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Chapter One
The Problem and its Background

1.0Introduction

In pursuing this research, it is my intention to broaden our unddmstpof a unique
segment of the United States’ immigrant community througdtingg and further
developing theories on immigrant integration in a comparative cormexyemeni
immigrants, and comparatively assessing those data with alma#olished data on
Lebanese-Americans in addition to sample interviews. MetropolitnoD has one of
the world’'s largest concentrations of Middle Eastern immigrathits largest groups
within the Metro Detroit Arab American community are the Lelsarhi’a, followed by
the Yemenis, both Zaidis and Sunnis, and the Sunni Palestinians (WaughnMgbu-
Laban, & Qureshi, p. 257) This examination of a highly traditional, impermeable and
oftentimes controversial sector of the Muslim and Arabic commanitiall prove
invaluable in our understanding of immigrant communities and theirs raled
adjustments in U.S. society, and of expected patterns of immigitdetremnt generally
in their new host societies. Additionally, governments have aresitan policies that
enable new settlers to develop a sense of belonging to the cuishenunity, participate
in all aspects of social, cultural and economic life, and be confidehthey are coming
into a country that is able to accept their difference and vHiae contribution
(Spoonley, Peace, Butcher, and O’Neill, 2005, p. 86). Such positive saitleatcomes
benefit both the immigrant and host society, a current question of mnperhot only in
North America but in Europe and elsewhere (Spoonley, Peace, Butahdr

O’Neill). Within immigrant communities, individuals may choose taegt (or not)



aspects of the host society’s culture; however, there are @isal, Political, economic
and other specific challenges to integration that, if understood andoomercould
benefit the society as whole.

Additionally, although | do not conduct interviews in this study, | didebay
initial hypothesis on a set of pilot interviews. This pilot studs based my dissertation
interests and it involved a convenience sample that consisted refenteg three first-
generation Yemeni-Americans who were educated and deemed as coynimaders
and/or active members. Of the three interviewees, two werewhenemigrated from
Yemen to the U.S. for educational purposes and then decided to sedtleThe woman
interviewee emigrated to the U.S. for marriage and settledvéneher family while
pursuing her education. All three of the interviewees fell withginallar middle-class

income range, thus no class or educational variance in this pre-test was abnducte

The preliminary results of that study offered many insightshis» dcommunity.
First, despite all three interviewees having lived in the U.S. for over tweatg, they all
shared a hope of returning to Yemen and expressed a shallow or weak foreptéraoe
by the non-Arab/non-Muslim community here in the host cultureis fleeling however
may have been a result of their indecisions on whether or not thelgd wemain in the
U.S. Further, all three interviewees indicated that most of fasit desires to continue
making a life here were weakened after the events of Sbpteti, 2001, especially due
to an increase in their first-hand experiences with “racismEinally, all three
interviewees explained that they have not experienced struggletheir identity while
living here in the U.S. However, they have noticed that the yougegeerations [their

children and those children that they have worked with] of YemererAuans have been



exceptionally susceptible to confusion in their identity being ety could not speak
Arabic. This weakness in Arabic directly affected these yoaththeir relations with
their parents, especially those parents who could not speaksignilr impeding on
communication between each other which oftentimes created misamdigngls and
frustrations. Further, these youth were also struggling in theg to fit into the society
they grew up in while upholding the traditional values through culturedigion which
their parents strongly instilled into them. Interviews wezeorded, transcribed and

coded using the computer program, MAXqdaz2.

1.1. Background of the Study

Historically, almost all Arab-Americans trace theirgors to one of two large
waves of immigration. The first started at the end of th® déntury, was driven by
economic motives of migrants in search of work and better limdsirecluded mostly
Lebanese Christians. The second wave of Arab immigration cderettad reopening of
America’s gates to immigrants in 1965, and was amplified #fierl967 Arab-Israeli
war. This subsequent wave was more varied than the first, thes ¢bnsisting of
Palestinians, Yemenis and others escaping from tyranny or wolend¢heir home
countries.

Researchers agree today that Yemenis began immigratinthentdnited States
in the late 19 century. According to Mary Bisharat, “Yemenis made thpjsearance in
the U.S. shortly after the opening of the Suez Canal in 1860; almainty a handful

had come by 1890” (Bisharat, 1975, p. 203). The earliest immigrants pamarily



from the southern Yemen and the Aden protectorate, the area foknallyn as the
People’'s Democratic Republic of Yemen (or South Yemen). Theionefmr emigration
was the extreme poverty of the land, worsened by British immemalrhose migrants
from the North however, were originally very few in migvat numbers due to the
isolation imposed by the local ruler Imam Yahya; this migrapattern continued up
until he was assassinated in 1948 (Bisharat,1975, pp. 22-26). Therefaas,nbt until
the 1950s, 60s and primarily the 70s, that Yemeni immigration to {Bepgaked until
the most recent migration patterns, which consisted of the highfast of Yemeni
immigrants beginning in the 1990s just after the reunification of the Yemens.

Most U.S. Yemeni communities were concentrated in primahhget states,
namely, New York, Michigan and California (Swanson, 1979, p. 34). bthigkn, the
automobile industry had employed numerous Yemenis settling withiMéte Detroit
area from the early 1900s, settling especially in SoutheastbDae and Hamtramck.
According tothe Detroit Arab American Study (DAAS), Yemeni-Americatuglay
account for 9% (est. population 15,000) of the Arab population within the detroit
region. In contrast, Lebanese-Americans account for roughly 378 &rab population
within Metro Detroit and initially migrated for both economic geas and due to the
tumultuous civil war. According to the 2000 U.S. Census, approximately #Ofte
ancestry in Dearborn is Arabic. Dearborn also fares much kbt#iar Hamtramck in
terms of higher estimated median household income, indeed farirgy biedin the
average in state of Michigan, at approximately $49,044 in 2007. Withi8dhth end of
Dearborn however, the primarily Yemeni community is chareeéras less affluent and

working class, heavily reliant on the automotive industry (just #seiirdamtramck case)



and severely impacted by the downturn in the industry. Accortbngome of the
demographics found in the DAAS, in career/job fields, Yemenis are hkely to work
in the trades (43 percent, compared to a range of 7 to 17 percenhdorAvabs and
Chaldeans). Lebanese/Syrians have the highest proportion of thosef@sspmal
occupations (29 percent compared to 5-19 percent). Further, only 3%nuoénie
Americans were found to be business owners in comparison to LebamesiEsh
business owners who accounted for 21% of Metro Detroit Arab Americemterms of
family/household size, Yemeni-Americans hold the largest familith an average of
3.8 children in comparison to Lebanese-Americans who account for 2.4 children.

Yemeni-Americans have tended to differentiate themselves frbaer mhmigrant
groups as well, including their Arab-American counterparts, by tAther insular mind-
set regarding immigration and assimilation within their hostietpc For instance,
according to anthropologist Nabeel Abraham, “whereas all Arab woete considered
to be economically-motivated immigrants, the immigration of eadiicpkar group, such
as the Yemenis, to the U.S. is a product of a specific sestoirical, political, and socio-
economic circumstances. These circumstances have a bearinggooup's perspective
toward life and work in the U.S., and just as importantly, on the inamig’ relationship
to the home country (Abraham, 1977, p. 4).

Further, the Yemeni-American population contrasts with the othasliiv
demographics in several ways: "less educated and less fhuEénglish, but more strictly
religious, they hold unskilled positions and send remittances back tty fiamiemen,

while shunning the influences of American society" (Belton, October 2003).



1.2 Nature of the Problem

It is important to study in greater depth the extent and typedeafration or
segregation of the Yemeni-American community in that there has less effort to
understand the patterns and problems toward immigrant integration eofery
immigrants than with other Arab immigrants. In terms of origiemén is a unique
country to consider being that it has a strikingly diverse topogragbgio-economic
differences and a unique political history due to the British coltorzaf the south, the
largely tribal far north, and the eventual, unification of the country.

| intend to examine the levels of political integration among &m@rmerican
immigrants by measuring variables which would reveal patternshef political
participation (voting, participation, contributions, and membershipg literature on the
integration of immigrants appears to struggle with the problemdefining the
multidimensional concept of integration and measuring an appropriate @ut@rable.

Therefore, | will be basing the concept of integration as having ilivieosmpact on

economic success through three mairannels, reflected in the three dimensions of

political, social and economic integration, all of which relateh® issue of economic
opportunities (Yang 1994, p. 455).

For comparison, | will also measure cultural and economic integrafi Yemeni
and Lebanese immigrants as a comparison to reveal and better amdletiseir
potentially contrasting levels and types of political particgoatil will be examining the
associations and relevant characteristics such as income, wishing Yemeni from
Lebanese immigrants within each community. Below, | explain faildghat is meant

by political, socioeconomic and cultural integration per this dissertation.



Political Integration Background

Political participation can be defined as taking part in or beegnmvolved in
activities related to politics (Heelsum, 2002, p. 182). Integratiadtirmately all about
the ongoing political struggle and the challenge of blending ornntitin,” about
populations in the city and how the immigrant groups themselves nmagyonot be able
to work the conflictual system surrounding them to their own advamédgeh might
possibly also include the advantage of their former country of origive(F&
Martiniello, 1999, p. 11). Additionally, “political integration refers ke tcohesiveness
of the members of the political community, (Lamore, 1982, p. 169) inst@fntheir
political values, beliefs, emotive traits, and activities” (Almamdl Verba, 1965). While
these can be a healthy form of identity building, in an exce$sime they can also cut
off and isolate the group from their fellow citizens. Although hedmwst country
somewhat reinvents its own history of nation building, the common condept o
integration denotes the redefinition of national socio-political spécentegrate new
immigrants. Thus, integration implies the selective extensiarotenationals and new-
nationals of legal, social, cultural and political rights and opporésnihat were once the
exclusive entitlements of nationgRhalet and Swyngedouw, 2003, p. 19).

In the context of what is precisely meantibhmigrant integration] refer to the
inclusion of the new population into existing social structures artet&ihd and quality
of linking these new populations’ experience to the existing systémcivic,
socioeconomic, and cultural relations. In particular, the politioabrporation of
immigrants as new citizens is central to theoretical ecefle, political analysis and

policy comparison with regard to immigrant integration (e.g. Boasdi999; Favell,



2001; Jacobs, 1999, p. 18 of Phalet & Swyngedouw, 2003). pllitical integration
there would be a course of obtaining membership into the host sedetii would
include citizenship, media usage, registration to vote, participatiatemonstrations,
signing petitions, voting, donations to or membership in politicalggrinvolvement in
political campaigns, contact with politicians, political group rbership, running for
political office and boycotting. Overall, “a successful or pregireg integration process
could be characterized as increasing similarity in living caombt and ethnic-cultural
orientations between immigrants and natives, and a decrease in gtfatiication”
(Heckmann, 2003, p. 3).
Cultural Integration Background

Cultural integrationoccurs when immigrants come to obtain membership within
the host society which would include social interactions (frequenaomtacts within
host country and in comparison to country of origin), friendships, rules/naosheyvior,
marriages, voluntary associations, language usage and profic{epegifically of
English in the US), permanent status in the host country, and intergestrThese
reflect levels of exposure to and identification with the hosespc The persistence of a
strong cultural identification with ones’ country of origin does not s&mely have a
negative association with developing a sense of belonging teethéost society, but it
does play a role in the process (Garcia, 1981, p.382). In other wordsefltlemde of
cultural attachment/practices to one’s country of origin can &3\ depressing factor
for engagement in collective activities in the host society, astdggests a longer period

of adjustment/assimilation.



Economic Integration Background

Moreover, with economic integrationthere would be a course of obtaining
membership status in the central institutions of the host socieighwvould include
status in the economic and labor market (employment and income) |eadisational
levels, and residential patterns (housing and segregation). Socmatibn though is
nothing new in the literature, which often finds high correlations é&tvpolitical, social
and economic integration. For instance, in a fairly recent stmdthe integration of
Turks in Germany, the researchers, Alexander Danzer & Hulga, Wioted that they
found integration can positively impact economic success through thaen channels,
reflected in the three dimensions of integration (Yang, 1994): iqadlitsocial and
economic integration, all of which relate to the issue of economic apykes.
Additionally, the researchers suggested that in order to haviésagt economic success
brought about by integration, some combination of all three forms gfratten might be
necessary and that policies aiming at integration might needus @ all three forms of
integration if the aim is to aid migrants’ economic well-befBgnzer & Ulku, 2008, p.
28).

Furthermore, in the American context, integration can entail arangowocial
mobility where Verba, Nie and Kim emphasize the importance obscanomic status
in developing positive political orientations and increased levels dfgablparticipation
(Verba, Nie & Kim 1972, p. 15). Also, differential residential patis are strongly
related to socioeconomic inequality, so that high proportions of iramigj and

economic disadvantage (e.g. more unemployment, lower income levelsnfandri
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quality of housing) tend to coincide in the same urban neighborhoodsb$la
Swyngedouw, 2000, p. 9 of Phalet & Swyngedouw, 2000).

Moreover, the assimilation thesis has its roots in the work of GoAtmarding
to this theory, immigrants, and recent immigrants most ofnaly not be well enough
assimilated to the world of work and the community to be ablget fully involved in
politics (Gordon, 1964, p. 63). They adapt to their new economic environmemten
and then to the political environment, while their descendants areantrely adapted.
Thus integration or assimilation can be seen as a generatiphalbgd process. Reitz
makes the same case in his explanation of the socioeconomicremest of the
relationship between ethnic identification and political partiogmat{Reitz, 1980, p.
380). He argues that minority group members and new immigrants who aretinefiie
the world of work are inclined to think that they are extraneoube@blitical process.
For this reason, they are more likely to identify with themnet group, and less likely to
participate in politics, than successful workers or successive generdtwissthose who
are high in socio-economic status feel more efficacious becatiseiofreater economic
success, and are, therefore, more likely to reject ethnigstifitions and to become
politically active (Reitz, 1980, p. 383).

In summary, a multidimensional framework is essential to helpinghdsrstand
the status of immigrant integration, especially, for this digBen, being that little is
known about Yemeni-Americans’ involvement with the U.S. political esyst For
example, are Yemenis unevenly integrated along the various dimensindsin
comparison to the Lebanese, and can one draw conclusions about whethey dinelywh

are they knowledgeable about or vitally concerned with the local tavnad political
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system? Do they patrticipate in community organizations? Daoskbelyto translate their

traditions or group and national socio-political identification to the Amegoatext?

1.2 Social Significance

This research is significant because of several problems facechmigrant
societies. For instance, problems in economic integration mlate reo insufficient
access to quality jobs, or might reflect the lingering laclkapplicable skills by the
immigrant population. On the other hand, these disadvantages mighelalsoto their
ability or interest in campaigning politically for greatecognition. The “transferable
skills” of migrants are often not utilized and migrants see terradtive but to accept
positions/jobs that are not at par with their actual skill leRditg, 2005, p. 3). Many
studies have documented immigrants’ poor labor market outcomesg B[4, website
article). These outcomes are due in part to the low skiltsithay immigrants bring with
them, and in part to immigrants’ loss of other elements of humarnakgpuch as
language and social networks) that enable individuals to make filblugheir skills
(Butcher and Piehl, 2005, p. 4). In addition, in many countries themuigl to be a
growing gap in income levels between immigrants and the nlatike-populations.
According to the 2000 U.S. Census Bureau Statistics, the annual nezdiangs of
immigrants are only about 75 percent those of natives. And for the maosit
immigrants, median earning is only 56 percent that of natives.

Furthermore, in addition to factors such as educational levels; pr&dictor of
immigrant skill transferability, hence immigrants’ initiaidasubsequent earnings, is the

source country’s level of economic development. Immigrants from countids
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economic opportunities resembling those in the U.S. tend to have eapnofdes
resembling those of U.S. natives (Duleep & Dowhan, 2008, p. 46). Immidrants
economically developing countries tend to have lower initial earnibgs, higher
earnings growth than otherwise similar U.S. natives, althoughc#imsvary with such
factors as immigrant emphasis on children’s educational attainridetrefore, the
source country’s level of economic development also appears to irdlutre
relationship between an immigrant’s level of education and eargirayvth (Duleep and
Dowhan, 2008, p. 46). In the context of this study, both Yemen and Lebanon are
considered as developing countries, with Yemen falling much lower quotlesty scale
than Lebanon and with Yemen’s population having lower education and skilk le
(Duleep and Dowhan, 2008, p. 46). Thus, it is likely that these diffesemtigolay out
in their integration levels within the host society.

Further, there is the problem of immigrant-specific poverty lanrareasThe
2003 U.S. Census Bureau Current Population Survey reported that 44.4% of @uis nati
immigrants live in a central city in a metropolitan areanpared to 26.9% of the native-
born. For purposes of this dissertation, | will be focusing on th@evieAmerican
communities living in two Michigan towns which are home to the lardesmeni
immigrant groups in the U.S. (with Dearborn being a larger pegentelamtramck is a
small city (land area of 2.11 miles) surrounded by the cityeifdit, and is noted for its
viable and affordable housing and property and for some continued indwstdal
business activity. This community has long been a magnet fdereakuropean
immigrants and remains ethnically diverse, with a significariticAn-American

population as well as recent immigrants from Europe (Bosnia), (8siagladesh), and
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the Middle East, with approximately 8.2% being Yemeni-AmericAasording to the
2010 U.S. Census, 8,869 of Hamtramck residents said they were born outhel&@.,
and 11,250 of its residents reported speaking a language other thah Ebglome. The
median household income in 2010 was reported at $26,008 falling below the median
poverty levels

The second region under study is the southern end of Dearborn, whneyé&se
population of Yemeni-American immigrants residBearborn fares much better than
Hamtramck in terms of higher estimated median household inconmg faiter than the
average in state of Michigan, with approximately $49,044 in 2007. WHhkisouth end
of Dearborn however, the primarily Yemeni community is charasdrias working
class, and heavily reliant on the automotive industry (just as iHahdramck case), and

has had been severely impacted by the downturn in the industry.

1.3 Purpose and Scope of the Study

In this proposed project, | intend to extend our understanding ofere
immigrants’ attitudes or behavior toward integration, and partiguteniitical integration
into American society by exploring the case of Yemeni-Amasgda both Dearborn and
Hamtramck, comparatively and in relation to Lebanese-Americatiseirsame region.
Although the predictors of political integration vary by immigramoup, studies of
political integration have focused primarily on the determinantsatéralization and
differences in citizenship acquisition across different natibeal{Ports & Moro, 1985;

Liang, 1994; Yang, 1994). There are typical similarities in ttegdiure on this subject

'U.S. Census: Hamtramck, Michigan. Census 2010 Demographic Profile Highlights
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with most empirical studies utilizing a host of factors, suclinesme, education, and
length of exposure (Ports & Rumbaed, 1996; Jason and Rosenzweig, 1990).
exploring the literature on the prevailing historical patterns oftigal, social and
economic integration for immigrants, | will be analyzing whetbienot and why these
patterns are different for Yemeni immigrants and among Yentleemselves, and if so,
what factors account for these difference.

The immigrant integration model is based on the studies of J.\W/'8#reory of
integration, which states that “if immigrants wish to maintthimir original cultural
identity and are interested in interacting with host communitybegs at the same time,
the resulting acculturation strategy is integration”(Berry, 19780pSee Figure 1). The
ways in which immigrants search to find their place in a "‘meaciety have been
classified by Berry in a clear schema which has been usethhy scholars in the field
of cultural intergroup relationships. | am utilizing the concepntdgration as it differs

from assimilation. Berry (1990, 2001) and some other migration the(@stk, 1998;

Faist, 2000; and Nauck, 2001, p. 26 of Remennick, 2003) describe assimilatloa as

total and irreversible dissolution of the minority group into the migjorintegration, on
the other hand, implies that the minority group preserves its dufauradation while
developing further adaptive features of identity, abilities, netwqrédicipation and so
forth. In other words, assimilation is a complete transition franold culture to a new
one, whereas integration usually emerges in a form of bi (or)rulturalism, including
bilingualism (Remennick, 2003, p. 27). Integrative strategy implies & alltral
competence, flexibility, and an effective situation switch between theultwres (Berry,

1990; Nauck, 2001). Two elements are crucial for this kind of adaptatiommigrants:

By
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the newcomers' need to maintain their original culture and tihesire to have
relationships with members of the dominant group in society (B&9§0; Berry,
Poortinga, Segall, & Dasen, 1992, p. 6 in Berry, 1997). The combination offtutses
results in four adaptive strategies: integration, assimilatigeparation and
marginalization. | will categorize the dominant patterns form¥ei-Americans as
contrasted to Lebanese-Americans in order to understand the effediscome
disparities, culture, and political positions found in theories on imantgintegration,
which will be reviewed later in this dissertation.

Operationalizing Integration

In order to operationalize and explain integration, | will be lookihdoth
demographic measures which may or may not reflect or impagratien, such as
income and educational attainment, as well as dimensional and seludrgration
measures such as residential patterns, civic participation anolatutieasures such as
norms/values, language use, exogamy, and socialization patterns. withugtegration
being the best form of immigrant assimilation into the host sgcieam utilizing the
following classification by Berry to predict that Lebanesenigrants would fit into the
integrated or assimilated categories, while Yemeni immigramtuld likely fit into the

marginalized category.
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Figure 1. Berry’s four-fold classification model

Is it considered to be of value to maintain cultural identity
and characteristics?
YES NO
Is it considered to be of value to
maintain relationships with
other groups?
YES Integration Assimilation
NO Separation Marginalization

The concept of integration is problematic. In the immigration/incatpmor
discourse integration has quite often been understood as an individual yprophrs
approach has been popularized by social psychologists (among otierBelry) that
have operationalized integration in terms of participation in maarstreociety in the
public (economic, political, educational) sphere but maintaining iwaditlanguage and
values in the private sphere. (As we have seen other accultuoatie@s or strategies
according to this theory are assimilation, separation and mamgihal). For example,
integration = [home/family life separationplture of origin+ [public life assimilation]
culture of settlement.Integration as a functional specialization is probably the most
realistic option for millions of immigrants, sojourners, and other gepplticipating in
intercultural exchanges. It is much easier to have one cualtuménant in one life domain
and the other culture dominant in remaining activities, than to assom@late

biculturalism (Boski, 2006, p. 148). Yemeni-American attitudes toward@yiatien as
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well as predicted independent variables affecting integration hellobtained from
demographic studies as well as data retrieved through the DAA® wdantify the role
of social factors such as education, gender, marriage, agejafgngise, income,
education, among other demographics, as well as behavioral megscineas contacts
with the former country of origin. Additionally, my research witlayze the role of
economic factors, such as socioeconomic status and its impact on mwketheni-
American families participate in political or other commurnapocesses. | will also
examine other contextual factors, such as the degree of mathliaike to the country of
origin that might accelerate or retard integrative proce3ses research is based on a set
of expectations derived from literature regarding factorselacating or retarding
integration (as opposed to assimilation or isolation) as wetlyaassumptions from the
Yemeni experience that higher income levels readily tranghte and result from,
greater levels of integration; whether this impact is a redugreater interaction with
other communities or higher levels of education or business transactitinbe

determined.
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Chapter Two
Review of Literature

Integration Theory

One set of factors potentially affecting integration patteares the traditions and
practices immigrants bring with them. In termsimtfegration patternsat one time,
research showed that immigrants gradually achieve full Isacth economic integration
the longer they stay in the country. Research on previous immigrant tf@mesaiggests
that although they may maintain transnational contact when tls¢afiive, this contact
steadily diminishes as they take root in the new country and haresasec access to
local social support (Fong, Cao, & Chen, 2007, p. B).recent years, however, the
transnational perspective, which emerged as an alternative expiaoithe immigrant
adaptation process and in view of new global communications and &akabtogy, has
argued that transnational contacts are widespread among reo@gtamts. As they part
from the former home society, immigrants might retain orctgpast practices, though
they will likely be influenced by them at least to an extardr the generations (Foner,
1997, p. 970).
Literature Findings on Predictions of Integration

Depending on which group of migrants one is studying and/or whick afeaterest,
the literature on the determinants of immigrant integration offer a vafieiynges within
the political, economic and cultural context. A recent report edtittAssimilation
Tomorrow: How America’s Immigrants Will Integrate by 2030," by dgrnapher Dowell
Myers (a Professor in the School of Policy, Planning, and Dpuent at the University

of Southern California) and John Pitkin (President of Analysis anecksting, Inc., in
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Cambridge, Massachusetts) conducted research based on Censusd datarge number
of migrants that arrived in the U.S. during the 1990s. The report fdatdthe key
indicators of integration included, home ownership, citizenship and incdmean@jority
of previous studies on the determinants of immigrant integration leompmantly
focused on structural (mainly economic and educational) integrationasniticreasingly
focused on the second generation (Aparicio 2007; Meurs, Pailhe, and Simoafaes;
and Hao 2004; Simon 2003, p. 3 of Fokemma & de Haas, 2011). Howevevehglati
less empirical research has focused on the determinants ofcsitciral integration of
migrants and among recently arrived first-generation (i.e., fof@ogn) migrants in
particular. An improved understanding of the determinants of sotfioral integration is
important for our understanding of immigrant integration at large. &iratl, structural
(economic) and socio-cultural integration into mainstream so@egy often closely
related and tend to reinforce each other (Dagevos, 2001, p. 287)s Temmonstrated by
immigrant or ethnic minority groups such as the Chinese where ecomaeygration
goes along with high maintenance of a strong group identity anstalese against
assimilation (Fokkema & Haas, 2011, p. 3). The other way around, nammhigroups
may experience “downward” assimilation into the mainstreamiv@)alower class
cultures while underachieving in education and in the job market (P2@@g, p. 87).
Micro-empirical research has yielded valuable insights intoirtiortance of human
capital factors (i.e., education, skills, work experience), asagedige and length of stay
in the receiving countries, in affecting the integration of ignamts and their children
(Cheswick & Miller, 2001; Curl & Vermilion, 2003, p. 2). In addition, natevel (i.e.,

social, economic, cultural and political) characteristics of orggicieties as well as partly
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related individual migration motives have been increasingly rezednas important
determinants of immigrant integration.

Background on Yemeni and Lebanese Migrant

Although this dissertation does not have the required data to byitinalyze the
distinctions of the Yemeni and Lebanese communities within tegjrected countries of
origin, in an attempt to consider if those distinctions and perceptiazecbfother impact
how they settle and integrate into their host societies, it woulskbeficial to gain some
understanding of those differences to explore the ethnicity componian oissertation.
In comparison to other Arab groups, Yemeni culture at least inMiuglle East,
seemingly has not been drastically altered in adapting testewwzation and
globalization. Being that the Yemeni community is primariliribal society, with the
exception of Aden, local connections and local identities remain key Yemenis’
political and social orientation. In Yemen, “the lack of financ@dd technical
wherewithal to deliver essential services to more than 18 mplémple scattered over a
vast terrain perpetuates a vicious cycle of poverty" (Caraied7, p. 188). Private
investment capital remains scanty, sacred, and small scale, tivbiterms of structural
adjustment have raised the costs of investment and reduced thefleeglsumption”
(Carapico, 2007, p. 188).

Furthermore, the former South Yemen had a history of British odoap@h the
port city of Aden), an envied location on the Arabian Gulf and the Redv@hich
allowed for heavy trading with East Asia and Africa, and finadl Marxist government
which unified gender roles economically, politically and socialdn the other hand,

former North Yemen has consisted of primarily a tribal, agrarian sdsmgted from the
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world and even its neighbor to the south. Throughout much of Yemen, dressntbod a
socialization are closely associated within tribal circlegh vden, a former British
colony in the south being the exception. Aden’s geographicalyegic advantage in
being a port and one that was significant on a major trading toateplayed a
considerable part in the progression of its population, which has fadtdoecreating a
more cosmopolitan society as opposed to the enclosed North. In factyso(gheen as
a whole had a vastly different political history than northern Yemen

Unlike many other parts of the country, throughout its historynastarnational
port, Aden has been part of regional, intercontinental and global mowewwfepeople
and commodities; this position was further strengthened during e $80s — in the
height of colonial times — when Aden became the third busiest patheinwvorld
(Dahlgren, 2008, p. 201). Although both regions experienced the relationshigehe
colonialism and Islam, the distinction of southern Yemen’'s past 8sitish colony
followed by its Marxist revolution pertain to expectations about ignamt integration.
To elaborate, during the period between the British withdrawal fonth Yemen in
1967 and Yemeni unification in 1990, South Yemen had adopted a “scientiatissot
(Moline, 1998, p. 94). Their rules on family law explicitly called floe equality of men
and women; polygamy became prohibited along with unilateral divorcenalgs.
Divorce proceedings only took place within courts of civil law (@] 1998, p. 94).
Also in contrast to Northern Yemen, immigrants to the U.S. with urbakgbaunds
came exclusively from Aden migrating in smaller numbershwhigher levels of
education and skills (Abraham, 1977, p. 117). Further, in terms of whee Yeeneni

immigrants settled within Michigan, Adenis tended to avoid the gliéi residential
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concentrations of their rural countrymen in favor of residential disperthroughout
low- and middle-income suburbs within the downriver Michigan region [nairtien
and Hamtramck] (Abraham, 1977, p. 118).

Distinctions among the Lebanese Immigrant Community

In the case of Lebanese immigrants, while initial groups, both Muslim and
Christian, came to the Southeast Michigan region and beyond in the U.S. for jobs and
family reunion, major disruptive events occurred over the period 1975 to 1990 and drove
a renewed immigrant wave: civil war, Arab-Israeli conflicts in Lebatsyagli invasions
of Lebanon in 1978 and 1982, war against Israeli occupation of Southern Lebanon, inter-
and intra-communal wars, etc. All these factors combined to create intesplacdiment
of people, disruption of economic activities and insecurity; as a result, a largpemnain
people emigrated from Lebanon drawn from all communities and from different
economic occupations (Tabard, 2009, p. 8). Thus, beginning in 1975 and continuing until
1991, a period in which one third of Lebanon’s population emigrated, Lebanese Shi'a
displaced by their country’s civil war arrived in Dearborn and settled ie laugbers
both in the South end area and in East Dearborn, around Warren Street, while Christian
refugees from this period tended, like the Palestinian Christians, totsdtteewest, in
Farmington Hills, Westland, and Livonia’ (Belton, 2003).

The residential patterns of the Lebanese in Metro Detroit bmamoticeably
distinguished on the basis of religion and scale of residential mwatien, with the
Muslims densely populating a western suburb and the Lebanese abisristidely
dispersed over a number of eastern suburbs (Abraham & Shryock, 2000, p. 518). Spl

within the diverse Arab-American community also shape life iarbern, though these
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divisions are not those of Middle East antagonisms rewritten ireotmated form on the
layout of Dearborn (Abraham, 2000, p. 53). The devastating conclusiogbahan’s
civil war in the late '80s with harsh intra-Christian and iiaslim fighting created a
large wave of emigrants, especially Christians giving up on dih@ref of Lebanon.
Moreover, the post-war exodus, with the increasing departure of @hrigspecially
Marinate) communities, has fragmented the Lebanese Diasporacomaunalism,
which in turn assumes the form of ethnicities in the host society (Humphrey, 2004, p. 14).

Additionally, "Lebanon has been one of the most troubled sites foarsec
divisions in the Arab world, but sectarianism never really took holdouthgast
Michigan with the same virulence it did in Lebanon during the ciait"wWSignal, 1997,
website). Though relations between Christians and Muslims ebbed and flowedhwith t
various stages of the war in Lebanon, most of those who escaped thedvactively to
leave behind the political and communal differences that had caasedich turmoil.
Taking up residence in a foreign society known for its upward mobility opporsjraiel
worries about how Arabs might be treated in a non-Arab sociegn aftows previously
warring factions at least to set aside their differences in the new land.

Rather, "clearer divisions in the Arab American communitytexteng class lines
and degrees of cultural assimilation" (Signal, 1997, websitejieeld there are marked
differences of economic attainment between Yemeni and Lebamesgrants. For
instance, according to a study by Kristine Ajrouch and Amaney alJam
“Lebanese/Syrians were more likely to identify as white cameg to Yemenis and Iraqis
(Ajrouch & Jamal, 2007, p. 873). They went on to note that “the Leb&yesals were

historically instrumental in securing a white identity for thelmss as they gained
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economic success in the New World" (Ajrouch & Jamal, 2007, p. 873jingdlachieved
a white identity that coincides with those economic interests ane that does not
conflict with their phenotype nor political identities in the regionh,may be that
Lebanese/Syrians are less likely to perceive themselva@srasority compared to Iraqis
and Yemeni participants (Ajrouch & Jamal, 2007, p. 873). In sum, suclepsnof
identity would seem to denote an essential part of sociakfiegifically for immigrant
groups, pointing to a focal element of incorporation to the host countrya aakke off
point from which they might launch their political participation.
Further, although this study will not delve into an analysis of urleasus rural
differences in its impact on immigrant integration, an understandirigeoélistinctions
among these communities as illustrated below, would be useful efung this research
in the future. Thus, in analyzing the role of urban versus rural bawokds in levels of
immigrant integration, due to distinct differences in their gaplgical, economic,
historical, cultural, and political backgrounds, northern Yemeni-Ameriaadssouthern
Yemeni-Americans have assimilated at varying degrees into 208ety, with first
generation southern Yemeni-Americans reportedly being more opertegration than
their more rural and traditional first generation northern countisrp@braham, 1977, p.
116). Immigrants with urban backgrounds come exclusively from thd S@uheni city
of Aden, while Lebanese with urban experience come mainly fromutBaut also from
some other significant towns (Abraham, 1977, p. 116). Additionally, in cosgpato
their northern Yemeni counterparts who consist of a rural originrgpfmom middle and

small land-owning peasant families, Adenis are a relatigehaller group and had
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worked as skilled laborers, technicians, merchants, teachers, andnrgewer
functionaries (Abraham, 1977, p. 117).

In comparison, as previously noted, the residential patterns of Le&banes
Americans, as in Lebanon, were clearly demarcated on thedbasigyion and degree of
residential concentration, with the Muslims densely populating eemestiburb and the
Lebanese Christians widely dispersed over a number of eastern s(/&lndisam, 1977,
p. 97), Yemeni immigrants, at least in their initial phases amal llrge extent since,
tended to reside near their place of employment, allowing thewalio to work. For
example, the two residential settlements of Michigan thaduadcfor the bulk of the
Yemeni population are the Southend in Dearborn located around the FordRug
Complex and the Chrysler Eldon Avenue Complex located in Hamtramclar{Ador,
1977, p. 97).

The dynamics of ethnic relations also are significant to an stasheling of these
immigrant communities. The earliest immigrants arriving fraebanon settled into
patterns to which subsequent immigrants essentially adjusted. Led&somorthern
Yemen, is a mountainous area with significant geo-cultural norttn-gbstinctions, and
geography has a strong influence on culture. The Lebanese stavagis been weak,
while religious, kinship and regional groups have had significant sgnéypsometimes
they coexist, sometimes they are in conflict. But these oeéthnic groups have had
general territorial bases and although many of their membeesrhigrated to cities such
as Beirut, they have a general territorial base in the @sewell (Salloum, 2002). The
groups are decidedly endogamous, meaning there is great pressoaery within the

group, which in turn, affects the shared dynamics of the group beitenssewho try to
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marry outside, most specifically women, may have to endure negéfieats. The highly
endogamous and somewhat stratified religious ethnic groups of Lebantedgeme of
the settlement patterns and the interaction patterns for groufhee iJ.S. (Salloum,
2002). The pattern of immigration is similarly imperative. Fornepi@, according to
Salloum, Lebanese immigrants formed large communities, which rgéatéeves a place
to come (Salloum, 2002). Additionally, in 1982, during the war in which |staatked
Beirut and invaded south Lebanon, large numbers of immigrants arnvetthe

established Dearborn area kinship communities (Salloum, 2002).

In terms of a comparison among the Lebanese and Yemeni-Ameiasporas,
Lebanese communities tended to form enclaves or, if scatteredidential patterns to
form civic associations linked to their home areas, such as Binil duldaTibnine, with
thousands of members often residing in close proximity in the Dedren, while
Yemenis came in a pattern termed “recurrent” migration, megathiey come for a few
years, go back to Yemen, then come again (Salloum, 2002). Further, nastadot
Lebanese family migrations, many of the Yemeni immigrants have beea siegl

By the 1920s, when Ford built his auto plants in the city, the goodesatdfered
to prospective employees enticed a large number of Syrian-Lebanédater Yemenis

to his plants in the Detroit suburb of Highland Park and later tcheast Dearborn

(Salloum, 2002). According tBatrick Belton, ‘unaccompanied Yemeni males had been

migrating to Dearborn since the beginning of Arab immigratirt, in the mid-1970s
they began to arrive in larger numbers’ (Belton, 2003). Less eduaateless fluent in
English than other Muslim immigrants, including Lebanese, theseeliemigrants

tended to hold unskilled positions in Dearborn and send remittancesndathéies in
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Yemen. Rather than bring their families to Dearborn, they thenssektirned to
Yemen-recurrently and, with time, many returned permanently. Btaaly religious
than many of the other groups, the Yemenis tend to reject whatréigayd as the
corruptive pressures of American society. "They concentratechanSobuth end of
Dearborn with other Yemenis, with the result that the neighborhood howssthe
influence of the Yemeni countryside in dress, its absence of wamenpiublic spaces,
and the centering of male social life around the neighborhood’s coifeesio(Belton,
2003).

In the literature, return migration or repatriation is oftesed as an indicator of
sojourning or lack of commitment to the host country, but data femtleasure are rarely
accessible (Archdeacon, Bodnar, and Caroli, in Yang 1999, )pCkéarly, sojourners
tend to retain home-country allegiance, to rent homes, and to retuhe tcountry of
origin one day. In contrast, settlers are inclined to beconiezers of the adopted
country, to purchase their own houses, and to stay there for thef thstr lives. Thus,
the Yemeni-American first generation immigrant patternssasmingly quite similar to
the settler versus sojourner patterns in immigration.

Such an area of research is significant in that there has lbsgneffort to
understand the patterns and problems regarding immigrant integratioarefsocially
isolated immigrant groups, such as Yemeni immigrants as codhpétte other Arab and
non-Arab immigrants. Yemen has a history of creating an idemtigrein it intended to
set itself apart from its Arab neighbors [this pattern mayehaarried over to Yemeni
expatriate communities as well]. To elaborate, Yemeni natiomalias distinct from the

rest of the Arab world in the fact that it positioned itselbasg part of the Arab world
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but also in opposition to other Arab states and peoples. Accordingddiaieday, two
significant factors played a role in this identity: (1) Yemeationalism embraced the
country’s pre-Islamic civilizations, much unlike its neighboring Ai@untries in the
Gulf, though not unlike Egypt (Halliday, 1997, p 34). What other Muslim cosgntase
deemed a time of “ignorance,” Yemen has highlighted its glegnic history as an
example of the contrasts that took place between what was happening in Yemématnd w
was taking place elsewhere in the less settled areas Afab&an Peninsula; (2) Yemeni
nationalism was not only directed against British and Ottoman colonialism, butailsbas
been directed against Saudi Arabia and its treatment of Yetnegisning in the 1920s
and early 30s during the oil boom and the ongoing political, including batdgutes
between the two states (Halliday, 1997, p. 35). This sense of conttasbther Arab
states was further compounded by the experience of the Egyptitarynpresence in
Yemen during the 1960s (Halliday, 1997, pp. 34-5
Whether such a background for immigrants from this region hasudosyantial
and lingering effects on Yemeni-American integration is stiknown. However, there
has been some literature on the Yemeni immigrant community dmsects Yemenis
who reside in Yemen and those who emigrate. For instance, it mmpbgant to note
that Yemenis are, for the most part, racially and ethnically dgemeous (Held &
Cummings 1989, p. 155). This ethnic homogeneity has enabled the Yemensporalia
to preserve their identity as an ethnic community rather thrahggous one (Warner and
Wittner, 1998, p. 247). This is understandable, since ethno-linguisticedifigions that
characterize other communities do not exist among Yemenis; da @kakhlouf

discovered, although the study was an examination of Northern Yeomatyswithin
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Yemen, “Yemenis have little interaction with non-Yemenis asdpblitical, economic,
and religious reasons, Yemen has been historically a most éslatgety” (Makhlouf,
1979, p. 14).

Nevertheless, information is needed on patterns of successfulgiamhi
integration, such as the factors that impact integration and ieeseused or needed by
immigrants to facilitate the process. Contrasting Yemeni with thenesieadiaspora, one
notes the Lebanese division by clans and sects within Islamllaasaduslim-Christian
divides. When they first began inhabiting the Dearborn area, Christiaigrants from
present-day Lebanon settled in the eastern parts of the city, thbileebanese Shi'a
Muslims settled closer to Ford Motor Company areas of the b#ing that a great
majority of them worked for the auto manufacturer (Haddad & Si@®4, p. 126).
Furthermore, in terms of these immigrant groups choosing partmedapations, such as
commercial and merchant enterprises, which in turn allowed thentei@gt with other
groups, the Lebanese immigrants were found to be closely sitoil&alestinian-
Jordanian and Syrian immigrant groups, whereby approximately oné-fo@irthe
community now hold managerial and professional occupations while arartedourth
work in industrial and construction jobs, either in the skilled tradeis semi-skilled
functions (Abrahan& Shryock 2000,p. 84). In contrast, the Yemenis remain heavily
concentrated in the manufacturing industry, predominately in theerlskilled
occupations rather than the trades and overrepresented in servipatmts, largely
food preparation in eating and drinking establishments (Abraham &@&trg000, p.

84).
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Within immigrant communities, individuals presumably make choices aheut
degree to which they can accept or participate in the host seaetiure; and thus, we
need to know more about the circumstances of such choices as e ehallenges to
integration that, if understood and overcome, could benefit the society vasole.
Learning more, particularly in a comparative cross-natiooatext, about the processes
and conditions of immigrant absorption and integration will allow foraremlightened
public policies relating to health care, housing, employment and eshalaissues in
host countries. Good immigration policies permit the shift fromrtipending economic
and social prospect of immigration to recognizing tangible econandcsocial benefits
for the country.

Additionally significant, early Yemeni immigrants, from the 1960ough the
70s, can be distinguished from their Arab immigrant counterpartbéyact that they
came to the U.S. mostly without their families and made periogis back to Yemen
which strengthened their ties to their home country. Thus, theesett of these
distinguishing characteristics is that Yemenis to a greddgree than any other single
Arab group expected to attain social mobility and gratification in thewvenabuntry, and
not so much in the U.S. (Abraham, 1977, p. 4) As stated by Georgaale&rfthere
really is no Arab group comparable to the Yemenis, 90 percent of wiera
unaccompanied young males, semi-literate or illiterate; wite knowledge of English
most have not taken root here and shuttle back and forth on jumbo planes ¢a, Yem
buying homes and land back there (Orfalea, 1988, p.181).

It should be noted, however, that Orfalea wrote his book in 1988 when the

majority of Yemeni immigrants were male. For Lebanesmigmants, young men also
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were the first to emigrate followed by young women and latees and entire families,
however, this was only the case with the earliest immigrios Lebanon (Hajar &
Jones, 2000).During the 1990s, an increasing number of Yemeni families also
immigrated to the U.S. either accompanying their husbands, fathebsothers or
following them after the men had settled with employment and mguskurther, it is
possible that immigration was no longer considered as short-term, which cauléddt
of the worsening economic and political status of Yemen which exmed severe
economic issues with the unification of the country followed by a civil war in 1994.
Nonetheless, immigrant families often experience generatoordlict between
adults who want their children to practice traditional ways aedybung who are eager
to join the mainstream by casting off what they see abaamrchabits and customs
(Ajrouch, 2000, p. 449). What may be found to be unique among the Yemeni community,
being that many of the immigrants were considered as inigallgurner status, is that
persons of later generations (i.e., second, third, or later) repogeificantly greater
adoption of American cultural practices compared to sojourners andyiamts (Amer,
2005, p. 173).

Further, although the data is not ample enough to show for variatiche
patterns of residence among the two communities and its impact iorintegration
levels, it is useful to understand some of the distinctions of hove thesups have
settled. This background if utilized in future studies, may oy n@ be significant in
verifying patterns of integration, however for this dissertationethegay be a connection
in the cultural integration aspect between their territogatilesment based on religion (for

Lebanese), kinship and geography and their levels of cultural integnatiast) include:
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their strength of ties to their country or origin; language usageriage to someone of
Arab background; and frequency of return visits.

Thus, the literature reveals that Yemeni immigration patterme Hdfered from
the Lebanese in that Lebanese immigrants are mostly hightateduand thus, they have
a tendency to detach themselves from other immigrant groups leytaating their
similarities to the mainstream, quite unlike the Yemeni commuriiigwever, this leaves
us with unanswered questions regarding the evolution of immigragtatten involving
these groups over time. Therefore, there is reason to considérewhlee pattern of
Yemeni non-integration has changed to correspond more to othercAltabal groups
and families. For future research, | am interested in expldh@gonnections between
the economic and political conditions in the country of origin, Yemen,lengatterns of
integration for first and second generation Yemeni-Americans. In atbets, what is
the impact, if any, of Yemen'’s political and socioeconomic statushether or not these
first generation Yemeni-Americans choose to settle permananttiiel U.S. or have
intentions of a temporary stay and an eventual return to Yemen®ilar line in inquiry
can look for effects of Lebanon’s periodic upheavals and warfare onigramh
integration patterns abroad. However, based on the current avigilabitlata on these
two communities, the following literature research for thisenr study will consider
why some groups within a nominal culture (Yemenis and Lebanesgjateanto new
host societies after immigration more rapidly than others. Thusl] be an analysis on
the correlation between the slower rates of immigrant integragspecially participatory

political integration, among Yemeni-Americans and its connectmiiset economic and
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cultural conditions within this community, with a comparative analydi Lebanese-
Americans.
Relevant Literature for Ethnicty and Political Participation

What is ethnicity and how and why does it matter for palitjgarticipation?
Previous research has shown that the participatory discrepamsiasf-Americans for
instance cannot be explained with socio-demographic and group perceptialesari
Assuming the analysis of an emergent list of scholars who consttaicity as a
developing trend, my study offers multidimensional measures of cathrior two
immigrant groups from similar and dissimilar backgrounds. The piayditerature
ranging from studies of differences among Anglo-
Whites, African-Americans, and Latino voting turnout and other @lalctor non-
electoral behaviors often emphasizes the defining impact of soomeic status (SES),
especially education (Verba and Nie, 1972; Wolfinger and Rosenstone,Ni@8&; al.,
1988; Bobo and Gilliam, 1990; Conway, 1991; Verba et al., 1991). In studies conducted
on blacks, Mexican-Americans, and whites in Austin, Texas, ethmpooved important
in distinguishing levels of voluntary association membership, a signifivariable used
in DAAS and utilized in my political activism component (WillignmBabchuk, and
Johnson, 1973, p. 637). Further, in studies using ethnicity as the key dependérfd,var
when used in conjunction with socioeconomic status and age, they @dainex
differences in political participation (Antunes & Gaitz, 1975, p. 1198).

Both the practical and the theoretical perspectives motivatefdthewing
guestions: First, do the members of the different groups, Yemeni dnachése, differ in

the amount and type of their participatory activity? Second, giaddferences that are
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found reflect ethnicity directly, or are they an indirect productetbiicity (perhaps
through group-based mobilization), [or the effect of differences aoryBescales] or are
they simply the result of a random correlation between ethnindyogher factors (such
as socioeconomic characteristics)? Third, how much activity noiglitexpect to see in
the future under different scenarios of demographic and politicedge? In which ways
does ethnicity influence political participation at the individual level?

In exploring the literature, several authors have identified ethinigg an
important source of political participation. Further, ethnicitpfien shown to have a
greater effect than socioeconomic status on levels of partigpétical culture (Nelson,
1979, p. 1024). As we will see in my analysis, however, this findiagtighetical to my
findings on the analysis of Yemeni and Lebanese-American groups tfre DAAS.
Among the best-known works on the subject are those of Greeley (X8V¥Yison and
Banfield (1965, 1971). Using Verba's and Nie's data, Greeley nrarttaat ethnicity is
"a meaningful predictor of political participation in Americaocigety” and that "its
impact does not go away when social class is held constant'l€@r&éé74, p. 170). In
other words, it is resources (or social capital), not racgthoricity, that determine who
takes part in American political life. Having located the basisariations in political
activity among Latinos, African-Americans and Anglo-Whitesdisparities in their
politically pertinent resources, Verba, Schlotzman, Brady andndte that race and
ethnicity matter essentially for participation in two diffet ways in the fact that
language and religious denomination and practice - are intimebelyected to group
identity (Verba, Schlotzman, Brady & Nie, 1995, p. 494). Further, the autbond that

differences in education, income and occupation associated wittamdcethnicity that
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help to account for participatory differences do not define an ethmigpgwhile religion
and language, however, are social characteristics that go te#neof the meaning of
ethnicity (Verba, Schlotzman, Brady and Nie, 1995, p. 494). FinallyyBetheory of
integration affirms that ethnicity matters in that, in an fto integrate, immigrants
would retain their culture of origin while adapting to the new cultditeus "identity
would consist of the equivalent concept of having a bicultural or etegridentity:
feeling that one is both part of an ethnic group and part of therlaggiety, which in
turn would directly result in further integration” (Berry & Sam, 1997, p. 317).
Ethnicity in terms of immigrant research is a broad topic d¢ogeseveral issues,
such as transationalism and factors within the immigrants’ houonetices that may range
from socio-economic status to geography to history to population settingave found
that the literature on the topic of Yemeni-Americans in agpeet is extremely sparse.
In regards to the literature found under the topic of assimilationtrandnationalism,
there is some relevant material to be found. However, the matedialexplains the
cultural background of Yemenis and Yemeni-Americans and the geogah@uenomic,
historical, and political factors which have led to their emigrato the U.S. Further, the
literature found does offer insights as to why Yemeni-Amerieaasconsidered to be so
resistant to assimilation into mainstream American sociBfignetheless, in identifying
what the literature lacks, in terms of my research questionmparieal research has yet
been done on the more recent generations of Yemeni-Americans atitenbr not this
community’s stance of assimilation has changed. Although the DAAS oedelve

deeply into analysis of transnational issues, some of the survetyogsegiven, which |
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have utilized in my Arab Cultural Index, will shed some light on ¥emevels of
transnationalism as compared to Lebanese levels.
Transnationalism

Some research aransnationalismwill be important in the analysis of Yemeni-
Americans and their emigration and degrees of assimilatian effort to distinguish the
elements which familiarize these migrants with their negaaiety and their possibly
altered feelings toward their country of origin (Portes 1999t 2Ai680a; Faist 2000b).
Transnationalism is a "global phenomenon”. It takes into account thextoot
globalization and economic uncertainty that facilitates the agigin of world-wide
networks. Its institutionalization requires a coordination of acts/ibased most of the
time on common references - objective or subjective - and commereshtamong
members; a coordination of resources, information, technology and&gesial power
across national borders for political, cultural, economic purposesnShationalization
has far-reaching consequences in how we think about immigrant aolaptgdbal civil
society, communities, culture, and citizenship” (Faist, 2000, p. 190). Fudhe as
nations are increasingly penetrated by global forces, losing dagnomy if not their
sovereignty, the initiative in world politics has arguably passed ‘epistemic
communities’ defined by ‘common worldviews, purposes, interests and’pf@udolph
and Piscatori, 1997, p. 2).

A host of studies demonstrate how mobilization by immigrantsinonities has
tipped the balance in favor of the country of origin from the platfof a diaspora’s host
country (Ellis & Kahn, 1998, p. 473). At the grass-roots level, economic

transnationalism offers an alternative to some immigrants and liloene country
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counterparts against low-wage dead-end jobs; political transnaiongives them voice
that they otherwise would not have; and cultural transnationallsmsathem to reaffirm

their own self-worth and transmit valued traditions to their yoiaytes, 1999, p. 469).
Further, “transnational ties cut through these factors and makantsgas engaged in
homeland politics as refugees, settled migrants as activevdyg agived, and well-

integrated migrants as active as those with a weaker footholdeimeéw country of

settlement” (Ostergaard-Nielsen, 2003, p. 760-786). Based on Beowtemtion of

integration however, such forms of acculturation run negatively dgtiassuccessful
integration of immigrants into the host society, being that fiiéégration cannot not be
made as transnationalism favors connection to the country of oatyiar than having
the recognition and acceptance of a multicultural society. TayBéntegrated

individuals are individuals who want to maintain their identity with Botalture, but

also want to take on some characteristics of the new culture.

Many Yemeni- and Lebanese-American families maneuver inllaestablished
transnational social field, with citizenship rights, property, ong@ognomic activities,
thick kinship ties, and family practices that link their daily life here wildtienships and
activities in Yemen or Lebanon. Hermans and Kempen have callattdonative ways
of thinking about immigrant identity (Hermans & Kempen, 1998, p. 1117). Tiggea
that in a period of increasing globalization, the rapid creationwfimational citizens,
the formation of diasporic communities, massive flows of transtggr and border
crossings, acculturation becomes increasingly complicated @hsr®& Kempen, 1998,
p. 1117). Rather than thinking of immigrants as moving in a linegctoay from

culture A to culture B, Hermans and Kempen suggest that we shoulkl ¢i
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acculturation and identity issues as ‘mixing and moving’ (Hermamh&gpen, 1998, p.
1117).

In comparison, just as the Yemeni-American immigrants, Lebainesggrants
most often consist of aextended family that constitutes the fundamental foundation of
Lebanese society and provides the key support to which family nmemuoe in times of
need. ‘The extended family is the main source of networks forlsecanomic, and
political survival of the individual and the clan, and, consequently, ofrliabgJoseph,
1993, pp. 478-479)These networks were and continue to be vital in linking Lebanese
residents with their transnational emigrants aieg versaby helping in sponsoring new
emigrants and in facilitating their lives in the receiving caestrHowever, just as with
the Yemeni immigrant case, the most valuable tangible output of tieda®rks is the
immense monetary transfer that the emigrants send backitdghelies in Lebanon
(Hourani, 2007, p. 5).

For some, immigrants’ ties to the country of origin might distirtheir political
interest and participation in the new state, but the liezateems to indicate a greater
likelihood that ties and patrticipation abroad would spur greatercipation in the U.S.
as well, in defending ethnic and group interests and perceived wdifaveever, the
implications of this viewpoint for Berry’'s model, is that sucheault is possible, yet
ideally the most successful form of immigrant integration thé® host society would
involve participation in both the receiving society’s culture as well as therewt origin
in a proportional manner. However, one could also assume that migcantgiuing
transnational involvement goes hand in hand with integration (Berrna&, 3996, p.

19).
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Transnational practices take the form of remittances ttivetaremaining in the
home country, of repeated trips to the country of origin, or of serahets children to
schools or after school programs established and run by immigréhtshe explicit
purpose of maintaining the real or assumed original culture of tgeamis. These are
social practices that create or maintain links between foigeatities and new societies
among immigrants and their descendants. In this way, we sedotimation of
transnational ethnic worlds (Werbner, 1999, p. 17), transnational s@&ttsd {Guarnizo
& Smith, 1998), or transnational social spaces (Faist, 1999, p. 2). Byiegga
transnational practices ethnic minorities often distinguish theesdétom the majority
population. In short, ‘transnationalism’ covers a social contextratwork dominated
by practices which connect two or more national contexts, witheffext that an
ambivalent relationship to both the former home country and the curoshtcountry
may arise (Rudolph & Piscatori, 1997, p. 471 and, p. 463).

Political Participation and Integration

Political participation is seen as a function of ethnic differenceltural, and
economic integration. The impact of ethnicity on political participation was chosen
because participation is a very broad domain that includes not anbtesmnomic and
political participation but also access to cultuMarious studies found numerous
circumstances and conditions which affected the political gzation of immigrant
groups. However, most have emphasized the importance of socioecastatug in
developing positive political orientations and increased levels of political ipattan.

Below, | will be further organizing the literature and studythodology

according to three main predictors: 1) Yemeni- versus- Lebat@sgarison: To
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consider whether or not there are ethnicity differences betWeereni and Lebanese
immigrants in determining levels of political participation; Eultural Integration: To

consider whether and if so how, cultural integration, meaning how irangycome to

obtain membership the host society which would include social interactiegséficy of

contacts within host country and in comparison to country of origingndships,

rules/norms behavior, marriages, voluntary associations, language usagefciency

(specifically of English in the US), permanent status in thet lomsntry, and

intermarriages affects political participation and test howembfices in cultural
integration between the Lebanese and Yemeni immigrant comnsuadeunt for any
observed ethnic differences in political participation; and 3) Giwsider the role of
economic integration (socioeconomic status) on political participatnomhese two

communities.

It is essential to understand what is meant by and what acdounpslitical
participation, including its foundations in past and present research. Custoncayné
of political participation usually concentrated on the individual dtarestics that
differentiate participants from non-participants, for instanceutin ranks of income
levels and degrees of education. Martiniello understands politicetipation as “the
active dimension of citizenship” (Martiniello, 2005, p. 5). In his inteégtien, it relates
to the various ways in which individuals take part in the manageaighe collective
affairs of a given political community and comprises “less conweal types of political
activities such as protests, demonstrations, sit-ins, hunger sthkgsptts, etc.”

(Martiniello, 2005, p. 5).
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Some authors in the literature go further is explicating éxadtat they define as
activities that are incorporated as political participation. iRstance, Verba and Nie
exclude from their understanding of political participation the folhgwi 1) ceremonial
or support participation (because they are not aimed at influepolitigal decisions); 2)
attitudes (evidently not predictably associated with action);aBigipation in schools,
family, jobs, voluntary associations etc., whereby only “legallagiimate” modes are
considered, excluding most forms of political protest (Verba &, Ni972, p. 23).
Further, in a comparable way Parry et al. overtly indicated tinegt do not include in
their conceptualization of political participation: 1) behavior notegimt influencing
public representatives (e.g., going to an office to receive keeltzenefits); 2)
participation in the workplace; 3) show of interest in politicsgiéplay of attitudes to
support the functioning of democracy; and 5) readiness or willingmeszké action
(Verba & Nie 1972, Parry, Moyser & Day 1992, Verba, SchlozmanBrady 1995).
The traditional definition of political participation involves age of essential activities
actually carried out by individuals outside of their employmentitreifme intention of
which is to sway a political decision (Verba & Nie 1972, Parrpydér & Day 1992,
Verba, Schlozman and Brady 1995). The last point has been gradutdlyded to
include activities such as protests (viz., Occupy Wall Stredtich on occasion attempt
to influence political opinion rather than decisions taken by governagarits, or such
as political consumption aimed at company activities (AnduizaptijGeh, & Gallego,
2009, p. 884).

In political integration, it may be significant to distinguishvibe¢n local versus

national versus international political participation of the imamgygroups. One area of
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this dissertation will consider whether there is more or lesal land national political
participation among Yemeni- and Lebanese-Americans. Steven Rwserastd John
Hansen argued that ‘involvement in organizations promotes politicatipation by
making people susceptible to mobilization whereby, politically,amzations stand
between national and local political leaders and ordinary citizens’ (Rosen&tHansen,
1993, p. 87).

For many Arab-Americans, the Arab-Israeli War also dendtedestablishment
of their social, political and cultural marginalization. The Arataéli War of 1967
specifically instigated the shift towards a rising ethno-maliticonsciousness among
members of the Arab-American community (Abraham 1989; SuleimdnAbdu-Laban
1989). Not only did the war signify the U.S.’s confirmed allianchwsrael, but it gave
Arab-Americans their first taste of exclusion from a rate the political process
(Suleiman, 1989, p. 13). This period also entailed the beginning of,avaged by the
U.S. media, against Arabs at home and in the Diaspora which hagedishe meaning
of the termArab and further complicated Arab-American identity (Naber, 2000, p. 41)
However, some current research has shown that the effects detitember 11
backlash against the Arab and Muslim communities, has triggereduageace of
political participation among the communities. The horrific eventSegtember 1,
2001 broadened Arab-American political influence beyond traditional are#@gab-
American settlement, but also within them. “New Arab-Anemge were mobilized as
part of the broader Arab-American voting public in the suburban andbax locations
we studied, but Arab-Americans gained voting power relative to the ¢i@ogiaation in

the largest cities” (Gimpel, 2007, p.347).
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Thus, when analyzing the levels of political participation among eferand
Lebanese immigrants, one must not only consider those that tarelyamvolved in
political organizations but also the role of foreign policy and has mlayed out within
the mass media in terms of its effects on how politicalliwadhese immigrants become
and in which ways. The majority of recent Lebanese immigeanised in the U.S. after
the 1980s as a direct consequence of the political crisis in Lebakaomnther, the
Lebanese civil war between 1975 and 1990 displaced many people arouratlthand
forced them to seek refuge in countries like the United States and G&teplaan, 2009,
pp. 148-9). These immigrants were not necessarily motivated “bycpbldghoice but
simply because there is nowhere else to go” (Christison, 1989, 111)cohRtiauous
political instability and economic hardship in Lebanon are resporfsibte continuous
Lebanese immigration to the United States and elsewhere edéispitmistreatment of
post 9-11 immigrants in these host countries (Martin, 2004).

Political Activism

Political Activism varies in much of the literature. Each gtudes different
variations of what they would consider as the factors which make upglofictivism,
sometimes including activism both in the new host and old home couatryinstance,
Guarnizo’s 2002 study on transnationalism, utilized the following factmember of
home country political party; give money to home country politicalypaake part in
home country political campaigns/rallies (Guarnizo, 2002, p. 286). , Atber studies
have gone further to include factors such as: reads newspgaparsountry of origin,
keeps in touch with politics in country of origin, member of politjaity in country of

origin, participates in demonstrations related to country of origel{ Engbersen and
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Leerkes, 2006, p. 289). Additionally, other aspects within the literathich make up
political activism are: collections of signatures, complaiotpaliticians and strikes
(Berger, Galonska, & Koopsmans, 2004, p. 500).

In summary, Guarnizo, Portes, and Haller have organized politigaisactfor
immigrants based on transnational electoral participation whididi@s membership in a
political party in the country of origin, monetary contributions tséhparties, and active
involvement in political campaigns in the polity of origin, followedttansnational non-
electoral politics which includes membership in a hometown civiocagon, monetary
contributions to civic projects in the community of origin, and regulambership in
charity organizations sponsoring projects in the home country (GoarRiartes, &
Haller, 2003, p. 1223). However, generally much of the literature igreement on the
overall description of political activism to include: votinggisgration to vote, giving
campaign money, working on campaigns, and protesting in the new hes{Biady,
Verba, and Schlozman, 1995, p. 156), which is utilized in this digsertahlthough this
dissertation will only consider forms of political participation ttimecur in the host
country, however, future studies considering migrants’ participation iticgoabroad
would be useful to demonstrate the rebound effects on ones’ participatiom country
of new residence.

Measuring Effects on Political Participation

This dissertation will focus on political participation as anany outcome (i.e.
dependent variable). Political participation will be measuresgushree indicators
including: 1) self-reported registration to vote, 2) self-reporteting in the 2000

presidential election, ang) an index of political activism incorporating the sum total of
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four self-reported political activities:  signing a petition; cidmiting money;
calling/writing a government official; protesting. Measuesinof political integration,
therefore, will consist of registration to vote and if the imeagrnad voted. Further, a
political activismmodel will be created which will consist of: 1) signinge&titon; 2)
contributing money; 3) calling/writing a government official; and 4) atintg.

| am predicting three main effects on political integrattbe, main one is through
ethnicity and cultural characteristics, the other two are cuitubegration (cross-cultural
associations) and economic integration (occupational mixing) in Aaresociety; then |
will conduct multivariate analysis to see if the relationships affected by the
confounding factors. Ethnicity will be measured using self-repabeahtry of origin of
respondents born outside the U.S., or self-reported country of origin aftpared
grandparents of respondents reporting being born in the U.S. Tonthispaternal
lineage will be used to classify respondents as Yemenis or Lsbhaailtural integration
is measured using an additive scale of indicators intended to reaspondents’ level
of acculturation with the host country. Acculturation is operatioedlimsing three
domains that include citizenship, identification with Arab culture arabi and English
language usage. Indicators in these three domains are codedlugtibatalues indicate
higher levels of U.S cultural integration. Further, economic iategr will be measured
using four indicators of economic achievement including: home ownershghoyment
status and type, education and income. Lastly, my multivariate medetccount for a
series of factors that have been shown to affect the level dfcablparticipation
including age, respondents’ marital status, gender, party idetiificagenerational

length of residence in U.S., and ideology which consists of an individqualitical and
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social outlook ranging from very conservative, moderately consesyahiddle-of-the-
road, moderately liberal, or very liberal.

An important element of the theoretical model is the role thaurall and
economic integration play in moderating ethnic differences inigalliparticipation. Due
to time and funding constraints, this project will be a purely quéméetatudy utilizing
the DAAS data, which is the largest study conducted in SoutiMiabtgan of Arab-
Americans. No additional surveys will be attempted. Politicati¢iaation is the
Dependent Variable. The study could be considered as “groundbreakitigit ithere
have been no studies exploring in depth the Yemeni community’s popacatipation
and more specifically exploring how this community’s levels ofuétaration and
economic achievement (integration vs. biculturalism) affect thaitical activity in the
U.S. Further, modeling this work as an intra-Arab comparison (Yebsdrahese), adds
to the importance. By comparing the Yemeni and the Lebanese comnaumtich more
diverse, acculturated [also integrated rather than bicultural aryB terms] and
economically established segment of the Arab-American communiityend to bring
forward these differences and try to explain them. | believethieat is a definite gap in
ethno-cultural studies on these two groups, which this work will help to fill wghrd to
intra-ethnic differences in political participation.

Political Participation and Ethnicity

Aim 1: To consider whether or not there are ethnic differencedetween Yemeni
and Lebanese immigrants in determining levels of political participabn.

H1: | propose that Lebanese respondents have higher rates of polipeaficipation

compared to those originating from Yemenn working from the assumption that the
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Lebanese respondents are more integrated then the Yemeni respdhderiiased off of
Berry's model of integration, the more one is integrated, the mazeisofikely to
participate. This expectation is derived from the theory thagraten can be one of the
linkages between objective group conditions and political action whemurces
accumulated by one's ethnic origin, education, income, and occupatioanstated into
skills and attitudes facilitating involvement in political aciedt (Pei-te Lien, 1994;
Berry). Therefore, ethnicity would have an impact on politicatippation of ethnic
groups, in this case favoring the Lebanese group over the Yemetasris of higher
rates of political participation.

Analytic approach: First, prevalence rates of voting registration and voting, asahm
levels of political activism will be calculated to examine &t differences between the
two ethnic groups. Additionally, multivariate modeling of the troetcomes of interest
(Dependent Variables): registration to vote, voting, and politiciviam will be done. |
will use logistic regressions in the case of dichotomous mea@uweegistration to vote
& voting), and count models (more specifically a model based onsadtodistribution)
to account for political activism. My multivariate analysigisied to determine whether
and how the relationship between ethnicity and political participasianoderated by
confounding factors (i.e. age, marital status, sex, party ideokyy ideology). In the

next phase of my analysis, | will look at where economic and cultural levels nome i
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Political Participation and Cultural Integration
Relevant Literature:

Cultural integration refers to the cognitive, behavioral, anduditial changes
experienced as migrants acquire the core competencies of trmilos and societ§ It
places the individual's personal identification within the sociatesy and determines
whether they continue to identify with their native culture aheg see themselves as a
part of the host society (Bosswick and Heckmann, 2006, p. it as irBerry’s model,
this does not necessarily mehat immigrants should choose one culture over the other
(host culture versus home culture); rather it is a complimefuargn of the two cultures
which would allow the immigrant to hold onto his or her background in addib
adapting into the host society. This form of culturakgration involves having a
knowledge of the host country language and cultural standards whicls dtew to
adapt to a new way of life and opens possibilities of partiopdin this case, political)
in the host culture. Such adaptatiassociates higher rates of immigrants in social
networks of the host society, including but not limited to friendshipgngahips,
marriages, and membership in voluntary organizations (Bosswick ackittann, 2006,
p. 10).

Based on the literature, cultural integration of immigrants magignificant at
the level of the public policy sphere through, for instance, the waynth@grants
identify and participate in the host country political process. b&@gin, John Garcia’s
study on Mexican migrants to the U.S. found five socio-culturalofacthat were

identified which often affects the integration process. The flactior was language use

’ Weinstein, Megan (2011) "European Integration: arfto Make the GradeRes Publica - Journal of Undergraduate Research
Vol. 16 Available at: http://digitalcommons.iwu.€despublica/vol16/iss1/10
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and proficiency, which in an economic sense, greater levels ¢sEdgnguage facility
improve one's occupational status and earnings (Tienda and Niedart, 1338);pin
other words, levels of English language proficiency and Spanighfmend to be critical
factors in political participation. The next factor relatesadtural traditions, customs,
and lifestyles which can disconnect the migrant from achievimrgfrang sense of
belonging to the host society. Cross-pressures to maintain grodargglas preferences
(Arce, 1977; Garcia, 1982, p. 378) serve as adaptive responses tosadgi@wsystem;
yet, group solidarity is weakened by social contacts whicltadeature of modern life
(Borrie, 1957, p. 45). Finally, the last set of factors relates pereential developments
resulting from exposure to American society, which would includetheoigresidence in
the U.S.; education in the U.S.; intermarriage; and naturalizstatas (Garcia, 1982, p.
388).

There is however a clear gap in the literature focusing orsdbel or cultural
integration of immigrants which possibly has to do with the intres involved in
operationalizing such concepts. Where measures of assimilation amefration are
used, they are typically utilized as independent variables tala@ammigrant earnings
(Kalbach, Hardwick, Vintila & Kalbach, 2002; Kalbach & Kalbach, 199899; Isajiw,
Sever & Dreidger, 1993; Breton, Isajiw, Kalbach & Reitz, 1990ydd5oyder, Jones,
McRoberts, Pineo & Porter, 1985). In fact, in many studies of assioml and
integration, the response variable is “income” or “socio-econonaittist therefore,
implied is the theory that economic equality with the native-bormepuired for
immigrant integration. However, this assumption has not been tésiedherefore not

known if economic success in fact predicts, or is even associatbd agculturation



50

(Walters, Phythian, and Anicef, 2007, p. 40). This concept will be zedly the third
hypothesis whichproposes that economic integration will explain the relationship
between both ethnicity and cultural integration and political participation.

Further, empirical research illustrates that structural andiralldimensions of
integration are strongly correlated. In a study done on migvatiisn the Netherlands, it
was shown that migrants with good social positions (i.e. high eduacattable job)
commonly also have more informal contact with native Dutch people am@ m
frequently support ‘modern’ ideas and values than other migraage{i®s, 2001; Odé,
2002, as cited in Snel, E., Engerbersen, G., & Leerkes, A., 2006). In othés, wor
migrants’ strong transnational involvement and integration into thedoositry do not
rule each other out (Portes, Haller, & Guarnizo, 2002, p. 281). On thehathéy this
may differ according to class: ‘Those [immigrants] who havernms, education, and
language skills are more likely to be able to choose transnafectigism, while those
with less social and cultural capital are more likely tofdreed into it’ (Levittt, 2003,
p.183). For underprivileged migrant groups rather, continuing transnational
identifications and retaining the customs of the home country magden adequate
incorporation into the host country (Joppke & Morawska 2003; Levitt 2003; Maeaw
2003). In short, through the literature, it is difficult to extrdet £xact variables and
connections between cultural integration and political participationgramts; however,
when linked with economic factors, the patterns and effects of eutiar political
participation appear to be much more visible.

Based on the literature, cultural integration of immigrants magignificant at

the level of the public policy sphere through, for instance, the waynth@grants
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identify and participate in the host country political process. a&haa is significant in
understanding integration in that aseeting within the political process and deciding
together the future of society is a sign of a high level ofasanclusion and cultural
acceptance, access to culture may improve the individual’s atalitpnderstand other
cultures and function in both their own as well as foreign culturesajt also promote
the understanding that inter-cultural exchanges enhance social cohesion.

Aim 2: To consider whether and how cultural integration and nore specifically
ethnic differences in cultural integration affect political participation.

H2: Cultural integration is positively linked to political participain. | also propose
that cultural integration will have an attenuating effect othe previously examined
relationship between ethnicity and political participatiofihis hypothesis was based on
previous research which has shown the connection between langaofgemey, which
impacted economic levels, which then impacted political particpgiarcia) which |
utilize in the Arab Cultural Identification Index which tedtmguage usage and its
meaningfulness in affecting integration. The other variable whichhipsthesis was
based on was the participation in Arab cultural events which has dfemmn to
disconnect the migrant from achieving a strong sense of belormitige thost society
(Garcia, 1987, p. 388). The third variable tested in the Arab Culteatification Index
examined related to other forms of exposure to American sowtgh would include
intermarriage; and naturalization status (Garcia, 1987, p. 388) Wwhidlzed to fit with
and test the variables of citizenship and the importance of g@tdasomeone of Arabic
background. Finally, for my fourth measure of cultural integratiotilized the variable

which measures the strength of ties with the country of origin ghrdlie frequency of
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return visits there. The frequency declines over the yearsisbalso a function of
income, such that the longer immigrants have been settled the more mone titeshyar
to be able to spend on visits if that is what they wish (BantotipiNd Integration in
France and Britain, 2001, p. 161).
Analytic Approach: The bivariate relationship between cultural integration and each
measure of political participation will be examined. Multivariate amalydl expand the
multivariate models tested in H1 to account for cultural integragiot test: 1) the
relationship between cultural integration and political partiagmationtrolling for model
covariates and 2) the attenuating effect that cultural integrétas on the relationship
between ethnicity and political participation.
Political Participation and Economic Integration
Relevant Literature

As indicated earlier in this dissertation, much of the literatmeimmigrant
political participation focuses on the link between economic integraand cultural
integration. More so, Verba and Nie emphasize the importance afesooomic status
in developing positive political orientations and increased levels dfgablparticipation
(Verba & Nie, 1972, p. 201). Further, the assimilation thesis hasats in the work of
Gordon (1964); according to this theory, immigrants, and recent immisgnaost of all,
may not be well enough assimilated to the world of work anddherwnity to become
fully involved in politics. They adapt to their new economic environmeritnne, and
then to the political environment, while their descendants are marelyatlapted. Thus
integration or assimilation can be seen as a generationageghprocess. Reitz makes

the same case in his explanation of the socioeconomic measur@nkeatrelationship
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between ethnic identification and political participation (Rei€80, p. 380). Further, a
number of theoretical orientations suggest determining how muctheofobserved
variation in participation among ethnic groups can be accounted for Btioarin
background socioeconomic and demographic characteristics acesgrabps. For
instance, the DAAS included several questions about respondents’ enoin&c
characteristics. Chief among these variables are education aochein(Campbell,
Converse, Miller, & Stokes, 1960, p. 469; Verba & Nie, 1972 p. 97; Wolfigge
Rosenstone, 1980, p. 253aglioni for instance, suggests thsiccessful economic
integration is a necessary (though not sufficient) step for sodioral integration
(Baglioni, 1964, p. 126). For examplenmigrants who arrive to their destination
country with more economic resources, particularly in the forrhushan capital, are
thought to experience more rapid assimilation than those with f@seurces (Djajic,
2003, p. 831). This link between economic success and assimilation isvasiyethat
researchers, it would seem, have taken for granted that culturale@mbmic
assimilation are inextricably linked, if not one and the sametéR 1965, pp. 460-462).
It is worth mentioning here that the Chaldean American commumégigential patterns
within Metro Detroit consisted of residing inside of Detroit ifoedable housing until
their purchase of local liquor stores became increasingly sfaté¢e allow them to
move to surrounding wealthier suburbs. Although Chaldeans are assodihtdxting
Arab-Americans and hold many similarities among them, suctheis independent
business ventures, knowledge of the Arabic language and roots from Iradhaiey

worked to create their own distinct and recognizable communitide associating with



54

the values of other cultural groups of the same income levetgyé®ck, 1982, pp. 7 -
11).

The cultural and economic differences between the two ethnic gréapnis
and Lebanese are a compelling reason to study their poliatevior. A connection
between political participation and civic integration and empathyh®most country is
worthwhile mentioning. One of my findings as described in the methogalogpter,
concerning economic success as the ultimate moderating facfmlitical participation,
could be used to argue that western democratic involvement gsaldsinction of
ethnic/cultural origin and more a function of economics. That sayothat, despite the
fact that the bivariate analyses showed participation difée® between the Lebanese
and the Yemenis, once you engage in counterfactual thinking (by adjostcontrolling
for economic achievement) you find that the situation would have beenediff(the two
groups' participation patterns are not statistically distimgdoke) had the two groups had
similar economic achievement levels. This finding as shown aelbdkree political
participation outcomes, as described in my methods/results chapters illustrated in
the multivariable complete adjusted models. Though the lattestia new finding, in
my case it could be made more specific to groups that soe& chsrs, in the literature
on Arabs and the Middle East, argue to be inherently (i.e. cljtusald so on)
undemocratic and incompatible or unwilling to accept the westerralibexed. Further
results as presented in the methodology, show that economic integration in teomnseof
ownership and business ownership leads to a higher level of poleicedipation and to
a higher likelihood of political engagement, which is in line wiih literature. Studies of

the economic and social integration of immigrants have analyzexignants’ earnings
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and employment opportunities in relation to those of the native-born and how
immigrants’ education, occupational mobility, as well as Engdasiguage ability change
with the passage of time in the U.S. (Borjas, 1999; Stevens, 1992s RoiaclLeod,
1999; Espenshade & Fu, 1997; Lopez, 1999 as cited in Ramakrishnan & Espenshade,
2001, p. 870). Additionally, studies of political integration have focusedaphnon the
determinants of naturalization and differences in citizenship atiquisicross different
nationalities (Portes & Mozo, 1985, pp. 37-39 & Yang, 1994, p. 449). Hence, stable
multivariate statistical results based on large samplesiegded to determine whether
many of the common-sense explanations of the naturalization praoesrroneous or
plausible propositions. Moreover, past research has given lessoattenthe influence

of larger social contexts in the country of origin and the countrgegtination in the
naturalization process. Specifically, most previous studies have témdwaeriook the
effects of country of origin characteristics on immigrantsppnsity to naturalize (Yang,
1994, pg. 449). “Scholars of immigrant incorporation have paid considerasy |
attention to voting and other forms of political participation thatuocafter
naturalization” (Ramakrishnan & Espenshade, 2001, p. 870). lllegal alienksl be
expected to integrate less because of their illegal statusvieowor the most part;
Yemeni and Lebanese immigrants are legal.

Indeed it is highly probable that Yemen-Americans’ attachnienttheir
motherland and their hopes of someday returning there has hamperadbithgito fully
integrate into their host country's social systems, as isafrugher country of origin-
oriented immigrant groups. Yemeni-Americans, reveal inclinatioatswould exemplify

them as both voluntary and involuntary minorities; voluntary in that émeigrate for
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economic reasons. However, Yemen is one of the world’s poorestiesutiue to an
unstable economy and no significant economy-boosting exports. As a rasmly
Yemenis find it necessary to emigrate in search of betbsr §nd consistent incomes for
the families they leave behind. It is this search for progpend "the American dream"”
that many Yemeni-Americans feel makes them true Ameridans the desire to shirk
the minority status.

Moreover, economic and political conditions in Yemen play a critiokd in
determining integration patterns of first generation Yemeni-Ataarimmigrants. Also
true of other immigrant-generating societies, a lower standértiving in Yemen
compared to that of the U.S. encourages their inclination for setitemthe U.S. due to
the higher cost of return. For instance, ‘chief among the circaoestahat have driven
Yemenis from their native lands are: poverty, political andad@gpression, colonialism
and war’ (Abraham, p. 3)n addition, the unstable political environment in Yemen also
encourages the permanent integration or permanent residence withdutnmeggeation
of Yemeni-Americans. This is not true of Lebanese-Americahs have consciously
worked to achieve a white identity which coincides with their econamecests and one
that does not conflict with their phenotype nor political identiiask home, thus they
are less likely to perceive themselves as a minority comparddagi and Yemeni
migrants (Ajrouch, 2007, p. 873). Because the decision to obtain citigaetegfends on
cultural, economic, and political assimilation, naturalization sbably a composite
measure of the immigrants' permanent settlement. In addititeibg a measure of
economic attainment and social class standing, home ownership instheohatry can

be an economic barometer of roots-taking because it normallysegpsea long-term
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commitment to the adopted country.
Aim 3: To consider the role of economic integration of immigants on their political
participation.

H3: Economic integration will be positively related to political paipation, i.e., the
more immigrants’ work brings them into inter-ethnic contatte greater will be their
political participation in their new society. Furthermore, | ppose that economic
integration will explain the relationship between both ethniceyd cultural integration
and political participation.This expectation is derived from Verba and Nie’s theory that
emphasizes the importance of socioeconomic status in developingveogsilitical
orientations and increased levels of political participation (Vé&rihie, 1972, p. 152).
Verba and Nie were among the first to explicate this modanasxplanation of mass
political behavior: individuals with high levels of socioeconomic resssirée.g.,
education and income) are more likely to adopt psychological oimmgahat motivate
their participation in the political system. Numerous studies bam@érmed their finding
that citizens with higher levels of education, income, and ocauatstatus tend to vote
more, contact more, organize more, and campaign more than do thoseweitlstatus
(Verba & Nie, 1972, p. 155). Most studies that confirm the SES model inagdy
utilized samples of non-Hispanics, and it would be assumed that smuimeic status
works similarly across ethnic groups. However, there has beeneopiacal evidence
illustrating mixed results. Lien (1994a, 1994b, p. 254), for example, firedseducation
is significantly related to participation among Mexican-Aroanis, but not for Asian-
Americans, while Dawson, Brown, and Allen find that education and incoenerdy

occasionally related to participation among African-Americadawson, Brown, &
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Allen, 1990, p. 96). Additionally, the socioeconomic status model thged is tested
using two standard demographic indicators: Education and Income.iffWwosjd be of
interest to evaluate the impact of socioeconomic status in dategmis impact on the
political participation of Yemeni and Lebanese-Americans in dartefo consider
whether or not this ethnic community varies from other ethnic griouihe U.S., as well
as if it demonstrates any differences among the subgroup themselves.

Analytic Approach: The bivariate relationship between economic integration and each
measure of political participation will be examined. Multivariate amakydl expand the
multivariate models tested in H3 to account for economic integratnd test: 1) the
relationship between economic integration and political participatmmtrolling for
model covariates and 2) the attenuating effect that economiadhtey has on the

relationship between ethnicity and political participation.
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Chapter Three
Methods and Data Analysis

3.1 Analytical Methods

I will use data from the Detroit Arab American Study (DAA®03) to examine
key dimensions of integration and their relationship with politicalippétion (Baker,
W., Stockton, R., Howell, S., Jamal, A., Lin, A., Shryock, A., Tessler2BD3). Yemeni
respondents will be compared to their Lebanese counterpart to higehgred and
differentiating factors associated with variation in the twaugs’ response patterns and
degrees of integration. The Lebanese group is chosen as the refgreap because of
common Muslim orientations (though mostly Shi'a among Lebanese), andstorg
educational and income levels and length of stay being that ébankese-American
community is much more established and comparably better off eczallymthan the
Yemeni community. Comparatively assessing the data on Lebémesricans, a group
with high levels of attributed integration provides an area of relse¢hat is significant in
that there has been relatively little effort to understand thiedrgatterns and problems
of immigrant integration even within established cultural aateg such as “Arab.” |
expect Yemeni-Americans overall to be less integrated andptdggally active than
their Lebanese-American counterparts. The reasons for tlitgerntes are likely to be
explained by cultural and economic differences. Study finding miorm the
understanding of ethnicity and American politics in general, andshtl light on intra-
Arab ethnic differences in particular providing preliminary answelating to how two
culturally and economically divergent groups adjust and adapt to theicamemolitical

environment.
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The concept of integration is conceptually problematic. In the
immigration/incorporation discourse, integration has quite often beéerstnod as an
individual property. This approach has been popularized by social psgisl(among
others, John Berry) that have operationalized integration in ternpartiCipation in
mainstream society in the economic (educational) sphere butamangt traditional
language and values in the private sphere. | intend to examineviis & political
integration among Yemeni- and Lebanese-American immigrantsvegtigating a series
of indicators probing participants’ political participation. Moredfically, | will look at
self-reports of voting registration, presidential voting, petitiognisig, monetary
contribution, contacts with government officials, and engagement iregtgot To
examine cultural and economic integration, which are treatecedscfar variables, | will
analyze indicators of social acculturation and economic achievemenstudy the
former, | will look at questions probing respondents’ social and culnwahs, and
behavior. To analyze the latter, | will look at socioeconomic measaocluding income,
educational attainment, employment status and home ownership.

The study analysis will be done using data from the DAA&e DAAS is a
companion survey to the 2003 Detroit Area Study (DAS), and includes eseapative
sample of the adult Arab and Chaldean population aged 18 and older rdsiding
households in the three-county Detroit metropolitan area (n = 1000).AAS 3 based
on a dual-frame sample design. The joint structure for the 2003 DAAS probabilplesam
design consists of two component parts: 1) an area probability tra@aeto choose area
segments from Census tracts in which 10% of more of persons eleotassified as of

Arab- or Chaldean- American ancestry in the 2000 Census; andli®) faame for
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selecting housing units from mailing and membership lists of 13 Aaat-Chaldean-
American organizations (Baker, Stockton, Howell, Jamal, Lin, Skr§o€essler, 2003).
Further, the area probability sample component of the DAAS edbaris a conventional
three stage sample design, a principal stage sample of greargeunits followed by a
second stage sample of housing units within area segments and rateldionsef one
eligible adult respondent in households with one or more eligible petsBhe

geographic domain for the area probability component of the DAAgdesnsisted of
the 60 Census tracts in Wayne, Oakland, and Macomb counties in wheastat 0% of
the 2000 U.S. Census population self-identified as Arab- or Chaldewmnidan. These
tracts included 49% of the total population of self-identified Arabhd Chaldean-
Americans in the three-county area in 2000. It should be noted nhattbe sample
populations needed for this dissertation were extracted from theSD&xere will be
some hazards in relying on fewer cases, which is explained inoaadlitletail in the
limitations section of this dissertation.

The DAAS provides a unique look at Arab Americans living in therdiet
metropolitan area following the September 11, 2001 terror attackseddrtited States.
The data account for respondent information and opinions on their expersamoeshe
September 1 attacks on the World Trade Center and the Pentagon, however, with
more emphasis being placed on questions of social trust, confidenostiiations,

intercultural relationships, local social capital, and attachmeatstransnational

* DAAS recruited a variety of interviewers, most from kb and Chaldean communities. Almost all
were bilingual.. They were recruited and trainedh®y Institute of Social Research's Survey Research
Team. All were pledged to confidentiality. The tiaig sessions went on for two days. Each person who
was interviewed was asked if they wanted a bilihgutarviewer. There is an item in the survey ttedis

the percent who did. More often they did the inmwin English but switched back and forth .Theyeave
also asked if they wanted a female interviewer ciisiome did. DAAS accommodated those requests
(often on the site since typically interviewers weat in teams).
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communities, respondent characteristics, and community needs. Some of thesxadmpl
the issues addressed in the data included analyses that rangedefpomdents’
frequency of religious participation, their level of politicaltigem, their level of
interaction with people outside of their cultural, racial, and ethroopg (a measure of
social integration), and the quality of the social and politicaitutgins in their area. The
DAAS also surveyed components of background information which included the
variables: birth country, citizenship status, citizenship statspadise, education, home
ownership status, household income, language spoken in the home (if not English),
marital status, number of children (under 18) in the household, parentsienohbirth

and citizenship status political affiliation, total number of pedipleg in the household,
voter registration status, whether the respondent ever servedlimiteed States Armed
Forces, and the year of immigration, if not born in the United Stéatestilizing this
survey's data, my study will incorporate appropriate statistar@lyses, featuring

regression models.

3.2 Subpopulation of Interest

Given the study’s focus, all analytical work was restdcte the two ethnic
groups of interest. In order to determine from the DAAS reswiho were Lebanese and
who were Yemeni, | used the values from the groupings which werd basesponses
to a series of questions probing: 1) the respondents’ country of bittieiRparents’ (i.e.
mother and father) country of birth; and 3) their grandparents’ (botiermah and
parental) country of birth. Individuals were considered Lebanese\ifrdported being

born in Lebanon, or if they answered “Lebanon” to any of the followungstions: 1) in
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what country was your mother born? 2) in what country was her moth&? Bpin what
country was your father born? and 4) in what country was his fathe? Bonsequently,
and individual was coded as Yemeni if they reported being born in iYemé they

answered Yemeni to any one of the above stated questions. Thangesulipopulation
included 292 respondents, with 221 classified as Lebanese-Americatisearest (i.e.

n=71) as Yemeni-Americans.

3.30utcomes of Interest

Three main outcomes pertaining to political integration were caomeside First,
registering to vote was measured dichotomously (0=No; 1=Yes) uesmpndents’
answers to a question probing whetlieey are currently registered to vot8econd,
voting was also measured dichotomously (0=No; 1=Yes) based on art&ipesponse
to a question examining whether they hawéed in the last presidential electiofhird,
political activismwas measured as a composite additive score of four indicatorsgrobin
whether respondents incorporated into the model participated in the falgwiitical
activities: 1) signed petition, measured by the DAAS questidawve you ever signed a
petition? 2) contributed money for a political cause or candidatesurezhby the DAAS
qguestion: Since January 2000, have you contributed money to any organthation
supported political candidates? 3) called/wrote a governmentabffroeasured by the
DAAS question: In the past 12 months, have you called or writt@vergment official
to express your opinion on a political issue?; and 4) protested, nedgutbe DAAS
qguestion: In the past 12 months, have you taken part in a protest, march, or

demonstration about any social or political issue? Individual indgatgre coded
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dichotomously (0=No; 1=Yes) and the resulting range for the addititreism score was

0-4.

3.4 Predictors and Controls

Three main predictors were of interest to this study: 1) @tlni2) cultural
integration, and 3) economic integratidiirst, Ethnicitywas equated to country of origin
and measured dichotomously (O=Lebanese; 1=Yemeni). SeCuidiral Integration
was measured using &mab Cultural Identificationindex based on the survey questions
probing the following information: 1) citizenship, 2) Arabic languagages and
meaningfulness, 3) the importance of marriage to someone of Aratkgrband; 4)
importance of participation in Arab cultural events; and 5) frequercvisits to the
country of origin. Individual scale items were coded so that higgdees indicate higher
Arab identification. | argue that a respondent who registers highisrtab Cultural
Identification index will correspondingly have lower levels oftardl integration within
the host country. It should also be noted that analytic work for thegvotitcome is
conditioned (i.e. restricted to the subpopulation of) on registering tobemi@use only
those registered to vote can vote. However, given the literaturesé¢hef citizenship was
highlighted as an important indicator of acculturation and politicadlvement in the
host country.

Third, Economic Integrationras an index was operationalized using four variables
including: 1) home ownership, 2) education, 3) income and 4) employment. Home
ownership was measured dichotomously (O=rent; 1=own) using a question probing

whether the respondent or his/her family own or rent the placeewthey live now.
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Educationwas measured as a categorical variable (less than higlolsgome high
school; some college or more) by recoding respondents answers fabdighest grade
of school or degree that they completed. Income was measured usicgtégories
intervals based on a question probing a respondent’s income group lindésncincome
being treated as a continuous variable in the analytical modeled&e were based on
information gathered from several questions including 1) whethgromdent was
currently doing any work for pay, 2) whether a respondent was wopkrtgime or full
time, and 3) whether a respondent’s job involved self-employment orogmght by
someone.

Five control variables were also accounted for in my analysist, Age in years was
included as a continuous measure. Second, respondent party identificaicnded as a
three category variable reflecting whether a respondent identafsea Republican, a
Democrat, or an Independent. Third, marital status was coded dichotgnfousot
married; 1=marriedj. Fourth, gender was also measured dichotomously. Finally,
ideology was measured using a question gauging how a respondent worrithedes
his/her political and social outlook. Five response categories weglstered for this
indicator including very conservative, moderately conservative, lgzofdthe-road,

moderately liberal, or very liberal.

* This is important because marriage assumes moregto maturity. One needs to achieve a certairl leve
of economic independence to start a family. Addilly, married individuals tend to be a bit more
conservative, and have more stable roots in thexaamty in which they reside. All these reasons wloul
lead one to believe that they are more likely tdigigate in politics.
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3.4 Data Analysis

My data analysis was conducted in three steps. First, | usetriate analysis
including means (when continuous) and frequency tabulations (if catdgtoieaamine
the distributions of all the indicators used in this study. The tnegubtlescriptive
statistics are included in Table 1. Secdnased bivariate analysis, including correlations
(when continuous) and cross-tabulations (if categorical) to examimadjusted
relationships between the main outcomes and predictors of interést.objective of
bivariate analysis is also to identify subgroup differenceshenpblitical participation
measures. This was primarily intended to test for substantivetatistical variations in
political participation, and cultural and economic integration betwhentwo ethnic
groups.

Additionally, bivariate analysis was conducted to examine thatisakhips
between political participation and cultural and economic integratiopaited-samples
t-tests were used to examine statistically significaems differences for continuous
variables, and Pearson's chi-squared tests were used to tesvefall statistical
independence between categorical variables. Mean levels and kiViagigtiencies in
addition to p-values resulting from the statistical testspagsented in Table 2. Third, |
used multivariable regression to examine the relationship betweeroutcomes of
interest and my main predictors controlling for covariates to atcéar possible
confounding effects. Finally, logistic regression models were wustd dichotomous
outcomes (i.e. registering to vote and voting), and Poisson regregssonsed with the
political activism score to account for the count nature of thetmguhdicator. The

variables: registering to vote and vote were analyzed as dichosobeing that for those
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not registered to vote cannot vote, therefore, all the anabysthd voting variable were
conditioned on respondents indicating registering to vote.

Logit regression models allow me to “explore how each explanatariable
affects the probability of the event occurringTo facilitate interpretation, model
estimates will be presented as odds ratios and will includectneesponding 95%
confidence intervals (Table 6). The odds ratios help to avoid non-etuitig-odds
interpretations resulting from standard logit model coefficestimate and rather focus
on the change in the odds of the occurrence of an event (i.e. outcome=1) that iseg@ssociat
with a unit change in explanatory variable under considerationfuither facilitate
interpretation, predicted probabilities for the main predictors ofastewvill be calculated
and graphed. In short, because | am using dichotomous variablehawel & data set
with binomial outcomes, and if | want to model my data as havingtlogirrors, and the
predictors as having linear effect on the outcome, | therefmeéel the dichotomous
outcomes by using the log odds.

Poisson regression uses the probability function of the Poissorbulistn to
model the rate of occurrence of an outcome conditional on a serjgedittors and
covariate8 Incidence rate ratios and their corresponding 95% confidence istemel
presented in Table 6. To further facilitate interpretation predlicites of counts will be

calculated and graphéd

®Long. S, and Freese.Regression Models for Categorical Dependent Vagatising Stata2™ Edition.
Stata Press: College Station, Texas. (P.131) @hdpt

® Cameron. C, and Trivedi. Rlicroeconometrics Using StatRevised Edition. Stata Press: College
Station, Texas. Chapter 17.

"Long. S, and Freese.Regression Models for Categorical Dependent Vadaltsing State2™ Edition.
Stata Press: College Station, Texas. Chapter 8.
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Figure 2. Model
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3.5Results
3.5.1 Univariate results
Univariate descriptive statistics for the study controls and giadiare presented

in Table 1. An overwhelming majority of the included respondents weaeried
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(76.7%). The study sample was equally divided between males madef Close to
two-fifths of respondents indicated being Independent or having no patfgyremce
(57.5%), while a quarter identified themselves as Democrats (26a®%Yhe remaining
as Republicans (15.5%). A plurality of respondents (45%) identifidabasg a very
conservative or conservative political and ideology, and only close to71reported
having a Liberal ideology (15.63%). Finally, the average age irstidy sample was
about 42 years.

Most of the study respondents were of Lebanese descent (79.5%j}hevitbst
meeting my classification criteria as being of Yemeni destThe distribution of the
cultural integration indicator was fairly normal ranging franminimum score of 2 to a
maximum of 35. The average cultural integration score was 15.95 (SE=0I88¢ to
half of the respondents indicated having a high school education or nessbaut a
quarter reported having a college degree or more (24.8%). Study resgomceat
equally likely to be poor and well to do with close to 30% indicatihgwsehold income
of less than $20,000 and similar prevalence reporting an income of $75,000rer
Home ownership was highly prevalent with only 1 in 5 respondents indicatmigg or
otherwise (19.38%). Finally, close to a third of the study sample specifiecbriohgvas
their employment status, and 12.5% indicated being retired. Businesssbipneas
relatively high at 16%, with the rest of the sample responden®)(#tilicating being

employed by someone else.

® Interviewers were trained and interviews were cetetliin a face-to-face format.

® Here the sampling mechanism is supposed to generavalence rates that represent the community. Th
Lebanese population in the tri-county area is maaier than the Yemeni population, and that issaéd

in the sample composition
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Table 1.Univariate Descriptive Statistics of Predictors and Controls

Total Lebanese Yemenis Sig-Test
N % % %
Control Variables
Married
No 100 23.31 24.07 15.48
Yes 329 76.69 75.93 84.52 P=0.092
Sex
Female 206 48.7 52.04 32.53 P<0.01
Male 217 51.3 47.96 67.47
Party ID
Republican 64 15.53 18.39 3.70
Democrat 111 26.94 27.10 24.69 P<0.01
Independent 237 57.52 54.52 71.60
Ideology
Very Conservative 74 17.79 15.19 30.38
Moderately Conservative 113 27.16 26.90 29.11
Middle of the Road/Something Else 164 39.42 40.51 32.91 P=0.011
Moderately Liberal 48 11.54 12.66 6.33
Very Liberal 17 4.09 4.75 1.27
Mean Mean Mean
Age 41.88 43.29 36.10 P<0.01
Ethnicity
Lebanese 324 79.41 n/a n/a
Yemenis 84 20.59 n/a n/a
Mean Mean Mean
Cultural Integration 15.95 16.08 13.43 P<0.01
Economic Indicators
Education
LT HS 117 27.4 23.53 49.40
HS 90 21.08 18.89 28.92 P<0.01
Some College 114 26.7 29.72 15.66
College or more 106 24.82 27.86 6.02
Income
LESS THAN $10,000 48 12.94 12.13 17.50
$10,000 - 14,999 33 8.89 7.35 16.25
$15,000 - 19,999 25 6.74 5.88 10.00
$20,000 - 29,999 51 13.75 10.29 26.25 P<0.01
$30,000 - 49,999 54 14.56 16.18 8.75
$50,000 - 74,999 48 12.94 13.60 8.75

$75,000- 99,999 35 9.43 10.29 3.75



$100,000 - 149,999
$150,000 - 199,999
$200,000 OR MORE
Home ownership
Rent or Other
Own
Employment Status
Not working
Retired
Employed
Own a Business

71

44
18
15

81
337

134
53
169
68

11.86
4.85
4.04

19.38
80.62

31.6
12.5
39.86
16.04

13.24
5.88
5.15

16.14
83.86

30.31
13.44
36.25
20.00

5.00
2.50
1.25

35.37
64.63

36.14
6.02
54.22
3.61

P<0.01

P<0.01

Descriptive statistics for the study outcomes are presemt&dble 2. About two

thirds of the respondents were registered to vote. Among thoséerediso vote 72%

reported having voted in the last presidential election. As expdotwedr prevalence

rates were registered for the considered political aativiisdicators. About a quarter

indicated having signed a petition, 12.5% contributed money to a pobacale or a

political candidate, about 1 in 10 respondents reported calling angvetgovernment

official, and a similar percentage of respondents indicated havirtgipated in a

political protest. When political activism was examined asatesabout two thirds were

coded as having no political activism, and 17.5% having only one actiVitg.

prevalence rate was less than 1% at the highest level of activism (4 patticdies).
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Table 2. Descriptive Statistics for Study Outcomes

N %

Registered to vote

No 156 36.62

Yes 270 63.38
Did you vote

No 76 28.15

Yes 194 71.85
Signed a petition

No 320 74.77

Yes 108 25.23
Contributed money

No 372 87.53

Yes 53 12.47
Called or written a government official

No 382 89.88

Yes 43 10.12
Participated in a Political protest

No 380 89.2

Yes 46 10.8
Political Participation Scale

No Activity 281 66.43

1 Activity 74 17.49

2 Activities 34 8.04

3 Activities 31 7.33

4 Activities 3 0.71

3.5.2 Bivariate statistics
At the bivariate level of this dissertation's analysis, Lebanese resmsneere
more likely to participate in politics compared to Yemenis. This finding was tensis
across all the examined measures, with the exception of protest reporés)labl
Lebanese respondents were twice as likely to be registered to votep388é more
likely to report voting, and two and a half times more likely to have signed apetiti

Differences were especially marked with monetary contributions and goication
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with politicians with Lebanese respondents being more than 4 times moredikepott
having engaged in the activity relative to Yemenis.

Table 3. Bivariate association between political participation and ethnity

Political Participation Indicators

Lebanese Yemenis
N % N %
Registered to vote
Yes 222 68.94 29 34.94
No 100 31.06 54 65.06 P<0.001
Total 322 100 83 100
Voting
Yes 164 73.87 16 55.17
No 58 26.13 13 44.83 P=0.035
Total 222 100 29 100
Ever signed a petition
Yes 88 27.24 9 10.71
No 235 72.76 75 89.29 P=0.002
Total 323 100 84 100
Contributed money
Yes 47 14.69 3 3.57
No 273 85.31 81 96.43 P=0.006
Total 320 100 84 100
Called/Written government official
Yes 35 10.9 2 2.38
No 286 89.1 82 97.62 P=0.016
Total 321 100 84 100
Protest
Yes 30 9.32 10 12.05
No 292 90.68 73 87.95 P=0.457
Total 322 100 83 100

Political participation was also related to cultural integrat{Table 4). Higher
levels of cultural integration [measurements included: citlapnsArabic language
usage and meaningfulness; the importance of marriage to someorfrabic

background; the importance of participation in Arab cultural events;fr@guency of
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visits to the country of origin] were uncovered with every prditimeasure considered,
with the exception of political protest. Average cultural scavese 40% higher among
the registered to vote, 17% higher among voters, 50% higher amongrépaséng
having signed a petition, 26% higher among monetary contributors, and 4¢&&¢ for
those reporting communication with government officials. In shoyt,aims were to
look at differences between ethnic groups and to see if thoseeddés would be
modified by factors other than ethnicity. In my work thus, faave provided bivariate
evidence showing no differences between the two groups. They babictil protest at
the same rate. Given this, any analytic work on political prdtesinstance, would
assume no difference between the two ethnic groups.

Table 4. Bivariate association between political participation and cultural

integration
Cultural Integration
(Range=0-34)
Mean SE Test
Registering to vote
No 124 05 P<0.01
Yes 173 0.5
Voting
No 154 0.9 P<0.01
Yes 181 0.5
Signed a petition
No 13.7 04 P<0.01
Yes 205 0.7
Contributed money
No 149 0.4 P<0.01
Yes 188 1.0
Called or written government official
No 147 04 P<0.01
Yes 214 1.1

Protest
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No 155 04
Yes 149 0.9

P=0.5099

All of the economic measures in this study were statistieasociated with the
political participation indicators, again except for protest. As expectedharre@conomic
classification (irrespective of the measure) led to a highgpensity of engagement in
politics. This was largely consistent with the exception of protdsere statistical
significance was not attained in relation to home ownership andogment status.
Detailed results and tests of significance are presented in Table 5.

Table 5. Bivariate association between political participation and economic

achievement

Economic Indicators

Home Ownership Rent or Other Own a Home
N % N % Test

Voting
No 15 20.27 59 79.73 P<0.0001
Yes 11 5.82 178 94.18

Registering to vote
No 54 35.53 98 64.47 P<0.0001
Yes 26 9.89 237 90.11

Signed a petition
No 74 23.95 235 76.05 P<0.0001
Yes 7 6.48 101 93.52

Contributed money
No 79 21.88 282 78.12 P=0.002
Yes 2 3.77 51 96.23

Called or written government official
No 80 21.51 292 78.49 P=0.002
Yes 1 2.38 41 97.62

Taken part in protest
No 74 20 296 80 P=0.440
Yes 7 15.22 39 84.78

Employment Not Working Retired Employed Own a Business

N % N % N % N %

Test
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Voting
No 23 30.67 7 9.33 34 45.33 11 14.67 P=0.031
Yes 45 23.2 40 20.62 65 33.51 44 22.68

Registering to vote
No 63 41.45 6 3.95 70 46.05 13 8.55 P<0.0001
Yes 68 25.28 47 17.47 99 36.8 55 20.45

Signed a petition
No 120 38.1 30 9.52 123 39.05 42 13.33 P<0.0001
Yes 13 12.04 23 21.3 46 42.59 26 24.07

Contributed money
No 128 34.69 43 11.65 146 39.57 52 14.09 P=0.001
Yes 5 9.62 9 17.31 23 44.23 15 28.85

Called or written government official
No 131 34.66 42 11.11 150 39.68 55 14.55 P<0.0001
Yes 2 4.65 9 20.93 19 44.19 13 30.23

Taken part in protest
No 125 33.24 49 13.03 142 37.77 60 15.96 P=0.056
Yes 8 17.39 4 8.7 26 56.52 8 17.39

Education Less than HS High School Some college College or more
N % N % N % N % Test

Voting
No 14 18.42 16 21.05 30 39.47 16 21.05 P=0.124
Yes 37 19.17 37 19.17 53 27.46 66 34.2

Registering to vote
No 65 41.94 36 23.23 30 19.35 24 15.48 P<0.0001
Yes 51 18.96 53 19.7 83 30.86 82 30.48

Signed a petition
No 108 33.96 75 23.58 79 24.84 56 17.61 P<0.0001
Yes 8 7.41 15 13.89 35 3241 50 46.3

Contributed money
No 110 29.73 87 23.51 95 25.68 78 21.08 P<0.0001
Yes 4 7.55 3 5.66 19 35.85 27 50.94

Called or written government official
No 114 30 87 22.89 96 25.26 83 21.84 P<0.0001
Yes 0 0 3 6.98 17 39.53 23 53.49

Taken part in protest
No 112 29.63 79 20.9 95 25.13 92 24.34 P=0.005
Yes 3 6.52 10 21.74 19 41.3 14 30.43

Income
Mean SE Test

Voting
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No 4.99 0.32 P=0.0077
Yes 5.98 0.18

Registering to vote
No 3.80 0.20 P<0.001
Yes 5.69 0.16

Signed a petition
No 431 0.14 P<0.001
Yes 6.95 0.22

Contributed money
No 4.65 0.13 P<0.001
Yes 7.51 0.32

Called or written government official
No 4.78 0.14 P<0.001
Yes 7.05 0.35

Taken part in protest
No 491 0.15 P=0.0145
Yes 5.76 0.31

3.5.3 Multivariable Models

The regression analyses were done in four stages to increijactaunt for the
moderation effects introduced by added model covariates. First, uradjosidels
included the main predictor of interest (ethnicity). Second, the medsks adjusted to
account for the control variables. Third, cultural integration wa®doted into the
model. Finally, the economic integration indicators were added. Models rasutiown
in Table 6.

The two ethnic groups showed persistent differences across a&lldbnsidered
outcomes when the unadjusted (i.e. univariate) models were considereatidehiatios
for Yemenis registering to vote were 76% lower compared thebanese group. These
odds ratios were 56% lower when voting was considered. Finally, beergem

decreased the incidence of political participation by 53% relative to helmanese.



78

Accounting for the control variables partially moderated tiieces of ethnicity

on the considered outcomes. The moderation effects were especiatigable with

registering to vote where accounting for the covariates laditto increase compared to

the unadjusted odds. Thus, the results of this analysis show thatdibspindicated

moderations, Yemenis remained distinctly less likely to be palii engaged compared

to the Lebanese group. These results remained consistent dtrtbsgeaconsidered

outcomes.

Table 6a Logistic Regression

Registering to Vote

Unadjusted Model Adjusted Model

OR* 95% ClI OR* 95% CI
Main Predictor
Ethnicity
Lebanese 1.00 -- 1.00 --
Yemeni 0.24***  0.15-0.40 0.42*** 0.24-0.75

Cultural Integration
Economic Integration
Home Ownership
No
Yes
Employment
Unemployed
Retired
Employed
Own Business
Education

Less than high school
High school
Some college
College or more
Income
Control Variables

Adjusted Model
with Acculturation

OR®

0.46
1.03

Adjusted Model with
Acculturation and
Economic
Integration

95% CI OR® 95% CI

0.31-1.33
1.00-1.10

0.18-1.22 0.64
0.98-1.08  1.05*

1.46 0.69-3.1

3.31 0.65-16.86
0.91 0.42-1.93
1.29 0.44-3.8

1.71 0.75-3.9
2.99**  1.28-6.98
2.14 0.83-5.56
1.24*** 1.07-1.43



Age in Years

Marital Status
Not married
Married

Sex
Female
Male

Party ID
Republican
Democrat
Independent

Social Ideology
a Odds Ratio
b Incidence Rate Ratio
***p<0.01
**P<0.05
*P<0.10

79

1.03*** 1.01-1.05 1.03*** 1.01-1.05 1.03**
1.00 --
0.91 0.51-1.62 1.89 0.84-4.27 1.56
1.00 --
0.75 0.46-1.21 1.69 0.86-3.35 0.50**
1.00 --

0.24***  0.09-0.69 0.68 0.23-2.03 0.36*

0.13***  0.05-0.35 0.26*** 0.10-0.69 0.27**
1.2 0.95-1.51 1.17 0.86-1.58 0.97

Unadjusted Model

OR?*
Main Predictor
Ethnicity
Lebanese 1.00
Yemeni 0.44**

Cultural Integration
Economic Integration
Home Ownership
No
Yes
Employment
Unemployed
Retired
Employed
Own Business
Education
Less than high school

95% CI

0.20-0.96

Table 6b Logistic Regression
Voting

Adjusted Model with

Adjusted Model Acculturation

OR® 95% CI OR® 95% CI

1.00 --

0.43* 0.17-1.09 0.39***  0.21-0.72
1.10***  1.05-1.15

1.01-1.06

0.75-3.26

0.25-1

0.11-1.19
0.09-0.82
0.72-1.31

Adjusted Model
with Acculturation
and Economic

Integration
OR® 95% ClI
0.63 0.2-1.95
1.03 0.98-1.1
1.09 0.33-3.6
0.54 0.09-3.21
0.48 0.17-1.3
0.72 0.19-2.77



High school
Some college
College or more

b Incidence Rate Ratio

Income
Control Variables
Age in Years
Marital Status
Not married
Married
Sex
Female
Male
Party
ID
Republican
Democrat
Independent
Social Ideology
a Odds Ratio
***p<0.01
**p<0.05
*P<0.10

Main Predictor
Ethnicity
Lebanese
Yemeni
Cultural Integration
Economic Integration
Home Ownership
No
Yes
Employment

Unadjusted Model

IRR®

1.00
0.47%**

95% CI

0.31-0.72

80

0.95 0.29-3.12

0.82 0.24-2.81

151 0.36-6.28

1.27**  1.04-1.54

1.04*** 1.01-1.06 1.03*** 1.01-1.05 1.05** 1.01-1.09
1.00 -

1.75 0.82-3.77 1.28 0.69-2.38 1.57 0.59-4.18
1.00 -

1.84* 0.94-3.62 0.66 0.40-1.09 1.66 0.7-3.95
1.00 -

0.6 0.21-1.77  0.28** 0.10-0.81 1.36 0.39-4.68

0.25***  0.09-0.66 0.15***  0.06-0.42 0.51 0.17-1.53

1.2 0.88-1.62 1.06 0.83-1.35 0.95 0.66-1.37

Table 6¢c Poisson Regression
Political Activism

Adjusted Model with

Adjusted Model Acculturation

IRR® 95% Cl IRR® 95% Cl
1.00 -
0.55**  0.34-0.90 0.58**  0.36-0.96
1.04***  1,02-1.06

Adjusted Model with
Acculturation and
Economic Integration

IRR® 95% Cl

1.27 0.75-2.16
1.00 0.98-1.02
0.80 0.45-1.42



Unemployed

Retired

Employed

Own Business
Education

Less than high school

High

school

Some college

College or more

Income
Control Variables
Agein Years 1.00
Marital Status
Not
married 1.00
Married 0.61**
Sex
Female 1.00
Male 1.38**
Party
ID
Republican 1.00
Democrat 0.44***
Independent 0.30***
Social Ideology 1.22%**
a Odds Ratio
b Incidence Rate Ratio
***p<0.01
**P<0.05
*P<0.10
Covariates

81

0.99-1.01

0.45-0.84

1.04-1.83

0.30-0.63
0.21-0.43
1.07-1.40

0.99

0.68**

1.24

0.48%***
0.31%%**
1.18**

0.99-1.00

0.49-0.95

0.93-1.65

0.33-0.70
0.22-0.45
1.03-1.35

5.33**x*
1.90**
2.47**x*

2.70**

4.67%**
4,98%**
1.23**x*

0.99

0.86

0.79

0.63**
0.52%**
1.15*

2.29-12.44
1.1-3.26
1.37-4.44

1.21-6.04
2.13-10.24
2.25-11.03

1.14-1.33

0.98-1.01

0.6-1.23

0.58-1.09

0.42-0.94
0.35-0.76
0.98-1.35

Among the included covariates, age and party ID were sgnilly associated

with being registered to vote. Age presented a positive asocvweith each extra year

leading to a 3% increase in the odds of being registered. Bothimgporbe a Democrat

and an Independent decreased the odds of being registered to atte el being

Republican by 76% and 87% respectively. Age was also positigehycemted with the
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odds of voting with each year leading to a 4% increase. Being atsd increased the
odds of voting relative to being female, however, the associataanomly marginally
statistically significant (P<0.10). Lastly, being Independentedesed the odds of voting
by 75% compared to being Republican [See above]. When political sactivias
considered, marital status, sex, party ID and ideology presetatiestisally significant
associations with the expected incidence. Being married decrehe incidence raffd
by about 39% compared to non-married respondents, while being matasedrthe
incidence of activism by close to 38%. Democrats and Independeritshadclower
incidence of activism compared to Republicans. Finally, reportingnoae liberal
ideology was associated with a higher incidence of activism.

Introducingcultural integrationcompletely moderated the statistical difference in
voting registration between Yemenis and Lebanese. As shown in my, ncattaral
integration was not significantly associated with registeriagvote. Additionally,
accounting for cultural integration erased the statisticgtindition between Democrats
and Republicans. However, including cultural integration in the voting model aceehtuat
the differences between the Yemenis and the Lebanese furtheaslag the odds of
voting among the former group. Additionally, cultural integration, coniogmto
expectations, was positively associated with the odds of voting ainotig groups.
Interestingly enough, | found that accounting for cultural intégradlso accentuated the
differences between Democrats and Independents relative to Repsbliath both

groups presenting increasingly lower odds of voting (72% and 85%ctesbg. In

% Hardin and Hilbe (2007, p. 218).
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short, cultural integration was also associated with an increasetnce of reported
political activism: signing a petition; contributing money; callmgting a government
official; and protesting. These cultural effects were indepenaeathnic differences.
The latter remained statistically significant even aftentilling for the cultural
variables.

Nevertheless, it was the moderating effects of adding the econntagration
indicators that were especially noticeable. In other words, thisatesult has basically
shown is that the higher your economic status (irrespective of whoage), that is
associated with more political participation. With the exceptiomegistering to vote
where marginal significance for cultural integration wassteged, doing so rendered the
associations between both ethnicity and cultural integration amslithemes of interest
statistically insignificant. Only higher education, specificalcollege or more,”
presented a consistent positive effect on registration to votevaimy among both
groups'' Employment (being retired, employed, and owning a business) aher hig
education (all levels) were associated with increased incide#hoating. Regarding the
other forms of political participation (political activism), gested lower prevalence
rates with only about a quarter of the interviewees indicatingnbaever signed a
petition, 12.5% contributing money to a political cause or a politicadidate, about 1 in

10 respondents reported calling or writing a government official, andikar percentage

1t should be noted that in addition to the modelthis dissertation, | had created an additional tw
tables to account for the education variable amdignificance in political integration and cultura
integration treated as individual indicators amsdntpact on political integration. However, thel¢eshdid
not reveal anything unexpected or that would addyht to the aims of the dissertation, althouglytban
be useful for future research in this area.
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of respondents indicated having participated in a political protest. When palticasm
was examined as a scale, about two thirds were coded as having no politicsthaetnd
17.5% having only one activity. Accounting for the economic indicatgtslighted the
effects of being male on registering to vote, and completebated any statistically
significant effects of party ID on the odds of voting and of tabstatus on the incidence
of political activism.

Graphs of significant associations in the final models are miex$én Figures 2
and 3 below. These graphs provide a clearer interpretation of thershap between a
significant predictor and the probability of event occurrencereMspecifically, the
expected probability of a “success” (i.e. registering to voteoting) relative to values
of a significant predictor are presented in the case of thét bogdels. Finally, the
probabilities of engagement at each activism level (rangeréHdtive to the values of

significant predictors are presented in the case of the Poisson models.
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Figure 3. Predicted probability of registering to vote and voting by selected
significant predictors. Predictions are based on the Adjusted Modetith

Acculturation and Economic Integration Presented in Table 6
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Figure 4. Predicted probability of activism levels. Predictions are baseon the

Adjusted Model with Acculturation and Economic Integration Presered in Table 6
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Chapter Four
Discussion

4.1 Summary of Results

This final chapter of the dissertation restates the reseaotthepr and reviews the
major methods used in the dissertation. The major sections of tipteckammarize the
results and discuss their implications. While no especially sumgrresults were found
between the Yemenis and Lebanese at the univariate level, thmtaitavel results of
the cultural integration model showed that when asked about partigipat Arab
culture, responses were very high, with the Lebanese grouphglagghat category as
very important. This was surprising because the Lebanese g@mipore established
economically and had higher levels of integration in almost alhefother categories,
including citizenship; and yet they rated significantly highetenms of feeling strongly
in participating in Arab culture than the Yemenis. However, it shoulubbed that such
significant results for the ethnicity analysis were not foundtamd the test once the
covariates were accounted in the bivariate analysis. In othefswin the bivariate
analysis, once | started using hypotheticals (which included labores (when
continuous) and cross-tabulations (if categorical) to examine unatljteegionships
(between the main outcomes and predictors of interest) and accodotingther
variables, the picture changed completely. Here it was founé thas no inherent
difference in the structure of my two groups. This finding wae akvified by the
ethnicity literature which finds that different ethnic backgrouthnléead to differences in
political behavior, however, the Yemeni and Lebanese groups follow ritee Amnerican

model in terms of integration leading to higher rates of palifparticipation. In short,
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the two groups behave differently (as | had initially assumeddtytuntil | account for
economic and cultural values and that although the Lebanese and Ygogrs vote
and participate at different rates as a whole, once the ecoaanhicultural variables are
accounted for however, these differences disappear.

Further, within the bivariate analysis, the finding that econoacisievement, or
economic integrationwas the underlying reason for increased amounts of voting and
political participation among the Yemenis and Lebanese, just dBeircase of the
literature, illustrated that there was no fundamental distinchietween these two
immigrant groups and others as they progress in U.S. societshotty at the bivariate
level, there are some differences between Yemeni and Lebaadmgpption patterns,
but that difference is not inherent to ethnicity and cultural iategr and thus, does not
explain the entirety of the relationship between ethnicity andigalintegration. In
brief, economic achievement, or economic integration, was found to be théyungder
reason for increased amounts of voting and political participation guienYemenis
and Lebanese. Such a finding is significant, as contrary toy rstereotypes and
assumptions, once socioeconomic status is controlled for; Yemeniiamtagarticipate
at similar rates with other immigrant groups. Such sterestygrege from depictions of
Yemenis in Hollywood movies, such as the filRyles of Engagemerds terrorists and
uncivilized, to misperceptions of Yemenis among Arab-Americartseag) backwards,
uneducated and simplistic.

Finally, at the multivariable level, what was found when | accoufdectultural
integration within my unadjusted and adjusted models in, was that the relationship

between ethnicity among the Yemenis and Lebaneseegigtering to votalisappeared;
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however with the variablejoting some significance in the model was found as Yemenis
remained less likely to vote then Lebanese, thus cultural itt@yravas positively
associated with voting only. However, once again, the results of the studyatéddghat
in terms ofpolitical participationamong Yemenis and Lebanesereagistering to vote
Yemenis were found to be less likely to register to vote thannesea but these were
simply trends or sample results being that they were noifisnt enough to apply to
Yemeni and Lebanese groups on a national scale. In summary, althougsuheec
differences among Yemenis and Lebanese were verified in theriatevand bivariate
models, conversely, in the end, once all indicators were adjustetidavnly significant
difference among the two groups was found in economic integratiors.levsl other
words, the findings indicate that if both Lebanese and Yemenis haldrsenonomic
population characteristics, the effects of ethnic origin would not npgortant in
explaining their participation levels. Such findings were surgigiaing that it was
assumed the model's results would illustrate a picture wheeaadistinction would be

drawn between Lebanese and Yemeni immigrants in all three integratisn area

4.2 Results and Hypotheses

In my first of three hypotheses, in exploring the links betweelitigal
participation and ethnicity, my aim was to consider whether or noé thee in fact,
ethnic differences between Yemeni and Lebanese immigrants emieing levels of
political participation. | assumed that the Lebanese respongtentd have higher rates
of political participation compared to those originating from Yenserd that was the

case in the bivariate comparisons. As my literature revi@svdmown, studies on this
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topic have varied in terms of how much of an effect ethnicity hashenpolitical
participation of ethnic groups. And in conducting my study, it is underdincdy
such conclusions have differed being that when | studied the two effoups at the
univariate and bivariate levels, ethnicity did in fact seemntparct rates of political
participation. However, just as in my study, the literature dligstriated that above and
beyond ethnicity, the socioeconomic status of the immigrant grogpthea strongest
indicator of rates of political participation within the host stcie Therefore, at the
univariate and bivariate levels, my first hypothesis based oncé#thmpredicting that
Lebanese respondents would have higher rates of political paibaigampared to the
Yemeni respondents was confirmed in the “unadjusted model” atvhgdie level, that
irrespective of political characteristics, Yemeni-Americans much less likely to vote
than Lebanese-Americans. However, once all of the political, econamd cultural
variables were accounted for in the “adjusted model,” the ethnitagtevas not found
to be statistically significant and therefore, must be rejected.

The second hypothesis explores whether and how cultural integratiomeare
specifically, ethnic differences in cultural integration affediitical participation. |
argued that cultural integration was positively linked to politigatticipation. | also
proposed that cultural integration will have an attenuating effecthenpreviously
examined relationship between ethnicity and political parti@pati In the literature
within this area, the cultural integration of immigrants mayigerificant at the level of
the public policy sphere through, for instance, in the way the inamigridentify and
participate in the host country political process. The literadls® revealed the

differences among researchers in how to operationalize cultuegration, many of
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which went beyond the control variables that | had used in my stlahguage usage,
importance of Arabic language usage, participation in Arab culhaeriage to someone
of Arab descent, and frequency of visits to the country of origime use of the cultural
integration variable in my model eliminated any significantedéhce in voting rates
between the Yemenis and Lebanese. However, adding the cultugaaiitie variable to
analyze registration to vote among the two groups did decreasevtie td voting
among Yemenis, which was in line with my hypothesis.

The third and final hypothesis, which explores the role of econonaigration of
immigrants on political participation, proposed that economic integravould be
positively related to political participation; in other words, teabnomic integration in
the form of home ownership, employment status and type, educatiancamide would
moderate the relationship between both ethnicity and cultural integramnd political
participation. As stated in my literature review, the majooit ethnic studies in the
realm of political participation emphasize the importance ofogoonomic status in
developing positive political orientations and increased levels of gadliparticipation.
Therefore, being that my findings here have not added to the fadingady in the
literature, when taking into account Berry's model of varied fafrsocial involvement,
which notes that socio-cultural adaptation may be characterizedleasloping
friendships, establishing social networks, and becoming productiveermst of
educational or employment objectives (Berry, 2003, pp. 17-37; Castro, 00®%),
some distinctions are then found among the literature and my findihgsh of the
reasoning behind this notion is that immigrant communities msstafttapt to their new

economic environment in time, which then translates to their irexleastivity in the
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political environment; thus integration or assimilation can be ssem generationally-
phased process. Additionally, much of the literature on immigrantiqgablintegration
focuses on the link between economic integration and cultural integration
socioeconomic integration. However, as my dissertation resultsshawa, the cultural
aspect of immigrants’ integration, consisting of variables sgchiegjuency of contacts
within host country and in comparison to country of origin), friendshipgstubrms
behavior, marriages, voluntary associations, language usage and pegfispecifically
of English in the U.S.), is statistically insignificant whereasuring rates of political
participation among Yemeni and Lebanese-American groups.

Variables within the economic integration model such as levelscoime and
employment all showed significant relationships with levelgpalitical participation.
This finding along with the results regarding the relationship betvweene ownership
for the categories of voting, registering to vote and signingiagoetindicate that levels
of political participation between the renters and owners wgrgfisant. This finding
was also in line with the literature which emphasized the impogtaf socioeconomic
status in developing positive political orientations and increaseds |lafepolitical
participation. Thus, this finding among Yemeni and Lebanese-Amerida not veer
from the literature, as it would be assumed those who own a hom@asedpto those
who rent would more than likely feel a commitment to their newesp@nd want to
invest in a future within it. The literature also illustratédtt differential residential
patterns are strongly related to socioeconomic inequality, sohtbhatproportions of
immigrants and economic disadvantage (e.g. more unemployment, ifmeene levels,

and inferior quality of housing) tend to coincide in the same urban neighborhoods (Jacobs
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& Swyngedouw, 2000, p. 9). Thus, | was able to find a significantoekdtip between

economic integration and political participation and accept the hypothesis.

4.3 Significance of Results

My study could be considered as “groundbreaking” in that there et no studies
solely exploring the Yemeni community political participation and emgpecifically
exploring how this community’s levels of acculturation and economiteaement
(integration) affect their political activity in the U.S. Furthkebelieve that establishing
this work as an intra-Arab comparison, adds to the importance ofdahecensidering,
what | believe to be an under-emphasized and understudied diversity Wie Arab
community in the U.S. By comparing the Yemeni and the Lebanesmwoities, a
much more diverse, acculturated and economically established segigret Arab-
American community, | intended to demonstrate these differencesnarnd explain
them. 1 believe that there is a definite gap in intra-ethtudiss (particularly among
Arab sub-ethnicities), and specifically concerning Yemeni-Aca&s and | hope that my
work will help fill some of this void with regard to intra-ethnilifferences in political
participation.

My aims for conducting this study were with the intension of broadeounrg
understanding of this apparently unique segment of the United Siatasgrant
community through testing and further developing theories on imntigreegration in a
comparative context of Yemeni immigrants and comparatively widbahese-
Americans, a group with high levels of attributed integrat®ach an area of research is

significant in that there has been relatively little efforunderstand the varied patterns
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and problems of immigrant integration even within established cLitategories such as
“Arab.”

The results of my study were significant in several aredsrstly, when
accounting for cultural integration in my adjusted model for agratibn, it did not
remove the relationship between ethnicity and political participason was found that
the more culturally integrated you are the more likely to be paliyi active. Although
the model’s results that the higher the levels of cultural iateg, the more the Yemeni
and Lebanese groups participate in politics was not different i research had
found among other ethnic communities, however, my assumption was that there would be
a distinct difference when studying the often isolated and imadltYemeni community.
The study had also shown that, not unlike other ethnic communities, Feneednomic
variables were added, as were illustrated in the graphs, cuttegtationwas found to
be statistically insignificant. Secondly, for economic ireéign, once it was accounted
for at the multivariable level, the only four variables that matten terms of registration
to vote among these two groups were: Income, Age, being a Famdléeing an

Independent in Party ideology and the effects of ethnicity went away.

4.4 Analysis and Recommendations

The DAAS was conducted as a result of the war on terrorismteehpitopic being
almost too sensitive to fully grasp the depth of the community's iposion
transnationalist activities; it was deemed as essentjalowviding researchers and policy
makers with increased knowledge on the significance of this commamityrow to use

such data resources to improve their living environments and societies.
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This study leads to further questions on how and why the Yemeni namig
community's economic standing makes it is less integrated thaniotmigrant groups,
namely a more established Arab community, Lebanese-Amerida@i® &are several
plausible explanations concerning their behavior. First, thefeeigrgument of “place
versus culture,” in which there is an ethnic residential concemtratf Yemeni
immigrants as noted in the literature in primarily two are&Metro Detroit, Southeast
Dearborn and Hamtramck. It is known from the literature thatimioxto other co-
ethnics has weak effects on voting participation and this was foumel ttee case across
immigrant generations (Ramakrishnana & Espenshade, 2001, p. 891).ofRlesidence
can also modify the relationship between acculturation and duratiosidémee. Living
in an ethnic enclave may hinder social integration into the host gourgspective of
years of residence, with subsequent effects on expected outcomesn@ddtoua, Brown,
Cappelletty, & Levine, 1991, pp. 512-513). Therefore, such livingngements may
hinder Yemeni-Americans' economic opportunities resulting in theigimalization as
opposed to their integration, as Berry describes in his studies Yémeni migrant
community, specifically the Northern Yemenis, tend to reside neair place of
employment, allowing them to walk to work. To compare within them&ia
community, as the literature has shown, Southern Yemenis, or Adenisnstead to
live scattered about within a broader geographical setting, or thwatghe downriver
region (Abraham & Shryock, 2000, p. 118) These residential diffesemes indeed be
impacting integration patterns among Yemeni migrant communéres if we can

integrate such a population, then anyone can integrate and sincéhiengery going
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global which is directly affecting how communities work, thegegration efforts should
be globalized and integrated on a community scale.

The vast majority of the literature on immigrant integration yaesd the impact of
some levels of cultural integration and has shown that it hasfect @n increased
political participation for ethnic groups. However, my findings hstvewn that this does
not tell the complete story as economic integration is of primargortance in
integration patterns, also strongly illustrated in such liteeattBuch findings in
combination with more localized attributes of the Yemeni-Amerimammunity which
have not been thoroughly researched nor understood, heed the importance of
understanding this community and altering its current trend ofjl@@alienated/isolated
community within the U.S. The few studies that have been done menfemmigrants
in the U.S. illustrate integration trends more in line with theofean model of
integratior’” wherein European countries generally do identify themselves as
multinational in contrast to the American model which supposedly nates in almost
complete integration by the second generation of immigrants. Howewveality, if we
are to compare Yemeni migrants with the largest Muslim migreo Europe, the Turks,
settled largely in Germany, and the Moroccans, settled largelyrance, both groups
entered Europe in the 1960s and early 1970s as a predominantly maleiqojmdlw-
skilled workers, just as the case with the Yemeni migranthgéolkS. And also the

integration of the Turks and Moroccans was, and still is, often thawgbe highly

' Based on the European integration model, in corisiglé'rance, which has one of the largest Muslim
communities in Europe most of whom hail from North&frica, immigrant integration was an inherent
part of the nation following the French Revolutishereby national integration as a whole was vieagd
political: members of the national society aregnated by individual citizenship, following a uergalist
view of the citizen” (Schnapper, Krief and Peignat€l98, 27).
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problematic. In essence, if conforming to the research, mostrided that the groups
would be considered as part of the formation of an underclass andcssatisfy Portes'
conditions for downward assimilatith

Therefore, it is imperative that there is a deeper undersigdithis segment of our
population in an effort to reduce ignorance and fear and to atlogréater integration
and acceptance. As noted in the literature, government has arstinteplicies that
enable new settlers to develop a sense of belonging to the ceishenunity, participate
in all aspects of social, cultural and economic life, and be conftdanthey are coming
into a country that is able to accept their difference and vHiae contribution
(Spoonley, Peace, Butcher, & O’Neill, 2005, p. 86). Such positive setttarnecomes
benefit both the immigrant and host society, a current question of mnpgerhot only in
North America but in Europe and elsewhere (Spoonley, Peace, BuictéNeill, 2005,
p. 86). These results are also important for discussions on iemhigcorporation. As
we have seen, the political incorporation of immigrants into their neuntry of
residence is to a certain extent inevitable because immsgrendividual efforts will
often lead them to integrate through the labor market and througheaitveomic and
social institutions, ultimately providing them with the resoureesl motivations to
become politically involved. A lack of political integration can léadhe creation of a
voiceless, alienated and racially defined underclass, which cae &avariety of
consequences and might ultimately lead to increased racial temsi@mtber forms of
conflict (Kymlicka, 2002, p. 359). By encouraging political involvementolam

immigrants they can make their voices heard constructively hwhiould in turn,

 Immigrant groups may experience “downward” assitititainto the mainstream (native) lower class
cultures while underachieving in education anchamjbb market (Portes, 2007).
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improve their own identification with the adopted new society. hHeamore, promoting
inclusion in the political system is likely to generate rextgn of the authority of that
system, which then results in higher levels of confidence andinigdht within the

democratic process. Thus, within immigrant communities, individonglg choose to
accept (or not) aspects of the host society’s culture; howeveg #re also social,
political, economic and other specific challenges to integration ithahderstood and

overcome, could benefit the society as whole.

4.5 Limitations

There are however, some limitations found in the methodological aakytiaal
implications for the Detroit Arab-American Study. Firstly,rih@vere limitations due to
the sample of the population. For instance, DAAS would have been leatted s$f the
sample was a national sample because there are specifies sarmple selected within
the constraints of the tri-county area of Metro Detroit. Foange, Lebanese in
California or North Dakota will be different than Lebanese itr@eas those Lebanese
or Yemenis who reside in regions with smaller Arab-Americamraunities or not
within any at all, would not have the enclave mentality particidahe Metro Detroit
area, therefore those Arab-Americans are forced to accultufaigs, my statements are
contingent to the nature of my study, however, in the future; withiaddittime and
funding, the study can be improved by enlarging the studied samplell as retrieving
data from other more varied communities.

Secondly, in terms of the methodology, not all important and relevantiangest

pertaining to transnational involvement could be included in the survéyirment.
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Furthermore, respect for the apprehensions and sensitivities oArdieAmerican
community, as well as the “protection of human subjects” requirenoérihe University
of Michigan’s Behavioral Sciences Institutional Review Board, alsstricted the
guestions that could be asked about a variety of subjects. In terne @abgdic of
transnationalism, in analyzing the context of the war on temorilse topic was almost
too sensitive to fully grasp the depth of the community’s position amstationalist
activities. Thus, for example, it was unfeasible to ask about sefng to the Arab
Middle East, including funds going to charities as well as talyaamd friends. As a
result, questions on transnationalism were primarily restriabedhé importance of
visiting family and friends in the Middle East, rather than tvbe and how often they
made such visits to the Middle East. Therefore, transnationaligmm the community
should be analyzed by considering a range of questions that proteatianal activities
through areas such as communication. In summary, these limitshontd be taken
into consideration when analyzing the findings in the report.

Additionally, it should be recalled that the DAAS data is setiparticular
historical moment, one marked by the terrorist attacks of Séptefil, 2001, and the
subsequent U.S. “war on terrorism.” Further, while the speciahcte of this period
may have an impact on Americans’ outlook generally, it has pltisignificance for
Arab-Americans, due to the apparent ethnicity of the suspectedigts on September
11" in congruence with the mass media’s delineation of this growekss Islam, and
perhaps most especially for transnationalism among Arab-Ameriddms means, as

noted earlier, that patterns and relationships reported herermagymot obtain in more
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“normal” times, during periods when Arab-Americans face fevegriers” to interaction
with the Arab Middle East and fewer questions are raised abowtltlyalty to the
United States. This, too, is an empirical question to be investiga the future, for
which the present study again provides baseline data.

Finally, this study relied solely on the data from the DAAS, Wlais noted above
has its limitations. It was my hope and intention to use the DA mbination with
my own qualitative survey of the Yemeni and Lebanese MetrooiDgiopulation in
order to enhance the ethnology aspect of the study, however, dudaoktloé sufficient

time and funding, such an expanded project can be accomplished in a future study.

4.6 Future Studies

The ethnicity-centered literature had its own limitations whpplied to this
particular study. Due to the limited amount of literature on Amab-American
population, most specifically the Yemeni population; it was necessdrgrrow from the
literature of studies involving ethnicity analyses on larger etgrocps, such as Latin
Americans and Asian-Americans. Although there is some literato be found on
Lebanese and Yemenis, as presented in this study’s litersgui®w, it is not as
comprehensive as the other segments of the U.S. population. Thubzimgutterature
based on other ethnicities much of this study was based on borroangfoups whose

full correspondence with the Arab experience might be questionedie\ér, this study

4 The U.S. Government has increasingly scrutinizeabAAmerican ties to the Arab Middle East in the
Post-9/11 period and has sought to disrupt netwakksinsnational interaction, particularly but not
exclusively those relating to financial transfddgtroit News August 16, 2006.
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is a start and the paradigm may be enlarged in future stindiesay use this particular
study as a springboard.

Impacts on the Second-Generation of Immigrant and Sojourner Families

One particularly important area of potential research in liite wultural
integration within migrant studies is the essential issue ofrggoeal differences and
sojourner and/or settler status. Generational differences isttldg will be extremely
significant and pertinent. For instance, in my pilot study on th@ud, several
interviewees noted that the degree of integration for the youngeragmn of Yemeni-
Americans depended on how old the youth were when they emigrated WoSther if
they were born here. As Orellana, Thorne, Lam & Chee note,il{famigration
processes in many different ways are shaped by sociopolificainstances, global
economic conditions, available resources, and cultural practices, agig;b&lthout firm
roots in the country of origin, children often come to identify withrthew homeland in
ways that parents may not” (Orellana, Thorne, Lam & Chee, 2004, pdg@itionally, |
have not found relevant research that considers the economic and Ipoditinactions
that the Yemeni expatriate community holds with their country gfirorand its role in
their assimilation in the U.S.

Finally, there is no research to be found which considers the didiffesences
between Yemeni-Americans from the southern and northern regiorsnaeén and their
levels of assimilation here in the U.S. However, in regards tonesigaimmigrants and
distinctions in their levels of assimilation within the U.S., aceaydio Kristine J.
Ajrouch and Abdi M. Kusow, “religious affiliation is an important angang mechanism

in Lebanon, and a major component of one’s political and social idefijouch &
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Kusow, 2007, p. 79). Further, religion and sect have to be designated tmyall
identifications, regardless of personal wishes and these procaksesproduce a
stratification system based on religious affiliation, with &feins historically occupying
the highest levels, followed by Sunni Muslims, and last the Shualims (Salibi, 1988,
pp. 235-235). Also, the Shi'a of southern Lebanon have occupied the lowesttlaed of
social strata and possessed the least amount of power and privilege (Ajamp.119889.
Therefore, their low position within the Lebanese social ordedditian to the civil war
in the late 1970s and 1980s, concurrently further suppressed and maediriaé Shi'a
which in turn, provoked their vast immigration movements.

In terms of the research incorporating an analysis obnskegeneration
immigrants, traditional theories of immigrant integration considsinalation to be a
linear process, whereby the economic and social conditions of individodlsthnic
groups improve over each succeeding generation (Ramakrishnan & Ikpen2001, p.
870). Over the past decade, several studies have challenged thabalpplmf “straight-
line” theories of immigrant adaptation to the “new” second generatGang, 1992,
Portes and Zhou, 1993; Rumbaut, 1997; Zhou, 189WMany of the revisionist
perspectives present a model of “segmented assimilation” inhwdiifterent group
characteristics (such as, for e.g., generational patterng| soei economic conditions,
linguistic and cultural barriers) and modes of incorporation lealiveyse outcomes that
can include second generation declines (Ramakrishnan & Espenshade, 201-pp.
873). In short, traditional theories of political participation have éxadthe effects of

individual resources, social incorporation, and political mobilization ch suegration

> Given that economic downturn the future opportesitf all younger generations in the U.S. may rot b
as robust as their forebears, and hence mighttaféererational integration for immigrant families.
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aspects as voter turnout. Additionally, comparisons are usually oxly among natural
and foreign-born citizens; therefore separating out the secomrdagjen provides some
additional significant insights on the development of political inc@jan among

immigrants. Moving to a new culture can carry difficulties ahdllenges for sojourner
family members (Sluzki, 1979, p. 383) as they have to deal not ofiythatattainment
of a new language but with dissimilar cultural values, beliefs, and customs.

It is not difficult to discern the relationship between thergfrideals and loyalty
held to by Yemenis for their religion and secondly, for theirucaltas the crux of their
identity. Their desire to sustain such parts of their identityeptetl them when they are
far from Yemen, but this may have been true for other immigranipgrin U.S. history
as well. For purposes of future studies within this area, | wouldsfacu Yemeni-
Americans, with consideration gbjourner familiego consist of families who intend to
relocate to Yemen and may have stayed in the host society libvagethey had initially
intended, most likely due to economic or war-related issues. | vesglgdne the second
and third generations of these sojourner families, however, would ndirreas
sojourners and eventually would become native, which can be studiedfuture
expansion of this dissertation. Thus, immigrant and sojourner childiesn e more
likely to adapt more rapidly to new cultural values, behaviorscantmunication styles,
etc. so that they will be accepted and included within peer relaipmat school (Maria
Beatriz Torres, 2001, p. 37)However, some communities might exercise deliberate
efforts to keep children from blending with outsider groups, and mightdraheir
integration. One would want to evaluate this for a reputedly satated community

such as the Yemenis.
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For those Yemeni-Americans’ whose outlook concerning migration teiped
as being only temporary, loyalty to their background and cultuli&ely to be easily
achievable. However, it would seem only natural that immigrants’ children duear
children’s children and so forth, would not be as steadfast with oldiefdahd thus,
adaptation and acculturation will occur. Indeed one can also conckiemigrant
children, perhaps of the later generations, becoming more nationflrstiee country of
origin than their upward striving parents. Such questions about thentchilel
relationship among immigrant families will likely be found amomg Yemeni-American
families, leading perhaps to communication breakdowns within thi#gyfaioreover, as
it is with most immigrant families, furthering their childrenéducation and language
abilities is an important component in their integration into theirt hsaxiety.

Recent scholarship has suggested that the societal integrattodagfs new
second generation is likely to be “segmented and to take various pattowagulthood,
depending on a variety of conditions and contexts, vulnerabilitiesesmadirces” (Gans,
1992; Portes & Zhou, 1993; cf. Abramson, 1981 as cited in Rumbaut, 1994, p. 753).
According to Yunjoo Park, sojourner families resided in the U.Spdeanily “for
extended periods (three to seven years) and encountered a compbéxssees with
regard to children's language and culture development, childdemsty development,
and relationships within the family as parents dealt with balgnbilingualism and
biculturalism” (Park, 2005, p. vii). In regards to this dissertatitre general
acculturation literature has shown clearly that most immigrprefer integration that is,
retaining their culture of origin while adapting to the new cul{@erry & Sam, 1997, p.

431). With reference to identity, the equivalent concept is having w@tue or
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integrated identity: feeling that one is both part of an etgroap and part of the larger
society (Phinney, 2001, p. 495). Therefore, the likelihood of identity iritegras
connected to parental ethnic socialization, social status, and pharenhtelationships.
The children's ethnic self-identities strongly tend to mirror pleeceptions of their
parents' (and especially their mother's) own ethnic self-ttsitias if they were
reflections in an ethnic looking-glass  (Rumbaut, 2005, p. 790).
Moreover, sojourner families will ultimately be subsumed in d duliure
shock: the first shock will come in their efforts to adapt to theiw host culture; the
second shock will come when (if) they return to their native coumdy atempt to
readapt to their home culture (Sueda & Wiseman, 1991, p. B&2ed, | would expect
that if immigrant family structures are considerexbjourners then parental
characteristics and the quality of parent-child relationships should Bkmnificant
negative effects on the integration levels of second generation echitafr sojourner
immigrants. Thus, it is expected that future research will offer insightadaptations
among first generation Yemeni-Americans and their children anchetet not it differs
from immigrant communities emigrating from other regionshef Arab world to the

United States.
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ABSTRACT

IMMIGRANT INTEGRATION INTO HOST SOCIETIES:
THE CASE OF YEMENI IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES IN METRO DETROIT

by
SAMRA NASSER
May 2012

Advisor: Dr. Frederick Pearson
Major: Political Science
Degree: Doctor of Philosophy

This study is intended to extend our understanding of immigrant gabliti
integration by analyzing Yemeni immigrants’ attitudes towaregrdtion into North
American society, exploring the case of Yemeni-Americarggoap reputedly resistant
to integration, in both Dearborn and Hamtramck, Michigan, and compayatisetssing
those data with already published data on Lebanese-Americareye@tfrom the U.S.
Census Bureau and the Detroit Arab American Study (DAAS). ifRelyn an existing
theoretical framework on immigrant integration based on socmdbgnd cognitive
approaches and my own theoretical model on transnational dimenglaedrto
political, economic, and cultural integration, | will examine @eseof hypotheses against
the quantitative data from DAAS with the extracted subpopulations afe¥ie and
Lebanese populations in Dearborn and Hamtramck. Specifically, dtlggize that
Yemeni-Americans overall will be less integrated than tHedbanese-American

counterparts. The reasons for these differences are likelyagdi@ined by cultural and
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economic differences ranging from ethnic orientations to the gowfhtorigin, social
demographics, language orientation, to political stances.

For the data collection, | will utilize the data from the DAAS explore the
general attitudes on key dimensions of integration, focusingciedigeon political
participation, as well as factors associated with reluctémward integration. Yemeni
data will be compared to Lebanese counterpart data to highligeorre for varied
patterns and degrees of integration among segments of the ArabeAn community.

| expect to find that Yemeni-Americans are less intedjrid@n their Lebanese-
American counterparts. The reasons for these differences arettikelate to a series of
variables which include income and educational levels, length ofrsthg iDetroit area,
and extent of U.S. language and degree of continued attachmkatdountry of origin.
The implications from the research will address how and at wéias rYemeni
immigrants in comparison to Lebanese immigrants, at various ecomeweis, adjust
and participate politically and culturally most readily in theaw host societies. This
analysis will offer insight into expected variations in imraigf integration among Arab-

Americans.
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AUTOBIOGRAPHICAL STATEMENT

My interests in pursuing a doctorate started growing at the ohslee first Persian
Gulf War in 1990-1991. Prior to that war, | had imagined that | wouldtteading
medical school to become an Obstetrician. However, the nightledeailitical

discussions with my father over dinner triggered a strong intaresbild politics,

particularly within the Middle East and impassioned me enough tb exi@nsively
on the subject and forego any desire to study medicine. That pas&lonterest
never subsided, however, in connection to that interest, was the lifieitangst |

have had in experiencing a life among Yemeni Americans. Going bdek as | can
remember, | have observed and questioned how Yemenis behave aeamhgsther
and how they have impacted myself and this interest ranged lieinstyle of dress,
their dialects, their food, their habits to their perceptions of @jltetigion and their
lives here in the States. It has been a pleasure of minegio thes journey of
research and it is my hope to continue on to answer many of theogedgtave had

and continue to have regarding this interesting community.
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