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Abstract

This study examines how n@atonomic inter and intragroup relationships are reflected in

residential pattern, uses a mixed methods approach designed to overcome the prineiglah@sses

of existing data sources for understanding micro residential dynamics. ¥iaayo qualitative and
guantitative analysis of the infrastructure of residential dynamics offers a holistic understanding of
urban spaces organised according to cultaades. The case study, the Haredi community, is
composed of sects, and residential preferences of the Haredi sect members are highly affected by
the need to live among "friends*other members of the same sect. Based on the independent
residential record at the resolution of a single family and apartment that cover the period of 20
years the study examine residential dynamics in the Hassidic area of Starifipmagveal and

analyse powerful Schellilgke mechanisms of residential segregation at theraqpant, building and

the near neighbourhood level. Taken together, these mechanisms are candidates for explaining the

dynamics of residential segregation in the area during 12@%55.
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1. Introduction

The dynamics of social and ethnoreligious segliegatvhich form part of our urban landscape, are a
central theme of housing studies. Despite the interest raised by lacgie aspects of the Haredhe strictly
orthodox Jews)prganization, who tend to form sizeable enclaves in large cities aroundltihe,gncluding
NewYork and London (Valins, 2003), very little has been written about their meesmution residential
dynamics.Usinga mixed methods approach tanalysedata from extensive bottorup micro resolution field
survey that took place in Steford-Hill, thispaper investigates whether the tendency of each sect's members
to be different from the others is expressed in their residential patt&uach methodcan recognize real and
previously unknown dynamic processes, which other studies ini#ghe rhay have overlooked as they have
tended to work with patterns. This study adds to the existing body of knowledge by integrating bogtom
knowledge of the impact of social structures and networks of the Haredi Jews on residential dynamics, and
explores how the human need for a sense of belonging and continuity leads to the developminitrof

mechani sms that i mprove the individual’® s ability

Members of Jewish Haredi society define themselves by their committodalacha, the dominant
protocol determining Jewish ritual and translation of the commandments into daily practice. Expression of this
distinctiveness is found in the clear tendency to avoid the larger Jewish society, live among other Haredi of the
sameor close sects, engage @strict practice of ritual and maintain the lifestyles reflecting their rabbinical
origins (Berman, 2(). While the Haredi community in Stamfokdill, this study's case, appears unified to
outsiders, it is actually distinguistidoy internal, nuanced distinctions among sects andsadis(Valins, 2003)
Thesenternal divisions are affecting the values, religious rityatgl normative behaviour, and vary from one
sub-sect to another in terms of clothing, language and attitutbesards working as opposed to falme Torah
(Bible) study. In the Haredi world, the basic lifestyle and ritual orientation of eachextitexpress theological
stances and historical tradition determined by their association to the sect's le&tdhévand Friedman,
1985.

Inaclos&k ni't community, neighbours identity and a
stated preferencedor making residential choice§.he residential preferences of Haredi individuals to live
among other members fothe same suksect to which they belong together with the relatively similar
economic status of the majority of Haredi families in Stamdidilt, no matter which sect they belong, enables
focusing on the role of cultural identity in the creation of cesitial patterns. The relationships between Haredi
sects are likewise expressed in the residential preferences of their individual members. The Haredi individual is
committed to a communitydetermined segregation lifestyle that is observed in several coniti@s and
affects its choice of residential location. AccordingSbilhav and Friedma6 1 9 8 5) Haredim "
segregation is based on a pe&isting ideological concept which reinforces itself, even when people's economic
and socieeconomic statusmp r o v & s important for this studythat most of the Haredi residents of
StamfordHill belong to Hassidic stdects; which alfiffer in terms of their seidentity and status within Haredi

society andwish to liveamong their grougGonen, 2006).
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Smilar to other religious neighbourhoods around the world, Stamfditi has become a Haredi
neighbourhood over several decades, its character was influenced primarily by its central location and
individuaHevel decision making. These circumstances ardectfd in residential patterns, enabling
maintenance of individuatommunity relations together witta reproduction of the sects' hierarchy. The
relations between these Haredi sects reflect those within the entire Haredi world while local circumstances
affect the specific links connecting the sscts. The research thus considers Stamdid | | * s r esi den
as driven by the interactions between householders of different groups and investightther the tendency
to reside among people of their awgroups can explain neeconomic residential patterns ther&he paper
begins with the theoretical framgork (Section 2), describing the effects of communal identity on Hgr@up
residential relations and presenting the Nenonomic segregation, whichiqvides the context for the Hassidic
residential behaviour. Section 3 presents the details of Stardfblidpopulation groupsfollowed by the
methodology of the study in Section 4. Section 5 presents the-lmiéding and intrabuilding segregation
dynanics, and Section 6 presents Intsect relations. Section 7 discusses the findingsir relevance to
theories of residential dynamicand the impact of intracommunal and intesect relations onthe spatial

organization.

2. Residential segregation

2.1Communal identity and Integroupresidentialrelations

Research on residentiathoicesand "geography of opportunity" (Rosenbaum, 1995ark, and
Dieleman, 1996Karsten 2007, state thatin addition to labour migration, housingnd access to higher
education, individual identity play an i mportant rol e
Uzzell, 1996;;)Jusual Iy influenced by individual s heighhoussws ©
(McGarrigle and Kearns, 200tark and Qdter, 2015. According tahe social identity theory (Tajfel 1972)
i ndi vbeldaviauireBetts identification with larger societal units. Individuals define themselves in terms of
their belonging to a social category, adopt its norms and lifestyld,eventually create a groug\brams and
Hogg 1990 More differentiated and contexbound works on identity, residential selection and segregation in
different countries and cities show that identities mightgimaticularlyintense in mixed cities (Sougtal, 2011)
where individuals prefer to form ties with others living close by and of the same group (Blumeeisif @014
Musterd et al, 2016. Subject to factors such as affordability and availability of appropriate accommodation,
they may be drivelinto segregating themselves from influences of unwelcomed groups and concentrating in
what they perceive as friendly social environments (Johnston et al, 2007; Arbaci,Qlorb, 201y

Ibraimovic and Masiero (2014how thatthe housing market in dis is a mirror of housing demand
from different groups, whose voluntary segregation preferengassitive for members of the same or close
groups and negative for othersand preferences for locatiorgreate the spatial distribution of housing
tenures (Atkinson &lint, 2004; Briggs, 2005Phillips, 2009Andersen et al, 2036The housing market, in this

sense, does not influence segregation but is a resuthigf dynamic(Anderssoret al, 2016 Musterdet al,
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2016. Other domains of segregatide.g., voluntary association) and hidden value homophily (e.g., information

or attitudes) may drive the inbreeding process (Kalmijn, 1998: Ubd, 201pasp e opl e’ s per sone
are homogeneous with regard to many sociodemographic, behaviourdl,immapersonal characteristics
(McPhersoret al, 2001; Blumenstocgt al, 2014. Over time,theymay cr eat e “insgesificerloih p | .
areasat various urban scales: buildings, street blocksghbourhoodsand larger enclaves, with the smaller
sales having more intense social interactiolsigenbach 2008; Sou¢h al., 201). The degree to which these
concentrations form communities depends on the presence of a shared territory, significant social ties, and
meaningful social interaction&(estet al. 200§. Segregation, therefore, can be thaenceptualied both as

a static distribution ofgroups across space and as a dynamic phenomenon whereby such-sgatial
distribution undergoes change over time (Anderstml, 2016).

The effect of coopeation between a city's free individuals on its urban structure was consigdéedxample,

by the Chicago School at the beginning of the 20th century. According to their "insagsionc e s si on”
(Park, Burgess, & McKenzie, 192patial segregatiois a dynamic phenomenon whereby such sespatial

distribution undergoes change over time, and thereferee f | ect s i ndi vi dual s pr e
others as a means of promoting their welfare (Wirth 1928/1993)rrent models, however, claim th#ie
tendency to cooperate is more complicated. Modern, urban individuals are driven by the constant assessments
of risks embedded in other people. As individuals carefully select those to be trusted, they actually engage in
the building of seHidentity.In  Gi dd e ns’ Seltideltiy s nohadistidctive trait or even a collection

of traits [. . .] possessed by the individual. It is the self as reflexively understood by the person in terms of her
or his biography” ( Gi diagmphgis, iheéigaldly, cormécied to thehudhan spheres o n ’
again, in a complicated manne@ne exampleof this connection is the subat i on al “I'ntern
dynamics of Middleclass individuals and families moving for educatioevy and Lee, 201 Fidding, 2012).
With the rise individuali sm, the tendency to move
the ‘right education’ (Butler et al, 2007) <consi s
and rural change ithe UK (Smith and Jons, 2015).

Researchersvho examined intergroup relations among Mormons, Catholics, and Protestaimke(1997

Boal, 2010; Tauscht al., 201) raise doubt regarding the degree to whickspatial segregation of post
traditional sociey is relevant for understanding the social life of ultedigious groups residing in current multi
cultural cities. The parochial realra term coined by Hunter (1985) and developed by Lofland (26139)
especially meaningful in the case of religious comitiest While modern, postraditional identities are
individual, biograpmpriented, and institutiororiented products, communal identity provides a central pillar

for the ultra-religiousp er son and an i mp o ridemtity.tMorsowgeu, betnging toftheutira-e ' s
religiouscommunity is the main source of strength and vitatigf minimizing the risk to the self of interacting
with others, lamdGitdheersdromgrems i t get s, the more i
lifestyle. The intense awareness religious identity motivates individuals to exclusively encounter peuwjiie

the same values and affiliatiorfPeach 2006 Shuttleworthet al, 2012).Therefore, and in a contrast to the
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general modern British society v highlights the individual's qualities and preferences as the means for
defining one's identity, the importance givemthe Haredi worldo appropriate education is expressedtineir

need to live, from the cradle to the grave, within the community, where théadacder is already established

as a basis for an individual's definition. Being born and raised into the social and educational environment of
their community, where access to appropriate social and educational institutions is already guaranteed, Haredi
people do not need such "Internal migratio(Fielding, 2012)ldentity concerns are the paramount factor in
housing decisions for people belonging to Haredi groups, tghd to limit their social contacts to people
belonging to the same sects and ss#cst, preferably inside the defined enclave. Each-sedt cooperates in

its own religious and educational institutions an
over spatal-cultural dominance, emphasizing the strategic influence plalgg spatial homogeneity (Valins
2003).

2.2. Noneconomic segregation
The UK literature concerning the housing pattern of ethnic minorities tended to include aspects of both choices
—property type, size and locationand constraints-direct and indiret discrimination from housing exchange
professionals and socitultural considerationsRatcliffe, 2009; Berg & Sigona, 2DIBhisSociocultural housing
approachoften blurs the specific mechanisms and impact, whether sociocultural motives or econbatic, t
generate spatial patterns. Manyesearchers study residential relationships based on empirical observation
(Krivo, et al. 1998; Britton 2011), while others explain residential choices using deductive assumptions regarding
economic and soctoultural factors (Clark an®ieleman 1996; Bisiret al, 2016). In both cases, differences in
family situation, lifestyle and changes in the life cycle that were traditionally seen as factors of greatest
importance for residentiathoices usually overlap-whether caceptually or empiricall-with economic
factors, such as tenure preferences, dwelling requirements, flexibility and security, as well asutocilt
economic interactions (Catney asimpson2010; Finney and Jivraj 2013; Clark and Coulter, 2015, Smith and
Jons, 2015). Although these approaches help interpret the spatial manifestation of intergroup differences, they
are limited in distinguishing between the roles of econonticl aaoneconomic factors in actual residential
dynamics (Massey and Denton 1985; Krivo et al., 1998; Johnston, Poulsen, and Forrest, 2007).

In themid-1970's, Speare's classification identified the saionomic characteristics of the individual
and the hosehold on the one hand, and the so@oonomic status of the housing and neighbourhood on the
other, as the main factors for analysis of householders' residential behaviour (Sgeakel975 Kasarda,
1978. It is now common to distinguish between reved preferences, actual individual/household behaviour
and stated preferences, individuals' declared attitudes and intentions. As many studies show, a comparison
between statedpreferenceswhich are found by asking people directly about how they wouldf@réo live
and why and revealed preferencewhichare found by examining how people actually likags the foundation

for understanding residenti al dynami cs etaak 2009n ou


https://www.research.manchester.ac.uk/portal/Ludi.Simpson.html

Particularly the comparison of éhtwo may reflect the roles of socmultural motives for segregation, expressed
in revealed preferences, and the economic constraints, affecting the revealed bel@viour

A basic approach to neeconomic segregation between householders who belong to dtwmethnic
groups- although noton such a highly specific group of the populatiavas offered bySakoda andSchelling
(Sakoda, 1971; Schelling, 83.7According tahem, each householder considers the surrounding population to
consi st thdtis, holseholdensdeionging to the same group, and “strangleosiseholders belonging
to other groups. Sakoda and Schelling further reduced thegmmmomic factors influencing the householder's
decision to stay or to move to a single variable: threafc t i o n of “friends’ Wi
neighbourhood. According to Schellingiodel, householders aim at residing in a neighbourhood where the
fraction of friends, F, is above a certain threshold. In the abstract versions of a model, which cibvesgdgrare
grid of cells, each populating one householder only, a threshold value of F varies lays within the interval 1/4
1/3, depending on the other model parameters. This means that the tendency of a householder to reside within
a neighbourhood wherdhe fraction of friends is above one third eventually results in complete residential
segregatiodHe then concluded that a relatively weak tendency to congregate is, in the long term, sufficient to
create full segregation between members of two groupswii n t he urban space and
(Speareet al,1975). Regarding the importance of communal identity to the individuals, the distinction between
the will to congregate with “friends” ularydelevahtéor de s
the research of religious groupBespite the essential advance in studying Schelling model in its abstract form,
examples of the realorld dynamics that can be described by the Scheliypg rules are very few. In what
follows the researchaim to verify the same idea in the real woidahd investigate whether the tendency to

reside among people of their own sects can explain residential patternsdhere

3. The case study tiie Hassidic community &tamfordHill

Jewish settlement int&mford-Hill began as early as the 18th century when Jewish merchants built
their country homes in what was then a rural area. In the early 20th century, pogroms and persecution in Russia
and Eastern Europe led to the immigration of 100,000 Jews into thgd@d many of these passed through
London's East End and moved north through Hackney towards StaidfibordDuring the 1930's and
immediately post WW2 the Jewish population was swelled by refugees and Holocaust survivors, many of them
Haredim. Since thevar there has been furtheralbeitmore limited Jewish immigration, for example from
Hungary following the revolution in 1956 and Aden in 1967 as well as a more recent influx of Jews from the
Yemen.

Today, StamfordHill is particularly known for its 30,00Ashkenazi ultré®rthodox Hasidic Jews
(DESTINATION Hackney, 2015), characterized by conventional devotion to Torah study and strict adherence t
Jewish laws regarding diet, prayer, social and sexual relationships, Sabbath and festivals. The lives of the
Hassidim focus around the Admor’'s (Rebbe, their ro

link between people and God, and is a central leader in the daily lives of his community. The Hassidim usually
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marry others from the same Hsislic courtyard and most of their social relations takes place within it (Green,
2001). High fertility among the Haredi communities, the area has one of highestat@shin the UK, with a

crude birth rate of more than 25 per 1,000 of the populatidwice as high as the UK average (ONS, 2012) and
limited career training, prevent economic improvement for the majority of Haredi Jewish households (Gonen,
2006). The role of economic considerations is not completely absent, though, as Haredi households have
variations in their economic positions. A gradually growing minority of the community is of more comfortable
means but over 50% are on meatested benefits (Interlink, 2010). However, the Haredi community is bound

by a shared faith and culture and people different economic circumstances live side by side. Although
individuals are free to live anywhere in this densely populated neighbourhood, households must comply with
the sect’s directives.

The large number of 75 synagogues in the research area (Figuedlects the diversity within the
Haredi community, with different liturgical traditions. Definitions of the sects derived from the substantial self
identity of eachrabbinical dynasties and courtyards of the Hassidim also expressed in lifestyle arzttape
and reflect the internal Haredi discourse. The largest groups are the Satmar, the Gerer, the Belzer and the
Bobover Table ). Other London based communities include the Kosov, the Biala, the Machnovka, the
Chernobyl, the Skver, the Rachmastrivtkeg, Vizhnitz, the Karl#$tolin and the Sassov. All taking their name
from the village or town in Poland, Hungary or Ukraine where they originated, and each distinguished by some
slight variation of religious practice and of dress.

Unlike other Hassidiests, Chabad's latest Rebbe, Menachem Schneeson, has not been succeeded by
another Rebbe, and Chabad is deeply divided with regard to messianism (the notion tRabtiewasl/is the
messiah), a claim that seems to put them on a different trajectory tinam nearly all other sects, including
Hasidic groups with similar norms and practices. Chabad is also unusually large astdffeellorganization,
extremely geared to outreach other Jews. More than 70% of Chabad adherent join the movement later in their
life. Besids English, most British Chabad Rabbis speak Yiddishawithuanian accent and grammar, unlike
other Hassidim (except for Stolkarlin) who speak Polidhungarian Yiddish. Unlike the Hassidic dress code of
wearing a shtreimel and either akishe or a rekel, most Chabad men wear business attire with coloured shirts
during the week and wear a Chabad version of the Lithuanian Kappote on the Sabbath.

This sociecultural tendency, together with the innate conflict with modern, secular and ewedern
Orthodox lifestyles, has motivated voluntary territorial separation of the Hgpegulation into an enclave of
sorts (Shilhav and Friedman, 1985). At the urban level, the Haredi areas of Sthiilfance extremely
segregated within the mixed Londdorough of Hackney. The Haredi live in separate streets from the other
ethnic groups in the Borough of Hackney, surrounded mainly by a mixture of negligible numbers of North
African, Indian, Iraqgi, Persian, Yemeni and Adeni Jews and other Lithuaniadi bkats (Litvak) whose
presence continuously declines, as well as Chinese, East European, Turkish and Kurdish communities.

Representatives of the Hassidim are involved in planning for the community through The Interlink

Foundation, Orthodox Jewish Volany Action, that advocating for community needs, and helping influence
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policy-makers to work collaboratively. Interlink (2010) explain that Haredim are continually engaged in adapting
and extending the housing stock to meet their needs with hundreds ofeidtensions, dormers and back
extensions. However, prices in Stamféfdl, both of rental units and units for sale, are relatively high and
reflects the ar eswidsrangd df religious institetione and rabbini¢alhcourts active in the

area.

Distribution of Jews in London, by
proportion of AO Jewish population
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Current (or last)

Name Founder Headquartered In  City/Town of Origin
Rebbe
Aaron Teitelbaungb. Vool Kiryas JoeNew
oe
1947); _ York Satu Mare Hungary
Satmar _ Teitelbaum(18874 _ _
Zalman Leib 1979) Williamsburg, (now inRomania
Teitelbaum(b. 1952) Brooklyn
Gora Kalwaria
Yaakov Aryeh Yitzchak Meir _ _
Ger(er) Jerusalem, Israel Russian Empire (now
Alter (b. 1939) Alter (1799-1866)
in Poland)
_ Sholom Belz Galicia, Austria
Yissachar Dov
Belz(er) Rokeach{(1781 Jerusalemisrael Hungary / Poland
Rokeach _ )
1855) (now inUkraing
Ben Zion Aryeh Bobowaand Sanz
o Shlomo Halberstar o _
Leibish Halberstam Borough Galicia, Austria
Bobov(er) _ _ of Bobov(1847 _
Mordechai Dovid 905) Park Brooklyn Hungary (now in
1905
Unger Poland)
_ Borough Park,
Kosov (See: o Rabbi Menachem _ _
o Shraga Feivish Hage Brooklyn Jerusalem Kosiv, Ukraine
Vizhnitz) Mendel Hager
and Tzfas, Israel
Vizhnitz
(TheVizhnitz
dynastyis the _ Menachem Mende _ VyzhnytsiaBukovina,
Yisrael Hager Bnei Braklsrael; _
best known _ Hager of AustriaHungary (now
Mordechai Hager Kaser, New York _ .
branch of the Kosov\1833-1884) in Ukraing

original Kosover

dynasty)
Avraham Yerachmie
Jerusalem, Israel;
Rabinowicz; Yitzchok Yaakov
_ S Bnei BraklIsrael; _
Biala Yaakov Menachem RabinowicZdied Bi at a APolahd

o Borough
Rabinowicz; 1905)
Park,Brooklyn

Aaron Rabinowicz
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Yosef Meir
Machnovka Yehoshua Rokeach Twerskyof Bnei Braklsrael MachnovkaUkraine

Machnovka

Menachem
Bnei Braklsrael;
Nachum Twerski o

Chernobyl several Ashdod Israel; ChernobylUkraine
Chernobyl(1730-
Boro ParkBrooklyn
1797)
David Twerskyb. New Square, New  Skvira Russian Empir
Skver Yitzchak Twersky
1940) York (now inUkraing
RebbeDuvid(David) Borough Park,
Twersky Brooklyn New
Rachmastrivka Yochanan Twersk Rotmstrivka Ukraine
of Rachmastrivka Yorkand
Yerushalayim in Jerusalemisrael
_ Givat ZeeyWVest
Baruch Meir Yaakov Aaronben Jacob of
Karlin-Stolin _ Bank Karlin Belarus
Shochet Karlin(1736-1772)
Jerusalem, Israel
Moshe Leib Monsey, New
Grand Rabbi Yaako\ o Eastern
Sassov Sassover (1745  York Ganei Tikva
Tzvi Erblich Galicia,Ukraine
1807) Israel
Menachem Mendel _
Chabad Schneur Zalman of Crown Heights, o )
_ Schneersor1902- o LyubavichiRussia
Lubavitch Liadi(1745-1812) Brooklyn

1994)

Table 1: Rabbinical dynasties of the HassidiciaggtamfordHill, by Suksects

4. Methods

4.mConstruction of Stamforél i | | fo-eemporal @dpulation GIS

To investigate residential relationshipsthe researchareaamong StamforeH i Ipdpulagion groups,
a detailed spatil-temporal database that contains exact gederenced data ori a mi religieus affiliation
was conductedThe field research was conductddring2015 at the level of individual families aagartments
Two interviewers, young Haredi maliesm the local communitycanvassed the neighbourhood and conducted
a quantitative-qualitative door-to-door survey.During a one hour interviewthe households were asked to
identify themselves as well as the apartment's former dwellers, going back $88% people find it difficult

to pinpoint and separate why exactly they make particular movesasanable conceris rasedregardngthe

10


https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Yehoshua_Rokeach_of_Machnovka
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Yosef_Meir_Twersky&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Yosef_Meir_Twersky&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bnei_Brak
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Komsomolske_(Makhnovka)_Village
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Menachem_Nachum_Twerski_of_Chernobyl
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Menachem_Nachum_Twerski_of_Chernobyl
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Menachem_Nachum_Twerski_of_Chernobyl
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Bnei_Brak
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ashdod
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Boro_Park
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Brooklyn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chernobyl
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Skver_(Hasidic_dynasty)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/David_Twersky_(Skverer_Rebbe)
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Yitzchak_Twersky&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Square,_New_York
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_Square,_New_York
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Skvira
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Yochanan_Twersky&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Borough_Park,_Brooklyn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Borough_Park,_Brooklyn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_York_(state)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/New_York_(state)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Jerusalem
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Israel
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Rotmistrivka&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Karlin-Stolin_(Hasidic_dynasty)
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Baruch_Meir_Yaakov_Shochet&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Baruch_Meir_Yaakov_Shochet&action=edit&redlink=1
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aaron_ben_Jacob_of_Karlin
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Aaron_ben_Jacob_of_Karlin
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Givat_Zeev
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/West_Bank
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/West_Bank
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Karlin_(Pinsk)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Belarus
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monsey,_New_York
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Monsey,_New_York
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ganei_Tikva
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Ukraine
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chabad
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Chabad
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Menachem_Mendel_Schneerson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Menachem_Mendel_Schneerson
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Schneur_Zalman_of_Liadi
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Schneur_Zalman_of_Liadi
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Crown_Heights,_Brooklyn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Crown_Heights,_Brooklyn
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Lyubavichi,_Rudnyansky_District,_Smolensk_Oblast

reliability of retrospective reports and knowledge of local population turnover. Howeegeral researchers

stress that the identity of the previous residents is importanttfaditional families (Waterman and Kosmin

1988; Sennett, @12). The importance of a continuum of residency to traditional populations limit the number

of turnovers of flatsWhile the average housing turnovertire UK is 21 years (ONS, 2015), the average housing
turnover for the Haredi population in this researis over 46 yearg.his tendencyeadsto the development of

flat genealogy of previous occupanégconclusion confirmed bipis research For the Haredi population, it is

highly important that their apartment will be "Kosher". Renting or buying an apant in which an ultra
Orthodox family used to |ive, ensures a double ko
(A case comprises a piece of parchment with specific Hebrew verses from the Torah affixed to every doorway
in the homg won't be removed once they placed. These norms lead to relatively few turnover of families during
the years, enable us to identifyf past resident@andallowus t o under stand which se
eachapartmentfor the past 20 years.

All other questionswere asked related to the present occupants in order to ascertain their sspatial
behaviour.Householders were also questioned about their motives for choosing the apariimentlong they
have been occupying #nd asked to rank the relativepnor t ance of the apartment’
identity, and institutional proximity (stated preferences). This field surveyaiected data about the location
of the synagogues the families attended, whether @qgartmentwas owned or rented, ahthe source of
information about theapartmentprior to buying or renting ifrevealed preferencesiiven the heavy reliance
on the primary survey, and in order to ensure consistency and quality, each interviewer was to carry out three
pilot interviews b refine approaches and questions. In addition, the field notes were reviewed weekly to ensure
consistency across the project. ALB% overlap among the sections under review was maintained in order to
evaluate the incoming data and improve accurddgspie early apprehensions regarding cooperation, the
response rate reached 83%.high level of cooperation with the survey enablecomparison between stated
and revealed preferences and recognizes similar preferences amongst the groups.

Snowball samplingof in-depth interviews was then used, in which participants are recruited by chain
referrals and32 indepth operended interviews were conducted with key figures from various figldsvided
rich qualitative dataThose involved with the communities veeinterviewed about spatial relations between
the individual and the community, and the economic aspect of the yeshiva in regard to housing. The information
was crosshecked with blogs, articles, and Haredi internet sites, which offered a range of diftgpes of
knowledge and perspectives on their communities.

Construction of the StamforHlill GIS was based on the layers updated for the year 2015, which were
provided by the ordnancesurvey.co.uk/opendatadownload/products.html. The characteristicsl dheal
research area'apartmens and households were organized as a GIS layer, in which every record in the table is
related to the corresponding bui | diresgutionGls.cStainfery e r
Hill GIS contains additionédyers pertaining to topography, roads, land parcels, and buildings, the latter

characterized by use and number of floors.
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Combining the spadi-temporal GIS of residential patterns with information on individuals' preferences
and organisational tools eled evaluation of residential patterns at the level of apartments, buildings and
neighborhood. Higiesolution mixed methodsanalysisusing CityEnginend MAXQDAas well as more
traditional modelling tools such as Python andnidicated the differences ddween stated and revealed
preferences, presenting a background &mrexamination of the area with regards to the context of its environs.
The research area of Stamfektlll contains 104 apartments in 7 buildings with another 686 apartments in 406
detachad/semidetached houses. Bb Households occupy90 apartments. Another 67 apartments are used
by institutions (such as synagogues) and the remaining 71 are shared by households and insfiutioras

kindergartens operated within dwellings).

4.2 Estimation of residential segregation

Given the exhaustive survey and high response rate, the rsEgoegation residential pattern in
StamfordHill is available at the highest possible resolution of households and buildings. Disaggregated data
enable direct esmation of the relationships between households and neighbours in the same and
neighbouring buildings. Standard measures of segregation, such as the Dissimilarity Index (Sharma 2012),
employ data that are aggregated over the units of a predefined, usadihinistrative, partition of the area.
That aggregated view of space does not allow us, however, to account for the spatial adjacency of the
householders of different sects at the resolution of buildings or apartments. Therbggiution data the
study ollected enabls direct estimation of the relation between characteristics of the household and its

nei ghbour s. Moran’' s | index of spatial autocorrel

Moran’'s | esti mat es tabtienDiabgect @ ih lauildingi and theeaveragesfractian bfe  f
sect D over the buildings within the neighbourhood U(i) of building i:

NY:YicuwyW:ij(D; —D)(D; — D)
(XX jev@ wij) 2i(D; — D)?

Where N is the number of buildings an]) the average fraction of a sect D in Stamfétil.
The influence wipf the neighbouring buildingd$ (i) on i is calculated as wij = 1/NU(i), where NU(i) is the
number of buildings in U(i). The proximity of buildings is defined by a Voronoi partition constructed on the
basis of the buildings' central points, as proposgdBenensoret al (2002).

According to the collected data, théassidigopulation in the research area of Stamfetill is growing
(Figure 2) The area wamitially populated by various Hassidic grawpith North African, Persian and Adeni
Jews steadilysubstituting for Chabad residents during the late 2000$ose intragroup relations are

responsible for the efficient information network that helps Haredi householders learn about vacancies from
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members of their own group. According to the data%& SamfordHi | | ' s popul ati on ei't
their current apartment after receiving information through fdynand friends, whereas only 258arned
about it from agents and advertising (Tal#e Note that the distribution of information sources do@ot

depend on affiliation to sects (cBguare test, @ 0.4).

—e—Satmar —a—Chabad = Bobov --#--Skver ——Vizhnitz

0.7

Figure 2: Population dynamics in the research area of Stanfdkdpercentages).

Source of information N %
Public advertisement 36 3.1
Real estate agents 11 0.9
Family 704 60.4
Friends 307 26.4
Other 33 2.8
Inheritance 74 6.4
Total 1165

Table 2: Sources of real estate information: How dwellers learned of vacant apartments prior to their purchase

or rental
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Karlin

Bobov Vizhnitz Skver Satmar Adeni Chabad
n Stolin
Neighbours 927 89% 91% 79% 61% 86% - 56%
Institute 167 10% 6% 16% 19% 14% - 26%
Price 71 1% 3% 5% 20% 0% - 18%
Tabl e 3: | mportance of apartment cost, neighbours

by Haredi sect, Stamfosdill (2015)

Table3 shows that Haredi sects in Stamfeill share similar concerns (etguare test, P0.5). Less
than 26% of StamfordHill dwellers chose the location of Haredi institutions as their main concern. Stamford
Hi Il I s | ocat icentte ensuresghe proximitytofrisech institutigns. Contrary to economic theory,
only up to 180 of each group indicated that price was a critical issue for them. Most important rather is the
fact that, despite the nei glbbuchaod,imoretdan&oofrSeamfardHédlt i o n
dwellers from all sects reported that the identity of their immediate neighbours is their principal concern. As
this stated preference appears to be shared by members of all sketsgsearctcan assume that th8chelling
typemechani sm of actively distinguishing between “f
haven of StamfordHi | | . Apparentl vy, mo s t of the neighbour h

“friends i n me n theirrapattneent buddingTheasstudy ths turned to investigate the impact

of these declared preferences on the revealed preferences of Stariford | ' s dwel | er s.
5. Interbuilding and intrabuilding segregation
The survey data enabled reconstructiohStamfordHill s r esi dent i al pesiadt e r n

between 1®5and 25 (Figure3). Despite the stated preference forlivingitd r i end | y " thase vi r c
maps indicate a high level of spatial integration, with memioéiseveral suksecs sharing apartment buildings

and near neighbarhoods.
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that the Chabadand Satmar Hassidim are the most highly segregated sect in StafHiithychlthough the

residential segregation of the other sects has been steadily growing oveedrs.y
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—eo—Satmar —aA—Chabad = Bobov --#--Skver ——Vizhnitz

0.7
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1995 2000 2005 2010 2015
Figure 4: Segregation of Stamferdi | | sects as expressed by the Mor
during the period of 19952 0 1 5 . To be significant at the 5% or

above 0.1 and 0.15, spectively.

A high resolution look into the dynamics reveals the relation between the stated (Balaled the
reveal ed residenti al preferences of the thesudy s r
calculated the fraction of families in each building that had a vacant apartment. Then, for each sect D, we
now compared the average fraction offBmilies in buildings the vacant apartment of which was chosen by
new Dfamilies, to the fraction of Bamilies in the rest of the buildingsoFeach sect D, the average fractions
of friendly families in the buildings chosen and not chosen-fgniilies are presented in Tabde The buildings
chosenbyB ami |l i es show percentages of “friends”ani s u|
apartments ignored by families. This fundamental pattern of residential behaviour is consistent for all

religious sects in Stamfoudill, although weakening at the near neighbourhood level (T&ble
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The apartment in the

Chosen by members of D Not chosen by members of C

Sect D N Mean STD N Mean STD P

Bobov 54 28.6 21.3 1128 18.4 19.7 <0.001

Vizhnitz 57 25.2 16.6 1125 17.6 16.2 <0.001

Skver 60 24.2 17.4 1122 17.7 16.1 <0.001

Satmar 663  35.8 32.6 519 13.2 17.8 <0.001

KarlinStolin 47 38.4 11.4 1135 15.6 H 12.4 <0.001

Chabad 207 279 17.2 975 16.8 15.8 <0.001

Tabl e 4: Mean Percentage of “Friends” —2085) Bui l di n

Apartment within the n

Chosen by membs of D Not chosen by members of C

SectD N Mean STD N Mean STD P

Bobov 52 24.7 155 1018 9.8 10.2 <0.001

Vizhnitz 56 22.1 9.7 1014 7.6 9.1 <0.001

Skver 58 20.1 10.2 1012 8.2 10.4 <0.001

Satmar 659 37.1 22.1 411 14.7 12.3 <0.001

KarlinStolin 47 32.9 14.7 1023 21.2 25.4 <0.001

Chabad 198 24.6 13.5 872 15.2 11.8 <0.001

Tabl e 5: Mean percentage of ‘friends’ in the nea
which was 'chosen' an<€d205mMot chosen’, by sect (199

Note that although tle relatively small number of Kartolin members is insufficient to express their
segregation t enden dRgur®ya coniparisolloetwaen thesavdragd fractiom &f families
in buildings the vacant apartment of which was chosen by ramilfes and the fraction of Eamilies in the rest
of the buildingsindicate that they effectively implement their stated preferences by residing in buildings
occupi ed Ay thesdpreferentas appear to weaken at the near neighbourhood levdéH)ab is
safe toconclude that they form a fundamental mechanism, providing people with a sufficiently strong sense of
home and belonging.

The central role of the parochial realm (Hunter 1985; Lofland 2@09pw revealedIn addition to
their efficient information network that helps Haredi householders learn about vacancies from members of
their own group Table 2), an individuatbased mechanism is supporting the establishment of residential
patterns. A high percentage of Haredi families reside artapents vacated by householders of their own sect
(Table6). The high probability of an empty apartment being transferred to members of the same sect becomes
17



a parallel, individual based mechanism supporting maogregation. Families can thus be assutteat the

l evel of “friendliness” in their building wild]l no

Sect Bobov  Vizhnitz Skver Satmar Chabad
Fraction 0.92 0.94 0.81 0.85 0.52
N 101 110 71 265 279

Table 6: The fraction of members of a given sect who occupied an apartneaiedeby a member of their
own sect (1983-2008)

6. Intersect relations

The Schellingype tendency to reside in buildings and neighbourhoods with a sufficiently high fraction
of friends explains the evolution of residential patterns in populationssisting of two groups. This model,
however, is insufficient to explain the case of Stanm{blitl, where householders from several groups compete
for the same residenti al space. Mor eover, in co
relationships, relations between Haredi sects are hierarchical. It iskmellvn, for instance, that Hassidim
consider proximity to Chabad to be embarrassing (Friedman 19913 s Mi ri am (30’ s) exp

"Two Chabad families moved to the building behind us lasirsar, so now we are considering to move
out. We are renting, so we cato it. For other families iis also awuisance. Their kids are talking to ours in the
street, and they may be influenddy wrong ideas" (16 Sep. 2015).

One can assume that Hassidiakeholders would avoid residing in a building with one or more Chabad
families, although Chabad householders may be tolerant toward Hassidic neighbours and even prefer them. It
is also known that despite the differences between the Hassidic courts, therthare are marriage relations
between other Hassidic groups. Which, if any, of the relationships between the sects are relevant for explaining
residential patterns in StamforHill?

To estimate the residential attitudes of members of sect D toward membgother sects, the research
compared the residential structure in buildings with vacancies that were/were not selected by householders
belonging to D. If two buildings have the same fraction of families belonging to sect D but different fractions of
families of other sects, and-Bewcomers prefer/avoid residence in one of those buildings, a comparison of the
fractions of the other sects residing in these tw
sects in the building. This pradere was applied when the steady emtigration ofnon-Haredihouseholders
from StamfordHill was almost completed (FiguB®. The analysisbeg wi t h comparing “bu
in which Dfamilies did not reside at all at the moment of residential ickeo

Satmar families are indifferent to the identity of others in the buildiagd can reside anywhere (Figure
3). This is not so for Bobov, Skver, Vizhniz and Kattiln householdersSatmar, if forced to choose

apartments i n “ bupridindly achapse haudes waith high rfractiohs ofs Adeni and Chabad
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families. Here, for first time, the indirect impact of social staplisys As the Satmar presence spread in
StamfordHill during this period, their social status provided them the powerdtec the most desirable
locations. Satmars, appear to prefer buildings with less competition, althoughothvélarediresidents in those
buildings belong to sect®elow theni in the neighbourhood social hierarchrsth en  “ fri ends” r
building, & besides Bobov, Skver, and Vizhniz newcomers become indifferent to the proportions of others.
Theyr emain sensitive to the building’s popul ation s
Chabad, but are attracted by more SatmaChabaddmilies, however, avoid buildings with high fractions of
Bobov, Skver, Vizhniz and Kafitolin, and prefer or are steered to buildings with high fractions of Satmar and
Adeni families.

This is another manifestation of the important role played by thdaddderarchy in the formation of
residential structure: Individuals belonging to higher status sects are in effect less concerned by the identity of
others in the building, as | ong as there iesoaa | e:
status are much more | imited in residential choi
apartment house.In conclusionjndividuals and households are sensitive to the identity of others in the

buildings, and when they cannonfid “ f r i ends as close neighbours, t
the social hierarchy. Individuals from marginalized sects associate with households of other marginalized sects,
whereas individuals located at the top of the social hierarchyraedfect free to choose their neighbours from

all other sectsln the case of Satmars, they aksoable to express their high social status by choosing cheaper
apartments, located in buildings with nd#iaredi households.

The last issue concerns the newighbourhood (excluding the building itself). Comparing chosen and
not-chosen buildings, the study compared sect percentages within the near neighbourhoods of buildings that
had a vacant apartmentOnly Chabad were found to be sensitive to the sect distibn of the near
neighbourhood in addition to the building, and tend to avoid/are steered away fotdmar Hassidimbut the
SatmarsTaken together, the need to live close to someone who sharesahee faith, worldview, and lifestyle

is shared by all theects examined, theurgeov oi d t hose who ar e not frien
Another interesting finding concerns the asymmetric nature of segregation attitudes. Chabad and the
four Hasidic sects of Bobov, Skver, Ka8tolin and Vizhnizrelations, are onevay: Chabad avoid buildings
where the percentage of those Hassidim is high, yet the Hassidim are less sensitive to the percentage of Chabad
Satmar are insensitive to the fraction of Chabad families in the building while Chabad prefer suiliting
higher percentage of Adeni. Resulting from the lack of symmetry, different sects face different limitations when
choosing a new building. While individuals from higher in the social hierarchy focus on the building and tend to
neglect the near netgpoourhood, households of lower social status are more sensitive to the distribution of
their sect in the near neighbourhood, as a compen
and are usually forced to choose apartments with a higrestion of nonHaredi households.
The currents described above are coupled with other tendencies that have shaped the spatial

configuration of StamfordHill throughout the years. For decades, Chabad families have concentrated around
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their institutions, onthe northern area of Portlandwvenue and along Stamfoidill Road, a major highway,
considered |l ess attracti ve tRécantlyChabael hamescongehttatedontheo o d
southern area of Portland Avenue (see Fig&je All this leds to the assumption that the residential
preferences of Chabad families manifest feelings of social exclusion rather than free choice between market

alternatives.
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Figure 5: Dynamics of spatial distribution of the Satmar and Kattilin versus Chabathe patterns for 1995,
2002, 2008 and 2015.
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Exclusion of Chabad from buildings is especially striking when compared with the segregated pattern
of KarlinStolin. From the mid990s, KarlifStolins began to make themselves felt in the stronghold of the
"Hasidic Hub"While they rarely managed to purchase apartments in the area, by 2015, 73% of3taliins
continue to rent from Chabad (Figusebottom row).

Regarding the apartments vacated by Adaredi families, the Satmsir c ompet i t ords ar e
Chabad is taking advantage of their economic abilities, and are the first owners and renters of the apartments
vacated by North African, Persian and Adeni families. The fraction ocH\Nom e d i families in
ot her s” ¢ h o s e resséngally lhighernthars tiee adspgective percentages in buildings not chosen.
However, we assume that the occupation of these buildings by Satmar expresses their superior status and
freedom of choice, whereas Chabad reside there as an expression of thigir esaclusion and lack of choice.

In conclusion, our intr@ect and intersect analysis has revealed mechanisms of spatial differentiation through
congregation with *“friends” whilst selectively ig
more strongly on the building than on the near neighbourhood level, it is appropriate to refer to the aggregate

results under -2dger cdaggatdii arg” .“ mi cr o

7. Discussion andoniclusions

This study examines the impact of social relations and socialiftgemm intraurban segregation,
focusing on the research area of Stamféidl. The literature assumes that n@tonomic forces, namely,
communal relations and social considerations, are the main driving forces of internal neighbourhood
segregation (PeacB006); while other economic factors have less influencdtmresidential decisionmaking
of traditional communities This is especially true for Stamfelrtll's Haredi population. Generally, relatively
intense devotion to lifestyle lead the Haredi poatibn to focus on sect affiliation and enforce residential
homogeneity despite turnover in the buildings and neighbourhoods. Once economic considerations are set
aside, StamforeHill householders are free to direct their attention to inteand intrasect relations and
emerging social patterns when choosing a residence.

The study reveals micreegregation dynamics operate at the level of the household as well as at the
neighbourhood levelThe research is pioneering in three respects: (1) using the conminaft mixed methods
in order to provide a useful technique for studying micro dynamics within a communistu(®) of a relevant
example of spatial interactions between population groups that are similar in many respects, while each is
interested in preerving its unique cultural identty and (3) the research find
regarding the symmetric relations between two groups by adding two essential pbh@aunique information
collected via irdepth doorto-door survey made it pasble to compare stated and revealed preferences at the
household level and to reveals powerful migration mechanisms that govern this segregation over two decades.
The religious affiliation of the building's inhabitants proves to be the motivating forabdafellers from all sects.
Non-Orthodox people living in Stamfoddill are leaving because Haredim from the two poles of the local social

spectrum—the highranked Satmar and lonanked Chabad-quickly occupy their vacated apartments. The
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Hassidic group ofdflin-Stolins plays the role of the most highly segregated sect, most anxious to congregate
with one another. Other Hassmsects of Bobov, Skver and Vizhniz avoid specific others in the building level,
such as the Chabad. Chabad is the only group paingst the same amount of attention to the number of
“friends” in a nearby building as i n t hedominatedwn .
areas. Whether Chabad tend to avoid other Hassidim or feel unwelcome by them, they are nessthelre
likely to move in with the marginal neidaredi and Satmar.

The study shows that micigegregation is not only inevitable but also desirable for maintaining the
diversity. The case studyof StamfordHill is a laboratory for studying micsegregatn, offers lessons to the
broad fieldofinnelc i ty dynamic processes. First, instead of
examined several groups residing in the same urban neighbour®ddt h o u g h ré&ealclevbas notn g ' s
basedon sut a highly specific group of the population, it stilbgvs that beside the basic urge to live among

“friends, individual s’ deci sions are affected by
belonging to higkstatus groups are mainheassitive to the fraction of people of their own sect. As assumed by
Scheling(199) , t hose individuals are satisfied with a s
insensitive to the proximity dddélongngt® mardginalandiostdtuse r s .
groups are selectively sensitive to the presence of others: in addition to preferring buildings hosting a sufficient
number of “fr i endsenvironmehtse with lave fractions eof individualso belonging to
inhospitable and high status groups. A second .cont
Despite theneed to study multfamily buildingsresearchersend to avoid studying multparametric situations

of this kind because of the multiplc i t y of “ clythersstarcdhisstutdyseipplies these clues

and managed to explore how the revealed behaviour of individuals maintains the diversity.

The micresegregation pattern could be relevant to many other ingéy situations, wherevarious
population groups live together in dense urban areads Thixed methodsesearch framework of culture
oriented micreresidential analysis, offers reasoned answers to defined situations in StatdfibréHowever,
this intensive, multimethod studyof a very specific religious and residential contextlso general enough to
be applied to other multparametric situations occurring in dense inf@ty neighbourhoods inhabited by
different groups and religious communities, like N#ark, Montreal, Machester and Jerusalem. From the
perspective of urban dynamics, the Haredi popul at
within a microcosm of small communities with bold leadership in the spatial organization of a densely
populatedurban area. A specific type of relationship between individuals and the community is needed for
constructing as well as maintaining such a spatial order. Analysing howreligeous identities shape
segregation dynamics, raises questions regarding tk@abmechanisms that created and continue to maintain
this segregationHowever, the research has several limitations. Firstly, the interviewees cooperated with the
researchers, but this may not be the case in other scenarios. Secondly, this type ofimesagronly be suitable
for inner-cities areas, and not applicable elsewhere. Thirdly, the proposed approach is costly and requires a

substantial investment of professional time for gathering detailed informatamther research may reveal the
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degree towhich micresegregation is a more general mechanism applicable for seemingly heterogeneous urban

spaces.
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