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Abstract
This paper uses recent data from the U.S. Census Bureau to examine the suburbanization and
extent of residential segregation among Southeast Asian Americans, including Hmong, Lao,
Cambodians, and Vietnamese. The evidence from the 2016-2020 American Community Survey
shows that between 1990 and 2020, Southeast Asians in the Minneapolis-St. Paul Metropolitan
Statistical Area (Twin Cities Metro Area) experienced substantial suburbanization. However,
the evidence also shows that residential segregation, which was in decline during the previous
decade (2000-2010), has seen a resurgence for all Southeast Asian ethnic groups, raising

concerns about inequality in terms of opportunities and outcomes for these groups.
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Introduction

In one of the earliest sociological works to deploy the term, Massey and Mullan
(1984:837) define spatial assimilation as “the process whereby a group attains residential
propinquity with members of a host society.” They continue, “In the United States, it has
generally involved the movement of minority groups out of established racial and ethnic
neighborhoods into a larger urban environment inhibited primarily by ‘nonethnic’ native whites”
(1984: 837). Massey and Mullan suggest that “spatial assimilation is a necessary intermediate
step between acculturation and other types of assimilation,” since where one lives affects his/her

access and exposure to a number of variables such as friendship networks, racial prejudice,

marriage, etc. (1984: 837). More recent studies define spatial assimilation similarly as the
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“movement by immigrant minorities away from ethnic enclaves and into communities where the
ethnic majority predominates” (Alba et al. 1999:447).

The movement of immigrant minorities from central cities to their less urban outskirts, or
immigrant suburbanization, is one important aspect of and a possible precursor to immigrant
spatial assimilation. According to Alba et al. (1999:447), “the identification of suburbanization
as a key step in the process of spatial or residential assimilation is well established for past
[European] immigrant groups.” However, suburbanization does not necessarily lead to spatial
assimilation for all minority groups or all immigrant groups. For, as Massey and Denton (1988b:
601) point out, whether or not suburbanization itself is a ‘key step’ in the process of spatial
assimilation depends on whether this process leads to greater racial integration. In other words,
if racial segregation remains high regardless of where minorities or immigrants live (e.g.,
suburban areas and central cities), then suburbanization may not necessarily result in residential
propinquity with Whites.

In this paper, we examine the occurrence of suburbanization and racial segregation
among a specific class of immigrants in order to assess whether suburbanization might lead to
greater integration and the extent to which these two processes might coexist. Specifically, we
use U.S. Census data to examine the suburbanization and segregation patterns of four Southeast
Asian former refugee groups—Cambodians, Hmong, Lao, and Vietnamese—within the
Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area of Minnesota between 1990 and 2020. We limit the
category of Southeast Asian to these four groups because their generally lower and more
heterogeneous social class backgrounds distinguishes them from other post-1965 immigrants
from Southeast and East Asia who have tended to be of higher social class status (Feliciano

2005, Rumbaut 1989, Zhou and Kim 2006). We address two central questions: 1) How and to
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what extent has the suburbanization of Southeast Asians changed in the Minneapolis-St. Paul
Metropolitan Statistical Area between 1990 and 2020, and (2) How has Southeast Asians’
suburbanization affected their degree of racial segregation in the central city and in the suburbs?

We aim to make two contributions to the literature on immigrant groups’ spatial
assimilation. First, we call attention to the problem of lumping various Asian American
subcategories into a single racial category, Asian, when studying racial segregation in the United
States Although past studies have suggested that that Asians are the least segregated among
racial minority groups (Massey and Denton 1987), we suspect that segregation levels vary across
Asian American groups. We show in this paper that despite living in the same state, Southeast
Asians’ degree of segregation differs from that of other Asians. Furthermore, we show that even
within the category of Southeast Asian refugees, there are between-group differences with
respect to suburbanization and segregation patterns.

Second, rather than side with one side or the other in the debate on whether minority
groups experience spatial assimilation or place stratification, we argue that certain immigrant
groups can experience substantial suburbanization alongside substantial residential segregation.
We call attention to the possibility that immigrant suburbanization may be qualitatively different
from white suburbanization and more similar to racial minority suburbanization but equivalent to
neither. We present evidence to show that immigrant suburbanization does not necessarily result
in residential propinquity with Whites and that, in some cases, immigrants’ segregation levels are
higher than White-Black segregation levels. Although identifying the social mechanisms that
could account for this complex phenomenon is beyond the scope of our paper, the available
evidence suggests that neither suburbanization nor segregation can be explained entirely by

immigrant groups’ SOCioeconomic resources.
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We will proceed as follows. First, we review the relevant literature and two theories on
minority residential process and outcome in the United States. Second, we provide a succinct
background of Southeast Asian former refugees’ resettlement in Minnesota. Third, we describe
our data sources and measurements. Next, we present the evidence on Southeast Asians’
patterns and levels of suburbanization and segregation. Then we discuss the findings and
conclude by discussing their implications.

Theoretical Models and Historical Trends in Suburbanization

The now voluminous sociological literature on internal migration and residential mobility
in the United States dates back to the early twentieth century (Burgess 1928). However, some of
the most intensive sociological research on racial segregation in the United States was conducted
during the Civil Rights era or, more specifically, the African American Civil Rights movement
(Bogue 1959, Duncan and Lieberson 1959, Taeuber and Taeuber 1969). Since the mid-1950s,
numerous social scientists, including sociologists and geographers, have sought to measure and
explain the causes and consequences of the two major racial categories’ (i.e., Whites’ and
Blacks’) spatial assimilation or its opposite, place stratification (Kantrowitz 1973, Kaplan and
Woodhouse 2004, Massey and Denton 1988a). Furthermore, the visible increase in the
immigrant populations from Latin America and Asia since 1965 has coincided with an increasing
number of studies on “new” racial minorities (i.e., Latinos and Asians) and immigrant groups’
processes of assimilation, including their degree of spatial assimilation or segregation in major
United States metropolitan areas (Alba et al. 1999, Massey and Mullan 1984, Massey and
Denton 1988a).

In the United States, two theoretical models of minority groups’ residential process and

outcome have been predominant. These are the spatial assimilation model and the place
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stratification model of minority residential process and outcome. We discuss each of these in
turn before discussing trends in suburbanization in the United States.

An underlying assumption of the spatial assimilation model is that as a minority group
achieves socioeconomic mobility and becomes more acculturated, its members, especially the
more upwardly mobile among them, will seek to “improve their spatial position in urban
society”’—that is, assimilate spatially (Massey and Denton 1988a:613). In other words, they will
relocate to perceivably better neighborhoods in order to try to increase their or their children’s
life chances (Massey and Mullan, 1984: 837-8; Massey and Denton, 1988b: 613). According to
Massey and Denton (1988a:613), “both socioeconomic mobility and acculturation reduce the
social distance between minority members and native whites, so the former’s entry into a
neighborhood does not spark hostility, resistance, and systematic out-migration by the latter.” In
short, this model predicts that “over time...social mobility and acculturation [will] bring about
the spatial assimilation of minority groups in urban society” (Massey and Denton 1988a:613).

The second model of minority groups’ residential process and outcome is the place
stratification model (Logan and Alba 1993). Rather than assume that a minority group’s
socioeconomic status or prior acculturation will lead them toward integration, this model posits
that the established and privileged residents of an area often “employ exclusionary strategems,
such as zoning regulations, to maintain their superior position” (Alba et al. 2014:3). “Among the
targets of exclusion are minorities such as African-Americans and Latinos, who thus find it
difficult or impossible to enter the best residential environments and must pay more than whites
to significantly improve their surroundings” (Alba et al. 2014:3). Because of exclusionary
practices, even as minorities undergo suburbanization, they may remain concentrated in areas

with a higher proportion of minorities and disadvantaged people rather than achieve residential
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propinquity with whites (Alba et al. 2014:3). In short, the place stratification model suggests that
exclusionary practices play a more important role than racial minority groups’ socioeconomic
mobility or acculturation in determining where they are able to live.

Rather than side with one side or the other debate on whether minority groups experience
spatial assimilation or place stratification, we argue that certain immigrant groups can experience
substantial suburbanization alongside substantial residential segregation. Neither the central
cities nor the suburbs are immune to residential segregation, but we expect segregation to be
greater in the central cities, where ethnic groups—that is, ethnic immigrants, the descendant of
ethnic immigrants, and natives—have had time to establish their communities and social
institutions. Although we do not expect residential segregation to increase over time, we also
make no assumption that residential segregation will inevitably decline over time. Instead, we
recognize that residential segregation could decline or increase depending on social, racial,
economic, and political circumstances, policies, or significant local or regional events.

Four decades ago, Schnore (1975:112) pointed out, “Just as there is no satisfactory
definition of ‘suburbs,’ so also is there no consensus regarding the meaning of
‘suburbanization.”” This remains the case today. Nevertheless, some have defined
suburbanization as the movement of people from the central city to its less urban outskirts within
the same metropolitan area (Frey 1979b). Others have defined it as “a process involving the
systematic growth of fringe areas at a pace more rapid than that of core cities, [and] a lifestyle
involving a daily commute to jobs in the center,” (Jackson 1985:13). Still, some point out that
suburbanization reflects “a political creation brought about by the division of urban space into
mutually exclusive units of local government” (Massey and Denton 1988a:596). In this paper,

we understand suburbanization to be a process in which people move to the suburbs—that is, the
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areas surrounding a central city, regardless of whether they moved from the central city or from
somewhere outside of the metropolitan area.

Since the 1980s, researchers have documented the levels of suburbanization and patterns
of residential segregation among four major racial categories: non-Hispanic whites, Blacks,
Hispanics, and Asians. Using 1970 and 1980 U.S. Census data on 59 major Metropolitan
Statistical Areas (SMSAs), Massey and Denton (1988a:597) found that, in 1970, Blacks (0.201)
had substantially lower levels of suburbanization compared to Hispanics (0.461) and Asians
(0.431). However, between 1970 and 1980, “the average black suburbanization increased
significantly, from 0.201 to 0.282 in 1980 (1988a:597). Despite the increases in Blacks’
suburbanization, however, “blacks, compared with other minority groups, remain highly
concentrated in central cities, and, within these areas, they experience very high levels of
residential dissimilarity and spatial isolation from non-Hispanic whites, especially in the
Northeast and Midwest” (Massey and Denton 1988a:621).

Contrary to Blacks’ suburbanization pattern, Massey and Denton (1988a:597) found that
the suburbanization of Hispanics stagnated in most SMSAs between 1970 and 1980. On the
other hand, Asian suburbanization “increased significantly in nearly all metropolitan areas”
during the 1970s (1988a:601). Furthermore, Massey and Denton observed, “even SMSAs with
well-established [Asian] enclaves, such as San Francisco, experienced considerable
suburbanization” (1988b: 601). These findings led Massey and Denton to conclude that “Asians
appear, therefore, to deviate from the traditional American immigrant pattern by bypassing inner-
city enclaves as a first step in the process of spatial assimilation” (1988a:601). The focus on
Asians as a whole category, however, may hide significant within-group differences with respect

to suburbanization.
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Some studies have found that among most post-1965 immigrants to the United States
suburbanization has tended to increase rather than decline over time. Using the 1980 and 1990
U.S. Census data, Alba et al. (1999) found that although the suburbanization levels of various
Asian and Latino immigrant groups differed from one another, suburbanization has generally
held steady or increased over time across all groups. For example, between 1980 and 1990,
Chinese, Filipinos, Koreans, Asian Indians, Vietnamese, Cubans, and Afro-Caribbean each
experienced increases in the percentage of their populations living in the suburbs. During the
same period, Mexicans experienced only a slight increase in the percentage living in suburbs.
Alba et al. (1999:453) suggest that ethnic groups’ different suburbanization trajectories may be
due to differences in average household incomes. Specifically, lower household incomes are
associated with residence in the central cities, whereas higher household incomes are associated
with residence in the suburbs. Alba and his collaborators note that “the Vietnamese are
somewhat less likely than other Asians to reside in suburbs [and that] [t]his may be a result of
their modest incomes and frequent refugee status™ (Alba et al. 1999:450).

More recent studies using U.S. Census data have found that Blacks, Hispanics and Asians
across various United States metropolitan areas continue to experience substantial levels of racial
segregation (Logan and Stults 2011). For instance, Logan (2013) points out that although black-
white segregation has gradually declined between 1980 and 2010, by the late 2000s, Blacks were
still, on average, highly segregated as indicated by their dissimilarity index (D) of 59.1. On the
other hand, the segregation level of Hispanics as well as that of Asians remained essentially
unchanged during this thirty-year period. By 2010, Hispanics’ dissimilarity index was 48.5

while Asians’ was 40.9, indicating the persistence of moderately high levels of segregation.
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Although several studies have examined either segregation or suburbanization among
United States immigrants (Alba and Logan 1991, Alba and Logan 1993, Alba et al. 1999, Allen
and Turner 1996, Clark and Blue 2004, Clark 2006, Dawkins 2009, Frey and Farley 1996,
Logan, Stults and Farley 2004, Martin 2007, Zhou and Logan 1991), since Massey and Denton’s
(1988a) article in the late 1980s, few studies have investigated the intersection between
immigrant groups’ suburbanization and their residential segregation (Zhou and Logan (1991),
Jones (2008), and Xiong and Pfeifer (2023) are some exceptions). This is surprising given that
these processes are probably intertwined in complex ways when it comes to immigrant groups
and their assimilation outcomes. As Kaplan and Woodhouse (2004:579) remind us, “Groups
vary considerably, not only in their cultural makeup but also in the financial, human, and other
resources they possess.” At the same time, the contexts that social groups encounter could vary
widely in terms of their “history, culture, economic opportunity, and [relationship with] the
political state” (Kaplan and Woodhouse 2004:579). Within the context of the United States,
many racial minorities, including those with incomes comparable to Whites, cannot simply pick
and choose which neighborhoods to move into or where to buy their homes (Darden and Kamel
2000). More often, their choices are constrained by the context or a set of circumstances not of
their choosing. For instance, individuals’ and families’ decisions to move or stay put might be
influenced by both economic and non-economic factors, such as their perception of how Whites
and other racialized minority groups who share their contexts might react to new residents.
Investigating immigrant groups’ suburbanization without paying attention to their racial
segregation gives us, at best, an incomplete understanding of immigrants’ lives in urban
American cities. Thus, we suggest that it is crucial to investigate immigrants’ suburbanization

alongside their segregation. Doing so might help us to not only understand both of these
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processes better but also broaden our understanding of the interracial dynamics in a certain place.
Understanding the interracial dynamics in a particular context could, in turn, help us to more
thoroughly assess immigrant groups’ relative degrees of assimilation.

The increased attention in the literature on racial categories and ethnic groups other than
Whites and Blacks suggests that scholars are trying to move beyond the black-and-white racial
paradigm when studying spatial assimilation in the United States. However, to date, little
research has examined the spatial assimilation of more recent Asian immigrant groups such as
Southeast Asian former refugees. Nevertheless, investigating the spatial assimilation of
Southeast Asian former refugees is important for at least two reasons.

First, although previous studies of immigrant spatial assimilation have yielded some
helpful information about this group, these studies have tended to lump various Asian and
Hispanic groups into single categories. However, as Alba and Logan (1991:453) point out,
“statistically convenient categories—such as ‘Asian’ and ‘Hispanic’—][are not only] unlikely to
capture adequately racial and ethnic diversity,” but could also be potentially misleading. The
assumption of Asian homogeneity, whether intended or not, is highly problematic for a number
of reasons. Unlike economic migrants from Asia, such as many Chinese, Koreans, and Japanese,
most Southeast Asians migrated as political refugees from the war-torn countries of Cambodia,
Laos, and Vietnam. Cambodians, Hmong, Laotians, and Vietnamese immigrated in irregular
‘waves’ starting in 1975. As political refugees, the majority of Southeast Asians, especially
those of later immigration waves, came with very limited financial and human capital (Rumbaut
and Ima 1988). Furthermore, during the late 1970s and throughout the 1980s, Southeast Asian
refugee groups were subjected to United States government-sanctioned policies that deliberately

dispersed and resettled them across various United States cities and states (Desbarats 1985).

10
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Unlike other Asian immigrants with substantial socioeconomic status (SES), most Southeast
Asians could not readily choose which neighborhoods to settle into. Given the policies of
dispersal and Southeast Asian refugees’ relatively low SES upon arrival, it is reasonable to
assume that Southeast Asian refugees have been more limited in their ability to choose where
they want to live compared to other higher-SES Asian and Latino immigrant groups. Yet, little
research has systematically examined how Southeast Asian former refugees’ residential patterns
have changed or remained the same since the 1980s.

Second, studying the suburbanization of Southeast Asian groups affords us the
opportunity to study another important aspect of spatial assimilation: residential segregation or
integration. At the time of this writing, most Southeast Asian refugees have been in the United
States for 40 to 50 years. Significant economic and social changes have occurred in their
communities over the last five decades (Cortes 2004, Kibria 1994). Yet, at present, we still
know little about Southeast Asians’ degrees of segregation from Whites as well as from various
other non-White racial categories, including Blacks, Hispanics, and other Asians. The
availability of U.S. Census data enables us to study how Southeast Asian former refugees have
adjusted to the changing and diverse demographics in major U.S. urban areas.

Background of Southeast Asians’ Resettlement in Minnesota

Southeast Asian refugees first arrived in Minnesota in 1976 (Downing et al. 1984). By
October 1984, the State’s Refugee Program Office estimated the total number of Southeast Asian
refugees to be about 26,000, which represented a little over one percent of the state’s general
population (slightly over 2 million). Of these, 10,000 were Hmong, 6,000 were Vietnamese,
6,000 were Cambodians, and 4,000 were Lao (Downing et al. 1984). Writing in the early 1980s,

Downing and his associates (1984:1) observed that, “the majority of Hmong, and Indochinese
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[Southeast Asian] refugees in general, are concentrated in the central cities” of the Minneapolis
and Saint Paul metro area.

Southeast Asian refugees, unlike other economic immigrant groups in the United States,
have experienced higher levels of poverty (Fujiwara 2005, Ong and Blumenberg 1994, Rumbaut
1989, Tang 2000, Xiong 2013, Xiong 2016, Zhou and Bankston 1998) and had a much more
difficult time accumulating financial capital. This is because most Southeast Asian refugees,
especially refugees of the later waves who were diverse in their class backgrounds, arrived in the
United States with very limited financial capital (Rumbaut 2001, Zhou and Bankston 1998, Zhou
and Xiong 2005). As such, in the late 1970s and early 1980s, homeownership was simply out of
reach for the vast majority of them. Nevertheless, Southeast Asians’ family and household
poverty levels have been declining since the 1980s and 1990s (Marsh 1980). As such, we can
expect that Southeast Asians are more able to engage in city-to-suburb migrations now compared
to 30 years ago.

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA was home to
2,968,806 persons. Of this, 86.1 percent were white, 5.3 percent were black, 4.1 percent were
Asian, 3.3 percent were Hispanic (of any race), and 2.1 percent were of mixed racial background.
By 2010, the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA population had grown to 3,154,469. The metropolitan
area was comprised of 78 percent non-Hispanic Whites, 7.5 percent non-Hispanic Blacks, 5.9
percent non-Hispanic Asians, 5.5 percent Hispanics, and 3.1 percent “Other.” Southeast Asians
made up the majority (51.2 percent) of the Asian population, not including Hawaiians and
Pacific Islanders, in this MSA (Bureau 2010). As one of the oldest places of Southeast Asian

refugee resettlement (1975-2006), the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA presents an ideal opportunity
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to observe the suburbanization and racial segregation/integration patterns of Cambodians,
Hmong, Laotians and Vietnamese over time. We focus attention on this in the rest of this paper.
Data Sources

Our primary data consist of the Decennial Census of Housing and Population for 1990,
2000, and 2010, and the 2006-2010 Public Use Microdata Sample (PUMS) data of the American
Community Survey. We also used census tract level data from the professional version of Social
Explorer to compute the dissimilarity indices as well as the proportion of Southeast Asian
suburbanization within the seven-county Minneapolis-St. Paul metropolitan area. In the rest of
this article, the terms non-Hispanic whites, non-Hispanic blacks, and non-Hispanic Asians (not
including Hawaiians or Pacific Islanders) respectively, as identified in the U.S. Census. The
term “Southeast Asians” refers to Cambodians, Hmong, Laotians, and Vietnamese collectively.
We refer to specific ethnic groups when appropriate. Admittedly, each Southeast Asian group is
comprised of persons from different immigration cohorts (e.g., some immigrated earlier than
others) as well as different generational cohorts (e.g., some were born abroad, others were born
in the U.S.). Given the limitations inherent in aggregated U.S. census tract data, we were unable
to distinguish between United States-born persons and foreign-born persons without losing
ethnic specificity (i.e., Hmong, Cambodian, Laotian, Vietnamese). As such, the category of
Southeast Asian actually includes persons who are immigrants as well as persons who are the
children of immigrants. Nevertheless, United States immigrant communities have rarely, if ever,
been comprised of solely foreign-born persons or families. In this paper, we are interested
primarily in immigrant group patterns and outcomes rather than in individual-level variables or

relationships.
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Definition of suburbanization. The United States Office of Management and Budget
(2013) defines metropolitan statistical areas (MSAs) as geographical areas that “have at least one
urbanized area of 50,000 or more populations, plus adjacent territory that has a high degree of
social and economic integration with the core as measured by commuting ties.” Analytically, a
metropolitan statistical area contains a core and a periphery. The U.S. Census defines a “central
city” as the city or set of qualifying cities with the largest population in an MSA (Berube and
Frey 2002:14). In 2000 and 2010, the Minneapolis-St. Paul-Bloomington MSA was comprised
of 13 counties, two of which are located in Wisconsin. These 13 counties included Anoka,
Carver, Chisago, Dakota, Hennepin, Isanti, Ramsey, Scott, Sherburne, Washington and Wright
counties in Minnesota and Pierce and St. Croix counties in Wisconsin. However, prior to that, in
1990, the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA consisted of only 11 counties (Anoka, Carver, Chisago,
Dakota, Hennepin, Isanti, Ramsey, Scott, Washington, Wright, and St. Croix counties). In 2020,
the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA was expanded to 15 counties and included Anoka, Carver,
Chisago, Dakota, Hennepin, Isanti, Le Sueur, Mille Lacs, Pierce, Ramsey, Scott, Sherburne,
Washington, Wright, and St. Croix counties.

Following the conventions of the U.S. Census Bureau, we define the suburban population
as the proportion of the population that resides outside of the central city but within the
metropolitan statistical area (Massey and Denton 1988a). We are aware of some of the
limitations of defining suburbs in this way (see, for instance, the discussion by Massey and
Denton, 1988b: 596). However, others have followed a similar approach in defining suburbs
(Berube and Frey 2002:14). In this paper, we count the cities of St. Paul and Minneapolis as the
“central city” of the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA and take the remainder of the MSA to be

suburbs. We will also refer to these areas as “metro central city” and “metro suburbs.”
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Definition of dissimilarity index. As one of the most widely used measures of residential
evenness, the index of dissimilarity measures the departure from evenness between two social
groups. This index ranges from 0 to 100, and represents the proportion of the minority
population that would have to move to another neighborhood in order to achieve an even
distribution across the larger geographic area under study (Massey and Denton 1988b:284). An
index score between 0 and 30 is considered low segregation, an index between 30 and 60,
moderate segregation, and an index score equal to or above 60 suggests that there is high
segregation between the two groups (Massey and Denton 1988a:605). A difference of less than
five points is usually considered a negligible difference (Kantrowitz 1973:15). The dissimilarity

index (D) is calculated as follows:

=1
Where, supposing that we are calculating the dissimilarity for blacks and whites, b;1s the black

population of the i areal unit (in our case, the census tract represents neighborhoods); B is the
total black population of the large geographic entity (in our case, MSA) for which the index of
dissimilarity is being calculated; w; is the white population of the i areal unit (census tract); and
W is the total white population of the large geographic entity for which the index of
dissimilarity is being calculated. When interpreting the results on segregation, we are aware that
the dissimilarity index may be inaccurate and less reliable when a group’s population is less than
1,000 (Wahl, Gunkel and Shobe Jr 2005:309). This is less of a concern to us in this paper since
the populations of the individual racial and ethnic categories (White, Black, Asian, Southeast
Asian, etc.) that we study number more than 1,000 within the Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA,
including its central city and suburbs.

In using the dissimilarity index, we are aware that it is one of at least five indicators of
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racial segregation, that none of these indicators is superior to the rest, and that no single indicator
can capture all the aspects of racial segregation. Given our research questions and considering
the constraints of space, we decided to use the dissimilarity index because it is one of the most
commonly used measures of racial segregation and therefore might enable us to compare our
findings with past findings.

Results

Demographics & Neighborhood Concentrations

Table 1: Population Distribution, Census 2020

Anoka Carver Dakota Hennepin Ramsey Scott Washington Total

Non-Hispanic White 283,436 91,429 328,845 332,580 852,045 117,972 211,750 2,218,057
Non-Hispanic Black 23,534 1,820 26,711 163,432 62,897 6,257 12,069 296,720
Non-Hispanic Asian 16,082 3,167 20,899 89,753 80,543 8,601 15,852 234,897
Southeast Asian 9,483 1,002 6,933 36,031 50,148 4,355 7,852 115,804
Cambodian 165 299 1,453 1,091 1,025 1,074 289 5,396

Hmong 6,292 160 1,391 22,727 45,091 219 6,098 81,978

Laotian 394 268 796 3,724 460 585 76 6,303

Vietnamese 2,632 275 3,293 8,489 3,572 2477 1,389 22,127

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, American Community Survey 2016-2020

As shown on the table, the Hmong population in Ramsey County, particularly in St. Paul,
is very large and, in fact, continued to grow from 31,777 in 2010 to 45,091 in 2020. During the
same decade, the Hmong population in St. Paul (not shown) increased from 26,625 to 34,542,
representing an increase of 30 percent. Most growth, however, seems to be on the East Side of
St. Paul, particularly in the areas bordering Maplewood near Lake Phalen (please refer to the
Appendix for the data on their concentrations). Over the decade, the Hmong population also
grew strongly in several East Metro suburbs near St. Paul including Maplewood, Little Canada,
Oakdale, Woodbury, Cottage Grove. In the West Metro, strong growth continued in Brooklyn
Center and particularly Brooklyn Park and some Anoka County suburbs such as Coon Rapids

and Blaine. Also, over the decade, more outlying far Northwest Metro exburbs near but outside
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of the 7-county metro in locales such as Elk River (Stearns County) and Buffalo (Wright
County) began to emerge.

In contrast to the Hmong, most of the largest residential concentrations of Vietnamese,
Lao and Cambodians in the Twin Cities Metro area were in suburban locations with much
smaller overall populations in particular residential communities. For the Vietnamese, the
largest residential concentrations were found in Shakopee in the far Southwest Metro,
Woodbury, east of St. Paul in Washington County and Brooklyn Park and Maplewood in
Northwest Hennepin County. The largest Lao residential concentrations were observed in
Brooklyn Park, Savage in Scott County and Chaska in Carver County, both in the Southwest
Metro. The modest sized Cambodian community showed its largest residential concentrations in
Eagan (Dakota County), Savage (Scott County), Eden Prairie (Southwest Hennepin County) and
Chaska (Carver County).
Trends in Southeast Asians’ Suburbanization

While all Southeast Asian American groups continue to experience suburbanization into
the 2020s, each group differs in the extent to which they have moved into the suburbs or
remained in the central cities. As shown in Figure 1, a majority (51.8 percent) of Hmong
Americans remain in the central cities (St. Paul and Minneapolis). Indeed, compared to the
Black population, of which 41.7 percent resided in the central cities, a larger proportion of the
Hmong population (51.8 percent) remained in the central cities. Hmong’s suburbanization rate
(48.2 percent) also pales in comparison to those of Laotians, Cambodians, and Vietnamese.

By 2010, Laotian Americans’ suburbanization was already quite high—at 83.3 percent.

By 2020, it remained virtually unchanged at 83 percent. Similarly, Vietnamese’s
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suburbanization rate remained unchanged between 2010 and 2020 at 82 percent. Cambodian’s

suburbanization increased slightly from 78.5 percent in 2010 to 83.4 percent in 2020.

Figure 1: Percent of Suburbanization by Ethnic Groups, 1990—2020.
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=@==Blacks 24.1 35.2 52.3 58.3

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 1990, 2000, 2010, 2020

The Extent of Residential Segregation

Table 2 shows increased dissimilarity indices across the board for all groups of Southeast
Asian Americans. Between 2010 and 2020, segregation between non-Hispanic Whites and
Southeast Asians increased by about 9 points (from D=56.5 to 65.4). By 2020, segregation
between non-Hispanic Whites and Hmong (D=77.4), non-Hispanic Whites and Laotians
(D=85.7), and non-Hispanic Whites and Cambodians (D=85.2) were especially severe.
Although not as severely segregated as the groups just mentioned, Vietnamese also experienced

high segregation (D=69.3). Interestingly, between 1990 and 2020, Hmong were the only
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Southeast Asian group to experience a small decline in segregation from non-Hispanic Whites
(declining from D=85.4 to 77.4).

Whether we are talking about Asians in the MSA in general or only Southeast Asians,
both have become more segregated from non-Hispanic Whites and non-Hispanic Blacks.
Interestingly, between 1990 and 2020, even as the segregation between non-Hispanic Whites and
non-Hispanic Blacks continued to decline, the segregation between non-Hispanic Whites and
non-Hispanic Asians (from D=41.3 in 1990 to 50.1 in 2020), and between non-Hispanic Whites
and Southeast Asians (from D=62.6 in 1990 to 65.4 in 2020) both increased. Furthermore,
between 2010 and 2020, segregation between non-Hispanic Blacks and Southeast Asians
increased by about 12 points (from 41.7 to 53.4). This 12-point increase is slightly more than the
9-point increase generated from non-Hispanic White and Southeast Asian segregation over the
same decade. However, Southeast Asians remain more segregated from non-Hispanic Whites

(D=65.4) than they are from non-Hispanic Blacks (D=53.4).

Table 2. Dissimilarity Indices by Ethnicity and Year, Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA, 1990-2020.

Dissimilarity Index Change between

Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA 1990 2000 2010 2020 2010 and 2020
NH White-NH Black 62.0 60.1 52.9 56.9 4.0
NH White-NH Asian 41.3 45.0 43.0 50.1 7.1
NH Black-Southeast Asian 48.4 40.3 41.7 53.4 11.7
Other Asian-Southeast Asian 55.0 57.4 52.5 60.9 8.4
NH White-Other Asian (non-SEA’ 30.2 33.7 37.9 48.7 10.8
NH White-Southeast Asian 62.6 63.3 56.5 65.4 8.9
NH White-Hmong 85.4 80.1 70.3 77.4 7.1
NH White-Vietnamese 48.3 50.3 46.9 69.3 22.4
NH White-Laotian 69.6 66.8 59.2 85.7 26.5
NH White-Cambodian 71.9 64.6 57.5 85.2 27.7

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 1990, 2000, 2010, 2020

19



Suburbanization and the Persistence of High Racial Segregation: Hmong and Other Southeast Asian Americans in the Twin Cities Metro
Area from 1990 to 2020 by Yang Sao Xiong and Mark Pfeifer, Hmong Studies Journal 28: 1-34.

Segregation in the Central Cities vs. the Suburbs

To what extent is the segregation within the central cities different from those of suburbs?
Table 3 shows that, with few exceptions, racial segregation increased by small to large amounts
across all of the ethnic groups and racial categories shown here in both the central cities (St. Paul
& Minneapolis) and in the suburbs (areas outside of the central cities but within the MSA).
Between 2010 and 2020, the segregation between Hmong Americans and non-Hispanic-Whites
increased from 70 to 75.1 within the central cities and increased from 60.1 to 74.2 within the
suburbs. In the same period, Vietnamese Americans experienced an increase in segregation from
non-Hispanic Whites in the central city (from D=75 to 79.8), and in the suburbs (from D=60.1 to
74.2). Laotian Americans experienced a significant increase in their segregation from non-
Hispanic Whites in both the central cities (from D=65.5 to 83.4) and the suburbs (from D=58.8
to 86.2). Similarly, Cambodian Americans experienced a significant increase in racial
segregation in both the central cities (from D=61.7 to 88.8) and the suburbs (from D=57 to 84.5).
Although we expected segregation to be lower in the suburbs, these numbers suggest that for
Southeast Asians, segregation was as about high in the suburbs as it was in the central cities.

If we take a longer view, then, Southeast Asian Americans’ segregation from non-
Hispanic Whites within the central cities increased from 64.2 in 1990 to 75.1 in 2020.
Surprisingly, in the suburbs, Southeast Asian Americans’ segregation from non-Hispanic Whites
increased from 44.8 in 1990 to 60 in 2020. Although Southeast Asians’ segregation in the
suburbs is less severe compared to that of their counterparts in the central cities, surprisingly,

segregation appears to have increased more rapidly in the suburbs. Laotian Americans and
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Cambodian Americans in the suburbs experienced the largest increases (by 27 and 28 points,
respectively) in segregation between 2010 and 2020.

The only exception to the general pattern of increased segregation was the segregation
between Other Asians and Southeast Asians in the central cities, which declined by about 4
points between 2010 and 2020 (see Table 3). Nevertheless, the situation in the suburbs is a
different one. By 2020, Other Asians and Southeast Asians remained significantly segregated
(D=63) from each other in the suburbs. Indeed, the data indicate that Other Asians and Southeast
Asians were about as segregated, if not more segregated from each other in the suburbs (D=63.1)

than non-Hispanic Whites and Southeast Asians (D=60) were segregated in the suburbs.

Table 3. Dissimilarity Indices by Ethnicity and Year, Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA, 1990-2020.

Change between 2010

1990 2000 2010 2020 and 2020

Minneapolis-St. Paul MSA Central City Suburbs Central City Suburbs Central City Suburbs Central City Suburbs Central City Suburbs
NH White-NH Black 56.4 42.2 51.8 47.6 49.6 46.8 53.2 54.7 3.6 7.9
NH White-NH Asian 51.4 29.6 51.1 36.3 53.4 37.6 59.4 45.6 6.0 8.0
NH Black-Southeast Asian 52.1 36.8 44.2 33.0 48.4 35.7 55.5 51.9 7.1 16.2
Other Asian-Southeast Asian 52.9 39.8 59.7 40.6 57.5 45.7 53.8 63.1 -3.7 17.4
NH White-Other Asian (non-SEA) 35.4 27.9 30.7 34.4 37.0 38.2 49.3 47.9 12.3 9.7
NH White-Southeast Asian 64.2 44.8 63.6 47.7 70.0 45.7 75.1 60.0 5.1 14.3
NH White-Hmong 72.1 82.5 70.0 65.2 75.0 60.1 79.8 74.2 4.8 14.1
NH White-Vietnamese 53.4 46.7 52.7 49.7 48.5 47.1 68.8 69.5 20.3 22.4
NH White-Laotian 67.8 68.2 63.9 66.0 65.5 58.8 83.4 86.2 17.9 27.4
NH White-Cambodian 70.7 70.7 62.3 65.1 61.7 57.0 88.8 84.5 27.1 27.5

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 1990, 2000, 2010, 2020

Racial Segregation in the Twin Cities MSA

Table 4 shows the extent of residential segregation among six categories of population
within the 7-county St. Paul-Minneapolis MSA. We focus on the two counties with the largest
populations of Hmong and other Southeast Asians: Hennepin County and Ramsey County.
From 1990 to 2020, the segregation between non-Hispanic Whites and Southeast Asians within
Hennepin County increased from moderate segregation to high segregation (from D=53.8 to

68.2). During the same period and in the same county, Hmong’s high segregation from non-
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Hispanic Whites remained almost unchanged (from D=83.8 to 82.8). Vietnamese’s segregation
from non-Hispanic Whites increased from moderate to high segregation (from D=42.6 to 64.6).
Laotian’s segregation from non-Hispanic Whites appears to increase from moderate to high
(from D=66.2 to 80.6). However, as Laotians’ population in Hennepin County in 2020 was less
than 1,000 persons, caution should be taken when interpreting this result. Cambodians’
segregation from non-Hispanic Whites increased significantly from moderate to very high
segregation (D=64.5 to 87.9). In general, for most Southeast Asian groups, the largest changes

(increases) occurred between 2010 and 2020.

Meanwhile, in Ramsey County, from 1990 to 2020, the segregation of Hmong and non-
Hispanic Whites gradually declined from 1990 to 2010, but resurged between 2010 and 2020.
The same general pattern of decline from 1990 to 2010 occurred among Vietnamese, Laotians,
and Cambodians. However, just as it did for Hmong, between 2010 and 2020, racial segregation
also increased for Vietnamese, Laotians, and Cambodians. It is possible that changed social
circumstances within Minnesota and/or U.S. society are responsible for this resurgence in racial

segregation.
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Table 4. Dissimilarity Indices by Ethnicity and Year, by County, 1990-2020.

Dissimilarity Index Change
between 2010
County 1990 2000 2010 2020 and 2020 Type of Change
Anoka County
White-Black 34.4 41.1 38.1 47.5 9.4 Small increase
White-Southeast Asian 41.4 37.5 29.3 42.4 13.1 Moderate increase
White-Hmong 87.7 46.3 27.9 51.3 23.4 Moderate increase
White-Vietnamese 47.5 459 43.5 65.6 22.1 Moderate increase
‘White-Laotian* 71.8 61.8 50.0 82.6 32.6 Large increase
White-Cambodian* 69.6 65.4 53.8 93.3 39.5 Large increase
Carver County
White-Black* 31.9 32.6 33.0 48.8 15.8 Moderate increase
White-Southeast Asian 47.8 37.7 32.8 56.0 23.2 Moderate increase
‘White-Hmong* 80.5 79.5 63.5 86.2 22.7 Moderate increase
White-Vietnamese* 53.3 41.4 41.8 71.3 29.5 Moderate increase
‘White-Laotian* 64.0 49.6 39.3 78.5 39.2 Large increase
White-Cambodian* 68.9 63.1 443 82.4 38.1 Large increase
Dakota County
White-Black 33.1 32.6 34.7 45.9 11.2 Small increase
White-Southeast Asian 41.4 34.7 27.8 49.6 21.8 Moderate increase
White-Hmong 72.0 50.8 36.8 76.3 39.5 Large increase
White-Vietnamese 437 40.6 32.7 57.3 24.6 Moderate increase
White-Laotian* 51.9 48.3 442 81.1 37.0 Large increase
White-Cambodian* 63.2 55.0 40.3 76.2 35.9 Large increase
Hennepin County
White-Black 60.8 57.8 49.5 53.5 4.0 Small increase
White-Southeast Asian 53.8 57.8 58.4 68.2 9.8 Small increase
White-Hmong 83.8 78.6 75.4 82.8 7.4 Small increase
White-Vietnamese 42.6 45.8 44.6 64.6 20.0 Moderate increase
White-Laotian* 66.2 63.7 60.0 80.6 20.7 Moderate increase
White-Cambodian 64.5 56.6 52.3 87.9 35.6 Large increase
Ramsey County
White-Black 54.6 53.3 46.7 49.9 32 Small increase
White-Southeast Asian 66.1 65.1 60.1 64.7 4.6 Small increase
White-Hmong 74.4 70.9 63.7 67.4 3.7 Small increase
White-Vietnamese 46.4 46.9 43.5 67.2 23.7 Moderate increase
White-Laotian 69.1 68.1 56.1 92.6 36.5 Large increase
White-Cambodian 70.3 58.6 56.8 86.2 29.4 Moderate increase
Scott County
White-Black 36.5 32.5 38.7 56.9 18.2 Moderate increase
White-Southeast Asian 63.3 52.8 42.1 51.0 8.9 Small increase
‘White-Hmong* 78.7 76.6 40.4 74.9 34.5 Large increase
White-Vietnamese 62.0 52.9 41.6 66.3 24.7 Moderate increase
White-Laotian* 70.4 53.7 41.7 79.1 37.4 Large increase
White-Cambodian* 83.9 59.9 46.8 68.3 21.5 Moderate increase
Washington County
White-Black 47.4 39.8 39.2 44.8 5.6 Small increase
White-Southeast Asian 41.0 36.2 33.9 49.6 15.8 Moderate increase
White-Hmong 71.4 38.7 35.8 56.9 21.1 Moderate increase
White-Vietnamese 45.2 42.9 42.1 73.3 31.2 Large increase
‘White-Laotian* 76.9 66.4 51.9 95.2 433 Large increase
White-Cambodian* 88.2 70.6 47.6 88.0 40.4 Large increase

*The population of the minority group was less than 1,000 as of the 2020 census. The dissimilarity index does not provide an
accurate measure of segregation when a group is less than 1,000; caution should be taken when interpreting results.

Notes:

Southeast Asian includes Cambodians, Hmong, Laotians, and Vietnamese

Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 1990, 2000, 2010, 2020
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Interestingly, although Hmong Americans experience high segregation (D>60) in both
Ramsey and Hennepin counties, Hmong Americans are more segregated in Hennepin County
(D=82.8) than they are in Ramsey County (D=67.4). As previously mentioned, Hmong’s
segregation from non-Hispanic Whites in Hennepin County was already quite high in 1990
(D=83.8). What is most revealing is that over the course of 30 years, very little change occurred
in their level of segregation. This is even more surprising considering the significant
suburbanization that Hmong Americans had experienced in the St. Paul-Minneapolis MSA

between 1990 and 2020.

Discussion and Conclusion

The major findings of our study are that many members of all Southeast Asian American
groups, including Hmong, engaged in suburbanization over the past three decades. However,
while there has been significant suburbanization, high levels of racial segregation persist.
Although we did not expect Hmong and other Southeast Asians’ racial segregation to sharply
decline, we were surprised that their racial segregation changed very little and, in some cases,
increased significantly over time. In contrast to other Southeast Asians, a majority of Hmong
continues to reside in the central cities. Indeed, compared to the Black population, a larger
proportion of the Hmong population remained in the central cities. Additionally, Hmong’s
segregation in the central city is also one of the highest (D=79.8)—much higher than that of non-
Hispanic Whites and Blacks in the central cities (D=53.2). Finally, the evidence shows that
Hmong are more segregated in Hennepin County than they are in Ramsey County.

Although Southeast Asians’ segregation in the suburbs is less severe compared to that of
their counterparts in the central cities, segregation appears to have increased more rapidly in the

suburbs. While more research is needed to identify the sources and factors that could contribute
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to rapid segregation within the suburbs within the St. Paul-Minneapolis MSA, one possible
factor might be the phenomenon known as “white flight.” As past researchers have documented,
white flight entails the migration of middle-class Whites away from areas that they used to live
or go to school, but have come to see as undesirable due to perceived or actual shifts in in-
migration and/or the demographics of an area, such as perceived or real increases in racialized
minority residents or students in a central city or suburb, in order to avoid racialized minorities
and maintain or move into majority-White communities (Frey 1979a, Frey 1979b, Kruse 2005,
Kye 2018). Whereas in the past, white flight involved Whites moving away from the central
cities to suburbs, in more recent decades, it involves Whites moving away from “less desirable”
or “less affluent” suburbs into “more desirable” suburbs.

Despite persistent racial segregation and the systemic harms of segregation (e.g., limited
access to housing, schools, resources, representation, services, etc.) to racialized communities,
Hmong Americans have utilized whatever ethnic capital—i.e., ethnic community financial,
human, cultural and social capital—they can muster to live, work and engage with other
communities and social and political institutions in the Twin Cities metro area. At the time of
this writing, at least 18 Americans of Hmong descent hold elected offices within the state of
Minnesota, including newly elected St. Paul Mayor Kaohly Vang Her and nine Minnesota State
legislators of Hmong descent. At the same time, U.S. society is experiencing one of the most
violent, most racially divisive and politically volatile periods in U.S. history. Given this difficult
set of circumstances and the persistence of high levels of racial segregation in many American
cities, including the Twin Cities, we will need level minded, conscientious, courageous, and just

people and leaders to help us navigate the treacherous roads head.
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Appendix

Population Concentrations in the Twin Cities Metro Area by Ethnic Group, Census Tracts

by Rank

Hmong Alone or in any Combination

Geographic Area Total Location

Census Tract 307.03, Ramsey County 1847 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 306.01, Ramsey County 1748 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 307.02, Ramsey County 1692 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 346.02, Ramsey County 1545 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 317.02, Ramsey County 1543 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 316, Ramsey County 1537 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 307.04, Ramsey County 1479 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 268.14, Hennepin County 1426 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 318.01, Ramsey County 1349 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 305, Ramsey County 1311 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 310, Ramsey County 1278 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 346.01, Ramsey County 1245 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 347.01, Ramsey County 1241 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 268.16, Hennepin County 1172 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 308, Ramsey County 1159 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 203.03, Hennepin County 1158 Brooklyn Center
Census Tract 309, Ramsey County 1079 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 268.1, Hennepin County 1064 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 318.02, Ramsey County 1059 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 345, Ramsey County 1031 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 347.02, Ramsey County 1023 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 423.02, Ramsey County 1020 Maplewood
Census Tract 311, Ramsey County 1011 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 424.02, Ramsey County 950 Maplewood
Census Tract 317.01, Ramsey County 945 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 306.02 Ramsey County 899 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 268.18, Hennepin County 866 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 315, Ramsey County 841 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 374.03, Ramsey County 821 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 268.15, Hennepin County 810 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 424.01, Ramsey County 784 Maplewood
Census Tract 374.02, Ramsey County 757 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 425.01, Ramsey County 750 Maplewood
Census Tract 203.04, Hennepin County 747 Brooklyn Center
Census Tract 427, Ramsey County 747 North St. Paul
Census Tract 326, Ramsey County 707 St. Paul Frogtown
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Vietnamese Alone or in any Combination

Geographic Area Total Location

Census Tract 803.04, Scott County 645 Shakopee

Census Tract 803.05, Scott County 526 Shakopee

Census Tract 710.23, Washington County 488 Woodbury
Census Tract 268.23, Hennepin County 487 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 267.22, Hennepin County 337 Maple Grove
Census Tract 308, Ramsey County 335 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 202.02, Hennepin County 328 Brooklyn Center
Census Tract 803.07, Scott County 327 Shakopee

Census Tract 268.14, Hennepin County 312 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 268.16, Hennepin County 312 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 268.26, Hennepin County 288 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 508.19, Anoka County 257 Blaine

Census Tract 316, Ramsey County 252 St. Paul East Side
Census Tract 268.12, Hennepin County 242 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 421.01, Ramsey County 226 Little Canada
Census Tract 426.02, Ramsey County 215 North St. Paul
Census Tract 608.41, Dakota County 207 Apple Valley
Census Tract 607.48, Dakota County 202 Burnsville
Census Tract 608.26, Dakota County 202 Apple Valley
Census Tract 508.26, Anoka County 201 Blaine

Census Tract 802.08, Scott County 199 Savage

Census Tract 810.01, Scott County 192 Spring Lake Twp
Census Tract 85, Hennepin County 188 South Minneapolis
Census Tract 254.01, Hennepin County 186 Bloomington
Census Tract 268.22, Hennepin County 177 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 268.24, Hennepin County 174 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 709.06, Washington County 168 Oakdale

Census Tract 421.02, Ramsey County 165 Little Canada
Census Tract 327, Ramsey County 163 St. Paul Frogtown
Census Tract 508.20, Anoka County 162 Blaine

Census Tract 710.19, Washington County 162 Woodbury
Census Tract 610.10, Dakota County 156 Rosemount
Census Tract 326, Ramsey County 153 St. Paul Frogtown
Census Tract 802.07, Scott County 152 Savage

Census Tract 268.15, Hennepin County 152 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 608.25, Dakota County 152 Apple Valley
Census Tract 508.24, Anoka County 138 Blaine

Census Tract 268.18, Hennepin County 134 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 502.40, Anoka County 147 Centerville
Census Tract 607.09, Dakota County 147 Burnsville
Census Tract 608.39, Dakota County 146 Apple Valley
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Census Tract 802.02, Scott County 144 Savage

Census Tract 258.01, Hennepin County 143 Bloomington
Census Tract 1255, Hennepin County 143 Central Minneapolis
Census Tract 607.28, Dakota County 139 Apple Valley
Census Tract 267.17, Hennepin County 135 Maple Grove
Census Tract 512.01, Anoka County 130 Columbia Heights
Census Tract 342.01, Ramsey County 128 St. Paul Downtown
Census Tract 508.16, Anoka County 126 Blaine

Census Tract 607.32, Dakota County 125 Eagan

Census Tract 325, Ramsey County 125 St. Paul Frogtown
Census Tract 215.04, Hennepin County 123 New Hope
Census Tract 260.26, Hennepin County 122 Eden Prairie
Census Tract 710.14, Washington County 116 Woodbury
Census Tract 256.05, Hennepin County 116 Bloomington
Census Tract 1049.02, Hennepin County 115 Central Minneapolis
Census Tract 608.31, Dakota County 113 Farmington
Census Tract 508.10, Anoka County 111 Blaine

Census Tract 907.02, Carver County 108 Chaska

Census Tract 607.35, Dakota County 101 Eagan

Lao Alone or in any Combination

Geographic Area Total Location

Census Tract 268.14, Hennepin County 378 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 268.15 Hennepin County 244 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 268.12, Hennepin County 197 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 802.09, Scott County 171 Savage

Census Tract 907.03, Carver County 156 Chaska

Census Tract 249.04, Hennepin County 151 Richfield

Census Tract 268.16, Hennepin County 150 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 269.06, Hennepin County 134 Champlin

Census Tract 806, Scott County 132 Shakopee

Census Tract 802.02, Scott County 126 Savage

Census Tract 213, Hennepin County 125 Robbinsdale
Census Tract 608.33, Dakota County 124 Lakeville

Census Tract 252.01, Hennepin County 120 Bloomington
Census Tract 269.10, Hennepin County 113 Dayton

Census Tract 508.16, Anoka County 102 Blaine

Census Tract 1041, Hennepin County 101 Central Minneapolis
Census Tract 268.19, Hennepin County 99 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 203.04, Hennepin County 98 Brooklyn Center
Census Tract 316, Ramsey County 98 St. Paul Eastside
Census Tract 803.07, Scott County 86 Shakopee

Census Tract 268.11, Hennepin County 86 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 271,02, Hennepin County 78 Corcoran
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Census Tract 212, Hennepin County 72 Robbinsdale
Census Tract 204, Hennepin County 64 Brooklyn Center
Census Tract 312, Ramsey County 62 St. Paul Como-Midway
Census Tract 325, Ramsey County 59 St. Paul Frogtown
Census Tract 1034, Hennepin County 57 North Minneapolis
Census Tract 304, Ramsey County 57 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 268.25, Hennepin County 55 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 909.01, Carver County 50 Chaska
Cambodian Alone or in any Combination

Geographic Area Total Location

Census Tract 607.16, Dakota County 349 Eagan

Census Tract 802.08, Scott County 199 Savage

Census Tract 260.27, Hennepin County 180 Eden Prairie
Census Tract 908.01, Carver County 179 Chaska

Census Tract 314, Ramsey County 145 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 607.46, Dakota County 138 Burnsville

Census Tract 802.09, Scott County 137 Savage

Census Tract 38.02, Hennepin County 138 Central Minneapolis
Census Tract 802.04, Scott County 134 Savage

Census Tract 809.08, Scott County 133 Prior Lake

Census Tract 267.26, Hennepin County 114 Maple Grove
Census Tract 803.06, Scott County 110 Shakopee

Census Tract 607.39, Dakota County 109 Apple Valley
Census Tract 305, Ramsey County 106 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 608.32, Dakota County 96 Farmington
Census Tract 911, Carver County 94 Carver/Dalgren Twp
Census Tract 709.09, Washington County 86 Oakdale

Census Tract 304, Ramsey County 82 St. Paul North End
Census Tract 267.25, Hennepin County 79 Maple Grove
Census Tract 809.07, Scott County 76 Prior Lake

Census Tract 315, Ramsey County 76 St. Paul East Side
Census Tract 604.02, Dakota County 72 South St. Paul
Census Tract 608.29, Dakota County 70 Apple Valley
Census Tract 607.48, Dakota County 68 Burnsville

Census Tract 424.01, Ramsey County 66 Maplewood
Census Tract 710.25, Washington County 65 Woodbury

Census Tract 22, Hennepin County 64 North Minneapolis
Census Tract 601.04, Dakota County 64 West St. Paul
Census Tract 802.06, Scott County 64 Savage

Census Tract 608.36, Dakota County 59 Lakeville

Census Tract 801, Scott County 55 Savage

Census Tract 608.06, Dakota County 54 Apple Valley
Census Tract 425.04, Ramsey County 51 Maplewood
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Census Tract 268.14, Hennepin County 50 Brooklyn Park
Census Tract 423.01, Ramsey County 50 Maplewood

Source: 2020 U.S. Decennial Census, Detailed Demographic and Housing Characteristics File A,
Hmong Alone or in any Combination
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