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- Contr ibu t ions  t o  Federa t ion  

I n  t he  t a b l e  on t h e  fol lowing pages is  a n  examination of t h e  chatac- 
teristics of  people and households t h a t  a r e  a s soc i a t ed  wi th  con t r ibu t ions  
of $LOO o r  more t o  t h e  Greater Hartford Jewish Federa t ion  during the  p a s t  
year .  For t he  e n t i r e  area and f o r  each group of towns, t h e  f i r s t  f i g u r e  
presented is  t h e  percentage of a l l  Jewish households t h a t  cont r ibu ted .  
Thus, 33% of a l l  households i n  t h e  e n t i r e  a r e a  gave a t  least $100. The 
f i g u r e s  t h a t  fo l low focus  upon t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  which most gene ra l l y  
made a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  rates ,of con t r ibu t ion ,  including:  
1 )  Household type -- when both husband and wife  had Jewish backgrounds 

c o n t r i b u t i o n s  w e r e  more f requent  than i n  mixed 
households o r  one person households. (The l a t t e r  
o f t e n  involve  e l d e r l y  and widowed persons of l im i t ed  
f i n a n c i a l  means.) 

2) Pro fe s s iona l  occupat ions  -- pr imar i l y  inc lud ing  phys ic ians ,  d e n t i s t s  
and lawyers. Such households a r e  more a f f l u e n t  and 
more l i k e l y  t o  con t r ibu t e .  (Households wi th  a pro- 
f e s s i o n a l  w e r e  about t w i c e  a s  l i k e l y  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  
a s  non-professional  households.)  

3) Members of synagogues -- more l i k e l y  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  than non-members. 
Th i s  d i f f e r e n c e  is  gene ra l l y  very  pronounced i n  t he  
c o r e  a r e a  (Bloomfield, Hartford and West Har t ford)  
and i n  east-of- the-r iver  towns. I n  o t h e r  west-of- 
the- r iver  towns, synagogue membership makes l i t t l e  
d i f f e r ence .  

4 )  Jewish i d e n t i t y  -- When i d e n t i t y  is  s t rong  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  a r e  more 
l i k e l y ,  and t h e  d i f f e r e n c e  is  s i z e a b l e ,  except i n  
West Har t ford .  Because of t h e  l a r g e  Jewish popula- 
t i o n  of West Har t ford ,  t h e  o v e r a l l  e f f e c t  of i d e n t i -  
t y  i n  t h e  e n t i r e  Hartford a r e a  is diminished. 

5) V i s i t i n g  Israel -- A r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  percentage of t h e  Hartford a r e a  
a d u l t  Jewish popula t ion  (28%) has ,  a t  some t i m e ,  
v i s i t e d  Israel; and those who have are a l i t t l e  more 
a p t  t o  have con t r ibu t ed  t o  I s r a e l .  However, d i f f e r -  
ences  by towns are marked. It is  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t he  
c o r e  a r e a  t h a t  v i s i t s  t o  I s r a e l  a r e  a s soc i a t ed  with 
h igher  c o n t r i b u t i o n  r a t e s .  

6 )  Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  -- People, i n  gene ra l ,  a r e  less i n t e r e s t e d  
i n  needs i n  Israel than i n  t h e  American Jewish com- 
munity. (See t a b l e  f i v e ,  page 32.) However, people 

I 

who are more concerned wi th  t h e  American Jewish com- 
munity a r e  less l i k e l y  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  Federa t ion .  

To i l l u s t r a t e ,  suppose a l l  t h e  Hartford a r e a  Jewish people  m e t  i n  t he  
audi tor ium of t h e  C i v i c  Center ,  and they w e r e  asked t o  s tand  up i f  they be- 
l i e v e d  most Jewish f i n a n c i a l  suppor t  should go t o  Israel r a t h e r  than s t a y  
he re  o r  be d iv ided  evenly.  Fewer than 15 percent  would s t and  up, bu t  over  
40 percent  of those  s t and ing  con t r ibu t ed  $100 o r  more l a s t  year .  On t h e  
o t h e r  hand, over  42 pe rcen t  would s t and  i n  f avo r  of emphasizing needs i n  
t h e  American Jewish community, bu t  on ly  25 percent  of them con t r ibu t ed .  



C o n t r i b u t i o n s  t o  Federa t i o n  

- 
E n t i r e  G r e a t e r  Har t fo rd  Area 

% C o n t r i b u t i n g  $100 o r  more 
t o  F e d e r a t i o n  i n  p a s t  yea r  

A l l  households  33 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households  

P r o f e s s i o n a l  o c c u p a t i o n s  1 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

S t rong  Jewish i d e n t i t y 2  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 

Avon - Farmington 

A l l  househo lds  35 

Household type  
A l l  J ewish  backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One pe r son  households  

P r o f e s s i o n a l  o c c u p a t i o n s  3 3 

Members of  synagogues 
Non-members of  synagogues 

S t rong  Jewish  i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish  i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  Israel 
Never v i s i t e d  Israel 

Pr imary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  i n :  
Needs i n  Israel 
American Jewish  community 
Eq ua 1 

l ~ o u s e h o l d  is c o n s i d e r e d  p r o f e s s i o n a l  i f  e i t h e r  s p o u s e ,  o r  a d u l t  head o f  
househo ld ,  is  a p r o f e s s i o n a l  ( i . e .  p h y s i c i a n ,  l awyer ,  d e n t i s t ,  e t c . )  

Z ~ u e s t i o n :  "Being Jewish  makes a  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  almost e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 
To a g r e e  i n d i c a t e s  s t r o n g  i d e n t i t y .  To d i s a g r e e  ( o r  b e  u n s u r e )  i n d i c a t e s  . . ,  



Eas. t 

4 

Contribution t o  Federation - 2 - 
X Contributing $100 o r  more 
t o  Federat ion i n  pas t  year  

A l l  households 3 5  

Household type 
A l l  Jewish. backgrounds 
Nixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Profess ional  occupations 59 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 

A l l  households 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Hixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Profess ional  occupations 

.Hembets of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Eyer v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
N e v e r  v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in: 
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 



Contribution t o  Federation - 3 - 
Z Contributing $100 o r  more 
t o  Federation i n  pas t  year Hartford 

A l l  households 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Professional  occupations 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish iden t i ty  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

EYer v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in: 
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 

North-Wes t 

A l l  households 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Professional  occupations 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Eyer v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i , t ed  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in: 
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jevish  community 
Equal 



Contribution t o  Federation - 4 - 
X Contributing $100. o r  more 
t o  Federat ion.  i n  pas t  ' y a r  Sinsbury - Canton 

A l l  households 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Profess ional  occupations 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 

Sou th-Eas t 

A l l  households 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Profess ional  occupations 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in: 
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equa 1 



Contributions t o  Federat ion - 5 - 

South-Wes t 
X Contributing. $100 o r  more 
t o  :Federation i n  pas t  year 

A l l  households 19 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Professional  occupations 38 

Members of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 

West Hartford 

A l l  households. 50 

Household type 
A l l  Jewish backgrounds 
Mixed r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds 
One person households 

Professional  occupations 5 6 

Hembers of synagogues 
Non-members of synagogues 

Strong Jewish i d e n t i t y  
Weak Jewish i d e n t i t y  

Ever v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  
Never v i s i t e d  I s r a e l  

Primary c h a r i t a b l e  i n t e r e s t  in:  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish community 
Equal 



It is d i f f i c u l t  prec ise ly  t o  compare cont r ibut ion  pa t t e rns  across  
d i f f e r e n t  a r e a s  because d i f f e r e n t  amounts of money ($5, $100, e t c . )  have 
been speci f ied  i n  the  quest ion i t s e l f .  

I n  Rochester, 78.6 percent contr ibuted any amount t o  t h e  l o c a l  United 
Jewish Welfare Fund i n  1981. This  was down from an estimated 93 percent 
i n  t h e i r  1961 study. The Rochester f i g u r e  f o r  1981 must be suspect ,  however, 
because much of t h e i r  sample w a s  taken from synagogue membership lists, and 
we have already noted t h a t  members a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  cont r ibute .  

I n  Boston, 44 percent contr ibuted any amount t o  the  l o c a l  Jewish Fed- 
e r a t i o n  i n  1975; down from 59 percent  who contr ibuted $5 o r  more i n  1965. 
(The authors  of the  Boston study concluded t h a t  there  was an a c t u a l  dec l ine  
i n  the  percent who contr ibuted and t h a t  i t  was not  due t o  the  $5 c r i t e r i o n  
i n  1965.) 

I f  w e  assume t h a t  about one-fourth of a l l  cont r ibutors  g ive  less than 
$100 t o  the  Greater  Hartford Federation, than giving pa t t e rns  i n  the Hart- 
f o r t  and Boston a r e a s  a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  a l ike .  The comparable percentage 
i n  Rochester is probably higher,  but  d i f ferences  i n  study design make it  
impossible t o  s t a t e  prec ise ly  how much higher. In  every community the re  
is  probably some tendency f o r  es t imates  t o  be in f l a t ed ;  t h a t  is, f o r  non- 
g ive r s  t o  claim they d id  cont r ibute .  (See methodological appendix two, 
pp. 103-104.) However, t h i s  " inf la t ion"  f a c t o r  may be about the  same i n  
a l l  t he  s tud ies  . 

I n  both the  Boston and Rochester s tud ies ,  the  percent who con t r ibu te  
is r e l a t e d  t o  t h e i r  family income. (Wealthy persons a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  
contr ibute.)  Given the  r e l a t i v e l y  high socio-economic s t a t u s  of the  Hart- 
ford  Area Jewish population (see page 56). a  somewhat higher percentage of 
the population might be expected t o  cont r ibute  than has i n  the  past .  

For planning purposes i t  should a l s o  be noted t h a t  both the  Rochester 
and Boston s t u d i e s  r epor t  a  decl ine  i n  the  percentage who have contr ibuted.  
(Both communities had e a r l i e r  s tud ies  t o  compare t o  t h e i r  more recent  
s tud ies  .) 
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