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Aims of the investigation

This investigation addresses the contention that ‘Muslim terrorists’ come from areas of the UK that have large Muslim populations. This is encapsulated in the phrase “segregation breeds terrorism”
. This investigation aims to assess whether Muslims charged with terrorism under UK legislation are more likely to come from areas with high proportions of Muslim residents than from other areas.

Context of the investigation

This research on terrorism is part of a wider review of evidence on race, migration and population dynamics. Further details are available at: 

http://www.ccsr.ac.uk/research/egpd
The work presented here is a preliminary investigation using the best available information at the time of investigation. The authors are pursuing other sources of information to enable a more detailed study.
Methods 

Sample
Information about place of residence and religion of people charged with terrorism under UK legislation is not freely available. Case records are kept by the Crown Prosecution Service but for reasons of confidentiality, personal information is not publicly available. 

The sample used in this investigation was therefore identified through analysis of news reports in the Guardian and BBC online archives between August 2004 and October 2006. This produced 131 cases of people charged with terrorism in England and Wales. Of these, 42 were excluded from the sample because religion and/or place of residence were unidentifiable. 

Name analysis, an established technique for determining religious background, was applied to the remaining cases resulting in a final sample of 75 of Muslim origin charged with terrorism. 

The district of the place of residence of each individual was identified to allow comparison to 2001 census data at district scale. 

Analysis of religious composition and place or origin
The analysis had two stages:

Stage 1: Four categories of district were created such that:
District Type 1: Lowest proportion of Muslims represents the districts in which a quarter of the Muslim population of England and Wales live, where the proportions of Muslims in each district are lowest.
District Type 2: Low proportion of Muslims represents the districts in which a quarter of the Muslim population of England and Wales live, where the proportions of Muslims in each district are second lowest.
District Type 3: High proportion of Muslims represents the districts in which a quarter of the Muslim population of England and Wales live, where the proportions of Muslims in each district second highest.
District Type 4: Highest proportion of Muslims represents the districts in which a quarter of the Muslim population of England and Wales live, where the proportions of Muslims in each district are highest.
The district types were created as follows:
· All districts in England and Wales were ranked from the district with the lowest proportion of Muslim residents to the district with the highest proportion of Muslim residents. All figures for Muslim populations were taken from 2001 Census Key Statistics table KS07.
· The cumulative population of Muslims was calculated.

· The list of districts was then divided into 4 groups (district types) with each group containing an approximately equal number of Muslims.
Stage 2: The proportion of people convicted of terrorism living in each of the four district types was calculated.

This method of analysis allows the distribution of Muslims charged with terrorism across the districts of England and Wales to be compared to the distribution of the Muslim population as a whole. 
Findings

Muslims charged with terrorism under UK legislation are no more likely to come from districts where the proportion of Muslims are highest, than from other districts. Indeed, the residential distribution of Muslims charged with terrorism over the four district types is very similar to that of the Muslim population as a whole (Figure 1). If anything, Muslims charged with terrorism are most likely to come form type 2 districts, those with low proportions of Muslims (Table 1). The districts of origin of Muslims charged with terrorism in each district type, and the number of Muslims from each district who have been charged are given in Table 2. 

Figure 1: Proportions of Muslims charged with terrorism from the four district types
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Table 1: Probability of Muslims charged with terrorism coming from the four district types

	District Type
	Muslim population
	Number of Muslims charged with terrorism
	Probability of Muslims in these areas being charged with terrorism

	1 Lowest proportion of Muslims
	391,344
	16
	1/24,459

	2 Low proportion of Muslims
	381,933
	26
	1/14,692

	3 High proportion Muslims
	356,025
	16
	1/22,252

	4 Highest proportion Muslims
	432,418
	17
	1/25,436


Table 2: Districts of origin of Muslims charged with terrorism
	District Type
	District
	Number of Muslims charged with terrorism

	1 Lowest proportion of Muslims
	Breckland
	1

	
	Doncaster
	2

	
	Bournemouth
	1

	
	Reigate and Banstead
	1

	
	Bexley
	1

	
	Brighton and Hove
	2

	
	Aylesbury Vale
	1

	
	Leeds
	2

	
	Coventry
	3

	
	Greenwich
	2

	2 Low proportion of Muslims
	Crawley
	4

	
	Lewisham
	1

	
	Wandsworth
	1

	
	Crawley
	2

	
	Lambeth
	7

	
	Barnet
	1

	
	Wycombe
	1

	
	Bolton
	1

	
	Islington
	2

	
	Kensington and Chelsea
	2

	
	Manchester
	4

	3 High proportion of Muslims
	Enfield
	2

	
	Kirklees
	1

	
	Ealing
	2

	
	Haringey
	4

	
	Brent
	3

	
	Hackney
	4

	4 Highest proportion of Muslims
	Luton
	1

	
	Waltham Forest
	7

	
	Bradford
	3

	
	Newham
	6

	TOTAL
	75


Implications 
The assumption that ‘Muslim terrorists’ are most likely to reside in places with high proportions of Muslims is unfounded and should not be used to inform debate or strategies to tackle terrorism.
� This perception is frequently inherent in public and political discourse. For example, the identification of “maximising integration, minimising extremism” as an urgent priority by Trevor Phillips in his speech “Sleepwalking to Segregation”, 22.09.05, implies that segregation is related to extreme acts such as religious terrorism.; and the Department for Education has asked Universities to help security services identify potential terrorists, warning that one indication is that Muslims from "segregated" backgrounds are more likely to hold radical views than those who have "integrated into wider society" (reported in Guardian 16-Oct-2006).
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