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Highlights:

· The Muslim-origin population nearly doubled since 1990, from 1.5 million to almost 2.9 million

· Middle Eastern place of birth or ancestry is still the largest origin group, but the South Asian Muslim-origin population experienced the largest percent increase since 1990

· The social and economic portrait of Muslim-origin Americans is comparable to that for non-Hispanic whites

· Residential segregation is low, but increasing

· Neighborhood quality is improving

· Four metropolitan areas have Muslim-origin populations in excess of 100,000

· Almost half of the metropolitan population of Muslim-origin Americans lives in ten metro regions

· Two types of settlement in the metropolis: one is evenly split between city and suburb, and the other is overwhelmingly suburban

· The Muslim-origin populations in Detroit and, to a lesser extent, New York City stand out as exceptions to general statements about Muslim-origin people in metropolitan America

This report summarizes what is known about the social backgrounds and locations of each major Muslim-origin group.  We emphasize where they live, the degree to which they form separate residential enclaves in the metropolis, and the quality of their neighborhoods.

More complete information on the size and residential patterns of Muslim-origin groups for every metropolis in 1990 and 2000 is available on the Mumford Center web page:

http://mumford1.dyndns.org/cen2000/BlackWhite/BlackWhite.htm
Among the least studied ethnic groups in the United States are those with roots in historically Islamic countries, including the Middle East.  In part this is because there is no recognized common identity for this population group – neither a generally accepted name nor a common description.  Another reason is that historically this group was very small, and only in the last two decades, as a result of the same increase in immigration that brought so many more Hispanics and Asians into the country, has their number risen into the millions.

The one characteristic that is shared is the Muslim religion.  However, many Muslims do not have a race or geographic origin in common.  In addition, because of the separation of church and state in the United States, census data are not collected on religious affiliations.  The argument for creating a separate category for the persons we call Muslim-origin is similar to that made for persons of Hispanic descent: they are a diverse population group having some language and cultural characteristics in common.  Like Hispanics, the people we call Muslim-origin can be of any race.  Many are white but there also are many of black and other racial descent.  Like Hispanics, we select geographic origins and identify people from these places as an ethnic group.

This study is the latest in a series of Mumford Center reports about the growing racial and ethnic diversity of American society.  It describes a population that we associate generally with Muslim regions of the world, based on geography.  We include the following range of countries of birth and ancestry: North Africa, the Middle East, Iran, and several South Asian and Southeast Asian countries with Muslim majorities.  We will use the term Muslim-origin to refer to Americans with roots in these places, whether by birth or ancestry.  The coding assignment used to identify the Muslim-origin population in each of the census data files and allocate them into geographic regions is described at the end of this report.  

Counting Metropolitan Americans from the Muslim World

The 1990 5% Public Use Micro Sample (1990 PUMS) data files and the Census 2000 1% Public Micro Sample (2000 PUMS) allow us to count the number of Americans with roots in Muslim-origin countries by combining information on their birth and ancestry.  The reader should bear in mind, however, that these are sample estimates, rather than population enumerations.  In 2000, almost 2.9 million people from Muslim-origin countries were counted among the U.S. population.  This represents an increase of over 1.3 million people and a growth rate of 85 percent since the last decennial census.  These numbers are summarized in Table 1.

Among the four geographic regions, Table 1 shows that the Middle East is the largest contributor, with almost half of the 2000 Muslim-origin population reporting place of birth or ancestries from this region.  But its percentage of the Muslim-origin total has slipped slightly since 1990.  Almost one quarter of the Muslim-origin population is now South Asian, and this group showed the largest percent increase since 1990 (a growth rate of over 130 percent).

	Table 1. Composition and growth of Muslim-origin populations of the U.S., 1990-2000

	 
	
	
	
	
	
	
	 

	 
	
	
	Percent of Muslim-Origin population
	Percent of total population
	 

	 
	Population
	
	
	Growth 

	 
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000
	1990-2000

	North African
	200,498
	420,711
	12.9%
	14.7%
	0.08%
	0.15%
	109.8%

	Middle Eastern
	799,924
	1,410,363
	51.6%
	49.2%
	0.32%
	0.50%
	76.3%

	Iranian
	270,236
	384,731
	17.4%
	13.4%
	0.11%
	0.14%
	42.4%

	South Asian
	280,043
	652,328
	18.1%
	22.7%
	0.11%
	0.23%
	132.9%

	Muslim-origin total
	1,550,671
	2,868,133
	100.0%
	100.0%
	0.62%
	1.02%
	85.0%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Non-Hispanic white
	188,013,404
	194,433,424
	
	
	75.6%
	69.1%
	3.4%

	Non-Hispanic black
	29,188,456
	35,203,538
	
	
	11.7%
	12.5%
	20.6%

	Hispanic
	21,836,851
	35,241,468
	
	
	8.8%
	12.5%
	61.4%

	Asian
	6,977,447
	10,050,579
	
	
	2.8%
	3.6%
	44.0%

	Total U.S.
	248,709,873
	281,421,906
	
	
	100.0%
	100.0%
	13.2%


Social and Economic Characteristics

A comparison of the social and economic characteristics of Muslim-origin ancestry groups with major American racial and ethnic groups is more notable for its rendering of Muslim-origin group similarity, and similarity with non-Hispanic whites, than for its few outstanding exceptions.  The best information on these characteristics available at this time is from the 1990 and 2000 PUMS data files.

· Nativity – Over three-quarters of the North African, Iranian, and South Asian Muslim-origin population is foreign-born.  The percent foreign-born of these groups is higher than other major racial and ethnic groups, including Asians.  In contrast, about half of the Middle Eastern ancestry group is foreign-born.

· Education – The adult Muslim-origin population has an average education of 14 years.  This is higher than that for the major racial and ethnic groups in America, but has changed little during the last decade.

· Income – Median household income among the Muslim-origin ancestry groups is nearly identical to that of non-Hispanic whites.  The exception is the Iranian ancestry group whose median household income is substantially higher ($65,000), even exceeding that of Asian Americans.

· Unemployment and poverty – Percent unemployed among the Muslim-origin groups is slightly higher than that of non-Hispanic whites and Asians, but lower than unemployment among non-Hispanic blacks and Hispanics, and has declined since 1990.  Contraindicating this decline in unemployment, the percent impoverished remains high for all Muslim-origin groups, except Iranians, which is comparable to that of non-Hispanic whites.

	Table 2. Social and economic characteristics of Muslim-origin populations 

	in comparison with major U.S. racial and ethnic groups, 1990 and 2000

	
	Population
	Foreign
Born
	Years of
Education
	Median

Household

 Income
	Unemployed
	Below
Poverty

	1990
	
	
	
	
	
	

	North African
	200,498
	80.7%
	14.3
	$48,019
	6.8%
	18.1%

	Middle Eastern
	799,924
	46.9%
	13.1
	$49,317
	5.7%
	15.3%

	Iranian
	270,236
	82.3%
	14.5
	$51,653
	6.9%
	15.4%

	South Asian
	280,043
	86.4%
	14.2
	$45,553
	6.5%
	22.3%

	Muslim-origin Total
	1,550,671
	64.6%
	14.2
	$48,875
	6.2%
	15.4%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Non-Hispanic white
	188,013,404
	3.9%
	12.9
	$47,481
	4.7%
	11.3%

	Non-Hispanic black
	29,188,456
	4.7%
	11.7
	$29,850
	12.3%
	32.3%

	Hispanic
	21,836,851
	42.7%
	10.2
	$35,041
	9.9%
	27.0%

	Asian
	6,977,447
	67.5%
	13.1
	$54,508
	5.0%
	15.9%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	2000
	
	
	
	
	
	

	North African
	420,711
	80.2%
	14.0
	$40,000
	6.5%
	23.4%

	Middle Eastern
	1,410,363
	52.2%
	13.8
	$54,500
	4.5%
	16.1%

	Iranian
	384,731
	77.3%
	14.6
	$65,000
	4.8%
	11.7%

	South Asian
	652,328
	83.6%
	14.0
	$47,910
	4.8%
	20.3%

	Muslim-origin Total
	2,868,133
	66.8%
	14.0
	$52,280
	4.9%
	17.5%

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Non-Hispanic white
	194,433,424
	4.2%
	13.5
	$53,000
	4.0%
	11.2%

	Non-Hispanic black
	35,203,538
	6.4%
	12.5
	$34,300
	11.0%
	29.7%

	Hispanic
	35,241,468
	40.9%
	10.5
	$38,500
	8.8%
	26.0%

	Asian
	10,050,579
	66.5%
	13.9
	$62,000
	4.6%
	13.9%


The social and economic portrait of Muslim-origin Americans is not much different than that for non-Hispanic whites.  Overall, the Muslim-origin population is characterized by high education and income with low unemployment.  The principal exceptions are that nearly two of three Muslim-origin Americans are born outside of the U.S. and a higher percentage of the Muslim-origin population is living in poverty.

National Trends in Muslim-Origin Segregation

Another way to evaluate the experience of Muslim-origin people is to analyze the extent to which they constitute separate residential enclaves in metropolitan areas.  Given their predominantly immigrant status, it would not be surprising to find these groups in somewhat segregated surroundings, despite their relatively high socioeconomic standing.  

To study this question, we turn to a different set of data files from the census of population, sample data that are reported for individual census tracts.  As noted in the technical appendix, the Muslim-origin groups are defined somewhat differently in these files.  The main difference is that we cannot take into account both country of birth and ancestry, but rather (depending on the group) we must use either one or the other indicator of people’s backgrounds.

The 1990 and 2000 population censuses allow us to calculate levels of group isolation (the percentage of same-group members in the census tract where the average group member lives) and group exposure to all Muslim-origin people and exposure to whites (defined as the percentage of the total Muslim-origin population and non-Hispanic white population, respectively, in the census tract where the average group member lives).  This is an indicator of the extent to which a group has developed residential enclaves in metropolitan areas.  We calculated these figures by computing levels of isolation and exposure in every metropolitan area, then taking a weighted average, giving more weight to areas with more group members.  Table 1 showed that the Muslim-origin population comprises slightly less than one percent of the population in the United States, thus, if Muslim-origin Americans are distributed randomly (without regard to in-group preferences or discrimination), their isolation index value will be slightly less than one.  The isolation scores shown in Table 3 are much larger than this standard, but not high in absolute terms.

Table 3 shows that the percent of the Muslim-origin neighborhood population in which an average Muslim-origin person lives increased from 3.2 percent in 1990 to 4.5 percent in 2000.  All Muslim-origin groups became increasingly isolated with members of their origin group and with other Muslim-origin people.  For example, an average Middle Eastern Muslim-origin person lived in a neighborhood that was 2.8 percent Middle Eastern in 1990, but by 2000, this average Middle Eastern person lived in a neighborhood that was over 4 percent Middle Eastern.  This same person was living in a neighborhood that was 3.4 percent Muslim-origin in 1990 and by 2000, this person’s neighborhood was 5 percent Muslim-origin.

	Table 3. Segregation of the Muslim-Origin Population: National Averages for 1990 and 2000

	  

	Group Isolation
	Exposure to other Muslims
	Exposure to Whites

	
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000

	Muslim-origin Total
	3.2
	4.5
	3.2
	4.5
	75.0
	65.7

	North African
	1.1
	1.6
	2.5
	3.4
	64.7
	56.8

	Middle Eastern
	2.8
	4.1
	3.4
	5.0
	78.9
	70.4

	Iranian
	2.1
	3.1
	3.4
	4.8
	77.4
	70.5

	South Asian
	1.2
	1.8
	2.5
	3.5
	65.0
	55.8


Exposure to whites is very high for each Muslim-origin group.  However it has fallen substantially in the last decade.  In 1990, three out of four people in the neighborhood where an average Muslim-origin person lived was non-Hispanic white, by 2000 non-Hispanic whites numbered less than two out of three (65.7 percent).  North Africans, who have the lowest group isolation and exposure to other Muslim-origin persons, also have the lowest exposure to non-Hispanic whites (56.8 percent).   These groups are clustering more over time and becoming more separated from whites.  But they still live in neighborhoods where they are a small fraction of residents, amidst a white majority.

National Trends in Muslim-Origin Neighborhood Characteristics

The Muslim-origin population is only beginning to form appreciable enclaves in metropolitan America.  But they are tending to cluster disproportionately in certain neighborhoods, and this leads us to ask what kinds of neighborhoods these are.  Here we report selected neighborhood characteristics for the average group member: the median household income of their neighborhood (in constant dollars for 1990 and 2000), the percent of households who own their homes, and percent of residents (over age 25) with a college education.  These are characteristics of the neighborhoods in which an average Muslim-origin group member lives, rather than of the groups themselves (shown previously in Table 2).  Table 4 shows that the Muslim-origin population lives in better neighborhoods, on average, than do non-Hispanic whites, with one exception – their neighborhoods have lower rates of home ownership.  Further, their neighborhoods are improving substantially over time:
· Income – The average Muslim-origin person lives in a census tract with a median income of $55,958, compared to $51,966 ten years ago.

· Homeownership – The average Muslim-origin person lives in a tract where 59.5 percent of the residents own homes, compared to 57.4 percent in 1990.

· Education – The average Muslim-origin person in 2000 lives in a neighborhood where over 35 percent of residents have a college education, compared to just over 30 percent a decade ago.

	Table 4. Neighborhood Characteristics of the Muslim-Origin Population: National Averages for 1990 and 2000

	 
 
	Median Household Income
	Percent Homeowners
	Percent College Educated

	
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000

	Muslim-origin Total
	51,966
	55,958
	57.4
	59.5
	30.5
	35.4

	North African
	48,950
	50,637
	50.1
	51.8
	29.6
	33.4

	Middle Eastern
	50,376
	53,972
	60.5
	62.5
	28.4
	33.0

	Iranian
	61,528
	70,169
	57.7
	63.2
	38.3
	46.2

	South Asian
	48,930
	53,015
	50.5
	54.1
	30.0
	34.1

	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Non-Hispanic whites
	47,699
	52,637
	67.6
	70.7
	23.8
	29.0


Among the principal Muslim-origin ancestry groups, Iranians live in the most prosperous neighborhoods:  an average Iranian in 2000 lives in a neighborhood whose median household income is over $70,000, over 63 percent homeowners, and 46 percent college educated.  Although all Muslim-origin groups live in better neighborhoods than a decade ago, North Africans prospered the least – although even they live in neighborhoods very near the median household income of an average non-Hispanic white.

Differences Across Metro Areas

The Muslim-origin population does not typically live in very concentrated ethnic enclaves, but they are quite concentrated in certain parts of the country.  Four metropolitan areas now have more than 100,000 residents with these origins: Los Angeles, New York, Detroit, and Washington, DC.  Los Angeles is notable for its very large number of Iranians, and Detroit for its residents from the Middle East.  New York and Washington, on the other hand, have more diverse Muslim-origin populations.

Table 5 shows the ten metro areas with the largest Muslim-origin populations in 2000.  These are the same ten metro areas with the largest 1990 numbers, although their relative ranks changed slightly.  Besides those already mentioned, these include Chicago, Orange County CA, Houston, Oakland, San Diego, and Boston. 

The table shows that this population grew substantially in the last ten years, more than 50% in every metro area except Los Angeles.  They range from just over 1% of the metropolitan total (Chicago and Boston) to a high of 2.8% in Detroit.
	Table 5.  Muslim-Origin Population of Top 10 Metro Regions, 1990 and 2000

	MSA/PMSA 
	1990 Census Metropolitan

Population
	Percent of 1990

Muslim-Origin

Population
	Percent of

Total 1990 Metro

Population
	2000 Census Metropolitan

Population
	Percent of 2000

Muslim-Origin

Population
	Percent of

Total 2000 Metro

Population
	Percent

Growth 

Between 

1990-2000

	
	
	
	
	
	
	
	

	Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA
	133,114
	100.0%
	1.5%
	167,548
	100.0%
	1.8%
	25.9%

	New York, NY PMSA
	97,381
	100.0%
	1.1%
	152,337
	100.0%
	1.6%
	56.4%

	Detroit, MI PMSA
	69,237
	100.0%
	1.6%
	124,585
	100.0%
	2.8%
	79.9%

	Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV PMSA
	65,203
	100.0%
	1.6%
	113,987
	100.0%
	2.3%
	74.8%

	Chicago, IL PMSA
	56,425
	100.0%
	0.8%
	88,742
	100.0%
	1.1%
	57.3%

	Orange County, CA PMSA
	34,755
	100.0%
	1.4%
	59,262
	100.0%
	2.1%
	70.5%

	Houston, TX PMSA
	26,225
	100.0%
	0.8%
	47,010
	100.0%
	1.1%
	79.3%

	Oakland, CA PMSA
	26,902
	100.0%
	1.3%
	42,691
	100.0%
	1.8%
	58.7%

	San Diego, CA MSA
	24,898
	100.0%
	1.0%
	39,172
	100.0%
	1.4%
	57.3%

	Boston, MA-NH PMSA
	26,419
	100.0%
	0.8%
	37,177
	100.0%
	1.1%
	40.7%


Table 6 provides additional information about the neighborhood situation in these ten metro areas.  Consistent with the national trend shown in Table 3, this table again reveals the relative absence of concentrated Muslim-origin enclaves, though there are signs of increasing isolation and a declining share of non-Hispanic whites in these people’s neighborhood in the last decade.

The notable exception is the Detroit metro area.  The residential segregation of Muslim-origin Americans in Detroit was extraordinarily high in 1990 and became much higher still by 2000.  While only 2.8 percent of the Detroit metropolitan population is Muslim-origin, nearly 20 percent of the people in an average Muslim-origin person’s neighborhood in Detroit is also of Muslim-origin ancestry.  This represents a 50 percent increase in isolation in the last decade.  And while the Muslim-origin exposure to non-Hispanic whites in Detroit declined during the last decade, the combined exposures show that 97 percent of the racial and ethnic composition of an average Muslim-origin person’s neighborhood is either Muslim-origin or non-Hispanic white.

	Table 6. Segregation and Neighborhood Characteristics of Top 10 Metro Regions with Largest Muslim-Origin 

                Population, 1990 and 2000

	
	Exposure to all Muslims
	Exposure to Whites

	 Neighborhood Segregation
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000

	Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA
	4.4
	62.7
	62.7
	54.6

	New York, NY PMSA
	4.5
	65.2
	65.2
	51.8

	Detroit, MI PMSA
	13.2
	85.5
	85.5
	76.9

	Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV PMSA
	3.5
	69.3
	69.3
	56.7

	Chicago, IL PMSA
	3.9
	71.8
	71.8
	64.6

	Orange County, CA PMSA
	2.7
	70.7
	70.7
	60.9

	Houston, TX PMSA
	2.2
	62.8
	62.8
	51.7

	Oakland, CA PMSA
	2.7
	60.5
	60.5
	50.9

	San Diego, CA MSA
	2.4
	72.9
	72.9
	63.8

	Boston, MA-NH PMSA
	2.0
	87.0
	87.0
	78.0

	  

	
	Median

 Household Income
	Percent 

Homeowners
	Percent 

College Educated

	 Neighborhood Characteristics
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000
	1990
	2000

	Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA
	58,903
	59,850
	50.4
	52.1
	31.9
	38.8

	New York, NY PMSA
	47,145
	44,994
	35.0
	34.0
	28.1
	31.6

	Detroit, MI PMSA
	50,186
	53,526
	69.7
	71.9
	22.0
	26.3

	Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV PMSA
	69,940
	73,022
	60.8
	61.4
	46.8
	51.0

	Chicago, IL PMSA
	48,703
	54,807
	56.1
	63.0
	27.7
	34.1

	Orange County, CA PMSA
	67,419
	71,019
	62.2
	64.9
	32.6
	39.8

	Houston, TX PMSA
	50,851
	57,987
	49.8
	56.7
	35.9
	40.2

	Oakland, CA PMSA
	58,152
	69,654
	57.5
	61.9
	32.8
	40.7

	San Diego, CA MSA
	53,884
	57,028
	57.0
	57.8
	31.1
	35.4

	Boston, MA-NH PMSA
	56,255
	57,944
	53.7
	54.4
	39.3
	43.5


Table 6 also shows that, across the top ten metro areas for Muslim-origin Americans, Muslim-origin Americans’ neighborhood quality improved in regards to median household income, homeownership, and percent college educated, the single exception being the New York City region.  The Muslim-origin population of the Washington, D.C. metro area live in neighborhoods with exceptionally high median household income and percent college educated ($73,022 and 51 percent, respectively).

Differences Within Metro Areas

A last step in our analysis is to recognize the differences between urban and suburban areas in their Muslim-origin populations.  Table 7 shows this breakdown for ten metro areas.  Notice that there are three situations.  One case is New York, where this group is almost entirely located in the central city.  Another situation is where the group is split fairly evenly between cities and suburbs; this is the situation for Los Angeles, Chicago, Houston, and San Diego.  And a third situation is where the group is predominantly suburban: Washington, DC, Detroit, Orange County, Oakland, and Boston.  Suburban concentrations should not be surprising, given the relatively high socioeconomic standing of this group.  

	Table 7. Central City and Suburban Segregation and Neighborhood Characteristics of Top 10 Metro Regions

               with Largest Muslim-Origin Population, 2000

	 Neighborhood Segregation
	Population
	Isolation
	Exposure to Whites

	
	Central City
	Suburban
	Central City
	Suburban
	Central City
	Suburban

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA
	88,428
	79,120
	7.4
	5.1
	58.6
	50.2

	New York, NY PMSA
	141,140
	11,197
	5.9
	1.8
	50.7
	65.5

	Detroit, MI PMSA
	41,238
	83,347
	43.6
	8.1
	65.9
	82.3

	Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV PMSA
	15,903
	98,084
	4.8
	5.7
	51
	57.7

	Chicago, IL PMSA
	37,563
	51,179
	5.9
	3.2
	49.8
	75.4

	Orange County, CA PMSA
	16,857
	42,405
	5.7
	3.6
	51.7
	64.6

	Houston, TX PMSA
	25,186
	21,824
	4.0
	2.5
	46.9
	57.3

	Oakland, CA PMSA
	7,219
	35,472
	2.6
	3.3
	43.7
	52.4

	San Diego, CA MSA
	20,721
	18,451
	3.2
	4.3
	61.8
	66.1

	Boston, MA-NH PMSA
	11,990
	25,187
	2.8
	1.9
	62.3
	85.5

	

	 
 Neighborhood Characteristics
	Median Household Income
	Percent Homeowners
	Percent College Educated

	
	Central City
	Suburban
	Central City
	Suburban
	Central City
	Suburban

	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Los Angeles-Long Beach, CA PMSA
	58,333
	61,545
	48.3
	56.4
	41.7
	35.6

	New York, NY PMSA
	42,791
	72,763
	31.9
	61.5
	31
	39.1

	Detroit, MI PMSA
	30,189
	65,072
	59.2
	78.2
	14.2
	32.4

	Washington, DC-MD-VA-WV PMSA
	55,002
	75,943
	36.9
	65.4
	54.5
	50.4

	Chicago, IL PMSA
	43,134
	63,374
	44.8
	76.4
	34.2
	34

	Orange County, CA PMSA
	67,075
	72,588
	57.6
	67.8
	43.4
	38.4

	Houston, TX PMSA
	48,440
	69,006
	41.1
	74.6
	41.5
	38.7

	Oakland, CA PMSA
	46,986
	74,267
	36.9
	66.9
	46.8
	39.5

	San Diego, CA MSA
	61,041
	52,521
	56.5
	59.2
	44.3
	25.4

	Boston, MA-NH PMSA
	42,875
	65,117
	32.8
	64.7
	46
	42.3


Table 7 shows that Muslim-origin populations in the suburbs are generally in better quality neighborhoods than those in cities, which is typical of all racial and ethnic groups.  For example: 

· Muslim-origin neighborhood isolation tends to be higher, and exposure to non-Hispanic Whites is lower, in cities rather than suburbs.  An average Muslim-origin person lives in a neighborhood that is almost 44 percent Muslim-origin in the central city Detroit metropolitan area, and only 8 percent Muslim-origin in suburbs of the Detroit MSA.

· The median household income of suburban neighborhoods where an average Muslim-origin person lives is much higher than the median household income of central city neighborhoods for the average Muslim-origin person.  Again Detroit provides an extreme example in that the suburban neighborhood median household income of an average Muslim-origin person is well over twice as high as the city neighborhood median income.

· The percent of homeowners in the neighborhood is much higher for an average Muslim-origin person living in the suburbs than in the city.

· In general, the percent college-educated is higher in the neighborhoods in which metro city Muslim-origin people live than in the neighborhoods of suburban Muslim-origin Americans, although once again Detroit proves to be a significant exception.

How Ancestry and Place of Birth Are Used to Determine Muslim-Origin

This report extracts information about the Muslim-origin population from four census data files.  Information about group sizes and their social and economic characteristics is from the 1990 5% Public Use Microdata Sample (1990 PUMS) and the Census 2000 1% Public Use Microdata Sample (2000 PUMS).  These are individual-level files with rich detail about persons and households but they lack the geographic detail to place individuals in their neighborhoods.  However, these microdata samples are subject to sampling error when describing proportionately small groups (like Muslim-origin groups).  We use summary files from the 1990 and 2000 Census of Population to describe the characteristics of neighborhoods in which an average member of a Muslim-origin group lives by metropolitan region.

The Census offers two ways to identify a person's geographic origin: ancestry and place of birth.  The 1990 and 2000 PUMS have detailed information on place of birth and ancestry.  Accordingly we select and group individuals by the following places of birth: North Africa (Ethiopia, Somalia, Egypt, Algeria, Morocco, Sudan, Libya, Chad, Tunisia, North Africa (Not specified)); Middle East (Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Saudi Arabia, Syria, Turkey, Yemen (PDR), Yemen (AR), Bahrain, Oman, Qatar, UAE, Gaza Strip, Iraq-Saudi Neutral Zone, Mesopotamia (Not specified), Middle East (Not specified), Palestine (Not specified), Persian Gulf States (Not specified), West Bank); Iran; and South Asian (Pakistan, Bangladesh, Afghanistan, Malaysia, Indonesia).  We also identify and group ancestries from the 1990 and 2000 PUMS: North Africa (Ethiopian, Somalian, Egyptian, Algerian, Moroccon, Sudanese, Libyan, Chadian, Tunisian, North African, Alhucemans, Berber, Rio De Oro); Middle East (Iraqi, Jordanian, Lebanese, Saudi Arabian, Syrian, Turkish, Yemeni, South Yemen, Kurdish, Bahraini, Omani, UAE, Mideast, Palestinian, Assyrian, Arab, Kuwaiti); Iran; and South Asian (Pakistani, Bangladeshi, Afghanistan, Malaysian, Indonesian).  When place of birth is different than ancestry, we group the individual according to place of birth.
The summary files of the 1990 and 2000 Population Census contain less detailed information on ancestry and place of birth.  Most Muslim-origin groups are identified by first ancestry.  But some important origins are not identifiable in census summary files.  For these groups, we rely on country of birth, which has the disadvantage of capturing only the first generation.  For North African (Egyptian, Moroccan, Ethiopian, and Sudanese), Middle Eastern (Iraqi, Jordanian, Palestinian, Syrian, Assyrian, Turkish, Lebanese, Arab/Arabic, and Other Arab), and Iranian, we use ancestry.  South Asian (Afghanistan, Indonesia, Malaysia and Pakistan) is only identifiable via place of birth. 
Census respondents were able to list a first and second ancestry. To avoid double-counting, we use only the first ancestry here.  A large majority of each ethnic group, identified by either first or second ancestry, is captured this way.  For users interested in one specific group, it may be preferable to use both, which would yield a larger group size.
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