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Introducuon to the CJF 1990 National Jewish ropulation Survey

In 1988, the Counci! of Jewish Federations
{CJFY agreed w conduct a National Jewish
Papulation Survey (N]JIS) during 1990.
This followed an initial recommendation
of the Qcrober 1987 World Conference
on Jewish Demography in Jerusalem which
was endorsed hy the Council's National
Technical Advisury Committee on Jewish
Population Studies (NTAC)

The Council of Jewish Federations is |

the continental association of 189 Jewish
Federations, the central community or-
ganizations which serve nearly 800 local-
itics in the United Srates and Canada.
Federations in turn work with constituent
agencies and the volunrary sector to
enhance the social weltare of the Jewish
community in arcas such as aging, youth
services, education and refugee
resettlement. Estahlished in 1932, CJF
helps strengthen the work and the impact
of Jewish Federations by developing pro-
grams to meet changing needs, providing
an exchange of successiul communiry
experiences, estahlishing guidelines for
fund raising and operations and engaging
in jeint plapning and acrion on comimon
purposes dealing with local, regional and
internarional needs.

A National Jewish Population Study was
conducred by CJF in 1970-71. Significant
chanpes have taken place since then in
the social, demographic and religious
structure of the American Jewish com-
munity which demonstrated the need for
a new study, Furthermore, although
approximately 60 communities have
conducted local Jewish population srudies
since 1970, rheir scope and consistency
vary considerably and generally do not
cover smaller cormmunities or rural areas.®

Following the recommendation of the
NTAC, CJF commissioned 1CR Survey
Research Group of Media, PA, to under-
take a national sample survey of 2,500
households drawn from a qualificd
universe of households containing ar least

one person identified as currently or pre-
viously Jewish. This sample was to be
obrained by random digit dialed (RDD)
relephone interviews. The main, final
stage of the data coliection was timed to
oceur in 1990 following the ULS. Census,
therehy insuring maximum comparability
berween the Jewish survey dara and census
statistics. The interviewing period (late
spring and early summer} is a time when
mast collepe students can be reached in
their families wsidences and uther dwell-
ing places that are more permanent than
Jormirories. The interviewing period is
also commensurate with the time that
most sunbelr parr year residents are in
their more permanent homes.

For approximately one year preceding
the survey, bepinning in April 1989, ICR
conducted Stage [ of the National Jewish
Population Survey (NJT'S). This entailed
incorporating 1 series of four screening
questions inte its twice weekly general
market Excel telephone surveys ro obtain
a random sample to determine Jewish
qualification and recruittaent of house-
holds. The four screening questions in
Stage | were asked in the following order:

1. What is your religion?
If not Jewish, then . ..

2. Do you or anyone else in the
household consider themselves
Jewish? If no, then . . .

3. Were you or anyone else in the
household raised Jewish?
If no, then . ..

4, Do you or anyone else in the
household have a Jewish parent!

This screening stage of the survey
obtained informartion cn the religious
preference of 125,813 randomly selecred
adult Americans and the Jewish qual-
ificarion of their houscholds. 1t was
Jdetermined initially that 5,146 households

* For further mformation on the rationale for the 1990 NJTS, sce Sidney Goldstein and Steven
FHuberman, A Handle on the Future - The Potential of the 1990 Survey for American Jeury, New York,
North American Jewish Data Bank Repring Series #4, 1988,

contained at least one person who qual-
ified as “Jewish” or Jewishly affiliated as
derermined by the screening questions.
During Stage [1, the inventory stage,
attempts were made to re-contact house-
helds o re-qualify potential respondents
and sclicit participation in the 1990 NJPS,
During this procedure, a number of
potential respondents dropped out of the
survey sample due to changes in household
compasition or to disqualificarion ypon
further review.

Stage 11, the final interviewing stage

of the survey, yielded a total of 2,441
completed interviews with qualified re-
spondents. The statistics reported here are
drawn from these househalds. Through a
process of scientific weighting procedures,
utilizing all 125,813 Srage [ interviews, the
satnple of Jewish households represents
about 3.2 million American households
nationally.

The survey interviews collected in-
formation about every member of the
]‘IOUSEhOId. ThUS' thC ﬁtlld\/' WS ﬂble fey
ascertain important personal information
about 6,514 persons in the surveyed
households. Appropriate weighting pro-
cedures indicare that the number of per-
sons in the surveyed houscholds represents
abour 8.1 millien individual Americans,
a number of whom are not themseives
Jewish, reflecting the mixed composition
of the households in the Jewish sample.

During the interviews, a vast array of
information was cellected, only a fraction
of which can be presented in this profile
report. Since the information is derived
from respondents, the datu reilect a sub-
jectivity factur on two levels, Firstly, re-
spondents applied their own interpretation
o the questions and sccondly, they replied
in terms which were personally mean-
ingful. Readers must be aware that
respondents fit themsclves into constructs
and categories in terms of their own un-
derstanding, experience and environment,
rather than the official ideology of
movements and organizations. This is






PART 1. DEMOGRAPHY

The People

Jewish Identity
Constructs

It was the plan of this study to spread

the widest pussible net and provide an
opportunity {or as many people as possible
to reveal whatever was Jewish abour their
identity, even if they did not currently
consider themselves Jewish. This study
does not therefore arrogate to itself the
ultimate definirion of who or what is a Jew
nor the serring of permanent houndaries to
the American Jewish cominunity; it
mertely recorded and collated answers
civen by the public. No respondent was
asked to Jocument any claim er answer.

The {our points of possible qualificarion in
the screener were supplemenred in rhe
main questionnaire by questions on

1} each individual’s current religion,

2) religion raised, and 3) religion at birch.
The data produced the Jewish identiry
constructs shown in Table 1. It must be
emphasized thut it is possible to create
alternative typologies from these Jdata so
that other analysts, if they wish, can create
a “Jewish population” in keeping with
their particular ideclopy or purpose e.g. a
Halakhic population. The typologies
reflect a principal feature of Jewishness,
namely that it is an amalgam of ethnicity
and religion, and the fact that America
allows for choice about vne's religio-ethnic
identity.

BJR: Born Jews: Religion Judaism
Persons who were o Jewish und
reported rheir current religion as Jewish,
clearly helimged in the survey. They
constitute the largest componene of the
population. The other five categories of
Jewishness which relate to only one of the
two dimensions of Jewishness, cicher
ethnic or religious, present definitional
problems at the conceptual and individual
or practical levels.

JBC: Jews By Choice

This catepory comprises persens whe are
currently Jewish but were born Gentile.
Within this group 70 percent have formal-
ly converred to Judaism, while 30 percent
report that they practice Judaism though
they have not undergone a formal conver-
sion, at least us yer. Since we rely upon
self-reporting, and no consensus exists
among the religious denominations as ta
the acceptability of these “conversions,”
the neutral term, Jew by Choice has heen
adopted [or the entire group. Children
comprise only 10,000 of these persons.

JBR: Jews By Religion

Persons who were born Jewish and
reported their current religion as Jewish
{BJR) and Jews by Choice (JBC)

collecrively make up this group.

JNR: Born Jews With No Religion
Included arc persons who idenify as
Jewish when asked but reported “none,”
“apnostic,” ar “atheist” w0 a question on
their current religion. They are commonly
referred o as “sceular Jews™,

Together, the nbove three categories
total just over 3.5 million people, which
we call the Core Jewish Pepulation, our
major facus in this reporr. The 1970
NJPS estimate for the Core Jewish
Population was 5.4 million persons.

JCQ: Born/Raised Jewish,

Converted Qut

This greup comprises adults who report
that at one time, they were Jewish by
religion, hut they have rejecied Judaism
and currently follow a religion other than
Tudaist. They are a diverse group, maost
of whom were the children of mixed
marriages and are currently Christian. [t
must be remembered thar the whaole pro-
cess is subjective. No precise definition
was provided as ro what being *hom
Jewish™ or “ruised Jewish” meant,
Nevertheless, whar they have in commaon
is a decision to reject Judaism and follow
a religion other than Judaism.

JOR: Adults of Jewish Parentage
With Other Current Religion

This graup consists of adult respendents
who qualify tor inclusion by reporting
Jt‘“'il&] pal't‘n[;lgt‘ ar th‘SCL‘ﬂ[, l\llt were
raised from birth in a religion other than
Judaism. For instance, 1hey may report a
Jewish morther, but alsa that they were
raised as Roman Catholics and report that
this is their current religion. Neverrheless,
many consider themselves Jewish by
ethnicity or background. Frequently the
children of mixed marriages, they report
an almost even balance of Jewish fathers
and mothers.

JCOR: Children Under 18 Being
Raised With Other Current Religion
This group is much targer in size rthan
either the JCO ar JOR. Ir consists of
children under eighreen years of age, who
have a “qualified Jew™ as a parent {or step-
rarent in a few cases) bul are being raised
in o religion uther than Judaism. The vase
majority are currently Christians of vatious
denominations. Among these children,
aver 40 percent have a parent in the
categories BJR or JNR who s in an inter
taith marriage. However, the majority are
children of JCOY or JOR parents and have
one Jewish (BIR) grandparent. Obviously,
noite of this group has yet had the same
opportunity as the adule JCO or JOR
group members to identify themselves
positively as Jows (hy echnicity) or to
reject this identity option. Nor have they
had much exposure to Judaism.

GA: Gentite Adults

Any adult who was not and had never
been identificd as Jewish by religion or
cthnic origin was defined a Genrile.

No Gentile adults were interviewed us
respondents to the survey except in rwo
cases where the only qualified Jewish
person residing in rhe houschold was o
child. However, hasic socio-demographic
infornarion on each Genrile member of a
household was ohruined us parr of the















assimilated groups has larger effects at the
base of the pyramid, among younger per-
sons, than amaeng older persons at the top.

When the Jews by Religion (JBR) and
the secular Jews (INR} are compared in
this pyrarnid, it is clear that the JNR
category contain a larger proportion of
the younger age groups. Jews By Religion
{JBR) have a relatively old age structure.

Of the Care Jewish population, 18.9
percent is under age 15 years while 15.3
percent is aged 65 and over. When the
institutionalized elderly, most of whom are
female are added, this elderly population
rises to constiture 16.5 percent of the roral
Cure Jewish population of 5.5 million per-
sons. When compared to the toral US.
popularion age distribution the Core Jew-
ish population contains proportionately
nearly one-third more elderly persons,

Jewish Descent/Other Current
Religion {(Chart 8)

Composed of the JCO, JOR and JCOR
populations, this group is comprised of
the losses from assimilation out of the
Core Jewish Population over the past two
or three generations. 1t is obvious that
the pace of such losses has increased in
recent vears as evidenced by the larger
proportions in the younger age groups.

Jews By Choice (JBC) (Chart 9)

This population pyramid shows a clear bias
towards females aged 30-30. Two-thirds
uf the Jews By Choice are females. This
pattern clearly results from the conversion
ofn women  m  eir mar toa
Jew. Surprisingly, few conversions of chil-
dren are evident considering the relatively
high levels of adoption and remarriage in
the Core Jewish population. The overall
low numbers of converts to Judaism is also
an important finding. Moreover, as of
1990, 30 percent of the Jews By Choice
have not been formally converted to
Judaism.

CHART 8

Age by Sex: Jewish Descent with Other Current Religion
(In thousands}

AGE
80+

75-79
70-74
65-69
60-64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
35-39
30-34
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14
5-9
0-4

400

CHART @
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Total poputation = 1,325,000,
includes aduit JCO, adult JOR,
and children under 18 JCOR,

Age by Sex: Jews by Choice and Converts to Judaism (JBC)

(In thousands)

AGE
80+

75-79
70-74
65-69
60-64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
35-39
30-24
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14
59
0-4

T
400

—

25

20

ale

13

10

emale

-

Total popufation = 185,000 (JBG)
(excluding nstitutional population),

also included in Care Jewish Population.



Adult Converts Out Of Judaism
(JCO) (Chart 10)

This population pyramid is dircetly com-
parable in scale o Chart 9. 1t s composed
of persens who were either bom or raised
as Jews but have chosen to practice aneth-
er religion. A majority are the oftspring of
intermartiages. Around o quarter were
raised as Christians, possibly in mixed
taith or syncretic households. Again, the
sex ratio is heavily skewed towards women.

However, this population is a little older
than that of Jews By Choice, which sug-
sests the movernent of converts in and out
of Judaism has recently become more bal-
anced. The overall picture on movement
into and out of Judaism appesrs to consist
Jisproportionately of an exchange of
ternales henween the Core Jewish and the
Gentile populations of the United Stares.

Gentile Adult Population (GA)

(Chart 11)

This population is mainly compuosed of

the spanses of the Core Jewish and Jewish
Descent/Orther Religion populations.
Again, the guickening pace of assimilation
is evidenr in the shape of the pyramid,
pointing ro more younger adules reflecting
the narure of this population. nter-
estingly, for those under age 45 no strong
sex bias is evident suggesting that inter-
myrriage now occurs cqually among Jewish
miales and females. Among those age 49,
and over there are somewhat more males.

CHART 182
Age by Sex: Adult Converts Out of Judaism (JCO) - Born or Raised Jewish
(In thousands)

AGE
80+
75-79
70-74
65-69
60-64

55-59

50-54

45-49
40-44
35-39

30-34

25-29

20-24

15-19

10-14

59

0-4

T T

25 20

Aale

CHaRT 11t
Age by Sex: Gentile Adult Population (GA}
Living in Households with Qualified Jews

(In thousands)

AGE

80+

75-79
70-74
65-69
60-64
55-59
50-54
45-49
40-44
35-39
30-34
25-29
20-24
15-19
10-14

5-9

0-4

15
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t -
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Total population = 210,000 (JCO)
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(Scale is the same as Charts 6-8)

Total population 1,350,000,
Gentle Adulls {(GA}





















cone. . . 0,000 children. Table 9 shows
how the children in these households are
being raised with respect to religious
identificazion. The "other religion™
category includes children heing raised

as Protestants or Carholics as well as
combinations of various types of religions,
including syncretic Judaism.

We can only assume the vast majority

of children in mixed households are the
children of the adults there. The religious
identities of the children require in-depth
analysis to ascertain how factors such as
the gender of the Jewish parent, divorce
and remarriage, commen law relationships
and age of the child affect the situation.
Only 28 percent of these children are re-
ported as being raised Jewish. Some 41
percent are being raised in a

non-Jewish religion. The current patrern
probably ineans that rhere will be net
losses to the Core Jewish population in
the next generation, One key factor is
whether the 31 percent of children keing
raised with no religion can be attracted
inlar  aum’ it © ] 0
option. A[thOllgh N wecluacu wr uie
tables, the findings indicate that 99 per-
cent of the children of Jews by Choice
married to Born Jews are currently heing
raised as Jews.

Few additions to the Core Jewish Popula-
tion can be expecred from assimilated
Jewish {JCO, JOR) - Gentile couples,
most of whom are currently religiously
homogeneous Christian households.

In these households, 84 percent of

the children are being raised in Cther Re-
ligions and 16 percent without a religion.

Adoption

The data suggest that there are about
60,000 adopted children under age 18 in
the Total Population, representing aver
3 percent of all the children. Abour a

quarter are overseas adoptions, with chil-
dren being born in places such as Korea
and Latin America. Adoptees are much
less likely to be raised withour a religion
than the biological children in this pop-
ulation. Only 8 percent are being raised
without a religion, 44 percent in other re-
ligions, while 48 percent are being raised
in the Jewish religion. However, very few
adoptees appear to have been formally
canverted to Judaism.

Over 5 percent of all respendents
(165,200 couples) reported thar they had
at one time sought assistance with adop-
tion. Such a level of interest in adoption is
not surprising among a population that

TABLE 8

delays marriage and childbearing. More-
over when asked about furure childbearing
intentions, 13 percent of rhe couples wha
intend to have a child over the next

3 years said that they were considering
adoption.

Stepchildren

Reflecting the changing patterns of mar-
riage and househaold composition, 350,00
children in the Tatal Population have a
stepparent, and 263,000 remarried parents
have children under 18 years from a pre-
vious marriage. Of these parents, 46 per-
cent have sole custody and 18 percent
have joint custody of their children.

Current Jewish Identity of Children Under Age 1

{Born 198G -1990}

ISWICL INEMTITY P TP ~ e
Tetal 118,000 100
TABLE G

Current Religious |dentity of Children Under Age 18
Living in Mixed Households (Core Jewish & Gentile Adult)
(Total Number of Mixed Households with Children = 440,000)

Number of Children

Percent Distribution

Child Being Raised Jewish 214,000 278
Child Being Raised No Religion 237,000 30.8
Child Being Raised Other Religion 319,000 41.4
Total Chiidren 770,000 100.0







Household Composition

The data in Chart 17 are necessarily very
general since proper portrayal of house-
hold composition would require over 30
catepories of households to be delineated
according ro the size, type and re-
lationships among the members. Nev-
ertheless, a quick overview of the nuinbers
of each rype of household composition is
possible. Among Core Jews, 11 percent of
individuals live alone. Cf these abour half
have never married, one-third are wid-
owed, and one-fifth are divorced or separ-
ated. Core Jewish couples living by themn-
selves are more numerous than Core
Jewish couples with children. In the single
parent category the child can be of any
age, even an adult. The “Others” associat-
edt with couples and single parents in
Chart 17 consists of any other type of
relative, or a non-relative such as an “au
pair”, boarder, foster child, roommate,
caretaker or foreign exchange student.

The term “Unmarried Couples™ in Chart
17 cavets any type of non-married
“significant other” relationships including
gay couples. Such households are 2.3 per-
cent of the total. The All Non-Retarives
category which comprises 5.5 percent of
rhe toral covers households which may
contain some of those in the afore-
mentioned categories but maost commonly
roommates of housemates.

Most significant, the proportion of tradi-
tional Jewish families is small. Of all
households, 16 percent are composed of u
married couple, both of whom are Core
Jews and only 14 percent contain a Core
Jewish married couple with children. By
contrast 13 percent contain an interfaith
couple with children. Such Mixed house-
holds seem to be the fastest growing

household rype. The most common type of

household found in the survey was a Caore
Jewish person living alone. Over 19 per-
cent of the houscholds were of this type.
Among households containing a Core
Jew, 17 percent are comprised of a Core
Jewish Married couple with children.

18

CHART 17

Household Composition and Household Type

(In Thousands)

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION
One Person Alone

Married Couple

Married Couple & Children
Mar. Couple, Children & Oth.
Single Parent & Chiidrer
Single Par., Children & Oth,
All Relatives

Unmarried Couple

All Non-Relatives

ntirely Jewish

flixed

T
200

T
400

» Core lews

T T 1
600 8OO 1000

Total househalds = 3,186,000



Household Income

Experience in local Federation sponsored
surveys of Jews has shown that upwards of
30 percent of households refuse to answer
questions on income. The NJPS was more
successful in its coverage and 87 percent of
all heuseholds provided a figure for 1989
household income. These data for the 3.2
million househalds are presented in Charr
18. The median annual income is $39,000.
In making comparisons by household rypes
we must keep in mind thar, by definirion,
single persen households cannot be mixed.
Within rhis constraint, it is clear that the
assimilated pepulation (No Core Jews) has
lower incomes than Core Jews.

Annual income staristics are not always an
accurate reflection of perscnal economic
circumstances, especially for retired per-
sons and students. The main interest in
rheir nse is ro identify the polarities, the

y, the patential re-

at mreviders of com-

i ervices.
If we define low income one-person
households as those with incomes below
$12,500, then 19 percent of the Core
Jewish households, or 100,000 persons,
are low tncome. If we use $7,500 as the
poverty line, then 50,000 persons are
below this level. Amoeng Core Jews living
alone 6 percent have annual incomes of

over $80,000.

If we define low income mulri-person
households as those with incomes under
$20,000, then 130,000 or 14 percent of
Entirely Jewish households and 10 percent
of Mixed households are low income.
Chart 19 shows apain that among multi-
person households, the assimilated house-
holds have significantly lower average
incomes than the orher two trypes. How
income is related to household type status
is open for further investigation. Mulri-
person Entirely Jewish and Mixed house-
holds have similar median incomes.

The Encirely Jewish households have a
bi-modal pattern whereas the Mixed
households have a more normal curve.

CHART 18

1989 Household Income by Household Type

(Percent Distribution)

$200,000+
$125,000 - 199,999
$80,000 - 124,999
$60,000 - 79,999
$40,000 - 59,999
$30,000 - 39,999
$20,000 - 29,999
$12,500 - 19,999
$7,500 - 12,499
Under $7,500

Don’'t Know/Refused

T
0% 5%

Mixed

‘ntirely Jewish

CHART 1§

T
10%

{o Core Jews

§ ¥
15% 20%

Total households = 3,186,000

Distribution of 1989 Household Income by Household Type

for Multi-Person Households
(Income in thousand dollars)

20 %

0%

I T
<$ 75 125 20 30 40

intirely Jewish

Aixed HH

No Core Jews

50

60

80

125 150 200 5250+

Total households = 2,464,000
(excluding one person households).
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PART 2. GECGRAPHY

Foreign Born

The data on immigration (Table 10)

. reveal that the half million Jewish
immigranss tend to settle everywherce
except in the Midwest. Immigrants from
the Western Hemisphere (Canada and
Latin America) show a distinct preference
tor the Sunbelt. Israelis and Jews from the
Soviet Union, most of whom arrived in
recent decades and comprise 43 percent
of the Jewish immigrant population have
an almost identical pattern of bi-coastal
settlement.
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TABLE 10
Regional Distribution of Foreign Born Among
Core Jewish Population by Place of Origin

{Percent Distribution)

PLACE OF ORIGIN REGION OF U5,

({in thousands) Northeast Midwest South West Total
Canada (45) 16 13 30 41 100
Latin America (40) 25 5] 50 20 100
Western Europe {80) 51 4 24 21 100
USSR (160) 43 7 13 37 100
Other Eastern Europe (70) 87 [} 16 8 100
Israel (65) 45 2 16 33 100
Rest of World (45) 42 6 25 27 100
Total Foreign Born (505} 40 [} 26 28 100
Total Core Jews 44 11 22 23 100













PART 2. GEOGRAPHY

Residential Movement

Table 11 shows o mohile population.
Nearly half the population changed their
residence in the past six years, and less
than 10 percent of Jewish adults live in
the same home as 25 years ago.

Change in residence from May, 1985, ro
the summer of 1990 vields greater detail
on the nature of residential movement.

TAZLE 11

Year Moved into Current Residence
for Total Adult Population

(Total = 6,200,000 Persons)

As displayed on Table 12, the majority of
moves were within the same state. How-
ever, nearly 700,000 adults changed their
state of residence berween 1983 and 1990,
International movement from a different
country is compaosed of hoth recent im-
migrants and of students and persons who
were returning from studying or working
abroad.

TABLE 12

Type of Change of Residence of
Those Who Moved Since May 1985
{Total = 2,700,000 Aduits)

PERCENT PERCENT
DISTRIBUTION CHANGED RESIDENCE DISTRIBUTION

Always Lived There 2.1 Within Same City 50.0
Before 1965 28 From Other City, Same State 24.6

1965 - 1969 5.3 From Different State 235

1970 - 1974 8.6 From Different Country 1.9

1975 - 1979 1.8 Total Percent 100.0

1980 - 1984 148

1985 - 1990 46.6

100.0

Total Percent













PART 3. JEWISH IDENTITY

Jewish Education

Adults

Jewish education is often considered ro be
the key mechanism for identity formation
and socialization into Judaism. In chis pro-
file teporr, only a few basic staristics can
be reporred; they cover type of exposure to
any type of formal Jewish education and
are displayed in Table 20. The survey did

not measure the quality of Jewish educacion.

A toral of 3,350,000 of the surveyed pop-
ulation are estimated to have received
some Jewish educarion ar some time.
Table 20 shows how the exposure varies
by sex and Jewish identity among adults.
In every group fewer women than men re-
ceived a religious education. Many more
of the [BR adults had parents who were
mare likely to give their children some
Jewish education than the parents of JNR
adults. A substantial minority of the JCO
group (more than the JNRs} and an even
smaller percentage of the JOR group had
some Jewish education. Bar Mirzvah cer-
emonies seem perhaps to be a betcer pre-
dictor of adult Jewish identity then receipt
of Jewish educarion. Bar Mitzvah statistics
are not included in Table 20 because such
ceremonies are a relatively recent phe-
nomenon and used to be largely absent
among the Orthodox. Examinartion of Bat
Mitzvah data produces irrepular patterns
and few valid conclusions.

Though more Jewish males than females
obtain some CXposure to any type of Jew-
ish education, Table 21 shows that once
they enter the Jewish educarional system
the sex bias largely vanishes. The statistics
record rhe expansion of the Jewish educa-
tional nerwork in recent decades since
younger adults, both male and female,
have received more years of formal Jewish
education than older adults. Most of the
recent gains for Jewish education have
been among those wirth more than 10
years of schooling. This reflects the greater
availability of day school Jewish education
as the century bas progressed. For in-
stance, the data show that over one-
quarter of Jewish women under 45 years of
age, who have recieved any type of Jewish
education, have recieved it in a day school
(10 or more years).

Children

Analysis of the current coverage of Jewish
education shows that around 400,000 chil-
dren were in the system in 1990. About
one-third of these were in day schools.
This finding is supported by existing

administrative data reported by the
Jewish Educational Service of North
America (JESNA). There appears to have
been some recent growth in the number
of students probably due to a rise in the
absolute number of children in the Jewish
population.

TABLE 20

Jewish Education by Jewish Identity

PERCENTAGES OF ADULTS WHO RECEIVED
SOME JEWISH EDUCATION

Percentage of Males
Who Became

AR T PR LS mE_i_ - LYY Eri

TABLE 2t

Number of Years of Formal Jewish Education by Age and Sex,
for Core Jewish Adults with Some Jewish Education

(Total Population = 2,820,000)

YEARS OF Males Age Males Age Females Age Females Age
JEWISH 18-44 45 and Over 18-44 45 and Over
EDUCATION {n=845,000) (n=710,000} {n=725,000) {n=540,00)
1orless 4] 10 10 12

2 6 8 7 10

3 8 10 9 10

4 13 13 8 12

5 16 14 12 9

6 10 3 9 8

7 10 8 7 7

8 7 8 8 10

9 3 2 4 2
10-14 18 15 24 18

15 or more 4 3 2 2
Median Years of 6.0 46 55 47

Jewish Education

E} |






TABLE 24

Denominational Background - Current Denominational Preference
By Denomination Raised For Born Jews: Religion Judaism (BJR)

(Total = 3,250,000 Adults)

DENCOMINATION RAISED CURRENT DENOMINATION

Orthodox Conservative  Reform Recon- Just Non- Something Dont Know

structionist Jewish Participating Else*

Orthodox 88.4 31.6 12.0 19.1 16.6 14.8 11.8 28.0
Conservative 5.1 60.8 8.1 47.2 04.8 12.5 195 293
Reform 0.4 4.4 57.9 0.5 13.9 125 26.0 9.0
Reconstructionist 0 0 0.3 18.1 0 0 0 8]
Just Jewish 4.4 1.0 1.2 0 42.2 3.8 0 0
Neon-Participating G 0 0 G 0 56.4 7.9 0
Something Else* 1.7 1.7 2.9 0 0 0 17.3 0
Don't Know 0 0.4 0.4 0 2.5 0] 176 337
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
* Something Else includes: Secular, None, Agnestic, Atheistic, Jewish and Cther Religion,
Some Other Religion, Christian, Messianic, Tradiional and miscellanecus other Jewish.
TABLE 95
Current Jewish Denominational Preference of Households g Rl . ol

{Percent Distribution}

Number Percent
Orthodox 136,000 6.8
Conservative 806,000 40.4
Reform 827 000 41,4
Reconstructionist 33,000 1.6
Traditional 63,000 3.2
Just Jewish 104,000 5.2
Miscellaneous Jewish 28,000 1.4
Total Households with a 1,996,000 100.0

Jewish Denominational Preference
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PART 3. JEWISH IDENTITY

Jewish and Civic Attachments and Practices of Individuals

The religious practices of individual re-
spondents follow rhe patterns predicted by
their Jewish identiry, attitudes, and Jewish
educarion (Tahle 27). The [NR group
exhibits behaviors mare like the assimilat-
ed than like the JBR. Only the family and
friendship parterns and ties with lsrael
really differenriare the JNR from the JCO
and JOR groups. While about 60 percent
of the JBR population fasts on Yom
Kippur, only around 10 percent of the
INR, JCO ur JOR groups observe this
ritual. The data on synagogue/temple
attendance on High Holidays follows a
sitnilar partern. Weekly attendance is note-
worthy for the JBR group, hut only at the
level of 11 percent. Similarly, roughly a
third of the [BR popularien has visited
[srael, while only about 1Q percent of the
INR or JCO groups have done sc. As with
trave! to [srael, similar percentages report
having close family or friends in Israel for
cach Jewish idenrity category except for
the INR group whose social ties to [sracl
are relatively strronger.

In three key indicators of Jewish social
network ries, the [BR group under-
standably has the greatest Jewish social
affinity. Nearly half of the JBRs have
“all” or “mostly all” Jewish friends while
18 percent subscribe to a Jewish periadical
and 21 percent volunteered for a Jewish
organizarion in 1989. Except for 12 per-
cent of the [NR group reporting maostly
Jewish friends, in the other measures of
Jewish sacial ties, the INRs as well as rhe
JCO and JOR groups reported percent
ages of 10 percent or less.

[t is important ro state thar respondents
represent adults in all age groups, not just
middle aged heads of households. The rep-
lies incorporate those aged 18 to 25 and
thase over age 79, each of whom, though
for differing reasons, may not have the
ability or opportunity to engage in some
of these behaviors. For example, a young
adult may not have the funds to afford a
visit to lsrael; a sick elderly person may be
physically unable o do volunteer werk.
Mare detailed analyses in the monograph
series will undertake comparisons by age
and other key backgreund variahles.

TABLE 27

Civic Involvement

The figures on civic involvement indicate
that although the Core Jewish popularion
arc slightly more likely to he regisrered
voters, such civic behavior is fairly uni-
form across Jewish identity groupings. By
contrast, |BRs show the lowest level of
volunreer work for secular organizarions
(39 percent) followed by TNRs. Slightly
higher levels (close ro 50 percent) char-

acterized the JCOs and JORs.

Jewish and Civic Attachments and Practices of Adult Respondents

by lewish Identity

PERSQONAL RELIGIOUS PRACTICE

Fast on Yom Kippur

Attend Synagogue on High Holidays

Attend Synagogue Weekly

ISRAEL TIES

Visited Israel

Have Close Family or Friends in Israel

JEWISH SOCIAL TIES
Most/All Friends Jewish

Subscribe to Jewish Periodical

Volunteer for Jewish Organization in 1989

CIVIC INVOLVEMENT

Registered Voter

Volunteer for Secular Organization in 1989

PERCENT REPORTING
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PART 3. JEWISH IDENTITY

Synagogue Affiliation

Synagopue affiliation is the most wide- TABLE 29

spread form of formal Jewish connection, Households with Current Synagogue/Temple Affiliation
but it characterized only 41 percent of the

Entirely Jewish Households. As Table 29 Average
§h()ws‘ it varies across Fhe houbehold.types DENOMINATION Nuglfber Percent g::;g:; il'-’:

mn the expected direction. The guestion OF SYNAGOGUE  Households Distribution  Household

was quite specific, and ir reports anly cur-
rent dues paying households.

Orthodox 136,000 16 2.7
In general, data net shewn here indicate Conservative 371,000 43 2.6
that affiliated households with an average Reform 308,000 5 07
of 2.5 Jews per househald are larger than
all Entirely Jewish households which have Reconstructionist 21,000 2 2.6
an average of 2.2 Jews per household. This Other 14,000 o 5.6
sugpests a life eycle pattern of membership,
a well-known feature of synagogue affilia- ng"u;é(émw’ 16,600 2 96
tion. Young familics with children are
mare likely than others to be current Total 860,000 160 97

members, The data shows that about half
the ]BR population lives in affiliared
househelds.

The distribution of the 860,000 house-
holds reporting synagogue membership
across the denominaticns (Table 29}
shows thar the Referm plurality, which
was evident in denominarional preferences
(Table 22) does nort rranslate directly inte
affiliacion. By contrast, the Orthodox are
more successful in affiliaring their po-
tential constituency. The informatien on
household synagogue affiliation includes
Enrirely Jewish as well as Mixed house-
holds. Tabulations of the average total
household size and the average number of
Core Jews in the households indicate that
households reporting “ather” or “don't
know/refused” contain the highest pro-
portion of members who are notr Core
Jews. The “Other” caregory includes some
large Hasidic households which suggests
the real number of affiliated Orthodex
torals over 400,000 persons, However,
Conscrvative affiliation followed by
Reform still cutnumbers Orthodox; 41
percent of all affiliated tndividuals belong
to Conservative and 35 percent to Reform
cemples compared to around 20 percent
who belong to Orthodox synagogues.



Methodological Appendix

Sample Selection

The telephone numbers selected for the
NJPS were based on random digit dialing
{(RDD), and are a probahility sample of all
possible relephone numbers in the U.S.
The sampling procedure ufilized a single-
stage sample of telephone numbers wichin
known residental working banks {the first
twe digits of the four-digic suffix - 212-
555'XXXX). Telephone C)(Ch‘dngt:s were
strictly ordered by census geographic varj-
ables (i.c., Division, Metro/Non-Metro,
Cenrral Clity/Suburban, etc.} creating a
sample frame with fine implicir geographic
stratification. This procedure provides
samples that are unbiased and in which all
telephone numbers have the same chance
of selection. Since the random digit aspect
allows for the inclusion of unlisred and un-
published numbers, it protects the samples
from “listing bias” -- the unrepre-
senrativeness of telephone samples that
car oceur if the distinctive houscholds
whose relephone numbers are unlisted and
unpublished are excluded from the sample.
The RDD sample is referred o as the
“screening sample.” It consists of 125,813
households that were asked whether any
houschold membert was Jewish. All qual-
ified Jewish households were followed up
with requests for the derailed inrerviews.

It should be noted that data were collected
only for the civiltan population living in
households. No information was obtained
for the institutional and other non-
household population, The survey thus ex-
cluded thase in prisons, hospitals, nursing
homes, hotels, religious institurions, and
in military harracks. Estimares of the num-
ker of Jews in such places were added to
the survey resules for the estimare of the
total number of Jews in the U.S. However,
their characteristics are not reflected in
the breakdowns of the torals by age, sex, etc.

Weighting Procedures

After the survey informarion was collecred
and processed, each respondent was as-
signed a weight, When the weights are
used in tabulations of the survey data, the
results will automatically provide estimartes
of the U.S. popularion in each category
shown in the tabulaticns.
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The weighting method insured that key
demographic characteristics of the adult
population of the twral weighted sample of
the 125,813 respending households
matched the most current estimares of
these demographic characreristics pro-
duced by the Census Bureau. The weight-
ing procedure auromarically adjusted for
noncoopetating households, as well as for
those who were not at home when the in-
terviewer telephoned and for households
who did not have telepbones or had multi-
ple lines.

Accuracy of Data

Nonsampling Errors

All population surveys are subject to the
possibiliry of errors arising from sampling,
nonresponse, and respondents providing
the wrong information, and the NJPS is
no exception. The response rate to the in-
irial screener interview, used o idenrify
potential Jewish households, was ap-
proximately 50 percent. This is lower than
most surveys concerned about quality
strive to achieve. (The response rate was
essentially caused by the contractor’s need
for each set of sample cases assigned for in-
terview to be completed in a few days.
This made followup of most not-at-homes
impractical.} The concern over the effect
of nonresponse on the statistics is not so
much on the size of the nontesponse since
this is adjusted for in the weighring, but on
the possibility that nonrespendents are dif-
ferent from respondents. Variations in re-
sponse rates by geography, age, sex, race,
and educarional arrainment were adjusted
for in the weighring. This still left the pos-
sibiliry thar Jews and non-Jews responded
at different rates.

To test whether this occurred at an
important level, the telephone numbers
of appreximately 10,000 complered inrer-
views and for about 10,000 non
respondents were marched against rele-
phane listings to obrain the household
names, and the percentage of each group
having distinctive Jewish names was cal-
culated. The percentage for the completed
cases was 1.38 percent and for the non-
respondents was 1.29, The difference

between the two is well within the bounds
of sampling ercor. Although distinctive
Jewish names account for a minority of all
Jews, this test does provide strong support
for the view that nonresponse did not have
an important impact on the reliabilicy of
the count of the Jewish popularion.

In regard to errors in reporting whether a
person is Jewish, previous studies indicate
that the errors are in the direction of
understaring the count of the Jewish
populacion, although the size of the under-
starement does not seem to be very large.
A particular concern in the NJPS was the
fairly large number of cases where re-
spondents in households reporting the
presence of one or more Jews in the
screening opetarion, teversed themselves
in the detailed interview. Of all house-
holds reported as having Jews in the
screener, 18 percent were reported as non-
qualified in the derailed interview. There
was a possibility that this was hidden form
of refusal, rather than errors in the vriginal
classification af the households or changes
in household membership.

A test similar to the one on refusals was
cartied out for the nenqualified house-
holds. The telephone numbers for the
5,146 households who were reported as
Jewish in the screening interview were
matched against telephone listings, and
those with distincrive Jewish names (DJN)
werte identified. In households that re-
potted themselves as Jewish in the detailed
interviews, 16.8 percent had DJN's. The
rates were slightly smaller for refusals (13.9
percent} and for those who could not be
contacted {109 percent). However, the
percentage was only 2.9 percenr for house-
heolds wha were reperted as not Jewish in
the detailed interview. It is, of course, pos-
sible that 1)JN households are less rericent
than others in acknowledging ro a tele-
phone interviewer the fact they are Jewish,
but the evidence is that underreporring
did occur, but not to a very sericus extent.
An adjustment in the weights of about §
percent was made to account for the un-
reported Jews in the estimates of the toral
nutmber of Jews. Since questionnaire in-
formation was not chtained for them, the



statistics on characteristics of Jews may be
subject to small biases if the Jewish non-
qualifiers are very different from those who
respended.

As menrioned earlier, other studies have
teported thar there is some understatement
of reporting of Jewish heritage in inter-
views surveys. No adjusrments for this
were made since firm data on the size of
the understatement does not exist. As a
tesult, the estimate of the size of the Jewish
population is probably somewhat on the
low side.

Sampling Variability

All sample surveys are subject to sampling
error arising frem the fact that the results
may differ from what would have been ob-
rained if the whole population had heen
interviewed. The size of the sampling error
of an estimate depends on the number of
interviews and the sample design. For es-
timates of the number of Jewish house-
holds, the sample size is 125,813 screened
households. As a result, ir is very likely
(the chances are about 93 percent) thar
the number of Jewish households is within
a range of plus or minus 3 percent around
the estimate shown in this report. For
estimates of the Jewish population, rhe
range is slighely higher since sampling va-
riability will affect both the estimare of the
number of Jewish households and of the
average number of Jews in those house-
holds, The 95 percent range is plus or
minus 3.5 percent. These ranges are the
limits within which the resuits of repeated
sampling in the same time period could be
expected to vary 95 percent of the time,
assuming the same sampling procedure,
the same interviewers, and the same
guesticnnaire.

For statistics on the percentage distribu-
ticn of Jews according ra various cat-
egories, the sampling errors will be largely
determined by whether the percentages re-
fer 1o statistics of households, statisrics on
personal characreristics for which data
were only obratned for the respendent in
each household, and petsonal character-
istics obtained for all household membhers

in the sample households. For the first twa
of these types of staristics, the sample size
is the number of households, or 2,441. For
items obtained for all houschold members,
the sample size is 6,514. The standard er-
rors of percentages applying to the entire

Jewish population can be approximared by

Vp(l-pin

where p is the estimated percentage and n
is the sample size, that is, either 2,441 or
6,514, depending on the type of statisric.
For percentages of segments of the Jewish
population (c.g., females, Jews by Choice,
persons 65 years and over, etc.) the stan-
dard error is approximately

Vp{l-p) Rn
where R s the proportion of Jews in the
segment for which percentages are com-
pured.

Scome examples of the size of the sampling
errors may be illuminaring. When per-
centages of all Jewish households are cal-
culated, the relevant value of nis 2,441,
The largest standard error occurs for the
50 percent statistic. The maximum stan-
dard error for statistics on all households
is then equal to | percent. The 99 per-
centage range includes 2 standard errors,
or 2 percent. The 50 percent statistics can
then be interpreted as a range from 48 to
52 percent. Analyses of subgroups of
households will have higher srandard
errars, for example, when a 20 percent
segment ol the population is being srudied
{e.g., Jewish households in the West) the
maximum standard error will ke abour 2.3
percent, and the 95 percent range on a 30
percent item will be plus or minus 4.6
percent.

Similarly, the maximum standlard error for
population statistics for which data were
collected for all household members, is
otdinarily about 0.6 percent. The 95 per-
cent confidence limits are plus or minus
[.2 percent. However, ir should he noted
thar when the staristics are on items for
which household members arc likely to
have similar characterisrics {e.g., the
percenrage of Jews who belong to Con-
servative congregations), the appropriate

sample size may he closer ro number of
11()USChOldS. SUCh itt‘l‘ﬂs Tn'cl\’-' b(‘ IMOIE Jap-
propriately considered household than
population characteristics from the point
of view of calculation of sampling errers,
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