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Introduction:

The predictors of party identification in the United States have been extensively examined to determine how certain social groups form attachments to a particular party.  Campbell et. al. (1960) showed that mostly Catholic white ethnic groups, such as Italian and Irish Americans, formed strong partisan attachments to the Democratic Party in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century as urban political machines recruited these groups for their votes.  And since then, a series of authors demonstrate the residual effect of this psychological tug in more recent elections, which suggest that ethnicity, which is often closely tied to religion, may still have a residual effect (Jelen 1995).

However, the overall belief is that white ethnic groups will largely assimilate into larger Anglo-American society, if they have not already.  For politics, this means a further weakening of the psychological attachments and over time white ethnic group members will resemble Anglo voters whose interests are less driven by social group and more by personal interest (Leege 1989).  In this paper, we challenge this assumption.  We believe that the experiences of particular white ethnic groups in particular settings in contemporary American society are similar to the experiences of other more prominent minority groups and actions taken by both the mainstream and the minority group reinforce and reify the distinctness of the group in question.  We suggest that this process has most likely occurred with Arab Americans, an ethnolinguistic group subsumed under the Census Bureau’s “white” classification through the Office of Management & Budget’s landmark 1978 Directive Number 15.  Yet even though Arab Americans are officially white, they are generally viewed as non-white by larger society and in the post-September 11th, 2001 political environment have been treated as such 
 ADDIN EN.CITE 
(Hassan 2002; Howell 2003; Tam Cho 2006)
.
What effect then does this new political environment have on Arab American political behavior, in particular their partisan identifications.  The literature on minority group behavior suggests that African Americans turned to religion as a way to counter discriminatory effects.  African Americans used churches as a resource to develop the political skills to first survive and then defeat segregation and discriminatory policies (Harris 1999; Alex-Assensoh 2001; Mattis 2001).  Calhoun-Brown (1996) calls the church the elemental unit of political mobilization and Verba, Schlozman, Brady and Nie (Verba 1993) and Verba, Schlozman and Brady (1995) explain that this mobilization has allowed African Americans to participate at levels similar to Anglo Americans.  Cumulatively, the effect of these religious institutions and their resulting social networks have allowed political scientists to explain the higher levels of African American identification with the Democratic Party and overall black vote choice for Democratic candidates 
 ADDIN EN.CITE 
(Miller 1981; Tate 1994; Dawson 1994; Frymer 1999; Leighley 2001; Johnson 2005)

Yet even though the literature suggests that African Americans have been able to use religion to overcome political deficiencies, this may not be the case for other minority groups.  For example, religion is less salient for Latinos and Asian Americans, the two other major minority groups that have experienced discrimination, for political mobilization and political participation.  Some note that the difference between African Americans on the one hand and Latinos and Asian Americans on the other hand is the internal religious diversity (Kelly 2005).  Still others argue that the hierarchical nature of the Catholic Church dampens the ability of both Latinos and Asian Americans to use the church is a similar manner as African Americans (Verba et al. 1995).

How then does religion work in a minority ethnic group that has experienced discrimination but where the group itself is bifurcated along religious lines?  Unlike other ethnic groups in American society, Arab Americans are divided by faith.  According to Read (2008) 65 percent of Arab Americans identify themselves as Christian, whereas 30 percent identify with Islam.   This statistic though is relevant as religious identity among Arab Americans is an important heuristic for the development of social and political identities.  Haddad (1994) discusses at length that religious affiliation, or “faith of the fathers” forms the basis for social organizing in Arab American communities.  Orthodox Christian Arab Americans are more likely to affiliate with other non-Arab Orthodox Christians.  Much in the same way that an Arab American Muslim might have more in common with a Pakistani Muslim.  
Consequently, the social group basis for the partisan identifications of Arab Americans may not be just ethnicity as it is for other white ethnic groups such as Irish or Italian Americans, but religion.  However, the presence of a threatening political climate could bridge the religious divide.  Sustained societal discrimination may lead to the development of a group consciousness and a heuristic such as linked-fate, similar to what has been observed with African Americans and to a lesser extent with Latinos and Asian Americans.  Given the above discussion then, does religion, or more precisely religious faith, have more impact on partisan identifications rather than a shared feeling of discrimination?  Or conversely, does a shared feeling of discrimination and in turn utility heuristics such as linked-fate matter more than religious faith?  Lastly, current literature suggests that non-partisanship, or refusal to affiliate with a particular party, might be becoming a viable option for Muslim Americans (Barreto 2009).  Higher levels of religiosity have been shown to a predictor of non-partisanship as neither party has provided a space for Muslim Americans.  Could Islam then have a similar impact on Arab American non-partisanship identification as well?
The Partisan Identifications of Arab Americans
Historically, Arab Americans, unlike other white ethnic groups, have failed to form strong attachments to either the Republican or Democratic Parties.  Thus, they are similar to Latinos in that they also exhibit higher rates of non-partisanship .  However, vacillation between the parties during election cycles does not mean that Arab Americans were politically inactive.  Since the 1960s, Arab Americans have been elected as Members of Congress, have been major political donors and have formed important constituencies in some elections.  In addition, it is suggested that Arab Americans lead many other ethnic groups in levels of voter registration and voter turnout (Arab American Institute 2000).
Historically, Arab Americans have tended to identify more as Democrats rather than republicans.  Sulemain (1994) notes that a majority of Arab American activists (58%) identified themselves as Democrats in a 1988 survey, whereas only 32% identified as Republican and only 9% as other, not affiliated.  More recently, the Arab American Institute and Zogby International have conducted a series of polls and surveys starting with the 2000 presidential election cataloguing the trends in Arab American partisanship.  They note that growing discontent towards the Bush administration and the Republican Party has shown a trend towards the Democratic Party.  Table One below illustrated the shifts over time.
Insert Table One here

Yet does vote choice translate into identification with the party?  A recent survey conducted in 2003 by ICPSR showed that 32% of respondents in the 2003 Detroit Arab American Survey identified as Independent and 20% indicated No Preference (Baker 2003).  Thus, over half of all Arab Americans in that survey choose not to affiliate with either party, numbers that are much higher than those reported for the general population.  For example, a series of Pew Surveys in 2007 show that 35% of Americans identified as Independent and only 4% indicated No Preference.  In contrast, the Arab American Institute’s 2008 Election survey indicates that a majority of Arab Americans nationally, 57%, identify with the Democratic Party, whereas only 27% identify with the Republican Party.  
Detroit Exceptionalism:

Is there something different then about Detroit?  Detroit is considered the heart of Arab America as the history of Arabs in America and their civic and political participation is closely tied to that of the Detroit.  The first Arab settlers came to the U.S. in the late 1870s.  Coming mostly from Syria, Lebanon and other part of the Ottoman Empire, they settled throughout the country, finding jobs or settling land.  Yet like all other immigrant groups, many decided to settle in and around large manufacturing center in the North.  Lured by General Motors and Ford Company, Arabs quickly established themselves in the Detroit suburbs by the 1910s, working in the factories, manufacturing America’s first factory-produced automobiles.  Flush with new wages, Arab American demand for Arabic-specific consumer products led to successive waves of immigrants, eager to supply the more established community members with items from the Middle East (Orfalea 2006).

Yet it was the 1924 Immigration Act that fundamentally changed the character of the Arab American community.  The Act ended the steady stream of Arab immigrants from the Ottoman Empire.  Before 1924, many Arab Americans did not bother involve themselves in American society.  Seen as a non-white group, but often not dark enough to be categorized as black, Arab Americans were not welcomed by most in American society.  Thus for many it became easier to stay out of the system.  Indeed, many refereed to themselves as al-Nizaleh, Arabic for guests or travelers, reflecting their belief that they were in the U.S. for financial reasons only, looking to make enough money to eventually return home (Suleiman 1994).  However, after 1924, most Arabs realized that their dream of going back to Mount Lebanon or Damascus was no longer viable.  Conditions in the aftermath of the collapse of the Ottoman Empire and the destabilization of the region by through the British and French mandates meant that they were not going home.  Instead, Arab immigrants turned their attention to establishing a permanent presence in the community.  They built churches, mosques, civic and cultural centers.  In addition, the implementation of Americanization programs led to strong assimilation patterns among America’s Arabs.  During this process, Arab immigrants became Arab-Americans and established Detroit as the center of a new Arab America.
However, even though Detroit remains the center of the Arab American community, it is quite atypical in its complexion from other Arab communities.  Even though Detroit, and its best known Arab enclave Dearborn, constitute one of the oldest and largest surviving Arab communities in the U.S., many of its inhabitants are recent immigrants.  Whereas most if not all of the early Arab settlers came from the Levant, Arab immigration since then has been more diverse.  Many of the post-1921 immigrants came seeking to escape violence in their homeland and included Palestinian, Lebanese, Yemeni and Iraqi refugees.  Still, many have come following the 1965 Immigration and Nationality Act seeking greater economic and/or educational opportunities.  Given this, about 60% of the newer immigrants have been Muslim, adding a further dimension to the diversity found within Arab Detroit.  This differs from the larger national Arab American population where Arab Christians number anywhere from 60-70% and most are native-born rather than foreign-born, descendents of the first wave of immigrants (Terry 1999).
This unique history of Arab immigration has led Howell and Jamal (2008) to refer to the Arab American experience in Detroit as “Detroit Exceptionalism”.  They argue that the Arab American experience in Detroit warrants research separate from the rest of the Arab America.  They cite a number of reasons, most importantly the presence of the only Arab ethnic enclave, Dearborn.  Also exceptional is the deep diversity found in Arab Detroit, including the presence of many national-origin groups, the divide between immigrant and native-born Arab Americans, and the larger proportion of Muslim Arabs accompanied by its own diversity.  This is not the case in other metropolitan areas where Arab Americans of a particular nationality have clustered together.  In addition, the long-standing participation of Arab Americans in the political process has led to a commensurate level of Arab Americans, both Christian and Muslim, in elected office and as police officers, government officials and other influential positions.
Given this, it is odd to find that a majority of Arab Americans in Detroit identify as non-partisan.  If anything, there should be an even stronger inclination towards one party or the other.  The importance of the Arab American vote in a swing state such as Michigan should have both parties actively mobilizing the community.  In addition, Arab Americans tend to have higher levels of education and income, which makes them an easier group to mobilize in comparison to other ethnic groups in the state.   
Theory & Hypotheses:
This religious dimension provides us with a unique opportunity from which to attempt to understand the partisanship and non-partisanship of Arab Americans.  Previous literature on non-partisanship has neglected the role of religion, instead suggesting that other factors, such as dissatisfaction with the two-party system or a loss of confidence in the political parties (Wattenberg 1990; Dalton 2000).   Indeed, the 2000 American National Election Survey showed that 40% of Americans claimed to be non-partisan or independent.  However, the dissatisfaction of the party system with Arab Americans runs much deeper than what is the case with the average American.  Arab Americans have faced discrimination and prejudice for decades.  The notorious ABSCAM scandal in 1980 is just one indication of the stereotyping of Arabs in American society.  Furthermore, the harassment Arab Americans have received since the 9/11 terrorist attacks, has dampened the desire to identify as an Arab.  Indeed, Read (2008) has argued that in a post 9/11 society, Arab Americans prefer the use of Christian or Muslim as the word Arab has become pejorative.  This narrative allows us to theorize that religion should have an impact on the partisanship of Arab Americans.  And since much of America’s anger from the 9/11 attacks has been directed towards Muslims, we hypothesize that Arab American Muslims will be affected even more.  
Data and Methods:
 This analysis uses the 2003 Detroit Arab American Study, or DAAS, part of the University of Michigan’s ongoing survey work on the Detroit Metropolitan area.  The principal investigators of the 2003 Detroit Area Study decided to oversample Arab Americans to gauge the effects of the 9/11 terrorist attacks on the influential Arab American community.  And while the face-to-face interviews included questions on a full range of social and political issues, we were mostly interested in the survey items that could affect the partisan identifications of Arab Americans.  The respondents in the survey were all 18 years and older and living in households who self-identified as Arab or Chaldean.  The sample size of the survey is 1,016 respondents. The data collection mode utilizes a dual frame sample of area probability based upon census data and a list sample generated from lists provided by Arab American organizations in the greater Detroit metropolitan area.  The face-to face interviews took place between July 2003 and December 2003.  
Variable Construction:

While party identification among most minority groups in the United States falls into the simplistic Republican/Independent/Republican categorization, this is not the case for the Arab-American population in the United States.  Once again, 32% of the respondents in the 2003 Detroit Arab American Survey identified as Independent and 20% indicated No Preference.  And although other analyses of partisan identification tend to focus on just registered voters, for this analysis we included respondents who were both registered and not registered in order to examine the different factors that predict partisan identification among this entire Arab American community.  Studies have shown that ethnic/racial minorities hold partisan attachments regardless of their registration status (Wong 2000).  This paper then attempts to gain a comprehensive view of the entire Arab-American community and the factors that do and do not link them to political parties.
In order to account for this difference, we explore three different ways in which to code the dependent variable.  The first coding of the dependent variable explores which political party the respondents identify with, Republican or Democrat.  The next two coding schemes explore whether or not the respondents identify with an American party at all. This coding goes beyond the traditional dichotomous measure.  In recent year, researchers have attempted to explain the higher levels of nonpartisanship within certain minority groups (Hajnal 2004; Forthcoming: Barreto 2009).  The question on partisan identification allowed for numerous responses: “Generally, speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Republican, Democrat, Independent or what?”  The first dependent variable is coded as a trichotomous measure of party identification where Democrat=0, Independent/Other/None=1, and Republican=2.  In this model positive values are associated with being Republican and negative values with being Democrat.  The second dependent variable distinguishes between party identifiers and those who picked “none” as their party ID.  We employ two different versions of this variable to capture the differences in partisanship.  First, a trichotomous variable where Democrat or Republican=0, Independent/Other=1 and None=2.  This version allows us to distinguish between those who identify with a major party, independent or other party, and no party at all.  Second, we create a dummy variable for respondents who selected “none” on party identification, whereby Democrat, Republican, Independent, or Other are all coded as zero.  For the trichotomous variables, it is not clear that the Independent/Other grouping belongs ordered in the middle, so we use two different estimation techniques, multinomial and ordered logit regression.  For the dichotomous variable, standard logit regression is used.  
In this paper we report the ordered logit and logit regression for ease of presentation.  The results from the multinomial regression are presented in tables 5-8 located in the appendix.  We report the unstandardized coefficients and the standard errors.  Also for model one and model two we report the average change in probability across the categories of the dependent variable.  We report the average change for model one and model two because the effects of the ordered logit are more complicated when compared to a logit model.  For a dichotomous logit, the effect is the change in probability of the dependent variable from the lowest to the highest level of a predictor.  However, since the dependent variable is categorical and not dichotomous, it makes more sense to report the average change in probability across the categories of the dependent variable.
   For the dichotomous dependent variable in model three we report the changes in predicted probabilities.  In order to compute these values we use the prchange command in the SPost add-on module for STATA (Long 2005). 
Independent Variables
We include established measures relevant to partisanship identification and distinctive measures related to the Arab American community.  When appropriate the variables are coded in way that the higher value represents a more conservative viewpoint.
  The established variables associated with partisan identification consist of age, education, income, gender, married, ideology and religiosity.  Based upon literature on immigrant partisanship identification we include a variable of English language proficiency.  This variable examines whether the respondent speaks another language besides English at home.  We also control for generation with a series of dummy variables.  This variable is constructed by examining whether the respondent is born in the United States(first generation) or born in another country(second generation).  The third generation variable is based upon whether the respondent’s mother and father are born in the United States.  Finally, we include several predictors which are associated with the Arab-American community.  First of all, considering the discrimination facing the Arab-American community after the attacks of 9-11, we include a measure for discrimination this community might face.  This variable examines whether the respondent experiences loss of employment due to their race, ethnicity, or religion.
  Extant literature shows that the concept of linked fate is an important for partisanship among minority communities (Dawson 1994).  Therefore, we examined if linked fate is an important predictor among the Arab-American community as well.  This variable examines whether being Arab American is a major factor in the respondent’s social relationships: strongly disagree, disagree, neither agree or disagree, agree, or strongly agree.  Furthermore, previous literature finds that political knowledge, political trust, political participation, and civic engagement are all important indicators of party identification among ethnic and racial minorities (Hajnal 2004).  Political knowledge is based on whether the respondent knows which political party has more members in the United States House of Representatives.  The political trust variable assesses how much confidence the respondent has in the government in Washington D.C.:  none at all, not very much, a lot, a great deal.  The political participation variable is constructed from different questions asking the respondent if they participate in a series of different political activities, such as if the respondent has ever signed a petition, if they have contributed money to political candidates, written to a government official, and if they have taken part in a political or social protest.   From these four questions we created a four-point index with four being the most politically active and zero being the least politically active.  The civic engagement is based upon a series of questions regarding the respondents’ participation in a sport organization, art or cultural organization, a labor union, a parent association, a business association, a village or town club or an ethnic association.  From these questions we created a seven-point index with seven being the most civically engaged and zero being the least engaged. Finally in order to control for religion we include Muslim self-identification and Christian self-identification in separate models.  For a more detailed listing of how we coded the variables, please refer to appendix 1.  
Findings
Overall, our results show that religious identity and political variables (political knowledge, political trust, and political participation) all greatly affect the party identification among Arab-Americans in the Detroit area. Below we discuss in detail these significant predictors for each model (see tables 1-4 in the appendix).
Arab-American Muslims-Model 1, Republican

     The findings for the first model show that predictors relevant to partisanship identification and distinctive predictors related to the Arab American community both play an important role in the party identification of Arab-Americans.  Variables associated with the Arab-American community such as being Muslim and experiencing discrimination are significant predictors of Arab-American party identification.  First of all Arab-Americans who identify with the Muslim faith are less likely to identify with the Republican Party.  A one unit increase in identifying as Muslim will on average decrease the probability one will identify with the Republican Party by .062.  Additionally, losing one’s job due to discrimination has a strong effect (.114) of decreasing the likelihood that one will identify with the Republican Party.  The fact that Arab-Americans who identify as Muslims and who experience discrimination based on their race, ethnicity or religion are moving away from the Republican Party makes logical sense.  It is not surprising that Arab-Americans who identify as Muslim or who have experienced discrimination would be less likely to identify with the Republican Party, since the Republican Party, post 9-11 has increasingly embraced anti-Islamic rhetoric.  In terms of other variables relevant to racial and ethnic minorities, political variables such as political trust and political participation increase the chances that Arab-Americans will identify with the Republican Party.  This finding is in adherence with traditional studies on political partisanship that show that political participation and trust are important factors in getting people aligned with political parties.  In terms of predictors that are relevant to partisanship identification, respondents with higher incomes are more likely to identify with the Republican Party, while people who possess liberal ideology are less likely to identify with the Republican Party.

Arab-American Muslims-Models 2and 3-No Party

     As mentioned earlier, over half of our sample did not identify with either the Republican or Democrat Party, and models two and three below attempt to examine what factors are driving non-partisanship among Arab-Americans.  Both models show that identifying as Muslim is a crucial force for not identifying with a party.  Model two shows that identifying as Muslim leads to respondents being eight percent more likely on average of not identifying with a party.  Model three displays that respondents who identify as Muslim are six percent more likely to identify with no political party at all.  In both models, the findings suggest that the more political knowledge one possess, the more likely one is to identify with a political party.  Furthermore, model two shows the more one participates in the political system, than one is twenty-four percent less likely to identify with no political party at all.  Thus, being politically active does increase one’s chances of identifying with either the Democrat or Republican Party.  In model three, increasing levels of political trust lead to one being more likely to identify with no political party at all.  In terms of traditional partisanship identification indicators, both models two and three display that being married decreases the likelihood that respondents will identify with no political party at all.  Also, model three shows that respondents with higher income are seven percent less likely to identify with no political party at all.  Finally, having a more liberal political ideology increases the likelihood that one will develop partisanship attachments.

   Arab-American Christians-Model 1, Republican
    Among Arab-Americans who identify as Christian, we find that on average, they are five percent more likely to identify as Republicans.  This finding displays the cleavages that exist within the Arab-American community due to religious identification.  While identifying as Muslim leads to respondents being less likely to identify as Republican, Arab-Americans who identify as Christian are more likely to identify as Republicans.  Therefore religious identification clearly is a polarizing factor in the Arab-American community in relation to partisanship.  The political variables display that increased levels of political trust and political participation on average increase the likelihood of identifying as Republican by eight and nine percent respectively.  Traditional predictors of partisanship such as high income increase the likelihood of respondents identifying as Republican, while leaning liberal ideologically decreases the likelihood of one identifying with the Republican Party.
Arab-American Christians-Models 2and 3-No Party

   Again, religious identification plays an important role in whether Arab-Americans choose to identify with no political party at all.  While identifying as Muslim increased the likelihood that one will identify with no political party at all, identifying as Christian actually decreases the likelihood that one will not identify with a party.  In model 2 (table 4), we find that identifying as Christian decreases the likelihood of identifying with no party by nine percent on average.  Furthermore, model 3 displays that identifying as Christian, decreases the likelihood of identifying with no party at all by six percent.  Therefore, while Arab-Americans who identify as Muslim seem to be drifting away from the two main political parties, Arab-Americans who identify as Christian are more likely to identify with one of the two major political parties.  In terms of political variables, increasing one’s political knowledge decreases the likelihood that one will not identify with a party.  Model three shows that an increase in political trust increases the likelihood that one will not identify with a party.  In model two, an increase in political participation leads to an increase in probability that one will not identify with a major political party.  Traditional predictors of partisanship proved to be significant indicators as well among Arab-American Christians.  In both models two and three, being married decreases the likelihood that you will identify with no party at all.  Model three shows that respondent’s with a high income decreases the probability that one will identify with no political party at all by seven percent. Finally, identifying with a liberal ideology makes one fourteen percent less likely to identify with no political party.

Discussion

In this paper we have examined a traditional puzzle in political science, the factors that cause people to identify with a party or not, and applied it to a group that receives little attention, Arab-Americans.  While not recent arrivals, the Arab-Americans in the Detroit area fail to form the same attachments to either one of the major political parties like other white ethnics, with over fifty percent stating that they do not identify with the Republican or Democrat Party.  While other white ethnic groups, such as Irish-Americans were mobilized by entrenched Democratic political machines, it appears that Arab-Americans are on the periphery of the political system (Erie 1990).  However, what is significant about our analysis is that religious identification in particular plays a major role in political isolation among the Arab-American community.  While Arab-Americans who identify as Christians hold partisan ties, Arab-Americans who are Muslim tend to not identify with either major political party. Since forty-one percent of Arab-Americans in our sample identified as Muslim, it is especially crucial to continue to explore the political behavior of this group.  This analysis proved important in laying the foundation for what factors are significant in predicting Arab-American partisanship patterns.  The next step would be to be conduct a more nuanced examination of the effect of discrimination upon political identification, and if the political parties are reaching out to the Arab-American community.
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[image: image4.emf]Table 4. Average Changes/Changes in Predicted Probabilities Among Arab-American Christians

Model 1.  Model 2.  Model 3.

Republican  No Party No Party 2

Avg. Change Avg. Change Min-->Max

Christian 0.049 -0.098 -0.062

Job Loss due to discrimination -0.119 n.s. n.s.

Linked Fate n.s. n.s. n.s.

Political knowledge n.s. -0.116 -0.092

Political Trust 0.088 n.s. 0.073

Political Participation 0.096 -0.247 n.s.

Civic Engagement n.s. n.s. n.s.

Foreign Born n.s. n.s. n.s.

Third Generation n.s. n.s. n.s.

English spoken at home n.s. n.s. n.s.

Religiosity n.s. n.s. n.s.

Age n.s. n.s. n.s.

Education n.s. n.s. n.s.

Income-middle 0.053 n.s. n.s.

Income-high 0.079 n.s. -0.077

Ideology -0.229 n.s. -0.141

Gender n.s. n.s. n.s.

Married n.s. -0.062 -0.081
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Construction of Variables

Dependent Variables

Generally, speaking, do you usually think of yourself as a Republican, Democrat,

Independent or what?

Republican 

0=Democrat; Independent/Other Party/No Party=1; Republican=2

No Party

0=Democrat/Republican; Independent/Other=1; No Party=2

No Party2

0=Democrat/Republican/Independent/Other; 1=No Party

Independent Variables

Linked Fate

 I identify with other Arab Americans. Do you strongly agree, agree, neither

agree nor disagree, disagree, or strongly disagree?

1=Strongly Disagree; 2=Disagree; 3=Neither Agree/or Disagree; 4=Agree; 5=Strongly Agree

Religious Involvement/Religiosity

Not including weddings and funerals, how often do you attend religious services? Do

you attend every week or more often, almost every week, once or twice a month, a few

times per year, or less often than that?

1=Less often than that; 2=A few times a year; 3=Once or twice a month; 4=Almost every week; 5=Every week or more

Discrimination dummy variable

Have you experienced in the past two years, loss of employment due to your race, ethnicity, or religion?

1=Yes

Muslim dummy variable

Looking at the categories...which best describes your religion?

1=Muslim
Christian dummy variable

Looking at the categories...which best describes your religion?

1=Christian

Political Knowledge dummy variable

Which party currently has more members in the United States House of

Representatives: the Democrats or the Republicans?

1=Republican

Political Trust 

The government in Washington, D.C. (How much confidence do you have in it--a great

deal, a lot, not very much, or none at all)?

1=None at all; 2=Not very much; 3=A lot; 4= A great deal

Political Participation

Dummy Petition Variable

Have you ever signed a petition?

1=Yes

Dummy Donation Variable

Since January 2000, have you contributed money to any organization that supported

political candidates?

1=Yes

Dummy Written Variable

In the past 12 months, have you called or written a government official to express your

opinion on a political issue?

1=Yes

Dummy Protest Variable

In the past 12 months, have you taken part in a protest, march, or demonstration about

any social or political issue?

1=Yes

Political Participation=Dummy Petition Variable+ Dummy Donation Variable+ Dummy Written Variable+ Dummy Protest Variable (4=highest political participation; 0=lowest political participation).

Civic Engagement

Dummy Sport Club Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in a sport or recreation organization?

1=Active

Dummy Art Club Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in an art, music or cultural organization?

1=Active

Dummy Labor Union Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in a labor union?

1=Active

Dummy Parent Club Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in a parent’s association, like the PTA or PTO or other school support or service group?

1=Active

Dummy Business Club Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in a professional or business association?

1=Active

Dummy Town Club Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in a village or town club?

1=Active

Dummy Ethnic Association Variable

Are you an active, inactive member or neither in an ethnic association, including advocacy groups like ADC, theYemeni Benevolent Association or the Chaldean Federation? 

1=Active

Civic Engagement=Dummy Sport Club Variable+ Dummy Art Club Variable+ Dummy Labor Union Variable+ Dummy Parent Club Variable + Dummy Business Club Variable + Dummy Town Club Variable + Dummy Ethnic Association Variable (7=highest civic engagement level; 0=lowest civic engagement level)

Foreign born dummy variable

1= Foreign Born, born in other country than U.S.

Second generation dummy variable (Excluded Variable in Analysis)

1=Second Generation (born in US with parents foreign born)

Third generation dummy variable

1=Third generation (born in US with parents also US born)

English Dummy Variable

Do you speak a language other than English at home?

1=No do not speak another language besides English at home

Age

1=23-29

2=30-44

3=45-65

4=66-93

Education

1=Less than High School/Some High School

2=High School Graduate

3=Some College/Associates Degree

4=Bachelor’s Degree

5=Post graduate education

Income

Middle Income Dummy Variable

1=$50,000-$74,999

High Income Dummy Variable

1=$75,000 and over

Ideology

1=Very conservative

2=Moderately conservative

3=Middle of the road

4=Moderately liberal

5=Very liberal

Gender Dummy Variable

1=Male

Married Dummy Variable

1=Married
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Table 1. Orderd Logit/Logit Regression Among Arab-American Muslims





Model 1. Republican 





a





Model 2. No Party 





b





Model 3. No Party2 





c





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Muslim





-0.486**





0.207





0.533***





0.208





0.630**





0.320





Job Loss due to discrimination





-0.780*





0.434





-0.311





0.447





-0.857





0.786





Linked Fate





-0.096





0.107





0.125





0.107





0.247





0.167





Political Knowledge





-0.103





0.188





-0.700***





0.185





-0.839***





0.298





Political Trust





0.234***





0.092





0.039





0.091





0.226*





0.137





Political Participation





0.211*





0.115





-0.395***





0.121





-0.200





0.206





Civic Engagement





-0.038





0.082





-0.037





0.085





0.175





0.135





Foreign Born





0.244





0.266





0.008





0.265





0.031





0.412





Third Generation





-0.601





0.431





0.103





0.451





-0.034





0.844





English spoken at home





0.269





0.279





-0.054





0.286





-0.046





0.446





Religiosity





0.046





0.067





-0.085





0.068





-0.102





0.105





Age





0.123





0.103





-0.071





0.105





0.095





0.152





Education





0.124





0.080





0.030





0.079





-0.069





0.131





Income-middle





0.457*





0.248





0.302





0.250





0.110





0.365





Income-high





0.649***





0.231





-0.147





0.227





-0.806**





0.403





Ideology





-0.440***





0.091





-0.012





0.089





-0.356***





0.140





Gender





-0.096





0.176





-0.136





0.178





0.007





0.265





Married





-0.007





0.204





-0.389*





0.208





-0.683**





0.297





Cut 1/Constant





-1.022





0.736





-0.686





0.745





-1.500





Cut2





1.600





0.738





1.270





0.747





N=534





N = 534





N=534





LR chi2(18) = 64.83





LR chi2(18) =67.83





LR chi2(18) = 80.90





Prob > chi2 = 0.0000





Prob > chi2=0.0000





Prob > chi2 = 0.0000





Log likelihood = -203.294





            





Log likelihood = -506.083                     





Log likelihood = -502.023              





a: dependent variable is 3-point partisanship, 0=Dem; 1=Ind/Oth/None; 2=Repub





b: dependent variable is 3-point non-partisan scale; 0=Dem/Rep; 1=Ind/Oth; 2=None





c: dependent variable is dichotomous non-partisan measure; 0=Dem/Rep/Ind/Oth; 1=None





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01





Table 2. Orderd Logit/Logit Regression Among Arab-American Christians





Model 1. Republican 





a





Model 2. No Party 





b





Model 3. No Party2 





c





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Christian





0.384*





0.208





-0.595***





0.210





-0.575*





0.321





Job Loss due to discrimination





-0.809*





0.434





-0.319





0.448





-0.842





0.786





Linked Fate





-0.098





0.106





0.126





0.107





0.248





0.168





Political knowledge





-0.098





0.188





-0.708***





0.186





-0.847***





0.298





Political Trust





0.232***





0.092





0.044





0.092





0.228*





0.136





Political Participation





0.210*





0.115





-0.406***





0.121





-0.196





0.206





Civic Engagement





-0.034





0.083





-0.038





0.085





0.170





0.135





Foreign Born





0.2273





0.266





0.009





0.265





0.049





0.411





Third Generation





-0.581





0.432





0.079





0.452





-0.071





0.843





English spoken at home





0.288





0.279





-0.049





0.287





-0.053





0.446





Religiosity





0.054





0.068





-0.070





0.069





-0.106





0.106





Age





0.128





0.103





-0.059





0.105





0.091





0.153





Education





0.125





0.080





0.025





0.079





-0.072





0.131





Income-middle





0.454*





0.249





0.328





0.251





0.120





0.365





Income-high





0.661***





0.232





-0.126





0.228





-0.801**





0.403





Ideology





-0.431***





0.090





-0.015





0.089





-0.358***





0.140





Gender





-0.082





0.176





-0.130





0.178





0.005





0.265





Married





-0.016





0.204





-0.377*





0.208





-0.675**





0.297





Cut 1/Constant





-0.537





0.695





-1.159





0.707





-0.893





1.051





Cut2





2.077





0.701





0.800





0.706





N=534





N = 534





N=534





LR chi2(18)= 64.16





LR chi2(18)=65.75   





LR chi2(18)= 82.39  





Prob > chi2=0.000  





Prob > chi2= 0.000





Prob > chi2=0.000  





Log likelihood = -203.630





Log likelihood = -507.124              





Log likelihood = -501.282         





a: dependent variable is 3-point partisanship, 0=Dem; 1=Ind/Oth/None; 2=Repub





b: dependent variable is 3-point non-partisan scale; 0=Dem/Rep; 1=Ind/Oth; 2=None





c: dependent variable is dichotomous non-partisan measure; 0=Dem/Rep/Ind/Oth; 1=None





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01





Table 3. Average Changes/Changes in Predicted Probabilities Among Arab-American Muslims





Model 1. 





Model 2. 





Model 3





Republican 





No Party





No Party 2





Avg. Change





Avg. Change





Min-->Max





Muslim





-0.062





0.088





0.068





Job Loss due to discrimination





-0.114





n.s.





n.s.





Linked Fate





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Political knowledge





n.s.





-0.115





-0.091





Political Trust





0.089





n.s.





0.072





Political Participation





0.096





-0.242





n.s.





Civic Engagement





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Foreign Born





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Third Generation





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





English spoken at home





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Religiosity





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Age





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Education





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Income-middle





0.053





n.s.





n.s.





Income-high





0.077





n.s.





-0.072





Ideology





-0.234





n.s.





-0.140





Gender





n.s.





n.s.





n.s.





Married





n.s.





-0.064





-0.081





Table 5. Multinomial Logit Among Arab-American Muslims





 Republican=0 





a





Republican=2





Average Change





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Muslim





-0.132





0.257





-1.230***





0.340





0.091





Job Loss due to discrimination





0.442





0.494





-1.291





1.137





0.092





Linked Fate





-0.046





0.132





-0.206





0.163





0.069





Political Knowledge





0.615***





0.231





0.610**





0.296





0.100





Political Trust





-0.068





0.114





0.317**





0.149





0.081





Political Participation





0.306**





0.145





0.742***





0.174





0.296





Civic Engagement





0.130





0.102





0.126





0.119





0.127





Foreign Born





-0.098





0.329





0.282





0.403





0.024





Third Generation





0.222





0.528





-0.652





0.641





0.048





English spoken at home





-0.031





0.357





0.213





0.405





0.018





Religiosity





0.028





0.085





0.076





0.104





0.028





Age





0.042





0.128





0.320*





0.165





0.071





Education





-0.141





0.100





0.012





0.122





0.079





Income-middle





-0.621**





0.317





0.057





0.407





0.081





Income-high





-0.424





0.287





0.576*





0.345





0.073





Ideology





0.142





0.112





-0.567***





0.146





0.175





Gender





0.247





0.221





0.104





0.272





0.033





Married





0.275





0.255





0.357





0.328





0.049





Constant





-1.081





0.912





-2.015*





1.171





N = 534





LR chi2(36) =148.82





Prob > chi2=0.0000





            





Log likelihood = -465.586           





a: dependent variable is 3-point partisanship, 0=Dem; 1=Ind/Oth/None; 2=Repub





Republican=1 is the base outcome





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01





Table 6. Multinomial Logit Among Arab-American Christians





 Republican=0 





a





Republican=2





Average Change





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Christian





0.271





0.259





1.181***





0.338





0.091





Job Loss due to discrimination





0.469





0.495





-1.314





1.132





0.097





Linked Fate





-0.044





0.132





-0.214





0.163





0.073





Political Knowledge





0.618***





0.231





0.618**





0.296





0.100





Political Trust





-0.071





0.115





0.303**





0.149





0.079





Political Participation





0.319**





0.145





0.748***





0.174





0.300





Civic Engagement





0.125





0.102





0.125





0.119





0.123





Foreign Born





-0.082





0.328





0.270





0.403





0.023





Third Generation





0.229





0.528





-0.604





0.641





0.048





English spoken at home





-0.050





0.356





0.216





0.405





0.019





Religiosity





0.008





0.087





0.068





0.105





0.021





Age





0.027





0.129





0.312*





0.165





0.072





Education





-0.139





0.100





0.017





0.122





0.078





Income-middle





-0.641**





0.318





0.034





0.408





0.082





Income-high





-0.443





0.288





0.566





0.345





0.076





Ideology





0.138





0.112





-0.553***





0.146





0.173





Gender





0.225





0.221





0.113





0.271





0.031





Married





0.270





0.255





0.344





0.327





0.048





Constant





-1.174





0.868





-3.121***





1.133





N = 534





LR chi2(36) =147.48





Prob > chi2=0.0000





            





Log likelihood = -466.255        





a: dependent variable is 3-point partisanship, 0=Dem; 1=Ind/Oth/None; 2=Repub





Republican=1 is the base outcome





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01





Table 7. Multinomial Logit Among Arab-American Muslims





 No Party=1 





a





No Party=2





Average Change





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Muslim





0.380





0.245





0.798**





0.340





0.081





Job Loss due to discrimination





0.103





0.506





-0.795





0.827





0.047





Linked Fate





0.066





0.125





0.278





0.178





0.074





Political Knowledge





-0.470**





0.220





-1.054***





0.315





0.102





Political Trust





-0.169





0.110





0.147





0.147





0.093





Political Participation





-0.500***





0.139





-0.404*





0.215





0.273





Civic Engagement





-0.195**





0.099





0.091





0.141





0.172





Foreign Born





-0.123





0.312





-0.044





0.441





0.018





Third Generation





0.054





0.506





-0.025





0.866





0.009





English spoken at home





-0.119





0.331





-0.073





0.472





0.018





Religiosity





-0.017





0.080





-0.109





0.112





0.030





Age





-0.203





0.125





-0.001





0.163





0.095





Education





0.127





0.094





0.008





0.139





0.081





Income-middle





0.462





0.299





0.322





0.398





0.071





Income-high





0.280





0.265





-0.679





0.422





0.064





Ideology





0.249**





0.107





-0.241





0.149





0.184





Gender





-0.260





0.211





-0.115





0.284





0.037





Married





-0.116





0.250





-0.729**





0.321





0.056





Constant





0.206





0.865





-0.676





1.209





N = 534





LR chi2(36) =120.63





Prob > chi2=0.0000





            





Log likelihood = -482.160 





a:  dependent variable is 3-point non-partisan scale; 0=Dem/Rep; 1=Ind/Oth; 2=None





No Party=0 is the base outcome





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01





Table 8. Multinomial Logit Among Arab-American Christians





 No Party=1 





a





No Party=2





Average Change





Coef





S.E.





Coef





S.E.





Christian





-0.492**





0.247





-0.793**





0.342





0.094





Job Loss due to discrimination





0.086





0.506





-0.788





0.828





0.046





Linked Fate





0.065





0.125





0.279





0.178





0.074





Political Knowledge





-0.474**





0.220





-1.062***





0.315





0.103





Political Trust





-0.163





0.110





0.153





0.147





0.091





Political Participation





-0.514***





0.140





-0.405*





0.215





0.278





Civic Engagement





-0.193*





0.099





0.087





0.141





0.169





Foreign Born





-0.131





0.312





-0.029





0.439





0.020





Third Generation





0.048





0.507





-0.067





0.866





0.010





English spoken at home





-0.106





0.332





-0.075





0.472





0.016





Religiosity





0.003





0.082





-0.103





0.113





0.030





Age





-0.186





0.125





0.003





0.164





0.087





Education





0.123





0.094





-0.013





0.139





0.079





Income-middle





0.491





0.301





0.347





0.398





0.075





Income-high





0.306





0.267





-0.662





0.422





0.068





Ideology





0.247**





0.107





-0.244





0.149





0.183





Gender





-0.247





0.211





-0.110





0.284





0.035





Married





-0.1081





0.250





-0.716**





0.321





0.056





Constant





0.532





0.829





0.070





1.138





N = 534





LR chi2(36) =121.49





Prob > chi2=0.0000





            





Log likelihood = -481.732





a:  dependent variable is 3-point non-partisan scale; 0=Dem/Rep; 1=Ind/Oth; 2=None





No Party=0 is the base outcome





*p<.10  **p<.05  ***p<.01








� Since the prchange command reports average changes as absolute values, the signs correspond to the same direction as the ordered logit coefficient.


� The exception in this analysis is ideology which will be re-coded in future analyses.


� We also included other dummy variables examining discrimination.  These variables asked the respondent if he experiences verbal insults, threatening words or gestures, physical attacks, and vandalism or destruction of property due to their race, ethnicity or religion.  These variables proved to have no significant bearing on the model and thus were dropped from the final model.











