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This i s  one o f  a ser ies  o f  reports  on the  f i nd ings  
o f  t h e  Nat ional  Jewish P ~ p u l a t i o n  Study sponsored by the  
Council o f  Jewish Federations and Welfare Funds. This i s  
the  f i r s t  comprehensive na t iona l  study made o f  the  Jewish 
popu la t ion  o f  the  Uni ted States. 

The NJPS, under the  d i r e c t i o n  o f  D r .  Fred Massarik 
of t he  U n i v e r s i t y  o f  C a l i f o r n i a  o f  Los Angeles and a d i s -  
t ~ n g u i s h e d  group o f  colleagues, was based on a sample scien- 
t i f i c a l l y  chosen so as t o  be representa t ive  o f  t he  t o t a l  U.S. 
Jewish populat ion.  Tnis sample included comnunities o f  a l l  
s izes and i n  a l l  pa r t s  o f  t he  country,with random samplings 
t o  inc lude Jews not  on any organ iza t iona l  l i s t s  as w z l l  as 
those who were. 

While the  NJPS data are  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 ,  t h e  Federations 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 iona l  planning. The i n i t i a l  
set  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 comnunity w i l l  a l s o  now have f a c t s  which set  a 
na t iona l  perspect ive  f o r  i t s  own loca l  s i t u t a t i o n .  I n  addi- 
t i on ,  t he  p ro jec t i ons  f o r  t he  f u t u r e  made poss ib le  by the 
n a t i o n a l  study should enable Federations 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  pat terns.  



A REPORT ON INTERMARRIAGE 

FRED MASSARIK 

Summary 

The Na t i ona l  Jewish Popu la t ion  study de f i nes  bas i c  i n te rmar r i age  
as a  mar r iage  i n  which one or t h e  o t h e r  p a r t n e r  was i d e n t i f i e d  w i t h  a  
non-Jewish r e l i g i o u s - c u l t u r a l  v iewpo in t  a t  t h e  t ime t h a t  he/she met 
h i s / h e r  f u t u r e  spouse. (1) 

W i th  t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n ,  t he  p resen t  Study, - based on a  na t ionwide  
sample o f  Jewish and o t h e r  households seeking a  rep resen ta t i ve  p i c t u r e  
o f  the  U.S. Jewish popu la t ion ,  - presents  t he  f o i l o w i n g  f i n d i n g s :  (2) 

1 .  O f  a l l  Jewish persons now marr ied,  some 9.2% a r e  
in te rmar r ied .  

2. The p r o p o r t i o n  o f  Jewish persons i n te rmar r y i ng  i n  
the  p e r i o d  1966-72 i s  much g rea te r  than corresponding 
p r o p o r t i o n s  i n  e a r l i e r  per iods ;  31.7% o f  Jewish persons 
mar r y i ng  i n  t h i s  recen t  t ime  span chose a  non-Jewish 
spouse. 

3. The combinat ion o f  a Jewish husband and a  non-Jewish 
w i f e  i s  about t w i c e  as p reva len t  as t h e  combinat ion 
o f  a  Jewish w i f e  and a  non-Jewish husband. (3) 

4. About one- four th  o f  a l l  i n t e r m a r r y i n g  non-Jewish 
females r e p o r t  convers ion  i n t o  Judaism; i n  con t ras t ,  
few i n te rmar r y i ng  non-Jewish males have converted. 

5. Near ly  h a l f  of  marr iage p a r t n e r s  who were non-Jewish 
p r i o r  t o  mar r iage  subsequent ly i d e n t i f y  as Jewish, 
regard1 ess o f  formal convers ion. 

6. I n  a  very  l a r g e  m a j o r i t y  o f  cases, when t he  w i f e  i s  
Jewish though i n i t i a l l y  t h e  husband i s  no t  Jewish, 
c h i l d r e n  a r e  ra i sed  as Jewish. On t he  o t h e r  hand, 
when t h e  husband i s  Jewish and t h e  w i f e  i n i t i a l l y  n o t  
Jewish, about o n e - t h i r d  o f  t he  c h i l d r e n  a r e  ra i sed  
o u t s i d e  t h e  Jewish r e l i g i o n .  

1) As i d e n t i f i e d  by s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  o r  as descr ibed  by another  household 
member. 

2) Th i s  r e p o r t  cons iders  c u r r e n t l y  e x i s t i n g  marr iages on l y .  
3 )  Some th ree  percen t  o f  ma r r i ed  a r e  c l a s s i f i e d  as "marg ina l l y "  Jewish 

w i t h  no r e l i g i o u s  p re fe rence  by t h e  husband o r  some mixed pa t t e rn .  



7. A b e l i e f  i n  the Jewish r e l i g i o n  i s  widely  professed, 
bo th  i n  in te rmar r ied  and non- intermarr ied households, 
bu t  such be1 i e f  i s  somewhat more preva len t  among the 
non-intermarr ied. There i s  con t i nu ing  widespread 
b e l i e f  i n  One God. 

8. Regardless o f  marr iage pat te rn ,  a c t i v e  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  
i n  temples and synagogues i s  the except ion, no t  the 
ru le.  Somewhat more i n tens i ve  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  temple 
o r  synagogue l i f e  appears f o r  the non- intermarr ied and 
i n  those households i n  which the w i f e  i s  Jewish and the 
husband i s  not  Jewish. R e l a t i v e l y  h igher  l e v e l s  o f  
involvement i n  Jewish organ iza t ions  appear f o r  the non- 
in te rmar r ied ,  bu t  i n  absolute terms these leve ls ,  too, 
a re  genera l l y  low. 

9. Among non-intermarr ied, four  i n  ten  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they 
had never dated a  non-Jew. 

10. Reported parenta l  oppos i t i on  t o  i n t e r d a t i n g  i s  s i g n i f i -  
c a n t l y  l i n k e d  t o  ma'rriage w i t h i n  the  Jewish group; repor ted 
lack  o f  parenta l  oppos i t i on  t o  i n t e r d a t i n g  i s  associated 
w i  t h  in termarr iage.  

1 1 .  Non-intermarr ied couples and those w i t h  a Jewish w i f e  
r e p o r t  s i m i l a r  pa t te rns  i n  t h e i r  e a r l y  upbr inging:  a  
m a j o r i t y  descr ibe t h e i r  own chi ldhood upbr ing ing  as 
' s t r o n g l y  Jewish' .  I n  marriages w i t h  a  Jewish husband 
and a  non-Jewish w i fe ,  the chi ldhood upbr ing ing  i s  
r a r e l y  described as ' s t r o n g l y  Jewish'. 

12. The chance t h a t  in te rmar r iage w i l l  take p lace i s  g rea tes t  
f o r  those who cannot c l e a r l y  descr ibe t h e i r  upbr inging,  
bu t  a l so  very h igh  f o r  those who descr ibe t h e i r  own 
upbr ing ing  as marg ina l ly  Jewish. P o s i t i v e  Jewish i d e n t i t y  
i n  ch i ldhood i s  associated w i t h  marr iage w i t h i n  the Jewish 
group. 

Types o f  In te rmar r iage 

How "Jewishness" i s  def ined d i r e c t l y  a f f e c t s  what i s  meant by 
" in termarr iage" i n  a research context.  

We de f i ne  "basic" in te rmar r iage as a  marr iage i n  which one o r  the  
o the r  pa r tne r  describes h imse l f / he rse l f  (o r  i s  described) as havina i d e n t i -  
f i e d  w i t h  a  ncn-Jewish re1 ig ious-cul  t u r a l  v iewpoint  a t  the t ime t h i t  he/she 
met h is /her  f u t u r e  spouse. 



By t h i s  d e f i n i t i o n ,  t h e  c r u c i a l  p o i n t  cons idered precedes the  
a c t  o f  mar r iage  i t s e l f .  I t  focuses on each p a r t n e r  i n  h i s / h e r  " o r i g i n a l "  
s t a t e  o f  be1 i e f  ( o r  unbel i e f ) ,  whatever i t  may have been p r i o r  t o  be ing  
f u r t h e r  i n f l u e n c e d  by t he  r e l a t i o n s h i p  l ead ing  t o  mar r iage  i t s e l f .  

Th i s  form o f  i n t e rmar r i age  i s  denoted as "bas ic"  because i t  
i nc l udes  t he  most e lementa l ,  genera l  c i rcumstance, p r e e x i s t i n g  t o  
c o u r t s h i p  and mar r iage  f o r n a t i o n .  The p a r t n e r s  a re  descr ibed  as coming 

"as they are", w i t h  no recourse as y e t  t o  t h e i r  mutual accommodations, 
as may be a f f e c t e d  by convers ion  o r  by change i n  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
i n  response t o  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p .  

Two ma jo r  types o f  b a s i c  i n t e rmar r i age  a re  d i s t i n g u i s h e d :  f i r s t ,  
t h e r e  i s  i l t y p i c a l "  i n t e rmar r i age :  w i t h  t h e  husband Jewish a t  t he  t ime 
t h a t  t he  coup le  met ( t h e  w i f e ,  o f  course, be ing  no t  Jewish) ;  and converse ly  
w i t h  t h e  w i f e  Jewish a t  t he  t ime t h a t  t h e  coup le  met, (and t he  husbaild 
be ing  n o t  Jewish).  

Second, beyond these r e l a t i v e l y  c l e a r - c u t  t y p i c a l  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  
types, t h e r e  i s  a  more ambiguous category  o f  "marginal"  i n t e rmar r i age .  
Th i s  category  inc ludes  those marr iages i n  which, aga in  a t  t he  t ime  o f  
i n i t i a l  meeting, one o r  b o t h  p a r t n e r s  expressed "no preference"  concern- 
i n g  r e l i g i o u s  v iewpo in t ,  and/or i n  which one o r  bo th  pa r t ne rs  noted t he  
ex i s t ence  o f  some Jewish f a m i l i a l  o r  ances t ra l  Jewish roo t s ,  a l though  
a f f i r m i n g  e i t h e r  no o r  o n l y  vague re la tedness  t o  Jewishness a t  t h e  t i ~ n e  
o f  meeting. Here we f i n d  persons who may have had Jewish paren ts  o r  
grandparents b u t  who may have d r i f t e d  from, o r  were f o r m a l l y  conver ted  
o u t  o f ,  Judaism. I t  inc ludes  those who may s t a t e  no s p e c i f i c  r e l i g i o u s  
p re fe rence  a t  t h e  t ime, b u t  who may, upon f u r t h e r  i n q u i r y ,  agree t h a t  
they are,  i n  some general  sense, "Jewish" a f t e r  a1 1 .  

Indeed, t h e r e  i s  some ques t i on  whether these more tenuous t i e s  
t o  Jewish background o r  p r a c t i c e  may a t  a l l  war ran t  t h e  i n c l u s i o n  o f  
these persons i n  a  d e f i n i t i c ~ n  o f  "being Jewish". From a  s o c i o l o q i c a l  
s t andpo in t  t h i s  i s  a  m a t t e r  o f  judgment: here t he  broadest  p o s s i b l e  
d e f i n i t i o n ,  as noted above, i s  chosen as a  s t a r t i n g  p o i n t .  I t  i s  pos- 
s i b l e ,  o f  course, t o  d e l e t e  from subsequent a n a l y s i s  any p a r t i c u l a r  sub- 
ca tego r i es  i f  we w ish  t o  cons ider  a  more r e s t r i c t e d  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  Jewish- 
ness. 

Th i s  r e p o r t  w i l l  i n d i c a t e  t he  p r o p o r t i o n s  o f  "basic" intermarriage, 
i n c l u d i n g  b o t h  " t y p i c a l "  and "marginal"  i n t e rmar r i age ,  b u t  w i l l  f o c u ~  rnore 
h e a v i l y  on t he  two t y p i c a l  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  p a t t e r n s :  husband Jewish and 
w i f e  not Jewish; and w i f e  Jewish and husband no t  Jewish. 

A l t e r n a t e  d e f i n i t i o n s  t o  those employed here may w i sh  t o  deai  w i t h  
i n t t - n i l a r r i age  e x c l u s i v e l y  i n  terms o f  fornial convers ion,  i n  terms o f  t h e  
p a r t n e r s '  r e l i g i o u s - c u l t u r a l  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  a t  t he  t ime  o f  marr iage,  o r  
i n  terms o f  t h e i r  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  a t  some t ime  subsequent t o  t he  niarriscjt!sU 
fo rmat ion ,  as f o r  i n s tance  a t  t he  p resen t  t i ~ ~ e .  The Study da ta  make 
p o s s i b l e  such f u r t h e r  analyses. 



Th i s  r e p o r t  dea ls  e x c l u s i v e l y  w i t h  ' c u r r e n t '  n ls r r iages - those 
i n t a c t  a t  t h e  t ime  o f  t h e  Study. No marr iages terrnir iated by d i v o r c e  
o r  death o f  a  p a r t n e r ,  p r e - e x i s t i n g  t o  t h e  c u r r e n t  marr iage,  a r e  con- 
s i d e r e d  i n  t h i s  r e p o r t .  Terminated marr iages w i l l  be r epo r t ed  i n  l a t e r  
ana 1 yses. 

Jewish Persons I n t e r m a r r y i n g  and Pe r i od  o f  Mar r iaqe  Format ion 

The n e t  b a s i c  r a t e  o f  Jewish persons hav ing  i n t e r m a r r i e d  any t i m e  
i n  t h e  p a s t  (and remain ing c u r r e n t l y  ma r r i ed )  i s  9.2% T h i s  i nc l udes  
those hav ing  m a r r i e d  any t ime s i n c e  1900 and now rernai n i r i g  mar r ied .  NCW 
a d d i t i o n s  t o  t h i s  " p ~ r t f o l i o ' ~  a r e  en te red  a t  a  r a t e  much d i f f e r e n t  f rom 
the  accumulated average: t h e  da ta  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i n  recen t  years  t he  
p r o p o r t i o n  o f  Jewish persons i n t e r m a r r y i n g  has a t t a i n e d  l e v e l s  which,  
i n  t he  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  U.S. Jewish p o p u l a t i o n  s i n c e  t he  c e n t u r y ' s  t u r n ,  
a re  unprecedented. 

Tab le  I shows t h e  r a t e s  f o r  Jewish persons i n t e r m a r r y i n g  i n  t yp -  
i c a l  and marg ina l  i n t e rmar r i age ,  i n  each o f  n i n e  t ime pe r i ods  ( f rom 1300 
t o  1972), i n  wh ich  t he  c u r r e n t  ma r r i age  was formed. (Rates a r e  shown 
for- Jewish persons i n t e r m a r r i e d ,  n o t  f o r  t h e  number o f  marr iages.)  
'Table I - A  shows t he  severa l  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  types, f o r  the  same t ime  
per iods.  

Commencing i n  t h e  e a r l y  s i x t i e s ,  (1961-1965), t h e  b a s i c  i n t e r -  
mar r iage  r a t e  rose d r a m a t i c a l l y ,  f rom around 6% t o  17.407. From 1966 
t o  1972, i t  reached s t i l l  h i g h e r  l e v e l s ,  t o  31.7% f o r  Jewish persons 
i n t e r m a r r y i n g .  

O f  persons i n  c o n t i n u i n g  nlarr iages, t h e r e  were impor tan t  v a r i -  
a t i o n s  i n  t h e  r a t e  o f  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  ove r  t h e  t ime  span under study. 
01 t h e  mar r iages  formed between t h e  years  1900-1920, r e l a t i v e l y  few a r e  
i n t e r m a r r i e d ,  2.0%) pe r  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  b a s i c  i n t e rmar r i age ,  above. There 
was a  moderate b a s i c  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  r a t e  u n t i  1  1940, rang ing  f rom 2 t o  
about 3%. T h i s  was f o l l owed  by a  s i g n i f i c a n t  upswing t o  about t w i c e  
the  e a r l i e r  p r e v a i l i n g  l e v e l  beg inn ing  i n  t h e  Wor ld  War l i  pe r i od ,  
w ; t h  a  p l a t e a u  ma in ta i ned  i n  t h e  6 t o  7% range u n t i i  about 1960. T h i s  
p l a t e a u  i n  t u r n  was succeeded by f u r t h e r  r i s e s ,  no ted  above. 

For t he  t o t a l  o f  c u r r e n t  marr iages,  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  preponder-  
ance of' i n t e r rna r r l ayes  w i t h  t h e  husband as Jewish, ove r  those w i t h  
t h e  w i f e  as Jewish, i s  suppor ted:  i n  t h i s  t o t a l ,  o f  13.5% o f  t y p i c a l  
intermarriages, Inarr iages i n  which t h e  husband i s  Jewish exceed those  
i n  which t h e  w i f e  i s  Jewish by a  r a t i o  o f  about two t o  one, (9.1%) vs. 
4. LC%,) . 
Conversion P a t t e r n s  and General Jewish I d e n t i t y  

The i s sue  o f  convers ion  i s  examined i n  Tab le  1 1 .  W i t h  one 
s i g n i f i c a n t  excep t ion ,  formal  convers ion  i s  a  r e l a t i v e l y  r a r e  phen- 
omenon when t he  o v e r a l l  p a t t e r n  o f  Jewish mar r i age  and i n t e r m a r r i a g e  
i s cons i dered. 



The most f requent  conversion i n t o  Judaism i s  found f o r  the 
i n i t i a l l y  non-Jewish w i f e  o f  a  Jewish husband. Here, w i t h i n  t h i s  
most p reva len t  o f  in te rmar r iage types, somewhat more than one-fourth, 
26.7%, repo r t  formal conversion t o  Judaism. A s i m i l a r  t rend f a i l s  
t o  appear f o r  non-Jewish husbands o f  Jewish spouses. 

While, i n  t o t a l ,  0.3% o f  husbands and 2.7%,of wives are  converts 
i n t o  Judaism, conversions ou t  of Judaism, (though they are found t o  - 
some ex tent  i n  the marginal in termarr iage groupings) are minor: 0.@h 
o f  husbands and 0.6% o f  wives have converted "out" though they s t i l l  
remain present i n  marriages i n v o l v i n g  a  Jewish par tner .  

The net  e f f e c t  o f  the conversions i n t o  and out  o f  Judaism, as 
associated w i t h  marriages and in termarr iages,  thus suggests a  p o s i t i v e  
balance i n  favor  o f  "conversion i n to "  ra the r  than "conversion ou t  o f t '  
Judaism. As noted, t h i s  i s  accounted f o r  p r i n c i p a l l y  by conversions 
i n t o  Judaism o f  wives o f  Jewish husbands. 

Q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  from formal conversion i s  the mat te r  o f  gen- 
e r a l l y - a f f i r m e d  Jewish i d e n t i t y .  (See Table 1 1 1 . )  

I n  response t o  the quest ion " i s  (person) Jewish now?", i t  
appears t h a t  w i t h  bu t  l i t t l e  d i f f e rence ,  near ly  h a l f  (some 43 t o  46%) 
o f  i n i t i a l l y  non-Jewish spouses respond a f f i r m a t i v e l y  - desc r ib ing  
themseives as Jewish. Not ing the d i f f e r e n t i a l  i n  p ropo r t i on  o f  formal 
conversion between i n i t i a l l y  non-Jewish wives and i n i t i a l l y  non-Jewish 
husbands, i t  appears t h a t  t h e i r  s e l f - d e s c r i p t i o n  as being 'Jewish' i s  
l i t t l e  a f f e c t e d  ( a t  l e a s t  i n  gross numerical terms) by the  repor ted 
ac t  o f  conversion i t s e l f .  Thus, c lose  t o  h a l f  o f  the  spouses i n  i n t e r -  - 
marriages who entered the marr iage as non-Jewish, o r  who may have con- 
ver ted  a t  some t ime proximate t o  the marriage, repo r t  t h a t  they " fee l  
Jewish", regardless o f  f o r m a l i t i e s .  This does not,  o f  course, de f i ne  
the depth o r  the q u a l i t y  o f  t h e i r  Jewish commitment. 

Ch i ld rens '  Re l iq ious  O r i e n t a t i o n  and i n t e n t i o n  Concerninq C h i l d ' s  - 
Future Jewish Educat ion 

For homes w i t h  c h i l d r e n  on ly ,  (and the number o f  sample cases 
i s  smal l ,  c a l l  i n g  f o r  caut ious i n t e r p r e t a t i o n )  the c h i l d r e n ' s  re1 i gious 
o r i e n t a t i o n  - as t o  how they are/were ra ised - i s  shown i n  Table I V .  

Notably, when the w i f e  i s  Jewish (but  the husband i s  no t )  very 
h igh  propor t ions  o f  c h i l d r e n  are  repor ted as being ra ised as Jewish. 
Accordingly,  there  seems t o  be no major " loss" o f  Jewish ch i  l d ren  here 
such as might be impl ied by a  poss ib le  d r i f t i n g  t o  another r e l i g i o u s  
view as t h a t  o f  the non-Jewish father .  

On the o the r  hand, when the husband i s  Jewish, somewhat more 
than one- th i rd  o f  the c h i l d r e n  are repor ted as being ra ised ou ts ide  
a  Jewish r e l i g i o u s - c u l t u r a l  v iewpoint.  This  t h i r d  i s  d i v ided  about 
evenly ( w i t h  a  s l i g h t  edge toward the Pro tes tan t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n )  among 
Pro tes tan t ,  Cathol i c  and "no be1 i e f "  pos i t ions .  



I n  the  sin31 1 number o f  ~ n a r g i n a l  i n te rn ra r r iages ,  the  v a s t  
r i a i o r i t y  o f  c h i l d r e n  a re  r a i s e d  as Ca tho l i c s  o r  Pro tes ran ts .  Here, 
t h e  Cathol  i c  o r i e n t a t i o n  i s  cons iderab ly  Inore p reva len t  than t t l c  
P r o t e s t a n t  o r i e n t a t i o n .  

The ne t  e f f e c t  o f  the  mar r iaqe  p a t t e r n s  s t u d i e d  suggests t h a t ,  
i n t e r m a r r i a g e  t o  da te  no tw i ths tand ing ,  ( i n c l u d i n g  o l d e r ,  "seasoned" 
marr iages)  n e a r l y  96% o f  c h i l d r e n ,  whether i n  non - i n t e rmar r i ed  o r  
i n t e r m a r r i e d  households, a re  ( o r  were) r a i s e d  as Jewish. Accord ing 
t o  da ta  a t  hand, the  " loss"  i s  ma in ly  assoc ia ted  w i t h  i n t e rmar r i ages  
i n  which a Jewish man m a r r i e d  a  non-Jewish woman. The number o f  
cases i n  t he  sample i s  t o o  smal l  t o  pe rm i t  a co r respond ing  a n a l y s i s  
e x c l u s i v e l y  f o r  i n t e rmar r i ages  formed s i n c e  1966. 

Parents  i n  more than  7 0 W n  t h e  " t y p i c a l "  i n t e rmar r i ages  
p a t t e r n s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e i r  i n t e n t  t h a t  t he  c h i l d ( r e n )  w i l l  
r ece i ve  some Jewish educat ion.  For t h e  non- intercnarr ied,  t he  pro- 
p o r t i o n  o f  such i n t e n t  i s  somewhat h i ghe r ,  about 8%. There may, 
o f  course, be a  gap between i n t e n t  and ac tua l  fo l l ow- th rough .  (See 
Table  v.) 

B e l i e f s  i n  Jewish R e l i g i o n  and i n  One God 

A genera l  b e l i e f  i n  t he  Jewish r e l i g i o n  ( though no t  f o r m a l l y  
de f i ned )  i s  q u i t e  p r e v a l e n t  b o t h  i n  non - i n t e rmar r i ed  and i n  Lyp i ca l  
i n t e r m a r r i e d  households, as descr ibed  by t h e i r  Jewish a d u l t  respondenls 
(See Table  V I . )  

More than h a l f  o f  those responding p ro fess  a ' s t r o n g '  b e l i e f  
i n  Lhe Jewish r e l i g i o n  and a b i t  more than one - f ou r t h  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  
t h ( y  b e l i e v e  i n  the  Jewish r e l i g i o n  'somewhat'. 

Among the  non- in te rn la r r ied ,  n e a r l y  n i n e  o u t  o f  ten, 86.6%,, 
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they b e l i e v e  i n  t he  Jewish r e l i g i o n  somewhat o r  s t r o n g l y .  
The f i g u r e s  f o r  t h e  i n t e r m a r r i e d  a r e  smal l  e r ,  - cor respond ing ly  68'2, 
f o r  the ' w i f e  ~ewish /husband  n u t  Jewish '  p a t t e r n ,  and about 54% f o r  
the  'husband ~ e w i s h / w i f e  n o t  Jewish '  p a t t e r n .  The corresponding f i g -  
u res  a re  much lower f o r  t he  marg ina l  i n te rmar r iages .  

There i s  c o n t i n u i n g  widespread b e l i e f  i n  One God, almost rc.- 
gard less  o f  mar r iage  p a t t e r n .  On t h e  whole, more than e i g h t  o u t  o f  
ten, 86.5'%, i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they b e l i e v e  i n  one God s t r o n g l y  o r  some- 
what; the p r o p o r t i o n  o f  ' s t r o n g '  b e l i e v e r s  approaches t h ree - f ou r t hs .  
The ' n o t  a t  a l l '  b e l i e f  i s  r e l a t i v e l y  most f requen t  i n  t he  marg ina l  
"o ther1 '  category .  There i s  a  s l i g h t  tendency f o r  the 'husband Jewish 
and w i f e  no t  Jewish '  p a t t e r n  t o  tend toward l esse r  i n t e n s i t y  o f  be1ic.f 
i n  a  s i n g l e  d e i t y ,  as compared w i t h  the  non - i n t e rmar r i ed  and o t h e r  
t y p i c a l  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  grobpings.  (see Table  V I  I .) 



Jewish A f f i l i a t i o n :  A c t i v i t y  i n  Temple o r  Synaqogue, and 
i n  Jewish Organ iza t ions  

A d u l t  Jewish respondents were quest ioned concern ing t h e i r  
p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  o rgan ized  Jewish l i f e .  Lack o f  a c t i v i t y  i n  temple 
o r  synagogue i n  s p i t e  o f  i d e o l o g i c a i  commitment asser ted  toward 
Jewish r e l i g i o n  and One God, i s  p reva len t  f o r  mar r iage  ca tegor ies ,  
See Table  V I I I .  

Involvement i s  lowest,  as measured by t h e  "not a t  a1 1" c a t -  
egory, f o r  t he  'husband Jewish and w i f e  n o t  Jewish'  pa t t e rn .  So~iie- 
what h i ghe r  l e v e l s  o f  a c t i v i t y ,  though s l i g h t ,  appear f o r  t h e  non- 
i n t e r m a r r i e d  and f o r  t h e  ' w i f e  Jewish and husband non-Jewishi p t t e r n .  

Ove ra l l ,  more than h a l f ,  60.2'L, i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they a re  ' n o t  
a t  a l l  a c t i v e '  i n  a  temple o r  synagogue, w h i l e  an a d d i t i o n a l  f o u r t h ,  
26.1"/, r e p o r t  t h a t  they a re  o n l y  ' s l i g h t l y  a c t i v e ' .  The p r o p o r t i o n  
o f  ' q u i t e  a c t i v e '  and ' ve r y  a c t i v e '  combined i s  l ess  than  13%. 

Accord ing t o  Table  I X ,  t h e  l e v e l  o f  a c t i v i t y  i n  Jewish o rgan i -  
za t i ons  f o l l o w s  t he  p a t t e r n  e s t a b l i s h e d  f o r  a c t i v i t y  l e v e l  i n  temple 
o r  synagogue, though w i t h  some v a r i a t i o n s  among mar r iage  ca tegor ies .  

S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  w h i l e  i n  general  more than h a l f ,  62.3%, i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  they a re  no t  a t  a l l  a c t i v e  i n  Jewish o rqan i za t i ons ,  t h e  p ropor -  . . 

t i o n  o f  i n a c t i v i t y  f o r  t h e  ' w i f e  ~ewish/husband no t  ~ e w i s h '  p a t t e r n  
i s  more pronounced f o r  Jewish o rgan i za t i ons  than i t  i s  f o r  temple o r  
synagogue. Th i s  may r e l a t e  t o  t h e  f requen t  d e s i r e  f o r  c h i l d r e n ' s  
Jewish upbr ing ing ,  noted when t h e  w i f e  i s  Jewish, which r e s t s  more 
h e a v i l y  on temple o r  synagogue p a r t i c i p a t i o n  ( p a r t i c u l a r l y  t o  o b t a i n  
Jewish educa t ion )  r a t h e r  than  on o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y .  These f i n d -  
ings  suppor t  t he  concept t h a t ,  when t h e  w i f e  i s  Jewish and t h e  husband 
non-Jewish, cons iderab le  commitment t o  Jewish c h i l d  r e a r i n g  p e r s i s t s .  

Solve Antecedents t o  I n t e rmar r i age :  I n t e r d a t i n g  -- 
Tab le  X i n d i c a t e s  t he  e x t e n t  t o  which a d u l t  Jewish respondents 

r e p o r t  t h a t  they have, o r  have no t ,  dated non-Jews. 

Among t h e  non- in te rmar r ied ,  some f o u r  o f  ten,  39,9%, i n d i c a t e  
t h a t  they had "never" dated a nun-Jew whi l e  about one- th i  rd,  31.7% 
no te  t h a t  they " in te rda ted"  once i n  a  wh i l e .  For t h i s  mar r iage  
category ,  o n l y  one - f ou r t h  25.1% r e p o r t  t h a t  they  dated non-Jews 

'lsomet imes" o r  "a 1 at". 

The p i c t u r e  i s  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  the  i n t e rmar r i ed .  P a r t i c i l -  
i a r l y  t h e  'husband Jewish and w i f e  non-Jewish1 p a t t e r n  r e p o r t s  a  
p r e v a l e n t  and i n t e n s i v e  i n t e r d a t i n g  p a t t e r n ,  w i t h  more than  h a l f  
r e p o r t i n g  t h a t  they dated non-Jews ' a  l o t ' .  For the ' w i f e  Jewlsh and 
husband no t  Jewish '  p a t t e r n ,  i t  i s  the 'sometimes' response t h a t  p re -  
dominates - about 70%. Th i s  p o i n t s  t o  t h e  ex i s t ence  o f  d i f f e r e n t  p e r -  
sonal and s o c i a l  dynarni cs i n  t he  "husband Jewish" vei-:jus "w i f e  Jewish" 
i ntermarr iages.  



Overa l l ,  n e a r l y  63% o f  respondents i n d i c a t e d  t h a t  they dated 
non-Jews ' neve r ' ,  o r  o n l y  'once i n  a  w h i l e ' ,  w h i l e  about 34% r e p o r t  
i n t e r d a t i n g  a t  the  'sometimes' o r  ' a  l o t '  l e v e l .  

Some p o s s i b l y  c o n t r a d i c t o r y  responses a re  i n d i c a t e d  by t he  'lctl 
nex t  t o  severa l  f i g u r e s  i n  Table  X ;  these r e f e r  t o  ins tances  i n  which 
i t  i s  c la imed, i n t e r m a r r i a g e  no tw i t hs tand ing ,  t h a t  i n t e r d a t i n g  had 
never occured. Lack o f  cons is tency,  misunders tanding o r  t he  p o s s i b l e  
i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  t h a t  "never'l means something 1 i ke  "we1 1.. . .almost 
never", (except f o r  t he  person chosen i n  marr iage)  may account f o r  
t h i s .  

A t o p i c  o f  f requen t  i n t e r e s t  i s  t h a t  o f  pa ren ta l  a t t i t u d e s  
towards i n t e r d a t i n g .  Cons ider ing t h e  paren ts  o f  t h e  now- in termarr ied 
a d u l t  respondents ( u s u a l l y ) ,  Table  X I ,  i n d i c a t e s  t he  s t r onges t  o p p o s i t i o n  
t o  i n t e r d a t i n g  by paren ts  o f  t h e  non- in te rmar r ied .  

Approval o f  i n t e rmar r i age  i s  c l e a r c u t  f o r  a d u l t  Jewish respond- 
en ts  i n  " t y p i c a l "  i n t e r m a r r i e d  households. See Table  X I I .  Here, more 
than 60 'Xs t rong l y  agree t h a t  " i t  i s  a l l  r i g h t  f o r  Jews t o  marry  non- 
Jews". 

Wh i le  among those no t  i n t e rmar r i ed ,  more than h a l f  d i sagree  
("somewhat" o r  " s t r ong l y " )  w i t h  t he  s ta tement  t h a t  "it i s  a l l  r i g h t  
f o r  Jews t o  marry  non-Jews", a very  s i z a b l e  m i n o r i t y ,  - i n  excess o f  
38%-  express agreement, v i z .  they approve o f  i n te rmar r iage .  

Whatever t he  nuances o f  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n ,  - and cause-and-effect 
r e l a t i o n s h i p s  cannot n e c e s s a r i l y  be i n f e r r e d  - i t  would appear t h a t  
p a r e n t a l  a t t i t u d e s ,  as r epo r t ed  by t h e  now- in termarr ied,  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  
assoc ia ted  w i t h  presence o r  absence o f  i n te rmar r iage .  

Some Antecedents t o  I n t e rmar r i age  and A t t i t u d e s :  The I n te rmar r i eds  

A f r e q u e n t l y  r a i sed  q u e s t i o n  bears  on t h e  Jewish aspects  o f  t h e  
ch i l dhood  environment and t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t he  eventua l  occurrence 
o f  i n te rmar r iage .  I t  i s ,  o f  course, d i f f i c u l t  t o  o b t a i n  a comp le te ly  
"c lean" d e f i n i t i o n  o f  an a d u l t ' s  e r s t w h i l e  ch i ldhood  environment,  un- 
a f f e c t e d  by subsequent exper iences as an a d u l t ,  t he  n a t u r e  o f  h i s / h e r  
ma r r i age  inc luded.  I t  may be o f  i n t e r e s t ,  however, t o  examine t he  a d u l t  
Jewish respondent 's  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  the Jewishness o f  h l s / h e r  upb r i ng i ng .  
The f i g u r e s  concern ing t h i s  i s sue  appear i n  Tab le  X I I I .  

I n  households i n  which t h e  c u r r e n t  ma r r i age  i nvo l ves  two Jewish 
p a r t n e r s ,  more than h a l f ,  55.2% desc r i be  t h e i r  u p b r i n g i n g  as I 1 s t r o n g l y  
Jewish" w h i l e  an a d d i t i o n a l  t h i r d ,  34.4%, i n d i c a t e  t h a t  i t  was "somewhat 
Jewish". The p a t t e r n  i s  q u i t e  d i f f e r e n t  f o r  'husband Jewish and w i f e  
n o t  Jewish ' .  But f o r  ' w i f e  Jewish and husband no t  Jewish ' ,  t he  views 
c l o s e l y  resemble those appear ing i n  non - i n t e rmar r i ed  households. Th i s  
s i m i l a r i t y  aga in  p o i n t s  t o  t h e  o p e r a t i o n  o f  r a t h e r  d i f f e r e n t  dynamics 
i n  i n t e rmar r i ages  i n  which t h e  w i f e  i s  t h e  Jewish p a r t n e r ,  i n  c o n t r a s t  
w i t h  those i n  which the  husband i s  t h e  Jewish p a r t n e r .  



For t h e  'husband Jewish and w i f e  n o t  Jewish '  category ,  Jewish 
u p b r i n g i n g  i s  descr ibed  i n  terms i n d i c a t i n g  much l esse r  Jewish commit- 
ment than  found e i t h e r  i n  t h e  non- in te rmar r iage  o r  i n  t he  ' w i f e  Jewish 
and husband n o t  Jewish '  s i t u a t i o n s ;  here,  o n l y  about one i n  seven, 
15.2%, descr ibes  h i s  upb r i ng i ng  as " s t r ong l y  Jewish", as a g a i n s t  more 
than  h a l f ,  55.3%, when t he  w i f e  i s  Jewish. 

Whi le  t h e  samples a r e  smal l  f o r  marr iages i n  the "marginal"  
category ,  i t  seems t h a t  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  l ess  i n t ense  l e v e l s  o f  Jewish 
u p b r i n g i n g  a re  r epo r t ed  f o r  these groups, as i n d i c a t e d  by p r o p o r t i o n s  
d e s c r i b i n g  t h e i r  upb r i ng i ng  as " s l i g h t l y  Jewishtt  o r  as "not  a t  a l l  
Jewi sh". 

I f  one "scores" o r  "grades" t he  l e v e l  o f  Jewish u p b r i n g i n g  w i t h  
"not  a t  a l l  Jewish" va lued a t  zero,  " s l i g h t l y  Jewish" a t  - 9  one "?" 
( d o u b t f u l )  a t  two, "somewhat Jewish" a t  t h r e e  and " s t r o n g l y  Jewish" a t  
fou r  t he  f o l  l ow ing  average "scores" appear: 

-9 

1 .  Not i n t e r m a r r i e d  3.34 
2. W i f e  Jewish and husband n o t  Jewish 3.23 
3. Husband Jewish and w i f e  n o t  Jewish 2.57 
4. Marg ina l  "o ther"  1.81 
5. Husband, no p re fe rence  1.14 

Tabel X I V  cons iders  t he  da ta  from a  d i f f e r e n t  s tandpo in t ,  ex- 
amining u p b r i n g i n g  and t h e  "chance" t h a t  a  p a r t i c u l a r  d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  
Jewish upb r i ng i ng  w i l l  be assoc ia ted  w i t h  a  p a r t i c u l a r  mar r iage  p a t t e r n .  

For  ins tance ,  i f  we take  as 100.0% those who desc r i be  t h e i r  up- 
b r i n g i n g  as "not a t  a l l  Jewish", we f i n d  t h a t  o f  t h i s  group o n l y  50.3% 
a r e  i n  t h e  non - i n t e rmar r i ed  category .  Con t ras t  t h i s  w i t h  those who 
desc r i be  t h e i r  upb r i ng i ng  as " s t r o n g l y  Jewish"; he re  as many as 92.3% 
a r e  found i n  t h e  non- in te rmar r ied  category.  

I t  i s  o f  i n t e r e s t  t h a t  t h e  sma l l es t  "chance" t h a t  mar r iage  w i t h -  
i n  t h e  Jewish group w i l l  occur  appears = f o r  those who desc r i be  t h e i r  
u p b r i n g i n g  as "not a t  a l l  Jewish", b u t  r a t h e r  f o r  those who i d e n t i f y  
t h e i r  upb r i ng i ng  w i t h  a  metaphor ica l  shrug o f  t h e  shoulders  - as "?It. 

I t  i s  t h i s  l e v e l  o f  u n c e r t a i n t y ,  r e f l e c t i n g  an u n d e r l y i n g  se l f - doub t  
i n  personal  i d e n t i t y ,  t h a t  has t he  g rea tes t  chance o f  be i ng  assoc ia ted  
w i t h  in te rmar r iage .  

Th i s  f i n d i n g  suggests t h a t  any k i n d  of  Jewish i d e n t i t y  c l e a r l y  
de f ined ,  even i f  toward t he  moderate o r  nega t i ve  s i d e  o f  t he  spectrum, 
i s  somewhat l ess  l i k e l y  t o  be r e l a t e d  t o  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  than a  s t a t e  o f  
d o u b t f u l  r e f l e c t i o n  on Jewish upbr ing ing .  But p o s i t i v e  Jewish i d e n t i t y  
i s  c l e a r l y  assoc ia ted  w i t h  mar r iage  w i t h i n  t h e  Jewish group. 



TABLES 

D e f i n i t i o n s :  per  "basic" i n t e rmar r i age  - when couple met 

"Husband Jewish" = husband Jewish/wi fe  nor ~ e w i s h  

"Wife Jewish" = w i f e  Jewish/husband n o t  Jewish 

"Husband No Preference" = husband no ( re l i c j i ous ,   ideological^ 
pre fe rence  (bu t  t y p i c a l l y  born  
Jewish)/  w i f e  n o t  Jewish 

t'Otherl' = misce l laneous combinat ions o f  "no ( r e l i g i o u s ,  
i d e o l o g i c a l )  preference" by e i t h e r  husband o r  
w i f e ,  o r  o t h e r  pa t t e rns ,  i n c l u d i n g  "pa r t  Jewish" 
p a r t n e r s  

F igures  i n d i c a t e  percentages un less  o the rw i se  noted. Percentages 
may n o t  add t o  100.0 due t o  rounding. Technica l  memoranda s p e c i f y i n g  p re -  
c i s i o n  sampl ing w i l l  be prepared by B. Lazerwi tz .  Data based on i n i t i a l  
ana l ys i s ,  Na t i ona l  Jewish Popu la t i on  Study, conducted under auspices o f  
Counci l  o f  Jewish Federat ions and Wel fare Funds. 

TABLE I 

Jewish Persons I n te rmar r y i ng  

(by t ime per  i od )  

1900-70 

1921-30 

1931 -40 

I 941-45 

1946-50 

1951-55 

1956-60 

196 1-65 

1966-72 

year n o t  g i ven  

To ta l  

Not i n t e r -  
m a r r i e d  

98.0 

96.8 

97.0 

93.3 

93.3 

93.6 

94.1 

82.6 

68.3 

98.3 

go. 8 

I n t e r -  
m a r r i e d  

2.0 

3.2 

3.0 

6.7 

6.7 

6.4 

5.9 
17.4 

31.7 

1.7 

9.2 



1900-20 

1921 -30 

1931-40 

1 941 -45 

1 946-50 

1951 -55 

1956-60 

1961-65 

1966-72 

year  no t  g i ven  

TABLE I - A  

D e t a i l :  I n t e rmar r i age  Types 

(by t ime pe r i od )  

husband 
Jewish 

w i f e  
Jewish 

husband 
no p r e f .  

o t h e r  
interm. 

a1 1 i n t e r -  
mar r i aqes>'c 

To ta l  9.1 4.4 0.8 2.5 16.8 

x = n e g l i g i b l e  

* For each t ime  per iod :  a l l  marr iages cons idered = 100% 

Each p r o p o r t i o n  shown i s  taken o f  a l l  marr iages (100.0 percen t )  i n  
the  respec t i ve  t ime  per iods.  



TABLE I I 

Husband Jewish-a) 

W i f e  Jewish - b) 

Spouse I n i t i a l l y  Not Jewish conver ted t o  Judaism 
Yes No To ta l  - 

26.7 73.3 100.0 

a) 1.0 percen t  p r e v i o u s l y  conver ted  i n t o  Judaism. 

b)  0.3 percen t  p r e v i o u s l y  conver ted  i n t o  ~ u d a i s m .  

Notes: 

I n  t h e  Husband no ( r e l i g i o u s )  p re fe rence /w i f e  i n i t i a l l y  non-Jewish 
type  2.9% o f  wives have conver ted  t o  Judaism, 97.1% have n o t  con- 
ve r ted .  (NO husbands have conver ted)  

I n  t h e  "Otherl l  i n t e r m a r r i a g e  type, each 1.3% o f  husbands and 1.3% o f  
w ives conver ted  i n t o  Judaism, w h i l e  t h e  ba lance each o f  98.7% d i d  not .  

O f  a l l  husbands i n  t h e  mar r iages  s tud ied ,  0.3 a r e  conve r t s  i n t o  Judaism. 
O f  a l l  w ives i n  t h e  mar r iages  s tud ied ,  2.7 a r e  conve r t s  i n t o  Judaism. 

TABLE I I I 

S e l f - D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  Jewish I d e n t i t y  

" l s (person) 
Jew i s h now?" 

Yes: i d e n t i f i e s  as 
I1Jewi sh" 

No: i d e n t i f i e s  as 
"not Jewish" 

I n t e r m a r r i e d  
i n i t i a l l y  non- 
Jewish Wi fe :  
(Whose Husband 
i s  Jewish) 

l n te rmar r i ed  
i n i t i a l l y  non- 
Jewish Husband: 
(Whose Wi fe  
i s  Jewish) 



Chi 1 d  
raised.... 

Wi th no 
be1 i e f  

As Jewish 

As 
Pro tes tan t  

As 
Cathol i c  

Tota l  

TABLE I V  

Ch i ld ren ' s  Re l ig ious  O r i e n t a t i o n  

(Marriages With Ch i ld ren  Only) 

Not Husband 
I n t e r -  Husband Wife no p r e f -  To ta l  o f  
Marr ied Jewish Jewish erence Other Chi l d ren  

A l l  c h i l d r e n  
by marr iage 
type : 88.5 2.9 5.9 0.2 2.5 100.0 

TABLE V 

I n t e n t i o n  Regarding C h i l d ( r e n ) ' s  Jewish Education 

Intend t h a t  c h i l d  
w i l l  receive No 'Typ ica l  ' 
Jewish Education.... In termarr iage Intermarr iage * 

Yes 85.4 70.7 

: Sample too  small t o  permi t  f u r t h e r  breakdown. 



TABLE V I  

B e l i e f  i n  Jewish R e l i g i o n  

( ~ d u  1 t Jewi sh Respondent) 

Be l i eve  i n  Not Husband 
Jewish I n t e r -  Husband Wi fe  no p r e f -  
re1 ig ion. .  . m a r r i e d  Jewish Jewish e rence Gther  T o t a l  

Not a t  a1 1 3.3 4.4 4.4 14.3 52.0 3.9 

A l i t t l e  6.9 31.9 24.4 81.6 2.0 10.3 

? 3.2 10.2 3.2 2.0 14.0 3.9 

Sornewha t 29.7 18.3 14.8 0 18.0 27.8 

S t r o n g l y  56.9 35.3 53.2 2.0 14.0 54.1 
- - 

Tota l  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

Be1 i eve  
one God.. . 
Not  a t  a1 1 

A l i t t l e  

? 

Sor~iewha t 

S t r o n g l y  

Not 
I n t e r -  
m a r r i e d  

T o t a l  

TABLE VI I 

B e l i e f  i n  One God 

Husband W i f e  
Jewish Jewish 

Husband 
no p r e f -  
erence Other  

36.0 

8.0 

4.0 

2.0 

50.0 

T o t a l  

5.7 



TABLE V l  l l 

A c t i v i t y  i n  Temple o r  Synagogue 

(Adu 1 t Jewish Respondents) 

A c t i v e  i n  Not 
Temple o r  I n t e r -  
Synagogue... mar r ied  

Husband 
Wife no p r e f -  
Jewish erence Other 

56.8 100.0 88.5 

Husband 
Jewish 

84.2 

A1 1 
respondents 

Not a t  a l l  57.3 

S l  i g h t l y  27.8 

Q u i t e  6.9 

Total  100.0 

x = n e g l i g i b l e  

TABLE I X  

A c t i v i t y  i n  Jewish Organizat ions 

( ~ d u l  t Jewish ~espondents)  

Ac t i ve  i n  
Jewish 
organ i za- 
t ion. .  . 

Not Husband 
i n t e r -  Husband Wife no p r e f -  
marr ied Jewish Jewish erence 

A1 1 
Other respondents 

Not a t  a1 1 

S l i g h t l y  

? 

Q u i t e  

Very 

Tota l  



TABLE X 

Dat ing:  Report  That Respondent has Dated Non-Jews 

Respondent Not Husband 
has dated I n t e r -  Husband W i fe  no p r e f -  
non-Jews.. . mar r i ed  Jewish Jewish erence Other 

Never 39.9 4.gc 5.2' 2.oc 7. 7C 

Once i n  
a w h i l e  31.7 4.5 10.7 2.0 9.6 

? 3.3 3.5 0.8 o 3.8 

Some t i mes 17.1 35.3 69.8 6.1 30.8 

A l o t  8.0 51.9 13.5 89.8 48.1 

To ta l  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

To ta l  

34.7 

c = c o n t r a d i c t o r y  t o  I i f ac t "  

TABLE X I  

Dat ing:  Respondent's Parents Oppos i t ion  t o  I n t e r - d a t i n g  

Parents 
opposed t o  Not Husband 
i n t e r -  I n t e r -  Husband W i fe  no p r e f -  
d a t i n g  .... mar r i ed  Jewish Jewish erence Other To ta l  

Not a t  a1 1 
opposed 

S l i g h t l y  
opposed 11.9 7.7 26.2 o 6.3 12.1 

Somewhat 18.2 42.8 47.2 6.1 14.6 21.5 
opposed 

S t rong l y  54.5 16.1 13.7 2.0 16.7 48.6 
opposed 

P To ta l  100.0 100.0 100.0 
100.0 100.0 100.0 



TABLE X I  I 

A t t i t u d e  Toward I n te rmar r i age  

(Adul t Jewi sh Respondent) 

" I t  i s  a l l  
r i qh.& f o r  Not rlushand - 
Jews t o  marry I n t e r -  Husband W i fe  no p r e f -  
non-Jews". . . . mar r i ed  Jewish Jewish erence Other To ta l  

S t rong l y  
d isagree  

Somewhat 19.8 3.8 4.8 83.3 7.7 18.1 
d isagree 

? 5.7 12.9 0.4 2.1 7.7 6.1 

Somewhat 24.5 12.7 29.9 0 21.2 23.5 
agree 

S t rong l y  13.7 65.2 61.4 14.6 57.7 20.7 
agree 

To ta l  100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

TABLE X I 1  I 

D e s c r i p t i o n  o f  Upbr ing ing  

( ~ d u  1 t Jewi sh ~esponden t )  

Not Husband 
Upbr ing ing  
was.. . 
Not a t  a1 1 
Jewish 

S l  i g h t l y  
Jewish 

Somewhat 
Jewi ski 

S t rong l y  
Jewish 

T o t a l  

I n t e r -  Husband Wi fe  no p r e f -  
ma r r i ed  Jewish Jewish erence Other To ta l  

"Score" 3.34 2.57 3.23 1.14 1.81 



I f  upbring- 
ing was.... 

Not a t  a1 l 
Jewish 

S l  i g h t l y  
Jewish 

Somewhat 
Jewish 

Strongly 
Jewish 

TABLE X I V  

Upbringing and Intermarr iage 

llChancell 

(Chance) (chance) (chance) (Chance) (Chance) (Chance) 

Not Husband 
t 

I n t e r -  Husband W i f e  no pre f -  
marr ied Jewish Jewish erence Other T o t a l  
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