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I 

This i s  one o f  a  se r ies  o f  repor ts  oln the  f i n d i n g s  
of the  Nat ional  Jewish Populat ion Study sponsored by the  
Counci l  o f  Jewish Federat ions and Welfare Funds. This i s  
the  f i r s t  comprehensive na t i ona l  study made o f  the Jewish 
popu la t i on  o f  the  Uni ted States. 

The NJPS, under the  d i r e c t i o n  of D r .  Fred Massarik 
o f  the  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  of  Los Angeles and a  d i s -  
t ingu ished group o f  col leagues, was based on a  sample 
s c i e n t i f i c a l l y  chosen so as t o  be representa t ive  o f  the  t o t a l  
U.S. Jewish populat ion.  This sample included com?unities o f  
a l l  s izes  and i n  a l l  p a r t s  o f  the  country, w i t h  random samp- 
l i n g s  t o  inc lude Jews not  on any o rgan iza t i ona l  l i s t s  as 
w e l l  as those who were. 

Whi le the  NJPS data a r e  o f  i n t e r e s t  and value t o  many 
i n d i v i d u a l s  concerned w i t h  Jewish l i f e ,  the  Federat ions which 
f inanced the  study have as t h e i r  purpose the  use o f  t he  f i n d -  
ings i n  l oca l ,  regional  and na t i ona l  planning. The i n i t i a l  
s e t  o f  repor ts  w i l l ,  therefore,  be elements r e l a t i n g  most 
c l o s e l y  t o  these concerns. 

Each community w i l l  a l s o  now have f a c t s  which se t  a 
n a t i o n a l  perspect ive  f o r  i t s  own l o c a l  s i t u a t i o n .  I n  addi -  
t i o n ,  t he  p r o j e c t i o n s  f o r  the f u t u r e  made poss ib le  by the  
n a t i o n a l  study should enable Federat ions t o  a n t i c i p a t e  i n  
t h e i r  p lann ing  the demands brought about by changing popula- 
t i on  pa t te rns .  
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THE JEWISH POPULATION OF THE UNITED STATES I N  1970: A NEW ESTIMATE 

by 

I FRED MASSARIK AND ALVIN CHENKIN* I 

There were 5,370,000 Jews i n  the Uni ted States i n  1970. This  
es t imate  was der ived f rom the  f i r s t  na t i ona l  comprehensive sample 
study ever undertaken. 

The 5,370,000 persons were i n  Jewish households (de f ined as 
households t h a t  have one o r  more Jewish members). When Jewish 
res idents  o f  i n s t i t u t i o n s  a re  added, the number would be increased 
by up t o  50,000. 

The t o t a l  number o f  persons, Jewish and non-Jewish, i n  Jewish 
households, was 5,800,000. This  f i g u r e  i s  comparable i n  d e f i n i t i o n  
t o  the  l eve l s  u s u a l l y  c i t e d  i n  previous est imates o f  Jews. 

REGIONAL DISTRIBUTION -- 

Almost two- th i rds of t he  Jewish popu la t ion  were i n  t h e  Eastern 
p a r t  o f  the  country  (63.6 pe r  cent).  The Centra l  Region had 17.1 per  
cent  ( l a r g e r  than prev ious est imates) ; the  Western Reg ion  10.9 per  
cent  ( l ess  than previous est imates) ;  and the  South 10.9 pe r  cent.  
 a able 1) 

Previous est imates were based upon the  judgments o f  communities, 
i n  most cases w i thou t  ac tua l  research. They were the re fo re  suscep- 
t a b l e  t o  over- representat ion o f  a few la rge  communities, w h i l e  under- 
represent ing  the  popu la t ion  o f  smal l  communities i n  a region. 

- * The authors acknowledge the c o n t r i b u t i o n  o f  Professor Bernard 
Lazerwitz,  who i s  responsib le f o r  the  NJPS sample design and f o r  
t he  i n i t i a l  computations on which the  popu la t ion  est imates a r e  
based. 



TABLE 1 

PERSONS IN  JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS COMPARED BY MAJOR REG I O N S ~  - 1970 -- 

Reg ion  Persons 

East 3,690,000 

Centra l  990,000 

South 486,000 

West 632,000 

TOTAL 5,798,000 

Regions a re  de f ined as fo l lows:  

East -- Centra l  

Connect i cu t Arkansas 
De 1 awe r e  I 1  l i n o i s  
D is t .  o f  Columbia l nd iana 
Ma i ne l owa 
Mary1 and Kansas 

Massachusetts Michigan 
New Hamps h i r e  M i nnesota 
New Jersey Missour i  
New York Nebraska 
Pennsy 1 van i'a No. Dakota 

Rhode I s land  Oh i o  
Ve rmon t So. Dakota 

W i scons i n 

South 

Alabama 
F l o r i d a  
Georgia 
Kentucky 
Louis iana 

M iss i ss ipp i  
No. Caro l ina  
Oklahoma 
So. Carol ina 
Tennessee 

Texas 
V i r g i n i a  
W. V i r g i n i a  

Per Cent 

63.6 

17.1 

8.4 

10.9 

100.0 

West 

Alaska 
Arizona 
Cal i f o r n i a  
Co 1 o rado 
Haw8 i i 

l daho 
Montana 
Nevada 
New Mexico 
0 regon 

Utah 
Wash ing ton  
Wyomi ng 

- 
a - ~ u r t h e r r e f  inements i n  numerical computations, p a r t i c u l a r l y  reg iona l  

d i f f e rences  i n  response rates, may have the  e f f e c t  o f  somewhat reducing 
the  Centra l  and increasing the  South and West regional  estimates. 



EFFECT OF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN TWO POPULATION DEF l N IT IONS - 
While the average household s i ze  f o r  a l l  persons (Jewish and 

non-~ewish)  i n  Jewish households c lose ly  approximates three persons 
(2.98), the  average number o f  "Jewish persons i n  Jewish househol dsl1 
was 2.76. (Table 2) This i s  a d i f f e rence  o f  about 7.4 per cent. The 
d i f f e rences  i n  household s i ze  a re  apparent i n  Table 2. There are  more 
s i n g l e  person households i n  tabu la t i ng  on ly  Jews, and sma l le r  pro- 
po r t i ons  of u n i t s  w i t h  three o r  more Jewish members. 

TABLE 2 

PER CENT D l  STRl BUTIONS OF "JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS" 
BY NUMBER OF "ALL PERSONS" AND BY NUMBER OF JEWS 

Households C l a s s i f i e d  
by Number o f  

A1 1 Persons Present 

Number i n  Per 
Househo 1 d Cent - 

Households C l a s s i f i e d  
by Number o f  
Jews Present -- 

Number i n  Per 
Household Cent 

TOTAL 100.0 

Average S i ze 2.98(b) 

NR - Not Reported 
# - Less than .05 o f  one per  cent  
(a) - I n  two per  cent  o f  a l l  households reached, respondents revealed i n  the 

course o f  the in terv iew that,  r e f l e c t i n g  cu r ren t  a t t i t u d e s ,  the 
household contained no "JewishI1 persons. Here, non-Jewishness i s  
de f ined by the respondent's own descr ip t ion ,  al though some Jewish 
ancestry o r  he r i t age  would have been i n  evidence 

(b) - Data based on ly  on households interviewed; no adjustment f o r  presumed 
smal ler  household s i z e  among households where in terv iew cou ld  no t  be 
taken 



C0NVE:RS ION AMONG HOUSEHOLD HEADS --- 

A f u r t h e r  aspect a f f e c t i n g  Jewish popu la t ion  estimates 
i s  cc~nvers ion i n t o  o r  o u t  o f  Judaism, o r  informal change i n  the 
person 's  s e l f - d e s c r i p t  ion as Jew o r  non-Jew. There a r e  ind ica-  
t i o n s  t h a t  some persons s h i f t  t h e i r  own i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  
re1 ig ious-cu l  t u r a l  ideology, - as from being non-Jewish t o  being 
Jewish, o r  v i c e  versa, - by changes i n  t h e i r  personal a t t i t u d e s ,  
even though they do not  necessar i l y  conf i rm t h i s  change by formal 
convers ion. 

I n  t h i s  context,  TABLE 3, Heads o f  Jewish Households by 
Jewishness a t  B i  r t h  and Now, prov ides  re levant  in format  ion: 
nea r l y  95 per  cent o f  the  household heads included i n  the  NJPS 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they were born Jewish and a re  now Jewish. However, 
some 2.6 per  cent  are not  Jewish now and i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they were 
not  born Jewish, presumably represent ing mainly non-Jewish household 
heads i n  in termarr iages.  An a d d i t i o n a l  1.2 per  cent  were born Jewish 
but  a r e  no t  Jewish now i n d i c a t i n g  d r i f t  f rom o r  conversion ou t  o f  
Judaism. The reverse, not  born Jedish bu t  - now Jewish, accounts f o r  
1.1 per  cent  o f  household heads. 

For household heads a t  leas t ,  " loss11 due t o  conversion ou t  
i s  nea r l y  counter-balanced by convers ion l1 in1'. N ine ty -s ix  per  cent, 
more o r  less, were born Jewish. A s i m i l a r  p r o p o r t i o n  now i d e n t i f y  as 
Jewish. 

The f i n d i n g s  i n  TABLE 3 must be i n te rp re ted  w i t h  some cau t i on  
because f o r  household heads who have converted o u t  o f  Judaism o r  made 
a purposefu l  m v e  t o  completely c u t  t i e s  w i t h  anyth ing Jewish (and 
where associated household members a r e  l i kew ise  non-~ewish) ,  t he re  
may ble a tendency i n  ac tua l  f i e l d  operat ions t o  miss some o f  these 
households desp i te  the  d e f i n i t i o n s  employed. 

Fu r the rmre ,  the  p r o p o r t i o n  now non-Jewish i n  Jewish households 
would1 be h igher  i f  TABLE 3 was based on a1 1 i n d i v i d u a l  adu l t s  r a t h e r  
than on household heads only .  The key f a c t o r  i s  intermarr iage. There 
a r e  p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y  more households headed by soae one 65 and over  o u t  
o f  a111 households than there  a re  adu l t s  aged 65 and over ou t  of a l l  
adu l t s .  Since in te rmar r iage ra tes  a r e  heavier  i n  the  younger age 
groupls, TABLE 3 tends towards a minimal f igure .  Also, i n  intermarr iage, 
t he  male (genera l l y  c l a s s i f i e d  as the  household head where husband and 
w i f e  both a r e  present),  i s  more than tw ice  as l i k e l y  t o  be Jewish than 
the  female spouse. 



TABLE 3 

PER CENT DISTRIBUTION OF HEADS OF JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS 
BY JEWISHNESS AT BIRTH AND NOW 

$: Data not  a v a i l a b l e  on .2  o f  one per  cent o f  household heads 

TABLE 4 - Number o f  Jewish Grandparents - i s  cons i s ten t  
w i t h  t h e  f i n d i n g s  o f  the  prev ious Tables. N ine ty - f i ve  per  cent  
of  household heads repo r t  t h a t  a1 1 t h e i  r grandparents were o r  
a re  Jewish. A mixed p a t t e r n  of two o r  th ree  Jewish grandparents 
charac ter izes  s l i g h t l y  less than two per  cent, and an a d d i t i o n a l  
th ree  per  cent  t r a c e  t h e i r  o r i g i n s  t o  e n t i r e l y  non-Jewish grand- 
parenta l  ancestry.  

Jewish 

TABLE 4 

Not 
Jewish 

1.2 

2.6 

3 .8  

- 

_ 

NUMBER OF JEW I S H  GRANDPARENTS 
REPORTED BY HEADS OF JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS 

Tota l  

96.1 

3 . 7  

99.8-2 

Number o f  
Grandparents - 

Jewish 

Not Jewish 

Tota l  

Per Cent o f  To ta l  
Heads o f  Households 

94.9 

1.1  

96.0 

TOTAL 



STUDY BACKGROUND -. 

To assure representat iveness, the Nat ional  Jewish Populat ion 
Study took account o f  the va r ied  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  o f  the Uni ted States 
Jewish population,* i nc lud ing  i t s  geographic d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  and those 
no t  a f f i l i a t e d  w i t h  organized Jewish 1 i f e .  P r i o r  est imates er red  i n  
the  d i r e c t i o n  o f  h ighe r  l e v e l s  o f  Jewish i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  when on l y  
"master 1 i s t s l '  o f  known Jewish households were used as a bas i s  f o r  
in te rv iews and estimates, r a t h e r  than inc lud ing  i n  the  sample un- 
a f f i l i a t e d  Jews. Also, i n d i r e c t  procedures, such as est imates o f  
Jewish popu la t ion  by ana lys i s  o f  p u b l i c  school absences on Yom Kippur, 
have become less  accurate over  time; nor can Uni ted States Census 
data be d i r e c t l y  employed t o  i n d i c a t e  Un i ted  States Jewish popu la t ion  
s i z e  o r  d i s t r i b u t i o n .  No "re1 ig ious  preference" quest ion has been 
inc luded i n  a decennial  census nor, s ince  1957, (when a spec ia l  
Uni ted States Census sample addressed t h i s  issue o f  r e l i g i o u s  pre- 
ference) been included i n  sample p ro jec ts .  

F i n a l l y ,  many p r i o r  est imates o f  the  Uni ted States Jewish 
popu la t i on  have been der ived p r i n c i p a l l y  by "adding up" l oca l  
Jewish community estimates. These, i n  turn,  were obta ined by 
meanls o f  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  d i f f e r i n g  procedures, ranging from 
Iledu~cated guesses11 t o  r igorous  research. Whi l e  p r a c t i c a l  1 y  use- 
f u l ,  the  s c i e n t i f i c  v a l i d i t y  o f  these est imate basel ines was 
uncer ta in.  The NJPS used a s c i e n t i f i c  sample design t h a t  took 
s p e c i f i c  note o f  o v e r a l l  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  Jewish com~nuni t y  size, 
loci11 Jewish popu la t ion  concentrat ions,  and t h a t  reached marginal 
Jews as w e l l  as those normal ly  known by t h e i r  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  
Jewiish communal a c t i v i t y .  

THE NJPS DEF INAT I O N  OF ' JEW ISHNESS' 

To q u a l i f y  a household f o r  i nc lus ion  i n  the NJPS, a t  l eas t  
one person w i t h i n  i t  was requ i red  t o  be llJewishll. The chosen 
d e f i n i t i o n  was purposely broad: A I1screening secrion" i n  t he  i n t e r -  
v iew provided a formal basis  f o r  determining whether a person was 
t o  be considered I1Jewi sh", and whether the household the re fo re  was 
t o  be included i n  the  Study. I f  the  person responding provided 
a "yesff r e p l y  f o r  h imse l f  and/or for one o r  more household members 
t o  one o r  more o f  the  f o l l o w i n g  quest ions ...( 1) "was person born 
Jewish?"; (2 )  " i s  person Jewish now?''; (3) "was person's f a t h e r  
bor~n Jewish?"; (4) 'Iwas person's mother born Jewish?"; - ... the 
household was considered e l i g i b l e  f o r  inclusion i n  the NJPS. In  
p rac t i ce ,  beyond t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n ,  there  o f ten  occurred a rap id  
o v e r a l l  vo lun ta ry  a f f i rma t ion  t h a t  the e n t i r e  household was Jewish, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y  i f  a1 1 household members were character ized by 
a f f i r m a t i v e  r e p l i e s  t o  each of the f o u r  screening quest ions - o r  
a l t e r n a t i v e l y  a qu i ck  end t o  the i n te rv iew  i f  the  household c l e a r l y  
was no t  Jewish. 

I t  i s  these d e f i n i t i o n s  which d i s t i n g u i s h  between the  concepts 
' 'persons i n  Jewish  household^'^ and ''Jewish persons i n  Jewish house- 
hol1ds1'. The l a t t e r  inc lude on l y  persons who meet the ' sc reen ing  
sec t i on t  c r i t e r i a  g iven above. 
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