These indi-
viduals cannot speak to each other without a translator; they do not live in the
same neighborhood; they would encounter great resistance from their families
if they tried to marry each other. In all likelihood, their paths will never cross.
Yet, as we will see, odds are very good that both believe they are Arab Americans,
that they belong to a community, and that they share a broad range of sensi-
bilities and attachments.

Backdrops 1 and 2 also expand the meaning of Arab and American in ways
that are useful and complicated. Whatever our Yemeni woman and Lebanese
man have in common as Arab Americans, it is clear that they have just as much
and perhaps more in common with other people who live in the United States.
They belong to larger Christian and Muslim communities that cannot be
described simply as Arab. They have values and skills that connect them to
working-class Americans or to suburban professionals. The Lebanese man
posts comments on the New York Times website; the Yemeni woman shares
food and babysitting responsibilities with her Bangladeshi and African American
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Figure 2.6 Total Family Income in Metropolitan Detroit

Source: Baker et al. 2004.
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describes you better.” Their responses included Chaldean, just American,
Iraqi, Egyptian Christian, Arabic, Lebanese American, American Lebanese,
and other permutations of national, regional, and religious labels.

Christians were less likely than Muslims to accept the Arab American label,
and this distinction is related to the large number of Christians who are of Iraqi
origin (see figure 2.7). Although 61 percent of all Christians in the DAAS sam-
ple thought the term described them accurately, only 45 percent of Iraqi
Christians did. Iraqi Christians in the Detroit area are mostly Chaldean
Catholics, an Aramaic and Arabic-speaking group whose leaders and organi-
zations are known locally for insisting on their non-Arab status. If Chaldeans
are factored out of the sample, the proportion of DAAS respondents who
accept Arab American identity rises to more than 80 percent. Moreover, half
of all Chaldeans born abroad accept the Arab American label; it is American-
born Chaldeans who, at 74 percent, overwhelmingly reject it. By contrast,
only 30 percent of Christians from Lebanon and Syria (mostly Maronites) and
Egypt (mostly Copts) wanted to be called something other than Arab American.
Muslims, regardless of national origin, welcomed the term. More than 80 per-
cent said it described them.
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Figure 2.7 Percentage Accepting Arab American by Country of
Origin and Religion

Source: Baker et al. 2004.

Christians Muslims Christians Muslims Muslims Christians Muslims

Lebanon/Syria Iraq Yemen Palestine/Jordan

0

20

40

60

80

100%

30%
17%

55%

10%
19%

6%

32%

70%
83%

45%

90%
81%

94%

68%

Do not accept Arab American label Accept Arab American label



differently from that asked by the U.S. Census. The DAAS did not recode
write-in responses—Arab, Palestinian—as white when the respondent did not
check the white box. A DAAS respondent who described herself as other, then
specified that she was Iraqi, would not be placed in the white category (as she
would be by U.S. Census coders) but would be recorded as other (and Iraqi).

The choice of white or other is not random (see figure 2.8). Well over 
90 percent of Arab Americans chose one of these two identities, but only 
2 percent chose both. Those choosing two identities are counted in both cat-
egories. The 64 percent majority who identified as white were more likely to
be Christians and to live in middle- and upper middle-class suburbs, inter-
spersed among a white majority population. The 33 percent who identified as
other were more likely to live in the heavily concentrated Muslim enclaves of
Dearborn, Dearborn Heights, and adjacent neighborhoods. In the Dearborn
area, 46 percent of respondents called themselves other, versus 27 percent who
live elsewhere. Whereas 73 percent of Christians identify as white, only 50 per-
cent of Muslims do.

Religion and residence are not the only important variables. Arabs and
Chaldeans born in America, and those with U.S. citizenship, are more likely
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Figure 2.8 Racial Identity

Source: Baker et al. 2004.
Note: Percentages do not add up to 100 percent because some people chose more than one 
identity.
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Table 2.1 Coefficients from Regression of English Fluency, Education, and Income on Immigrant
Characteristics (Backdrop 1) and Incorporation Measures (Backdrop 2)

English 
Fluency Education Income

Less than
(Immigrants High High Some College Less than $20,000 to $50,000 to

Only) School School College Degree $20,000 $49,999 $99,999

Iraqi –1.17* 2.84*** 1.16* 1.39** .41 .35 –.25 –.35 
(.535) (.800) (.576) (.530) (.546) (.569) (.442) (.413)

Yemeni –1.52** 3.73*** 1.82* –.96 –.87 .19 .03 –.82
(.579) (1.085) (.919) (.899) (1.094) (.667) (.565) (.620)

Palestinian .11 2.50** 1.25 1.04 .75 –.23 –.26 –.21
(.633) (.872) (.652) (.611) (.620) (.637) (.484) (.447)

Lebanese/Syrian .17 2.16** .45 .47 –.17 .18 –.11 –.28
(.548) (.792) (.553) (.503) (.513) (.570) (.436) (.404)

U.S. Citizen — –.59 –.42 –.49 –.21 –1.12*** –.92** –.28
(.508) (.510) (.496) (.529) (.309) (.307) (.347)

U.S.-Born — –.81 .52 1.06*** .45 –1.24*** –.83*** –.37
(.439) (.352) (.325) (.357) (.324) (.245) (.222)

Muslim –.86** –.59 –.19 .10 .14 .79** .20 –.05
(.292) (.409) (.388) (.364) (.392) (.309) (.271) (.267)

Male –.70*** .98** .79** .64* .29 .001 .06 –.03
(.206) (.317) (.304) (.287) (.313) (.227) (.205) (.202)

Years in U.S. .05*** — — — — — — —
(.010)



English fluency — –17.76*** –15.99*** –15.28*** –14.9*** –.82** .28 1.35**
(.592) (.627) (.655) (.000) (.316) (.377) (.475)

Income $50,000 + — –3.08*** –2.75*** –2.33*** –2.13*** — — —
(.494) (.486) (.655) (.496)

College — — — — — –2.00*** –1.04*** –.51*
(.355) (.242) (.219)

Constant 2.56*** 17.42*** 17.12*** 16.59** 16.56*** 1.57* 1.13 –.34
(.638) (1.162) (1.051) (1.039) (13.29) (.738) (.640) (.713)

R2 .229 .399 .282
N 706 856 856

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: English fluency is a dummy variable, 1 = speaking English well or very well, 0=speaking English not very well or not well at all. The coefficients
result from a binary logit model. Results for reading English and writing English are similar, and thus not shown here. Because 99 percent of those born
in the U.S. report speaking English well or very well, this analysis is performed only for immigrants.
The coefficients result from a multinomial logit model, where the reference category is education = advanced degree (post-BA).
The coefficients result from a multinomial logit model, where the reference category is total family income = $100,000 +.
Years in U.S. is a continuous variable, measured by years since immigration to the United States.
When used as an independent variable, income is measured as a dummy variable, family income >$50,000 = 1 and family income <$50,000 = 0. Results
are consistent with income measured as a four-category variable (under $20,000, $20,000 to $49,999, $50,000 to $99,999, and $100,000 +).
When used as an independent variable, education is measured as a dummy variable, BA or higher =1, less than a BA = 0. Results are consistent with
education measured as a five-category variable (less than a high school diploma, high school graduate, some college, BA, and advanced degree).
Nagelkerke R2

*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05. Standard errors in parentheses.



With the exception of Iraqis, half of whom resist the Arab American label,
more than 75 percent of those from Yemen, Palestine/Jordan, and Lebanon/
Syria embrace it. Citizens and noncitizens accept the label at a rate of 70 per-
cent; the same is true of those born in the United States (71 percent) and those
born abroad (66 percent). In statistical analyses, the appeal of Arab American
identity seems not to be affected by levels of income or education, by levels of
English fluency, or by citizenship and birthplace. Table 2.2 shows that only
being Muslim or Palestinian significantly increases the potential for accepting
an Arab American identity. As a platform on which to build panethnic soli-
darities, Arab American identity currently has no rival in Detroit. Yet, in its
most generic and inclusive forms, Arab Americanness contains, overlaps, and
is frequently at odds with dozens of identity options that do not privilege
Arabness, Chaldean being the most prominent.

RACE The DAAS examined racial identities by first asking a question drawn
from the U.S. Census: “What is your race? (Check all that apply): 1. White;
2. Black, African American, or Negro; 3. American Indian or Alaska Native;
4. Asian; 5. Pacific Islander; 6. Other (Specify).” (U.S. Bureau of the Census
2003)

Arabs are officially defined as white by the U.S. Census—80 percent were
coded as such in the 2000 census (U.S. Bureau of the Census 2003)—but not
all Arab Americans accept or are even aware of this status. Scholars who study
Arab American identity have shown how flexible and contested the labels
applied to Arabic-speaking immigrants have been over the last century, rang-
ing from Asian to Semite to Caucasian (Samhan 1999; Naber 2000; Gaultieri
2001). To avoid forced categorizations, the DAAS race question was analyzed
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Table 2.2 Coefficients from Regression of Arab American and
White Racial Identity on Immigrant Characteristics
(Backdrop 1) and Incorporation Measures (Backdrop 2)

Arab American Identity White Racial Identity

Iraqi −1.045** (.360) −.224 (.365)

Yemeni –.449 (.466) –.144 (.445)
Palestinian 1.102* (.459) –.059 (.397)
Lebanese/Syrian .053 (.369) .427 (.366)
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Table 2.2 (continued)

Arab American Identity White Racial Identity

U.S. citizen .281 (.221) .410* (.208)
U.S.-born –.127 (.210) –.009 (.216)
Muslim .739*** (.232) –.747** (.258)
Male –.044 (.166) –.219 (.164)
English fluency –.217 (.269) .066 (.252)
Family income

Less than $20,000 .265 (.268) .728** (.261)
$20,000 to $49,999 .192 (.235) .080 (.230)
$50,000 to $99,999 .387 (.233) .620** (.238)

Education
Less than high school .136 (.361) –.627 (.378)
High school .190 (.350) –.545 (.369)
Some college –.157 (.327) –.648 (.353)
College degree .057 (.362) –.202 (.383)

Dearborn resident — –.953*** (.226)
Complexion

Dark — –1.406*** (.331)
Medium — –.897*** (.169)

Constant .777 (.571) 1.809** (.587)
R2 .184 .220
N 844 827

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Arab American identity is a dummy variable, 1 = “The term ‘Arab American’ describes
me” and 0 = “The term ‘Arab American’ does not describe me.” The coefficients come from a
binary logit model.
White racial identity is a dummy variable, 1 = “white” checked in answer to the question, “What
is your race?” and 0 = “white” not checked. The coefficients come from a binary logit model.
Family income is measured as a four-category variable; the reference category is income =
$100,000+.
Education is measured as a five-category variable; the reference category is education =
advanced degree.
Complexion is determined by the interviewer’s assessment of the respondent’s complexion in
three categories: dark or very dark, medium, and light or very light. The reference category is
complexion = light or very light.
Nagelkerke R2

*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05. Standard errors in parentheses.



Likewise, the percentage of negative experiences reported by Muslims, 20 per-
cent, though higher than those reported by Arab Christians (13 percent) is less
than half of those reported nationwide, 42 percent (Muslim) and 16 percent
(Christian) (DAAS 2003, Zogby International 2002). And, in an unusual turn
of events, the more fluent in English DAAS respondents were, the more likely
they were after the attacks to report having had a bad experience related to
their race or ethnicity (see figure 3.2).

Similarly, although Muslims in Detroit (71 percent) and elsewhere (82 per-
cent) report greater worries about their future in the United States than
Christian Arabs (39 percent in Detroit and 57 percent nationally), Michigan
Arab populations overall report significantly less (43 percent) than the national
average (66 percent). Christians nationally (58 percent) and in Detroit (30 per-
cent) were more willing to trade civil liberties for security than Muslims were,
presumably because they did not feel as implicated in the 9/11 attacks (see
chapter 7). Detroit Muslims, however, were significantly less likely (6 percent)
to accept this compromise than Muslims nationwide (35 percent). Finally,
although the percentage of foreign-born Arab Detroiters (55 percent) who
worry about their future is greater than that of the American-born (46 percent),
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Note: *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < 0.5.
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this percentage is still significantly lower than national figures. Only 19 per-
cent of Detroit’s foreign-born Arab population was willing to trade civil lib-
erties for security, less than half the national average of 51 percent (DAAS
2003, Zogby International 2002).

DAAS findings suggest that participation in ethnic associations correlates
directly to greater empowerment among Arab Detroiters. Of DAAS respon-
dents, 39 percent report being involved in an Arab ethnic association, includ-
ing advocacy groups like ADC, the Yemeni Benevolent Association, or the
Chaldean Federation. These organizations act as gateways to a larger political
world, linking local residents to mainstream institutions at the local, regional,
and national levels. Police departments, elected officials, service providers,
churches, universities, marketers, and many others go through Detroit’s com-
munity organizations when hoping to reach local Arab Americans. Sometimes
ethnic associations act as surrogates for the communities they represent,
monopolizing contacts and resources, but they also act as conduits through
which incorporation is pursued (Howell 2000; Jamal 2005; Shryock 2004).
Among DAAS respondents, participation in ethnic associations is linked to
both positive and negative post-9/11 outcomes. The 39 percent who reported
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Note: *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < 0.5.
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participating in ethnic associations had different experiences than those who
reported active membership (or regular attendance) in churches, mosques, or
village clubs. For example, when compared to nonmembers, members of eth-
nic associations were 15 percent more likely to have reported experiencing an
act of solidarity by a non-Arab after the 9/11 attacks (43 percent to 27 per-
cent), less likely to express confidence in the federal government (43 percent
to 59 percent), and less likely to think Arabs and Muslims accused of support-
ing terrorism could receive a fair trial (44 percent to 55 percent). Nonetheless,
members of ethnic associations were also far more likely to contact a govern-
ment official to express an opinion on a political issue (16 percent) than Arabs
who do not belong to such groups (6 percent). Membership in an Arab eth-
nic association brings with it greater skepticism about the American political
system. It also brings increased opportunity to engage, sometimes produc-
tively, with mainstream political institutions (see figure 3.3).
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Note: *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < 0.5.
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in the United States, however, are more likely to be in both the highest and low-
est commitment categories, a pattern found among immigrant populations gen-
erally (Levitt 2004; Warner and Wittner 1998). Lebanese and Syrian Christians
are more likely to be in the secular category than others, whereas Iraqis, espe-
cially Iraqi Chaldeans, tend more toward the high commitment category, per-
haps because their populations are somewhat more recently arrived than Syrian
and Lebanese Christian populations are.

In terms of church attendance, 48 percent of Christians attend church
almost every week or more than once a week, and those who are most com-
mitted to practicing their faith are also more likely to be in this high atten-
dance category. Christians in the most secular category tend to attend church
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Table 4.1 Religious Attendance and Religious Commitment

Attend Attend Religious Religious 
Religious Religious Commitment Commitment 

Institutions Institutions (Low-High) (Low-High) 
(Christians) (Muslims) (Christians) (Muslims)

Gender (female) −0.348** 0.534*** 0.171** 0.113
(0.131) (0.164) (0.069) (0.078)

Education −0.027 −0.045 −0.026 −0.013
(0.059) (0.070) (0.029) (0.035)

Income 0.025 −0.102 −0.033 −0.003
(0.072) (0.090) (0.037) (0.045)

Immigrant −0.046 0.111 0.154** 0.011
cohort (0.105) (0.134) (0.060) (0.070)

Citizen −0.451* 0.272 0.064 −0.168
(0.219) (0.203) (0.133) (0.096)

Constant −3.595*** −3.036*** −0.957*** −1.400***
(0.390) (0.459) (0.229) (0.229)

Observations 481 351 483 353
R2 0.03 0.06 0.06 0.02
Adj R2 0.02 0.04 0.05 0.01

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



political protesting and petitioning, activities that bespeak Muslim frustration
with the political system rather than, or in addition to, their active engagement
as citizens. This is especially true of both high commitment and more secular
Muslims. Those with less religious commitment also vote more frequently when
they regularly attend mosques (see tables 4.2 and 4.3).

To look at religious and ethnic identity, our second set of dependent vari-
ables, we constructed two indices. The first measured religious identity and the
second Arab American ethnicity. Each is constructed using three questions.
For religious identity, we included three statements: “I identify with other
Muslim/Christian Americans”; “being Muslim/Christian American is a major
factor in my social relations”; and “for others to know me as I really am, it is
important for them to know that I am Muslim/Christian American.”10 In terms
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Table 4.2 Political Participation Among Christians

Vote Petition Protest Contribute Written

Church −0.056 −0.080 0.034 −0.120 −0.035
attendance (0.092) (0.100) (0.165) (0.128) (0.119)

Religious 0.136 0.175 0.572 0.547** 0.436
commitment (0.195) (0.213) (0.396) (0.245) (0.308)

Gender −0.114 0.200 −0.333 0.255 −0.302
(female) (0.251) (0.262) (0.407) (0.326) (0.337)

Education 0.548*** 0.450*** 0.217 0.390*** 0.573***
(0.110) (0.103) (0.125) (0.127) (0.140)

Income 0.086 0.427*** 0.134 0.779*** 0.359**
(0.127) (0.140) (0.161) (0.195) (0.172)

Immigrant −0.656*** −1.355*** −0.588 −0.808*** −1.090***
cohort (0.192) (0.244) (0.377) (0.248) (0.275)

Citizen 3.512*** 0.166 0.378 1.068 −0.216
(1.029) (0.654) (1.157) (1.092) (1.090)

Constant −4.568*** −2.644*** −3.747* −6.648*** −3.929***
(1.176) (0.982) (1.961) (1.630) (1.303)

Observations 479 481 481 481 481

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05



of ethnic identity, we first ask if the term Arab American describes the person.
If the answer was yes, we asked if the person agreed with the following state-
ments: “I identify with other Arab Americans”; “being Arab American is a
major factor in my social relations”; and “for others to know me as I really am,
it is important for them to know that I am Arab American.”11 The question
about strength of identification as Arab American was not asked of those who
do not identify this way (30 percent). Christians with a high level of religious
commitment and those who attend church frequently are much more likely
to identify as Christian Americans and to identify strongly with other
Christians. The same is true of Muslims who are highly committed and attend
mosque frequently. They are more likely to identify as and with Muslim
Americans. Contrary to expectation, however, strong religious commitment
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Table 4.3 Political Participation Among Muslims

Vote Petition Protest Contribute Written

Mosque 0.073 −0.836*** −0.480*** 0.358* −0.566
attendance (0.129) (0.200) (0.136) (0.177) (0.305)

Religious −0.068 −1.325*** −0.122 0.223 −0.790
commitment (0.247) (0.324) (0.251) (0.307) (0.439)

Gender 0.025 0.689 0.405 −0.059 0.332
(female) (0.305) (0.425) (0.357) (0.509) (0.665)

Education 0.027 0.838*** 0.273* 0.628*** 0.834***
(0.136) (0.180) (0.124) (0.167) (0.238)

Income 0.437** 0.575** 0.035 0.835*** −0.193
(0.170) (0.217) (0.169) (0.266) (0.367)

Immigrant −0.374 −0.940*** −0.181 −0.283 −0.810
cohort (0.237) (0.303) (0.284) (0.337) (0.481)

Citizen 1.699 0.810 0.841 1.540
— (0.894) (0.490) (0.887) (1.184)

Constant −1.129 −1.943 −1.389 −8.715*** −2.733
(0.936) (1.270) (1.031) (1.752) (1.428)

Observations 237 350 349 350 350

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



and frequent church attendance have little bearing on Christian identification
with Arab American ethnicity. Pious, mosque-attending Muslims, by con-
trast, are much more likely to identify strongly as and with Arab Americans.
Religiosity among Muslims reinforces Arab American and religious identities
simultaneously, but among Christians religiosity and church attendance have
mixed consequences for Arab American identification (see table 4.4).

BELIEF AND BELONGING 119

Table 4.4 Arab and Religious Identity Among Christians and Muslims

Arab Arab Religious Religious
Identity Identity Identity Identity

(Christians) (Muslims) (Christians) (Muslims)

Religious −0.052 −0.120*** −0.152*** −0.192***
attendance (0.042) (0.041) (0.034) (0.036)

Religious commitment 0.074 0.201***
(Christians) (0.097) (0.065)

Gender 0.183 0.217* −0.008 0.314***
(female) (0.109) (0.096) (0.089) (0.094)

Education −0.046 0.058 −0.043 0.052
(0.041) (0.044) (0.040) (0.038)

Income −0.001 0.094 −0.037 0.024
(0.051) (0.059) (0.042) (0.048)

Immigrant cohort 0.214* 0.043 0.092 0.007
(0.094) (0.075) (0.069) (0.071)

Citizen 0.359 −0.005 −0.018 0.014
(0.199) (0.124) (0.135) (0.108)

Religious commitment 0.225*** 0.435***
(Muslims) (0.078) (0.083)

Constant 2.484*** 2.566*** 3.242*** 2.355***
(0.417) (0.324) (0.278) (0.298)

Observations 309 288 471 349
R2 0.06 0.15 0.13 0.28
Adjusted R2 0.04 0.13 0.11 0.27

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



Chaldeans with a high commitment to their faith are more likely to write
letters to their representatives, but not to engage in other forms of political
behavior. For them, strong religious commitment contributes to the strength
of their identification as Christians, but piety does not in itself discourage their
identification as Arab Americans. Frequent church attendance also has little
bearing on their political incorporation, though education and income do.
Higher income Chaldeans are more likely to find the media biased against Arab
Americans. Chaldeans who have been in the United States longer participate
more in the political process, but are less likely to identify as Arab Americans,
a point that backs up our earlier assertion that Chaldean distinctiveness from
other Arabs is nurtured in Detroit, though not, as we had expected, by partic-
ipation in Chaldean rite churches.
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Table 4.5 Worry, Discrimination, and Bias Among Christians

Media Bias Media Bias
Worry Fair Trial Against Arabs Against Muslims

Church 0.208** 0.075 0.139 0.239***
attendance (0.097) (0.086) (0.088) (0.090)

Religious 0.191 0.254 0.119 0.101
commitment (0.198) (0.177) (0.196) (0.180)

Gender 0.351 −0.403 0.403 −0.081
(female) (0.253) (0.219) (0.230) (0.226)

Education −0.134 −0.021 0.135 −0.009
(0.106) (0.092) (0.097) (0.095)

Income −0.015 −0.038 0.314*** 0.141
(0.123) (0.112) (0.121) (0.115)

Immigrant 0.159 0.291 −0.512** −0.676***
cohort (0.205) (0.177) (0.202) (0.193)

Citizen −0.198 0.307 −0.093 0.032
(0.422) (0.373) (0.483) (0.425)

Constant −1.363 −0.041 −2.616*** −0.769
(0.871) (0.749) (0.838) (0.764)

Observations 377 455 471 456

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



Lebanese and Syrian Christians, on the other hand, are more likely to con-
tribute to political campaigns when they have a high commitment to their
faith. Those who attend church more frequently vote in higher percentages
than others. High religious commitment also encourages strong Christian
identification. Church attendance, however, discourages concern about Arabs
receiving a fair trial in the United States. Thus we see that, among Lebanese
and Syrian Christians, churches can indeed act as a slight wedge between
Christian and Muslim concerns, whereas among Palestinian Christians no such
effect is present. Palestinian Christians look like Christians as a whole on the
question of political incorporation. Education, income, and time in America—
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Table 4.6 Worry, Discrimination, and Bias Among Muslims

Media Bias 
Against Arab Media Bias

Worry Fair Trial Americans Against Muslims

Mosque 0.024 0.023 −0.236* −0.181
attendance (0.131) (0.107) (0.103) (0.116)

Religious 1.017*** −0.375 0.142 0.556**
commitment (0.270) (0.219) (0.208) (0.234)

Gender 0.553 −0.483 0.041 0.511
(0.314) (0.265) (0.272) (0.287)

Education 0.466*** −0.328*** 0.484*** 0.593***
(0.152) (0.117) (0.112) (0.129)

Income 0.326 −0.564*** 0.322** 0.516***
(0.207) (0.158) (0.137) (0.157)

Immigrant 0.377 −0.512** −0.307 −0.099
cohort (0.286) (0.236) (0.233) (0.234)

Citizen 0.319 0.293 −0.293 −0.497
(0.382) (0.328) (0.326) (0.331)

Constant −3.773*** 3.421*** −0.788 −2.321**
(1.157) (0.985) (0.894) (0.960)

Observations 287 328 335 338

Source: Detroit Arab American Study 2003.
Note: Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



East, North Africa, Central Asia, Pakistan, Bangladesh, Indonesia, Malaysia,
parts of India) tends to be in the lower-left quadrant. The four Arab nations
(Jordan, Egypt, Morocco, and Algeria) are a tight group inside the Middle
East cluster. Turkey is the most secular nation in the Middle East cluster,
almost at the same position on the traditional-secular dimension as the United
States. This location makes sense, given that Turkey is an officially secular soci-
ety with a republican parliamentary democracy.

Other analysts have demonstrated that nations cluster in patterns based, in
part, on similar levels of economic development (Inglehart and Baker 2000;
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
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ing five cohorts of immigration. None of these had a significant effect on 
traditional-secular values or survival–self-expression values.

Language is both a marker of cultural membership and a tool for negotiat-
ing the social, economic, and political environment. Arab Americans whose
preferred or only language is Arabic (Arabic speakers) may be stigmatized by
the general population, compared to those whose preferred or only language
is English (English speakers). Arabic speakers would be shielded from the cul-
tural influence of mainstream American society and less able to negotiate the
wider environment, which, in the post-9/11 era, would be a source of insecu-
rity. Accordingly, we find Arab Americans who speak Arabic as their only or
preferred language are more survival oriented and less self-expression oriented
than those who speak English as their only or preferred language. This signif-
icant effect is virtually the same for all Arab Americans and for Arab immi-
grants. However, language is not associated with traditional-secular values:
English and Arabic speakers have similar traditional values.

A common stereotype is that the values of Muslims and Christians are
somehow different. We find, however, that Arab Muslims and Arab Christians
have similar traditional values. This similarity holds for all Arab Americans
and for Arab immigrants. In contrast, the values of Christians in the general
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
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population are considerably more traditional than the values of non-
Christians. This means that the traditional values of Christians in the general
population are closer to the traditional values of Arab Muslims and Arab
Christians than they are to non-Christians in the general population. This
similarity is shown in figure 5.3. However, religious differences in the Arab
American population are associated with differences on the survival–self-
expression values dimension: Arab Christians are somewhat more self-expression
oriented and less survival oriented than Arab Muslims. This difference makes
sense, given that Muslims are the focus of suspicion, surveillance, and investi-
gation (see, for example, chapter 2, this volume). Surprisingly, this difference
between Muslims and Christians disappears when we restrict our analysis to
Arab immigrants. The values of immigrant Arab Muslims and Christians do
not differ on the survival–self-expression dimension; nor do they differ on
the traditional-secular dimension.

We expected that those living in the Dearborn–Dearborn Heights enclave
would have different values than those living outside of it. This enclave is
both an immigrant enclave and an ethnic community, according to John
Logan, Richard Alba, and Wenquan Zhang’s typology of segregated neigh-
borhoods (2002). As an immigrant enclave, it is a destination for relatively
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Note: Line for DAAS shows Arab Christians versus Arab Muslims.
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NOTES

1. Specifically, we combine data from the 2003 Detroit Arab American Study
(DAAS); the 2003 Detroit Area Study (DAS), a survey of the general population
living in the same region; and the World Values Surveys (WVS), the largest system-
atic attempts ever made to document values, attitudes, and beliefs around the world.
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Ten-point response scale for justifiability of abortion, where 1 = can never be justified 
and 10 = can always be justified. Ten-point response scale for importance of God, where 1 = 
not at all important and 10 = very important.
Each dot represents the average scores for a given population.
Diagonal line represents best linear fit between two items (correlation = .900).
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The effect of religious-cultural heritage is evident in the global map (figure 5.1).
Nations with similar heritages tend to cluster together: historically Protestant
Europe, Catholic Europe, English speaking nations, Confucian, ex-Communist,
Orthodox, South Asia, Middle East (including the four Arab nations), Latin
America, and Africa. Of course, various other historical factors matter and com-
pose the religious-cultural heritage of a nation (for example, see Moaddel 2005).
Together, religious-cultural heritage and level of human development make up
the formative experiences of peoples around the world, explaining a considerable
amount of cross-cultural variation in values (Inglehart and Baker 2000).
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Table 5.1 Human Development Index for Selected Nations, 2003

Western Nations Middle Eastern Nations
1 Norway 44 Qatar
2 Iceland 46 Kuwait
3 Sweden 48 United Arab Emirates
4 Australia 73 Saudi Arabia
5 Netherlands 79 Oman
6 Belgium 83 Lebanon
7 United States 90 Jordan
8 Canada 96 Turkey
10 Switzerland 98 Occupied Palestinian Territories
11 Denmark 106 Iran
12 Ireland 107 Algeria
13 United Kingdom 110 Syria
14 Finland 120 Egypt
15 Luxembourg 126 Morocco
16 Austria 148 Yemen
17 France
18 Germany
19 Spain
20 New Zealand
21 Italy
23 Portugal

Average Human Development Average Human Development 
Rank = 11.7 Rank = 91.6

Source: United Nations Development Programme 2003.



of values. For purposes of comparison, we conduct a similar analysis for mem-
bers of the general population. Our use of the cultural maps allowed us to make
comparisons considering the two dimensions together, but we now analyze
each dimension separately.

We consider three groups of characteristics or experiences that may be
related to variations in values. The first group includes markers or indicators
of cultural membership—legal citizenship, place of birth (United States ver-
sus other), language (English or Arabic), religion (Christian or Muslim), and
residence (inside or outside the Dearborn and Dearborn Heights enclave). The
second group includes experiences after 9/11, positive and negative, and
harassment or discrimination experienced by a person or a person’s family dur-
ing the two years after 9/11. The third group includes various sociodemo-
graphic variables, such as age, education, household income, race, gender,
marital status, and country of birth or ancestry. Table 5.2 provides statistical
results comparing Arab Americans and the general population; table 5.3 pre-
sents statistical results for immigrant Arab Americans.
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Table 5.2 Statistical Results, Arab Americans and General Public

Arab Americans (DAAS) General Population (DAS)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values

Cultural membership
U.S. citizenship −.060 .171* — —

(.066) (.079)
U.S.-born .067 .444*** .334* .446**

(.067) (.126) (.127) (.122)
Language (English) −.010 .206** — —

(.063) (.075)
Religion (Christian) −.023 .132* −.306** −.020 

(.080) (.067) (.095) (.083)
Residence (outside .061 −.120 .062 .255* 
enclave, DAAS; (.072) (.068) (.099) (.075)
outside Detroit, 
DAS)
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(Table continues on p.146.)

Experiences related 
to 9/11 — —
Bad experience −.021 −.157* — —

(.069) (.064)
Received support −.034 .253*** — —

(.044) (.057)

Harassment in last 
two years
Type 1 (verbal insults, .097 −.195** .008 −.005 
threatening gestures) (.069) (.065) (.085) (.092)

Type 2 (vandalism, .211* .050 −.242 −.179 
loss of employment, (.096) (.090) (.118) (.120)
physical attack).

Sociodemographics
Education .084*** .042 .117*** −.004 

(.023) (.023) (.031) (.037)
Household income .003 .104*** .013 .165** 

(.031) (.032) (.048) (.048)
Working now −.018 .101 .141 .160 

(.050) (.071) (.098) (.074)
Youth (18 to 25) −.027 −.052 .362* −.256 

(.083) (.089) (.144) (.116)
Middle age (26 to 54) .176** −.133 .084 −.066 

(.061) (.095) (.080) (.087)
Gender (male) −.022 −.003 .200* −.199* 

(.042) (.053) (.077) (.074)
Race (white) −.142** .052 .187 .275* 

(.048) (.063) (.131) (.098)

Table 5.2 (continued)

Arab Americans (DAAS) General Population (DAS)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values
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Marital status −.184* .058 −.090 .143 
(married) (.075) (.081) (.082) (.084)

Birth or ancestry
Lebanon-Syria .048 .130* — —

(.075) (.085)
Palestine-Jordan .013 .144 — —

(.080) (.089)
Other country −.019 .203* — —

(.092) (.082)

Constant −.898** −.536*** −1.095*** .082 
(.174) (.155) (.210) (.167)

Adjusted R2 .090 .301 .168 .209
N of observations 1016 1016 508 508

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: U.S. citizenship is a dummy variable, 1 = U.S. citizen, 0 = not citizen (DAAS only).
Because 96 percent of the general population are U.S. citizens, this variable is not included in
the analysis for the DAS.
Language is a dummy variable, indicating the language of the interview, 1 = English, 
0  = Arabic. This variable is not applicable to the DAS because all interviews were in English.
Gender is a dummy variable, 1 = male, 0 = female.
Religion is a dummy variable. For DAS, Christian = 1, 0 = other. For DAAS, 1 = Christian, 
0 = Muslim.
Residence is a dummy variable. For DAS, 1 = other, 0 = Detroit. For DAAS, 1 = outside
enclave, 0 = Dearborn–Dearborn Heights (enclave).
Omitted category for country of birth-ancestry is Iraq. Comparable questions were not asked
in the DAS.
Race is a dummy variable. For DAS, 1 = non-black, 0 = black. For DAAS, 1 = white, 0 = non-
white.
Total sample size for 2003 Detroit Area Study = 508. Total sample size of DAAS = 1016.
These results reflect adjustments for complex design features, sampling weights, and imputa-
tion of missing data.
Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.

Table 5.2 (continued)

Arab Americans (DAAS) General Population (DAS)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values
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Table 5.3 Statistical Results, Immigrant Arab Americans

Immigrant Arab 
Immigrant Arab Americans (with 

Americans Length of Stay Included)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values

Cultural Membership
U.S. citizenship −.063 .201* −.089 .145

(.065) (.088) (.108) (.141)
Language (English) −.007 .212** −.015 .192*

(.068) (.075) (.079) (.096)
Religion (Christian) −.040 .085 −.047 .070

(.067) (.079) (.072) (.070)
Residence (outside .077 .082 .075 .078
enclave, DAAS; (.079) (.080) (.078) (.079)
outside Detroit, 
DAS)

Experiences related 
to 9/11
Bad experience .005 −.262** .006 −.261**

(.081) (.064) (.081) (.083)
Received support −.065 .249*** −.068 .242***

(.058) (.074) (.056) (.072)

Harassment in last 
two years
Type 1 (verbal .103 −.115 .103 −.115 

insults, threatening (.077) (.078) (.077) (.078)
gestures)

Type 2 (vandalism, .170 .001 .169 −.002 
loss of employment, (.101) (.090) (.101) (.090)
physical attack).

(Table continues on p.148.)
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Sociodemographics
Education .085*** .033 .087*** .037

(.024) (.027) (.025) (.027)
Household income −.003 .110*** −.005 .104**

(.031) (.034) (.033) (.038)
Working now −.052 .112 −.052 .112

(.050) (.081) (.049) (.080)
Youth −.004 .030 .021 .085

(.100) (.140) (.092) (.168)
Middle age .150** −.111 .161* −.086 

(.055) (.108) (.073) (.136)
Gender (male) −.026 −.017 −.026 −.010 

(.047) (.055) (.047) (.057)
Race (white) −.099 .058 .100 .053 

(.056) (.064) (.057) (.067)
Marital status −.195** .047 −.192** .056 
(married) (.076) (.112) (.068) (.103)

Lebanon-Syria birth .063 .095 .059 .086 
(.080) (.086) (.083) (.081)

Palestine-Jordan birth −.041 .173 −.050 .153 
(.084) (.092) (.087) (.079)

Other country birth −.141* .269*** −.147* .257*** 
(.066) (.080) (.071) (.073)

Length of stay in — — .018 .042 
United States (.048) (.071)

Constant −.840*** −.596*** −.887*** −.704*** 
(.139) (.155) (.130) (.181)

Table 5.3 (continued)

Immigrant Arab 
Immigrant Arab Americans (with 

Americans Length of Stay Included)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values
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Cultural Membership
Legal citizenship provides certain rights and protections. Legal citizenship is
also a symbol of commitment to American values—an indicator that the cit-
izen considers herself or himself to be inside the moral boundaries of the
nation. However, the rights of Arab Americans as U.S. citizens are under
assault in the post-9/11 era, and their cultural membership has been called into
question. Nonetheless, we would expect that Arab Americans who are U.S.
citizens feel safer and more secure than those who are not. If they do, we
should see a difference between the survival–self-expression values of Arab
Americans who are U.S. citizens and those who are not. We do. The values of
Arab Americans who are U.S. citizens are more self-expression oriented (less
survival oriented) than the values of those who are not citizens, controlling for

Adjusted R2 .092 .212 .093 .214
N of observations 737 737 737 737

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: U.S. citizenship is a dummy variable, 1 = U.S. citizen, 0 = not citizen.
Language is a dummy variable, indicating the language of the interview, 1 = English, 0 = Arabic.
Gender is a dummy variable, 1 = male, 0 = female.
Religion is a dummy variable, 1 = Christian, 0 = Muslim.
Residence is a dummy variable, 1 = outside enclave, 0 = Dearborn–Dearborn Heights (enclave).
Length of stay is a single discrete variable representing five cohorts of immigration. No alterna-
tive measure of length of stay is significantly associated with the dependent variables.
Omitted category for country of birth-ancestry is Iraq.
Race is a dummy variable, 1 = white, 0 = nonwhite.
Total sample size for size of DAAS = 1016, 73 percent of which are immigrants.
These results reflect adjustments for complex design features, sampling weights, and imputa-
tion of missing data.
Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.

Table 5.3 (continued)

Immigrant Arab 
Immigrant Arab Americans (with 

Americans Length of Stay Included)
Survival– Survival–

Traditional- Self- Traditional- Self-
Secular Expression Secular Expression

Independent Variables Values Values Values Values



Majorities of both populations say that one cannot be too careful or that it
depends when it comes to trusting others, but a higher proportion of the
general population (38 percent) than of Arab Americans (22 percent) says
that most people can be trusted. This type of trust is called social or gener-
alized trust, which “can be viewed as a ‘standing decision’ to give most 
people—even those who one does not know from direct experience—the
benefit of the doubt” (Rahn and Transue 1998, 545). When asked about
trusting members of four specific racial or ethnic groups—whites, blacks,
Hispanics, and Arab Americans5—members of both populations reported
higher levels of this group-specific form of trust than generalized trust,
though there still is a difference between the two, with Arab Americans
slightly less trusting.6 These differences in levels and types of trust are pre-
sented in figure 6.2.

Overall, these basic comparisons reveal a fundamental inequality. Arab
Americans have, on average, less local social capital than members of the gen-
eral population. They are less likely to socialize across racial or neighborhood
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Figure 6.1 Average Number of Days Per Year for Socializing

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Note: DAS sample size = 508; DAAS sample size = 1016.
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lines, less active in secular organizations and attend religious services less fre-
quently, less involved civically, and less trusting of other people, either in gen-
eral or as specific ethnoracial groups. However, these inequalities vary within
the Arab American population and within the general population. Whereas
table 6.1 presented simple comparisons of the two populations, tables 6.2
and 6.3 show the effects of several factors—education, age, gender, household
income, citizenship, language, religion, and place of residence—on various
dimensions of local social capital for Arab Americans and for members of the
general population. As expected, based on the experiences of other immigrant
groups in the United States, Arab immigrants have less local social capital than
those born in the United States. Arab immigrants have less bridging social cap-
ital, for example, and are involved in fewer voluntary organizations and are less
active in those in which they are involved. Arab immigrants exhibit less civic
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Figure 6.2 Levels of Generalized and Racial Trust

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Generalized trust is the percentage of a population who say that most people can be 
trusted versus those who say that one can’t be too careful or it depends. Racial trust is the 
average of how much a person trusts whites, blacks, Hispanics, and Arab Americans, where 
trust for a specified group equals 1 when a persons trusts members of the group “a lot” or 
“some,” and trust for the group equals 0 when a person reports “only a little” or “ not at all.” 
DAS sample size = 508; DAAS sample size = 1016.
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and 9.1 percent of the general population have business contacts outside the
United States with whom they are in frequent contact.

Media consumption reveals sharp differences between the two populations.
Only 6 percent of the general population reported watching television pro-
grams in a language other than English regardless of where the programs orig-
inate. By contrast, more than 50 percent of Arab Americans watch satellite
television programs originating in the Arab world, most watching on a weekly
basis. The most popular network is Arab Radio and Television, which is head-
quartered in Saudi Arabia and Jordan and operating multiple channels with a
wide variety of entertainment and cultural programming, closely followed by
al-Jazeera and Dubai TV. Media consumption appears to support or reinforce
the traditional values of the Arab world (see chapter 5, this volume). For exam-
ple, in analyses not shown here but available on request, we find—controlling
for education, income, percentage of time lived in the United States, and other
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Figure 6.3 Frequent Contact Outside the United States

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Business is the percentage of a population that has business contacts outside the United
States and has monthly communication with them; friends is the percentage of a population
that has friends outside the United States and has monthly communication with them; family
is the percentage of a population that has family outside the United States and has monthly
communication with them. DAS sample size = 508; DAAS sample size = 1016.
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Table 6.1 Comparison of Local Social Capital Dimensions

Arab General 
Americans Population  

Dimensions (DAAS) (DAS)

Generalized trust (1 = people can be trusted; .22 .38
0 = you can’t be too careful or it depends.) (.01) (.02)

Racial trust (average trust of Arab Americans, .63 .78 
whites, blacks, Hispanics, 1 = trusts all races; (.02) (.02)
0 = distrusts all races.)

Civic participation (4-point scale, 0 = does not sign .88 1.71 
petition, vote, contact government official, (.04) (.04)
or protest; 4 = does all four.)

Faith-based engagement (frequency of attendance 27.35 33.9 
at religious services, excluding weddings (1.41) (1.92)
and funerals.)

Associational involvement (count of membership 2.04 1.90
in secular organizations: sports/recreation, art/ (.13) (.10)
music/cultural, labor union, parents’ association, 
professional/business. Excludes religious 
organizations.)

Attended club or organizational meeting (number 3.40 7.76
of times in the past twelve months, excludes (.65) (1.20)
meetings for work.)

Interracial socializing (number of times in the 11.05 14.80
past twelve months that you have been in the (1.29) (2.44)
home of a friend of a different race or had them 
in your home.)

Interneighborhood socializing (number of times 16.98 30.05
in the past twelve months that you have been in (1.63) (3.08)
the home of a friend of a different neighborhood or 
had them in your home.)

Have friends over to home (number of times in 29.57 48.22
the past twelve months.) (2.12) (4.68)

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Values are mean score on each indicator. Standard errors are in parentheses. These indi-
cators are based on the Social Capital Benchmark Survey short form (2002).



Table 6.2 Civic Participation and Informal Networks

Interneighborhood 
Civic Participation Have Friends to Home Socializing Interracial Socializing
Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General

Independent Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population
Variables (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS)

Education .200*** .220*** .946 −11.02** −1.42 −5.85** −1.56 −6.51
(.025) (.036) (1.62) (4.00) (1.03) (2.43) (.959) (3.93)

Age .172** .287*** −9.42** −33.61*** −9.85*** −10.11* −10.49*** −18.52* 
(.048) (.067) (3.68) (8.33) (2.67) (4.66) (2.56) (7.74)

Gender .027 −.161* 4.04 9.47 1.69 7.73 −3.30 6.89
(.059) (.079) (3.92) (7.36) (2.96) (5.22) (2.57) (5.40)

Income .151*** .101* 3.86 −3.28 3.09 −.457 1.22 .971
(.031) (.047) (2.48) (4.51) (1.70) (3.38) (1.10) (3.16)

U.S. citizen .442*** .832*** 6.53 33.84 2.82 19.16* 5.45* 21.91
(.058) (.227) (4.35) (18.33) (3.53) (8.85) (2.43) (10.64)

U.S.-born .630*** .488** 3.23 3.49 9.60* 4.46 8.79* −*1.33
(.092) (.188) (6.65) (10.22) (4.89) (7.32) (3.85) (6.99)

Language .218** — 15.30** — 3.68 — 5.04 —
(.075) (4.91) (3.21) (2.57)

(Table continues on p. 176.)



Religion .228** −.152 −8.27 9.03 −2.65 6.33 −3.00 −1.25
(.088) (.086) (5.01) (8.74) (4.56) (5.23) (3.74) (6.41)

Residence .008 −.015 5.49 −13.05 −6.54 −11.37 −3.93 .818
(.088) (.104) (4.98) (11.49) (3.98) (7.09) (3.55) (6.70)

Constant −1.32*** −1.21*** 3.07 129.28*** 26.94** 50.32*** 26.60*** 48.25**
(.1799) (.223) (13.39) (26.92) (9.59) (13.29) (7.60) (17.04)

R2 .362 .306 .076 .118 .082 .046 .101 .090
N 1016 503 1006 500 1015 500 1010 499

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: U.S. citizenship is a dummy variable, 1 = U.S. citizen, 0 = not citizen.
Language is a dummy variable, indicating the language of the interview, 1 = Arabic; 0 = English. This variable is not applicable to the DAS because
all interviews were in English.
Gender is a dummy variable, 1 = male, 0 = female.
Religion is a dummy variable. For DAS, Non-Christian = 1, Christian = other. For DAAS = 1 Muslim, 0 = Christian.
Residence is a dummy variable. For DAS, 1 = Detroit, 0 = other. For DAAS, 1 = Dearborn–Dearborn Heights (enclave), 0 = outside enclave.
Total sample size for 2003 Detroit Area Study = 508. Total sample size of DAAS = 1016.
These results reflect adjustments for complex design features, sampling weights, and imputation of missing data.
R2 for OLS models is adjusted R2. For logistic models (generalized trust), it is estimated Nagelkerke pseudo R2.
Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01,  * p < .05.

Table 6.2 (continued)

Interneighborhood 
Civic Participation Have Friends to Home Socializing Interracial Socializing
Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General

Independent Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population
Variables (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS)



Table 6.3 Trust, Faith-Based Engagement, Associational Involvement, and Attendance at Club or Organizational Meetings

Attend Club or 
Associational Organizational Faith-Based 

Generalized Trust Racial Trust Involvement Meetings Engagement
Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General 

Independent Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population
Variables (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS)

Education .334*** .282** −.023* .063*** .225*** .321*** 1.08** −1.11 −.106 .207 
(.079) (.111) (.011) (.017) (.057) (.077) (.346) (1.66) (.627) (1.02)

Age .312* .561** −.079*** .046 .124 .037 .738 .747 3.045** 4.83** 
(.156) (.209) (.022) (.030) (.110) (.132) (.661) (2.81) (1.194) (1.60)

Gender .146 −.122 −.043 −.015 .114 .276 −.270 2.82 −.674 −3.67 
(.181) (.235) (.027) (.034) (.134) (.157) (.931) (2.84) (1.421) (2.12)

Income .158 .441** −.022 .053* .058 .267** .681 .227 .462 .062 
(.095) (.141) (.013) (.022) (.070) (.101) (.539) (1.49) (.787) (1.42)

Citizenship −.425 −1.25 −.001 .122 .629*** −.261 .290 1.22 .694 −6.71 
(.272) (.887) (.037) (.125) (.174) (.480) (.800) (3.92) (1.885) (8.47)

Place of birth .515* .631 −.053 −.024 .456** .744* 3.18* 4.24 1.51 −8.20 
(.222) (.585) (.034) (.070) (.180) (.333) (1.56) (2.39) (1.949) (5.14)

Language .261 — −.031 — .364* — 1.28 — .531 —
(.242) (.037) (.173) (1.07) (1.863)

Religion .248 −.107 .012 −.118** −.180 −.157 .790 3.69 −10.44*** −7.58*** 
(.248) (.256) (.038) (.038) (.180) (.171) (1.55) (3.09) (2.02) (2.21)

(Table continues on p. 178.)



Table 6.3 (continued)

Attend Club or 
Associational Organizational Faith-Based 

Generalized Trust Racial Trust Involvement Meetings Engagement
Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General Arab General 

Independent Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population Americans Population
Variables (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS) (DAAS) (DAS)

Residence −.659** −.861* .057 −.183** −.537** 1.31*** 1.30 −6.15 −4.62* 8.05** 
(.262) (.398) (.039) (.060) (.179) (.257) (1.718) (3.29) (2.05) (3.12)

Constant −3.62*** −2.87** .714*** .218 −.035 −.731 −5.95** 5.84 18.53*** 17.35* 
(.698) (.941) (.087) (.145) (.429) (.512) (2.45) (10.16) (4.76) (8.47)

R2 .118 .134 .057 .176 .157 .142 .040 .016 .134 .095
N 1008 471 996 492 1014 503 1014 500 1010 503

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: U.S. citizenship is a dummy variable, 1 = U.S. citizen, 0 = not citizen.
Language is a dummy variable, indicating the language of the interview, 1 = Arabic, 0 = English. This variable is not applicable to the DAS because all interviews
were in English.
Gender is a dummy variable, 1 = male, 0 = female.
Religion is a dummy variable. For DAS, Non-Christian = 1, Christian = other. For DAAS, 1 =  Muslim, 0 = Christian.
Residence is a dummy variable. For DAS, 1 = Detroit, 0 = other. For DAAS, 1 = Dearborn–Dearborn Heights (enclave), 0 = outside enclave.
Total sample size for 2003 Detroit Area Study = 508. Total sample size of DAAS = 1016.
These results reflect adjustments for complex design features, sampling weights, and imputation of missing data.
R2 for OLS models is adjusted R2. For logistic models (generalized trust), it is estimated Nagelkerke pseudo R2.
Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



Table 6.4 Global Social Capital

Monthly Monthly 
Extent of Contact with Contact with 

Has Satellite TV Contact with Friends Family 
Independent and Watches Transnational Outside the Outside the 
Variables Arabic Programs Ties United States United States
Education −.221** .142*** .152* .127 

(.074) (.036) (.075) (.075)
Age −.570*** −.045 .098 −.255 

(.143) (.069) (.159) (.145)
Gender −.315 .006 .208 −.176 

(.167) (.081) (.176) (.168)
Income .275** .140*** .339*** .258** 

(.092) (.043) (.094) (.093)
U.S. citizen .323 −.241* .074 −.593* 

(.235) (.111) (.233) (.242)
U.S.-born −1.509*** −.839*** −1.103*** −1.522*** 

(.229) (.113) (.276) (.233)
Language .917*** .426*** .396 1.138*** 

(.214) (.107) (.227) (.218)
Religion .889*** .422*** .249 .749** 

(.229) (.113) (.238) (.239)
Residence .683** .068 .367 −.310 

(.253) (.116) (.244) (.255)

Constant .922* 3.392*** −2.919*** −.038 
(.459) (.231) (.162) (.473)

R2 .327 .200 .105 .290
N 828 808 764 762

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: U.S. citizenship is a dummy variable, 1 = U.S. citizen, 0 = not citizen.
Language is a dummy variable, indicating the language of the interview, 1 = Arabic, 0 = English.
Gender is a dummy variable, 1 = male, 0 = female.
Religion is a dummy variable, 1 = Muslim, 0 = Christian.
Residence is a dummy variable, 1 = Dearborn–Dearborn Heights (enclave), 0 = outside enclave.
Coefficients are from logistic regression for Arabic TV, monthly contact with friends, and
monthly contact with family; OLS regression for extent of contact with transnational ties.
R2 for logistic models is Nagelkerke pseudo R2.
Total sample size for DAAS = 1016.
Parentheses contain standard errors.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



originating in the Arab world. Arab immigrants who speak Arabic, live in the
Dearborn–Dearborn Heights enclave, and are younger and Muslim are more
likely to watch satellite Arabic programs than U.S.-born Arabs who speak
English, live outside the enclave, and are older and Christian. Income and edu-
cation have opposite effects on media consumption, unlike their similar (and
positive) effects on local social capital. Arab Americans who have more house-
hold income are more likely to watch Arabic programs from the Arab world
than those who have less. Arab Americans who are more highly educated, how-
ever, are less likely to watch Arabic programs, and those who are less educated
are more likely to do so.

Once we compare local and global social capital, we see that many of the
characteristics associated with more global social capital are also associated
with less local social capital, as summarized in table 6.5. For example, Arabic-
speaking immigrants who are not U.S. citizens and who live in the enclave
have more global but less local social capital; conversely, Arabs born in the
United States who speak English and live outside the enclave have less global
but more local social capital. Higher education and higher household income
are associated with more of both local and global social capital, except for the
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Table 6.5 Summary of Main Effects of Sociodemographics

Characteristic Local Social Capital Global Social Capital

Immigrant − +
Not a U.S. citizen − +
Arabic speaker − +
Residence in enclave − +
Muslim −/+ +
Education (higher) + −/+
Income (higher) + +
Age (older) + −

Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: A minus sign (−) indicates an inverse relationship between a characteristic and all or most
indicators of local (or global) social capital; a plus sign (+) indicates a positive relationship for
all or most indicators. A mixed sign (−/+) indicates that a characteristic has an inverse relation-
ship with some indicators of local (or global) social capital and a positive relationship with other
indicators of local (or global) social capital.
Signs represent significant coefficients in the multivariate analyses (tables 6.2, 6.3, and 6.4).



cute and on all questions targeting Arabs and Muslims. The general public is
15 percentage points more likely to support stops and searches of people who
appear to be Arab or Muslim, and around 30 percent more likely to support
detention without prosecution and increased surveillance of Arab Americans.
The general population expressed greater reservations at these more restrictive
options, but the big shift was among Arab Americans, where exceptional lev-
els of doubt emerged about restrictions targeted at their community. Still, an
element among Arab Americans was willing to accept such restrictions.
Understanding the dynamics of these opinions can lead to a better under-
standing of how civil liberties attitudes are formed in a time of national crisis,
especially in a population likely to be the object of the restrictions.

EXISTING RESEARCH PATTERNS
Decades of research have produced a common conclusion about civil liberties
attitudes. Paul Sniderman and his colleagues summarized it nicely: “every large
systematic study of the views of political elites and of ordinary citizens” found
elites more supportive of civil liberties than the general public (1996, 24).
Herbert McCloskey and Alida Brill argued that leaders are different by virtue
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Source: Baker et al. 2004.
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What do we make of this? Place of birth does not shape how individuals
view civil liberties issues, but being a citizen (or, more important, not being a
citizen) does. Given that the first and second waves of the much-feared Federal
Bureau of Investigation (FBI) interviews were entirely with noncitizens, and
that deportations and detentions almost entirely affected noncitizens, such
persons could reasonably anticipate that they would be targets of any actions.6

Some observers have compared the post-September 11 security clampdown
to the roundup of West Coast Japanese during World War II, but most of
those affected in the 1940s were citizens, whereas the primary targets after
September 11 were noncitizens. This point, however, seemed to make little
difference in attitude formation. That 75 percent of respondents were immi-
grants generated a high empathy level for noncitizens. The local media fre-
quently referred to FBI interviews with Arab Americans, not drawing a
distinction between those on temporary student, work, or tourist visas and
those with citizenship. Many Arab Americans agreed: the citizen-noncitizen
distinction was inadequate because it was the community as a whole that was
being targeted. The fact that some foreign-born citizens might have been in
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
Notes: Surveillance significance = .002; stop and search significance = .02; detain without
evidence significance = .005.
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statistical insignificance among Palestinians, a people who have collectively
experienced targeting, profiling, street stops, and surveillance in their home-
land and react strongly against such policies. Clearly, vulnerability is shaping
how individuals see these issues.9

IDENTITY ISSUES: BEING ARAB, 
BEING AMERICAN
Lloyd Rudolph and Susanne Rudolph, in their classic study of caste politics in
India, discussed how traditional identities are transformed in new political and
social settings (1967). The authors noted a process of fragmentation whereby
some groups break away from others they see as holding them back. This typi-
cally occurs when a large caste with lower status is internally differentiated by
“education, income, occupation, and cultural style” and a subgroup no longer
wants to be associated with the “polluted” aspects of its identity (Rudolph and
Rudolph 1967, 27). Because existing labels inhibit this process, it is necessary to
create a “radically revisionist history” with “new identities and statuses” based on
“the re-examination of the past and the reconstruction of myth and history” (50).

This model is relevant to Arab Americans. From a political perspective, unity
is an asset. A host of fragmented and divided groupings would leave Arab pop-
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Table 7.1 Religion, National Origin, and Accepting Restrictions on
Arab American Civil Liberties

Increased Detain 
Surveillance Stop and Search Suspicious

Iraqi Christians 32%** 18%** 23%**
Iraqi Muslims 10 3 5

Lebanese Christians 18** 6** 15**
Lebanese Muslims 5 1 2

Palestinian Christians 9 5 13
Palestinian Muslims 10 0 9

Source: Author’s compilation.
Totals: Iraqi Christians by column: 301, 304, 300; Iraqi Muslims by column: 39, 39, 37.
Lebanese Christians by column: 121, 125, 125; Lebanese Muslims by column: 231, 235, 231.
Palestinian Christians by column: 98, 99, 98; Palestinian Muslims by column: 20, 22, 22.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



ulations weak and devoid of influence. Arab American is the label most have
chosen as their mobilizing term of choice. As such it is charged with identity,
assertions of shared interest, and even destiny (see chapters 2 and 8, this volume).
At the same time, however, the term has negative connotations and is not always
an asset. The association of Arab with Muslim in the mind of the general pub-
lic, and the association of both labels with terrorism, add complications for those
from the Arab world who are Christian.10 Table 7.2 illustrates how powerful
these differences are in terms of civil liberties issues. Except for the question
about surveillance of citizens, those who considered themselves Arab American
are consistently more resistant to restrictions on civil liberties than those who did
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Table 7.2 Views on Restricted Rights

Identify 
Feel at Home as Arab 

in America Proud to Be American American
No or Not Very 

Scale/Item Yes Neutral Proud Proud Proud Yes No

Willing to yield 48% 40% 28% 41% 51%*** 43% 55%***
your rights

Surveillance of 51 45** 31 47 63*** 54 59
all citizens

Stop and search 30 11*** 8 19 34*** 22 37***
any person

Detain suspects 20 9*** 5 12 24*** 13 31***
Surveillance of 19 4*** 8 9 22*** 11 30***
Arab Americans

Stop and search 9 2** 1 4 11** 3 18***
Arab Americans

Detain Arab 
Americans 13 4** 3 7 15*** 5 28***
and Muslims

Is a fair trial 56 20*** 24 36 62*** 46 60***
possible?

Totals 864 142 60 294 624 705 306

Source: Author’s compilation.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.
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Table 7.3 Enhanced Fear and Views on Restricted Rights

Bad 
Experience 9/11 Shook Safety Media and Arabs

Item/Scale Yes No Yes Some No + 0 −
Willing to yield 38% 48%** 48% 46% 42% 44% 51% 38%*
your rights

Surveillance of 44 58** 58 55 51 74 64 40**
all citizens

Stop and search 17 29** 26 29 27 54 33 15**
any person

Detain suspects 10 21*** 19 18 19 37 22 11**
Surveillance of 8 18** 16 15 21 42 20 9**
Arab Americans

Stop and search 4 8* 7 8 11 18 11 2**
Arab Americans

Detain Arab 
Americans and 7 13* 9 12 20*** 18 16 4**
Muslims

Is a fair trial 43 52* 47 50 62* 69 56 34**
possible?

Totals 156 854 484 342 179 35 565 374

Source: Author’s compilation.
*** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.

On every one of the seven civil rights questions, and on the question of whether
an Arab or Muslim accused of terrorism could receive a fair trial, those who
thought coverage favored those groups (a minority) were much more willing
to restrict rights; those who felt it was hostile (the majority) were more resis-
tant.13 In other words, if there is trust in the fairness of the media, then fear is
reduced and respondents feel more confident in permitting security forces to
act against harmful elements. This is the other side of the vulnerability thesis—
that those who sense hostility take a defensive position.

At this point, we can offer a modified fear hypothesis: for a vulnerable popu-
lation, the dangers are not only external. The fear of another attack is there, but
the more immediate fear lies in an ominous sense that things could go very badly
for the community if the security forces overreact in the interests of protecting



Table 7.4 Acceptance of Civil Liberties Restrictions

General Arab 
Rights Rights Surveillance Surveillance Surveillance, 

Scale/Item Index Index None Both But Not Us

Education (1 < HS; 2 = HS; 3 = HS+; 4 = BA; 5 = BA+)
2 versus 1 1.291 0.785 0.996 1.105 1.080*
3 versus 1 0.714 0.941 1.210 1.143 0.946
4 versus 1 0.882 0.998 1.448 1.925 0.684
5 versus 1 0.335* 0.936 2.193* 1.101 0.459*

Age (1 = 18 to 25; 2 = 26 to 54; 3 = 55+)
2 versus 1 1.515 2.411* 0.669 1.768 0.946
3 versus 1 1.306 2.643* 0.734 3.130* 0.706

Male 0.920 0.887 0.071 0.831 1.016
Christian 2.03** 2.206* 0.912 2.516* 0.853
Conservative 1.230 0.894 0.779 0.869 1.289
Republican 1.328 1.760* 0.618 1.510 1.225
Arab American? 0.666* 0.283*** 1.011 0.378**** 2.144***
Proud to be 
American 3.387* 3.514* 0.860 6.130* 0.922

Arabs do all 0.857 1.485 1.261 1.861* 0.545**
Fair trial possible? 2.019** 1.666* 0.525*** 2.047** 1.356*
Memberships

1 versus 1 1.521 1.481 0.880 1.907 0.772
2 versus 1 1.592 1.878 0.527* 2.333 1.243
3 versus 1 1.934 1.853 0.468** 2.498 1.237
4 versus 1 4.382* 2.223 0.171*** 1.816 2.941**
5 versus 1 1.407 0.983 0.703 0.863 1.369

Active in 0.996 1.560 0.968 0.860 0.962
congregation

Information Index
1 versus 0 0.843 0.905 1.110 0.935 0.916
2 versus 0 0.660 0.505* 1.540 0.590 0.949

Conflict of values 2.309*** 2.339* 0.616* 1.861* 0.913
Extremists 0.633* 2.053* 0.967 1.377 0.939

(Table continues on p. 212.)
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Media hostile
1 versus 0 0.592* 0.483** 1.386 0.447* 1.211
2 versus 0 0.335*** 0.441* 2.672**** 0.468 0.559**

Bad experience? 0.672 0.493* 1.384 0.545 1.037
Trust people

2 versus 1 1.374** 1.256 0.922 0.545 0.948
3 versus 1 0.644 0.889 0.813 0.637 1.363

Hostile to 
immigrants
None or some 1.161 2.055* 0.862 1.827 1.048

Source: Author’s compilation.
Notes: Reporting logistic coefficients from regression of five indices on Education, Age, Memberships,
Information, Media hostile, Trust people, Hostile to immigrants. Dummy variables (1 = yes, 0 = no)
are Male, Christian, Conservative, Republican, Consider self Arab American, Feel at home in America,
Arabs doing all to stop terrorism, Fair trial possible, Active in congregation, American values attacked
on 9/11, Extremists behind attacks, Bad experience after September 11.
Arab American Rights Index accepts restrictions on H14d, H14E, H14f. Categories are 1 = none
and 2 = 1 or more.
General rights index accepts restrictions on H14a, b, c. Categories are 1 = none, 2 = 1, and 
3 = 2 or 3.
Media hostility index: C36b (3) + C36c (b), none = 0, 1 or 2 = 1.
Immigrant hostility index: F7 (4 or 5) + F8 (1 or 2), none = 0, some = 1 or 2.
Memberships report total affiliations on C 16, 17, 18, 19, 20.
Results based on 857 valid responses.
**** p < .0001, *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.

Table 7.4 (continued)

General Arab 
Rights Rights Surveillance Surveillance Surveillance, 

Scale/Item Index Index None Both But Not Us
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Table 8.1 Attitudes on Middle East Related Issues

Scale/Item General Public Arab Americans

9/11 shook sense of safety
Great deal 34% 33%
Not much 68 68

U.S.–Iraq War shook sense of safety
Great deal 44 48
Not much 56 52

Confidence in UN
Great deal or a lot 45 48
Not much 55 52

Support Palestinian state?
Yes 33 70
Oppose 8 3
Don’t know 59 27

U.S. involvement stabilizing Middle East
Yes 51 33
No 45 58
No opinion 4 9

American media
Very reliable 38 29
Somewhat reliable 56 47
Not reliable 6 19

Coverage of Israelis
Biased in favor 26 72
Balanced 48 19
Biased against 25 3

Coverage of Palestinians
Biased in favor 9 1
Balanced 46 27
Biased against 44 66

Coverage of Islam and Muslims
Biased in favor 12 4
Balanced 47 46
Biased against 41 50
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the war in Iraq. The general public is more likely to see the U.S. media as bal-
anced on Middle East issues than Arab Americans, who see it as biased in favor
of Israel, but 44 percent feel that the media are anti-Palestinian—a notewor-
thy number.3

Two questions on the DAAS and DAS surveys addressed foreign policy
issues. “In recent times, the United States has been deeply involved in the
Middle East in various ways. On the whole, do you think that involvement is
helping stabilize the region?” “Do you support or oppose the establishment of
an independent Palestinian state on the West Bank and Gaza, or have you not
thought much about it?” Even though in 2003 President Bush had just declared
mission accomplished in Iraq, only 51 percent of the public and only 33 per-
cent of Arab Americans believed the United States was a stabilizing force. Both
groups favored the creation of a Palestinian state, the general public at a 
4:1 ratio, Arab Americans at 23:1. However, a high percentage had no opinion—
59 percent among the general public, 27 percent among Arab Americans.

Is America Stabilizing the Region?
At the time of the study, two places in the Arab world were in great distress,
and the United States was intimately involved in both. The Palestinian terri-
tories were in the throes of the al-Aqsa Intifada (uprising) of 2000 to 2004 and
the Israeli reaction to it. More than 4,000 people died in that violent con-
frontation, mostly civilians, 75 percent of them Palestinian. President Bush
had offered vague endorsement for a Palestinian state, as did right-wing Israeli
Prime Minister Ariel Sharon, but his reluctance to deal with the Palestinian
Authority, his support for Israel, and his description of Sharon—then conduct-

Table 8.1 (continued)

Scale/Item General Public Arab Americans

Follow war on terrorism
Very closely or closely 77% 63%
Little or not much 23 37

Follow war in Iraq
Very closely or closely 71 68
Little or not much 29 32

Source: Author’s compilation.



Table 8.2 Source of Foreign Policy Attitudes

Clash of Conflict of 
Scale/Item U.S. Stabilizing Policy Index Palestinian State Civilizations Values
Independent Variables p-est. p-est p-est. p-est. p-est.

Education
(1 < HS; 2 = HS; 3 = HS+; 4 = BA+)

2 versus 1 0.739 0.611* 0.739 0.929 1.183
3 versus 1 0.854 0.513** 0.797 1.211 0.817
4 versus 1 0.717 0.628* 1.241 1.260 0.724

Political information
(C37 + C38, 0 = none; 1 = one; 2 = two)

1 versus 0 0.878 0.863 1.404 1.494 3.024****
2 versus 0 0.701 0.789 2.433*** 1.172 2.800***

Conservative 1.140 1.221 1.303 0.751 0.921*
Republican 1.662 0.796 1.417* 1.156 2.076*
Christian Zionism 1.068 0.902 0.583 2.606*** 1.662*
Community engagement
(0 = none; 1 = medium; 2 = high)

1 versus 0 0.895 0.729 0.933 0.781 1.019
2 versus 0 1.135 0.628 1.010 0.780 1.021

Identify as Arab American 1.328* 1.501** 1.197 1.356 1.189
Supporting Palestine Central 0.418* 0.481**** 9.617**** 1.118 0.993
Proud to be American
(0 = not; 1 = proud; 2 = very proud)

0 versus 1 2.876 1.224 1.136 0.840 2.015
0 versus 2 5.939*** 1.985* 0.911 0.893 4.101*

(Table continues on p. 236 ).



Citizen 1.108 0.517* 0.947 1.782* 0.501*
Media hostile index
(0 = low; 1 = medium; 2 = high)

1 versus 0 0.492** 0.581* 1.049* 2.369** 1.132
2 versus 0 0.274**** 0.570* 1.897*** 1.984** 0.395**

Worry about future 0.660* 0.605* 1.292 1.613* 0.989
Male 0.950 1.190 0.815 0.945 0.993
Iraqi 1.500 0.768 0.591 0.657 2.139**
Palestinian-Jordanian 0.820 1.313 1.146 0.708 1.646
Enclave 0.561 0.884 0.374*** 0.629 0.742
Muslim 0.813 2.085* 1.159 0.311*** 0.458*

Source: Author’s compilation.
Notes: Reporting logistic coefficients from regression of foreign policy issues on Education, Political information, Community engagement, Identity
as an Arab American, Supporting Palestine central value, Proud to be American, Media hostile index, Worry about the future, and dummy variables 
(1 = yes, 0 = no) on conservative, Republican, Christian Zionist, Identify as Arab American, Palestine central to identity, Citizen, Male, Iraqi,
Palestinian-Jordanian, Live in enclave, Muslim, Worry about the future (1 = yes on H8, responses 1 or 2).
n = 788.
The Media hostility index contains two items (C36b and C36c) on whether the media are friendly, balanced, or hostile to Muslims and Islam and
Arab Americans and Chaldeans. Respondents got one point for each perception of hostility.
Community engagement: total memberships on C16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 23. 0 = none; 1 = 1 or 2; 2 = 3 or more.
The Policy index gives one point each for thinking U.S. policy toward Israel or U.S. policy toward the Gulf might have been a cause of the September 11
attacks.
**** p < .0001, *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.

Table 8.2 (continued)

Clash of Conflict of 
Scale/Item U.S. Stabilizing Policy Index Palestinian State Civilizations Values
Independent Variables p-est. p-est p-est. p-est. p-est.
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note that respondents were offered five explanations, of which they could
choose any number, or even none. Four are included in this analysis. Two
focus on U.S. policy in the Gulf and toward Israel. Two focus on ideology: a
clash of civilizations (between Christianity and Judaism on one side and Islam
on the other) and a conflict of values (that is, an attack on American values).
The eighth item is Christian Zionism. Although the belief predisposes some
Christians to be supportive of Israel and Jews, a politicized movement based
on the teaching supports the right wing of the Israeli political system.10 The
question is as follows: “In 1948 Israel became an independent state. Some peo-
ple believe that this event was the fulfillment of prophecy. Other people say
that its existence has nothing to do with prophecy. In your opinion is Israel
the fulfillment of prophecy?” Twelve percent of Arab Americans and 27 per-
cent of the general public agreed.

Our analysis of these questions uncovered two distinctive ways of thinking
(table 8.3). The first we call Palestine Central because supporting Palestine is
a core element. It could, however, just as easily have been called American
Policy Malfunction because of the prominence of American policy toward
Israel and the Gulf as possible causes of the attacks of September 11. People
who fall under these rubrics believe that there should be a Palestinian state and

Table 8.3 Factor Analysis of Eight Middle East Items

Factor 1 Factor 2
Item Palestine Central Culture Clash

U.S. Israeli policy cause of 9/11 0.723 0.328
U.S. Gulf policy cause of 9/11 0.701 0.348
Supporting Palestine important 0.649 –0.269
Supports Palestine state 0.640 0.271
U.S. stabilizing the region –0.597 –0.161
Conflict of values cause of 9/11 –0.157 0.669
Clash of civilizations cause of 9/11 0.245 0.657
Christian Zionism –0.150 0.535

Source: Author’s compilation.
Notes: 48.46 percent of all variance is explained by these two factors.
Factor 1 explains 28.87 percent.
Factor 2 explains 19.59 percent.
This is a varimax rotation.
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the attacks. For the general population, a second high correlation involves the
link between Israel policy and the clash of civilizations. This relationship is
much stronger than among Arab Americans. One point on which Arab
Americans stand out is the strong positive relationship between clash of civi-
lizations and conflict of values—a way of thinking more consistent with admin-
istration statements. It reflects an important minority perspective within the
Arab American community.

Earlier, we hypothesized that Arab Americans might have a community
dynamic that would create more integrated views about foreign policy issues
than would be found in the general public. This pattern does not appear to be
the case if we assume that higher correlations reflect more integrated views.
What we find instead is a double pattern: Arab Americans have more inte-
grated views in terms of policy conflict, the general public more integrated
views in terms of cultural conflict. A visual scan of the table shows six variable
pairs on which the general public has higher correlations, three on which Arab
Americans do. For the general public, all involve cultural explanations: con-
flict of values, clash of civilization, or extremist beliefs of terrorists. The two

Table 8.4 Possible Causes of 9/11 Attacks

Gulf Clash of Conflict of 
Scale/Item Policy Civilizations Values Extremists

Israel policy
General population .432 .391 .122 .199
Arab Americans .622 .243 .032 .032

Gulf policy
General population — .267 .100 .124
Arab Americans — .253 .029 .169

Clash of civilizations
General population — — .166 .233
Arab Americans — — .264 .165

Conflict of values
General population — — — .224
Arab Americans — — — .170

Source: Author’s compilation.
Note: All correlations are significant at the .05 level except for the three that fall below .100.
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Table 8.5 Source of Concealed Opinions

Support  U.S. Stabilizing Causes 
Scale/Item Palestine State Middle East? of 9/11
Independent Variables p-est. p-est. p-est.
Age (1 = 18 to 25; 2 = 26 to 54; 
3 = 55+)
2 versus 1 0.291**** 1.178 0.618
3 versus 1 0.129**** 2.608 0.459*

Education (1 < HS; 2 = HS; 
3 = HS+; 4 = BA+)
1 versus 0 0.433* 0.719 0.494*
2 versus 0 0.697 0.942 0.411**
3 versus 0 0.489* 0.870 0.469*
4 versus 0 0.589 2.203 0.492

Male 0.686* 0.718 1.025
Information index (low, medium, 
high, see table 8.2)
1 versus 0 0.539** 0.631 0.614*
2 versus 0 0.687 0.760 0.610

War news attentive index (0 = low; 
1 = medium; 2 = high)
1 versus 0 1.257 0.630 0.937
2 versus 0 0.825 0.424* 0.500*

Trust D.C. government 2.618*** 1.771 1.449
Fair trial possible 1.579 0.795 1.688*
Trust legal system (C27, 1 = low; 1.559 1.587 1.575
2 = medium; 3 = high)

Group memberships
1 versus 0 1.029 1.237 0.732
2 versus 0 0.674 1.733 0.489*

Muslim 0.630* 2.291* 2.177**
Proud to be American (2 = very; 
1 = proud; 0 = not proud) 1.818 2.055 0.881

Nervous during interview? (4 = not;
3 = little; 2 = some; 1 = lot)
2 versus 1 0.478 0.372* 0.349
3 versus 1 0.536 0.378* 0.217**
4 versus 1 0.511 0.266** 0.268*
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Three issues of ill ease inhibit response: lacking trust in the government in
Washington and worrying about the future are two. On the question of whether
the United States was stabilizing the region, those described by the interview-
ers as being nervous were also less likely to respond. Trust reflects identification
with the political system but can also mean “trust officials to pursue wise poli-
cies.” In 2003, there was good reason why those who wished Palestinians well
would doubt the Bush administration. Doubting government policy, or good
will, requires a judgment, perhaps even a challenge. These are issues of politi-
cal legitimacy, not issues related to level of information.

The final question involves possible reasons for the attacks of September 11.
When we counted how many of the five options each respondent selected, we
found that 31 percent did not select any. Given that those options cover the
full range of explanations offered by commentators or officials, one wonders
why, in the face of the most extensive and protracted media coverage of any
event in American history, 31 percent of respondents could not offer a possi-
ble explanation. Another 19 percent accepted only one explanation of five, and
of those, 69 percent said the attacks were by extremists. This is the easiest

Table 8.5 (continued)

Support  U.S. Stabilizing Causes 
Scale/Item Palestine State Middle East? of 9/11
Independent Variables p-est. p-est. p-est.

Worry about future (1 = low; 
5 = high)
2 versus 1 1.465 0.657 1.450
3 versus 1 1.798 1.788 2.601**
4 versus 1 2.671** 1.837 2.057*
5 versus 1 1.303 1.251 2.717*

Source: Author’s compilation.
Notes: Reporting logistic coefficients from regression of absent opinion on Age, Education,
Political information, Trust, Group memberships, Nervous, Worry about the future, Proud to
be American. Dummy variables (1 = yes, 0 = no) are Male, Trust government in Washington,
Fair trial is possible, Muslim.
War news index includes one point for each positive answer on H5 and H19.
Group memberships: includes activity on C16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 23. 0 = none; 1 = 1 or 2; 2 = 3
or more.
**** p < .0001, *** p < .001, ** p < .01, * p < .05.



a bad post-9/11 experience, but only by about 10 percent. In general, Arab
Americans in Detroit are likely to believe in U.S. institutions most readily
when they are new to the country, a pattern that is not surprising, given that
immigration to the United States is a momentous undertaking that exacts
great costs from individuals and families. Would large numbers of Lebanese,
Iraqis, Yemenis, and Palestinians come to Detroit if they were convinced that
life there would be miserable?

A more interesting pattern is the tendency for Arab Americans who fit the
profile for low social capital, as discussed in chapter 6, to have more confi-
dence in American institutions. This finding suggests that higher levels of
cultural distinctiveness among Arabs and Chaldeans in Detroit do not lessen
confidence in American institutions, they increase it, and that the accumu-
lation of social capital over time reflects not an absolute loss in confidence
in American society, but more realistic assessments of how, and to what extent,
key local and national institutions actually work. Both conclusions are incon-
sistent with the idea that Arab Americans are uniquely disaffected from the
larger society and have trouble supporting American institutions. The Arab
Americans who are furthest from the cultural mainstream, have the greatest
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Source: Authors’ compilation.
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Table 9.1 Confidence in Public Institutions

Public Local Legal Federal
Scale/Item Schools Police System Government
Country of origin-ancestry

Iraq 68% 85% 67% 59%
Yemen 82 87 71 70
Palestine-Jordan 73 87 66 49
Lebanon-Syria 75 87 65 46

Time in United States
Born in U.S., one or two parents  

born in U.S. 75 82 59 45
Born in U.S., parents born abroad 71 79 50 38
Arrived before 1969 74 90 70 51
Arrived 1970 to 1979 70 87 63 45
Arrived 1980 to 1989 72 86 69 52
Arrived 1990 to 1995 77 91 78 69
Arrived 1996 or later 73 84 73 66

Religion
Christian 70 86 67 54
Muslim 78 85 66 53

Household income
Under $20,000 75 87 77 70
$20,000 to $49,000 75 84 60 49
$50,000 to $99,999 72 87 66 50
$100,000+ 74 85 60 44

Education
Below high school 78 88 70 62
High school 67 79 58 42
Some college 73 84 59 46
BA 76 87 71 44
BA+ 73 86 67 53

Race
Arab-other 70 84 64 48
White 74 87 68 55

Arab American
Describes me 75 86 67 50
Does not describe me 68 85 65 59

Bad experience after 9/11
No 77 88 74 60
Yes 65 79 49 37

Source: Authors’ compilation.
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