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August 29, 1986 

Mr. Jonathan W. Kolker 
Chairman of the Board of Directors 
Associated Jewish Charities & Welfare Fund 
101 west Mt. Royal Avenue 
Baltimore, Maryland 21201 

Dear Jon: 

On behalf of the population study Committee, we are 
pleased to present the Population study of the Baltimore 
Jewish Community, which was developed by our Committee at 
the request of the Long Range Planning Committee and its 
Chairman, David Hirschhorn, who took an active role through­
out. 

The research firm of Survey Research Associates, Diane 
Monheit, President, was engaged to carry out the technical 
field aspects of the study under the overall direction of 
Dr. Gary Tobin, principal investigator. The sampling plan 
and computer programming were conducted under the direction 
of Dr. Michael Rappeport of R L Associates of Princeton, New 
Jersey. This "team" was most cooperative and effective in 
establishing a high standard for every segment of the Study. 

In addition to the work of the Committee, we owe much 
to the foresight of Shoshana S. Cardin, under whose adminis­
tration this Study was commissioned; to the members of our 
committee, particularly those who were part of the Technical 
Task Force, who gave willingly and freely of their time in 
reviewing pertinent material and who attended the numerous 
meetings during the entire process of the study's develop­
opment and implementation; to Stephen D. Solender, President 
of the AJC&WF, for his unstinting support; to Joel Daner, 
Vice President, and to Carol Schreter, Ph.D., Planning Con­
sultant, for their valuable staff work and guidance. 

The study has been a challenging one, and we are confi­
dent of its usefulness, not only to the Associated Jewish 
Charities & Welfare Fund's long-range planning process and 
those of its constituent agencies, but for the entire Balti­
more Jewish community as well. 

Sincerely, 

¢ __ r ~?7:Pft--- ~ p J/t:;; 
Jonas M. L. Cohen Louis B. Kohri, II 

CO-Chairmen 
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FOREWORD 

The Associated Jewish Charities & Welfare Fund of Baltimore 
is pleased to present this full and comprehensive Population 
Study of our vibrant, dynamic Jewish community. with the avail­
ability of this data, the Baltimore Jewish community now has 
valuable information which should help the AJC&WF, our constit­
uent agencies, and other local Jewish organizations and 
synagogues to better understand their constituents and to plan 
for their future. 

This project was started during the administration of 
Shoshana Cardin, who appointed a committee to investigate the 
feasibility of a full and complete population study. It was 
commissioned at the request of the Long Range Planning Committee 
and its Chairman, David Hirschhorn. 

Under the careful and untiring leadership of Jonas M. L; 
Cohen and Louis B. Kohn, II, who served as co-chairmen of the 
Population Study Committee, a Technical Advisory Committee under 
the chairmanship of Leon Gordis, M.D., the two-year process and 
study has evolved into a document which is meant to serve as a 
cornerstone for long-range planning for services and change in 
the Baltimore Jewish community. 

We were fortunate to have chosen a research team which 
included Dr. Gary A. Tobin of the Center for Modern Jewish 
Studies of Brandeis University, Survey Research Associates of 
Baltimore, and Dr. Michael Rappeport of R L Associates, who 
devoted careful attention to the requests of our committee and to 
the details of the Study itself. They set a high standard for 
which we are grateful. Their combined devotion and expertise 
served as a model for similar studies throughout the country. 
Our special thanks and commendation to each of them who worked so 
patiently with our committees these past few years. They are all 
responsible for the in-depth quality of the results, about which 
we are all proud. 

We can look forward to the implementation of the Study with 
pride, hope, and expectations that this analysis will serve as 
the necessary tool in helping our Jewish community to continue 
its capability to meet the needs of our constituents in the years 
to come. 

March 1986 

i 

Jonathan W. Kolker 
Chairman of the Board 
Associated Jewish Charities 

& Welfare Fund 
Baltimore, Maryland 
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PREFACE 

One of the best parts of working with a Jewish community on 

a demographic study is writing the preface to the study. It is 

the last part of the final report that I write, and it signifies 

that years of work have come to successful completion. The 

nicest part about writing the preface is the opportunity to say 

something on the personal side, in an otherwise dispassionate 

document. 

Each community puts its own mark on the demographic study 

process. st. Louis was innovative in developing the community 

process itself, with Barry Giller and Nancy Boguslaw taking the 

lead. Washington brought an expertise from the U.S. Bureau of 

the Census and used the population study to explore complex 

campaign issues. Kansas City paid special attention to issues 

relating to intermarriage; Atlantic City to the effects of a 

changing economic base on the structure of the Jewish community; 

and Chicago to issues relating to the Jewish poor. 

Baltimore was innovative in a number of ways. Complex 

series of questions on service delivery were included in the 

Baltimore survey in a wide number of areas. These questions were 

pretested many times and refined continuously before they were 

included in the final draft of the questionnaire (which was the 

15th draft!). These questions have produced information that is 

valuable to the national Jewish community. 

The Baltimore demographic study committee was aided by a 

sophisticated sub-committee consisting of scholars in many 
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fields. They examined the tables in depth and aided tremendously 

in the analysis and interpretation of the data. I welcomed their 

involvement and helpfulness. 

It was a pleasure to work with the Demographic study 

Committee listed at the front of this report. They were tough, 

insightful, and creative. The co-chairmen, Jonas M. L. Cohen and 

Louis B. Kohn, II, were extremely diligent and skillful. The 

study's success rests largely on their leadership. A special 

note of thanks to David Hirschhorn. It was upon his probing and 

insistance that many of the questions on service delivery took 

shape. 

Jonathan Kolker, Chairman of the Board of the Associated 

Jewish Charities, was supportive of this project during every 

phase, as was Shoshana S. Cardin, Chairman of the Board when this 

project began, and stephen Solender, President of the Associated. 

Associated staff members were superb. Lorraine Blass 

had key input throughout the process. Marty Waxman represented 

the Campaign staff. Carol Schreter spent much of her life over 

the past two years on this project and deserves much gratitude 

for her efforts. 

Many others have contributed to this report. vicki Ibera 

prepared and edited the manuscript and generally made sure every­

thing was okay. She was terrific, as usual. Mike Rappeport made 

special efforts on sampling and preparation of the tables, far 

beyond the call of duty. Don Feldstein of the Council of Jewish 

Federations and Sidney Goldstein of Brown University reviewed 
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drafts (and participated in other ways in the study process), and 

their comments were extremely helpful. My thanks to them. 

The entire staff of Survey Research Associates was 

excellent - the interviewers, the coding staff - everybody. 

Special thanks to Diane Monheit and Sandi Ezrine. They are true 

professionals and have completed this survey to the highest 

standards of social science research. They do survey research 

the way it is supposed to be done. 

While writing the preface is a special treat, writing the 

final paragraph of the preface is even more special. Here is the 

space that I have saved to talk about Joel Daner. He is a 

caring, talented, and top-notch professional. Every aspect of 

his work on this project has helped to enrich the study. Working 

with Joel, as they used to say, is a "high." The field of Jewish 

communal service is far richer for his presence. I am privileged 

to have had the opportunity to work with him and to become his 

friend. 

v 

Gary A. Tobin, Ph.D. 
center for Modern Jewish Studies 
Brandeis University 
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INTRODUCTION 

Long-range planning has become essential throughout the 

organized Jewish community. Complex decisions must be made in 

many areas: relocation of existing facilities and strategic 

placment of new ones: implementing new programs and trimming others: 

instituting new ways to raise funds, and many others. Long-range 

planning requires good information on which to base difficult 

decisions. 

The need for accurate and up-to-date information provided 

the impetus to conduct this demographic study. The Associated 

Jewish Charities has taken a major step toward reaching its goal 

of integrating systematic research into its many planning 

processes. 

A demographic study is much more than a population count. 

It is a demographic profile, a religious profile, a guide to key 

community relations issues, and a needs assessment tool. It is a 

major component in a wide variety of community planning systems. 

Baltimore has been a leader in this type of research. It 

conducted its first comprehensive demographic study in 1968, and 

has conducted a similar study in each subsequent decade. For 

example, the Associated Jewish Charities has sponsored needs 

assessment studies for the elderly population. The 1985 

Demographic study results from keen interest in utilizing re­

search in sophisticated planning efforts. 

The data presented in this report are the results of many 

years of planning, promotion, fieldwork, and analysis. A 

thorough demographic profile of the Baltimore Jewish community is 
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presented, summarizing the data that were collected from almost 

1,200 personal interviews completed in 1985. In addition to the 

greater Baltimore area, two other areas were also surveyed: 

Howard and Anne Arundel counties. The data relative to these two 

areas will be presented in separate sections of the report. 

Not all of the possible cross-tabulations between all 

factors are presented in this study. Such a document would 

include thousands of tables, and would be unusable. Selected 

tables are chosen for presentation. These tables were chosen 

jointly by the consultant and the Demographic Study Committee. 

Further analysis and use of all of the data will be conducted as 

part of the ongoing planning functions of the Associated and its 

constituent agencies. The data are on computer tape, and a data 

retrieval system is being developed by the Associated. As speci­

fic planning needs occur, the data will be examined in many ways. 

This report is the first of many products and uses that will 

result from this project. 

The study is divided into the following sections: 

Introduction 

1. Methodology and Fieldwork Analysis 

2. Highlights of the Jewish Community of Greater Baltimore 

3. Geographic Distribution, Household Size, and Household 
Composition 

4. Nativity, Residency, Mobility, and Housing 
Characteristics 

5. Demographic and Social Characteristics 

6. Religious Characteristics 

7. Volunteer ism and Organizational Characteristics 

2 



8. Israel 

9. Anti-Semitism 

10. Demographic Characteristics of Howard County 

11. Demographic Characteristics of Anne Arundel County 

12. Trends in the Jewish Community 1968-1985 

Appendix 1: Tables Comparing Baltimore to Other Jewish 
Jewish Communities 

Appendix 2: Survey Instrument 

Tables are printed at the end of each section. Frequency 

distributions for each question are printed in the report, along 

with selected cross-tabulations by age, geography, religious 

identification, and other variables. The survey instrument that 

was used in the study is reprinted in Appendix 2. 

This report tends to be non-interpretive. The data are 

presented in detail, but possible causes or implications are not 

discussed. The study is designed to be a reference book for 

planning, and many interpretations are possible. Therefore, the 

"meaning" of the results in this report is left to the Jewish 

community of Baltimore. The interpretive efforts will corne in 

other reports and meetings with the Associated staff and lay 

leaders over the next year. 

As noted earlier, Baltimore is one of a few American Jewish 

communities to have completed three demographic studies over a 

period of twenty years. (Boston, for example, also completed 

three studies - 1965, 1975, and 1985.) Unfortunately, much of 

the 1975 data is in unpublished form and not available. The 1968 

3 



study is available, and, wherever possible, comparisons to that 

study are made. 

Many Jewish communities want to know how they compare to 

other Jewish communities. Appendix 1 of this report updates 

tables constructed by Gary A. Tobin and Julie Lipsman which were 

later updated by Gary A. Tobin and Alvin Chenkin and which com­

pare the results of many Jewish demographic studies. Such 

comparisons highlight the unique or unusual characteristics and 

point to similarities as well. These comparisons are extremely 

useful when communities exchange information on service delivery 

or campaign planning, as they provide a much needed context. 

The interviewers were instructed to record all of the 

respondents' and spouses' comments, even the mundane, highly 

personal, or seemingly irrelevant comments. Wherever possible, 

these comments are woven into the text of the report. 

In some tables, "don't knows" and missing values are 

included in the computations, and in some cases they are not 

included. This depends on whether or not the "don't know· is a 

statement of value or merely an inability to remember. Attitu­

dinal data usually include the "don't knows" as a value. Rowand 

column totals do not always add up to exactly 100%, due to the 

weighting scheme used or rounding error. Furthermore, the 

numbers in the text sometimes differ from the numbers in the 

tables, depending on the base upon which they were calculated. 

This is noted where there are differences. 

4 



This report is one of four initial reports to be completed 

for the Associated Jewish Charities. The four reports are: 

1) A Demographic Study of the Jewish Community of Baltimore 

2) Summary of the Demographic Study of the Jewish Community 
of Baltimore 

3) An Analysis of the Fund Raising Campaign of the 
Associated Jewish Charities and Welfare Fund of 
Baltimore 

4) Human Service Delivery in the Baltimore Jewish Community 

Each report will be published separately. For this reason, the 

data on philanthropy and service usage are not included in this 

report. other special reports may follow as the interpretation 

and implementation phases of the study process continue over the 

next few years. 

Defining a Jewish Household 

A triple screen was used to define a Jewish household: 

1) Are you Jewish? 2) Is any member of the household Jewish? 

3) Was any member of the household born or raised a Jew? Using a 

wide screen ensures that all Jews in the area are included in the 

study. 

The total population estimate for the Baltimore Jewish 

community is 93,000. The calculations for this estimate are 

contained in the next section. This includes an institutionalized 

Jewish population, primarily in nursing homes, of approximately 

1,300. It excludes all non-Jews who live in Jewish households 

and are unrelated to anyone in the household, i.e., roomers, 

roommates, friends, etc. (over 1,000 individuals). It does 

include the non-Jewish spouses, children, and other relatives of 
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Jews in the household. About 7,000 individuals report having no 

religion, more than one religion, or being a religion other than 

Jewish. 

The analysis in this report is based on the 91,700 Jews and 

related non-Jews living in non-institutionalized housing. It 

excludes about 1,300 institutionalized Jews (although they are 

included in the population estimate) and about 1,100 unrelated 

non-Jews living in Jewish households. All percentages and 

projected totals are made on the basis of 91,700 persons. 

How the Data Were Analyzed 

Because of the limited sample size, it is not always 

possible to have detailed analyses for every combination of 

variables that one might desire. Furthermore, the incidence of 

certain sub-populations, e.g., the disabled or particular service 

users in the total population, is so small that the total number 

of cases in a survey such as this is not large enough to do 

detailed analysis. 

While standard tests of significance have been used to 

evaluate the entire data set, a discussion of these tests in 

conjunction with each table or interpretation is not included in 

this report. While of use to social scientists in determining 

causality, inclusion of these significance tests in the report is 

not very informative for most readers. 

The following rules were generally followed in deciding when 

to report on particular variables and when it was determined that 

not enough cases were present for analysis. A minimum cell size 

of 10 within a cross-tabulation was necessary before any 
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inferences could be drawn. This is a relatively small number of 

cases compared to many other kinds of scientific or social 

scientific study. However, it should be clearly stated that the 

sampling error on such small numbers is quite large. The data are 

used in an interpretive way to draw general impressions and 

inferences, and should not be used as literal representations of 

the population. Therefore, with very small cell sizes of 10 to 

25, broad strokes and outlines, which point to trends, are being 

provided. Differences of 5% to 10% or even more between two 

variables when the cell size is so small should not be taken as 

exact representations. It should merely point to directional 

differences. 

When the cell size is less than 10, the data are even more 

impressionistic. Cell size may be calculated by adding the 

projections in each cell, calculating the percentages, and taking 

the percentage of the total. The percentages themselves are 

statistically meaningless, they merely point to general trends. 

Given sampling error, they may be incorrect, but they must be 

examined in the context of other knowledge and data sets. 

Therefore, I have taken the interpretive liberty of using even 

very small cell sizes to make some general comments. I would not 

claim the small number of cases can be used to say that 10%,20%, 

or 50% of disabled persons need help, for example. I would use 

them to say that we know that the service delivery system is 

constructed in such a way that it is likely that even this small 

cell size points to the need for services for the disabled. 
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The delivery of services and other planning considerations 

are affected by the geographic distribution of the population. 

The sample was stratified, therefore, to provide for enough cases 

in a number of geographic areas for sub-area analysis. For this 

report, seven geographic areas, defined by zip code, have been 

chosen. They are: 

Pikesville (21208) 
Mount Washington/Greenspring (21209) 
Park Heights/Reisterstown Corridor/City* (21215) 
Liberty Road/Randallstown (21207 and 21133) 
Owings Mills (21117) 
Other 212 zip codes 
Other zip codes 

The subdivision of the seven study areas can be seen in Map I. 

*References to this geographic area in subsequent text will be 
Park Heights Corridor. 
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THE DEMOGRAPHY AND RELIGIOUS CHARACTERISTICS 
OF BALTIMORE: WHAT DOES IT MEAN? 

The demographic study provides a rich compendium of text and 

tables. It is a great deal of information to absorb. After 

looking at all the data, comparisons with other communities, and 

the past, what does it mean? Where is the Baltimore community? 

Predictions are educated guesses, and no more, even with good 

data on which to base these predictions. The Jewish population 

of Baltimore is likely to stay stable, or decrease slightly. 

There is no evidence of significant loss due to net out-

migration, but the margin of error is such that a slight decrease 

(or increase) is possible. There is no evidence of rapid in-

migration, as experienced by some sunbelt communities, for 

example. 

Mobility 

The Jewish population of Baltimore is compact, but not so 

unusual when compared to Pittsburgh, st. Louis, or Cleveland. 

There does appear to be more intra-neighborhood mobility, sug­

gesting a relatively dense Jewish residential pattern for many 

years to come. While most, but not all, Jews live in the north-

west corridor, thousands of Jews live outside the core. Those 

who live outside the corridor tend to be intermarried, younger, 

and more unaffiliated. There are almost two Baltimore Jewish 

communities~ the one inside the core area, and the one outside. 

Even in the most densely settled Jewish areas, such as 

Pikesville, it is estimated that less than half of all the resi-

dents are Jewish. Certainly, some neighborhoods, or small areas 
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narrowly defined as such, have higher proportions of Jews, and 

some are extraordinarily high. On balance, a densely Jewish area 

in Baltimore means that most Jews live in particular areas, but 

that these ares are not predominantly Jewish. 

Pikesville contains a higher proportion of Baltimore's Jews 

in 1985 than it did in 1975. Other areas of growth are Owings 

Mills, up to 8% from 4% of the total, and all zip codes outside 

the core, up to 21% of the total from 16%. Thus, while the bas~c 

outlines in 1985 are similar to those of a decade earlier, there 

is a clear, steady, slow shift of the core itself to the north­

west and out of the core entirely. 

contrary to the perception of some people, most of the Jews 

coming to Baltimore are not Orthodox (about proportionate to the 

Orthodox population in general). Growth in the area is likely 

due to job opportunities or friends and family being there, and 

it is not likely due to the religious character of the community. 

Certainly, it plays som'e role, but probably no more than in New 

York, Los Angeles, or a few selected other cities with strong 

Orthodox communities. 

The Jewish Family 

Baltimore is very much like other Jewish communities in 

reflecting the fundamental changes in the character of the Jewish 

family over the past generation. The currect characteristics of 

the general population hold true: more single parents, widows, 

singles, reconstituted families, and women working outside the 

home for pay. Perhaps this changed constellation, and its many 
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religious, service, and fund raising consequences, is the most 

fundamental "news· of the study. Even if the population is 

stable in size, and even if most Baltimore Jews still live in the 

northwest corridor, the Baltimore Jewish community is fundamen­

tally different as a result of changed family constellations. In 

this regard, the Baltimore Jewish community has almost assumed 

the character of the non-Jewish community. 

Organizational Behavior 

Jews in Baltimore closely mirror Jews in communities 

throughout the united states, in terms of organizational and 

institutional behaviors. They are no more or less likely to 

belong to Jewish organizations, volunteer, belong to synagogues, 

or give to Jewish philanthropies than other Jewish communities. 

There is a certain amount of ndetachment,n marginality, and non­

participation to be found in Baltimore that is found elsewhere as 

well. Geographic concentration does not necessarily produce more 

religious participation or communal involvement. 

Orthodoxy in Baltimore and Religious Behavior 

Baltimore is unusual in terms of the high proportion of Jews 

who identify themselves as Orthodox. Baltimore is the first 

Jewish community where data show a resurgence of Orthodoxy among 

the young. It sets Baltimore apart, but caution must be urged in 

evaluating its meaning. Is it the beginning of a trend that will 

continue to capture a larger proportion of Baltimore Jews? Or is 

it the peak of a phenomenon that has already stabilized? It is 

probably somewhere in between, and the proportion of religious 
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identity of the population is not likely to change much in the 

near future. After all, the resurgence is a "blip,· or a minor 

reversal, not a "tidal wave." The significance lies in the fact 

that it is happening at all, to whatever degree. 

The picture is murky because Baltimore Jews have ritual 

observance patterns not very much different from most other 

Jewish communites. Most Jews observe some rituals, but not too 

many, and most Jews attend synagogue sometime, though not too 

often. Indeed, more Baltimore Jews identify themselves as 

Orthodox, but that does not mean that they are becoming 

"Orthodox" by some objective measures. As we find in other 

cities, Jews who identify themselves as Orthodox do not neces­

sarily walk on Shabbat, keep two sets of dishes, or eat only 

kosher meat outside their homes. Orthodoxy obviously means dif­

ferent things to those who call themselves Orthodox. 

The Baltimore Jewish community appears to be a relatively 

healthy one in terms of religious cohesiveness. It has an inter­

marriage rate lower than the west and Southwest. Most people 

belong to a synagogue at some time, receive Jewish education, 

observe some Jewish rituals, live in Jewish neighborhoods, and 

give something to Jewish philanthropies. 

But there are cracks in these seams. The stability of the 

population, both in terms of size and location, is somewhat 

illusory. Intermarriage is higher than it was twenty years ago; 

the effects are yet to be determined. The nature of the Jewish 

family has changed; the long-term effects are still unassessed. 
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People give, but not very much. Volunteer ism is low. Organiza­

tional memberships are dropping. 

Baltimore's geographic cohesiveness helps conceal those who 

are not well connected to the Jewish community, the changes and 

the challenges that characterize Baltimore's Jewish community. 

Dramatic changes have occurred and continue. In spite of the 

overall healthy picture, the study indicates that much work needs 

to be done in terms of nurturing religious participation in the 

broader community, in delivering services, in raising funds, and 

in revitalizing and redefining organizational and institutional 

roles and purposes. The future is neither rosy nor grim. It has 

to be molded. If the demographic study means anything, it shows 

that Baltimore faces the same changes, challenges, and obstacles 

as most other Jewish communities recently surveyed, and some of 

the problems are almost universal in all Jewish communities. 

Baltimore cannot assume that its self-defined special character 

will protect it from the major trends affecting contemporary 

Jewish life in the United states. 
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SECTION 1 

METHODOLOGY AND FIELDWORK ANALYSIS 

Introduction 

This methodological discussion is divided into four parts: 

sampling, interviewing, data processing (including weighting), 

and population projection. 

A. Sampling* 

Basic Random Digit Dialing Sample 

The basic sampling structure was a stratified random sample 

of the entire coverage area. The purpose of the stratification 

was to enable us to get an approximately equal number of inter­

views with Jews in each area of the city; that is, differential 

sampling fractions (to be defined below) were used in each area, 

thus yielding roughly similar numbers of Jewish interviews. In 

this way, the sampling variability for each sub-population is held 

roughly constant. We emphasize that, while this stratification 

does result in slightly higher sampling errors for the population 

as a whole, it more than compensates for this by substantially 

reducing the sampling errors in areas of low density Jewish 

population, thus enabling us to make statistically reliable 

statements about the population of these lower density areas. 

The primary sampling units used were telephone central 

office areas. After considerable discussion as to the perceived 

concentration of Jews in various areas of Baltimore City and 

County, the entire geographic area was stratified into eight 

*Prepared by Mike Rappeport. 
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strata. The geographic areas used and the associated telephone 

central offices were as follows: 

Name of stratum 

Baltimore City Jewish 
Balance of City 
Pikesville 
Randallstown 
Woodlawn 
Reisterstown 
South and West of City 

North and East of City 

Telephone central offices 

358, 664, 764 
All other central offices in city 
363, 484, 486, 922 
521, 655, 922 
265, 298, 594, 597, 944 
239, 356, 526, 833, 876 
All central offices listed as 
Glen Burnie, Armiger-Gibson 
Island, Brooklyn park-Linthicum, 
or Catonsville 
All central offices listed as 
Towson, Cockeysville, Dundalk, 
Essex, Sparrows point, Parkville, 
Fork, Chase, Parkton, Worthington 
Sparks-Glencoe or Sherwood Forest 

For each of these areas, a random sample of specific tele-

phone numbers was generated, with prefixes separated by geo­

graphic area. This was done by selecting numbers randomly from 

the telephone book, and then systematically adding small random 

numbers to get the numbers actually called. For instance, if the 

number actually selected was 343-3111, we would call a sequence 

of numbers starting with 343-1112, and continuing with 343-1113, 

343-1114, etc. In this way we were able to assure that the 

numbers called would include unlisted as well as listed tele-

phones. In all, anywhere from 7 to 33 numbers were generated 

from each number actually sampled from the telephone directory, 

depending on the projected proportions of Jews in each sub-area. 

Each household reached in this way was first screened to 

determine if there were one or more individuals who were either 

currently Jewish or had been born and raised Jewish. In such 

households a complete interview was then carried out, with any 
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adult over the age of 18 in the household. Attitudinal data are, 

therefore, from the respondent alone. These interviews consti-

tute the basic random digit dialing sample. 

Table A below demonstrates the number of RDD phone numbers 

generated for each calling round, or the sequential generation of 

groups of numbers for each area, as well as the number of calling 

rounds required to complete the RDD effort. 

TABLE A 

Numbers per Calling Rounds 
Area Calling Round Required 

Baltimore City 
Jewish 200 12 

Balance City 495 34 
Pikesville 184 12 
Randallstown 200 7 
Woodlawn 200 32 
Reisterstown 200 16 
South and West 

of City 200 17 
North and East 

of City 184 33 

Supplementary Sampling 

While this basic stratified sampling approach produced the 

great bulk of the required data, two problems still remained. On 

the one hand, in two of the areas (Baltimore City Jewish and 

Pikesville) the incidence of Jews is so high that there were only 

a relatively small number (approximately 400 each) of screen 

interviews. It was felt these were not adequate numbers to get 

sufficient statistically reliable estimates of the incidence of 

Jews in these very important sub-communities. Therefore, 
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approximately 200 additional screens, without completed inter-

views were completed in these areas for incidence estimation 

purposes only. 

On the other hand, in a number of areas, despite a very 

large number of screens, because of very low incidence only a 

very small number of Jewish households were contacted. In these 

areas, supplementary interviews were conducted within so-called 

Distinct Jewish Name (DJN) households. The procedure involved 

using a standard list of DJNs as a basis for drawing names and 

phone numbers from the desired areas. About 18% of the sample 

was identified through the use of DJNs. Table B shows the number 

of Jewish interviews and households screened, as well as data on 

the two supplementary samples. Refusals are Jewish households 

only that refused to be interviewed. 

Jewish 
Area Random 

Baltimore City 
Jewish 202 

Balance of City 165 
Pikesville 205 
Randallstown 209 
Woodlawn 36 
Reisterstown 78 
South and West 

of City 25 
North and East 

of City -.ll 

TABLE B 

Jewish Jewish 
DJN Refusals 

94 
84 47 

72 
46 

15 7 
19 

26 12 

~ 2!i 

Jewish 
Screens 

Only 

309 

323 

Non-Jewish 
Screens 

647 
9,358 

692 
675 

1,476 
2,237 

4,159 

3.561 

Totals 962 215 335 632 22,805 
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B. Interviewing 

Development 

Project development of this study began during the summer of 

1984. Survey Research Associates' Project Director, Ms. Sandi 

Ezrine, attended several meetings of the Population Committee and 

other committees to explore pertinent areas to be included in the 

survey instrument. Ms. Ezrine also reviewed all questionnaire 

changes with Dr. Gary Tobin, Mr. Joel Daner, and Dr. Carol 

Schreter. The long version of the questionnaire required fifteen 

revisions and several pretests before being approved in February 

of 1985. 

The shorter questionnaire, which was used for Howard and 

Anne Arundel Counties, was developed with input from representa­

tives of those counties in conjunction with the Population 

Committee. This questionnaire was finalized in May 1985. 

The training manual for the study was written by SRA's 

Project Director. A two-day training session was held on March 

12 and 13, 1985 and was attended by Dr. Tobin, Mr. Daner, and 

other SRA technical staff. Fourteen interviewers were trained, 

and twelve successfully completed the training process. Subse­

quent training sessions were held in April at the SRA office to 

increase the number of interviewers working on the project. A 

total of 20 interviewers and 5 screeners worked on the project 

during the field period. 

In addition to the questionnaire an~ manuals, other forms 

such as the RDD sheet and the sub-screening form were developed. 
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computer reports were also designed to track the progress of the 

field effort. 

Sub-Screens 

In the two areas of the highest Jewish population concentra­

tion, it was necessary to use an additional method to make 

population estimates. A screen only form was developed which 

obtained a household listing by relationship, sex, and age for 

those households in which there was at least one Jewish member. 

Sub-screens for 309 households were completed in Jewish City 

(Area 100), and 323 were completed in Pikesville (Area 300). 

Fieldwork 

The fieldwork began immediately after completion of training 

on March 13, 1985 and was completed on August 15, 1985, about 

five months. Interviewing did not take place on the Sabbath or 

any of the Jewish holidays that occurred between March and August 

1985. 

During the first week of the field period, each interviewer 

was required to come to the SRA office when he/she had completed 

three interviews. At this time, the interviewers reviewed their 

completed questionnaires with both the supervisor and an editor. 

This effort ensured that the interviewer was following the 

correct procedures and that any errors would be corrected early. 

Interviewers continued to make weekly office visits to turn 

in completed RDD sheets and interviews. At the time of their 

weekly visit, they were assigned new work, reviewed corrections 

with the editors, and discussed problems or individual interviews 

with the supervisor. 
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Several debriefings were held during the field period to 

boost morale, review editing decisions and introduce changes in 

the field procedures. Debriefings were held to train on the 

short interview and to introduce the sub-screening process. On 

September 23, 1985, the staff and many of the interviewers met 

with Mr. Daner to discuss their i~pressions of the population 

they had interviewed. 

Screeners 

Telephone screeners were added to the field personnel in 

May. The screeners were trained only to identify Jewish house­

holds. The telephone numbers of identified Jewish households 

were called in to the office and then assigned to field inter­

viewers for completion. This process helped to increase the 

productivity of the interviewers when we were calling in areas 

which had a lower concentration of Jewish households. 

RDD Procedures 

Telephone numbers randomly generated by computer were used 

for the RDD (Random Digit Dialing) phase of this study. The 

purpose of random digit dialing is to obtain a final disposition 

for each telephone number. A structure methodology was implemen­

ted to obtain a final disposition for each telephone number. 

Non-working numbers and, in many cases, business numbers 

were screened out before field assignment. Sheets with four 

telephone numbers each were assigned. Interviewers were instruc­

ted to make calls during the day (9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m.), even­

ings (5:30 p.m. to 9:30 p.m.) and Sunday. A final disposition or 

at least six attempts to contact was required for each number. 
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Three temporary codes were used as well. The chart below con-

tains the applicable codes. 

CHART I 

FINAL DISPOSITION CODES TEMPORARY CODES 

1 = CONPLETE 6 = NON ELIGIBLE HH 
2 = COMPLETED, CONVERSION 7 = REFUSED, NO SCREENING NA = NO ANSWER 
3 = BREAKOFF 8 = OTHER (SPECIFY) BZ = BUSY 
4 = ELIGIBLE HH/REFUSED 9 = BUSINESS PHONE CB = CALL BACK 
5 = ELIGIBLE HH/LANGUAGE 10 = NON-WORKING NUMBER 

(SPECIFY) 11 = CLOSED OUT/6 ATTEMPT 

Interviews 

The areas with the highest concentration of Jewish house-

holds were completed very early in the field period. Included 

were pikesville, Jewish City and the Randallstown area. The 

Reisterstown area was the next to be completed. These four areas 

did not require that any DJNs be called. 

The other four areas in the Baltimore metropolitan area 

required a greater number of RDDs and, therefore, required the 

use of DJN interviews. These areas included the balance of the 

city, Woodlawn, South and West, and North and East. 

The Howard County area was completed very easily and had 

only RDD calls. The Anne Arundel area required both RDD and DJN 

interviews to be completed. Table C below calculates the 

percentage of households that were Jewish in each of the ten 

areas, using only the RDD statistics. These figures assume that 

households that refused, before it could be determined if they 

were Jewish households, were non-Jewish. 
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TABLE C 

Number of Number of 
Households Jewish House- % Jewish 

Area Called holds Identified Households 

Jewish City* 1,252 505 48 
Balance City 9,565 207 2 
Pikesville* 1,292 600 46 
Randallstown 930 255 27 
south/West 4,190 31 <1 
Woodlawn 1,518 42 3 
Reisterstown 2,334 97 4 
North/East 3,612 51 1 
Anne Arundel 1,218 32 3 
Howard 1,390 188 II 

Totals 27,301 2,008 7 

*Areas with Jewish sub-screens 

Completion Rates 

A total of 2,455 Jewish households were identified using all 

sampling methods. This included RDDs, DJNS, ~nd sub-screeners. 

Table D represents the completion rate per area of the number of 

interviews/sub-screeners that were obtained with households 

indicating that there was a Jewish member. For known Jewish 

households, 1,175 interviews were completed in Baltimore City, 

Baltimore County, and Harford County, areas which are the focus 

of this report. The completion rate for known Jewish households 

was 85%. 
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TABLE D 

Jewish Completed 
Area Household Interviews/Screeners Percent 

Jewish City* 605 511 84 
Balance City 306 249 81 
Pikesville* 600 528 88 
Randallstown 255 209 82 
south/West 63 51 . 81 
woodlawn 58 51 88 
Reisterstown 97 78 80 
North/East 170 132 78 
Anne Arundel 142 126 89 
Howard 188 166 89 

Totals 2,484 2,101 85 

*Areas with sub-screeners 

Completed Interviews Per Area 

The original number of interviews required for each area by 

using the specified sampling method was adjusted during the field 

period by Mike Rappeport. The comparison of the original 

projections and the final results is represented in Table E. 
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TABLE E 

Original Final 
Area Area * Quotas Completed 

Jewish City 100 200 202 

Balance City 200 250 165 
250 84 

Pikesville 300 200 205 

Randallstown 400 200 209 

South/West 500 50 25 
550 50 26 

Woodlawn 600 50 36 
650 15 

Reisterstown 700 75 78 

North/East 800 75 42 
850 50 90 

Anne Arundel 900 45 25 
950 80 101 

Howard 001 125 166 

Totals 1,450 1,469 

Refusal Conversions 

SRA made an effort throughout the field period to convert 

refusals. These conversion efforts addressed two types of re-

fusals. The first was households that were Jewish, but refused 

to participate in the study. The second was respondents who 

began the interview but terminated the conversation before the 

interview was completed. In both of these situations, these 

telephone numbers were identified and reassigned to specific 

interviewers for conversion efforts. The majority of this effort 

was devoted to areas in which it was particularly difficult to 

find Jewish households. Of the 417 households in these 

24 



categories, a total of 49 interviews (12%) were completed using 

conversion techniques. 

Overall Completion Rates 

Calculating a completion rate on a quota sample is 

difficult. In Table F, the total number of Jewish households is 

used as a denominator in order to calculate a breakdown of the 

final dispositions. 

TABLE F 

Final Disposition 

Completed interviews/screeners 

Breakoffs 

Refusals 

Language 

Total Jewish households 

Ouality Control 

Validations: 

Number Percent 

2,101 85 

32 1 

336 13 

10 _1 

2,479 100 

A 10% validation was performed of each interviewer's work. 

The validations were completed by the supervisor and the 

assistant supervisor. The validation process required that 10% 

of the respondents be called and several of the interview 

questions be re-asked. In addition, the supervisor asked if the 

interviewer had been pleasant and if the respondent had any 

comments about the interview. A total of 139 validations were 

completed and all interviewers validated well. 
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Editing-Coding: 

All editing and coding was supervised by Mrs. Barbara 

Herman. Mrs. Herman contacted Dr. Tobin on a regular basis to 

make all coding decisions. Every interview was manually edited 

and a 10% second edit was performed by the editing supervisor. 

An edit log was kept to provide a record of all decisions that 

were made. All of the codes that were developed were recorded in 

a code book and copies were sent to Mike Rappeport, Gary Tobin, 

and Joel Daner. 

Data Cleaning: 

All interviews were keypunched and returned to BRA for data 

cleaning. The Data Manager, Ms. Mary Emerick, wrote the data 

cleaning programs for both range of values and logic specifica­

tions. Changes and corrections were made both to the interview 

booklets and the data tape. Clean data tapes were sent to Mike 

Rappeport and the Associated on October 15, 1985. 

C. Weighting and Processing 

Weighting was carried out as a two-step procedure. The 

first step was the projection sequence defined below. However, 

in the weighting, we also compensated for probabilities of 

speaking to different members of the household in gathering the 

household data; In particular, we weighted only the household 

data to compensate for differential response rates by age and 

sex, and other factors to represent the total population, not 

just the respondent. To do this we used the data from the ques­

tionnaire itself~ that is, because the questionnaire includes 
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information on every member of the household, we have reasonable 

estimates of the actual population age-sex cohorts. 

In processing the data we used a large number of other 

var iables to examine the data in more detail. Most of these are 

self-explanatory. For instance, we used income .(question 153), 

place of birth (question 9), whether or not born Jewish (question 

12), age of individual (question 3), and sex (question 4). 

Two breaks which may require some additional explanation are 

location and family type. Location was not based on phone 

number, but on zip code as given in question 46. Thus, the 

projected number of households in an area changed somewhat when 

we went from telephone numbers for which we have the telephone 

company's base data to zip code. The figures as shown in the 

tabulated data are population and household projections for zip 

code area. 

The tabulations by household type are also based on a 

created variable. A conventional family is defined as man and 

wife plus one or more children under 18 living at home. The 

column labeled man-wife indicates married couples with no child­

ren living at home; while single parents are one adult with one 

or more children under 18 living at home. 

Also, the data in the column heading on giving patterns is 

self-explanatory with the AJC data drawn from questions 147 and 

148, the Jewish philanthropy data from questions 145 and 146, and 

the non-Jewish data from questions 151 and 152. The special 

intermarriage header is based on the answers for all household 
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members to questions 11 and 12. Finally, religious self­

description refers to the person answering the questionnaire and 

is drawn from question 118. 

D. population Projection 

The first step in projecting populations is to compensate 

for differential sampling rates used in each geographic area. To 

accomplish this we begin by getting estimates of the number of 

actual working residence phone lines in each area. In some areas 

the telephone company will make such data available for each 

central office. Unfortunately, in Baltimore the phone company 

would only give us two figures: the number of working residence 

lines in the city as a whole (238, 877), and the number of lines 

in the balance of the county (246, 936). 

Thus, it was necessary as a next step to estimate the sub­

area breakdowns in order to estimate the sampling fractions we 

had actually employed in each area. We did this by counting the 

number of lines in each central office for the first five resi­

dence numbers on each of the approximately 1,900 pages in the 

Baltimore Metropolitan phone book. For instance, we found that 

approximately 6.5% of the working residence lines in Baltimore 

City are in the three Baltimore City Jewish exchanges. 

Since we'know the total number of residence lines in the 

city, using these counts we then were able to estimate the number 

of residence lines in each of the eight areas. In projecting 

these numbers to the total households, an assumption was made 

that the actual number of households at the time of the survey 

equaled 104% of the residence telephone lines. This figure was 
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selected as a compromise to incorporate the following assump­

tions: 

- a small allowance of 2% based on telephone company 

estimates for households with multiple phones, e.g., 

teenager phones - note these are multiple numbers, not 

extensions. 

- an estimated 6% proportion of Jews who say they are not 

Jewish. This figure is based on a special study conducted 

by Gary Tobin for Baltimore that showed 6% of Jews were 

called and the proportion of those saying they were not 

Jewish was computed. 

The result of this projection is to get a figure for the number 

of households in each sub-area and, thus, in the Baltimore City 

and County area as a whole. The actual manner in which this is 

carried out in the processing and tabulation is simply to weight 

each household within a sub-area equally such that the total 

number of weighted households in the area equals the projected 

number of households in the area. 

This also allows us to get direct projections of the popula­

tion, as contrasted to househOlds, by simply using the same 

weights on each person in each household. In doing this, we 

included all Jewish persons, and only non-Jewish persons directly 

related to a Jewish person, i.e., we did not include friends or 

same sex roommates. 

Results in recent Jewish demographic studies have shown that 

a significant proportion of Jewish households deny that they are 

Jewish on the screening calls. This phenomenon was tested in the 
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Baltimore area. A clean list of Jewish households, that is 

unduplicated, corrected for current addresses and phone numbers 

and known to have Jewish residents, was provided to the inter­

viewing firm. These were called and asked the same screening 

questions as potential interview households. About 4% denied 

their Jewish identity. Quite similar results were found in 

Kansas City and st. Louis. The population estimate has been 

adjusted to account for this phenomenon. 
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SECTION 2 

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE DEMOGRAPHIC STUDY 
OF GREATER BALTIMORE* 

population Size 

There are 91,700 persons who are Jewish or related to some-

one Jewish, living in 36,000 households in greater 

Baltimore. 

The average household size is 2.5 persons per household. 

population Characteristics 

About 36% of the households are headed by two parents with 

one or more children. All other households include widowed, 

divorced, married couples without children, or never married 

persons. 

Fifteen percent of the married adults have been married at 

least one time before. 

Seventeen percent of the population is over the age of 65, 

and 6% is over the age of 75. 

Fifty-one percent of the population is female. 

About 5% of the respondents are currently divorced or 

separated. 

About 10% of the households with children, or 5% of all 

households, are headed by a single parent. 

*Percentages are rounded to nearest decimal point. Totals may 
exceed 100% or be slightly under, due to rounding error. 
Highlights for philanthropy and service needs will appear in 
separate reports. 
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The expected number of children born is about 2.0 for Jewish 

women aged 25 to 34, which is lower than the 2.4 for women 

over 55, but still at the replacement level. 

Less than seven percent of all households in the Baltimore 

area (including Howard and Anne Arundel Counties) contain at 

least one Jewish person. 

Neighborhood. Mobility. and Housing 

Seventy-nine percent of the Jewish population is in the 

northwest area, west of Falls Road. 

About 39% of the households said that they might move within 

the next three years. Of those that are planning a move, 

most will be moving within the Baltimore area. 

About 50% of the respondents have lived in the Baltimore 

area all their lives. 

Twenty-eight percent of the respondents have been in their 

current residence for three years or less, and 14% for more 

than twenty years. 

About 65% of the respondents own their own homes. 

Eleven percent of the respondents have moved to the Balti­

more area since 1980. 

Education 

Forty~nine percent of the adults have at least a college 

degree, and 23% have an advanced degree. 

Employment and Disability 

Eight percent of the population is disabled to some extent, 

primarily among the elderly population. 
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• 

For women, ages 25-34, 50% are employed full time and 26% 

part time, a total of 76%. 

Thirteen percent of the adults 18 and over in the labor 

force are classified in sales occupations, 24% are profes­

sionals, 3% are technicians, 22% are in manager/proprietor 

positions, 18% are in clerical positions, and 15% are blue 

collar and other workers. 

Nineteen percent of the workers are self-employed. 

Twenty-eight percent of the males are self-employed. 

About 4% of the households have someone employed in the 

washington area. 

Income 

Eight percent of the households earn less than $10,000 per 

year, and about 28% of the households earn more than $75,000 

per year. 

The median income for the Jewish population is $36,000 per 

household. 

Religious Characteristics 

Twenty percent of the respondents identify themselves as 

Orthodox, 35% as Conservative, 29% as Reform, and 12% as 

"just Jewish" or other, including a few who say they are 

nothing or not Jewish. 

Fifty-five percent of the respondents currently belong to a 

synagogue or temple. 
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Almost nine out of ten respondents currently belong, have 

belonged, or will join a synagogue or temple in their adult 

life. 

About 10% of the adults never attend synagogue or temple. 

Eleven percent of the adults attend at least once per week. 

Eight percent of the respondents refrain from driving on 

Shabbat. 

Twenty-four percent of the respondents always buy kosher meat 

for the home. 

About 23% of the respondents keep two sets of dishes. 

About 9% of the respondents said they always have a Christ­

mas tree in their home for that holiday. Most of these 

households consist of only Jewish persons. 

Just under 40% of the marriages for the under 40 age group 

are between a born Jew and a non-Jew by birth. 

Jewish Education 

About 78% of all Jewish adults 25 and over received a formal 

Jewish education. 

About 83% of all Jewish children 18 or under receive or will 

receive some formal Jewish education. 

Israel 

Thirty-six percent of the households have made a trip to 

Israel. 

Anti-Semitism 

Twenty-two percent of those sampled have experienced anti­

Semitism in the last 12 months. 
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Almost all anti-semitic experiences consist of hearing anti­

semitic remarks. 
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SECTION 3 

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION, HOUSEHOLD SIZE, AND 
HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION 

The Jewish Population 

Table 3-1 (p. 40) shows that 91,700 people, including 4,700 

related non-Jews, are estimated to live in Greater Baltimore, 

which includes, for the purposes of this study, Baltimore City, 

Baltimore County, and part of Harford County. All references to 

neighborhood are based on zip code definitions. 

Baltimore remains a compact Jewish population. As shown on 

Table 3-1, 79% of the Jewish population and 77% of Jewish house-

holds are located in the northwest area, west of Falls Road, 

considered the Jewish ·core" area. 

Pikesville is the single largest center of Jewish 

population, with 22,400 Jews, or 24% of the total population. 

The Mount Washington/Greenspring area has just over 16,000 Jews, 

or 18% of the population. The Jewish population in zip code 

21215, the Park Heights Corridor, is almost as large, with 15,700 

Jews, or 17% of the total Jewish population. The Liberty Road/ 

Randallstown area accounts for 11,300 Jews, 12% of the 

population. The Owings Mills area has another 7,500 Jews, or 8%. 

The area comprising other 212 zip codes has 11,800 Jews, 13% of 

the Jewish population. Almost 8% of the Jewish population (7,000 

Jews) live in other zip codes scattered over Baltimore County and 

part of Harford County. 
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The actual zip code distribution of all Jewish households, 

presenting their location in somewhat greater detail, is as 

follows: 

21207 
21208 
21209 
21210 
21215 

21217 
21133 

Liberty Road 
Pikesville 
Mount Washington/Greenspring 
Roland park/Falls Road 
Park Heights/Reisterstown Road 

Con idor/City 
Owings Mills 
Randallstown 
Other 212 zip codes 

(excluding 21210) 
Other 211 zip codes 
Other zip codes 

4% 
23% 
18% 

3% 

16% 
8% 
8% 

12% 
3% 
4% 

The population of 91,700 includes 4,700 non-Jewish persons 

living in Jewish households, and 2,400 people who say they have 

no religion or more than one. All of these 7,000 individuals are 

related to a Jewish person in the household, and the vast major-

ity are spouses and children. About 92% of all the related 

individuals in Jewish households are currently identified as 

Jews, including about 700 individuals who now consider themselves 

Jews, but who were not born or raised as Jews. About 97% of 

those over 45 are currently Jewish, compared to 85% of those 25 

to 34, and 89% of those children 18 or less. Related non-Jews 

are most likely to be found in the other 212 zip code area, and 

in other zip codes - about 25% of those in households in these 

areas are not currently identified as Jews. 

Average Household Size 

The average size of Jewish households in Baltimore is 2.54. 

Significant differences appear in the average household size by 
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geographic area. Three areas, Pikesville, the Park Heights Cor­

ridor, and Owings Mills, have an average household size of 2.7. 

The Liberty Road/Randallstown area shows an average household 

size of 2.6, and Mount Washington/Greenspring, 2.5. Lower 

average household sizes are seen in other 212 zip codes, 2.2, and 

in other zip codes, 2.3. Larger average household size generally 

reflects a large proportion of households with children (see 

Table 3-2, p. 41). 

The average household size in the Baltimore area is 2.5, in 

the middle range of Jewish communities (see Table A-I, p. 315). 

The average househOld size compares to 2.2 in Miami, Los Angeles, 

and Denver, and 2.6 in Chicago and Minneapolis. Milwaukee, 

Rochester, and Kansas City are also 2.5. 

The average household size of white households in the 

Baltimore area in 1980 was 2.7. As in other Jewish communities, 

the .1ewish population has a lower average household size, due to 

fewer children, and an older population. 

Household Composition 

Table 3-3 (p. 42) shows the distribution of households by 

size. About 23% of the households have one person, and 35% have 

two persons, a total of 58%. About 17% of the households have 

three persons, while 15% have four persons. Only 9% have five 

or more persons. 

Household configurations in the Baltimore area are similar 

to those in most other communities. Fifty-eight percent of the 

households have one or two persons, compared to 57% in Chicago, 
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69% in Los Angeles, and 59% in St. Louis. The remainder of the 

household configurations are also similar to most Jewish communi­

ties (see Table A-2, p. 316). 

Household composition may also be examined by looking at the 

nature of the relationship, i.e., marital status, number of 

children, etc. About 22% of the households consist of people who 

live by themselves. Another 27% are married couples who have not 

yet had children or where the children are already grown and have 

left the household. About 36% have two parents with children 

(although the children may be from another marriage). About 5% 

of the households consist of one or more children living with 

only one parent. The remainder of the households, about 9%, 

consist of a wide array of other types: roommates, "partners,· 

brothers and sisters living together, uncles and nephews, etc. 

Clearly, the "traditional" family, two parents and one or more 

children, now constitutes a distinct minority of all Jewish 

households in Baltimore. 

Although the number of cases is small, it appears that 

households headed by single parents are most likely to be found 

in the Pikesville and Mount Washington/Greenspring areas. Other 

household types are distributed in about the same manner as the 

population in general. 
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TABLE 3-1 

JEWISH POPULATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA* 

Geographic Area 

Pikesville (21208) 

Mt. Washington/ 
Greenspring (21209) 

Total Number 
of Jews and 

Related Non-Jews 
(n=2978) 

22,373 
(24%) 

16,071 
(18%) 

Park Heights/Reisterstown 
Corridor/City (21215) 

15,670 
(17%) 

Liberty Road/Randallstown 
(21207 and 21133) 

Owings Mills (21117) 

Northwest sub-total 

Other 212 zip codes 

Other zip codes 

Outlying areas sub-total 

Total 

11,349 
(12%) 

7,530 
(8%) 

72,993 
(79%) 

11,764 
(13%) 

6,974 
(8%) 

18,738 
(21%) 

91,700 
(100%) 

Total Number 
of Households 

(n=1175) 

8,378 
(23% ) 

6,362 
(18%) 

5,713 
(16%) 

4,395 
(12%) 

2,790 
(8%) 

27,638 
(77%) 

5,454 
(15%) 

2,987 
(8%) 

8,441 
(23%) 

36,000 
(100%) 

*Throughout the remainder of this report, neighborhood labels refer to 
these zip code definitions. 
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TABLE 3-2 

DISTRIBUTION OF JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS AND 
AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Total Number of Average 
Geogr a12hic Area Jewish Households Size 

(n=1l75) 

Pikesville 8,378 2.7 

Mount Washington/ 6,362 2.5 
Greenspring 

Park Heights/ 
Reisterstown 5,713 2.7 
Corridor/City 

Liberty Road/ 4,395 2.6 
Randallstown 

Owings Mills 2,790 2.7 

Other 212 zip codes 5,454 2.2 

Other zip codes 2,987 2.3 

Total 36,000 2.5 
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Total 
(n=1l75) 

TABLE 3-3 

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

1 

8,385 
( 23%) 

Number of Persons in Household 

2 

12,678 
( 35%) 

42 

3 

6,289 
(17%) 

4 

5,545 
(15%) 

5+ 

3,103 
(9% ) 



SECTION 4 

NATIVITY, RESIDENCY, MOBILITY, AND HOUSING CHARACTERISTICS 

Length of Residence at Current Address 

Respondents to the survey were asked in which year they 

moved to their current residence. The results are reported in 

Table 4-1 (p. 51). Three percent of the respondents have lived 

in their current residence less than one year, and 25% for one to 

three years, a total of 28% in their current residence for less 

than three years. Thirteen percent of the respondents have been 

in their current residence for four to five years, 21% for six to 

ten years, and 37% for more than ten years. About 14% have been 

in their current residence for more than twenty years. 

Pikesville finds almost half of its respondents living in 

their current residence for more than ten years, as are 45% of 

the Park Heights Corridor residents. On the other hand, 45% of 

the other 212 zip code respondents have been in their current 

residence for less than three years, as have 30% of the Owings 

Mills respondents and 35% of the respondents in other zip codes. 

As might be expected, older people are more likely to have 

been in their current residence longer: of those over the age of 

65, 63% have been in their current residence for more than ten 

years, 25% for more than twenty years. About 10% of those over 

the age of 65 have changed residence in the past three years, 

compared to 60% of the 18 to 24 year olds, and 57% of the 25 to 

34 year olds (see Table 4-lA, p. 52). 

Baltimore residents are slightly less mobile than other 

Jewish communities for which data are available (see Table A-3, 
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p. 317). Thirty-seven percent of the respondents in Baltimore 

have been in their current residence for eleven years or more. 

This compares to 32% in Milwaukee, 29% in Washington, D.C., and 

24% in Denver. Only 3% of the respondents have been at their 

current address for less than one year, slightly less than most 

communities. 

Respondents were also asked where they lived just before 

they moved into their current residence. No single pattern of 

migration to anyone area emerged. Residents in the other 212 

zip codes and the Mount Washington/Greenspring area were more 

likely to move there directly from another state or Maryland 

county, 19% and 17%, respectively. About 46% of the Owings Mills 

residents moved there from Pikesville and Mount Washington/Green­

spring. Over half of those who live in other zip codes moved 

from the outer areas or directly from outside the Baltimore area. 

A majority of the Pikesville residents moved within Pikesville or 

from the Park Heights Corridor, but few from Owings Mills or 

other zip codes. Almost half of those who live in the Park 

Heights Corridor moved within the 21215 zip code area. About 

one-third of those who live in the other 212 zip codes and other 

zip codes previously lived in the Baltimore area outside of the 

northwest corridor. Clearly, there is a great deal of movement 

within the northwest corridor, even within neighborhoods within 

the corridor. One should expect the basic residential patterns 

to change little over the next five years (see Table 4-8, p. 66), 

but there will likely be a steady movement outward in a 
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northwesterly direction and a continued deconcentration of the 

population to outside the core. 

Baltimore demonstrates a pattern that is becoming more prev­

alent in American Jewish communities in general: multi­

directional population movements. Unlike former periods of Bal­

timore Jewish life when the population movements tended to be 

more uni-directional outward from the city center, Jews are now 

moving back to the city, within inner-suburbs which are centered 

outward toward new Jewish neighborhoods, and outside of the core 

completely. 

Type of Residence 

About 65% of the respondents own their own residence, while 

35% are renters. About 8% of the respondents live in condo­

miniums. 

As shown in Table 4-2 (p. 53), substantial differences in 

home ownership patterns can be seen by geographic area. Forty­

nine percent of the other 212 zip code residents are home owners 

(the lowest proportion) and, therefore, can be expected to be 

the most mobile population. Eighty percent of the Pikesville and 

Liberty Road/Randallstown residents are home owners (the highest 

proportion) •. About 78% of those in other zip codes are home 

owners, 61% of the Owings Mills residents, 51% in Mount Washing­

ton/Greenspring, and 59% in the Park Heights Corridor. 

Only 26% of the single-person households consist of home 

owners (high mobility expected, also), as compared to 89% of 

households headed by two parents with children. Seventy-four 
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percent of single parents own their own home, as do 70% of 

married couples with no children. 

As one would expect, home ownership is related to age (see 

Table 4-2A, p. 54). While 57% of those 25 to 34 own their own 

home, the percentage rises with age, with 81% of the 35 to 64 age 

group owning their own home~ it then drops to 47% for the 65 and 

older age group. 

Baltimore falls within the norm, although toward the lower 

end, in terms of home ownership compared to other Jewish communi­

ties, with 65% of the households being owned. Kansas City shows 

75% as home owners, and Atlantic City has 74%. St. Louis shows 

72% of the households being owned, 63% in Philadelphia, and 62% 

in Miami (see Table A-4, p. 318). 

Place of Birth 

Sixty-three percent of the population was born in Maryland; 

11% were born in New York; 5% were born in Pennsylvania; 2% were 

born in New Jersey; and 10% in all other states (see Table 4-3, 

p. 56). A large majority of the population was either born in 

Maryland or in a few selected areas on the East Coast: a total 

of 81%. Almost nine of every ten children under the age of six 

were born in Maryland, and 78% of all children under 18 were born 

in Maryland. Jews who live in other 212 zip codes are the least 

likely to have been born in Maryland, but even this group finds a 

majority born in the state. 
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Only 8% of the adults were born in other countries. This 

means that a majority of Jews in Baltimore were not only born in 

the United states, but so were their parents. The data show that 

most of those who were not born in the United states have come to 

this country since 1925, with almost one-third of the immigrants 

arriving since 1964. The data shows about 500 Israelis and 

somewhere between 1,000 and 2,000 Jews who are immigrants from 

the Soviet Union living in Baltimore. Post-1964 immigrants are 

most heavily concentrated in pikesville, Mount Washington/ 

Greenspring, and the Park Heights Corridor (see Table 4-4, p. 

58) • 

Table A-5 (p. 319) shows that only 8% of the Baltimore 

Jewish population was born in another country, among the lowest 

proportions of any major metropolitan area studied. This com­

pares with 12% in Chicago, 15% in Cleveland, 24% in Los Angeles, 

17% in New York, 18% in st. Paul, 6% in Richmond, and 10% in 

Atlantic City. The figure nationally for the Jewish population 

in 1971 was 23%, showing the decline of the immigrant generation 

in Baltimore, as well as elsewhere in the past 15 years. 

Length of Residence in Baltimore Area 

As can be seen in Table 4-5 (p. 60), 50% of the respondents 

say they have lived in the Baltimore area all their lives. An­

other 6% have been in the area less than three years, 5% for 

three to five years, 15% for six to fifteen years, 8% for sixteen 

to twenty-five years, and 16% for more than twenty-five years. A 

total of 66% have been in the Baltimore area twenty or more years 
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or all their lives. Of the 25 to 34 year age group, 25% have 

moved to the Baltimore area since 1980 (see Table 4-5A, 61), as 

have 22% of the singles (primarily the same group). About 23% of 

the other 212 zip code residents have moved there since 1980. 

Respondents were asked, "How likely is it that you will move 

in the next three years?" About 56% of the respondents indicated 

that it was not all likely, and 5% did not know or did not answer 

(see Table 4-6, p. 62). Respondents in the Park Heights Corridor 

are least likely to be thinking about a move, 27%, while 56% of 

those in the other 212 zip codes, 48% in the Liberty Road/ 

Randallstown area, and 46% in the Owings Mills area say they are 

somewhat likely or very likely to move. 

Younger respondents are more likely to move than older 

respondents: over 60% of those 18 to 34, as compared to 40% of 

the 35 to 44 year olds, 28% of the 45 to 64 year olds, and 16% of 

those over the age of 65 (see Table 4-6A, p. 63). About 62% of 

the respondents who are single, and 66% of those divorced and 

separated are thinking about a move, as compared to 34% of mar­

ried respondents. 

Of the 39% of the respondents who said they were very likely 

or somewhat likely to move, 67% said they were planning to move 

within the Baltimore area (see Table 4-7, p. 64). Those planning 

to move within the Baltimore area are about equally split on 

where they say they are going, with 43% indicating the northwest 

corridor, including pikesville and Liberty Road/Randallstown, and 

43% to other areas. Older respondents are more likely to 
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indicate that they are moving to the core areas; Vihi:Le, younger 

peop:Le are more :Like:Ly to indicate that they are moving to other 

areas (see Tab:Le 4-7A, p. 65). 

About 2,000 respondents indicated that they or someone in 

the household have plans to move out of the Baltimore area. Of 

these, about one-third are planning to move into Washington or 

another Maryland county. About 20% are planning to move to 

Florida, and the remainder to another state. In all, about 6% of 

all respondents say they are likely to move out of the Baltimore 

area. This equals the proportion of respondents who have moved 

to the Baltimore area in the past three years. The data do not 

show any significant plans for migration to Florida or other 

states among the 45 to 64 or over 65 age cohorts. Residents in 

other 212 zip codes are the most likely to move out of the 

Baltimore area. The Baltimore population should remain stable, 

and no significant out-migration of snowbirds should occur. 

This is a somewhat unusual finding fOr East Coast cities. 

Origin and destination data from other cities, such as Atlantic 

City and Essex County, New Jersey, as well as from Miami, 

indicate a continued movement from the northeast. Baltimore 

seems to be an exception to this pattern. Perhaps the climate is 

more mild, community ties are stronger, or both. 

About 26% of all respondents in Baltimore plan to move 

within the metropolitan area (see Table A-6, p. 320). This is in 

the high range, as compared to 9% in Cleveland, 7% in Miami and 

St. Paul, 16% in Chicago, and 26% in Phoenix. About 13% of the 

respondents plan to move out of the metropolitan area, as 
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compared to 7% in Cleveland, Richmond, and St. Paul, 10% in 

Milwaukee, and 11% in Phoenix. 

About 2% of the respondents indicated they have a house that 

they own or rent outside of Baltimore where they live for two 

months or more each year. Even with a sizeable sampling error, 

the data do not ind1cate a large number of such households. 

These are likely to be summer homes as well as winter homes in 

Florida. 
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TABLE 4-1 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE AT CURRENT ADDRESS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 

Total ville Greens12ring CorridoriCity: town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Less than 1 1,034 51 30 106 150 136 324 237 

year (3%) (1%) (2% ) (3% ) (5%) (6% ) (8%) 

1 - 3 years 9,197 1,545 2,168 1,185 703 687 2,116 793 

(25% ) (18%) ( 34%) (21%) (16%) (25% ) (39%) (27% ) 

4 - 5 years 4,673 937 909 506 331 591 849 550 
(13%) (11%) (14%) (9%) (8%) (21%) (16%) (18%) 

6 - 10 years 7,720 1,788 1,383 1,326 776 661 955 831 
(21%) (21%) (22%) (23%) (18%) (24% ) (18% ) (28%) 

11 - 20 years 8,430 2,365 1,060 1,544 1,610 624 903 323 
(23%) (28%) (17%) (27%) (37% ) (22%) (17%) (11%) 

Hore than 20 4,883 1,693 783 1,016 803 92 279 218 

years (14%) (20%) (12%) (18% ) (18%) (3%) (5%) (7%) 

Entire life 52 30 22 
(1%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%)* (99%)* (99%)* (101%)* (101%)* (100%) (101%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-1A 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE AT CURRENT ADDRESS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1l70) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Less than 1 year 1,034 387 350 192 39 66 
(3%) (16%) (4%) (3%) (1%) 

1 - 3 years 9,197 1,062 4,569 1,717 1,179 670 
( 25%) (44%) (53%) (25%) ( 12%) (9%) 

4 - 5 years 4,673 129 1,819 1,483 771 471 
(13%) (5%) (21%) (21%) (8%) (6%) 

6 - 10 years 7,720 405 1,232 1,720 2,754 1,582 
(21%) (17%) (14%) (25%) (27%) (20%) 

11- 20 years 8,430 393 491 1,798 2,740 2,918 
( 23%) (16%) (6 %) (26%) (27%) (38%) 

More than 20 years 4,883 17 163 19 2,696 1,973 
( 14%) (1%) (2%) (26%) (25%) 

Entire life 52 22 30 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,297 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-2 

TYPE OF RESIDENCE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1175) (n=173) (n-153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

House 22,184 6,123 2,816 2,757 3,599 1,869 2,680 2,341 
(61%) (73% ) (44%) ( 48%) ( 82%) (67% ) (49%) ( 78%) 

Apartment 11,126 1,557 2,968 2,354 797 700 2,273 47{ 
(31%) (19%) (47%) (41%) ( 18%) (25%) (42%) (16% 

Condominium 2,723 698 578 603 222 468 154 
(8% ) (8% ) (9%) (11%) (8%) (9%) (5%) 

Other 47 33 15 
(1%) 

Not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (99%)* 

Rented 12,376 1,658 3,053 2,345 897 1,053 2,715 655 
residence (34%) (20%) (48% ) (41%) (20% ) ( 38%) (50%) (22%) 

Owned 23,551 6,720 3,258 3,368 3,498 1,710 2,680 2,317 
residence (65%) (80%) (51%) ( 59%) (80%) (61%) (49% ) (78%) 

Other 125 51 59 15 
(1%) (1%) 

Not reported 27 27 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-2A 

TYPE OF RESIDENCE, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

House 22,184 1,000 5,001 5,303 7,650 3,186 
(61%) (41%) (58%) (77%) (75%) (41%) 

Apartment 11,126 1,081 3,180 1,056 1,707 4,016 
(31%) (45%) (37%) (15%) (17%) (52%) 

Condominium 2.723 302 444 569 854 554 
(8%) (12%) (5%) (8%) (8%) (7%) 

Other 47 33 15 
(1%) 

Not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Rented residence 12,376 1,308 3,716 1,307 1,946 4,011 
(34%) (54%) (43%) (19%) (19%) (52%) 

Owned residence 23,551 1,075 4,909 5,620 8,264 3,667 
(65%) (45%) ( 57%) (8,1%) ( 81%) (47%) 

Other 125 33 92 
(1%) (1 %) 

Not reported 27 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE: 4-3 

PLACE: OF BIRTH, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens)2ring CorridorLCity town Mills ·zi)2 codes zi)2 codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n=354) (n=363) (n=613) (n=172) (n=518) (n=465) 

Maryland 58,208 15,013 9,630 9,692 7,793 5,286 6,407 4,387 
(63%) (67% ) ( 60%) (62%) (69%) (70% ) (54% ) ( 63%) 

New Jersey 1,821 428 215 190 268 137 432 151 
(2% ) (2%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (2% ) (4%) (2%) 

New York 10,104 2,072 2,459 1,464 1,173 568 1,571 797 
(11%) (9%) (15%) (9% ) (10%) (8% ) (13%) (11%) 

Pennsylvania 4,514 1,554 628 407 552 345 653 376 
(5%) (7 %) (4% ) (3%) (5% ) (5%) (6% ) (5%) 

All other 9,133 1,662 1,755 1,343 944 647 1,857 925 
states (10%) (7% ) (11%) (9%) (8% ) (9% ) (16%) (13%) 

Outside U.S. 7,724 1,624 1,338 2,575 619 548 683 338 
(8%) (7%) (8%) (16%) (5%) (7% ) (6% ) (5%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 6,974 
(99%)* (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (99%)* (101%)* (99%)* (99%)* 

Place of birth, for 
those born outside U.S.: 

Poland 1,648 338 249 738 53 59 169 43 
(2% ) (2%) (2% ) (5%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Russia 1,873 359 519 758 40 117 49 32 
(2% ) (2% ) (3% ) (5% ) (2% ) 

Israel 448 210 95 101 11 32 
(1%) (1%) (1%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-3A 

PLACE OF BIRTH, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=2311) (n=262) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Maryland 58,208 5,533 7,911 8,047 11,562 8,953 
( 63%) (69% ) (60%) (59%) (56% ) (57%) 

New Jersey 1,821 90 444 337 416 302 
(2%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (2% ) (2%) 

New York 10,104 637 1,976 2,154 2,759 1,487 
(11%) (8%) (15%) (16%) (13%) (9% ) 

Pennsylvania 4,514 574 651 650 1,509 600 
(5%) (7%) (5%) (5%) (7%) (4%) 

All other states 9,133 862 1,430 1,423 2,231 1,424 
(10%) (11%) (11%) (10%) (11%) (9%) 

Outside u.s. 7,724 223 720 1,060 2,050 2,918 
(8% ) (3% ) (5%) (8%) (10%) (19%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13,237 13,671 20,527 15,683 
(99%)* ( 99%) (99%)* (100% ) (99%)* (100%) 

Place of birth for 
those born outside U.S. : 

Poland 1,648 11 676 961 
(2%) (3%) (6%) . 

Russia 1,873 40 108 581 99 809 
(2%) (1%) (1%) (4%) (5%) 

Israel 448 119 40 20 
(1%) 
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TABLE 4-4 

YEAR OF IMMIGRATION, FOR FOREIGN-BORN RESIDENTS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA* 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=221) (n=39) (n=28) (n-62) (n=31) (n-12) (n-26) (n=23) 

Before 1925 1,599 340 379 577 20 176 74 32 
(2%) (2%) (2%) (4%) (2%) (1%) 

Between 1925 1,159 254 262 289 133 59 162 
and 1945 (1%) (1% ) (2% ) (2%) (1%) (1% ) (1%) 

Between 1946 2,409 419 178 894 244 293 275 106 
and 1963 (3% ) (2% ) (1%) (6%) (2% ) (4% ) (2%) (2%) 

Since 1964 2,406 562 471 790 202 20 171 189 
Ull (3%) ( 3%) (5%) (2%) (1%) --1.ll) 

Total born 7,573 1,575 1,290 2,550 599 548 682 327 
outside U.S. (9%) (8%) (8% ) (17%) (5%) (7% ) (5%) (5%) 

Total U.S. 83,780 20,729 14,687 13 ,096 10,730 6,983 10,920 6,636 
born ( 91%) (92% ) (92%) ( 84%) (95%) (93%) ( 94%) (95%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 6,974 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)** (100%) (100%) (99%)** (100%) 

*Percents based on total population. 

**rounding error 
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TABLE 4-4A 

YEAR OF IMMIGRATION, FOR FOREIGN-BORN RESIDENTS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=216) (n=8) (n=24) (n=37) (n=65) (n=82) 

Before 1925 1,599 1,599 
(2%) (10%) 

Between 1925 and 1945 1,159 716 443 
(1%) (3%) (3%) 

Between 1946 and 1963 2,409 95 288 306 1,011 709 
(3%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (5%) (5%) 

Since 1964 2,406 128 412 754 322 47 
(3%) (2%) (3%) (6%) (2%) 

Total born 7,573 223 700 1,060 2,049 2,798 
outside u.s. (9%) (3 %) (5%) (8%) (10%) (18%) 

Total U.S. 83,780 7,696 12,412 12,611 18,477 12,766 
born (91%) (97%) ( 95%) (92%) (90%) (82%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13,237 13,671 20,527 15,683 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 4-5 

RESPONDENT'S LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN BALTIMORE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensEring CorridorlCity town Mills ziE codes ziE codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Since 1983 2,114 281 576 301 115 705 136 
(6%) (3%) (9%) (5%) (3%) (13%) (5%) 

1980 - 1982 1,762 336 218 186 119 45 560 189 
(5%) (4% ) (3%) (3%) (5%) (2%) (10%) (6%) 

1970 - 1979 5,299 918 1,108 744 376 340 1,222 593 
(15%) (11%) (17%) (13%) (9%) (12%) (22%) ( 20%) 

1960 - 1969 2,971 874 341 307 444 433 371 202 
(8% ) (10%) (5%) (5%) (10%) (16%) (7%) (7 %) 

1959 or 5,818 1,571 995 1,274 687 322 635 334 
earlier (16%) (19%) (16%) (22%) (16%) (12%) (12%) (11%) 

Entire life 18,080 4,399 3,125 2,902 2,545 1,649 1,961 1,499 
(50%) (53%) (49%) (51%) (59%) (59%) (36%) (50%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-5A 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN BALTIMORE, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Since 1983 2,114 483 1,352 205 30 44 
(6% ) (20%) (16%) (3%) (1%) 

1980 - 1982 1,762 403 767 327 184 81 
(5%) (17%) (9%) (5%) (2%) (1%) 

1970 - 1979 5,299 223 1,673 1,939 942 477 
(15%) (9%) (19%) (28%) (9%) (6% ) 

1960 - 1969 2,971 195 498 749 1,276 237 
(8%) (8%) (6%) (11%) (12%) (3%) 

1959 or earlier 5,818 151 292 2,507 2,853 
(16%) (2%) (4%) (25%) (37%) 

Entire life 18,080 1,111 4,183 3,415 5,272 4,043 
(50%) (46%) (48%) (49%) ( 52%) ( 52%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 4-6 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVE WITHIN NEXT THREE YEARS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensEring CorridorLCity town Mills ziE codes ziE codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n-169) (n=221) (n=57) (n-240) (n=162) 

Very likely 7,547 1,174 1,323 603 991 830 1,910 716 
(21%) (14%) (21%) (11%) (23%) (30%) (35%) (24% ) 

Somewhat 6,637 1,320 1,114 912 1,137 455 1,145 554 
likely (18%) (16%) (18%) (16%) (26%) (16%) (21%) (19%) 

Not at all 20,110 5,720 3,567 3,508 2,136 1,413 2,172 1,595 
likely (56%) (68% ) (56%) ( 61%) ( 49%) (51%) (40%) (53%) 

Don't know, 1,786 164 358 691 131 93 228 122 
not reported (5%) (2%) (6%) (12%) (3% ) (3% ) (4%) (4%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (101%) * (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-6A 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVE WITHIN NEXT THREE YEARS, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

very likely 7,547 1,185 3,483 1,355 1,222 275 
(21%) (49%) ( 40%) (20%) (12%) (4%) 

Somewhat likely 6,637 227 2,374 1,383 1,645 964 
(18%) (9%) (28%) (20%) (16%) (12%) 

Not at all likely 20,110 907 2,593 3,857 6,865 5,828 
(56%) (38%) (30%) (56%) (67%) (75%) 

Don't know, 1,786 96 175 332 479 704 
not reported (5%) (4%) (2%) (5%) (5%) (9%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 4-7 

DESTINATION FOR RESPONDENTS WHO ARE VERY LIKELY OR SOMEWHAT LIKELY 
TO MOVE WITHIN NEXT THREE YEARS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring Corridoricity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=492) (n=52) (n=58) (n=46) (n=106) (n=26) (n=134) (n=70) 

Total very 
or somewhat 14,184 2,494 2,437 1,515 2,128 1,285 3,055 1,270 
likely to move ( 39%) (30%) (38%) (27%) ( 48%) (46%) (56%) (43%) 

within 9,539 1,839 1,545 996 1,549 1,067 1,618 924 
Baltimore (67%) (74%) (63%) ( 66%) (73%) (83%) (53%) (73%) 

Same as now 887 358 218 63 17 137 95 
(2%) (4%) (3% ) (1%) (3 %) (3% ) 

Northwest, 
Pikesville, 4,078 927 604 670 702 718 209 247 
Randallstown ( 43%) (50%) (39% ) (67%) (45%) (67%) (13%) (27%) 

All other areas 4,573 554 724 263 829 349 1,272 582 
(48%) ( 30%) (47%) (26%) ( 54%) (33%) (79% ) (63% ) 

Elsewhere in 
Maryland, to 642 104 164 154 38 130 53 
Washington (7%) (6%) (11%) (15%) (2%) (8%) (6% ) 

Florida 384 34 66 81 129 26 49 
(4% ) (2% ) (4%) (8%) (8%) (2%) (5%) 

Another state 919 124 180 77 51 457 30 
(10%) (7%) (12%) (8% ) (3%) (28%) (3%) 

Another country 92 22 61 9 
(1%) (1%) (4%) (1%) 

Don't know or 24,503 6,278 4,407 4,405 2,607 1,723 3,161 1,921 
refused ( 68%) (75%) (69%) (77%) ( 59%) ( 62%) ( 58%) (64% ) 
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TABLE 4-7A 

DESTINATION FOR RESPONDENTS WHO ARE VERY LIKELY OR SOMEWHAT LIKELY 
TO MOVE WITHIN NEXT THREE YEARS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=447) (n=39) (n=175) (n=100) (n=89) (n=44) 

Total of those very or 14,184 1,412 5,857 2,738 2,867 1,238 

somewhat likely to move (39%) (58%) (68%) (40%) (28%) (16%) 

Within Baltimore area* 9,539 923 3,881 1,734 2,108 836 
(67%) (65%) (66%) (63%) (74%) (68%) 

Same as now 887 33 291 176 177 211 
(2%) (1%) (3% ) (3%) (2%) (3%) 

Northwest, pikesville, 4,078 309 1,376 655 1,234 476 

Randallstown (43%) (34%) (35%) (38%) (59%) (57%) 

All other areas 4,573 581 2,214 903 697 150 
(48%) (63%) (57%) (52%) (33%) (18%) 

Elsewhere in Maryland, 642 33 278 182 150 

to Washington (7%) (4%) (7%) (11%) (7%) 

Florida 384 22 20 73 161 107 
(4% ) (2%) (1%) (4%) (8%) (13%) 

Another: state 919 99 581 138 73 29 
(10%) (11%) (15%) (8% ) (3%) ( 3%) 

Another: country 92 55 37 
(1%) (1%) (2% ) 

Don't know or refused 24,503 1,339 3,810 4,763 7,718 6,798 
( 68%) (55%) (44%) (69%) (76%) (87%) 

*Of those who are likely to move. 
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TABLE 4-8 

ZIP CODES OF ORIGIN AND CURRENT ADDRESS 

Current zip Code 

Origin Total 21207 21208 21209 21210 21215 21117 21133 
(n=819) (n=98) (n=173) (n=153) (n=46) (n=169) (n=57) (n=123) 

Always lived here 52 30 22 
(1%) (1%) 

Baltimore area 30,539 1,274 7,245 5,299 9.22 4,904 2,467 2,632 
(85%) (89%) (86% ) (83% ) (88%) (86%) (88%) (89%) 

Liberty Road/ 
Randallstown 1,274 1,274 
(21207) (4% ) (89%) 

Pikesville 7,245 7,245 
(21208) (20%) (86%) 

Mount Washington/ 
Greenspring 5,299 5,299 
(21209) (15%) (83%) 

Roland/Falls 922 922 
Road (21210) (3% ) (88%) 

Park Heights/ 
Reisterstown/ 4,904 4,904 
Corridor/City (14%) (86%) 
(21215) 

Owings Mills 2,467 2,467 
(21117) (7%) ( 88%) 

Randallstown 2,632 2,632 
(21133) (7% ) (89%) 
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SECTION 5 

DEMOGRAPHIC A~n SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS 

Age and Sex 

Of the 91,700 individuals who comprise the total Jewish 

population, 45,200, or 49%, are men, and 46,500, or 51%, are 

women. Of the total population, 17% are over the age of 65. 

This compares to 11% of the general white population in the 

Baltimore area in 1980. This includes 6% of the population that 

is over the age of 75, and 1% of the population that is over the 

age of 85. Women significantly outnumber men in the over 65 age 

group: there are over 8,800 women, compared to 6,800 men; fifty­

six percent of the over 65 age group are women (see Table 5-1, p. 

86) • 

One of the major changes in the Baltimore Jewish community 

over the past two decades has been the growing number of people 

over the age of 65. More importantly, however, is the increasing 

proportion of people over the age of 75 and over 65. The over 75 

age grjup is now larger than the cohort of children under 5 years 

of age. 

Fifty-one percent of the population is female, the norm in 

many Jewish communities: Milwaukee, Richmond, and Rochester (see 

Table A-7, p. 321). Atlantic City and Miami show females com­

prising 56% of the population. Only ~7ashington, D.C. has more 

men than women. 

About 5,900 individuals are under the age of five, or 6.4% 

of the population, about the same as the general white population 

in Baltimore in 1980. Males slightly outnumber females in this 
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category. Males also outnumber females in the 5 to 12 age group, 

which comprises 9.5% of the population. Junior and senior high 

school age children, those 13 to 18 years of age, comprise about 

8% of the population, with no difference in the proportion of 

males and females. College-aged students, 19 to 22, comprise 

4.7% of the population, with no difference in the male/female 

proportion of this age group either. 

Those between the ages of 23 to 29 total about 7,800 

individuals, or 8.5% of the population. Men slightly outnumber 

women in this age group. Over one of every three individuals, 

34.8%, is between the ages of 30 and 55. About 10.8% of the 

population is between 56 and 64, or 9,800 persons. Women out­

number men in each of the latter age categories. 

Table A-8 (pp. 322-323) shows that Baltimore has a relative­

ly high proportion of the population over the age of 65, with 

17%. Most Jewish communities find between 12% and 18% of the 

population over 65: Cleveland, 14%; st. Louis, 16%; and 

Rochester, about 15%. About 24% of the population is 18 or 

under, as compared to 21% in Chicago, 22% in Cleveland, 20% in 

Seattle, and 23% in Washington, D.C. 

Older Jews are much more likely to be found in Pikesville, 

Mount washington/Greenspring, and the Park Heights Corridor than 

in other parts of the metropolitan area. Of the almost 16,000 

Jews over the age of 65, about 11,400, or 73%, live in these 

areas. Of the population under the age of 65, about 57% live in 

these areas. In total, 61% of the population lives in these 

three areas. Yet individuals of all ages are distributed 
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throughout the area. While subgroups, such as the aged, tend 

to cluster, Baltimore does not have an exclusively "singles" 

area or an area that is predominantly elderly. 

Children under the age of five are much more likely to be 

distributed throughout areas of Jewish concentration; although, 

23% are outside these areas entirely in other 212 zip codes and 

other zip codes, as are 20% of the children between the ages of 5 

and 12. They are not concentrated in anyone area outside of the 

northwest corridor, making them difficult to locate and, ulti­

mately, to provide services for ~n single strategic locations. 

Marital status 

A look at the data on cur'rent marital status for the Jewish 

population of Baltimore shows 68% of all persons over 18 are 

married, while 19% have never been married. About 9% are wi­

dowed, and relatively few are divorced or separated (5%). These 

figures do not differ much from the general white population. A 

comparison between the two sexes shows that 70% of the males are 

married, versus 65% of the females. The percentage that are 

widowed is almost four times as high for women (14%) as for men 

(3%). More males than females have never been married, 23% and 

15%, respectively. The proportion of persons divorced or sepa­

rated is slightly higher for women than for men: 5% for women 

versus 3% for men. Thirty-eight percent of 25 to 34 year old 

males have never been married, and 3% are divorced or separated. 

This compares to 27% of the females in the same age category who 
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have never married, and 6% who are divorced or separated (see 

Table 5-2A, p. 89). 

Baltimore resembles most other Jewish communities in terms 

of marital status (see Table A-9, p. 324). Almost 68% of the 

adults are married persons, compared to 65% in Chicago, 67% in 

Milwaukee, 63% in Phoenix, and 70% in Nashville. The proportion 

of adults who are single or widowed is in the middle range, for 

each category. The 9% who are widowed compares to 9% in Mil­

waukee, 11% in New York, and 17% in St. Louis. The 19% who have 

never married compares to 23% in Chicago, 18% in Phoenix, 27% in 

Washington, and 15% in New York. The 5% of the adults who are 

divorced or separated compares to 6% in Chicago, 8% in Cleveland, 

5% in Nashville, 10% in Phoenix, and 14% in Los Angeles. 

When comparing the population by marital status and age (see 

Table 5-2B, p. 90), 89% of those under 24 have never been 

married, as compared to 32% of the 25 to 34 year olds. About 6% 

of the 35 to 44 population has never been married, as compared to 

3% of the over 45 population. It appears as though the current 

group of 25 to 34 year olds will get married sometime in the 

future, if they follow the pattern of other age cohorts. Whether 

or not they will have children, and in what numbers, remains to 

be seen. But Baltimore now has a singles group that is 

"temporarily· single for a decade or more before family 

formation. 

Virtually no Orthodox Jews are likely to be divorced or 

separated, as compared to about 10% of Reform, Conservative, and 

just Jewish or "other" Jews. On the other hand, there is little 
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difference in the proportion of Orthodox Jews that have been 

divorced at least one time before. Clearly, Orthodox Jews are 

the least likely to stay divorced. 

The median age at first marriage is 22.8 for the entire 

adult population, 24.7 for men and 22.0 for women. As shown in 

Table 5-3A (p. 92), the median age at first marriage for the 65 

and over population is 28.6, dropping to about 25.4 for those 45 

to 64, and dropping again for 25 to 34 year olds to 24.3. This 

median age does not include, of course, the 32% of this age group 

that is not yet married. Median age of first marria~.e will be 

much higher in the next study. 

While relatively few households have respondents who are 

currently divorced or separated, about 21% of all 35 to 44 year 

olds and 15% of all adults that are currently married have been 

married at least one time before (with the vast majority married 

only one time before). About 12% of all married adults have been 

divorced one or more times. It appears as though the propensity 

to remarry is quite strong. 

For those who have been married more than once, 33% were 

single for two years or less; 28% were between marriages for a 

period of three to five years; 23% for six to ten years; and 9% 

for over ten years. The remainder were unreported or did not 

know (see Tables 5-4 and 5-4A, pp. 93-94). The majority of 

divorced persons stay divorced for five years or less. Further­

more, few individuals seem to marry more than two times. 
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Number of Children Born to Jewish Women 

This section discusses the number of children born to Jewish 

women 18 and older who live in the Baltimore area, and compares 

these women to all women in the un.ited states 18 and over. Over­

all, Jewish women in the Baltimore area are slightly more likely 

to have children than the total U.s. population of women (73% and 

70%, respectively, with children). Jewish women are also more 

likely to have between one and three children (67% of Jewish 

women versus 52% of U.s. women). However, U.S. women are much 

more likely to have four or more children than do Jewish women 

(18%, as compared to 6%). Jewish women .wait l;mger to have 

children, as only 8% of those 18 to 24 have a child, compared 

with the u.s. population of women, with 30%. The percent of 

Jewish women 25 to 34 with no children is higher than that of 

u.s. women (49% and 29%, respectively). Of the Jewish women 35 

to 44, 12% have never given birth, as compared to 9% of the 45 to 

64 year olds and 13% of those over 65. 

Considering the actual number of children born and expected 

number of children over the woman's lifetime, the data show an 

average number of 2.4 children for women 44 and over, 2.1 for 

women 35 to 44, 2.0 for women 25 to 34, and 2.5 for women 18 to 

24. One should not interpret the figure for women 18 to 24 to 

mean that there is likely to be a much higher proportion of 

children born, but merely to reflect that younger women may be 

planning more children than they are likely to have. 

It appears that the Jewish birthrate in Baltimore is 

approximately at replacement level, using the above figures. 
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Using a rough measure of the number of children 0-4 born to 

Jewish women 15 to 44, we find a figure of 305 per 1,000 Jewish 

women, below the replacement level (according to Schmelz, a 

prominent Jewish demographer in Israel). Using the number of 

children 0-4 born to Jewish women 20 to 44, we find 360 children 

per 1,000 women, at a replacement level (according to Dr. Sidney 

Goldstein, a prominent Jewish demographer in the United states). 

Table 5-5A (p. 96) shows, for females 18 and over with one 

or more children, their age when their first child was born. The 

median age overall, 25.4, has remained fairly consistent within 

the age categories shown in the table, except for 18 to 24 year 

olds whose median age at first birth is 20.0. Of course, 49% of 

the women 25 to 34 have had no children, yet, and they are 

computed in this median age~ therefore, it will rise. The median 

age at first birth is increasing slightly. This finding rein­

forces the idea that Jewish women tend to wait until they are 

older to begin childbearing, as compared with the U.S. female 

population as a whole. 

Female Jewish respondents to the survey between the ages of 

18 and 49 were asked about their childbearing plans for the 

future. Specifically, these women were asked if they plan to 

have any children within the next three years. Of the 18 to 24 

year olds, 36% said yes and 16% did not know. Of the 25 to 34 

year olds, 48% said yes, and 14% did not know. Of the 35 to 49 

year olds, 5% said yes, and 2% did not know (see Table 5-6A, p. 

99) • 
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Women respondents were also asked how many children they 

expect to have in their lifetime. Eight percent said that they 

expect no children. Eleven percent said they expect one child; 

43% expect two children; 18% expect three children; and 8% said 

they expect four or more children. Twelve percent did not 

know or did not answer (see Table 5-7A, p. 101). 

Single Parents/Stepchildren 

About 7% of the households with children (21 or less) in­

cluded stepchildren (see Table 5-8, p. 102), and about 10% of the 

households with children are headed by single parents. The 

number of cases in the sample is too small to make any other 

observations about these households, other than those that appear 

in more general discussions elsewhere in the text. Nevertheless, 

if divorce and remarriage rates continue at their present pace, 

it should be expected that there will be more blended families in 

Baltimore and that many children will have lived with one parent 

at some time. 

Secular Education 

Table 5-9A (p. 106) shows the present school enrollment for 

the Jewish population. Thirty-one percent of Jews of all ages 

are currently enrolled in some kind of school. Of the total 

number of persons enrolled in school, almost three-quarters (73%) 

are enrolled full-time. About 1,100 persons over the age of 24 

attend school full time. Nearly all children of nursery school 

or pre-school age are enrolled in school full or part-time. 
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Of the 18 to 24 year olds, 74% are currently in school, and 19% 

have already completed at least a college degree. College 

students who live at home most of the year are included in these 

figures. 

The secular education attainment of the Jewish population is 

shown in Table 5-10 (p. 107). About 31% of the Jewish population 

25 years and older have a high school education or less, as 

compared to 67% of the general white population in 1980. Nine­

teen percent have some college, 26% have a college degree, and 

23% have an advanced degree. Therefore, a total of 49% hold a 

college or more advanced degree, as compared to 19% of the gen­

eral Baltimore population. This characteristic clearly separates 

the Jewish population from the rest of the Baltimore population. 

Fifty-nine percent of the males and 39% of the females 25 and 

older have college degrees or advanced degrees. 

Baltimore has a relatively well-educated Jewish population, 

as shown in Table A-IO (p. 325). Thirty-one percent of the adult 

population older than 25 has a high school education or less. 

This compares with 33% in st. Louis and 31% in New York. Mia.mi 

finds 41% of the adults with a high school education or less. On 

the other hand, 23% of the population in Baltimore has an ad­

vanced degree. This compares to 26% in Chicago, 18% in Los 

Angeles, 20% in New York, 18% in St. Louis, and 48% in 

Washington, D.C. 

Striking differences are shown by age and sex in terms of 

educational status. For men, 25 and older, 32% have advanced 

degrees, as compared to 15% for women. At the same time, 23% of 
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the 25 or older men have a high school education or less, as 

compared to 35% of the women 25 or older. 

For men, 25 to 34, 31% have an advanced degree, as compared 

to 25% for women. In the 35 to 44 age group, 45% of the men have 

an advanced degree, as compared to 21% of the women. Thus, while 

the educational attainment of Jewish women increases as age 

decreases, it is not as high as Jewish males in any age category. 

Baltimore has a relatively high proportion of children in 

Jewish day schools and non-Jewish private schools. About 2,300 

children attend private schools, the vast majority of which are 

non-sectarian. About 2,600 students attend Jewish schools be­

tween kindergarten and 12th grade. About 58% of this school-age 

group attends public schools. 

Most children who attend Jewish day schools come from 

pikesville, Mount washington/Greenspring, and the Park Heights 

Corridor, with the heaviest concentration in the latter (see 

Table 5-9, pp. 104-105). Children who live in the other 212 zip 

codes, Owings Mills, or other zip codes are extremely unlikely to 

attend an all day Jewish school. Children in the other 212 zip 

codes and outlying areas are somewhat more likely to attend a 

private school than those in Pikesville or Mount Washington/ 

Greenspring. Given perceptions of public schools in these areas, 

this pattern is not unexpected. Where public schools are seen as 

good, fewer children should be expected to attend private 

schools. 

For those 19 to 24, about 2,000 students who attend college 

or graduate school full time attend school in the greater 
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Baltimore area, including the University of. Maryland at College 

park, while about 2,000 attend outside of the Baltimore area. 

About 2,500 children attend a pre-school. Of these, about 

26% are in a non-Jewish pre-school, and 69% ·are in a Jewish pre­

school. The other 5% did not report. Those who attend a non­

Jewish pre-school are most likely to live in other 212 zip codes, 

the Liberty Road/Randallstown corridor, and in other zip codes. 

Labor Force and Employment Characteristics 

Employment status 

Sixty-four percent of the Jewish population 18 years old and 

over is currently working; 50% work full time, and 14% are em­

ployed part time. Fifteen percent are retired; 11% are home­

makers; and 1% are disabled. About 1% are unemployed. Another 

7% are students, and 1% say they are full-time volunteers (see 

Table 5-llA, pp. 109-ll0). 

Of the males, 68% are employed full time, and 6% are em­

ployed part time. Fourteen percent are retired. About 1% are 

disabled or unemployed, while 9% are students. About 25% of the 

18 to 24 year old males are employed full time (8% part time); 

88% of the 25 to 34 year olds are employed full time (3% part 

time) 1 86% of the 45 to 64 year olds are employed full time (3% 

part time, 7% retired); and 20% of the over 65 age group are 

employed full time, while 17% work part time. 

For women, 33% are employed full time, and 22% are employed 

part time. Twenty-two percent identify themselves as homemakers. 

Of the 18 to 24 year old females, 29% are employed full time (23% 
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part time); 50% of the 25 to 34 year olds are employed full time 

(26% part time), 45% of the 35 to 44 year olds are employed full 

time (30% part time); 37% of the 45 to 64 year olds are employed 

full time (23% part time); and 6% of those over 65 are employed 

full time (11% are employed part time). The proportion of those 

who identify themselves as homemakers increases with age, with 

20% of the 25 to 34 year old females indicating that they are 

homemakers, as compared to 27% of those over 65 and about 23% of 

those between 35 and 64. 

Class of Employer 

Of the adult Jewish workers, 17% work for a government at 

some level. Nineteen percent are self-employed. Nine percent 

work for non-profit organizations, and the remainder, 54%, work 

for a private business or industry (see Table 5-12, p. Ill). 

For the males in the labor force, 51% are in private indus­

try, as compared to 56% of the females. Six percent of the males 

are in non-profit organizations, as compared to 12% of the fe­

males. Fifteen percent of the men are in government-related 

positions, as are 19% of the women; while, 28% of the men are 

self-employed, as compared to 12% of the women. The proportion 

of men who are self-employed declines from 37% of those over the 

age of 45, to 29% of the 35 to 44 year olds, and 15% of the 25 to 

34 year olds. The proportion of women in non-profit positions 

increases from 7% of those over 65 to about 18% of the 25 to 44 

year olds. Nevertheless, a substantial cohort of "entrepreneurs" 

remains in each age group. 
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occupation 

Occupational data were collected that would allow for later 

comparison to the general population. Occupations are classified 

according to categories established by the u.s. Bureau of the 

Census and are for those 18 and over. In terms of occupation, 

24% of the work force is professional, 22% are managers and self­

employed, 3% are in technical occupations, 13% are in sales, 18% 

are in clerical positions, and 15% are in blue collar occupations 

and other classifications (see Table 5-13, pp. 112-113). 

Baltimore has a relatively low proportion of the population 

in professional occupations, 23%. This compares to 29% in St. 

Louis, 28% in Phoenix, 43% in Nashville, 33% in Chicago, and 48% 

in Washington. At the same time, the proportion of workers in 

clerical and blue collar positions is relatively high: a total 

of 33%, as compared to 25% in Chicago, 22% in Cleveland, 30% in 

Los Angeles, and 18% in st. Louis (see Table A-II, pp. 326-327). 

Many of these are 18 to 24 year old students or part-time work­

ers. Adjusting for these, the proportion of blue collar and 

Rother" occupational categories diminishes a great deal. 

Occupational profiles are much different when evaluated by 

different age and sex categories. Of the Jewish men in 

Baltimore, 20% are in managerial positions, 25% in professional 

occupations, 13% are proprietors, 14% are in sales, 7% are in 

clerical positions, and 17% in blue collar and other positions 

(Table 5-13A, pp. 114-115). 

The profile for women is considerably different. Women in 

the service occupations, such as waitresses, hairdressers, etc., 
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account for 13% of the labor force participants, and 29% are in 

administrative support occupations. About 9% are in the manager­

ial category, and 24% are in professional positions, mainly 

health and education. Approximately 13% of the women are em­

ployed in sales. 

Thirty-three percent of the 25 to 34 year old men are pro­

fessionals, as compared to 39% of the 35 to 44 year old males and 

18% of those over 65. For women, 35% of the 25 to 34 year olds 

are professionals, as compared to 34% of the 35 to 44 year olds 

and 17% of those over 65. The proportion of women in clerical 

positions declines with age. 

Employment in the washington Area 

About 4% of the households have someone who works in the 

Washington area, or about 1,500 households. No other patterns 

(age, location, etc.) seem to be prevalent from examining this 

small number of cases. It should not be expected that many 

individuals are tied to washingt.on in any significant ways. 

Unemployment 

The data show that 12% of the adults were unemployed and 

looked for work sometime during the past three years, lower than 

the national figures for this time period (see Table 5-15A, p. 

119). About 1% were unemployed at the time of the survey_ Women 

were slightly more likely than men to be unemployed, 15% to 11%. 

The unemployed were more likely to be under 35, although about 7% 

of the 35 to 64 age group were unemployed sometime in the past 
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three years. About half of those who were unemployed spent at 

least one month looking for work. These proportions are not 

trivial and represent thousands of Jews who were unemployed 

sometime in the past three years. 

Disability 

About 8% of the population has some sort of disability (see 

Table 5-16A, p. 121). Heart disease, diabetes, and arthritis are 

the most often listed disabilities. Nursing home residents are 

not included in this estimate. About 5% of the adult population 

has a disability that prevents working, with another 2% having a 

disabling condition that limits the kind or amount of work. 

About 2% of the population requires daily supervision. 

Of the projected 7,500 persons who have a disability, 61% 

are women. Almost 60% of those with a disability are 65 years of 

age or older. On the other hand, most of those over 65 are in 

good health. Of those who have a disability which prevents them 

from working, about 1,400 persons are under the age of 65. About 

1,800 disabled persons live by themselves. Very few persons 

under the age of 18 were shown to have any disability, only 124 

in the entire population. These figures are extremely low, and 

should be viewed with great caution, due to sampling errors, and 

perhaps the reluctance of respondents to admit that their child­

ren are disabled. Disabled persons are located throughout the 

metropolitan area and across all age cohorts. Furthermore, the 

sample was too small to provide data on individuals with 
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developmental and emotional disabilities, although other data 

indicate that these are significant parts of the Jewish 

population. 

Adult Children in Baltimore Area 

For households where the respondent was over the age of 45, 

the respondent was asked if they had any adult children living in 

their own residence in the Baltimore area. About 55% said yes. 

Those who were born in Maryland were more likely to have a child 

in the area, 61%, compared to 48% of those not born in Maryland. 

Respondents in Pikesville, Mount Washington/Greenspring, and the 

Park Heights Corridor were far more likely to have a child in the 

area, over 60%, compared to those in other areas, where the 

number of cases is much smaller (see Table 5-17, p. 123). This, 

of course, does not include adult children who still live with 

their parents. 

Vehicle Ownership 

Table 5-18 (p. 125) shows the number of Jewish households 

that have at least one automobile or truck which is kept at home 

for use by members of the household. For all households, 92% of 

the Jews in the area have such a vehicle. About 22% of the 

households in the Park Heights Corridor do not own a car. 

Elderly women are the least likely to be car owners. 

Nearly all households between the ages of 25 and 64 have a 

vehicle, while 76% of those 65 or over have a car or truck (see 

Table 5-18A, p. 126). The 24% without cars are likely to be 
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transportation-dependent on friends, relatives, or agencies to 

get around. 

Household Income 

Income is a sensitive item to request in surveys. As Table 

5-19 (pp. 127-128) shows, income was not reported for 22% of the 

households because of refusal, and because about 4% of the re-

spondents did not know, for a total of 26%. The percent distri­

bution of household income is also shown in this table. The 

income data are reported on the base of reported household in­

come. Median income for the Baltimore area is $36,000. Given 

the income distribution by age, marital status, home ownership, 

and other factors, there does not seem to be any evidence of bias 

due to the 22% refusal rate on this question. 

The income distribution shows that 28% of the households had 

an income in excess of $50,000. About 13% reported incomes of 

$75,000 or more annually. At the other extreme, 8% had an annual 

income under $10,000, and another 13% of the households had 

incomes of $10,000 to $20,000. About 14% of the households had 

incomes of $30,000 to $40,000, and 15% had incomes of $40,000 to 

$50,000 annually. 

Because of variance in cost-of-living by metropolitan area 

and changes in the cost-of-living over the past five years, 

comparisons by income must be viewed as only very general 

benchmarks, rather than as absolute comparisons. Table A-12 (pp. 

328-329) shows that 8% of the Baltimore households earn less than 

$10,000, as compared with 13% in st. Louis, 12% in New York, 21% in 
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Los Angeles, 16% in Denver, and 13% in Chicago. At the same 

time, 43% of the Baltimore households earn $40,000 per year or 

more. This compares to 30% in Atlantic City and 38% in Kansas 

City, the two most recent studies. 

About 26% of the households receive most of their income 

from sources other than salary or wages. The lower the income, 

the more likely the household is receiving its income from 

sources other than salary and wages. Yet substantial proportions 

of higher income groups have sources of income besides salary and 

wages. Older adults are more likely to be receiving their income 

from sources other than salary and income, most likely Social 

Security, pensions, and disability benefits. 

As shown in Table 5"'"19, income levels also differ by geo­

graphic area. Pikesville has the highest median income, $45,000, 

and the Park Heights Corridor the lowest, at $24,000. The out­

lying areas have a median income of $41,000, as compared to 

$30,000 in Owings Mills, $39,000 in the Liberty Road/Randallstown 

area, $30,000 in the other 212 zip code area, and $38,000 in the 

Mount Washington/Greenspring area. 

Median income also differs widely by age, as shown in Table 

5-19A (pp. 129-130). For those 35 to 64, the median income is 

$45,000 annually. For those 25 to 34, the median income is 

$33,000, while for those over 65 it is $18,000. A majority of 

households with incomes under $10,000 per year are elderly. 

About 28% of those over 65 have an annual income of $10,000 a 

year or less. At the same time, 10% of those over 65 have annual 

incomes of $50,000 or more. 
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Households headed by widowed persons have a median income of 

$13,000, and 44% of such households have a median income of less 

than $10,000 per year. The median income of households headed by 

single parents is $31,000, as compared to $45,000 for households 

with two parents and children. It should be expected that many 

of these households are at economic risk, at the margin of 

economic and social security in the community. 
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TABLE 5-1 

AGE AND SEX OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Males Total ville Greens]2ring CorridorLcity town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=1477) (n=251) (n-163) (n=163) (n-307) (n-96) (n=264) (n=233) 

Under 5 3,172 527 792 642 351 219 337 304 
(3%) (2% ) (5%) (4%) (3%) (3%) (3%) (4%) 

5 - 12 4,874 1,212 577 879 591 678 436 501 
(5%) (5%) (4%) (6%) (5%) (9%) (4%) (7%) 

13 - 18 3,684 1,398 350 215 676 583 250 212 
(4%) (6% ) (2%) (1%) (6%) (8% ) (2%) (3%) 

19 - 22 2,194 755 225 142 382 234 328 126 
(2%) (3%) (1%) (1%) (3%) (3%) (3% ) (2%) 

23 - 29 4,035 655 605 675 480 491 878 250 
(4%) (3%) (4%) (4% ) (4%) (7%) (7%) (4%) 

30 - 55 15,666 3,779 2,831 1,749 2,081 1,271 2,442 1,515 
(17%) (17%) (18%) (11%) (18%) (17%) (21%) (22%) 

56 - 64 4,610 1,397 562 917 634 313 504 282 
(5%) , (6%) (3%) (6%) (6% ) (4%) (4%) (4%) 

65 - 74 4,317 1,065 1,034 948 369 149 547 205 
(5%) (5%) (6%) (6%) (3%) (2%) (5%) (3%) 

75 - 84 2,021 413 348 668 139 234 155 63 
(2%) (2%) (2%) (4%) (1%) (3%) (1%) (1%) 

85 or over 490 106 106 142 135 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Total males 45,206 11,365 7,429 6,977 5,723 4,193 6,038 3,479 
(49%) (51%) (46%) (45%) (50%) (56%) (51%) (50%) 
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TABLE 5-1 (continued) 

AGE AND SEX OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Females Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Hills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1503) (n-242) (n=191) (n=200) (n-307) (n=76) (n=254) (n=233) 

Under 5 2,696 439 452 440 418 255 396 298 
(3%) (2% ) (3%) (3%) (4%) (3% ) (3%) (4%) 

5 - 12 3,827 748 913 738 274 374 375 403 
(4%) (3%) (6%) (5%) (2%) (5%) (3% ) (6%) 

13 - 18 3,697 1,317 557 442 529 128 306 417 
(4%) (6% ) (3%) (3%) (5%) (2%) (3%) (6%) 

19 - 22 2,096 608 203 310 453 32 313 178 
(2%) (3%) (1%) (2%) (4%) (3% ) (3%) 

23 - 29 3,742 432 876 653 506 316 770 189 
(4%) (2%) (5%) (4%) (4%) (4%) (7%) (3%) 

30 - 55 16,255 4,108 2,905 1,692 2,354 1,428 2,282 1,486 
(18%) (18%) (18%) (11%) (21%) (19%) (19%) (21%) 

56 - 64 5,161 1,620 1,106 1,098 452 304 333 248 
(6%) (7%) (7%) (7%) (4%) (4%) (3%) (4%) 

65 - 74 5,603 1,163 1,109 1,990 507 196 495 152 
(6%) (5%) (7%) (13%) (4%) (3%) (4%) (2%) 

75 - 84 2,576 372 379 1,161 72 246 259 88 
(3%) (2%) (2%) (7%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (1%) 

85 or over 677 142 95 169 40 59 171 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Total females 46,527 11,008 8,642 8,693 5,626 3,337 5,725 3,495 
(51%) (49%) (54%) (55%) (50%) (44%) (49%) (50%) 
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TABLE 5-2 

CURRENT MARITAL STATUS, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n-2322) (n=382) (n-278) (n-289) (n=491) (n=121) (n=432) (n=329) 

Married 48,397 12,389 8,425 8,090 6,182 4,033 5,701 3,575 
(68%) (71%) (67%) ( 65%) (70%) (74%) (58%) (73% ) 

Widowed 6,347 1,229 1,007 2,446 437 316 637 275 
(9%) (7%) (8%) (20%) (5%) (6%) (6%) (6%) 

Divorced 2,573 432 767 215 262 178 540 169 
(4%) (2%) (6%) (2%) (3% ) (3% ) (5%) (3%) 

Separated 662 225 248 25 40 68 56 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Never married 13,363 3,182 2,081 1,633 1,906 904 2,886 771 
(19%) (18%) (17%) (13%) (22%) (17%) (29%) (16%) 

Total 71,501 17,517 12,528 12,409 8,858 5,431 9,832 4,927 
(101%)* (99%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-2A 

CURRENT MARITAL STATUS, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE AND SEX 

Total 18 24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
Males (n=1127) (n=135) (n=232) (n-227) (n=326) (n=207) 

Married 24,142 151 3,658 5,438 9,233 5,559 
(70%) (4%) (58%) (81%) (91%) (81%) 

Widowed 1,182 191 991 
(3%) (2%) (15%) 

Divorced 864 158 385 272 49 
(3%) (2%) (6%) (3%) (1%) 

Separated 385 90 180 115 
(1%) (1%) (3%) (1%) 

Never married 7,820 4,137 2,441 690 304 228 
(23%) (96%) (38%) (10%) (3%) (3%) 

Total males 34,413 4,288 6,347 6,693 10,114 6,827 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Females (n=1184) (n=127) (n=246) (n=241) (n=321) (n=249) 

Married 24,255 584 4,617 6,066 8,667 4,193 
(65% ) (16%) (67%) (87%) (83%) (47%) 

Widowed 5,164 11 99 914 4,140 
(14%) (1%) (9%) (47%) 

Divorced 1,710 131 333 519 503 176 
(5%) (3%) (5%) (7%) (5%) (2%) 

Separated 277 11 95 101 43 25 
(1%) (1%) (1%) 

Never married 5,543 2,989 1,833 193 225 302 
(15%) (80%) (27%) (3%) (2%) (3%) 

Total females 37,088 3,755 6,890 6,978 10,413 8,856 
(100%) (99%)* (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-2B 

CURRENT MARITAL STATUS, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=2311) (n=262) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Married 48,497 735 8,275 11,503 17,900 9,752 
(68%) (9%) (63%) (84%) (87%) (62%) 

Widowed 6,347 11 99 1,105 5,131 
(9%) (1%) (5%) (33%) 

Divorced 2,573 131 491 904 775 225 
(4%) (2%) (4%) (7% ) ( 4%) (1%) 

Separated 662 11 185 281 160 25 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (1%) 

Never married 13,363 7,126 4,274 884 529 530 
(19%) (89%) (32%) (6%) (3%) (3%) 

Total 71,501 8,043 13,237 13,671 20,527 15,683 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 5-3 

MEDIAN AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring Corridor.{City town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1864) (n=314) (n=231) (n=251) (n=382) (n=102) (n=309) (n=275) 

Under 22 20,164 5,117 3,391 3,891 2,408 2,033 1,772 1,552 
(35%) (36%) (32%) ( 36%) (35%) ( 45%) (26%) (38% ) 

22 - 23 10,947 2,373 2,033 1,844 1,386 818 1,760 733 
(19%) (17%) (19%) (17%) (20%) (18%) (25%) (18%) 

24 - 25 9,001 2,024 1,792 1,804 1,135 514 1,258 474 
(16%) (14%) (17%) (17%) (16% ) (11%) (18%) (12%) 

26 - 29 8,942 2,497 1,740 1,344 1,118 640 920 683 
(15%) (17%) (17%) (12%) (16%) (14%) (13%) ( 17%) 

30 or over 8,925 2,264 1,491 1,893 885 523 1,236 634 
(15%) (16%) (14%) (18%) (13%) (12%) (18%) (16%) 

Total 57,979 14,276 10,448 10,776 6,931 4,527 6,946 4,075 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* 

Median age at 22.8 22.9 22.9 22.8 22.8 22.3 23.0 22.7 
first marriage 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-3A 

MEDIAN AGE AT FIRST MARRIAGE, BY AGE 

Total 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1831) (n=328) (n=438) (n=627) (n=438) 

Under 22 20,164 2,242 5,046 8,389 3,921 
(35%) (25%) (39%) ( 42%) (26%) 

22 - 23 10,947 2,058 2,346 3,615 2,617 
(19%) (23%) (18%) (18%) ( 17%) 

24 - 25 9,001 1,965 1,653 2,826 2,492 
(16%) (22%) (13%) (14%) (16%) 

26 - 29 8,942 2,096 1,743 2,527 2,552 
(15%) (23%) (14%) (13%) (17%) 

30 or over 8,925 601 2,000 2,584 3,551 
(15%) (7%) (16%) (13%) (23%) 

Total 57,979 8,963 12,787 19,940 15,133 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

Median age at 22.8 24.3 24.7 25.4 28.6 
first marriage 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-4 

NUMBER OF YEARS BETWEEN MARRIAGES FOR RESPONDENTS MARRIED 
MORE THAN ONCE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=287) (n=42) (n=29) (n=22) (n=47) (n=ll) (n=69) (n=67) 

Less than 1 275 59 72 60 49 34 
year (3%) (4%) (7%) (8% ) (3%) (3%) 

1 - 2 years 2,470 820 332 285 239 128 455 212 
(30%) (40%) (25%) (29%) (30%) (25%) (30%) (21%) 

3 - 5 years 2,318 613 345 120 307 196 442 295 
(28%) (30% ) (26%) (12%) (38%) ( 38%) (29%) (29%) 

6 - 10 years 1,873 372 499 215 147 137 299 237 
(23% ) (18%) (38% ) (22%) (18%) (26%) (20% ) (23%) 

More than 10 770 234 95 47 25 59 139 169 
years (9% ) (11%) (7%) (5%) (3%) (11%) (9%) (17%) 

Not reported 453 248 20 110 75 
(6% ) (25%) (3%) (7 %) (7% ) 

Total 8,228 2,059 1,329 987 799 520 1,520 1,013 
(99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (98%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-4A 

NUMBER OF YEARS BETWEEN MARRIAGES FOR RESPONDENTS MARRIED 
MORE THAN ONCE, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=286) (n=35) (n=92) (n=99) (n=60) 

Less than 1 year 275 20 90 139 25 
(3%) (2%) (4%) (5%) (1%) 

1 - 2 years 2,470 243 806 834 588 
(30%) (28%) (32%) (31%) (28%) 

3 - 5 years 2,318 360 776 781 401 
(28%) (41%) (30%) (29%) (19%) 

6 - 10 years 1,873 214 525 554 580 
(23%) (24%) (21%) (20%) (28%) 

More than 10 years 770 25 318 288 139 
(9%) (3%) (12%) (11%) (7%) 

Not reported 453 36 112 304 
(6%) (1%) (4%) (15%) 

Total 8,228 882 2,551 2,708 2,063 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-5 

FEMALES 18 AND OLDER, WITH CHILDREN, AGE AT BIRTH OF 
FIRST CHILD, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensI2ring CorridorLCity town Mills ziI2 codes ziI2 codes 

(n=852) (n=145) (n=1l3) (n-127) (n=187) (n=50) (n=1l3) (n=1l7) 

Under 18 140 47 59 34 
(1%) (1%) (1%) 

18 - 22 7,190 1,698 1,408 1,461 1,073 480 560 510 
(20%) (19%) (21%) (21%) (24%) (19% ) (12%) (21%) 

23 - 29 14,488 3,750 2,523 2,880 1,632 1,341 1,497 866 
(40%) (43%) ( 38%) (41%) (37%) (52%) (32%) (36%) 

30 or older 4,869 1,279 1,036 928 524 325 513 264 
(13%) (15%) (16%) (13%) (12%) (13%) (11%) (11%) 

Total have 26,687 6,727 4,967 5,316 3,288 2,146 2,570 1,674 
given birth (73% ) (77%) (75%) (76%) (74%) (84%) (55%) (69%) 

Total have 9,917 2,050 1,708 1,708 1,167 435 2,129 719 
not given (27% ) (23%) (25%) (24%) (26%) (16%) (45%) (29%) 
birth 

Total 37,088 8,797 6,770 7,119 4,526 2,639 4,772 2,639 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (98%)* 

Average age at 25.4 25.6 25.4 25.4 24.7 25.1 25.9 25.1 
first birth 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-5A 

FEMALES 18 AND OLDER, WITH CHILDREN, AGE AT BIRTH OF 
FIRST CHILD, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=856) (n=10) (n=125) (n=212) (n=292) (n=217) 

Under 18 140 59 11 23 47 
(2%) (1%) 

18 - 22 7,190 223 622 1,807 3,167 1,371 
(20%) (6%) (9%) (26%) (31%) (16%) 

23 - 29 14,488 20 2,221 3,114 5,047 4,065 
(40%) (1%) (32%) (45%) (49%) (48%) 

30 or older 4,869 671 1,137 1,148 1,829 
(13%) (10%) (16%) (11%) (22%) 

Total have 26,687 302 3,514 6,069 9,385 7,312 
given birth (73%) (9%) (51%) (87%) (91%) (87%) 

Total have 9,917 3,454 3,355 864 982 1,170 
not given (27%) (92%) (49%) (12%) (9%) (13%) 
birth 

Total 37,088 3,755 6,890 6,978 10,413 8,856 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) 

Average age at 25.4 20.0 26.0 25.3 24.5 26.4 
first birth 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-5B 

FEMALES 18 AND OLDER, EXPECTED NUMBER OF CHILDREN 

18 - 24 

25 - 34 

35 - 44 

44+ 

*350 per 1,000 
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Expected Number 
of Children * 

2.5 

2.0 

2.1 

2.4 



TABLES 5-6 

FEMALES 18 TO 49, PLANS FOR CHILDREN IN 
NEXT THREE YEARS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Nt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings 
Total ville Greensl2ring 

(n=638) (n=88) (n-79) 

Total Yes** 4,551 686 806 
(24%) ( 18%) (22%) 

Total No*** 12,380 2,924 2,593 
(66% ) (77%) (71%) 

Don't know, 1,891 178 273 
not reported (10%) (5%) (7%) 

Total 18,894 3,836 3,672 
(100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 

**00 plan children within next 3 years. 

***00 not plan children within next 3 years. 

Corridoricity town Mills 
(n=50) (n=120) (n=38) 

831 511 473 
(36%) (22%) (29%) 

985 1,655 1,075 
( 43%) . (72%) (67%) 

500 121 59 
(22%) (5%) (4%) 

2,316 2,287 1,607 
(101%)* (99%)* (100%) 
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Other 212 Other 
zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n-159) (n=104) 

806 437 
(22%) (28%) 

2,177 971 
(61%) (62%) 

610 151 
(17%) (10%) 

3,617 1,560 
(100%) (100%) 



TABLE 5-6A 

FE~lALES 18 TO 49, PLANS FOR CHILDREN IN 
NEXT THREE YEARS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 
(n=638) (n=6 8) (n=257) (n=249) 

Total Yes* 2,930 374 2,300 256 
(24%) ( 36%) (49%) (5%) 

Total No** 8,183 501 1,755 4,373 
(68% ) (48%) (37%) (93%) 

Don't know, 961 163 685 92 
not reported (8%) (16%) (14%) (2%) 

Total 12,074 1,038 4,740 4,721 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*Do plan children within next three years. 

**Do not plan children within next three years. 
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45-49 
(n=64) 

1,594 
(100%) 

1,594 
(100%) 



TABLE 5-7 

FEMALES 18 TO 49, LIFETIME PLANS FOR CHILDREN, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensj2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zij2 codes zij2 codes 

(n=638) (n=88) (n=79) (n=50) (n=120) (n=38) (n=159) (n=104) 

No children 1,497 302 426 142 157 32 322 115 
(8% ) (8%) (12%) (6% ) (7% ) (2%) (9%) (7%) 

One child 2,010 372 496 72 151 137 628 153 
(11%) (10% ) (14%) (3% ) (7%) (9% ) (17% ) (10%) 

Two children 8,101 1,543 1,461 947 1,223 800 1,366 762 
(43%) (40%) (40%) (41%) (53%) (50%) (38%) ( 49%) 

Three children 3,467 993 415 298 428 286 752 295 
( 18%) (26%) (11%) (13%) (19%) (18%) (21%) (19%) 

More than 1,534 349 223 215 201 293 137 115 
three children (8%) (9%) (6%) (9%) (9%) (18%) (4%) (7%) 

Don't know how 2,286 276 650 642 127 59 412 119 
many children (12%) (7%) (18%) (28%) (6%) (4%) (11%) (8% ) 

Total 18,894 3,836 3,672 2,316 2,287 1,607 3,617 1,560 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (101%)* (101%)* (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-7A 

FEMALES 18 TO 49, LIFETIME PLANS FOR CHILDREN, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45+ 

(n=638) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=64) 

No children 1,497 124 633 655 85 

(8%) (6%) (9%) (9%) (4%) 

One child 2,010 25 502 1,120 363 

(11%) (1%) (7% ) (15%) (16%) 

Two children 8,101 776 3,367 3,037 921 

(43%) (40%) (45%) (42%) (40%) 

Three children 3,467 368 1,094 1,359 646 

(18%) (19%) (15%) (19%) ( 28%) 

More than three 1,534 266 503 484 281 

children (8%) (14%) (7%) (7% ) (12%) 

Don't know how 2,286 383 1,303 600 

many children (12%) (20%) (18%) (8%) 

Total 18,894 1,941 7,402 7,255 2,296 

(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) 

"rounding error 
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TABLE 5-8 

STEPCHILDREN (21 OR YOUNGER) IN HOUSEHOLD, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens]2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=444) (n=74) (n=49) (n=34) (n=98) (n-33) (n-68) (n=88) 

Yes 973 406 34 29 48 29 188 240 
(7% ) (12%) (2% ) (2%) (2%) (2%) (12%) (15%) 

No 12,549 2,978 2,090 1,280 2,163 1,406 1,319 1,313 
(93%) (88%) (98%) (98%) (98%) (98%) (88%) (85%) 

Total 13,523 3,384 2,124 1,309 2,211 1,435 1,507 1,553 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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--------------- -1 

TABLE 5-8A 

STEPCHILDREN (21 OR YOUNGER) IN HOUSEHOLD, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=443) (n=29) (n=121) (n=194) (n=93) (n=6) 

Yes 973 43 70 489 357 15 
(7%) (4%) (2%) (9%) (11%) (17%) 

No 12,549 1,131 3,699 4,758 2,858 76 
(93%) (96%) (98%) (91%) (89%) ( 83%) 

Total 13,523 1,173 3,769 5,247 3,215 91 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 5-9 

PRESENT SCHOOL ENROLLMENT OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens!2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi!2 codes zi!2 codes 
(n=908) (n=158) (n=100) (n=93) (n=183) (n-67) (n=143) (n-164) 

Attend school 20,627 5,832 2,965 2,871 2,751 2,068 2,387 1,752 
full time (73% ) (81%) ( 65%) (70%) (73%) (73%) (73% ) (71%) 

Attend school 7,646 1,392 1,591 1,224 1,031 777 902 728 
part time (27%) (19%) (35%) (30%) (27%) (27%) (27%) (29%) 

Total 28,273 7,224 4,556 4,096 3,782 2,846 3,390 2,479 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Public school 8,408 2,872 1,089 404 1,484 1,036 558 965 
in Baltimore (30%) (40%) (24%) (10%) (39%) (37%) (17%) (40%) 

Jewish school 3,130 625 812 1,290 238 79 74 11 
in Baltimore (11%) (9%) (18%) . (31%) (6%) (3% ) (2%) 

Christian school 106 25 81 
in Baltimore (1%) (3%) 

Private school 2,280 646 268 332 80 255 387 311 . 
in Baltimore (8%) (9%) (6%) (8%) (2%) (9%) (12%) (13%) 

E1ementary/ 
High School 225 25 59 95 26 20 
out of town (1%) (1%) (2%) (1% ) (1%) 

In-town 7,923 1,363 1,447 1,392 1,002 631 1,576 514 
college (28%) (19%) (32%) (34%) ( 26%) (23%) (48%) (22%) 
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TABLE 5-9 (continued) 

PRESENT SCHOOL ENROLLMENT OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 
(n=908) (n=158) (n=100) (n=93) (n=183) (n=67) (n=143) (n=164) 

Out-of-town 2,822 1,126 394 95 334 392 349 131 
college (10%) (16%) (9% ) (2%) (9%) (14%) (11%) (5%) 

vocational 401 47 95 137 59 20 43 
school (1%) (1%) (2%) (4%) (2%) (1%) (2%) 

Jewish 1,864 468 357 321 266 237 47 169 
pre-school (7 %) (6%) (8% ) (8%) (7%) (9%) (1%) (7% ) 

Other 669 20 83 47 194 184 140 
pre-school (2%) (2% ) (1%) (5%) (6% ) (6% ) 

Other school 223 59 20 99 25 20 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (3%) (1%) (1%) 

Total 28,273 7,224 4,556 4,096 3,782 2,846 3,390 2,479 
(99%) * (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-9A 

PRESENT SCHOOL ENROLLIYJENT OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, BY AGE 

18 or 25 or 
Total Under 6 6-12 13-17 under 19-24 older 

(n=854) (n=105) (n=225) (n=189) (n=519) (n=140) (n=195) 

Attend school full 20,627 1,253 7,150 5,663 15,685 3,754 1,147 
time (73%) (39%) (98%) (100%) (88%) (87%) (19%) 

Attend school part 7,646 1,972 165 2,182 555 4,888 
time (27%) (61%) (2%) (12%) (13%) (81%) 

Total 28,273 3,225 7,315 5,663 17,867 4,310 6,035 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Public school in 8,408 275 3,784 3,715 8,408 
Baltimore (30%) (9% ) (53%) (66%) (47%) 

Jewish school in 3,130 444 2,151 515 3,130 
Baltimore (11%) (14%) (30%) (9%) (18%) 

Christian school 106 41 65 106 
in Baltimore (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Private school 2,280 113 903 1,160 2,280 
in Baltimore (8%) (3%) (13%) (20%) (13%) 

E1em./High School 225 106 146 79 
out of town (1%) (2%) (1%) (2%) 

In-town college 7,923 20 59 423 1,985 5,495 
(28%) (1%) (2% ) (46%) (91%) 

Out-of-town college 2,822 522 2,063 236 
(10%) (3%) (48%) (4%) 

Vocational school 401 158 244 
(1%) (4%) (4%) 

Jewish pre-school 1,864 1,736 108 1,844 20 
(7% ) (54%) (2%) (10%) 

Other pre-school 669 657 11 669 
(2%) (20%) (4% ) 

Other school 223 182 20 203 20 
(1%) (3%) (1%) 

Total 28,273 3,225 7,315 5,663 17,867 4,310 6,035 
(99%)* (100%) (102%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-10 

SECULAR EDUCATION ATTAINMENi' OF THE JEWISH POPULATION, 
25 AND OLDER, BY AGE 

Total 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=2049) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Less than high school 4,293 99 97 1,115 2,983 
(7%) (1%) (1%) (5%) (19%) 

High school diploma 14,923 1,290 1,532 5,436 6,664 
(24%) (10%) (11%) (26%) (42%) 

Some college 11,764 2,858 3,221 4,068 1,617 
(19%) (22%) (24%) (20%) (10%) 

Bachelors degree 16,230 5,101 3,981 5,065 2,083 
(26%) (39%) (29%) (25%) (13%) 

Masters degree 7,144 2,017 2,035 2,382 710 
(11%) ( 15%) (15%) (12%) (5%) 

Doctorate degree 1,825 361 649 657 158 
(3%) (3%) (5%) (3%) (1%) 

MD, DDS, Lawyer 5,562 1,320 1,892 1,503 848 
(9%) (10%) (14%) (7%) (5%) 

Don't know, 781 20 26 162 572 
not reported (1% ) (1%) (4%) 

Total 62,522 13 ,066 13 ,433 20,388 15,635 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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------ ------~~~~~---

TABLE 5-11 

EMPLOYMENT, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills· zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=2322) (n=382) (n=278) (n-289) (n-491) (n-121) (n-432) (n-329) 

Employed full 35,478 9,281 6,581 4,396 4,540 2,436 5,253 2,992 
time (50%) (53%) (53%) (35%) (51%) (45%) (53%) ( 61%) 

Employed part 10,129 2,461 1,769 1,548 1,423 786 1,539 602 
time (14%) (14%) (14%) (12%) (16%) (14%) ( 16%) (12%) 

Retired 10,580 2,016 1,903 3,820 921 532 1,004 384 
(15%) (12%) (15%) (31%) (10% ) (10%) (10%) (8%) 

Homemaker 8,173 1,488 1,445 1,882 952 863 934 609 
(11%) (8%) (12%) (15%) (11%) (16%) (10%) (12%) 

Disabled 928 252 117 97 47 234 129 52 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (4%) (1%) (1%) 

Unemployed 718 40 154 47 145 275 57 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (3%) (1%) 

Student 4,981 1,745 534 500 830 579 633 160 
(7%) (10%) ( 4%) (4%) (9% ) (11%) (6%) (3%) 

Volunteer 404 232 25 95 41 11 
(1%) (1%) (1%) 

Other 49 25 25 

Don't know 61 61 
(1%) 

Total 71,501 17,517 12,528 12,409 8,858 5,431 9,832 4,927 
(100%) (99%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-11A 

EMPLOYMENT, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE AND SEX 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
Males (n=1l27) (n=135) (n=232) (n=227) (n=326) (n=207) 

Employed full time 23,299 1,062 5,606 6,497 8,730 1,383 
(68%) (25%) (88%) (97%) ( 86%) (20%) 

Employed part time 2,022 348 165 20 313 1,152 
(6%) (8%) (3%) (3%) (17% ) 

Retired 4,946 749 4,118 
(14%) (7%) (60%) 

Homemaker 

Disabled 435 65 103 160 106 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (2%) 

Unemployed 462 131 121 47 162 
(1%) (3%) (2%) (1%) (2%) 

Student 3,142 2,747 370 25 
(9%) (64% ) (6%) 

Volunteer 68 68 
(1%) 

Other 

Don't know 41 20 

Total 34,413 4,288 6,347 6,693 10,114 6,827 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 5-11A (continued) 

EMPLOYMENT, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE AND SEX 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
Females (n=1l84) (n=127) (n=246) (n=241) (n=321) (n=249) 

Employed full time 12,180 1,085 3,467 3,169 3,895 516 
(33%) ( 29%) (50%) (45%) (37%) (6%) 

Employed part time 8,106 863 1,812 2,066 2,424 940 
(22%) (23%) (26%) (30%) (23%) (11%) 

Retired 5,634 1,222 4,329 
(15%) (12%) (49%) 

Homemaker 8,173 103 1,385 1,557 2,653 2,430 
(22%) (3% ) (20%) (22%) (25%) (27%) 

Disabled 493 20 59 11 403 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (5%) 

Unemployed 257 92 60 104 
(1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Student 1,839 1,591 201 47 
( 5%) (42%) (3%) (1%) 

Volunteer 336 20 104 212 
(1%) (1%) (2% ) 

Other 49 25 25 

Don't know 20 

Total 37,088 3,755 6,890 6,978 10,413 8,856 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) 
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TABLE 5-12 

TYPE OF EMPLOYER, BY AGE AND SEX 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
Males (n=1118) (n=12 8) (n=231) (n=226) (n=326) (n=207) 

Private 17 ,253 3,077 3,623 2,998 4,339 3,217 
(51%) (75%) (57%) (45%) (43%) (47% ) 

Non-profit 1,973 426 614 365 383 185 
(6 %) (10%) (10%) (5%) (4%) (3%) 

Government 5,029 227 1,015 1,331 1,536 920 
( 15%) (6%) (16%) ( 20%) (15%) (13%) 

Self-employed 9,384 178 964 1,959 3,778 2,506 
(28%) (4% ) (15%) (29%) ( 37%) (37%) 

No answer 382 173 110 20 79 
( 1%) (4% ) (2%) (1%) 

Total 34,022 4,081 6,327 6,673 10,114 6,827 
(101%) * (99%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) 

Females (n=1141 ) (n=123) (n=245) (n=239) (n=309) (n=225) 

Private 19,864 2,911 3,918 3,203 5,113 4,719 
(56%) (80%) (57%) (46%) (51%) (59%) 

Non-profit 4,353 390 1,113 1,261 1,027 543 
(12%) (11%) (17%) (18%) (10%) (7% ) 

Government 6,738 273 1,136 1,457 2,339 1,533 
(19%) (7% ) (17%) (21%) (23%) (19%) 

Self-employed 4,118 40 602 979 1,424 1,074 
(12%) (1%) (9%) (14%) (14%) (13%) 

No answer 393 40 76 135 142 
(1%) (1% ) (1%) (1%) (2%) 

,!,ota1 35,466 3,654 6,845 6,900 10,037 8,011 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-13 

OCCUPATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights! Road! 

Pikes- Washington! Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=2304) (n-379) (n-276) (n=287) (n=488) (n=120) (n-428) (n-326) 

Managerial 10,166 2,744 2,238 1,048 963 1,050 1,285 839 
(14%) (16%) (18%) (9%) (11%) (19%) (13%) (17%) 

Professional 
(non-medical, 8,102 1,752 1,453 1,315 867 381 1,754 581 
non-education) (11%) (10%) (12%) (11%) ( 10%) (7%) (18%) (12%) 

Professional 4,413 989 1,081 357 421 412 774 379 
(medical) (6%) (6%) (9%) (3% ) (5%) (8%) (8%) (8%) 

Professional 5,128 888 1,379 999 432 266 844 320 
(education) (7%) (5%) (11%) (8% ) (5%) (5%) (9% ) (7% ) 

Technician 2,441 401 402 463 293 176 531 176 
(3% ) (2%) (3%) (4%) (3%) (3%) (5%) (4%) 

Sma.ll bus iness 
manager or 5,901 2,110 794 1,168 853 196 560 221 
proprietor (8%) (12%) (6%) (9% ) ( 10%) (4%) ( 6%) (5%) 

Business sales 2,937 979 440 570 308 101 295 243 
(4 %) (6% ) (4%) (5%) (4%) (2%) (3% ) (5% ) 

Other sales 6,727 1,941 753 1,422 958 586 759 ?07 
(9%) (11%) (6%) (12%) (11%) (11%) (8%) (.5%) 

Clerical 12,943 3,565 2,446 2,401 1,823 906 926 875 
(18%) (21%) (20%) (19%) (21%) (17%) (10%) (18%) 

All other 10,450 1,555 1,115 2,260 1,679 1,188 1,860 794 
(15%) (9%) (9%) (18%) (19%) (22%) (19%) (16%) 
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TABLE 5-13 (continued) 

OCCUPATION, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens]2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=2304) (n=379) (n=276) (n=287) (n=488) (n=120) (n=428) (n=326) 

No answer 1,693 428 332 312 200 149 146 126 
(2%) (2%) (3%) (3%) (2%) (3%) (2%) (3%) 

Total 70,902 17,352 12,433 12,314 8,797 5,410 9,733 4,862 
(97%) * (100%) (101%)* (101%)* (101%)* (101%) * (101%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-13A 

OCCUPATION, BY AGE AND SEX, MALES 

Total 
Males 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 

(n=1123) (n=135) (n=232) (n=227) (n=326) (n=203) 

Managerial 6,812 279 883 1,601 2,956 1,093 
(20%) (7%) (14%) (24%) (29%) (16%) 

Professional (non-medical, 4,800 191 1,309 1,210 1,298 791 
non-education) (14%) (4%) (21%) (18%) ( 13%) (12%) 

Professional (medical) 2,512 25 595 946 716 230 
(7%) (1%) (9% ) (14%) (7%) (3%) 

Professtonal (education) 1,408 151 201 501 358 198 
(4%) (4%) (3%) (7%) (4%) (3%) 

Technician 1,082 272 384 352 47 27 
(3%) (6%) (6%) (5%) 

Small business 4,336 157 791 598 1,503 1,286 
proprietor or manager (13%) (4%) (12%) (9% ) (15%) ( 19%) 

Business sales 2,168 106 620 146 965 331 
(6% ) (2%) (10%) (2%) ( 10%) (5%) 

Other sales 2,767 447 268 342 851 860 
(8%) (10%) (4% ) (5%) (8%) (13%) 

Clerical 2,298 578 369 263 450 637 
(7%) (13%) (6%) (4%) (4%) (10%) 

All other 5,653 1,875 887 714 970 1,206 
(17%) (44%) ( 14%) (11%) (10%) (18%) 

No answer 267 207 40 20 
(1%) (5%) (1%) 

Total 34,102 4,288 6,347 6,693 10,114 6,660 
(100%) (100%) ( 100%) (99%)* (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-13A (continued) 

OCCUPATION, BY AGE AND SEX, FEMALES 

Total 
Females 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64. 65+ 

(n=1181) (n=127) (n=246) (n=241) (n=321) (n=246) 

Managerial 3,354 60 688 819 1,264 523 
(9%) (2%) (10%) (12%) (12%) (6%) 

Professional (non-medical, 3,303 131 899 1,016 686 571 
non-education) (9% ) (3%) (13%) (15%) (7%) (7%) 

Professional (medical) 1,901 205 778 411 322 185 
(5%) (5%) (11%) (6%) (3%) (2%) 

Professional (education) 3,720 275 754 925 1,077 689 
(10%) (7%) (11%) (13%) (10%) (8%) 

Technician 1,359 297 522 405 135 
(4% ) (8%) (8% ) (6% ) (1%) 

Small business 1,565 20 104 207 650 584 
proprietor or manager (4% ) (1%) (2%) (3%) (6%) (7%) 

Business sales 770 59 256 99 248 108 
(2%) (2% ) (4%) (1%) (2%) (1%) 

Other sales 3,960 553 487 311 1,264 1,345 
(11%) (15%) (7%) (4% ) (12%) (15%) 

Clerical 10,645 893 1,388 2,079 3,532 2,754 
(29%) ( 24%) (20%) (30%) (34%) (31%) 

All other 4,797 1,161 989 628 859 1,159 
(13%) ( 31%) (14%) (9%) (8%) (13%) 

No answer 1,426 101 25 79 376 845 
(4%) (3% ) (1%) ( 4%) ( 10%) 

Total 36,799 3,755 6,890 6,978 10,413 8,763 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-14 

YEAR LAST WORKED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Othet 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=795) (n-129) (n-91) (n=153) (n=166) (n=45) (n=129) (n=82) 

1984 - 1985 7,431 2,005 1,115 1,073 1,195 687 1,096 260 
(29%) (35%) (27%) (17% ) (41%) (31%) (36%) (20%) 

1983 or 15,580 3,166 2,637 4,794 1,399 1,273 1,495 817 
before ( 60%) (55%) (63% ) (74% ) (48%) (58%) (49%) ( 64%) 

Never worked 1,673 428 332 312 200 149 146 106 
(6% ) (7%) (8%) (5%) (7% ) (7%) (5%) (8%) 

Don't know, 1,149 176 95 286 101 99 302 90 
not reported (4%) (3%) (2%) (4% ), (3%) (4%) (10%) (7%) 

Total 25,833 5,775 4,178 6,465 2,895 2,208 3,040 1,272 
(99%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

116 



TABLE 5-14A 

YEAR LAST WORKED, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=789) (n=146) (n=75) (n=65) (n=167) (n=336) 

1984 - 1985 7,431 3,981 1,069 538 1,139 704 
(29%) (85%) (49%) (28%) (22%) (6%) 

1983 or 15,580 297 1,032 1,258 3,543 9,351 
before ( 60%) (6%) (48%) (66%) (69%) (80%) 

Never worked 1,673 308 45 99 376 845 
(6%) (7%) (2%) (5%) (7%) (7%) 

Don't know, 1,149 99 20 25 105 791 
not reported (4%) (2%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (7%) 

Total 25,833 4,685 2,166 1,919 5,164 11,692 
(99%)* (100%) (100% ) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 

117 



TABLE 5-15 

UNEMPLOYMENT AND NUMBER OF WEEKS SPENT LOOKING FOR 
WORK IN 1984, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=200) (n=26) (n-21) (n-21) (n-50) (n-ll) (n=51) (n=20) 

Total Yes** 5,859 1,155 962 891 937 489 1,128 298 
(12%) (10%) (11%) (15%) (15%) (14%) (16%) (8%) 

Total No*** 41,170 10,819 7,659 5,173 5,198 2,909 6,068 3,345 
(87%) (90% ) (89%) ( 85%) ( 84%) (84%) (84%) (90% ) 

Total 47,253 12,035 8,620 6,088 6,155 3,457 7,196 3,703 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (98%)* (100%) (98%)* 

Time spent looking 
for work in 1984 

o weeks 1,931 500 404 190 194 117 425 102 
(4% ) (4%) (5%) (3%) (3%) (3%) (6% ) ( 3%) 

1 - 2 weeks 492 59 59 47 166 117 25 20 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (3% ) (3%) (1%) 

3 - 4 weeks 621 137 25 142 101 20 184 11 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (1%) (3% ) 

5 - 9 weeks 560 79 95 87 59 185 56 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (2%) (3% ) (2%) 

More than 9 2,031 381 332 416 390 176 239 97 
weeks (4%) (3%) (4%) (7%) (6%) (5%) (3% ) (3%) 

*rounding errok 
**unemployep and looking for work during past 3 years. 

***Not unemployed during past 3 years. 
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TABLE 5-15A 

UNEMPLOYMENT AND NUMBER OF WEEKS SPENT LOOKING 
FOR WORK IN 1984, BY AGE· 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=204) (n=46) (n=94) (n=33) (n=30) (n=l) 

Total Yes** 5,859 1,297 2,598 1,005 898 40 
(12%) (36%) (23%) (8%) (6%) (1%) 

Total No***- 41,170 2,264 8,578 10,997 14 ,882 4,377 
(87%) ( 63%) (76%) (91%) (94%) (97%) 

Total 47,253 3,601 11,236 12,022 15,800 4,501 
(99%) (99%) (99%) ( 99%) (100%) (98%) 

Time spent looking 
for work in 1984 

0 weeks 1,931 243 1,165 247 277 
(4%) (7%) (10%) (2%) (2%) 

1 - 2 weeks 492 124 308 40 20 
(1%) (3%) (3%) 

3 - 4 weeks 621 239 184 137 20 20 
(1%) (7%) (2%) (1%) I 

/ 

5 - 9 weeks 560 189 205 126 '. 40 
(1%) (5%) (2%) (1%) 

More than 9 weeks 2,031 478 621 454 477 
(4%) (13%) ( 6%) (4% ) (3%) 

*rounding error 

**Unemployed and looking for work during past 3 years. 

***Not unemployed during past 3 years. 
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TABLE 5-16 

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY A1~ EFFECT ON ABILITY 
TO WORK, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n=354) (n=363) (n=613) (n=l72) (n=518) (n=465) 

Total Yes* 7,498 1,551 1,175 2,339 584 433 1,073 343 
(8%) (7 %) (7 %) (15%) (5%) (6% ) (9%) (5%) 

Total No** 84,234 20,822 14,896 13,331 10,765 7,098 10,691 6,631 
(92%) (93%) (93%) (85%) (95%) (94%) (91%) (95%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 6,974 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

TY12e of disability: 

Heart disease 2,175 465 311 786 146 198 183 86 
(2% ) (2%) (2%) (5%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (1%) 

Diabetes 792 349 106 215 79 20 23 
(1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Blindness, 540 142 106 190 40 61 
deafness (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Crippling 915 106 156 381 33 117 122 
arthritis (1%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (1%) 

Cancer 254 59 72 25 26 61 11 
(1%) 

*Have disability. 

**Do not have disability. 
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TABLE 5-16 (continued) 

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY AND EFFECT ON ABILITY 
TO WORK, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensQring CorridorLCity town Mills ziQ codes ziQ codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n=354) (n=363) (n=613) (n=172) (n=518) (n=465) 

Back problems 660 196 249 47 60 59 25 25 
(1%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

All other 3,956 550 368 1,526 331 187 750 243 
(4%) (2% ) (2% ) (10%) (3%) (2%) (6%) (3%) 

Effect on ability 
to work:* 

Prevents 4,364 778 535 1,596 344 316 678 117 
working (5%) (3%) (3%) (10%) (3% ) (4%) (6% ) (2%) 

Limits kind 1,377 243 262 336 155 59 216 106 
or amount of (2%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (2%) 
work 

Requires 1,751 377 131 526 210 59 291 158 
supervision (2% ) (2%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (1%) (2%) (2%) 

*Percent of total population. 
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TABLE 5-16A 

INCIDENCE OF DISABILITY AND EFFECT ON ABILITY 
TO WORK, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=2311) (n=262) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Total Yes* 7,498 103 593 326 1,850 4,478 
(8%) (1%) (4%) (2%) (9%) (29%) 

Total No** 84,234 7,940 12,644 13 ,345 18,677 11,205 
(92%) (99%) (96%) (98%) (91%) (71%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13,237 13 ,671 20,527 15,683 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Type of disability: 

Heart disease 2,175 20 20 536 1,573 
(2%) (3%) (10%) 

Diabetes 792 59 350 383 
(1%) (2%) (2%) 

Blindness, deafness 540 59 137 344 
(1%) (1%) (2%) 

Crippling arthritis 915 25 74 816 
(1%) (5%) 

Cancer 254 193 61 
(1%) 

Back problems ·660 174 117 261 108 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

All other 3,956 103 194 209 821 2,505 
(4%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (4%) (16%) 

Effect on ability 
to work:*** 

Prevents working 4,364 79 112 198 956 2,982 
(5%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (5%) (19.% ) 

Limits kind or 1,377 25 318 108 415 459 
amount of work (2%) (2%) (1%) (2%) (3%) 

Requires supervision 1,751 103 88 25 431 967 
(2%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (6%) 

*Have disability. 
**Donot have disability. 

***Percent of total population. 
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TABLE 5-17 

ADULT CHILDREN LI~ING ELSEWHERE IN BALTIMORE AREA, 
B~ GEOGRAPHIC AREA* 

Mt. Park Heights/ 
Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown 

Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity 

\ 
(n=596) (n=93) (n=84) (n=122) 

\ 
Total Yes' 9,950 2,861 1,940 2,316 

(55%) (63%) (62%) (62%) 

Total No 8,031 1,686 1,188 1,413 
(45%) (37%) (38%) (38%) 

Total 17,981 4,547 3,128 3,728 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*Does not include adult children. currently living with their 
parents, or vice versa. 

123 

Liberty 
Road/ 

Randalls- Owings 
town Mills 

(n=lll) (n=23) 

1,078 406 
(53%) (31%) 

955 888 
(47%) (69%) 

2,033 1,293 
(100%) (100%) 

Other 212 Other 
zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=99) (n=64) 

987 363 
(46%) (32%) 

1,136 765 
(54%) (68%) 

2,124 1,128 
(100%) (100%) 



TABLE 5-17A 

ADULT CHILDREN LIVING ELSEWHERE IN BALTIMORE AREA, BY AGE* 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45,..64 
(n=596) (n=319) 

Total Yes 9,950 5,343 
(55%) ( 52%) 

Total No 8,031 4,867 
(45%) (48%) 

Total 17,981 10,211 
(100%) (100%) 

*Does not include adult children currently living with 
their parents, or vice versa. 
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65+ 
(n=277) 

4,607 
(59%) 

3,164 
(41%) 

7,770 
(100%) 



TABLE 5-18 

VEHICLE OWNERSHIP, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensIlring CorridorLCity town Mills zill codes zill codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Total Yel3 33,290 8,056 5,864 4,442 4,309 2,701 4,970 2,946 
(92%) (96%) (92%) (78% ) (98%) (97%) ( 91%) (99%) 

Total No 2,790 322 498 1,271 86 89 484 40 
(8%) (4%) (8%) (22%) (2%) (3% ) (9%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100% ) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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---------.-- - --------- ------------ - ----- -----~ 

TABLE 5-18A 

VEHICLE OWNERSHIP, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Total Yes 33,290 2,344 8,334 6,841 9,.753 5,887 
(92%) (97%) (97%) (99%) (96% ) (76%) 

Total No 2,790 71 290 87 457 1,884 
(8%) (3%) (3%) (1%) (4%) (24%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7 r 770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 
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TABLE 5-19 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensj2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zij2 codes zij2 codes 

(n-856) (n=118) (n-112) (n-115) (n-154) (n-45) (n=197) (n=115) 

Less than 610 58 222 16 109 178 26 
$5,000 (2%) (1% ) (6%) (1%) (5%) (4%) (1%) 

$5,000 - 1,587 45 153 446 196 430 269 49 
$10,000 (6%) (1%) (3%) (11%) (6% ) (19%) (6% ) (2%) 

$10,001 - 3,467 541 538 948 278 206 834 123 
$20,000 (13% ) (9%) (11%) (24%) (9%) (9% ) ( 18%) (6% ) 

. $20,001 - 5,617 960 1,063 1,016 684 430 1,021 443 
$30,000 (21%) (17%) ( 23%) (25%) (21% ) (19%) ( 22%) (21%) 

$30,001 - 3,729 898 663 542 483 200 545 397 
$40,000 (14%) (16%) (14%) (13%) (15%) (9%) (12%) (19% ) 

$40,001 - 4,064 885 975 322 662 242 679 300 
$50,000 (15% ) (16%) (21%) (8%) (21%) (10%) (15%) (14%) 

$50,001 - 4,010 1,057 902 119 778 116 710 329 
$75,000 (15%) (19%) (19% ) (3%) (24%) (5%) (15%) (15%) 

$75,001 - 1,869 807 203 95 59 229 244 231 
$100,000 (7 %) (14%) (4%) (2% ) (2% ) (10%) (5%) (11%) 

$100,001 - 1,129 317 138 240 67 154 89 124 
$150,000 (4%) (6%) (3%) (6%) (2%) (7% ) (2% ) (6%) 

$150,001 or 602 186 28 65 196 15 112 
above (2% ) (3%) (1%) (2%) (8%) (5%) 

Total 26,683 5,697 4,721 4,015 3,223 2,312 4,584 2,131 
(99%)* (101%)* (100%) (100%) (101%)* (101%) * (99%)* (100%) 

Median income 36 45 38 
(in thousands) 

24 39 30 30 41 
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TABLE 5-19 (continued) 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n-169) (n-221) (n-57) (n=240) (n-162) 

Refused** 8,019 2,327 1,327 1,509 993 418 698 746 
(22%) (28%) (21%) (26%) (23%) (15%) (13%) (25%) 

Don't know, 1,378 355 314 189 179 60 172 110 
not reported** (4%) (4%) (5%) (3%) (4%) (2%) (3%) (4%) 

Most income non-salary 

Yes 9,447 1,934 1,788 2,378 774 800 1,321 453 
(26%) (23%) ( 28%) (42%) (18%) (29%) (24%) (15%) 

No 25,065 5,879 4,388 3,047 3,504 1,840 4,001 2,407 
(69%) (70%) (69%) (53%) (80%) (66% ) (73%) (81%) 

Refused 1,280 505 186 169 118 106 103 93 
(4%) (6%) (3%) (3% ) (3% ) (4%) (2%) (3%) 

Don't know, 273 61 119 45 15 34 
not reported (1%) (1%) (2%) (2%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (101%)* (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 

**Not included in percentages. 
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TABLE 5-19A 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=854) (n=58) (n=229) (n=190) (n=218) (n=159) 

Less than $5,000 610 53 120 26 54 357 
(2%) (3%) (2%) (1%) (8% ) 

$5,000 - $10,000 1,587 156 223 15 315 877 
(6%) (8%) (3%) (4%) (20%) 

$10,001 - $20,000 3,467 245 1,334 184 495 1,210 
(13%) (12%) (17%) (3%) (7% ) (28% ) 

$20,001 - $30,000 5,617 645 1,855 1,180 987 934 
(21%) (31%) (24%) (22%) (14%) (21%) 

$30,001 - $40,000 3,729 190 1,399 773 962 405 
(14%) (9%) (18%) (14%) (14%) (9% ) 

$40,001 - $50,000 4,064 377 1,117 948 1,451 144 
(15%) (18%) (14%) (18%) (21%) (3%) 

$50,001 - $75,000 4,010 277 963 1,177 1,382 212 
(15%) (14%) (12%) (22%) (20%) (5%) 

$75,001 - $100,000 1,869 34 556 498 635 146 
(7%) (2%) (7% ) (9%) (9%) (3%) 

$100,001 - $150,000 1,129 36 252 347 451 43 
(4%) (2% ) (3%) (6%) (6% ) (1%) 

$150,001 or above 602 39 209 313 42 
(2%) (2%) (4%) (4%) (1%) 

Total 26,683 2,051 7,819 5,356 7,044 4,369 
(99%)* (101%) * (100%) (98%)* (100%) (99%)* 

Median income 36 29 33 45 45 18 
(in thousands) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 5-19A (continued) 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Refused** 8,019 111 590 1,355 2,812 3,078 
(22%) (5%) (7%) (20%) (28%) (40%) 

Don't know, 1,378 253 216 217 354 324 
not reported** (4%) (10%) (3%) (3%) (3% ) (4%) 

Most income non-salary 

Yes 9,447 226 518 601 2,378 5,724 
(26%) (9% ) (6%) (9%) (23%) (74%) 

No 25,065 2,190 7,858 6,087 7,448 1,424 
( 69%) (91%) (91%) (88%) (73%) (18%) 

Refused 1,280 93 239 355 520 
(4%) (1%) (3%) (3%) (7%) 

Don't know, 273 156 30 87 
not reported (1%) (2%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 

**Not included in percentages. 
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SECTION 6 

RELIGIOUS CHARACTERISTICS 

Religious Identification 

Respondents were asked about the religious identity of the 

household, even if no one belonged to a synagogue or temple (see 

Table 6-1, p. 146). These classifications are self-reported and 

defined. In total, 20% of the respondents identified their 

households as Orthodox, 35% as Conservative, 29% as Reform, and 

12% as just Jewish or other. About 3% of the respondents say the 

household is not a Jewish one, even though someone in the house­

hold is Jewish. 

Orthodox Jews are much more likely to live in Pikesville, 

Mount Washington/Greenspring, and in the Park Heights Corridor. 

Those who are "just Jewish" are more likely to live in other 212 

zip codes and in outlying areas. It is not surprising that 

religious and geographic marginality are the characteristics of 

the same subgroup. 

Baltimore shows 20% of its respondents identifying them­

selves as Orthodox Jews, higher than any other Jewish community 

(see Table A-13, p. 330). This compares with 13% in New York, 8% 

in St. Louis, 5% in Los Angeles, and 9% in Cleveland. Approx­

imately 35% of the Baltimore area Jews are identified as Conser­

vative, about the same as Chicago, Cleveland, Los Angeles, Miami, 

and New York. Those who identify themselves as Reform, 29%, and 

no preference/other, 16%, are generally in the middle ranges as 

compared with most other metropolitan areas. 
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Differences can be seen by age of the respondent, as shown 

in Table 6-lA, p. 147). About 38% of the 65 and older respon­

dents identify themselves as Orthodox, while 19% of those 45 to 

64 identify themselves as Orthodox, as do 11% of those 35 to 44. 

The proportion who say they are Orthodox increases in the under 

35 age group, marking Baltimore as the first community to docu­

ment this phenomenon of growing Orthodoxy among th~ young. There 

is little difference by age or sex in the proportion of the 

population that considers themselves to be Conservative or 

Reform. 

Those who define themselves as Rother" or "just Jewish" 

sometimes have their own self-definitions. One respondent 

described himself as a "non-Zionist Totalitarian Internationalist 

Reform Jew." One respondent described the household members as 

"Modern Orthodox." Some born as Jews identified their religion 

as Catholic or Protestant. Some said they were between identi­

ties, such as Conservative or Reform. Some just said they were 

something else, but did not know what. 

Synagogue/Temple Membership 

Fifty-five percent of the respondents said someone in the 

household currently belongS to a synagogue or temple, an esti­

mated 20,000 households (see Table 6-3, pp. 152-153). This figure 

is considerably higher than the total membership of Baltimore syna­

gogues and temples. A number of explanations may account for 

this discrepancy: 
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1. Respondents say they belong because they attend a 

synagogue, even though they do not pay dues. 

2. Respondents may have had a recent membership in a 

synagogue and still consider themselves members. 

3, Respondents may believe they ought to belong and, 

therefore, say that they do belong. 

Other explanations may be offered as well, but the discrepancy 

must be noted, 

The 1971 National Jewish Population study showed 47% of the 

households belonging to a synagogue or temple. Table A-14 (p, 

331) shows that Baltimore found 55% of its respondents with 

synagogue or temple membership, in the middle compared with other 

communities. Los Angeles has a membership rate of only 26%, 

Miami, 38%, and New York, 41%. At the other end of the spectrum 

are metropolitan areas such as Minneapolis (79%), st. Paul (84%), 

Seattle (75%), Cleveland (61%), and st, Louis (66%), 

Of those who say they are affiliated, 37% belong to an 

Orthodox synagogue, 32% to Conservative, 30% to Reform, and 1% to 

something else. Respondents who identify themselves as "other" 

or "just Jewishw are the least likely to belong to a synagogue, 

as are households between the ages of 25 and 34 (see Table 6-3A, 

p. 154). As with other factors relating to 18 to 24 year old 

respondents, they often live with their parents, and are repre­

senting their parents' behavior patterns. Households headed by 

single parents are less likely to belong than households with 

children and two parents, but households with children are the 

most likely to belong. 
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Orthodox Jews are the most likely to belong to a synagogue 

or temple: 71%, as compared to 58% of Conservative Jews, 54% of 

Reform Jews, 27% of Jews who are just Jewish, and 27% of those who 

are other (see Table 6-3B, p. 155). 

Affiliation rates vary by geographic area. They are lowest 

in other 212 zip codes and in other zip codes, and highest in 

Owings Mills and Pikesville. Households with a non-Jewish spouse 

are the least likely to belong to a synagogue or temple. 

Of the households that do not have someone who currently 

belongs to a synagogue or temple, about 63% used to belong to a 

synagogue, and 16% say they intend to join or might join in the 

future, or almost 80% of those who do not belong. Almost nine of 

every ten households (87%) have someone who currently, will, or 

did join a synagogue sometime in their adult lives. Therefore, 

current affiliation is a poor indicator of an individual's rela­

tionship to synagogue membership over time. 

A variable was constructed that indicated if the household 

has someone who belonged or belongs to a synagogue, belongs to 

any Jewish organization, or gives to any Jewish philanthropy. 

Fitting into any of these variables we defined as an "affiliated" 

Jewish household, and includes 85% of all households. The non­

affiliated tend to be 25 to 34 (24%), and live in other zip codes 

and other 212 zip codes. When examining affiliation (to a syna­

gogue, Jewish organization, or philanthropy), this includes 97% 

of Orthodox Jews, 88% of Conservative Jews, 83% of Reform Jews, 

and 68% of those who are just Jewish or other. 
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About 83% of the respondents said their parents belonged to 

a synagogue or temple. Of those who did belong, 59% were 

Orthodox, 23% were Conservative, and 17% were Reform (Table 6-4, 

p. 156).* 

Respondents who never belonged to a synagogue or temple were 

asked why they do not belong. A wide range of answers were 

given. Those most common were that it was not important to join 

or the household was simply not interested. Some said it was too 

expensive, some said it was too far, some said they don't like 

formal religion, and a host of other reasons were given as well 

(see Table 6-5, p. 159). 

Service Attendance 

In terms of synagogue attendance, as opposed to membership, 

Table 6-6 (p. 165) shows that about 22% of the respondents say 

they or other family members attend only on the High Holidays. 

Another 30% attend a few times a year, and 7% for occasions such 

as weddings. About 10% of the adults never attend, and 11% 

attend at least once a week. Another 20% attend at least once a 

month. No significant differences appeared in terms of atten­

dance patterns between men and women. Age makes little dif­

ference in patterns of religious service attendance, except that 

Jews over the age of 65 are more likely to be weekly attenders 

(see Table 6-6A, p. 166). Yet younger Jews are not drifting away 

from synagogue attendance. Household members in other 212 zip 

*These figures differ from the table, since they are computed on 
a base of those whose parents did belong. 
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codes and other zip codes are the most likely to never attend, 

about 20% each, while residents of the Park Heights Corridor are 

the most likely to be weekly attenders. 

Religious service attendance among Baltimore Jews is more 

frequent than in most other metropolitan areas (see Table A-IS, 

p. 332). A small proportion, 10%, of the adults never attend. 

Similar results were found in Kansas City, 10%. Studies done 

over the past few years show decreasing proportions of the popu­

lation that never attend. Frequent attendance, 18%, is higher 

than most communities, just below New York and Seattle, which 

also have significant Orthodox populations. As in most metropol­

itan areas, the majority of Jews in Baltimore attend occasionally 

or on the High Holidays only. 

When looking at religious service attendance (see Table 6-

6B, p. 167), about 6% of the Orthodox Jews never attend, while 

33% attend at least weekly. This compares to 4% of the Conserva­

tive Jews who never attend and 8% who attend at least weekly. 

Ten percent of the Reform Jews never attend, and 3% attend 

weekly. About 32% of those who are "just Jewish" or "other" 

never attend, and no percentage attends weekly. About 19% of 

Jews who do not belol)g to a synagogue or temple never attend, 

as compared to 3% who do belong. 

People who do not attend or belong to synagogues or temples 

are not only those who are disassociated. The comments reveal 

that some people are ill and cannot attend, and others do not 

know where to go. Some people do not belong because their 

parents or other relatives buy High Holiday tickets for them, and 
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they see no need to join. One respondent will not belong because 

she is "not a joiner." 

Religious Practices 

The religious practices of the community are seen in Tables 

6-7, 6-7A, and 6-7B (pp. 168-178). The question, DHow often 

would you say each of the following practices is observed by your 

household?", was developed to explore levels of religious obser­

vance. Of the religious practices listed, the least observed 

practice was refraining from driving on Shabbat; only 8% of the 

respondents said they or family members always do so. About 14% 

of the respondents said they or other family members never eat 

non-kosher meat outside the house, and 9% said they sometimes do; 

even though 24% of the respondents indicated they always buy 

kosher· meat for inside their own home, and another 2% indicated 

that they usually do. About 23% of the respondents said that two 

sets of dishes are always kept in their home, while 75% never 

keep two sets of dishes. 

Passover is widely observed, with only 6% of the respondents 

reporting they never attend a Passover Seder, and 79% report that 

they always do. About 23% of the households have someone who 

always lights candles on Friday night, while another 31% some­

times or usually do. About 82% of the respondents or other 

family members never work or go to school on the High Holidays, 

and another 9% usually or sometimes alter their activities on the 

High Holidays, for a total of 91%. 
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--,----

Some portion of Jewish families and individuals have adopted 

the secularized aspects of Christian holidays. While 84% of the 

households never have a Christmas tree in them, about 9% always 

have one, and another 7% sometimes or usually have one; there­

fore, a total of 16% of the Jews in Baltimor.e always, sometimes, 

or usually have a Christmas tree in their homes. In households 

with a non-Jewish member, only 22% never have a Christmas tree in 

them. 

Some differences can be seen by age. For example, about 34% 

of the over 65 age group always light candles on Friday night, 

while the proportion steadily decreases with age to 16% of the 25 

to 34 year olds. It increases slightly for the 18 to 24 year 

olds. The same pattern characterizes driving on Shabbat, with a 

rise in this ritual observance for those under 35. Yet keeping 

two sets of dishes and buying kosher meats for the home also 

decline by age group, but then increase for the under 35 age 

group. At the same time, while 95% of the over 65 age group 

never have a Christmas tree in the house, this proportion drops 

to 77% for the under 35 age group, with about 10% of this age 

bracket always having a Christmas tree. The proportion of each 

age group that stays home from work on the High Holidays declines 

with each younger age cohort. 

About 56% of Orthodox Jews always light Shabbat candles, as 

compared to 22% of Conservative Jews, 12% of Reform Jews, and 6% 

of others. About 65% of Orthodox Jews always buy kosher meat, as 

compared to 21% of Conservative Jews, and 6% of Reform Jews. 

Reform and other Jews are most likely to have a Christmas tree 
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and are least likely to always alter normal activities on High 

Holidays: 81% of Reform Jews, compared to over 90% of Orthodox 

and Conservative Jews. About 60% of Reform Jews and 36% of other 

Jews always fast on Yom Kippur, as compared to 85% of Orthodox and 

Conservative Jews. About 66% of Orthodox Jews keep two sets of 

dishes, as compared to 21% of Conservative Jews. About 31% of all 

Orthodox Jews never drive on Shabbat, as compared to insignificant 

proportions of Conservative and Reform Jews. 

Identity and ritual observance are not defined within 

'standard" practices of Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform 

Judaism. Respondents identify themselves in one way, and choose 

the rituals they observe on some basis other than what Orthodox 

or Conservative Judaism defines as the patterns. 

Friendship Patterns 

The survey explored friendship patterns by asking, ·Of your 

three best friends, how many are Jewish?" About 7% of the 

respondents said that none.of their best friends are Jewish, and 

62% said that all of their best friends are Jewish. About 11% 

said that one of their best friends was Jewish, and 19% said two 

of their best friends are Jewish. Respondents in other 212 zip 

codes in other zip codes were the most likely to say none of 

their three best friends are Jewish (see Table 6-8, p. 179). 

Differences were recorded by age group. While only 3% of 

those over the age of 65 said that none of their three best 

friends are Jewish, the figure increased to 19% of those between 

the ages of 18 and 24. While 79% of those over 65 years of age 
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said that all three of their best friends are Jewish, that figure 

declines to 35% for those under the age of 24 (see Table 6-8A, p. 

180). Younger Jews are much more integrated into the non-Jewish 

world than older Jews, as might be expected. Women were more 

likely to say that all their best friends are Jewish. 

Jewish Education 

Table 6-9 (pp. 182-183) shows the number of Jewish persons 

currently receiving a Jewish education and the number of years. 

In the Baltimore area most Jewish persons are not currently 

enrolled in a Jewish education program (87%). About 79% of the 6 

to 12 age group are currently receiving a Jewish education, as are 

37% of the 13 to 17 year olds. Only 3% of those 25 and older are 

currently enrolled. These figures will differ a great deal from 

current enrollment figures at the day schools and Hebrew schools 

in Baltimore. Respondents may confuse what a day school educa­

tion means, and may say that their child is enrolled in a formal 

Jewish education because they were enrolled, or they are thinking 

about enrolling them. 

The table also shows that Jewish education was received in 

the past by 84% of the adults 19 to 23, and 78% of those 25 and 

older. If non-Jews are removed from the base, the figure in­

creases to about 90%. Males 25 and older are more likely to have 

received a Jewish education, 91%, than women, 67%1 although, the 

proportion of females who receive a Jewish education has been 

increasing over the past two generations. About 88% of all 

children 13 to 17 received a formal Jewish education, as compared 
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to 81% of 6 to 12 year olds. Of those who received a Jewish 

education, 20% received less than five years, 19% received between 

five and six years, 22% received seven to nine years, and 11% 

received ten years or more. younger people are more likely to 

have received more years of Jewish education: 51% of the 18 to 

24 year olds have received seven years or more, as compared to 28% 

of those 65 and older, or 35% of those 45 to 64. About 22% of 

the population has had some form of informal Jewish education 

which was left to the respondent to identify and, therefore, has 

no uniform definition. 

Respondents were asked to rate the quality of their child-

ren's Jewish education. Of those who rated it, 28% said it was 

excellent, 45% said it was good, 20% said it was fair, and 7% 

rated it as poor (see Table 6-10, p. 184). Looked at another 

way, 28% rated it as excellent, and an almost equal proportion, 

27%, rated it as fair or poor. Younger households were less 

likely to rate the quality as fair or poor.* 

Reform Jews are the most likely to be negative about the 

quality of their children's Jewish education: 42% rate it as 

fair or poor, as compared to just over 20% for Conservative and 

Orthodox Jews. 

Respondents were also asked why they did not have their 

children enrolled in a Jewish education program. As shown in 

Table 6-11 (p. 186), no clear pattern emerged. Some respondents 

said it was not important, some said it cost too much, some said 

* Percentages differ from the table, since they are calculated 
only on the base of households where children received a Jewish 
education. 
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the child did not want to go, and a host of other reasons were 

given as well. Such a wide variety of reasons makes programmatic 

planning very difficult. 

Respondents were asked three questions: Did your children 

receive any Jewish education?, will the child receive it in the 

future?, and Is the child currently enrolled? Eighty-two per­

cent of all adults over the age of 18, 74% of all children under 

6,87% of all children 6 to 12, and 90% of all children 13 to 17, 

a total of 83% of all children, will likely have some Jewish 

education in their lifetimes. 

Of children currently receiving a Jewish education, 10% are 

receiving less than three hours per week, 23% are receiving three 

to four hours per week, and 66% are receiving five hours or more 

per week. Those between the ages of 6 and 12 are most likely to 

be receiving five hours per week or more, 72%, while the figure 

drops to 45% of the smaller population of 13 to 17 year olds 

currently enrolled (see Table 6-l2A, p. 189). 

Almost 31% of the adults said they will enroll in Jewish 

education classes in the future, and over 25% said they might 

take some form of Jewish education in the future. These findings 

were to be seen in all age groups. Respondents in other 212 zip 

codes were least likely to say they might take classes, again 

noting the marginality of this group (see Table 6-13, p. 190). 

Intermarriage 

Intermarriage is examined by looking at the total number of 

married couples. Of the almost 23,000 married couples, 
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approximately 5,000 or 22%, consist of someone who was born 

Jewish and someone not born Jewish. The proportion of marriages 

between a born Jew and a non-Jew by birth increases with each 

younger age group. While 7% of the married couples over 65 

consist of a born Jew and a non-Jew by birth, the figure 

increases to 11% for those 50 to 64, 22% for those 40 to 49, 38% 

of those 30 to 39, and 39% of those 18 to 29. 

It appears that the rate of increase has declined, even if 

the actual percentages are still increasing. A larger proportion 

of the under 30 group have never been married and, therefore, the 

comparisons between the 18 to 29 year olds and the 50 to 64 year 

olds may be "hiding" a continued rise in the proportion of born 

Jews who marry persons who are non-Jewish by birth (see Table 6-

14, p. 192). 

The data also show that spouses under 35 who are non-Jewish 

by birth do not consider themselves Jewish, even if Children are 

identified as Jewish or the household is identified as Jewish. 

For those over the age of 45, spouses who were not born as Jews 

are much more likely to currently consider themselves ,Jews or to 

convert. 

An in-depth examination of the couples in which intermar­

riage is involved reveals the following possible characteristics 

in households: 

1. Individual converted - This individual was not born Jewish 

but has converted to Judaism. 

2. Spouse converted - The spouse of this individual was not born 

Jewish but has converted to Judaism. 
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3. Individual still another religion - This individual was not 

born Jewish and still has another religion. 

4. Spouse still another religion - The spouse of this individual 

was not born Jewish and still has another religion. 

5. Individual now "nothingR - This individual was not born 

Jewish and is not currently an identified, practicing member 

of any religion. 

6. Spouse now "nothing" - The spouse of this individual was non­

Jewish by birth and is not currently an identified, practic­

ing member of any religion. 

7. converted away - One partner was born Jewish and has now 

become non-Jewish. 

By looking at this wide range of possibilities, it can be seen 

that any analysis of intermarriage requires an in-depth look at 

the data, and perhaps will result in a separate sub-study from 

this report. 

In households with a non-Jewish spouse, 54% of the children 

under 18 are identified as Jewish, 4% having more than one 

religion, 24% as other religions, and 18% as none. 

There is little evidence of out-conversions; that is, born 

Jews formally declaring another religion, identity, or behavior; 

although, one could argue that such individuals would be the least 

likely to agree to participate in the interview. Most marriages 

between a Jew and a non-Jew by birth seem to be adopting a Jewish 

identity. But the eventual religion of the children of these 

households, and their children, is impossible to predict. At 

first glance, the net effect of intermarriage on the size of the 
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population seems to be minimal. However, the long-term conse­

quences of continued intermarriage are harder to assess. A 

minimal erosion is most likely in the absence of services, pro­

grams, and a distlnct policy. The effect of the organizations 

and institutions on the net growth or decline of the Baltimore 

population as a result of intermarriage should not be minimized. 

What the community does in terms of programming and education is 

likely to have the biggest impact on the effects of intermarriage 

on the size of the Jewish population. 

About 33% of the children in households with a non-Jew by 

birth are currently receiving a Jewish education. About 53% did 

receive, are receiving, or will receive a Jewish education. 

Intermarriage rates are clearly increasing, but not as 

dramatically in the past ten years as before that time. A con­

siderable proportion of the individuals who were not born Jewish 

convert to Judaism; although, the proportion has been decreasing. 

Yet, a majority of households where the spouse is a non-Jew by 

birth consider themselves to be Jewish households, either through 

formal conversion or self-identity. The majority of children in 

a househOld with a non-Jew by birth spouse are identified as 

Jewish, but not in households where the spouse does not convert. 
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TABLE 6-1 

JEWISH RELIGIOUS IDENTITY, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLcitx town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1175) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Orthodox 7,332 1,406 1,569 2,507 799 477 400 174 
(20%) (17%) (25%) ( 44%) (18%) (17%) (7%) (6%) 

Conservative 12,461 3,510 2,149 1,543 2,110 1,024 1,263 863 
( 35%) (42%) (34%) (27%) (48%) (37%) (23% ) (29%) 

Reform 10,614 2,942 1,575 1,086 1,061 853 2,040 1,057 
(29%) (35%) ( 25%) (19%) (24%) (31%) (37%) (35%) 

Just Jewish 3,681 332 760 437 240 315 1,027 571 
(10%) (4%) (12%) (8% ) (5% ) (11%) (19%) (19% ) 

Other 602 85 26 28 61 308 94 
(2%) (1%) (1%) (2% ) (6% ) (3%) 

Not Jewish 928 225 136 61 301 206 
(3%) (4%) (3%) (2%) (6% ) (7% ) 

Not reported 462 190 113 23 114 22 
(1%) (2% ) (2%) (1%) (2%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 

146 



---------- .. __ . 

TABLE 6-1A 

JEWISH RELIGIOUS IDENTITY, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n~1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277 ) 

Orthodox 7,332 428 1,207 730 1,958 2,981 
(20%) ( 18%) (14%) (11%) (19%) ( 38%) 

Conservative 12,461 975 3,073 2,624 3,610 2,118 
(35%) (40%) (36%) (38%) (35%) (27%) 

Reform 10,614 730 2,383 2,375 3,538 1,547 
(29%) (30%) (28%) ( 34%) (35%) (20%) 

Just Jewish 3,861 164 1,118 740 661 997 
(10%) (7% ) (13%) (11%) (6%) (13%) 

Other 602 51 264 118 80 90 
(2%) (2%) (3%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Not Jewish 928 41 477 172 200 39 
(3%) (2%) (6%) (2% ) (2%) 

Not reported 462 25 103 169 164 
(1%) ( 2%) (1%) (2%) (2%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (101%)* (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

"'rounding error 
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TABLE 6-2 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAISED, 
ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensI2ring Corridoricity town Mills ziI2 codes ziI2 codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n-354) (n-363) (n=613) (n-l72) (n=518) (n=465) 

Jewish 84,434 21,718 15,341 15,646 10,669 7,109 8,785 5,166 
(92%) (97%) (95%) (100%) (94%) (94%) (75% ) (74%) 

Multiple 203 169 34 
religions (1%) 

All other 4,690 538 394 25 577 363 1,806 987 
(5%) (2%) (2%) (5%) (5%) (15%) (14%) 

None 2,157 117 336 91 59 844 710 
(2%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) (7% ) (10%) 

Not reported 250 13 160 77 
(1%) (1%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 6,974 
(99%) * (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)'" (99%)* 

Born/raised 83,756 21,444 15,318 15,551 10,272 7,010 8,961 5,201 
Jewish (91%) (96%) (95%) ( 99%) (91%) (93%) (76% ) (75%) 

Born/raised 
multiple 223 20 169 34 
religions (1%) 

Born/raised 6,419 851 537 120 997 521 2,096 1,297 
all other (7%) (4%) (3%) (1%) (9%) (7%) (18% ) (19%) 

"'rounding error 
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TABLE 6-2 (continued) 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAISED, 
ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n=354) (n=363) (n=613) (n=l72) (n=518) (n=465) 

Born/raised 1,058 59 217 53 365 365 
none (1%) (1%) (3%) (5%) 

Not reported 277 20 6 173 77 
(1%) (1%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 6,974 
(99%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) . (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-2A 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAISED, 
ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=2311) (n=262) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Jewish 84,434 7,460 11,195 12,425 19,591 15,371 
(92%) (93%) (85%) (91%) ( 95%) (98%) 

Multiple religions 203 25 20 

All other 4,690 354 1,350 931 633 215 
(5%) (4%) (10%) (7%) (3%) (1%) 

None 2,157 83 624 290 259 97 
(2%) (1%) (5%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Not reported 250 146 68 24 
(2%) (1%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13,237 13,671 20,527 15,683 
(99%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

Born/raised Jewish 83,756 7,465 10,999 11,983 19,566 15,382 
(91%) (93%) (83%) (88%) (95%) ( 98%) 

Born/raised multiple 223 20 25 20 
religions 

Born/x;aised all other 6,419 414 1,963 1,637 860 264 
(7%) (5%) (15%) (12%) (4%) (2%) 

Born/raised none 1,058 18 153 20 70 36 
(1%) (1%) 

Not reported 277 146 101 6 11 
(2%) (1%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13,237 13 ,671 20,527 15,683 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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----------- --

TABLE 6-2B 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAI SED, 
CHILDREN 17 AND UNDER, BY AGE 

Under 6 6-12 13-17 
(n=241) (n=226) (n=189)** 

Jewish 6,152 6,577 5,325 
(85%) (90%) (94%) 

Multiple religions 72 74 11 
(1%) (1%) 

All other 596 373 237 
(8%) (5%) (4%) 

None 409 316 78 
(6%) (4%) (1%) 

Not reported , 11 

Total 7,229 6,340 5,663 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* 
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TABLE 6-3 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens l2 r ing CorridoriCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Do belong to 19,759 6,083 2,915 3,434 2,665 1,974 1,594 1,094 
synagogue/ (55%) (73% ) (46% ) (60% ) (61%) (71%) (29% ) (37% ) 
temple 

Do not belong 16,309 - 2,295 3,448 2,279 1,730 816 3,860 1,-880 
to synagogue/ (45%) (27%) (54%) (40%) (39%) (29%) (71%) (63% ) 
temple 

Don't know, 12 12 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

TYl2e of synagogueiteml21e: 

Orthodox 7,252 1,375 1,397 2,305 1,113 721 267 73 
(20%) (16% ) (22%) ( 40%) ( 25%) (26%) (5%) (2%) 

Conservative 6,271 2,632 588 368 1,001 582 550 550 
(17%) ( 31%) (9%) (6% ) (23%) (21%) (10% ) (18%) 

Reform 5,972 2,076 903 640 531 671 696 455 
(17%) (25%) (14%) (11%) (12%) (24%) (13%) (15%) 

Other 232 --- 27 121 20 49 15 
(1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Don't know, 33 33 
not reported (1%) 
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TABLE 6-3 (continued) 

SYNAGOGUE/TENPLE ~IENBERSBIP, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
M.t. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensEring CorridorLCity town Nills zlE codes ziE codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n-153) (n-169) (n=221) (n-57) (n-240) (n-162) 

Did belong, now 
belong, or 31,312 8,007 5,392 5,231 3,881 2,728 3,838 2,236 
will belong (87%) (96%) (85%) (92%) (88%) (98%) (70%) (75% ) 

Affiliated Jew 30,532 7,878 5,288 5,261 3,828 2,691 3,504 2,082 
(85%) ( 94%) (83% ) (92%) (87% ) (96% ) ( 64%) (70% ) 
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TABLE 6-3A 

SYNAGOGUE!TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP, BY AGE 

Total 
(n=1170) 

Do belong to 19,759 
synagogue! (55%) 
temple* 

Do not belong 16,309 
to synagogue! (45%) 
temple 

Don't know, 12 
not reported 

Total 36,080 
(100%) 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 7,252 
(20%) 

Conservative 6,271 
(17%) 

Reform 5,972 
(17 %) 

Other 232 
(1%) 

Don't know, 33 
not reported 

Did belong, now 
belong, or will 31,312 
belong (87%) 

Affiliated Jew 30,532 
(85%) 

18-24 
(n=68) 

1,332 
(55%) 

1,084 
(45%) 

2,416 
(100%) 

500 
(21%) 

465 
(19%) 

362 
(15%) 

5 

2,214 
(92%) 

1,985 
(82%) 

25-34 
(n=257) 

3,436 
(40%) 

5,177 
( 60%) 

12 

8,625 
(100%) 

1,272 
( 15%) 

1,126 
(13%) 

993 
( 12%) 

12 

33 

7,331 
( 85%) 

6,598 
( 76%) 

OF RESPONDENT 

35-44 
(n=249) 

4,065 
( 59%) 

2,863 
(41%) 

6,927 
(100%) 

1,007 
(15%) 

1,774 
( 26%) 

1,239 
( 18%) 

45 
(1%) 

5,830 
( 84%) 

5,712 
(82%) 

45-64 
(n=319) 

6,312 
( 62%) 

3,898 
(38%) 

10,211 
(100%) 

2,021 
(20%) 

2,061 
(20%) 

2,115 
(21%) 

115 
(1%) 

9,179 
(90%) 

8,963 
(88%) 

*Respondent's self-definition of "belonging." 
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65+ 
(n=277 ) 

4,526 
(58%) 

3,244 
(42%) 

7,770 
(100%) 

2,452 
(32%) 

785 
(10%) 

1,235 
(16%) 

55 
(1%) 

6,627 
(85%) 

7,143 
(92%) 



----------- ---- ---------- -------- --.-----

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE 

Total 
(n=1120) 

Do belong to 19,759 
synagogue/ (55%) 
temple 

Do not belong 16,309 
-to synagogue/ ( 45%) 
temple 

Don't know, 12 
not reported 

Total 36,080 
(100%) 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 7,252 
(20%) 

Conservative 6,271 
(17%) 

Reform 5,972 
(17%) 

Other 232 
(1%) 

Don't know, 33 
not reported 

Did belong, now 
belong, or will 31,312 
belong (87%) 

Affiliated Jew 30,532 
(85%) 

TABLE 6-3B 

MEMBERSHIP, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Orthodox 
(n=226) 

5,228 
(71%) 

2,104 
(29%) 

7,332 
(100%) 

5,125 
(70% ) 

29 

74 
(1%) 

6,716 
( 92%) 

7,082 
(97% ) 
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Religious Identity 

Conservative 
(n=386) 

7,274 
(58%) 

5,186 
(42%) 

12,461 
(100%) 

1,408 
(11%) 

5,503 
(44%) 

336 
(3%) 

27 

11 ,655 
(94%) 

11,025 
(88%) 

Reform 
(n=348) 

5,721 
(54%) 

4,893 
(46% ) 

10,614 
(100%) 

236 
(2%) 

315 
(3 %) 

5,104 
(48%) 

66 
(1%) 

9,621 
( 91%) 

8,862 
(83%) 

Other 
(n=160) 

1,143 
(27%) 

3,140 
(73%) 

4,283 
(100%) 

290 
(7 %) 

291 
(7 %) 

430 
(10%) 

100 
(2%) 

33 
(1%) 

2,460 
( 57%) 

2,904 
(68% ) 



TABLE 6-4 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP OF RESPONDENTS' PARENTS, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
~It • Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Parents did 29,854 7,231 5,442 4,887 3,301 2,257 4,445 2,291 
belong to ( 83%) (86%) (86% ) ( 86%) (75%) (81%) (82%) (77%) 
synagogue/temple 

Parents did not 5,860 1,111 921 726 1,056 430 933 683 
belong to (16%) (13%) (14%) (13%) ( 24%) (15%) (17%) (23% ) 
synagogue/temple 

Don't know 366 36 100 38 104 76 12 
(1%) (2% ) (1%) (4%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (99%)* (100%) (101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

TYI2e of synagogueLteml21e: 

Orthodox 17 ,862 4,286 3,225 3,948 2,246 1,361 1,701 1,095 
(50%) (51%) (51%) ( 69%) ( 51%) (49%) (31%) (37%) 

Conservative 6,665 1,836 1,098 573 581 568 1,264 744 
(18%) (22%) (17%) ( 10%) (13%) ( 20%) ( 23%) (25%) 

Reform 5,012 995 1,119 324 458 281 1,398 437 
(14%) (12%) (18%) (6%) ( 10%) ( 10%) (26%) (15%) 

Other 50 16 34 
(1%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-4A 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP OF RESPONDENTS' PARENTS, 
BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n-1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Parents did belong 29,854 2,167 7,110 5,204 8,362 6,894 
to synagogue/temple (83%) (90%) ( 82%) (75%) (82% ) (89%) 

Parents did not belong 5,860 249 1,445 1,694 1,662 795 
to synagogue/temple (16%) ( 10%) (17%) (24%) (16 %) (10%) 

Don't know 366 69 29 187 81 
(1%) (1%) (2 %) (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100% ) 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 17,862 819 2,842 2,621 5,623 5,868 
( 50%) (34%) (33%) (38%) ( 55%) (76% ) 

Conservative 6,665 756 2,539 1,567 1,291 512 
( 18%) (31%) (29%) ( 23%) (13%) (7% ) 

Reform 5,012 592 1,661 954 1,352 426 
(14%) ( 25%) (19%) (14%) (13%) (5%) 

Other 50 16 34 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-4B 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP OF RESPONDENTS' PARENTS, 
BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Parents did belong 
to synagogue/temple 

Parents did not belong 
to synagogue/temple 

Don't know 

Total 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 

Conservative 

Reform 

Other 

Religious Identity 

Total Orthodox Conservative 
(n-1120) (n-226) (n-386) 

29,854 
(83%) 

5,860 
(16%) 

366 
(1%) 

36,080 
(100%) 

17,862 
(50%) 

6,665 
(18%) 

5,012 
(14% ) 

50 

6,752 
(92%) 

539 
(7% ) 

42 
(1%) 

7,332 
(100%) 

6,341 
(86% ) 

231 
(3%) 

180 
(2%) 
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10,752 
( 86%) 

1,501 
(12%) 

207 
(2% ) 

12,461 
(100%) 

6,392 
( 51%) 

4,049 
(32%) 

282 
(2% ) 

Reform Other 
(n-348) (n=160) 

8,249 
(78% ) 

2,336 
(22%) 

29 

10,614 
(100%) 

2,800 
(26%) 

1,477 
(14%) 

3,782 
(36%) 

16 

3,344 
(78% ) 

852 
(20%) 

88 
(2%) 

4,283 
(100%) 

1,962 
(46%) 

789 
(18%) 

544 
(13%) 

34 
(1%) 



--- - --- ------------------------

TABLE 6-5 

REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TE~IPLE AND INTENT 
TO JOIN IN FUTURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=587) (n-52) (n=80) (n=70) (n=93) (n=21) (n=168) (n-l03) 

Did belong to 10,172 1,752 2,289 1,566 993 754 1,799 1,019 
synagogue/ (62%) (76%) ( 66%) (69%) ( 57%) (92%) (47%) (54%) 
temple 

Never belonged 6,107 543 1,159 699 737 63 2,046 861 
to synagogue/ (37 %) (24%) (34%) (31%) (43%) (8% ) ( 53%) (45%) 
temple 

Don't know, 42 15 15 12 
not reported (1%) (1%) 

Total 16,321 2,295 3,448 2,279 1,730 816 3,860 1,893 
(99%) * (100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Reasons for not belonging: 

will in 557 90 83 109 88 154 33 
future (3 %) (4%) (2% ) (5% ) (5%) (4% ) (2%) 

Too expensive 809 165 198 123 81 47 164 30 
(5%) (7%) (6% ) (5%) (5%) (6% ) (4% ) (2%) 

Too far 278 45 28 86 119 
(2% ) (2%) (1%) (2% ) (6% ) 

Not important 1,487 97 180 171 211 15 588 224 
(9% ) (4%) (5%) (7%) (12%) (2% ) (15%) (12%) 

*rounding error 
159 



Total 
(n=587) 

Can't find 315 
one I like (2% ) 

Don't like 
formal 1,005 
religion (6%) 

Intend to join 
synagogue 1,381 
or temple (8% ) 

May join 1,268 
(8% ) 

Do not intend 3,187 
to join (20%) 

Don't know, 10,485 
not reported ( 64%) 

Total 16,321 
(100%) 

Did belong or 11,553 
will join (71%) 

*rounding error 

TABLE 6-5 (continued) 

REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE AND INTENT 

Pikes-
ville 
(n=52 ) 

171 
(7% ) 

255 
(11%) 

99 
(4%) 

1,769 
(77%) 

2,295 
(99%)* 

1,924 
(84%) 

TO JOIN IN FUTURE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Mt. 
Washington/ 
Greens12ring 

(n=80) 

28 
(1%) 

175 
(5%) 

189 
(5% ) 

215 
(6% ) 

716 
(21%) 

2,328 
( 68%) 

3,448 
(100%) 

2,478 
(72%) 

Park Heights 
Reisterstown 
CorridorLcity 

(n=70) 

15 
(1%) 

81 
(4%) 

231 
(10%) 

80 
(4%) 

387 
(17%) 

1,581 
(69%) 

2,279 
(100%) 

1,797 
(79%) 
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Liberty 
Road/ 

Randal1s- Owings 
town 

(n=93) 

80 
(5%) 

132 
(8% ) 

223 
(13%) 

141 
(8% ) 

374 
(22%) 

993 
(57%) 

1,730 
(100%) 

1,216 
(70%) 

Mills 
(n=21) 

47 
(6% ) 

47 
(6% ) 

15 
(2%) 

47 
(6% ) 

754 
(92%) 

816 
(100%) 

754 
(92%) 

Other 212 
zi12 codes 

(n=168) 

120 
(3%) 

451 
(12%) 

445 
(12%) 

407 
(11%) 

994 
(26% ) 

2,013 
(52%) 

3,860 
(100%) 

2,244 
(58%) 

Other 
zi12 codes 

(n=103) 

25 
(1%) 

120 
(6 %) 

122 
(6% ) 

152 
(8%) 

571 
(30%) 

1,047 
(55%) 

1,893 
(99%)* 

1,142 
(69% ) 



TABLE 6-5A 

REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE AND IN'l'ENT 
TO JOIN IN FUTURE, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=585) (n=32) (n=174) (n=1l5) (n=138) (n=126) 

Did belong to 10,172 733 2,965 1,573 2,756 2,101 
synagogue/temple (62%) ( 68%) (57%) (55%) (71%) (65% ) 

Never belonged to 6,107 350 2,212 1,289 1,127 1,129 
synagogue/temple ( 37%) (32%) (43%) (45%) (29%) (35%) 

Don't know, 862 20 443 129 87 183 
not reported (5%) (2%) (9%) (5%) (2%) (6% ) 

Total 16,321 1,084 5,189 2,863 3,898 3,244 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Reasons for not belonging: 

will in future 557 97 325 135 
(3%) (9%) (6% ) (5%) 

Too expensive 809 303 138 191 177 
(5%) (6 %) (5%) (5%) (5%) 

Too far 278 32 43 30 173 
(2%) (1%) (1%) (1%) (5% ) 

Not important 1,487 91 486 223 377 310 
(9%) (8% ) (9%) (8% ) (10%) (10% ) 

Not interested 1,941 89 652 353 437 410 
(12%) (8%) ( 13%) (12%) (11%) (13% ) 

Can't find one I like 315 22 129 43 91 30 
(2%) (2% ) (2%) (1% ) (2%) (1%) 

Don't like fo!mai 1,005 65 251 174 273 142 
religion (6%) (6%) (5%) (10%) (7%) (4%) 

Other 862 20 443 129 87 183 
(5% ) (2%) (9%) (5%) (2%) (6% ) 

*rounding error 

161 



TABLE 6-5A (continued) 

REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE AND INTENT 
TO JOIN IN FUTURE, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Intend to join synagogue 
or temple 

~1ay join 

Do not intend to join 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 

Did belong or will join 

*rounding error 

Total 
(n=585) 

1,381 
(8%) 

1,268 
(8%) 

3,187 
(20%) 

10,485 
(64% ) 

16,321 
(100%) 

11,553 
(71%) 

18-24 
(n=32) 

149 
(14%) 

91 
(8%) 

III 
( 10%) 

733 
(68%) 

1,084 
(100%) 

882 
(81%) 
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25-34 
(n=174) 

931 
(18%) 

445 
(9%) 

744 
(14% ) 

3,070 
(59%) 

5,189 
(100%) 

3,895 
(75%) 

35-44 
(n=115) 

192 
(7% ) 

305 
(11%) 

679 
(24%) 

1,687 
(59%) 

2,863 
(101%)* 

1,765 
(62% ) 

45-64 
(n=138) 

110 
(3 %) 

293 
(8 %) 

672 
(17!/; ) 

2,823 
(72%) 

3,898 
(100%) 

2,867 
(74%) 

65+ 
(n=126) 

134 
(4%) 

982 
(30%) 

2,128 
(66%) 

3,244 
(100%) 

2,101 
( 65%) 



TABLE 6-5B 

REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE AND INTENT 
TO JOIN IN FUTURE, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Religious Identity 

Total Orthodox Conservative Reform Other 
(n=543) (n=66) (n=170) (n=180) (n=127) 

Did belong to 10,172 1,359 3,650 3,528 1,242 
synagogue/temple ( 62%) (65%) (70%) (72%) ( 40%) 

Never belonged to 6,107 745 1,522 1,350 1,898 
synagogue/temple (37%) (35%) (29%) (28%) ( 60%) 

Don't know, 42· 15 15 
not reported 

Total 16,321 2,104 5,186 4,893 3,140 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) 

Reasons for not belonging: 

Will in future 557 63 239 213 20 
(3%) (3%) (5%) ( 4%) (1%) 

Too expensive 809 216 162 266 149 
(5% ) (10%) (3%) (5%) (5%) 

Too far 278 60 96 59 63 
(2%) (3%) (2%) (1%) (2%) 

Not important 1,487 132 242 283 663 
(9% ) (6 %) (5%) (6%) (21%) 

Not interested 1,941 87 561 491 635 
(12%) (4%) (11%) (10%) (20%) 

Can't find one I like 315 77 58 112 35 
(2%) (4% ) (1%) (2%) (1%) 

Don't like formal 1,005 34 72 200 588 
religion (6%) (2% ) (1%) (4%) (19% ) 

Other 862 99 254 35 204 
(5%) (5%) (5% ) (1%) (7 %) 

*rounding error 

163 



---------------- -------------- -------------

REASONS FOR NOT 
TO JOIN 

Intend to join synagogue 
or temple 

May join 

Do not intend to join 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 

Did belong or will join 

*rounding error 

TABLE 6-5B (continued) 

BELONGING TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE AND INTENT 
IN FUTURE, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Religious Identity 

Total 
(n=543) 

1,381 
(8%) 

1,268 
(8%) 

3,187 
(20%) 

10,485 
( 64%) 

16,321 
(100%) 

11,553 
(71%) 

Orthodox 
(n=66) 

129 
(6%) 

222 
(11%) 

360 
(17%) 

1,393 
(66% ) 

2,104 
(100%) 

1,488 
(71%) 

164 

Conservative 
(n=170) 

731 
(14%) 

333 
(6% ) 

473 
(9%) 

3,650 
(70%) 

5,186 
(99%)* 

4,381 
(84%) 

Reform 
(n=180) 

372 
(8%) 

321 
(7 %) 

523 
(11%) 

3,678 
(75%) 

4,893 
(101%) * 

3,900 
(80%) 

Other 
(n=127) 

75 
(2%) 

380 
(12%) 

1,352 
(43%) 

1,333 
(42%) 

3,140 
(99%)* 

1,317 
(42%) 



---- ----------------- ------------------------------------------

TABLE 6-6 

SERVICE ATTENDANCE, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensJ2ring CorridorLcity town Mills ziJ2 codes ziJ2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n-153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Never attend 3,661 331 531 377 538 222 1,093 569 
services (10%) (4%) (8%) (7%) (12%) (8%) (20%) (19%) 

weddings, 2,632 218 291 259 207 290 719 549 
Bar Mitzvahs (7%) (3%) (6%) (5%) (5%) (10%) (13%) (18% ) 

High Holidays 7,781 1,917 1,436 1,347 950 418 1,138 575 
only (22%) (23%) (23%) ( 24%) (22%) (15%) (21%) (19%) 

Few times a 10,683 2,759 2,089 1,164 850 909 1,932 981 
year (30%) (33% ) ( 33%) (20%) (19%) (33%) (35%) (33%) 

Once a month 4,580 1,684 694 522 863 325 295 198 
(13%) (20%) (11%) (9% ) (20% ) (12%) (5%) (7 %) 

Few times a 2,495 843 501 396 418 141 127 69 
month (7%) (10%) (8%) (7%) (10% ) (5%) (2%) (2%) 

Weekly 3,133 429 506 1,301 350 382 119 46 
(9%) (5%) (8%) (23%) (8%) (14%) (2%) (2%) 

Several times 741 76 103 348 95 104 15 
a week (2%) (1%) (2%) (6%) (2%) (4%) 

Other attendance 343 121 83 123 15 
pattern (1%) (1%) (1%) (3%) 

Don't know, 30 30 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(101%) * (100%) (100%) (101%)* (101%)* (101%)* (98%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 

165 



-

I 
TABLE 6-6A I 

I 
SERVICE ATTENDANCE, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Never attend services 3,661 216 827 691 827 1,100 
(10%) (9%) ( 10%) (10%) (8% ) (14%) 

Weddings, Bar Mitzvahs 2,632 41 576 528 906 582 
(7%) (2%) (7%) (8%) (9% ) (7%) 

High Holidays only 7,781 679 2,335 1,179 2,314 1,247 
(22%) (28%) (27%) (17%) (23%) (16%) 

Few times a year 10,683 720 2,659 2,359 2,859 2,072 
(30%) (30%) (31%) (34%) (28% ) (27%) 

Once a month 4,580 170 1,182 1,159 1,344 665 
( 13%) (7% ) (14%) (17%) (13%) (9%) 

Few times a month 2,495 117 333 441 930 645 
(7%) (5%) (4%) (6% ) (9% ) (8%) 

Weekly 3,133 432 470 425 675 1,131 
(9%) (18%) (5%) (6% ) (7 %) (15%) 

Several times a week 741 166 III 225 239 
(2%) (2%) (2% ) (2% ) (3%) 

Other attendance pattern 343 42 77 35 100 89 
(1%) (2% ) (1%) (1%) (1% ) (1%) 

Don't know, 30 30 
not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(101%)* (101%)* (101%)* (101%) * (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-6B 

SERVICE ATTENDANCE, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Never attend services 

Weddings, Bar Nitzvahs 

High Holidays only 

Few times a year 

Once a month 

Few times a month 

Weekly 

Several times a week 

Other attendance pattern 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 

*rounding error 

Total Orthodox 
(n=1120) (n=226) 

3,661 
(10%) 

2,632 
(7%) 

7,781 
(22%) 

10,683 
(30% ) 

4,580 
(13%) 

2,495 
(7%) 

3,133 
(9%) 

741 
(2%) 

343 
(1%) 

30 

. 465 
(6% ) 

280 
(4%) 

990 
(14%) 

1,583 
(22%) 

837 
(11%) 

650 
(9%) 

1,851 
(25%) 

594 
(8%) 

82 
(1%) 

36,080 7,332 
(101%) * (100%) 

167 

Religious Identity 

Conservative Reform Other 
(n=386) (n=348) (n=160) 

480 
(4%) 

530 
(4%) 

3,337 
(27%) 

3,979 
(32%) 

2,018 
(16%) 

1,049 
(8%) 

858 
(7%) 

89 
(1%) 

122 
(1%) 

12,461 
(100%) 

1,014 
(10%) 

668 
(6%) 

2,716 
(26%) 

3,528 
(33%) 

1,501 
(14%) 

728 
(7%) 

336 
(3%) 

29 

95 
(1%) 

10,614 
(100%) 

1,367 
(32%) 

871 
(20% ) 

673 
(16%) 

1,128 
(26%) 

119 
(3%) 

68 
(2%) 

28 
(1% ) 

30 
(1%) 

4,283 
(101%)* 



TABLE 6-7 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensj2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zij2 codes zij2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Light candles Friday night 
Always 8,466 2,473 1,667 2,416 849 692 206 162 

(23%) (30%) (26% ) (42%) (19%) (25%) (4% ) (5%) 
Usually 3,136 1,050 639 404 527 251 158 107 

(9% ) (13%) (10%) (7% ) (12%) (9% ) (3% ) (4% ) 
Sometimes 8,093 2,374 1,086 1,329 1,276 512 938 580 

(22%) (28%) (17%) ( 23%) (29% ) (18%) (17%) (19%) 
Never 16,346 2,482 2,971 1,564 1,743 1,336 4,125 2,125 

(45%) (30%) (47%) (27%) (40%) (48%) (76%) (71% ) 
Don't know, 39 26 12 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (101%) * (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

Participate in Passover 
Seder 

Always 28,326 7,497 5,276 4,761 3,555 2,452 2,951 1,833 
(79% ) (89%) (83%) (83%) (81%) (88%) ( 54%) (61%) 

Usually 2,605 609 426 449 365 45 534 178 
(7% ) (7 %) (7 %) (8% ) (8%) (2%) (10%) (6% ) 

Sometimes 2,879 144 338 328 346 241 980 502 
(8% ) (2% ) (5%) (6% ) (8% ) (9% ) (18%) (17% ) 

Never 2,199 129 321 175 128 54 930 461 
(6% ) (2%) (5%) (3 %) (3% ) (2%) (17%) (15%) 

Don't know, 71 59 12 
not reported (1% ) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)'* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7 (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
TotaJ, ville Greens2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi2 codes zi2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n-l73 ) (n-153) (n=169) (n=221) (n-57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Buy only kosher meat 
Always 8,533 1,721 1,816 2,956 1,082 451 284 223 

(24%) (21%) (29%) (52%) (25%) (16%) (5%) (7% ) 
Usually 643 83 282 75 100 65 38 

(2% ) (1%) (5%) (2%) (4%) (1%) (1%) 
Sometimes 5,809 1,825 1,034 905 834 373 447 391 

(16%) (22%) (16%) (16%) ( 19%) (13%) (8%) ( 13%) 
Never 20,907 4,749 3,512 1,541 2,383 1,866 4,533 2,323 

(58%) (57%) (55%) (27%) (54%) (67%) (83%) (78%) 
Don't know, 189 30 22 124 12 
not reported (1%) (1% ) (1% ) (2%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(101%)* (101%)* (100%) (101%)* (101%)* (100%) (99%)* (99%)* 

Drive or ride on Sabbath 
Always 30,010 7,418 5,182 3,456 3,779 2,314 I 5,085 2,778 

(83% ) ( 89%) (81%) ( 60%) (86%) (83%) (93%) (93%) 
Usually 1,596 361 156 326 323 193 149 89 

(4%) (4%) (2%) (6%) (7%) (7%) (3% ) (3% ) 
Sometiwes 1,301 89 276 474 148 158 68 88 

(4%) (1%) (4% ) (8%) (3%) (6% ) (1%) (3%) 
Never 3,021 511 668 1,458 146 126 93 19 

(8%) (6%) (10%) ( 26%) (3% ) (4%) (2%) (1%) 
Don't know, 152 81 59 12 
not reported (1%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (100%) (98%)* (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7 (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSE~VED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Have a Christmas tree 
Always 3,107 257 441 28 441 76 883 981 

(9%) (3%) (7% ) (10%) (3%) (16%) (33%) 
usually 708 66 181 53 389 20 

(2%) (1%) (3%) (1%) (7%) (1% ) 
Sometimes 1,845 232 320 89 295 61 645 203 

(5%) (3%) (5%) (2%) (7%) (2%) (12%) (7%) 
Never 30,348 7,823 5,420 5,597 3,607 2,653 3,478 1,770 

(84%) (93% ) (85%) ( 98%) ( 82%) ( 95%) (64% ) (59%) 
Don't know, 71 59 12 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Alter normal activities 
on High Holidays 

Always 29,675 7,872 5,308 5,163 3,843 2,394 3,049 2,045 
(82%) (94%) (83%) (90%) (87%) (86%) (56%) (68%) 

Usually 1,609 292 265 270 190 106 366 120 
(4% ) (3% ) (4%) (5% ) (4% ) (4% ) (7%) (4%) 

Sometimes 1,700 214 164 82 140 144 679 277 
(5%) (3%) (3%) (1%) (3% ) (5%) (12%) (9%) 

Never 3,025 626 198 223 145 1,301 532 
(8%) (10%) (3%) (5%) (5%) (24%) (18%) 

Don't know, 71 59 12 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7 (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi12·codes zi12 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Fast on Yom Ki1212ur 
Always 25,426 6,657 4,316 4,660 3,571 1,988 2,519 1,714 

(70%) (79% ) (68%) (82%) (81%) (71%) ( 46%) (57%) 
usually 1,673 369 437 221 162 194 192 99 

(5%) (4% ) (7%) (4%) (4%) (7 %) (4%) (3% ) 
Sometimes 3,040 776 552 85 140 336 781 370 

(8%) (9%) (9%) (1% ) (3% ) (12%) (14%) (12%) 
Never 5,869 576 1,057 747 522 273 1,903 792 

(16%) (7% ) (17%) (13%) (12%) ( 10%) (35% ) (27% ) 
Don't know, 71 59 12 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%)* (99%)* (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

Eat non-kosher meats outside 
home 

Always 25,853 6,515 4,150 2,640 3,286 2,263 4,405 2,594 
(72%) (78%) (65%) ( 46%) (75%) (81%) (81%) (87%) 

U$ua11y 1,701 432 317 361 239 15 251 85 
(5%) (5%) (5% ) (6%) (5% ) (1%) (5%) (3%) 

Sometimes 3,269 877 506 851 474 155 291 114 
(9% ) (10%) (8%) (15%) (11%) (6 %) (5%) (4%) 

Never 4,917 554 1,307 1,861 374 257 383 181 
(14%) (7%) (21%) (33%) (9% ) (9% ) (7 %) (6% ) 

Don't know, 339 81 22 100 124 12 
not reported (1%) (1%) (1% ) (4% ) (2% ) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (101%) * (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7 (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensQring CorridoriCity town Mills ziQ codes ziQ codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

KeeQ two sets of dishes 
Always 8,366 2,041 1,764 2,530 1,035 478 234 284 

(23% ) (24%) (28%) (44%) (24%) (17%) (4% ) (10%) 
Usually 136 81 21 34 

(1%) (1%) 
Sometimes 512 76 30 112 137 47 90 20 

(1%) (1%) (2%) (3%) (2%) (2%) (1%) 
Never 26,994 6,261 4,568 2,990 3,202 2,265 5,038 2,670 

(75% ) (75% ) (72%) (52%) (73% ) (81%) ( 92%) (89%) 
Don't know, 71 59 12 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7A 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n-1170) (n-68) (n-257) (n-249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Light candles Friday night 

Always 8,466 515 1,367 1,179 2,691 2,653 
(23%) ( 21%) (16%) (17% ) ( 26%) (34%) 

Usually 3,136 154 711 823 918 530 
(9%) (6% ) (8%) (12%) (9%) (7%) 

Sometimes 8,093 488 1,785 1,548 2,834 1,410 
(22%) (20%) (21%) (22%) (28%) (18%) 

Never 16,346 1,258 4,749 3,378 3,768 3,151 
(45%) (52%) (55%) (49%) (37%) (41%) 

Don't know, not reported 39 12 26 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Participate in Passover 
Seder 

Always 28,326 2,068 6,697 5,376 8,015 6,053 
(79%) (86%) (78%) (78% ) (78%) (78% ) 

usually 2,605 145 682 437 766 575 
(7% ) (6% ) (8%) (6%) (8% ) (7 %) 

Sometimes 2,879 78 771 777 771 483 
(8%) (3%) (9%) (11%) (8% ) (6%) 

Never 2,199 125 430 338 658 633 
(6% ) (5%) (5%) (5%) ( 6%) (8%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 45 26 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

Buy only kosher meat 

Always 8,533 538 1,737 1,096 2,407 2,754 
(24%) (22%) ( 20%) ( 16%) ( 24%) (35%) 

Usually 643 19 256 79 177 112 
(2%) (1%) (3%) (1%) ( 2%) (1%) 

Sometimes 5,809 418 1,279 1,688 1,376 1,004 
(16%) (17%) ( 15%) (24%) (13%) (13%) 

Never 20,907 1,440 5,221 4,064 6,220 3,874 
(58%) (60% ) (61%) (59%) ( 61%) (50%) 

Don't know, not reported 189 132 30 26 
(1% ) (2%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(101%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7A (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=6 8) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Drive or ride on Sabbath 

Always 30,010 1,726 7,327 5,962 8,883 5,998 
(83%) (71%) ( 85%) (86%) (87%) (77%) 

usually 1,596 164 277 318 456 365 
(4%) (7%) (3% ) (5%) (4%) (5%) 

Sometimes 1,301 78 140 212 358 513 
( 4%) (3% ) (2%) (3%) (4%) (7%) 

Never 3,021 448 836 436 514 787 
(8%) (19%) (10%) (6% ) (5%) (10%) 

Don't know, not reported 152 45 107 
(1%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Have a Christmas tree 

Always 3,107 188 1,113 975 615 215 
(9%) (8% ) (13%) (14%) (6%) (3%) 

Usually 708 142 242 162 118 44 
(2%) (6% ) ( 3%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Sometimes 1,845 230 629 562 329 96 
(5%) (10%) (7%) (8% ) (3%) (1%) 

Never 30,348 1,856 6,596 5,228 9,148 7,388 
(84%) (77%) ( 76%) (75%) (90%) (95%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 45 26 
(1% ) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (101%)* (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) 

Alter normal activities 
on High Holidays 

Always 29,675 1,696 6,205 5,836 9,082 6,723 
(82%) (70%) (72%) ( 84%) (89%) (87%) 

Usually 1,609 289 571 280 248 222 
(4%) (12%) (7%) (4%) (2%) (3%) 

Sometimes 1,700 163 773 282 278 204 
(5%) (7% ) (9%) (4%) (3%) (3%) 

Never 3,025 267 1,031 529 602 595 
(8% ) (11%) (12%) (8%) ( 6%) (8%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 45 26 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (101%) * (100%) (100%) (101%)* 

*rounding error 

174 



------------ ------------------

TABLE 6-7A (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1l70) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277 ) 

Fast on Yom Kippur 

Always 25,426 1,989 5,657 5,055 7,468 5,140 
(70%) (82%) (66%) (73%) (73%) (66% ) 

Usually 1,673 19 370 426 478 379 
(5%) (1%) (4% ) (6% ) (5%) (5%) 

Sometimes 3,040 152 1,238 673 377 600 
(8%) (6 %) (14%) ( 10%) (4%) (8%) 

Never 5,869 256 1,314 772 1,888 1,624 
( 16%) ( 11%) (15%) (11%) (18%) (21%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 45 26 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Eat non-kosher meats outside 
home 

Always 25,853 1,476 5,777 5,588 8,083 4,799 
(72%) (61%) (67% ) ( 81%) (79% ) (62%) 

Usually 1,701 246 633 205 301 317 
(5%) ( 10%) (7%) (3%) ( 3%) (4%) 

Sometimes 3,269 253 731 444 827 1,013 
(9% ) (10%) (8%) (6%) (8% ) (13%) 

Never 4,917 440 1,252 691 1,000 1,534 
(14%) (18%) (15%) (10%) (10%) ( 20%) 

Don't know, not reported 339 232 107 
(1%) (3%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(101%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Keep two sets of dishes 

Always 8,366 621 1,829 1,285 2,294 2,309 
(23%) (26%) (21%) (19%) (22%) ( 30%) 

Usually 136 4 132 
(1% ) 

Sometimes 512 78 162 172 100 
(1% ) (1%) (2% ) (2%) (1%) 

Never 26,994 1,795 6,672 5,476 7,613 5,335 
(75%) (74%) (77% ) (79%) (75% ) (69%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 45 26 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7B 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY RELIGIOUS IDEN'l'ITY 

Total Orthodox Conservative Reform Other 
(n=1120) (n=226) (n=386) (n=348) (n=160) 

Light candles Friday night 

Always 8,466 4,117 2,696 1,278 251 
(23%) ( 56%) (22%) (12%) (6%) 

Usually 3,136 628 1,523 969 15 
(9%) (9%) ( 12%) (9%) 

Sometimes 8,093 1,065 3,148 2,972 512 
(22%) (15%) (25%) (28%) (12%) 

Never 16,346 1,496 5,093 5,395 3,506 
(45%) (20%) (41%) (51%) (82% ) 

Don't know, not reported 39 26 

Total 36,080 7,332 12,461 10,614 4,283 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

participate in Passover 
Seder 

Always 28,326 6,,349 10,884 8,076 2,297 
(79%) (87%) ( 87%) (76%) (54%) 

Usually 2,605 222 719 1,134 335 
(7%) (3%) (6% ) (11%) (8%) 

Sometimes 2,879 378 663 792 869 
(8%) (5%) (5%) (7%) (20%) 

Never 2,199 356 195 613 749 
(6%) (5%) (2% ) (6% ) (17%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 26 33 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 7,332 12,461 10,614 4,283 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Buy only kosher meat 

Always 8,533 4,754 2,585 627 410 
(24%) (65% ) ( 21%) (6% ) (10%) 

Usually 643 173 221 145 49 
(2%) (2%) (2% ) (1%) (1%) 

Sometimes 5,809 589 2,960 1,507 558 
(16%) (8%) ( 24%) (14%) (13% ) 

Never 20,907 1,759 6,641 8,336 3,233 
(58%) (24%) ( 53%) (79%) (75%) 

Don't know, not reported 189 57 55 33 
(1%) (1%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 7,332 12,461 10,614 4,283 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-7B (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Total Orthodox 
(n=1120) (n=226) 

Drive or ride on Sabbath 

Always 30,010 
(83%) 

Usually 1,596 
(4%) 

Sometimes 1,301 
(4%) 

Never 3,021 
(8%) 

Don't know, not reported 152 

Total 36,080 
(99%)* 

Have a Christmas tree 

Always 3,107 
(9% ) 

Usually 708 
(2%) 

Sometimes 1,845 
(5%) 

Never 30,348 
(84%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 

Total 36,080 

Alter normal activities 
on High Holidays 

(100%) 

Always 29,675 
(82% ) 

Usually 1,609 
(4% ) 

Sometimes 1,700 
(5%) 

Never 3,025 
(8%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 

Total 36,080 
(99%)* 

*rounding error 

4,051 
( 55%) 

365 
(5%) 
562 

(8%) 
2,248 
(31%) 

107 
(1%) 

7,332 
(100% ) 

108 
(1%) 

34 

97 
(1%) 

7,067 
(96%) 

26 

7,332 
(98%)* 

6,991 
( 95%) 

104 
(1%) 

16 

195 
(3%) 

26 

7,332 
(99%)* 

177 

Conservative 
(n=386) 

10,669 
(86%) 

739 
(6% ) 
565 

(5%) 
488 

(4% ) 

12,461 
(101%)* 

518 
(4%) 
179 

(1%) 
265 

(2%) 
11,499 

(92%) 

12,461 
(99%)* 

11,385 
(91%) 

526 
(4%) 
238 

(2%) 
311 

(2%) 

12,461 
(99%)* 

Reform Other 
(n=348) (n=160) 

10,033 
(95%) 

384 
(4%) 

28 

168 
(2%) 

10,614 
(101%) * 

1,118 
(11%) 

264 
(2% ) 
906 

(9%) 
8,327 
(78%) 

10,614 
(100%) 

8,551 
( 81%) 

700 
(7%) 
652 

(6%) 
711 

(7% ) 

10,614 
(101%)* 

3,988 
(93%) 

108 
(3%) 

91 
(2% ) 

64 
(1% ) 

33 
(1% ) 

4,283 
(100%) 

773 
(18%) 

178 
(4%) 
443 

(10%) 
2,857 
( 67%) 

33 
(1%) 

4,283 
(100%) 

2,153 
(50%) 

280 
(7% ) 
673 

(16%) 
1,145 
(27% ) 

33 
(1%) 

4,283 
(101%)* 



TABLE 6-7B (continued) 

RELIGIOUS PRACTICES OBSERVED, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY 

Total Orthodox Conservative Reform Other 
(n=1120) (n=226) (n-386) (n=348) (n=160) 

Fast on Yom Kippur 

Always 25,426 
(70%) 

Usually 1,673 
(5%) 

Sometimes 3,040 
(8%) 

Never 5,869 
(16%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 

Total 36,080 

Eat non-kosher meats outside 
home 

(99%)* 

Always 25,853 
(72%) 

Usually 1,701 
(5%) 

Sometimes 3,269 
(9%) 

Never 4,917 
(14%) 

Don't know, not reported 339 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 
(101%)* 

Keep two sets of dishes 

Always 8,366 
(23%) 

Usually 136 

Sometimes 512 
(1%) 

Never 26,994 
(75%) 

Don't know, not reported 71 

Total 36,080 
(99%)* 

*rounding error 

6,255 
(85%) 

333 
(5%) 
141 

(2%) 
577 

(8%) 
26 

7,332 
(100%) 

2,756 
(38%) 

305 
(4%) 
897 

(12%) 
3,267 
(45%) 

107 
(1%) 

7,332 
(100%) 

4,843 
( 66%) 

81 
(1%) 

60 
(1%) 

2,321 
(32%) 

26 

7,332 
(100% ) 

178 

1,0636 
(85%) 

306 
(2%) 
569 

(5%) 
950 

(8%) 

12,461 
(100%) 

9,588 
(77%) 

768 
(6%) 

1,391 
(11%) 

659 
(5%) 

55 

12,461 
(99%)* 

2,593 
( 21%) 

38 

324 
(3%) 

9,505 
(76%) 

12,461 
(100%) 

6,365 
(60%) 

785 
(7%) 

1,437 
(14%) 
2,027 
(19%) 

10,614 
(100%) 

9,068 
(85%) 

371 
(3%) 
607 

(6 %) 
569 

(5%) 

10,614 
(99%)* 

472 
(4%) 

17 

101 
(1%) 

10,024 
(94%) 

10,614 
(99%)* 

1,537 
(36% ) 

250 
(6% ) 
773 

(18%) 
1,690 
(39% ) 

33 
(1%) 

4,283 
(100%) 

3,533 
(82%) 

119 
(3%) 
203 

(5%) 
296 

(7 %) 
132 

(3%) 
4,283 

(100%) 

226 
(5%) 

26 
(1%) 

3,998 
(93% ) 

33 
(1%) 

4,283 
(100%) 



1-- ~--- -------

TABLE 6-8 

FRIENDSHIP PATTERNS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA, OF RESPONDENT 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

None are 2,590 108 378 63 330 29 1,262 420 
Jewish (7% ) (1%) (6% ) (1%) (8%) (1%) (23% ) (14%) 

One is Jewish 3,821 575 317 227 371 387 1,084 861 
(11%) (7%) (5%) (4%) (8% ) (14%) (20%) (29%) 

Two are Jewish 6,772 1,830 1,088 597 967 337 1,403 550 
(19% ) (22%) (17%) (10%) (22%) (12%) (26%) (18%) 

Three are 22,319 5;866 4,457 4,728 2,634 2,038 1,536 1,062 
Jewish (62%) (70% ) (70% ) (83%) (60%) (73%) (28%) (36%) 

No friends 308 47 69 94 55 42 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Refused 270 76 28 115 52 
(1%) (1%) (2% ) (2%) 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(101%) * (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABI,E 6-SA 

FRIENDSHIP PATTERNS, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n-249) (n=319) (n=277) 

None are Jewish 2,590 457 986 579 345 223 
(7%) (19%) (11%) (8%) (3% ) (3%) 

One is Jewish 3,821 309 1,756 774 660 321 
(11%) (13%) (20%) (11%) (6% ) ( 4%) 

Two are Jewish 6,772 751 1,759 1,613 1,782 852 
( 19%) (31%) (20%) (23%) (17%) (11%) 

Three are Jewish 22,319 838 4,092 3,890 7,252 6,133 
(62%) (35%) (47%) (56%) ( 71%) (79%) 

No friends 308 61 71 89 86 
(1%) (3%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Refused 270 33 82 155 
(1%) (1%) (2%) 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(101%)* (101%)* (98%)* (99%)* (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABTJE 6-8B 

FRIENDSHIP PATTERNS, BY RELIGIOUS IDENTITY, OF RESPONDEl'-I'T 

Total Orthodox Conservative Reform Other 
(n=1120) (n=226) (n=386) (n=348) (n=160) 

None are Jewish 2,590 114 526 796 676 
(7 %) (2 %) (4%) (7%) (16%) 

One is Jewish 3,821 283 1,260 1,166 823 
( 11%) (4% ) ( 10%) (11%) (19%) 

Two are Jewish 6,772 915 2,355 2,309 1,059 
(19%) (12%) (19%) (22%) (25%) 

Three are Jewish 22,319 5,891 8,261 6,200 1,556 
( 62%) (80%) ( 66%) ( 58%) (36% ) 

No friends 308 74 29 116 42 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Refused 270 55 28 27 127 
(1%) (1%) (3 %) 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 36,080 7,332 12,461 10,614 4,283 
(101%)* (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-9 

FORMAL JEWISH EDUCATION**, BY AGE OF RESPONDE~~ 

18 or 25 or 
Total Under !i 6-12 13-17 Less 19-23 older 

(n=2912) (n=241) (n=226) (n=189) (n=656) (n=207) (n=2049) 

Have received formal 68,964 1,701 5,921 4,999 14,167 5,288 49,301 
Jewish education (75%) (24%) (81%) ( 88%) (65%) (84%) (78%) 

Did not receive 
formal Jewish 22,323 5,529 1,406 664 7,770 1,012 13,408 
education (24%) (76%) (19%) (12%) (35%) (16%) (21%) 

Don't know 446 13 13 25 409 
(1%) 

Total 91,733 7,230 7,340 5,663 21,950 6,325 63,118 
(99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Currently receiving 11,725 1,681 5,788 2,073 9,610 397 1,698 
Jewish education (13%) (23%) (79%) (37%) (44%) (6%) (3%) 

Not currently 
receiving Jewish 57,239 20 133 2,925 4,558 4,891 47,604 
education (62%) (2% ) (52%) ( 21%) (77%) (75% ) 

Number of years 
received Jewish education 

Less than 6 months 513 165 20 40 245 20 247 
(1%) (2%) (1%) (1%) 

Less than 5 years 17 ,982 1,536 3,931 519 6,222 559 11,113 
(20%) (21%) (54%) (9% ) (28%) (9%) (18%) 

5 - 6 years 17,594 1,367 1,753 3,508 1,423 12,664 
( 19%) (19%) (31%) ( 16%) (22%) (20% ) 

7 - 9 years 20,527 508 2,244 3,438 1,978 15,033 
(22%) (7%) (40%) (16%) (31%) (24%) 

10 years or more 9,833 95 442 755 1,263 7,775 
(11%) (1%) (8% ) (3%) (20%) ( 12%) 

Entire life 285 285 

"'rounding error 

*"'Respondent's self-definition of "formal" Jewish education. 
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TABLE 6-9 (continued) 

FORMAL JEWISH EDUCATION**, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

18 or 25 or 
Total Under 6 6-12 13-17 Less 19-23 older 

(n=2912) (n=241) (n=226) (n=189) (n=656) (n=207) (n=2049) 

Participated in 
informal Jewish 20,052 1,023 1,882 1,189 4,336 1,163 14,407 
education (22%) ( 14%) (26%) (21%) ( 20%) (18%) (23%) 

Did not participate 
in informal 71,680 6,206 5,458 4,474 17,614 5,162 48,711 
Jewish education (78%) (86%) (74%) (79%) ( 80%) (82%) (77%) 

Total 91,733 7,230 7,340 5,663 21,950 6,325 63,118 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100% ) 
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TABLE 6-10 

RATING OF QUALITY OF CHILDREN'S JEWISH EDUCATION, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA** 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n-778) (n-137) (n-l02) (n=125) (n=153) (n=41) (n=112) (n-l08) 

Excellent 6,390 1,575 1,117 1,755 704 579 405 255 
(25% ) (24%) (24% ) (33%) ( 26%) (32%) (15%) (16%) 

Good 10,223 2,766 1,794 2,455 1,266 748 639 554 
(41%) (43%) ( 39%) ( 46%) (46%) (41%) (24% ) (34%) 

Fair 4,654 1,703 760 560 629 216 612 173 
( 19%) (26%) (17%) (11%) (23%) (12%) (23%) (11%) 

Poor 1,554 313 426 357 73 196 124 65 
(6% ) (5%) (9%) (7 %) (3%) (11%) (5%) (4%) 

No Jewish 2,135 79 429 144 77 90 741 575 
education (8%) (1%) (9%) (3%) (3%) (5%) (28%) (35%) 

Don't know, 194 47 47 99 
not reported (1%) (1%) (1%) (4%) 

Total 21,150 6,436 4,574 5,319 2,748 1,830 2,620 1,623 
(100%) (99%)* (99%)* (101%) * (101%)* (101%)* (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 

**Percentages based only on those households where children have 
had Jewish education. 
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TABLE 6-l0A 

RATING OF QUALITY OF CHILDREN'S JEWISH EDUCATION, 
BY AGE OF RESPONDENT** 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 
(n=7l4) (n=61) (n=190) (n=228) 

Excellent 6,390 588 1,488 1,880 
(25%) (32%) ( 26%) (20%) 

Good 10,223 845 2,423 3,494 
( 41%) (47%) ( 43%) (38%) 

Fair 4,654 63 703 2,470 
(19%) (3%) (12%) (27%) 

Poor 1,554 311 811 
(6%) (5%) (9%) 

No Jewish education 2,135 315 738 575 
(8%) (17% ) (13%) (6%) 

Don't know, 194 25 
not reported (1%) 

Total 25,150 1,812 5,663 9,253 
(100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 

**Percentages based only on those households where children 
have had Jewish education. 

185 

65+ 
(n=235) 

2,355 
(28%) 

3,441 
(41%) 

1,418 
(17%) 

408 
(5%) 

507 
(6%) 

169 
(2%) 

8,298 
(99%)* 
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TABLE 6-11 

REASONS CHILDREN NOT ENROLLED IN JEWISH EDUCATION, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- viTashington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greenspring Corridoricity town Mills zip codes zip codes 

(n=100) (n=2) (n-10) (n-4) (n=7) (n-3) (n=35) (n-39) 

Child didn't 250 59 131 41 20 
want to (12%) (74% ) (31%) (5%) (5%) 

Not important 458 120 72 11 171 83 
(21%) ( 28%) (50%) (15%) ( 23%) (14%) 

Too expensive 126 20 106 
(6% ) (26% ) (25%) 

Too far 185 99 86 
(9% ) (13%) (15%) 

Bad experience, 83 25 25 34 
quality (4%) (17%) (3% ) (6 %) 

Synagogue did 
not approve of 
mixed marriage 

Child not being 84 72 11 
raised Jewish (4%) (17%) (13%) 

Other 950 47 66 79 406 352 
(44%) (33%) (85%) (87%) (55%) (61%) 

Total 2,135 79 429 144 77 90 741 575 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (101%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-11A 

REASONS CHILDREN NOT ENROLLED IN JEWISH EDUCA'I'ION, 
BY AGE OF RESPO~mENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=100) (n=16) (n=37) (n=24) (n=23) 

Child didn't want to 250 59 126 65 
(12%) (8%) (22%) (13%) 

Not important 458 11 131 208 108 
(21%) (4 %) (18%) ( 36%) (21%) 

Too expensive 126 59 20 47 
(6%) (19%) (3%) (8% ) 

Too far 185 11 81 11 81 
(9%) (4%) (11%) (2%) (16%) 

Bad experience, poor 83 23 61 
quality (4%) (7%) (8%) 

Synagogue did not approved 
mixed marriage 

Child not being raised 84 84 
Jewish (4%) (16%) 

Other 950 212 387 182 169 
(44%) (67%) (58%) (32%) (33%) 

Total 2,135 315 738 575 507 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-12 

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK RECEIVING JEWISH EDUCATION, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensQring CorridorLCity town Mills ziQ codes ziQ codes 

(n=322) (n=74) (n=45) (n-57) (n=57) (n-24) (n-20) (n=45) 

Less than 3 1,798 554 318 237 322 176 99 92 
hours (15%) (16%) (14%) (9%) (26%) (15%) (22%) (13%) 

3 - 4 hours 2,907 985 465 249 174 530 220 286 
(25% ) (29%) (21%) (10%) ( 14%) (47%) (48% ) (41%) 

5 hours or 6,853 1,871 1,380 2,013 739 433 99 318 
(58%) (55%) ( 62%) (79%) (60% ) (38%) (22% ) (46%) 

Not reported 167 20 59 47 41 
(1%) (1%) (3%) (2%) (9%) 

Total 11,725 3,429 2,222 2,547 1,234 1,138 459 696 
(99%)* (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-12A 

NUMBER OF HOURS PER WEEK RECEIVING JEWISH EDUCATION, BY AGE 

18 or 25 or 
Total Under 6 6-12 13-17 Less 19-24 older 
(n~319) (n~48) (n~156) (n~59) (n~263) (n~10) (n~46) 

Less than 3 hours 1,798 153 471 319 942 142 714 
(15%) (9%) (8%) (15%) (10%) (36%) (42%) 

3 - 4 hours 2,907 230 1,132 824 2,233 40 614 
(25%) (14%) (20%) (40%) (23%) (10%) (36%) 

5 hours or more 6,853 1,219 4,186 931 6,356 215 282 
(58%) (73% ) (72%) (45%) (66%) (54%) (17%) 

Not reported 167 79 79 88 
(1%) (5%) (1%) (5%) 

Total 11,725 1,681 5,788 2,073 9,610 397 1,698 
(99%)* (101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-13 

JEWISH EDUCATION PLANS FOR THE FUTURE, ADULTS 18 AND OVER, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Roadj 

Pikes- Washingtonj Reisterstown Randal1s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=2978) (n=493) (n-354) (n=363) (n=613) (n=l72) (n-518) (n-465) 

will take 
classes in 28,041 7,350 5,043 6,230 2,953 2,575 2,166 1,724 
the future (31%) (33%) (31%) ('40%) (26%) (34%) (18%) (25%) 

v-Till not take 
classes in 36,095 6,803 6,083 5,946 4,468 3,119 6,094 3,583 
in the future (39%) (30%) (38%) (38%) ( 39%) (41%) (52%) (51%) 

Make take 
classes in 23,196 6,727 4,497 3,038 3,000 1,658 2,879 1,397 
the future (25%) (30%) (28%) (19%) (26%) (22%) (24%) (20% ) 

Don't know, 4,401 1,494 449 456 928 178 625 270 
not reported (5%) (7%) (3%) (3%) (8%) (2%) (5%) (4%) 

Total 91,733 22,373 16,071 15,670 11,349 7,530 11,764 8,385 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (99%)* (100%) 

Did take, 
currently 75,523 19,875 14,159 13,201 9,157 6,575 8,063 4,494 
taking, or (82%) (89%) (88%) (84%) (81%) (87%) (69%) (64%) 
will take 
Jewish education 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 6-13A 

JEWISH EDUCATION PLANS FOR THE FUTURE, 
ADULTS 18 AND OVER, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-4~ 45-64 65+ 
(n~2311) (n~262) (n=478) (n=468) (n=647) (n=456) 

Will take classes in 28,041 1,889 3,893 3,054 4,983 2,965 
the future ( 31%) (23%) (29%) (22%) (24% ) (19%) 

Will not take classes 36,095 3,277 5,185 5,838 8,574 8,893 
in the future (39% ) ( 41%) (39%) (43%) (42%) (57%) 

May takes classes in 23,196 2,225 3,513 4,274 6,132 3,282 
the future (25%) (28%) (27% ) (31%) (30% ) (21%) 

Don't know, 4,401 652 645 505 838 543 
not reported (5%) (8%) (5%) (4%) (4%) (3%) 

Total 91,733 8,043 13 ,237 13,671 20,527 15,683 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Did take, currently 
taking, or will take 75,523 6,896 10,897 11,204 17 ,026 12,456 
Jewish education (82%) (86%) (82%) (82%) (83%) (79%) 
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TABLE 6-14 

INTERMARRIAGES BETWEEN A JEW AND A NON-JEW BY BIRTH, 
BY AGE 

18 - 29 

30 - 39 

40 - 49 

50 - 64 

65+ 

Total 

Total Married 
COU121es 

(n=1599) 

2,039 

6,169 

4,347 

6,290 

4,040 

22,885 

Total 
Intermarriages 

(n=372) 

789 

2,341 

939 

713 

279 

5,061 
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Percent of 
Intermarriages 

39% 

38% 

22% 

11% 

7% 

22% 



SECTION 7 

VOLUNTEERISM AND ORGANIZATIONAL CHARACTERISTICS 

Participation in the Jewish Community 

As seen in Table 7-lA (p. 198), about 51% of the Jewish 

households have someone in them who currently belongs to a Jewish 

organization. Older respondents are far more likely to belong 

than younger respondents, although younger respondents are more 

likely to belong to the Jewish Community Center. 

About 40% of the respondents under the age of 35 say someone 

in the household belongs to an organization, as opposed to 62% of 

those 45 to 64. Households with all Jewish members are far more 

likely to belong to a Jewish organization than mixed households: 

only about 8% of the households with a non-Jew by birth belongs 

to a Jewish organization. Women are more likely to belong than 

men, 57% to 46%. About 61% of the households have someone who 

had belonged or now belongs to a Jewish organization. 

Volunteer Activities 

Almost four of every five respondents, 78%, spend no time at 

all volunteering for Jewish organizations, as shown in Table 7-2 

(pp. 199-200). These figures do not include those who may have 

volunteered but no longer do or those who might volunteer. About 

13% spend one to nine hours per week working for Jewish organiza­

tions, and 9% average ten hours per week or more on Jewish volun­

teer work. Jewish adults are spending less time volunteering for 

non-Jewish organizations, with 82% spending no time on non-Jewish 

organizations. About 11% of the adults spend one to nine hours 
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per week on volunteer work for non-Jewish organizations, and 8% 

spend more than ten h01.1rs per week volunteering for non-Jewish 

organizations (see Table 7-2A, p. 201). Women are more likely 

than men to spend ten hours or more per week volunteering for 

Jewish organizations, as are older people. Younger people are 

less likely to volunteer at all. Those in other 212 zip codes 

and outlying areas are more likely to volunteer for non-Jewish 

organizations. 

About 35% of Orthodox Jews spend some time volunteering for 

Jewish organizations, as compared to 24% of Conservative Jews, 

20% of Reform Jews, and 7% of other Jews. At the same time, 66% 

of Orthodox Jews belong to some Jewish organization, as compared 

to 58% of Conservative Jell/s, 46% of Reform Jews, and 32% of other 

Jews. 

Purposes of the Associated 

Respondents were asked to list what they believed to be the 

most important functions of the Associated (see Table 7-3, p. 

202-203). The first answer listed by respondents was raising 

funds for the local community, 47%, and raising funds for Israel~ 

9%. About 13% listed raising funds for .the American Jewish 

community. The rest of the responses were distributed among 

categories such as local planning, training Jewish community 

leaders, and many others. The net response on the two most 

important purposes of the Associated found 63% listing the local 

Jewish community af? lor 2, 31% listing Israel, and 22% listing 

funds for the American Jewish Community. 
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As shown in Table 7-4 (pp. 205-206), respondents were asked 

how they learned about Israel and the Baltimore Jewish community. 

Multiple sources could be listed. About 3% said they had no 

source of news. The single largest source of news is the Jewish 

Times, reaching 59% of the respondents. Direct Associated mail­

ing is an information source for 1% of the respondents, and word 

of mouth for 16%. Television news is a source for 1% of the 

respondents, synagogue newsletters or bulletins, 5%, and organi­

zation bulletins, 3%. The Sunpaper is the major source of infor­

mation for 5% of the respondents, as are newspapers and 

magazines. The Jewish Times is least likely to reach households 

in other 212 zip codes and in outlying areas. 

Certain organizations see dwindling proportions of member­

ship as the age of respondents decreases. Younger people are far 

less likely to belong to Binai Brith, Hadassah, National Council 

of Jewish Women, and Auxiliaries. The JCC is likely to attract 

individuals in all age groups. These or.ganizations are not 

likely to gain many members among younger Jews, which portends 

serious decline for the future (see Table 7-5, pp. 208-209). 

Membership in the Jewish Community Center is most heavily 

concentrated in households located in Pikesville and the Park 

Heights Corridor, and least concentrated in other 212 zip codes 

and in other zip codes. 
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TABLE 7-1 

MEMBERSHIP IN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens!2ring Corridoricity town Mills zi!2 codes zi!2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n-162) 

Total Yes 18,543 5,389 3,194 3,783 2,228 1,611 1,545 793 
(51%) (64% ) (50%) (66%) (51%) ( 58%) (28%) (27%) 

Total No 17,446 2,973 3,168 1,931 2,167 1,180 3,854 2,173 
(48%) (35%) (50%) ( 34%) ( 49%) (42%) (71%) (73% ) 

Refused 55 55 
(1%) 

Don't know, 36 15 21 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* 

-------,-,--

Did belong to 
Jewish organi- 7,044 1,849 1,486 1,113 924 673 495 505 
zation ( 20%) (22%) ( 23%) ( 19%) (21%) (24%) (9%) (17%) 

Did not belong 
to Jewish 28,870 6,485 4,838 4,572 3,471 2,118 4,905 2,481 
organization ( 80%) (77%) (76%) (80%) (79%) (76% ) (90%) ( 83%) 

Don't know, 112 45 39 28 
not reported (1%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99% ) (100%) 
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Now belong or 

Total 
(n=1l75) 

did belong 22,091 
to Jewish (61%) 
organization 

TABLE 7-1 (continued) 

MEMBERSHIP IN JE"IISH ORGANIZATIONS, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Pikes­
ville 
(n=173) 

6,197 
(74% ) 

Mt. 
washington/ 
Greenspring 

(n=153) 

3,862 
(61%) 

Park Heights 
Reisterstown 
Corridor/City 

(n=169) 

4,313 
(75%) 
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Liberty 
Road/ 

Randalls­
town 

(n=221) 

2,728 
( 62%) 

Owings 
Mills 
(n=57) 

2,022 
(72%) 

Other 212 
zip codes 

(n=240) 

1,808 
( 33%) 

Other 
zip codes 

(n=162) 

1,161 
( 39%) 



TABLE 7-1A 

MEMBERSHIP IN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Total Yes 18,543 822 3,567 2,865 6,297 4,877 
(51%) (34%) (41%) (41%) (62%) (63% ) 

Total No 17,446 1,594 5,037 4,047 3,913 2,839 
( 48%) ( 66%) (58%) (58%) (38%) (37%) 

Refused 55 55 
(1%) 

Don't know, 36 21 15 
not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (101%)* 

Did belong to Jewish 7,044 592 1,933 1,494 1,747 1,278 
organization (20%) (25%) (22%) (22%) (17% ) (16%) 

Did not belong to 28,870 1,824 6,654 5,433 8,464 6,365 
Jewish organization ( 80%) (75% ) (77%) (78% ) (83%) (82%) 

Don't know, 112 39 73 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

Now belong or will belong 22,091 1,236 4,460 3,629 7,112 5,540 
to Jewish organization ( 61%) (51%) (52%) (52%) (70% ) (71%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-2 

VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Jewish 
organizations 

None 28,104 6,101 4,534 3,982 3,643 2,149 5,007 2,688 
(78%) (73% ) (71%) (70%) (83%) (77%) (92%) (90%) 

1 - 9 hours 4,674 1,239 1,072 1,046 467 370 293 186 
(l3%) (15% ) (17%) (18%) (11%) (l3%) (5% ) (6% ) 

10 - 19 hours 1,742 635 401 357 76 156 49 69 
(5%) (8%) (6%) (6% ) (2%) (6 %) (1%) (2%) 

20+ hours 1,560 403 355 328 209 115 105 43 
(4%) (5%) (6%) (6% ) (5%) (4%) (2%) (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,7l3 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (101%) * (100%) (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-2 (continued) 

VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens]2ring CorridorL:City town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n-240) (n=162) 

Non-Jewish 
organizations 

None 29,643 6,861 5,232 4,952 3,791 2,253 4,260 2,293 
(82%) (82% ) ( 82%) (87%) (86%) (81%) (78% ) (77%) 

1 - 9 hours 3,791 757 622 462 473 411 683 383 
(11%) (9% ) (10%) (8% ) (11%) (15%) (13%) (13%) 

10 - 19 hours 1,374 513 192 119 52 126 304 68 
(4%) (6 %) (3%) (2%) (1%) (5% ) (6%) (2%) 

20+ hours 1,273 247 316 181 79 206 242 
(4% ) (3 %) (5%) (3% ) (2% ) (4%) (8%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (101%) * (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-2A 

VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=6 8) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Jewish organizations 

None 28,104 2,172 7,138 5,365 7,240 6,058 
(78%) (90%) (83%) (77%) (71%) (78% ) 

1 - 9 hours 4,674 71 1,066 1,033 1,840 644 
(13%) (3%) (12%) (15%) ( 18%) (9%) 

10 - 19 hours 1,742 39 322 346 620 415 
(5%) (2%) (4% ) (5%) (6%) (5%) 

20+ hours 1,560 134 100 183 511 633 
(4%) (6% ) (1%) (3%) (5%) (8% ) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Non-Jewish organizations 

None 29,643 2,053 7,324 5,143 8,284 6,722 
(82%) (85%) (85%) (74%) ( 81%) (87%) 

1 - 9 hours 3,791 160 914 1,163 1,075 465 
(11%) (7 %) ( 11%) (17%) (11%) (6%) 

10 - 19 hours 1,374 132 227 321 535 158 
(4% ) (5%) (3% ) (5% ) (5%) (2% ) 

20+ hours 1,273 70 159 301 317 425 
(4%) (3%) (2% ) (4%) (3%) (5%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(101%) * (100%) (101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-3 

MOST IMPORTANT PURPOSES OF ASSOCIATED JEWISH CHARITIES, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights }{oad/ 

Pikes- washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensEring CorridoriCity town Mills ziE codes ziE codes 

(n-1l75) (n-173) (n-153) (n-169) (n-221) (n-57) (n-240) (n-162) 

Fund ral.sl.ng 17,118 4,080 2,896 2,965 2,183 1,311 2,536 1,147 
Baltimore area ( 47%) (49%) (46%) (52%) (50%) ( 47%) (46%) (38%) 

Fund raising 
American Jewish 4,735 1,245 839 957 603 392 437 263 
community (13%) (15%) (13%) (17%) ( 14%) (14%) (8%) (9%) 

Fund raising 3,223 693 671 458 474 422 293 212 
Israel (9% ) (8% ) (11%) (8% ) (11%) (15%) (5%) (7%) 

Fund raising 
Jews worldwide 1,870 615 452 317 113 61 176 135 
(non-Israeli) (5%) (7 %) (7 %) (6%) (3% ) (2% ) (3% ) (5%) 

Overall local 
community 366 181 128 27 29 
planning (1%) (2% ) (2%) (1% ) (1%) 

Training Jewish 
community leaders 30 30 

Sponsoring pro-
grams of Jewish 1,382 383 280 167 204 228 119 
interest (4% ) (5%) (4%) (3% ) (5%) (4%) (4%) 
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TABLE 7-3 (continued) 

MOST IMPORTANT PURPOSES OF ASSOCIATED JEWISH CHARITIES, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens12ring CorridorLcity town Mills zi12 codes zi12 codes 

(n-1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Other 1,667 250 296 431 104 200 250 135 
(5%) (3%) (5%) (8%) (2%) (7% ) (5%) (5%) 

Refused, 5,689 930 770 418 687 405 1,504 975 
not reported (16%) (11%) (12%) (7%) (16%) (15%) (28% ) (33%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (101%)* (102%)* (100%) (100% ) (101%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-3A 

MOST IMPORTANT PURPOSES OF ASSOCIATED JEWISH CHARITIES, 
BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Fund raising for Baltimore 
area 

Fund raising for American 
Jewish community 

Fund raising for Israel 

Fund ra~s~ng for Jews 
worldwide (non-Israeli) 

Overall local community 
planning 

Training Jewish community 
leaders 

17,118 819 
(47%) (34%) 

4,735 283 
(13%) (12%) 

3,223 235 
(9%) (10%) 

1,870 177 
(5%) (7%) 

366 
(1%) 

30 

Sponsoring programs of Jewish 1,382 69 
interest (4%) (3%) 

Other 1,667 271 
(5%) (11%) 

Refused, don't know 5,689 562 
(16%) (23%) 

Total 

*rounding error 

36,080 2,416 
(100%) (100%) 

204 

3,630 
( 42%) 

853 
(10%) 

623 
(7%) 

463 
(5%) 

263 
(3%) 

309 
(4% ) 

550 
(6% ) 

1,933 
(22%) 

3,311 
( 48%) 

877 
(13%) 

661 
(10%) 

338 
(5%) 

75 
(1%) 

259 
(4%) 

231 
(3% ) 

1,176 
( 17%) 

5,095 
(50%) 

1,683 
(16%) 

1,090 
(11%) 

512 
(5%) 

30 

342 
(3%) 

269 
(3%) 

1,235 
(12%) 

4,175 
( 54%) 

1,084 
( 14%) 

614 
(8% ) 

380 
(5%) 

28 

404 
(5%) 

331 
(4%) 

754 
( 10%) 

8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%) * (101%) * (100%) (100%) 



TABLE 7-4 

SOURCES OF NEWS ABOUT ISRAEL AND BALTIMORE JEWISH COMMUNITY, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- v.ashington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens)2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zi)2 codes zi)2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=16'9) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

None 974 138 130 23 465 218 
(3%) (2% ) (2%) (1%) (9%) (7% ) 

Currents 510 159 60 45 11 108 60 66 
(1% ) (2% ) (1%) (1%) (4%) (1%) (2%) 

Jewish Times 21,229 6,067 4,149 3,390 3,276 1,605 1,566 1,176 
(59%) (72%) ( 65%) ( 59%) (75% ) (58%) (29%) (39% ) 

Radio news 101 28 16 28 27 
(1%) (1% ) 

TV news 413 47 60 87 16 9 150 43 
(1%) (1%) (1% ) (2% ) (3%) (1%) 

Sunpaper 1,645 45 246 293 86 100 640 234 
(5%) (1% ) (4%) (5%) (1%) (4%) (12%) (8%) 

Newspapers, 1,887 379 509 143 190 104 362 201 
magazines (5%) (5%) (8%) (2%) (4%) (4%) (7% ) (7%) 

Synagogue 
newsletter, 1,750 774 141 367 138 169 161 
bulleton (5% ) (9%) (2%) (6%) (3 %) (3%) (5%) 

Organization 
or agency 1,223 187 254 351 134 45 193 60 
bulletin (3%) (2%) (4%) (6%) (3% ) (2% ) (4%) (2% ) 

Direct mailing 191 12 29 22 95 32 
from Associated (1%) (1% ) (1%) (2% ) (1%) 
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TABLE 7-4 (continued) 

SOURCES OF NEWS ABOUT ISRAEL AND BALTIMORE JEWISH COMMUNITY, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens]2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zi]2 codes zi]2 codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Friends, word 5,818 518 800 822 483 799 1,662 734 
of mouth (16%) (6% ) (13%) (14%) (11%) (29%) (30%) (25%) 

Other 320 63 158 20 63 16 
(1%) (1%) (3%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Don't know, 19 19 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* (102%)* (101%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-4A 

SOURCES OF NEWS ABOUT ISRAEL AND THE BALTIMORE 
JEWISH COMMUNITY, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n-249) (n=319) (n=277) 

None 974 113 289 226 211 94 
(3%) (5%) (3%) (4%) (2 %) (1%) 

Currents 510 33 61 246 171 
(1%) (1% ) (2%) (2%) 

Jewish Times 21,229 1,181 5,430 3,688 6,340 4,518 
(59%) ( 49%) (63%) (53%) (62% ) ( 58%) 

Radio news 101 16 84 
(1%) 

TV news 413 107 87 138 81 
(1%) (1%) (1%) (1% ) (1%) 

Sunpaper 1,645 36 620 219 427 342 
(5%) (1%) (7%) (3%) (4% ) (4%) 

Newspapers, magazines 1,887 100 287 575 587 338 
(5%) (4%) (3%) (8%) (6% ) (4%) 

Synagogue newsletter, 1,750 91 113 426 560 516 
bulletin (5%) (4%) (1%) (6%) ( 5%) (7 %) 

Organization or agency 1,223 121 95 298 215 494 
bulletin (3%) (5%) (1%) (4%) (2%) (6% ) 

Direct mailing from 191 47 29 88 26 
Associated (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Friends, word of mouth 5,818 683 1,523 1,245 1,304 1,048 
( 16%) (28%) (18%) (18%) (13%) (13%) 

Other 320 71 81 15 93 59 
(1%) (3%) (1%) (1%) (1% ) 

Don't know, 19 19 
not reported (1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (98%)* (99%)* (98%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 7-5 

ORGANIZATIONAL MEMBERSHIP, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Organization Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=6 8) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Jewish Community 5,491 190 1,807 1,259 1,262 947 
Center (15%) (8%) (21%) (18%) (12%) (12%) 

B'nai Brith 3,169 41 532 346 1,442 753 
(9%) (2% ) (6% ) (5%) (14%) ( 10%) 

Anti-Defamation League 98 98 
(1%) 

AIPAC 234 100 39 95 
(1%) (4%) (1%) 

American Jewish 231 100 47 84 
Committee (1%) (4%) (1%) 

American Jewish 364 100 12 60 64 127 
Congress (1%) (4%) (1%) (1%) (2% ) 

Hadassah 5,634 73 577 548 2,075 2,317 
(16%) (3% ) (7 %) (8%) (20%) (30%) 

Pioneer Women 422 12 48 257 104 
(1% ) (1%) (3%) (1% ) 

ORT 957 181 227 199 306 
(3%) (2%) (3%) (2%) (4%) 

Synagogue Women's or 
Men's Club 

National Council of 1,210 39 211 496 464 
Jewish Women (3%) (3% ) (5%) (6%) 

Mizrachi 768 277 59 149 283 
(2%) (3%) (1%) (1%) (4%) 

Auxiliar ies 3,311 39 305 480 1,067 1,406 
(9%) (2%) (4%) (7%) (10%) ( 18%) 

ZOA 1,713 229 77 1,030 376 
(5%) (3%) (1% ) (10%) (5%) 

Other 3,988 163 656 338 1,326 1,475 
(11%) (7%) (8%) (5%) (13%) (19%) 
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TABLE 7-5 (continued) 

ORGANIZATIONAL MEMBERSHIP, BY AGE OF RESPONDENT 

Organization Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Don't know, 221 96 45 80 
not reported (1%) (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Total who do belong 18,543 822 3,567 2,865 6,297 4,877 
to organization (51%) ( 34%) (41%) (41%) ( 62%) (63%) 

Total who do not belong 17 ,446 1,594 5,037 4,047 3,913 2,839 
to organization (48%) ( 66%) (58%) (58%) (38%) (37% ) 

Refused 55 55 
(1%) 

Don't know, 36 21 15 
not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,297 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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SECTION 8 

ISRAEL 

Table 8-1 (pp. 212-213) shows that about 36% of the house­

holds have someone who has visited Israel. Of the over 23,000 

households that do not have anyone who has yet visited Israel, 

39% intend to do so. In all, 74% of the households have someone 

who has either visited or intends to visit Israel. Furthermore, 

about 30% of the households have someone who intends to visit 

Israel again. 

In the 1971 National Population Study, 16% of the households 

had someone who had visited Israel. The proportions have in­

creased in the past decade. Forty-five percent of the Miami 

households have someone who has visited Israel, as have 37% in 

New York, and 38% in Cleveland; that is compared to 36% of the 

households in the Baltimore area, placing it in the middle range 

of this category, along with Atlantic City, 32%, and Richmond, 

33% (see Table A-16, p. 333). 

Support of Israel 

Respondents were asked to list all of the ways in which they 

or members of their households support Israel. As shown in Table 

8-2 (p. 215), about 44% of the respondents said they give to 

Associated Jewish Charities, and 6% said they give to UJA. 

Thirty-four percent said they buy Israel Bonds, 11% say they give 

to the Jewish National Fund, and 5% say they give directly to 

Israel. About 3% say they engage in political activity on behalf 

of Israel, and 11% belong to Zionist organizations. Membership 
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-------~--------I 

I 

in Zionist organizations actually declines with age, as does the 

purchase of Israel Bonds. These issues are discussed in more 

detail in the report that deals with campaign issues. 
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TABLE 8-1 

HOUSEHOLD VISITS TO ISRAEL, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensIlring Cor r idorLCity town Mills zill codes zill codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153 ) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Have visited 12,882 3,656 2,627 2,371 1,343 957 1,519 410 
Israel (36%) ( 44%) (41%) (42%) (31%) (34%) (28% ) (14%) 

Have not 23,198 4,723 3,736 3,342 3,053 1,834 3,935 2,577 
visited Israel (64%) (56%) (59%) (58% ) (69%) (66%) (72%) ( 86%) 

Don't know, 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Intend to 24,628 6,139 4,445 3,704 2,966 1,949 3,620 1,806 
visit Israel (68% ) (73% ) (70% ) ( 65%) (67%) (70% ) (66% ) (60%) 

Do not intend 9,769 2,032 1,644 1,744 1,174 797 1,418 960 
visit (27% ) (24% ) (26%) (31%) (27% ) ( 29%) (26% ) (32%) 

Don't know, 1,682 208 273 265 255 45 415 221 
not reported (5%) (2% ) (4%) (5%) (6%) (2%) (8% ) (7% ) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (99%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (101%)* (100%) (99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 8-1 (continued) 

HOUSEHOLD VISITS TO ISRAEL, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n-ll75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Have visited or 
intend to visit 26,798 6,724 4,760 4,248 3,096 2,058 3,961 1,951 
Israel (74% ) (80%) (75%) (74%) ( 70%) (74%) (73% ) (65% ) 

Have not yet 
visited, but 13,916 3,069 2,133 1,876 1,753 1,102 2,442 1,541 
intend to visit (39%) (37%) (34%) (33%) (40%) (39%) (45% ) (52%) 

Have visited 
before, and 10,712 3,070 2,312 1,827 1,213 847 1,179 265 
intend to again ( 30%) ( 37%) ( 36%) ( 32%) ( 28%) (30%) ( 22%) (9% ) 

Have visited 
before, but do 2,170 586 315 544 130 109 341 145 
not intend to (6 %) (7 %) (5% ) ( 10%) (3% ) (4% ) (6% ) (5% ) 
again 
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TABLE 8-lA 

HOUSEHOLD VISITS TO ISRAEL, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Have visited Israel 12,882 842 3,024 1,827 4,070 3,060 
(36%) (35%) (35%) (26%) (40%) (39%) 

Have not visited 23,198 1,574 5,601 5,100 6,140 4,711 
(64%) ( 65%) (65%) (74%) ( 60%) (61%) 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Intend to visit Israel 24,628 1,959 6,541 5,204 7,369 3,574 
(68%) (81%) (75%) (75%) (72%) (46%) 

Do not intend to visit 9,769 434 1,857 1,374 2,235 3,811 
(27%) (18%) (22%) (20%) ( 22%) (49%) 

Don't know, not reported 1,682 22 318 350 607 386 
(5%) (1%) (4% ) (5%) (6%) (5%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (100%) (101%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Have visited or intend 26,798 1,979 6,673 5,388 8,061 4,566 
to visit Israel (74%) (82%) (77%) (78%) (79%) (59%) 

Have not yet visited, but 13,916 1,137 3,649 3,651 3,991 1,506 
intend to visit (39%) (47%) (42%) (51%) (39% ) (19%) 

Have visited before, and 10,712 822 2,802 1,643 3,378 2,068 
intend to again (30%) (34%) (32%) (24%) (33%) (27%) 

Have visited before, but 2,170 20 222 184 692 992 
do not intend to again (6%) (1%) (3%) (3% ) (7% ) (13%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 8-2 

SUPPORT OF ISRAEL, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville GreensI2ring CorridorLCity town Mills ziI2 codes ziI2 codes 

(n=1175) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n-221) (n-57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Contribute to 15,873 5,493 2,513 2,490 1,749 1,361 1,493 773 
Associated (44%) (66% ) (40%) (44%) (40%) ( 49%) (27%) (26%) 

Israel Bonds 12,254 3,935 2,297 1,749 1,596 1,066 923 689 
(34%) (47%) (36%) (31%) ( 36%) (38%) (17% ) (23%) 

United Jewish 2,320 429 528 375 220 127 393 248 
Appeal (6%) (5%) (8%) (7%) (5%) (5%) (7%) (8% ) 

Membership in 
Zionist 4,052 1,118 992 742 418 274 300 209 
organization ( 11%) (13%) (16% ) (13% ) (9% ) (10%) ( 6%) (7 %) 

Political activity 936 92 355 58 136 115 181 
(3% ) (1%) (6%) (1%) (3% ) (4% ) (3% ) 

Contribute to 
Jewish National 3,810 894 592 468 840 425 280 310 
Fund (11%) (11%) (9%) (8%) (19%) (15%) (5% ) (10%) 

Direct donations 1,687 374 414 647 4 45 148 53 
(5% ) (4% ) (7% ) (11%) (2%) (3%) (2%) 

Other way 6,476 1,546 790 1,279 647 667 1,034 514 
(18%) (18%) ( 12%) (22%) (15%) (24%) (19%) (17%) 

Do not support 5,698 386 1,134 570 611 300 1,746 952 
Israel (16%) (5%) (18%) ( 10%) (14%) (11%) (32%) (32%) 
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TABLE 8-2A 

SUPPORT OF ISRAEL, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 22-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319) (n=277) 

Contribute to Associated 15,873 596 2,873 3,086 5,258 4,000 
(44%) (25%) (33%) (45%) (51%) (51% ) 

Israel Bonds 12,254 592 1,710 1,954 4,673 3,237 
(34%) ( 25%) (20%) ( 28%) (46%) (42%) 

United Jewish Appeal 2,320 239 400 479 660 543 
(6%) (10%) (5%) (7%) (6%) (7%) 

Membership in Zionist 4,052 217 715 412 1,643 1,065 
Organization (11%) (9% ) (8%) (6% ) ( 16%) (14%) 

Political activity 936 100 190 119 373 155 
(3%) (4%) (2%) (2%) (4%) (2%) 

Contribute to Jewish 3,810 316 1,278 962 699 528 
National Fund (11%) (13%) ( 15%) (14%) (7%) (7%) 

Direct donations 1,687 77 476 316 415 402 
(5%) (3 %) ( 6%) (5%) (4%) (5%) 

Other ways 6,476 299 1,822 1,297 1,657 1,359 
(18%) ( 12%) (21%) (19%) (16%) (17%) 

Do not support Israel 5,698 460 2,163 984 1,311 780 
(16%) ( 19%) (25%) (14%) (13%) (10%) 
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SECTION 9 

ANTI-SEMITISM 

A series of questions was asked about the respondents' 

perceptions of anti-Semitism, experiences with anti-Semitism, and 

other issues relating to anti-Semitism. About 14% of the respon­

dents have had no personal experience with anti-Semitism in their 

lifetimes, while 12% have experienced a great deal of anti­

Semitism in their lifetimes, as shown in Table 9-lA (p. 221). 

About 30% say they have experienced a moderate amount of anti­

Semitism in their lifetimes, and 44% have experienced a small 

amount. Older respondents are more likely to say they have 

experienced a great deal of anti-Semitism in their lifetimes. 

Women are less likely to say they have experienced anti-Semitism. 

Respondents were asked how much anti-Semitism they believed 

exists in the Baltimore area. Seventeen percent said a great 

deal, 49% said a moderate amount, 26% said little, and 2% said 

none. Five percent said they did not know. Older people were 

more likely to say a great deal (24% of those over 65), while no 

difference was recorded by age group for believing no anti­

Semitism exists (see Table 9-lA, p. 221). 

About 22% of the adults in Baltimore (see Table 9-2A, pp. 

224-225) indicated that they had personally experienced anti­

Semitism in the last 12 months. Men were slightly more likely to 

say they had experienced anti-Semitism than women, while younger 

people were far more likely to have had these experiences than 
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older people. Indeed, over 30% of the population aged 18 to 34 

say they had an experience with anti-Semitism in the last 12 

months, compared to 6% of those over the age of 65, and 21% of 

those from 45 to 64. 

Of those who said they experienced anti-Semitism, 17% said 

they experienced it once, 23% said they experienced it twice, 24% 

said they experienced it three times, and 32% said they exper-

ienced anti-Semitism four or more times during the past year. 

Three percent did not know or did not report the number of times. 

No differences were recorded in the frequency of anti-Semitism 

experiences by age group.* 

The majority of respondents said they experienced anti­

Semitism in terms of remarks where they work, 45%, where they 

live, 10%, or at school, 18%. The remainder of the respondents 

reported a wide array of other experiences, such as job or hous-

ing discrimination. One percent of the respondents reported a 

personal experience with anti-Semitic violence.* 

Of the almost 6,800 respondents who said they experienced 

anti-Semitism, 88% did not report the incident to anyone or any 

institution. Respondents were asked why they did not report the 

incident, and the vast majority indicated that the incident was 

too minor, not important enough to report, or that they handled 

the problem themselves (see Table 9-3, p. 226). A wide variety 

of other reasons for not reporting the incident were given as 

well. 

*Percentages differ from table and are computed only on those 
respondents who said they experienced anti-Semitism. 
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TABLE 9-1 

PERCEPTION OF AND EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN BALTIMORE AREA, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other· 
Total ville GreensEring CorridorLCity town Mills ziE codes ziE codes 

(n=1l75) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n-162) 

Perception of anti-semitism 
in Baltimore area 

Great deal 6,313 1,352 1,141 1,341 757 473 827 423 
(17%) (16%) (18%) (23%) (17%) ( 17%) (15% ) (14%) 

Moderate 17 ,532 4,525 2,920 2,516 2,225 1,473 2,548 1,326 
amount (49%) (54%) ( 46%) (44%) (51%) (53%) ( 47%) (44%) 

Little 9,411 1,980 1,826 1,380 1,084 695 1,526 921 
( 26%) (24%) (29%) (24%) (25%) (25%) ( 28%) (31%) 

None 870 76 188 185 54 276 92 
(2%) (1%) (3% ) (3%) (1%) (5%) (3%) 

Don't know, 1,954 445 288 292 276 150 278 225 
not reported (5%) (5% ) (5%) (5%) (6% ) (5%) (5%) (8%) 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(99%) * (100%) (101%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 9-1 (continued) 

PERCEPTION OF AND EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN BALTIMORE AREA, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greens)2ring CorridorLcity town Mills zi)2 codes zi)2 codes 

(n=1175) (n=173) (n=153) (n=169) (n=221) (n=57) (n=240) (n=162) 

Personal experience of 
anti-Semitism 

Great deal 4,460 1,122 727 902 731 177 534 267 
(12%) (13%) (11%) (16%) (17%) (6% ) (10%) (9% ) 

Moderate 10,714 2,859 1,579 1,512 1,279 1,061 1,532 892 
amount (30%) (34%) ( 25%) (26%) (29% ) (38%) (28%) ( 30%) 

Little 15,777 3,152 3,139 2,311 1,773 1,243 2,638 1,522 
( 44%) (38%) (49%) (40%) (40%) (45%) (48%) (51%) 

None 5,056 1,217 918 974 608 309 724 306 
(14%) ( 15%) ( 14%) (17%) (14%) (11%) (13%) (10%) 

Don't know, 74 28 15 4 27 
not reported 

Total 36,080 8,378 6,362 5,713 4,395 2,790 5,454 2,987 
(100%) (100%) (99%)* (99%)* (100%) (100%) (99%)* (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 9-lA 

PERCEPTION OF AND EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM 
IN BALTIMORE AREA, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=1170) (n=68) (n=257) (n=249) (n=319 ) (n=277) 

Perception of anti-Semitism 
in Baltimore area 

Great deal 6,313 314 938 1,358 1,829 1,843 
(17%) (13%) ( 11%) (20%) (18%) (24%) 

Moderate amount 17 ,532 1,030 4,311 3,329 5,374 3,389 
(49%) (43%) (50%) (48%) (53%) (44%) 

Little 9,411 1,013 2,823 1,709 2,385 1,480 
(26%) (42%) ( 33%) ( 25%) (23%) (19%) 

None 870 20 196 169 238 247 
(2%) (1%) (2 %) (2%) (2%) (3%) 

Don't know, not reported 1,954 39 358 362 386 810 
(5%) (2%) (4%) (5% ) ( 4%) ( 10%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(99%)* (101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Personal experience of 
anti-Semitism 

Great deal 4,460 134 576 927 1,658 1,164 
(12%) ( 6%) (7%) (13%) ( 16%) (15%) 

Moderate amount 10,714 548 2,657 2,274 3,295 1,896 
(30%) ( 23%) (31%) (33%) ( 32%) (24%) 

Little 15,777 1,400 4,431 2,772 4,039 3,048 
(44%) (58%) (51%) (40%) (40% ) (39%) 

None 5,056 334 949 954 1,204 1,615 
(14%) ( 14%) (11%) ( 14%) ( 12%) (21%) 

Don't know, not reported 74 11 15 47 
(1%) 

Total 36,080 2,416 8,625 6,927 10,211 7,770 
(100%) (101%) * (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 9-2 

EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN PAST 12 MONTHS, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridorLCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=989) (n=144) (n=127) (n=138) (n-186) (n=49) (n-199) (n=146) 

Total Yes 6,775 1,757 939 754 723 669 1,255 678 
(22%) (25%) (17%) (16%) (19% ) (27%) (27%) (25%) 

Total No 24,175 5,375 4,505 3,971 3,060 1,812 3,449 2,002 
(78% ) (75%) (83%) (84%) (81%) (73%) (73% ) (75% ) 

Total 30,950 7,133 5,444 4,724 3,783 2,481 4,703 2,681 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Number of times eXl2erienced: 

One time 1,183 294 252 136 163 129 114 95 
(4% ) (4% ) (5%) (3%) (4%) (5%) (2%) (4%) 

Two times 1,588 309 344 119 262 161 250 143 
(5% ) (4%) (6%) (3% ) (7%) (6% ) (5%) (5%) 

Three times 1,646 373 147 277 119 319 248 163 
(5%) (5%) (3% ) (6% ) (3 %) (13%) (5%) (6%) 

Four or more 2,154 737 197 191 178 61 563 226 
times (7%) (10%) (4%) (4% ) (5%) (2%) (12%) (8%) 

Don't know, 204 44 30 80 50 
not reported (1%) (1%) (1%) (2%) (2% ) 
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TABLE 9-2 (continued) 

EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN PAST 12 MONTHS, 
BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randalls- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensj2ring CorridorL:City town Mills zij2 codes zij2 codes 

(n=989) (n=144) (n=127) (n=138) (n=186) (n=49) (n=199) (n=146) 

Where eXj2erienced 

School 1,213 248 379 119 82 319 67 
(4%) (3% ) (7%) (3% ) (2%) (7%) (2% ) 

Neighborhood 710 121 223 46 61 200 59 
(2%) (2%) (5% ) (1%) (2%) (4%) (2%) 

Work 3,035 596 453 228 507 376 473 403 
(10%) (8%) (8%) (5%) (13%) (15%) (10%) (15%) 

Club, group 47 47 
restriction (1%) 

Personal job 347 104 30 16 129 33 36 
discrimination (1%) (1%) (1%) (5%) (1%) (1%) 

Job discrimin-
tion to others 

Violence 89 28 28 33 
(1%) (1%) 

Other 1,078 465 77 117 56 104 173 86 
(3%) (7%) (1%) (2%) (1%) (4%) (4%) (3%) 

Refused, 283 148 39 15 54 28 
don't know (1%) (2%) (1%) (1% ) (1%) 
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TABLE 9-2A 

EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN PAST 12 MONTHS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=984) (n=59) (n=227) (n=211) (n=276) (n=211 ) 

Total Yes 6,775 605 2,432 1,437 1,905 396 
(22%) (29%) ( 32%) (24%) (21%) (6% ) 

Total No 24,175 1,476 5,232 4,537 7,086 5,713 
(78% ) (71%) (68%) (76%) (79%) (94%) 

Total 30,950 2,082 7,664 5,973 8,992 6,108 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Number of times experienced: 

One time 1,183 27 488 281 331 56 
(4% ) (1%) (6% ) (5%) (4%) (1% ) 

Two times 1,588 135 603 417 359 74 
(5%) (6%) (8%) (7 %) (4%) (1% ) 

Three times 1,646 89 848 233 435 41 
(5%) (4%) (11%) (4%) (5%) (1%) 

Four or more times 2,154 354 406 506 750 138 
(7%) (17%) (5%) (8%) (8%) (2%) 

Don't know, 204 87 30 87 
not reported (1%) (1%) (1%) 

Where experienced 

School 1,213 182 427 310 187 107 
(4% ) (9%) (6% ) (5% ) (2%) (2% ) 

Neighborhood 710 398 61 193 58 
(2%) (5%) (1%) (2% ) (1%) 

Work 3,035 275 1,246 654 815 45 
( 10%) (13%) (16%) (11%) (9% ) (1 %) 

Club, group 47 47 
restriction (1%) 

Personal job 347 33 120 46 149 
discrimination (1% ) (2%) (2%) (1%) (2% ) 

224 



TABLE 9-2A (continued) 

EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN PAST 12 MONTHS, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=984) (n=59) (n=227) (n=211) (n=276) (n=211) 

Job discrimination 
to others 

Violence 89 33 28 28 
(2% ) 

Other 1,078 22 207 323 410 116 
(3%) (1%) (3%) (5%) (5%) (2%) 

Refused, don't know 283 61 34 15 104 68 
(1% ) (3%) (1%) (1%) 
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TABLE 9-3 

REPORTING OF ANTI-SEMITIC INCIDENT, BY GEOGRAPHIC AREA 

Liberty 
Mt. Park Heights/ Road/ 

Pikes- Washington/ Reisterstown Randa11s- Owings Other 212 Other 
Total ville Greensl2ring CorridoriCity town Mills zil2 codes zil2 codes 

(n=202) (n=33) (n=19) (n=21) (n=34) (n=9) (n=52) (n=34) 

Reported 793 225 59 149 152 29 102 78 
incident (12%) (13% ) (6%) (20%) (21%) (4%) (8%) (12%) 

Did not report 5,982 1,533 880 605 571 640 1,153 600 
incident (88%) (87%) (94%) (80%) (79%) (96% ) (92%) ( 88%) 

Total 6,775 1,757 939 754 723 669 1,255 678 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Reasons for not reporting 
incident 

Too minor, 1,356 485 175 161 108 61 217 149 
not important (20%) (28%) ( 19%) (21%) (15%) (9%) (17%) (22%) 

Handled personal-
ly, considered 1,027 205 287 88 93 15 249 89 
the source (15%) (12%) ( 31%) (12%) (13%) (2%) (20%) (13%) 

Reporting inci-
dent wOl.)ld not 615 196 39 98 39 104 95 45 
do any good (9%) (11%) (4%) (13%) (5%) ( 15%) (8%) (7%) 

Remark made by 
customer or 33 33 
patron, could (3% ) 
not report it 

Other 2,902 646 379 258 331 460 560 268 
(43%) (37%) (40%) (34%) (46%) ( 69%) (45%) (39%) 

Don't know, 49 49 
not reported (1%) (7 %) 
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TABLE 9-3A 

REPORTING OF ANTI-SEMITIC INCIDENT, BY AGE 

Total 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-64 65+ 
(n=202) (n=20) (n=69) (n=54) (n=46) (n=13) 

Reported incident 793 53 176 206 301 57 
(12%) (9%) (7%) (14%) (16%) (14%) 

Did not report incident 5,982 552 2,256 1,231 1,604 339 
(88%) (91%) (93%) (86%) (84%) ( 86%) 

Total 6,775 605 2,432 1,437 1,905 396 
(100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) (100%) 

Reasons for not reporting 
incident 

Too minor, not important 1,356 89 406 354 453 55 
(20%) (15%) (17%) (25%) (24%) (14%) 

Handled personally, 1,027 114 235 330 266 81 
considered the source (15%) (19%) (10%) (23%) (14%) (20%) 

Reporting incident would 615 115 51 102 302 45 
not do any good (9% ) ( 19%) (2%) (7%) ( 16%) (12%) 

Remark made by customer or 33 33 
patron, could not report it (5%) 

Other 2,902 168 1,564 430 584 158 
(43%) (28%) ( 64%) ( 30%) (31%) (40%) 

Don't know, not reported 49 34 15 
(1% ) (6%) (1% ) 
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SECTION 10 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF HOWARD COUNTY 

A. Demographic Characteristics 

Howard County is estimated to have 7,189 persons living in 

2,528 Jewish households. The average household size is 2.8. 

About 15% of the household members are not currently Jewish, 

primarily children and spouses of Jewish members of the house­

holds. 

Age and Sex (Table 10-1, p. 234) 

Fifty-two percent of the population in Howard County is 

female, and 48% is male. About 4.9% of the population is under 5 

years of age, 15.6% between 5 and 12, 14.8% between 13 and 18, 

4.8% between 19 and 22, 5.0% between 23 and 30, 49.2% between 30 

and 55, 3.1% between 56 and 64, and 3.6% are over the age of 65. 

Marital Status (Table 10-2, p. 235) 

The table shows the marital status for all adults over the 

age of 18 in Howard County. Seventy-four percent are married, 3% 

are widowed, 7% are divorced or separated, and 16% have never 

been married. 

Secular Education (Table 10-3, p. 236) 

Of the adults 18 and older in Howard County, 10% have 

completed high school or less, 32% have some college or a college 

degree,and 25% have an advanced degree. 
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Nativity (Table 10-4, p. 237) 

Thirty-three percent of the population in Howard County was 

born in Maryland, and 26% was born in New York. Eight percent 

was born in pennsylvania, and 23% was born in other states. Six 

percent was born outside of the united states. 

Housing and Residential Patterns 
(Tables 10-5 - 10-8, pp. 238-241) 

Eighty-nine percent of the respondents in Howard County own 

their own home. Nine pecent have moved into the county since 

1983, 12% have been in the county for three to five years, 67% 

for six to fifteen years, and 10% for sixteen to twenty-five 

years. 

About 4% of the respondents moved to their current residence 

from Baltimore, and another 46% from another Maryland county. 

About 8% of the respondents say it is very likely that they will 

move in the next three years, 15% say it is somewhat likely, and 

74% say it is not at all likely. 

Labor Force Participation and Type of Employer 
(Tables 10-9 - 10-10, pp. 242-243) 

sixty-three percent of the adults work full time, and 14% 

work part time, for a total of 77%. Eight percent are retired, 

8% are homemakers, 2% are unemployed, and 4% are students. 

Forty-one percent of the workers are employed in Columbia, 24% in 

Baltimore, and 28% in Washington. Six percent work elsewhere. 
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Of the current labor force participants, 48% work in private 

industry, 6% work for non-profit organizations, 26% work for 

government, and 19% are self-employed. 

Household Income (Table 10-11, p. 244) 

Only 135 respondents (out of about 166) answered the income 

question in Howard County, so broader income categories are 

reported than were used elsewhere in this report. Seventeen 

percent of the households have earnings of less than $30,000 per 

year; 33% between $30,000 and $50,000; 30% between $50,000 and 

$75,000, and 17% report earning $75,000 or more per year. The 

median household income is $49,000. 

B. Religious Characteristics 

Synagogue/Temple Membership 
(Tables 10-13 -10-14, pp. 246-247) 

About 44% of the respondents say someone in the household 

belongs to a synagogue or temple. Just a few respondents belong 

to a synagogue somewhere outside of Columbia. About 60% of the 

respondents who do not currently belong used to belong to a 

synagogue or temple, and about one-quarter intend to join in the 

future, almost entirely in Columbia. 

Jewish.Education (Tables 10-15 - 10-16, pp. 248-249) 

Abou,:. 7C'% of the population has received a formal Jewish 

education. Those who have not are almost all too young or not 

Jews by birth. A majority has received five years or more of 
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Jewish education. A large proportion of the population (52%) 

will or might take Jewish education classes in the future. 

Jewish Community (Tables 10-17 - 10-18, pp. 250-251) 

Respondents were also asked the Jewish community with which 

they were most likely to have contact. Thirty-six percent said 

they were more likely to have contact with Baltimore, 9% said 

Washington, 12% said both, and 42% said neither. Clearly, Balti­

more is the more likely "outside" community with which Howard 

County respondents will have contact. 

Respondents were asked, "How important is the local Jewish 

community in your life?". Twenty-three percent said extremely 

important, 49% said somewhat important, and 28% said not at all 

important. The respondents were further asked, "Would you like 

to be more involved with the local Jewish community?". Thirty­

five percent said yes, 16% said maybe, and 46% said no. Two 

percent did not know. 

Religious Service Attendance (Table 10-19, p. 252) 

In terms of religious service attendance, about 17% of the 

respondents never attend, and 12% attend a few times a month, 

weekly, or more. About 17% attend only on the High Holidays, and 

42% attend for weddings or Bar Mitzvahs, or a few times a year, 

and 11% attend once a month. 
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C. Community Services and Organizations 

Membership in Jewish Organizations 
(Tables 10-20 - 10 22, pp. 253-255) 

Respondents were asked if they belonged to any Jewish 

organizations and agencies. About 38% said yes. Of these, most 

have affiliations in both Baltimore and Washington beyond those 

in Howard County. 

Respondents were also asked whether they subscribe to a 

newspaper. About 22% subscribe to a Baltimore newspaper, 44% to 

a Washington newspaper, 21% to both, and 13% to neither. These 

data may reflect only a preference for the Washington Post and 

not some special tie to Washington. 

Respondents in Howard County were asked, "Should Howard 

County have a Jewish Community Center?". Seventy-three percent 

said yes, and 7% said maybe, a total of 80%. Only 11% said no, 

and 8% did not know. This represents a strong mandate for a 

Jewish Community Center in that county. 

Preference for Jewish/Non-Jewish Services 
(Table 10-23, p. 256) 

A series of questions was asked about preference for Jewish 

or non-Jewish services being offered. For counseling services, 

46% preferred Jewish services, 8% would rather not use Jewish 

services, and 41% had no preference. For recreation services for 

a teenager, 51% preferred Jewish services, 4% preferred non­

Jewish services, and 41% had no preference. For day care or pre­

school care for children, 49% preferred Jewish services, 5% 
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preferred non-Jewish services, and 42% had no preference. The 

remainder in each category of services did not know. 

Support of Israel (Table 10-24, p. 257) 

Respondents were asked in what ways they support Israel. 

Twenty-two percent of the respondents said they do not support 

Israel. Twenty-eight percent said they give to the Associated, 

14% buy Israel Bonds, 20% said they give to UJA, and 34% support 

it in other ways, including political activity and membership in 

Zionist organizations. 

Anti-semitism (Tables 10-25 - 10-26, pp. 258-259) 

About 16% of the respondents believe there is a moderate 

amount of anti-Semitism in Howard County, while only 1% believes 

there is a great deal; 53% believe there is little anti-Semitism, 

and 27% believe there is none. About 19% of the respondents said 

they have experienced anti-Semitism in the past 12 months, pri­

marily remarks at work or in their neighborhood. 
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TABLE 10-1 

AGE AND SEX OF POPULATION - HOWARD COUNTY 

Total 
Males Females PO}2ulation 

(n=250) (n=270) (n=520) 

Under 5 207 152 359 
(3%) (2%) (4.9%) 

5 - 12 512 608 1,120 
(7%) (8% ) (15.6%) 

13 - 18 470 594 1,064 
(7%) (8%) (14.8%) 

19 - 22 166 180 346 
(2%) (3%) (4.8%) 

23 - 30 166 194 360 
(2%) (3%) (5.0%) 

30 - 55 1,714 1,825 3,539 
(24%) (25%) (49.2%) 

56 - 64 III 111 222 
(2%) (2%) (3.1%) 

65 or over 124 l38 262 
(2%) (2%) (3.6%) 

Total 3,442 3,747 7,189 
(48%) (52%) (100%) 
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TABLE 10-2 

CURRENT MARITAL STATUS - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 344) 

Married 3,539 
(74% ) 

Widowed 152 
(3%) 

Divorced 263 
(6% ) 

Separated 41 
(1%) 

Never married 760 
(16%) 

Total 4,756 
(100%) 
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TABLE 10-3 

SECULAR EDUCATION ATTAINMENT, ADULTS 18 AND OVER -
HOWARD COUNTY* 

(n = 520) 

Less than high school 

Completed high school 

Completed college: 

Bachelors degree 

Masters degree 

Doctorate degree 

MD, DDS, Lawyer 

Don't know, not reported 

*The 33% not shown on this table either have 
not yet completed school or are too young. 
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41 
(1%) 

622 
(9%) 

2,281 
(32%) 

1,217 
(17%) 

166 
(2%) 

415 
(6%) 

14 



TABLE 10-4 

PLACE OF BIRTH - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 520) 

Maryland 

New Jersey 

New York 

Pennsylvania 

All other states 

outside U.s. 

Total 

Place of birth for those 
born outside u.s.: 

Poland 

Russia 

Israel 

Year of immigration, for 
those born outside u.s.: 

Before 1925 

1925 - 1945 

1946 - 1963 

1964 or later 

*rounding error: 

237 

2,364 
(33%) 

290 
(4%) 

1,880 
(26%) 

539 
(8%) 

1,687 
(23%) 

387 
(5%) 

7,189 
(99%) * 

14 

41 
(1%) 

14 

14 

41 
(1%) 

166 
(2%) 

152 
(2%) 



TABLE 10-5 

TYPE OF RESIDENCE - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Rented residence 

Owned residence 

Other 

Not reported 

Total 

238 

259 
(10%) 

2,254 
(89%) 

15 
(1%) 

2,528 
(100%) 



TABLE 10-6 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

1983 or later 

1980 - 1982 

1970 - 1979 

1960 - 1969 

1959 or earlier 

Entire life 

Total 

*rounding error 

239 

244 
(10%) 

289 
(11%) 

1,858 
(73%) 

137 
(5%) 

2,528 
(99%)* 



TABLE 10-7 

PREVIOUS AREA OF RESIDENCE BEFORE MOVING TO HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Same county 

Baltimore area 

Another Maryland County 

Another state 

Another country 

Total 

*rounding error 

240 

472 
(19%) 

91 
(4%) 

1,234 
(49%) 

685 
(27%) 

46 
(2%) 

2,528 
(101%)* 



TABLE 10-8 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVE WITHIN THREE YEARS - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

very likely 

Somewhat likely 

Not at all likely 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

*rounding error 

241 

198 
(8%) 

442 
(17%) 

1,827 
(72%) 

61 
(2%) 

2,528 
(99%)* 



TABLE 10-9 

EMPLOYMENT - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 346) 

Employed full time 

Employed part time 

Retired 

Homemaker 

Disabled 

Unemployed 

student 

Volunteer 

Total 

Area where employed full or 
part time: 

Total employed full 
or part time 

Annapolis 

Columbia 

Baltimore 

Washington 

Other 

242 

3,111 
(65%) 

705 
(15%) 

263 
(5%) 

346 
(7%) 

97 
(2%) 

235 
(5%) 

28 
(l%) 

4,783 
(100%) 

3,816 
(80%) 

28 
(l%) 

1,548 
(41%) 

954 
(25%) 

1,051 
(28%) 

221 
(6%) 



*rounding error 

TABLE 10-10 

TYPE OF EMPLOYER - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 276) 

Private 

Non-profit 

Government 

Self-employed 

Total 

243 

1,839 
(48%) 

235 
(6%) 

1,037 
( 27%) 

691 
(18%) 

3,816 
(99%)* 



TABLE 10-11 

HOUSEHOLD INCOME - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 135)* 

Less than $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,001 - $20,000 

$20,001 - $30,000 

$30,001 - $40,000 

$40,001 - $50,000 

$50,001 - $75,000 

$75,001 - $100,000 

$100,001 - $150,000 

$150,001 or above 

Total 

Median income 

30 
(1%) 

107 
(5%) 

228 
(11%) 

274 
(13%) 

426 
(21%) 

624 
(30%) 

183 
(9%) 

91 
(4% ) 

91 
(4%) 

2,056 
(98%)** 

$49,000 

*Based on those responding only. 

**rounding error 
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TABLE 10-12 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAISED - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 520) 

Jewish 

Multiple religions 

All other 

None 

Not reported 

Total 

Born/raised Jewish 

Born/raised multiple religions 

, 
Born/raised all other 

Born/raised none 

Not reported 

Total 

*rounding error 

245 

6,111 
(85%) 

41 
(1%) 

788 
(11%) 

249 
(3%) 

7,189 
(100%) 

6,138 
(85%) 

41 
(1%) 

829 
(12%) 

180 
(3%) 

7,189 
(101%)* 



TABLE 10-13 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Total 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 

Conservative 

Reform 

other 

Don't know, not reported 

Location of synagogue/temple: 

Baltimore 

Bowie 

Columbia 

Washington 

246 

1,112 
(44%) 

1,416 
(56%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

137 
(5%) 

579 
(23% ) 

396 
(16%) 

61 
(2%) 

1,020 
(40% ) 

30 
(1%) 



TABLE 10-14 

EVER BELONG TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE, REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING, 
AND PLANS FOR FUTURE MEMBERSHIP - HOWARD COUNTY 

(n = 93) 

Did belong 

Never belonged 

Total 

Reasons for not belonging: 

Not interested, not important 

All other 

Intend to join synagogue/temple 

May join synagogue/temple 

Do not intend to join 
synagogue/temple 

Did belong or will join 
synagogue/temple 

Location of synagogue/temple for 
those who will or may join: 

Baltimore 

Bowie 

Columbia 

vlashington 

247 

883 
( 62%) 

533 
(38%) 

1,416 
(100%) 

320 
(22%) 

318 
(19%) 

455 
(26%) 

425 
(25%) 

790 
(46%) 

1,259 
(73% ) 

36 
(2%) 

432 
(25%) 

30 
(2%) 



TABLE 10-15 

FORMAL JEWISH EDUCATION - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 520) 

Received formal Jewish 
education 

Never received formal Jewish 
education 

Don't know 

Total 

Number of years received 
Jewish education: 

Less than 6 months 

Less than 5 years 

5 - 9 years 

10 years or more 

Entire life 

248 

5,060 
(70%) 

2,018 
(28%) 

111 
(2% ) 

7,189 
(100%) 

2,046 
(28%) 

2,157 
(30%) 

691 
(10% ) 



TABLE 10-16 

PLANS FOR FUTURE JEWISH EDUCATION - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 520) 

will take classes in the 
future 

will not take classes in the 
future 

May take classes in the future 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

249 

2,323 
( 32%) 

3,138 
(44%) 

1,410 
(20%) 

318 
(4%) 

7,189 
(100%) 



TABLE 10-17 

JEWISH COMMUNITY MOST LIKELY TO HAVE CONTACT WITH - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Baltimore 

washington 

Both 

Don't know 

Total 

250 

914 
(36%) 

228 
(9% ) 

1,066 
(42%) 

305 
(12%) 

15 
(1%) 

2,528 
(100%) 



TABLE 10-18 

IMPORTANCE OF AND INVOLVEMENT IN LOCAL JEWISH COM~1UNITY - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Extremely important 

Somewhat important 

Not at all important 

Don't know 

Total 

594 
(23%) 

1,234 
( 49%) 

701 
(28%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

Desire for increased involvement 
in local Jewish community: 

Yes 883 
( 35%) 

Maybe 411 
(16% ) 

No 1,173 
( 46%) 

Don't know 61 
(2%) 

Total 2,528 
(99%)* 

*rounding error 
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TABLE 10-19 

SYNAGOGUE SERVICE ATTENDANCE - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Never attend services 

Weddings, Bar Mitzvahs 

High Holidays only 

Few times a year 

Once a month 

Few times a month 

weekly 

Several times a week 

Other attendance pattern 

Total 

*rounding error 

252 

426 
(17%) 

183 
(7% ) 

426 
(17%) 

853 
(34%) 

289 
(11%) 

213 
(8%) 

107 
(4%) 

30 
(1%) 

2,528 
(98%)* 



TABLE 10-20 

MEMBERSHIP IN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Refused 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

Location of organization: 

Located in Baltimore 

Located in Washington 

Neither 

Both 

Don't know 

253 

959 
( 38%) 

1,553 
(61%) 

15 
(1%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

122 
(5%) 

46 
(2%) 

746 
(30%) 

15 
(1%) 



TABLE 10-2l 

SUBSCRIBE TO NEWSPAPER FROM WHICH COMMUNITY - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Subscribe to Baltimore 

Subscribe to washington 

Neither 

Both 

Don't know 

Total 

254 

548 
(22%) 

1,112 
(44%) 

335 
(13%) 

533 
(21%) 

2,528 
(100%) 



TABLE 10-22 

JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER IN HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Should have JCC 

Maybe have JCC 

Should not have JCC 

Don't know 

Total 

255 

1,858 
(73% ) 

183 
(7 %) 

289 
(11%) 

198 
(8%) 

2,528 
(99%)* 



TABLE 10-23 

PREFERENCE FOR JEWISH OR NON-JEWISH SOURCES 
OF SERVICES - HOWARD COUNTY 

(n = 166) 

Personal or family problem: 

very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

Recreation for teenager: 

Very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

Day care or pre-school care: 

Very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

*rounding error 

256 

228 
(9% ) 
929 

( 37%) 
1,036 
( 41%) 

198 
(8%) 
137 

(5%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

365 
(14%) 

929 
(37%) 
1,036 
(41%) 

107 
(4%) 

91 
(4%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

411 
( 16%) 

822 
(33%) 
1,051 
(42% ) 

122 
(5%) 
122 

(5%) 

2,528 
(101%)* 



TABLE 10-24 

SUPPORT OF ISRAEL - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Contribute to Associated 

BUy Israel Bonds 

Contribute to united Jewish 
Appeal 

Membership in Zionist 
Organization 

Political activity 

Other 

Do not support Israel 

Don't know 

257 

716 
(28% ) 

350 
(14%) 

503 
(20%) 

91 
(4%) 

46 
(2%) 

701 
( 28%) 

563 
(22%) 

91 
(4%) 



TABLE 10-25 

PERCEPTION OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN AREA - HOWARD COUNTY 
(n = 166) 

Amount of anti-semitism existing 
in area: 

Great deal 

Moderate amount 

Little 

None 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

258 

30 
(1%) 

411 
(16%) 

1,340 
(53%) 

670 
(27%) 

76 
(3%) 

2,528 
(100%) 



TABLE 10-26 

PERSONAL EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN PAST 
TWELVE MONTHS - HOWARD COUNTY 

(n = 166) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Total 

Where experienced: 

Neighborhood 

work 

Club, group restriction 

Personal job discrimination 

Job discrimination to others 

Violence 

Other 

Refused, don't know 

259 

----------- ----

487 
(19%) 

2,041 
(81%) 

2,528 
(100%) 

46 
(2% ) 

183 
(7%) 

30 
(1%) 

30 
(1%) 

152 
(6% ) 

46 
(2%) 



SECTION 11 

DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

A. Demographic Characteristics 

Anne Arundel County is estimated to have 1,911 persons 

living in 672 Jewish households. The average household size is 

2.S. About 14% of the household members are not currently 

Jewish, primarily children and spouses of Jewish members of the 

households. 

Age and Sex (Table 11-1, p. 266) 

Fifty percent of the population in Anne Arundel County is 

female, and 50% is male. About 6% of the population is under 5 

years of age, 7% between 5 and 12, 13% between 13 and IS, 

2% between 19 and 22, S% between 23 and 30, 39% between 30 

and 55, 14% between 56 and 64, and 13% are over the age of 65. 

Marital Status (Table 11-2, p. 267) 

The table shows the marital status for all adults over the 

age of IS in Anne Arundel County. Seventy-six percent are 

married, 6% are widowed, 6% are divorced or separated, and 12% 

have never been married. 

Secular Education (Table 11-3, p. 26S) 

Of the adults IS and older in Anne Arundel County, 17% have 

completed high school or less, 34% have some college or a college 

degree, and 24% have an advanced degree. 
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Nativity (Table 11-4, p. 269) 

Forty-eight percent of the population in Anne Arundel County 

was born in Maryland, and 12% was born in New York. Eight per-

cent was born in pennsylvania, and 30% was born in other states. 

The number of cases in Anne Arundel County is too small to say 

what proportion was born outside of the united states, but it is 

minute. 

Housing and Residential Patterns 
(Tables 11-5 - 11-8, pp. 270-273) 

Eighty-three percent of the respondents in Anne Arundel 

County own their own home. Eight pecent have moved into the 

county since 1983, 16% have been in the county for three to five 

years, 44% for six to fifteen years, and 10% for sixteen to 

twenty-five years. About 15% of the respondents have lived in 

Anne Arundel County for more than twenty-five years. 

About 6% of the respondents moved to their current residence 

from Baltimore, and another 37% from another Maryland county. 

About 10% of the respondents say it is very likely that they will 

move in the next three years, 8% say it is somewhat likely, and 

80% say it is not at all likely. 

Labor Force Participation and Type of Employer 
(Tables 11-9 - 11-10, pp. 274-275) 

Fifty-six percent of the adults work full time, and 13% work 

part time, for a total of 69%. Fifteen percent are retired, and 

12% are homemakers. Fifty-eight percent of the workers are 
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employed in Annapolis, 22% in Baltimore, and 12% in Washington. 

Six percent work elsewhere, plus 2% who work in Columbia. 

Of the current labor force participants, 49% work in private 

industry, 23% work for government, and 25% are self-employed. 

The proportion of respondents who work for non-profit organiza-

tions is too small to estimate accurately. 

Household Income (Table 11-11, p. 276) 

Only 89 (out of 126) respondents answered the income ques-

tion in Anne Arundel County, so broader income categories are 

reported than were used elsewhere in this report. Fourteen 

percent of the households report earnings of less than $30,000 

per year; 34% between $30,000 and $50,000; 28% between $50,000 

and $75,000, and 23% report earning $75,000 or more per year. 

The median income is $52,000. 

B. Religious Characteristics 

Synagogue/Temple Membership 
(Tab+es 11-13 - 11-14, pp. 278-280) 

About 55% of the respondents say someone in the household 

belongs to a synagogue or temple. Of these, 29% are Orthodox, 

about 10% are Conservative, and about 15% are Reform. Most 

respondents belong to a temple or synagogue in Annapolis. About 

60% of the respondents who do not currently belong used to belong 

to a synagogue or temple, and about one-fifth intend to join in 

the future, almost entirely in Annapolis. 
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Jewish Education (Tables 11-15 - 11-16, pp. 281-282) 

About 71% of the population has received a formal Jewish 

education. Those who have not are almost all too young or not 

Jews by birth. A majority has received five years or more of 

Jewish education. A large proportion of the population will or 

might take Jewish education classes in the future. 

Jewish Community (Tables 11-17 - 11-18, pp. 283-284) 

Respondents were also asked the Jewish community with which 

they were most likely to have contact. Thirty-three percent said 

they were more likely to have contact with Baltimore, 10% said 

washington, 4% said both, and 54% said neither. 

Respondents were asked, "How important is the local Jewish 

community in your life?". Twenty-nine percent said extremely 

important, 44% said somewhat important, and 25% said not at all 

important. The households were further asked, "Would you like to 

be more involved with the locaJ Jewish community?". Twenty-one 

percent said yes, 11% said maybe, and 67% said no. 

Religious Service Attendance (Table 11-19, p. 285) 

In terms of religious service attendance, about 18% of the. 

respondents never attend, and 19% attend a few times a month, 

weekly, or more. About 21% attend only on the High Holidays, and 

26% attend for weddings or Bar Mitzvahs, or a few times a year, 

and 14% attend once a month. 
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c. Community Services and Organizations 

Membership in Jewish Organizations 
(Tables 11-20 - 11-21, pp. 286-287) 

Respondents were asked if they belonged to any Jewish 

organizations and agencies. About 57% said yes. Of these, most 

do not have affiliations in either Baltimore or Washington. 

Households were also asked if they subscribe to a newspaper. 

About 30% subscribe to the Baltimore newspaper, 35% to the 

washington newspaper, 12% to both, and 23% to neither. 

Preference for Jewish/Non-Jewish Services 
(Table 11-22, p. 288) 

A series of questions was asked about preference for Jewish 

or non-Jewish services being offered. For counseling services, 

40% preferred Jewish services, 20% would rather not use Jewish 

services, and 32% had no preference. For recreation services for 

a teenager, 55% preferred Jewish services, 7% preferred non-

Jewish services, and 31% had no preference. For day care or pre-

school care for children, 50% preferred Jewish services, 6% 

preferred non-Jewish services, and 33% had no preference. The 

remainder in each category of services did not know. 

Support of Israel (Table 11-23, p. 289) 

Respondents were asked in what ways they support Israel. 

Seventeen percent of the respondents said they do not support 

Israel. Sixteen percent said they give to the Associated, 37% 

buy Israel Bonds, 44% said they give to UJA, and 45% support it 
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in other ways, including political activity and membership in 

Zionist organizations. 

Anti-Semitism (Tables 11-24 - 11-25, pp. 290-291) 

About 28% of the respondents believe there is a great deal 

or moderate amount of anti-Semitism in Anne Arundel County, 53% 

believe there is little, and 15% believe there is none. About 

13% of the respondents said they have experienced anti-Semitism 

in the past 12 months, primarily remarks at work or in their 

neighborhood. 
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TABLE ll-l 

AGE AND SEX OF POPULATION - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

Total 
Males Females p02u1ation 

(n=164) (n=163) (n=327) 

Under 5 70 41 III 
(4%) (2%) (5.8%) 

5 - 12 70 64 134 
(4%) (3%) (7.0%) 

13 - 18 III 140 251 
(6%) (7% ) (13.1%) 

19 - 22 18 18 36 
(1%) (1%) (1. 8%) 

23 - 30 76 82 158 
(4%) (4%) (8.3%) 

30 - 55 345 403 748 
(18%) (21%) (39.1%) 

56 - 64 152 117 269 
(8%) (6% ) (14.0%) 

65 or over III 129 240 
(6%) (7% ) (12.6%) 

Total 947 964 1,9ll 
(50%) (50%) (100%) 
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TABLE 11-2 

CURRENT MARITAL STATUS - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 241) 

Married 1,075 
(76% ) 

Widowed 82 
(6%) 

Divorced 64 
(5%) 

Separated 18 
(1%) 

Never married 169 
(12%) 

Total 1,408 
(100%) 
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TABLE 11-3 

SECULAR EDUCATION ATTAINMENT, ADULTS 18 AND OVER -
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY* 

(n = 327) 

Less than high school 

Completed high school 

Completed college: 

Bachelors degree 

Masters degree 

Doctorate degree 

MD, DDS, Lawyer 

Don't know, not reported 

*The 24% not shown on this table either have 
not yet completed school or are too young. 

268 

12 
(1%) 

304 
(16%) 

649 
(34%) 

240 
(13%) 

94 
(5%) 

123 
(6% ) 

18 
(1%) 



TABLF; 11-4 

PLACE OF BIRTH - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 327) 

Maryland 

New Jersey 

New York 

Pennsylvania 

All other states 

Outside u.s. 

Total 

Place of birth for those 
born outside U.s.: 

Poland 

Russia 

Israel 

Year of immigration, for 
those born outside u.s.: 

Before 1925 

1925 - 1945 

1946 - 1963 

1964 or later 

269 

912 
( 48%) 

64 
(3%) 

222 
(12%) 

152 
(8%) 

514 
(27%) 

41 
(2%) 

1,911 
(100%) 

6 

6 

7 

18 
(1%) 

12 
(1%) 



TABLE 11-5 

TYPE OF RESIDENC.E - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Rented residence 

Owned residence 

Other 

Not reported 

Total 

270 

112 
(17%) 

560 
(83%) 

672 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-6 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE IN ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

1983 or later 

1980 - 1982 

1970 - 1979 

1960 - 1969 

1959 or earlier 

Entire life 

Total 

*rounding error 

271 

53 
(8%) 

107 
(16%) 

299 
(44%) 

69 
(10%) 

101 
(15%) 

43 
(6%) 

672 
(99%)* 



TABLE 11-7 

PREVIOUS AREA OF RESIDENCE BEFORE MOVING TO ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Same county 

Baltimore area 

Another Maryland County 

Another state 

Another country 

Total 

*rounding error 

272 

213 
(32%) 

43 
(6%) 

245 
(37%) 

165 
(25%) 

5 
(1%) 

672 
(101%)* 



TABLE 11-8 

LIKELIHOOD OF MOVE WITHIN THREE YEARS - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

very likely 

Somewhat likely 

Not at all likely 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

273 

69 
(10%) 

53 
(8%) 

539 
(80%) 

11 
(2% ) 

672 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-9 

EMPLOYMENT - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 248) 

Employed full time 

Employed part time 

Retired 

Homemaker 

Disabled 

Unemployed 

Student 

volunteer 

Total 

Area where employed full or 
part time: 

*rounding error 

Total employed full 
or part time 

Annapolis 

Columbia 

Baltimore 

Washington 

Other 

274 

812 
(56%) 

181 
(13%) 

216 
(15%) 

169 
(12%) 

12 
(1%) 

23 
(2%) 

29 
(2%) 

6 

1,449 
(101%)* 

993 
(69%) 

573 
(58%) 

23 
(2%) 

216 
(22%) 

123 
(12%) 

58 
(6% ) 



TABLE 11-10 

TYPE OF EMPLOYER - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 170) 

Private 

Non-profit 

Government 

Self-employed 

Total 

*rounding error 

275 

485 
(49% ) 

35 
(4%) 

228 
(23%) 

245 
(25%) 

993 
(101%)* 



TABLE ll-ll 

HOUSEHOLD INCmm - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 89)* 

Less than $5,000 

$5,000 - $10,000 

$10,001 - $20,000 

$20,001 - $30,000 

$30,001 - $40,000 

$40,001 - $50,000 

$50,001 - $75,000. 

$75,001 - $100,000 

$100,001 - $150,000 

$150,001 or above 

Total 

Median income 

*Based on those responding only. 

**rounding error 

276 

5 
(1%) 

21 
(4% ) 

43 
(9%) 

75 
(16%) 

85 
(18%) 

l33 
(28%) 

43 
(9%) 

16 
(3%) 

53 
(ll%) 

475 
(99%)* 

$52,000 



TABLE 11-12 

CURRENT RELIGION AND RELIGION BORN/RAISED - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 327) 

Jewish 

Multiple religions 

All other 

None 

Not reported 

Total 

Born/raised Jewish 

Born/raised multiple religions 

Born/raised all other 

Born/raised none 

Not reported 

Total 

277 

1,642 
( 86%) 

222 
(12%) 

47 
(2%) 

1,911 
(100%) 

1,642 
(86%) 

222 
(12%) 

47 
(2%) 

1,911 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-13 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Total 

Type of synagogue/temple: 

Orthodox 

Conservative 

Reform 

other 

Don't know, not reported 

Location of synagogue/temple: 

Annapolis - Anne Arundel 

Arnold 

Baltimore 

Bowie 

Columbia 

Washington 

*rounding error 

278 

368 
(55%) 

304 
(45%) 

672 
(101%) * 

197 
(29%) 

64 
(10%) 

101 
(15%) 

5 
(1%) 

256 
(38%) 

69 
(10%) 

11 
(2%) 

21 
(3%) 

11 
(2% ) 



TABLE 11-14 

EVER BELONG TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE, REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING, 
AND PLANS FOR FUTURE MEMBERSHIP - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(n = 57) 

Did belong 

Never belonged 

Total 

Reasons for not belonging: 

Not interested, not important 

All other 

Intend to join synagogue/temple 

May join synagogue/temple 

Do not intend to join 
synagogue/temple 

Did belong or will join 
synagogue/temple 

279 

181 
( 60%) 

123 
(40%) 

304 
(100%) 

53 
( 18%) 

75 
(25%) 

59 
(19%) 

75 
( 25%) 

165 
(54%) 

208 
( 68%) 



TABLE 11-14 (continued) 

EVER BELONG TO SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE, REASONS FOR NOT BELONGING, 
AND PLANS FOR FUTURE MEMBERSHIP - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(n = 57) 

Location of synagogue/temple for 
those who will or may join: 

Annapolis - Anne Arundel 

Arnold 

Baltimore 

Bowie 

Columbia 

washington 

280 

96 
(32%) 

5 
(2%) 

5 
(2%) 

5 
(2%) 

!J 
(2%) 



TABLE 11-15 

FORNAL JEWISH EDUCATION - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 327) 

Received formal Jewish 
education 

Never received formal Jewish 
education 

Don't know 

Total 

Number of years received 
Jewish education: 

Less than 6 months 

Less than 5 years 

5 - 9 years 

10 years or more 

Entire life 

281 

1,362 
(71%) 

532 
(28%) 

18 
(1%) 

1,911 
(100%) 

12 
(1%) 

298 
(16%) 

801 
(42%) 

199 
(10%) 



TABLE 11-16 

PLANS FOR FUTURE JEWISH EDUCATION - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 327) 

Will take classes in the 
future 

Will not take classes in the 
future 

May take classes in the future 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

282 

351 
(18%) 

953 
(50%) 

549 
(29%) 

58 
(3%) 

1,911 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-17 

JEWISH COMMUNITY MOST LIKELY TO HAVE CONTACT WITH - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Baltimore 

Washington 

Neither 

Both 

Don't know 

Total 

*rounding error 

283 

219 
(33%) 

64 
(10%) 

363 
(54%) 

27 
(4%) 

672 
(101%)* 



TABLE 11-18 

IMPORTANCE OF AND INVOLVEMENT IN LOCAL JEWISH COMMUNITY -
ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(n = 126) 

Extremely important 

Somewhat important 

Not at all important 

Don't know 

Total 

197 
(29%) 

299 
(44%) 

171 
(25%) 

672 
(98%)* 

Desire for increased involvement 
in local Jewish community: 

Yes 139 
(21%) 

Maybe 75 
(11%) 

No 453 
(67% ) 

Don't know 5 
(1%) 

Total 672 
(100%) 

*rounding error 

284 



TABLE 11-19 

SYNAGOGUE SERVICE ATTENDANCE - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Never attend services 

Weddings, Bar Mitzvahs 

High Holidays only 

Few times a year 

Once a month 

Few times a month 

Weekly 

Several times a week 

Other attendance pattern 

Total 

*rounding error 

285 

123 
(18%) 

80 
(12%) 

144 
(21%) 

96 
(14% ) 

96 
(14%) 

32 
(5%) 

80 
(12%) 

16 
(2%) 

5 
(1%) 

672 
(99%)* 



TABLE 11-20 

MEMBERSHIP IN JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Refused 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

Location of organization: 

Located in Baltimore 

Located in Washington 

Neither 

Both 

Don't know 

286 

384 
(57%) 

288 
(43%) 

672 
(100%) 

43 
(6%) 

27 
(4%) 

299 
(44%) 

5 
(1%) 



TABLE 11-21 

SUBSCRIBE TO NEWSPAPER FROM WHICH COMMUNITY - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Subscribe to Baltimore 

Subscribe to washington 

Neither 

Both 

Don't know 

Total 

287 

203 
(30%) 

235 
(35%) 

155 
(23%) 

80 
(12%) 

672 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-22 

PREFERENCE FOR JEWISH OR NON-JEWISH SOURCES 
OF SERVICES - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(n = 126) 

Personal or family problem: 

very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

Recreation for teenager: 

Very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

Day care or pre-school care: 

Very much prefer Jewish services 

Prefer Jewish services 

No preference 

Rather not use Jewish services 

Don't know 

Total 

*rounding error 

288 

75 
(11%) 

197 
(29%) 

213 
(32%) 

133 
(20%) 

53 
(8%) 

672 
(100%) 

123 
(18%) 

251 
(37%) 

208 
(31%) 

48 
(7% ) 

43 
(6%) 

672 
(99%)* 

112 
(17%) 

224 
(33%) 

224 
(33%) 

43 
(6%) 

69 
(10%) 

672 
(99%)* 



TABLE 11-23 

SUPPORT OF ISRAEL - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Contribute to Associated 

Buy Israel Bonds 

Contribute to United Jewish 
Appeal 

Membership in Zionist 
Organization 

Political activity 

Other 

Do not support Israel 

Don't know 

289 

107 
(16%) 

245 
(37%) 

299 
(44%) 

85 
(13%) 

69 
(10%) 

149 
(22%) 

117 
(17%) 

27 
(4%) 



TABLE 11-24 

PERCEPTION OF ANTI-SEMITISM IN AREA - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 
(n = 126) 

Amount of anti-Semitism existing 
in area: 

Great deal 

Moderate amount 

Little 

None 

Don't know, not reported 

Total 

290 

53 
(8%) 

133 
(20%) 

357 
(53%) 

101 
(15%) 

27 
(4%) 

672 
(100%) 



TABLE 11-25 

PERSONAL EXPERIENCE OF ANTI-SENITISM IN PAST 
TWELVE MONTHS - ANNE ARUNDEL COUNTY 

(n = 126) 

Total Yes 

Total No 

Total 

Where experienced: 

Neighborhood 

Work 

, Club, group restriction 

Personal job discrimination 

Job discrimination to others 

Violence 

Other 

Refused, don't know 

291 

85 
(13%) 

587 
(87%) 

672 
(100%) 

11 
(2%) 

43 
(6%) 

16 
(2%) 

16 
(2%) 



SECTION 12 

TRENDS IN THE JEWISH COMMUNITY 1968-1985 

This section discusses changes in the Baltimore Jewish 

population since 1968. Wherever data are at all comparable with 

the 1975 study, trends are noted. 

population Size 

The population has declined from the estimated 106,000 in 

1968 to 91,000 in 1985; a drop of almost 15,000, or 14%. But 

between 1975 and 1985, the Jewish population has remained very 

stable. 

Household Size and Composition 
(Tables 12-1 - 12-2, pp. 297-298) 

The average household size decreased from 3.0 in 1968 to 2.5 

in 1985. 

Household composition has changed dramatically since 1968. 

The proportion of households with two parents and two children 

has declined from 52% in 1968 to 36%. This has been accompanied 

by an increase in households headed by divorced, separated, and 

never married persons. 

Geographic Distribution (Table 12-3, p. 299) 

The Jewish population is more dispersed than it was in 1975. 

While it was estimated that 16% of the population lived outside 

the northwest corridor, in 1975, this figure increased to 21% in 

1985, with another 8% living in the Owings Mills area. The 
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Jewish populations in zip codes 21215 and 21207 and the city 

portion of Liberty Road/Randallstown have declined. The northwest 

corridor itself has expanded into a larger area in Baltimore 

County. 

Length of Residence at Current Address (Table 12-4, p. 300) 

In 1985, only 3% of the residents had been at their current 

address for one year or less, as compared to 8% in 1968. On the 

other hand, while 19% of the residents in 1968 had been at their 

current address for one to three years, the figure in 1985 was 

25%. Thirty percent of the residents in 1968 had been at their 

current address for 11 years or more, as compared to 37% in 1985. 

Number of Children Ever Born (Table 12-5, p. 301) 

The later childbearing patterns of Jewish women in the 

Baltimore area have seen dramatic shifts since 1968. In 1968, 

66% of the 18 to 24 year old Jewish women had at least one child, 

as compared to only 8% in 1985. Of the 25 to 34 year old women in 

1968, 96% had at least one child, as compared to 51% in 1985. 

Nativity (Table 12-6, p. 302) 

About nine of every ten Jews in 1968 was native born. The 

figure has changed little in the past 18 years, primarily due to 

an influx of Soviet, Israeli, and other immigrants. 

293 



Marital Status (Tables 12-7, p. 303) 

The proportion of adults who are married has dropped from 

72% to 68%, while the proportion of widowed persons has grown 

from 7.5% to 9%. The most dramatic increase has been the propor­

tion of adults who are divorced or separated, which is up from 

1.5% in 1968 to 5% in 1985. The proportion of adults who have 

never been married has stayed the same at 19%. The proportion of 

adults who have been married more than once has grown from 8.5% 

to 15%. 

Labor Force Participation of Women (Table 12-8, p. 304) 

The labor force participation of women has changed drama­

tically since 1968. In the age group 25 to 34, for example, the 

proportion of employed women has increased from 23% to 76% (full 

and part-time). In the 35 to 44 year old group, it has increased 

from 31% to 75%. For women as a whole, labor force participation 

has increased from 33% to 55%. 

Age (Table 12-9, p • .305) 

The age distribution of the population has changed signfi­

cantly since 1968. While 8.1% of the population was over the age 

of 65 in 1968, this proportion grew to 17% in 1985, more than 

doubling. The proportion of the population under the age of five 

grew from 4% to 6%. 
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Educational Attainment (Table 12-10, p. 306) 

The educational level attainment of the Baltimore Jewish 

population has changed considerably since 1968. While 53% of 

the adults in 1968 had a high school education or less, this 

figure dropped to 30% in 1985. The proportion with a college 

degree grew from 18% to 26%, and those with an advanced degree 

from 10% to 23%. For men, the proportion with an advanced degree 

increased from 14% to 32%. The proportion of women with advanced 

degrees increased from 3% to 15%. 

Home Ownership (Table 12-11, p. 307) 

In 1968, 60% of the residents owned their own home, as 

compared to 65% in 1985. 

Religious Identification (Table 12-12, p. 308) 

A major shift in religious identification has occurred since 

1968, when 33% of the adults identified themselves as Orthodox, 

which went down to 20% in 1985. At the same time, the proportion 

who consider themselves Conservative has grown from 31% to 35%; 

Reform has stayed about the same, 30% in 1968 and 29% in 1985; 

while, those who are other or none has grown from 6% to 15%. 

Synagogue Membership and Attendance 
(Tables 12-13 - 12-14, pp. 309-310) 

The proportion of respondents who say they or someone in the 

household belongs to a synagogue or temple has declined from 64% 

to 55%, which is a decrease of 9%. The proportion of Jews who 

never attend synagogue or temple has also declined from 17% in 
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1968 to 10% in 1985. The proportion who attend at least once a 

week has remained constant at 11%. 

Ritual Observance (Table 12-15, p. 311) 

Dramatic changes have occurred since 1968. The proportion 

of respondents who always light Shabbat candles has declined from 

39% to 23% in the past 18 years. Those who always buy kosher 

meat has declined from 36% to 24%. Those who keep two sets of 

dishes has declined from 29% to 23%. On the other hand, the 

proportion of respondents who always attend a Passover Seder has 

grown from 75% to 79%. 

Intermarriage (Table 12-16, p. 312) 

The proportion of marriages with a non-Jewish spouse has 

grown from 4.9% in 1968 to 8% in 1985. 
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TABLE 12-1 

HOUSEHOLD SIZE - 1968-1985 

1968 1985 
Percent Percent 

1 person 12 23 

2 persons 28 35 

3 persons 19 17 

4 persons 24 15 

5 or more persons 17 9 

Average household size 3.0 2.5 
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TABLE 12-2 

HOUSEHOLD COMPOSITION - 1968-1985 

Man and wife 

Conventional family 
(two parents and children) 

Single parent 

Single/Widowed/Divorced 

Other 

298 

1968 
Percent 

28 

52 

4 

12 

4 

1985 
Percent 

28 

36 

5 

22 

10 



TABLE 12-3 

GEOGRAPHIC DISTRIBUTION - 1975-1985 

pikesville 

Mount Washington/ 
Greenspring 

Park Heights/Reisterstown 
Corridor/City 

Liberty Road/Randallstown 

Owings Mills 

Other 212 zip codes 

Other zip codes 

1975 
Percent 

18 

15 

23 

26 

2 

16* 

Total population 92,000 
(100%) 

*Percent for 1975 Other 212 zip codes and 
Other zip codes combined. 

299 

1985 
Percent 

24 

18 

17 

12 

8 

13 

8 

91,700 
(100%) 



TABLE 12-4 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCE AT CURRENT ADDRESS - 1968-1985 

1968 1985 
Percent Percent 

Less than 1 year 8 3 

1 - 3 years 19 25 

4 - 5 years 18 13 

6 - 10 years 24 21 

11 - 20 years 30 23 

More than 20 years 14 

Entire life 
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TABLE 12-5 

NUMBER OF CHILDREN EVER BORN - 1968-1985 

Percent of Children 

None One Two Three Four+ Not reported 

1968 

18 - 24 34 25 26 15 

25 - 34 4 8 54 22 10 2 

35 - 44 5 12 40 25 13 5 

45 - 64 7 19 45 20 5 5 

65+ 4 16 30 . 20 16 14 

1985 

18 - 24 92 6 2 

25 - 34 49 24 18 6 3 

35 - 44 12 16 47 18 6 

45 - 64 9 11 39 30 11 

65+ 13 21 45 17 4 
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TABLE 12-6 

NATIVITY - 1968-1985 

1968 1985 
Percent Percent 

Locally born 66 63 

u.s. born 20 28 

Foreign born 8 8 

Not reported 2 
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TABLE 12-7 

MARITAL STATUS - 1968-1985 

Married 

Single 

Widowed 

Divorced or separated 

Married once 

Married more than once 

303 

1968 
Percent 

72 

19 

7.5 

1.5 

91.5 

8.5 

1985 
Percent 

68 

19 

9 

5 

85 

15 



In labor force 

Not in labor force 

304 

1968 
Percent 

33 

67 

1985 
Percent 

55 

45 



TABLE 12-9 

AGE - 1968-1985 

1968 1985 
Percent Percent 

Under 5 4.0 6 

5 - 14 17.6 12 

15 - 24 17.5 12 

25 - 34 7.0 14 

35 - 44 13.2 15 

45 - 54 15.9 10 

55 - 64 12.0 12 

65 and over 8.1 17 

Not reported 4.7 
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TABLE 12-10 

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT - 1968-1985 

Percent 

Less than high school 17 

High school graduate 36 

Some college 14 

Bachelors degree 18 

Advanced degree 10 

306 

Percent 

7 

23 

24 

26 

23· 



TABLE 12-11 

HOME OWNERSHIP - 1968-1985 

Owned residence 

Rented residence 

307 

1968 
Percent 

60 

40 

1985 
Percent 

65 

35 



TABLE 12-12 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION - 1968-1985 

1968 1985 
Percent Percent 

Orthodox 33 20 

Conservative 31 35 

Reform 30 29 

Other 6 15 
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TABLE 12-13 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP - 1968-1985 

Yes 

No 

1968 
Percent 

64 

36 

309 

1985 
Percent 

55 

45 



TABLE 12-14 

SYNAGOGUE ATTENDANCE PATTERNS - 1968-1985 

Attend 

Sometimes attend 

Never attend 

Frequency of attendance: 

More than once a week 

weekly 

Two or three times a month 

About once a month 

A few times a year 

Never or almost never 

Not reported 

310 

1968 
Percent 

76 

7 

17 

4 

7 

8 

10 

37 

32 

2 

1985 
Percent 

90 

10 

2 

9 

7 

13 

52 

17 



Always 
Friday 

Always 

Always 

Always 
dishes 

TABLE 12-15 

RITUAL OBSERVANCE - 1968-1985 

light candles on 
night 

attend Passover 

buy kosher meat 

keep two sets of 

= 

Seder 

311 

1968 
Percent 

39 

75 

36 

29 

1985 
Percent 

23 

79 

24 

23 



TABLE 12-16 

INTERMARRIAGE - 1968-1985 

One partner is not Jewish 

Both partners are Jewish 

312 

1968 
Percent 

4.9 

95.1 

1985 
Percent 

8 

92 

--1 



APPENDIX 1: 

TABLES COMPARING BALTIMORE TO 

OTHER JEWISH COMMUNITIES 
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APPENDIX 1 

THE JEWISH COMMUNITY OF .GREATER BALTIMORE COMPARED 
WITH OTHER METROPOLITAN AREAS 

Many communities are interested in how they compare to other 

Jewish communities. Are Baltimore Jews more or less religiously 

observant than Jews in other communities? Are the occupational 

profiles different? Are organizational patterns similar? 

The following set of tables is taken from nA Compendium of 

Jewish Demographic Studies," written by Gary A. Tobin and Julie 

A. Lipsman for the Center for Modern Jewish Studies at Brandeis 

University. This compendium was the first attempt, since the 

1971 National Jewish Population Study, to provide a comparative 

look at Jewish communities. Many major American metropolitan 

areas are represented, but data from Houston, San Francisco, and 

others currently completing studies are not included. Technical 

footnotes have been removed, to make the tables more readable. 

"NJPSn refers to the National Jewish Population Study commis-

sioned by the Council of Jewish Federations in 1971. 
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TABLE A-I 

AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE 

BALTIMORE 

Atlantic City 

Chicago 

Cleveland 

Denver 

Kansas City 

Los Angeles 

Miami 

Milwaukee 

Minneapolis 

Nashville 

New York 

Phoenix 

Richmond 

Rochester 

st. Louis 

St. Paul 

Washington, D.C. 

NJPS 

1985 

1985 

1982 

1981 

1981 

1985 

1979 

1982 

1983 

1981 

1982 

1981 

1983 

1983 

1980 

1982 

1981 

1983 

1971 

316 

Members of 
Jewish Households 

2.5 

2.3 

2.6 

2.8 

2.2 

2.5 

2.2 

2.2 

2.5 

2.6 

2.6 

1.4 

2.4 

2.4 

2.5 

2.6 

2.3 

2.3 

2.8 



TABLE A-2 

HOUSEHOLD SIZE 

% % % % % % 

1 person 2 persons 3 persons 4 persons 5+ persons 6+ persons 

BALTIMORE 1985 23 35 17 15 9 

Atlantic City 1985 26 40 16 14 3 

Chicago 1982 21 36 21 12 10 2 

Cleveland 1981 19 34 16 17 14 5 

Denver 1981 30 37 16 13 4 1 

Kansas City 1985 27 46 14 11 2 

Los Angeles 1979 33 36 12 13 6 1 

Minneapolis 1981 22 37 16 15 10 2 

Nashville 1982 24 34 16 16 10 2 

Richmond 1983 29 35 12 17 7 1 

Rochester 1980 24 37 15 16 8 1 

st. Louis 1982 22 37 17 15 9 2 

st. Paul 1981 27 39 15 12 7 2 

Washington, D.C. 1983 23 31 16 20 10 3 

NJPS 1971 18 31 14 21 14 4 
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BALTIMORE 
1985 

Atlantic City 
1985 

<l 
3 

<l 
3 

<l 

TABLE A-3 

LENGTH OF RESIDENCY AT CURRENT ADDRESS 

yr. 1-3 yrs. 4-5 yrs. 6-10 yrs. 
25 13 21 

yr. 1-3 yrs. 4-5 yrs. 6-10 yrs. 
20 9 22 

yr. 1-3 yrs. 4-5 yes. 6-10 yrs. 

11-20 yrs. 20+ yrs. 
23 14 

11-20 yrs. 20+ yes. 
23 23 

11-20 yrs. 20+ yrs. Denver 
1981 12 <--------54-------> 13 <----------24-------> 

Kansas City 
1985 

Milwaukee 
1983 

Philadelphia 
1983 

Phoenix 
1983 

Rochester 
1980 

st. Louis 
1982 

st. Paul 
1981 

<l yr. 1-3 yrs, 4-5 yrs, 6-10 yrs. 11-20 yrs. 20+ 
6 21 13 20 21 17 

1 yr. 2-5 yrs. 6-10 yrs, ll+ yrs. 
13 36 19 32 

<1 yr. 1-3 yrs. 4-5 yrs. 6-10 yrs. 11-20 yrs. 20+ yrs. 
10 <-------27-------> <-------------63--------------> 

1 yr. 
29 

2-5 yrs. 
42 

6+ yrs. 
29 

<1 yr. 1-3 yrs. 4-5 yrs. 6-10 yrs. 11-20 yrs. 20+ yrs. 
<-----------37-----------> 16 25 20 

<l yr. 
6 

1-3 yrs. 
20 

4-7 yrs. 
24 

8-12 yrs. 
17 

13+ yrs. 
33 

<1 yr. 1-4 yrs. 5-9 yrs. 10-14 yrs. 15-19 yrs. 20+ yrs. 
3 27 15 12 8 28 

Washingt,on, D.C. 0-2 yrs. 3-5 yrs. 
24 

6-10 yrs. 
15 

11-20 yrs. 
18 

20+ yrs. 
1983 32 II 
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TABLE A-4 

HOME OWNERSHIP STATUS 

% Owners % Renters 

BALTIMORE 1985 65 35 

Atlantic City 1985 74 26 

Kansas City 1985 75 25 

Miami 1982 62 31 

Philadelphia 1983 63 37 

Rochester 1980 67 31 

st. Louis 1982 72 28 

st. Paul 1981 70 30 

Washington, D.C. 1983 70 30 
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TABLE A-5 

PLACE OF BIRTH 

% % % 
locally born U.S. born* foreign born 

BALTIMORE 1985 50 42 8 

Atlantic City 1985 <-----------90----------) 10 

Chicago 1982 66 22 12 

Cleveland 1981 58 27 15 

Denver 1981 22 67 11 

Kansas City 1985 59 29 10 

Los Angeles 1979 16 60 24 

Miami 1982 4 69 27 

Milwaukee 1983 <----------89----------) 11 

Minneapolis 1981 47 40 13 

New York 1981 <----------83----------) 17 

Richmond 1983 22 72 6 

Rochester 1980 <----------85----------) 15 

st. Louis 1982 50 34 16 

st. Paul 1981 46 36 18 

Seattle 1979 <----------77----------) 23 

Washington, D.C. 1983 36 56 8 

NJPS 1971 <----------77----------) 23 

*Born in the u.S., but not local. 
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TABLE A-6 

MOVING PLANS 

% moving within % moving out of % % no plans 
metro area metro area don't know to move 

BALTIMORE 1985 26 13 5 56 

Atlantic City 1985 13 9 11 67 

Chicago 1982 16 8 16 60 

Cleveland 1981 9 7 0 84 

Kansas City 1985 29 11 7 53 

Los Angeles 1979 26 12 5 56 

Miami 1982 7 5 18 70 

Milwaukee 1983 13 10 17 60 

Minneapolis 1981 11 5 0 84 

Phoenix 1983 26 11 3 60 

Richmond 1983 11 7 5 78 

Rochester 1980 10 5 15 70 

St. Louis 1982 11 5 5 80 

st. Paul 1981 7 7 0 86 

washington, D.C. 1983 19 8 27 45 

NJPS 1971 5 10 2 83 
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TABLE A-7 

SEX 

% % 
Male Female 

BALTIMORE 1985 49 51 

Atlantic City 1985 44 56 

Cleveland 1981 47 53 

Kansas City 1985 49 51 

Los Angeles 1979 48 52 

Miami 1982 44 56 

Milwaukee 1983 49 51 

Minneapolis 1981 49 51 

Nashville 1982 49 51 

Richmond 1983 49 51 

Rochester 1980 49 51 

st. Louis 1982 47 53 

St. Paul 1981 47 53 

Washington, D.C. 1983 52 48 

NJPS 1971 48 51 
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BALTIMORE* 1985 

Atlantic City* 1985 

Chicago 1982 

Cleveland 1981 

Denver* 1981 

Kansas City 1985 

Los Angeles 1979 

Miami 1982 

Milwaukee 1983 

Minneapolis 1981 

Nashville 1982 

New York 1981 

Phoenix 1983 

Richmond 1983 

Rochester 1980 

St. Louis* 1982 

St. Paul 1981 

% 
0-9 

% 
10-19 

TABLE A-8 

AGE 

% 
20-29 

<6><--17--><---12---> 

% 
30-39 

% 
40-49 

% 
50-59 

% 
60-69 

% 
70+ 

<---------35--------><--11--><-------18 

<-10--><-8-> <----12----> <--------26-------> <--11--> <------29 

<----21----> <------36-------> <---------30--------> <-----14 

<----22----> <-14-> <--------33--------> <----20----> <-----14 

12 9 22 21 11 10 8 7 

<6><-16-><----16---><-------36-------><-----10-----><---------17 

16 13 19 13 14 13 8 4 

9 11 8 11 7 10 18 26 

11 16 13 15 12 10 12 11 

12 15 12 15 12 12 11 10 

<--21--> <-7-> <-11-> <---------41---------> <----20----> 

9 12 16 13 12 14 13 10 

13 11 17 19 10 10 12 7 

15 9 15 22 8 11 13 8 

<--12--> <8> <--14--> <---17----> <------29-----> <---20----> 

11 14 14 14 12 13 11 11 

10 12 11 13 8 16 16 14 
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% 
0-9 

TABLE A-B (continued) 

% 
10-19 

AGE 

% 
20-29 

% 
30-39 

% 
40-49 

% 
50-59 

% 
60-69 

% 
70+ 

Seattle 1979 

19B3 

1971 

19BO 

<--20--> <--12---> <--23--> <--20--> <------22-------> <--13---> 

Washington, D.C. 

NJPS 

11 

12 

15 

20 

15 B 

9 

4 

7 

U.S. Census 14 17 

IB 

14 

IB 

21 

11 

14 

13 

10 

9 

12 

11 <-5-> <-----12 

*One or more age categories will vary 1-2 years from the designated range: 
For Denver, the categories are: 0-9; 10-17; IB-29; 30-39; 40-49; 50-59; 60-69; 70-94 
For St. Louis, the categories are: 0-10; 11-20; 21-30; 31-40; 41-50; 51-60; 61-70; 71+ 
For Atlantic City, the categories are: 0-12; 13-lB; 19-30; 30-55; 56-65; 65+ 
For Baltimore, the categories are: Under 5; 5-lB; 19-29; 30-55; 56-64; 65+ 
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TABLE A-9 

MARITAL STATUS 

% % % % Divorced/ 
Married Single Widowed Separated 

BALTIMORE 1985 68 19 9 5 

Atlantic City 1985 67 13 13 6 

Chicago 1982 65 23 6 6 

Cleveland 1981 69 11 13 8 

Denver 1981 64 23 4 9 

Kansas City 1985 70 17 7 5 

Los Angeles 1979 57 17 12 14 

Miami 1982 61 7 23 8 

Milwaukee 1983 67 14 9 10 

Minneapolis 1981 66 22 7 5 

Nashville 1982 70 17 8 5 

New York 1981 65 15 11 9 

Phoenix 1983 63 18 9 10 

Richmond 1983 67 14 12 7 

Rochester 1980 71 18 8 3 

st. Louis 1982 68 9 17 6 

st. Paul 1981 66 20 11 3 

Washington, D.C. 1983 61 27 4 7 

U.S. Census 1980 67 19 8 6 
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TABLE A-10 

SECULAR EDUCATION 

% high school % % % 
or less some college college degree advanced degree 

BALTIMORE 1985 31 19 26 23 

Atlantic City 1985 53 12 22 12 

Chicago 1982 22 27 25 26 

Kansas City 1985 33 21 23 19 

Los Angeles 1979 32 25 26 18 

Miami 1982 41 23 24 12 

Milwaukee 1983 22 20 32 26 

Minneapolis 1981 25 29 28 19 

Nashville 1982 <--------52-------> 28 22 

New York 1981 31 18 31 20 

Phoenix 1983 24 25 33 17 

Rochester 1980 36 15 24 25 

st. Louis 1982 33 22 27 18 

st. Paul 1981 43 23 20 15 

Seattle 1979 29 18 26 27 

Washington, D.C. 1983 15 16 24 48 

NJPS 1971 46 20 15 19 

U.S. Census 1980 67 15 10 8 
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TABLE A-11 

OCCUPATION 

% % Managers/ % % % 
Professional pro]2rietors Sales Clerical Blue Collar 

) 

BALTIMORE 1985 24 22 13 18 15 

Atlantic City 1985 21 25 16 23 11 

Chicago 1982 33 21 21 15 10 

Cleveland 1981 39 22 17 12 10 

Kansas City 1985 23 33 21 14 10 

Los Angeles 1979 34 16 20 19 11 

Miami 1982 31 27 17 17 9 

Milwaukee 1983 46 20 17 8 8 

Minneapolis 1981 23 42 <----25----> 10 

Nashville 1982 43 34 9 10 4 

Phoenix 1983 28 23 24 11 14 

Richmond 1983 45 23 14 15 3 

Rochester 1980 45 19 <----26----> 10 

st. Louis 1982 29 20 33 12 6 

st. Paul 1981 27 38 <----26----> 9 
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Seattle 1979 

Washington, D.C. 1983 

NJPS 1971 

u.S. Census 1980 

TABLE A-II (continued) 

OCCUPATION 

% 
Professional 

40 

48 

28 

17 

% Managers/ 
Proprietors 

328 

29 

24 

34 

12 

% 
Sales 

% 
Clerical 

% 
Blue Collar 

20 <-----ll-----> 

<----23----> 

12 16 

7 19 

4 

10 

46 



TABLE A-12 

ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

% % % % % 
0-$9,999 $10,000-$19,999 $20.000-$29.999 $30,000-$39.999 $40.000+ 

BALTIMORE 1985 8 13 21 14 43 

Atlantic City 1985 13 19 19 19 30 

Chicago 1982 13 19 25 14 29 

Denver 1981 16 21 16 19 28 

Kansas City 1985 5 10 17 13 38 

Los Angeles 1979 21 21 10 12 27 

Miami 1982 <------36------) <-------19-------) <-------15-------) <------31------) 

Milwaukee 1983 12 18 21 <-----------49----------) 

Minneapolis 1981 13 20 23 13 31 

Nashville 1982 10 16 20 <----------54-----------) 

New York 1981 12 16 21 18 33 

Phoenix 1983 10 26 25 * * 
Rochester 1980 14 26 22 13 25 

st. Louis 1982 13 16 13 15 43 

st. Paul 1981 20 18 23 14 25 
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Washington, D.C. 1983 

NJPS 1971 

% 
0-$9,999 

5 

33 

TABLE A-12 (continued) 

ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME 

% 
$10.000-$19,999 

8 

35 

% 
$20,000-$29,999 

% 
$30,000-$39,999 

% 
$40,000+ 

<----------16-----------> <------59-------> 

<-----------------------32----------------> 

*For Phoenix, the ranges and percentages are: $30,000-$50,000, 25%; $50,000+, 12%. 
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TABLE A-13 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION 

% % % % no preference/ 
Orthodox Conservative Reform other 

BALTIMORE 1985 20 35 29 16 

Atlantic City 1985 6 46 29 15 

Chicago 1982 6 35 39 20 

Cleveland 1981 9 39 47 5 

Kansas City 1985 7 38 38 16 

Los Angeles 1979 5 33 35 28 

Miami 1982 11 35 24 30 

Milwaukee 1983 7 27 52 14 

Minneapolis 1981 5 53 32 10 

New York 1981 13 36 28 23 

Richmond 1983 8 42 36 14 

Rochester 1980 12 36 42 10 

St. Louis 1982 8 26 52 14 

St. Paul 1981 7 55 27 11 

Seattle 1979 15 30 46 9 

Washington, D.C. 1983 3 35 38 22 

NJPS 1971 9 56 24 11 
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TABLE A-14 

SYNAGOGUE/TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP 

% % 
Yes No 

BALTIMORE 1985 55 45 

Atlantic City 1985 51 49 

Chicago 1982 44 56 

Cleveland 1981 61 39 

Kansas City 1985 67 33 

Los Angeles 1979 26 74 

Miami 1982 38 62 

Milwaukee 1983 56 44 

Minneapolis 1981 79 21 

Nashville 1982 78 22 

New York 1981 41 59 

Phoenix 1983 33 67 

Richmond 1983 67 33 

Rochester 1980 68 32 

st. I,ouis 1982 66 34 

st. Paul 1981 84 16 

Seattle 1979 75 25 

Washington, D.C. 1983 39 61 

NJPS 1971 47 53 
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TABLE A-15 

RELIGIOUS SERVICE ATTENDANCE 

% % High % % 
never Holidays only occasionally often 

BALTIMORE 1985 10 22 50 18 

Atlantic City 1985 15 31 39 15 

Kansas City 1985 10 15 64 11 

Miami 1982 24 30 29 17 

New York 1981 30 27 22 21 

Rochester 1980 29 45 9 17 

st. Louis 1982 18 30 38 14 

Seattle 1979 20 30 30 20 

Washington, D.C. 1983 16 14 61 9 

NJPS, 1970 27 28 25 18 
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TABLE A-16 

VISITED ISRAEL 

% 
Yes 

BALTIMORE 1985 36 

Atlantic City 1985 32 

Chicago 1982 30 

Cleveland 1981 38 

Miami 1982 45 

Nashville 1980 41 

New York 1981 37 

Richmond 1983 33 

Rochester 1980 28 

st. Louis 1982 27 

Washington, D.C. 1983 35 

NJPS 1971 16 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENT 
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INTERVIEWER # '--'--'- CASE #: 

!REA [IIJ 

EDITCR #: OJ 
JEWISH POPULATION STUDY DATE: OJITJOJ 

t-D DAY 'IR 

CODER #: OJ 
DATE: ITJITJOJ 

t-D DAY 'IR 

TIME BEGJIN: 

INlRODUCTION FeR ELIGIBLE RESPONDENTS w{) OlD NOT CCWLETE THE SCREENER 

Hello, this is fran SRA, a survey research finn, and v.e're con-
ducting a population study for the Associated Jewish Charities of Baltimore. We are 
interested in interviewing households with one or more Jewish persons. We are not 
soliciting for contributions. We are interviewing people in the Baltimore area to 
obtain demographic and other data about the Jewish community. The infonnation fran 
these interviews will be used to help identify needs in the community and to plan 
better services. The interview is entirely voluntary and your ansv.ers will be kept 
in strict confidence. 

DECK 01 

1 

B 



First, I l<>Ou1d like to ask you sore 
questions about the people living in 
your household. 

11 

l' 

15 

17 

1. Would you please give me the first 
nare only of each person v.tJo is 
living in this household, beginning 
with yourself. 

2. What is PERSON's relationship to 
you? BEGIN WITH PERSON 02 
REGmO JlNO ENTER CODE FRCM LIST. 

3. And how old (are you/is PERSON)? 

4. PSI.. IF NOT OBVIOUS. What is the 
seX of PERSON? 

I. DOOGRJlPHICS 
0 

FIRST NIW 
(RESPONDENT) 

10111 

JlGE I I I 
MALE ••••••••••• l 
FEMALE ••••••••• 2 

2 

DECK 01 

FIRST NJlME FIRST NAVlE 

I I I I I I 
RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP 

JlGE I I I JlGE I I I 
MALE ••••••••••• l MALE ••••••••••• 1 
FEMALE ••••••••• 2 FEMALE ••••••••• 2 



3 



DEO< 01 

18< Q'S 5-81XH4 mt £.4Ot PBmI. 

!8 

5. Since Septemer, 1984 (have you/has YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 
PERSOO) attended illY regular school NO •••••• (QB) ••••• 2 NO •••••• (QB) ••••• 2 NO •••••• (QB) ••••• 2 
or college? 

19 

6. Is/Was this school full- or FULL-TIME •••••••• 1 FULL-TIME •••••••• 1 FUlL-TIME •••••••• l 
part-til1l!? PART-TIME •••••••• 2 PART-TIME •••••••• 2 PART-TIME •••••••• 2 

7. lItlat is the nalll! of thi s schoo 11 

20 

I CfJICEI I CfJICE I I CfJICE I 
22 

8. lIttat is the higrest gr~ of school 
(yout1'ERSOO) (have/has) catp1eted YJ 'k~ I I I 
or degree (yout1'ERSOO) (have/has) ffiIlDE 
earned? 

(tf' (R (9) (tf' (R (9) (NP (R (9) 
16 = BIO£L(RS 
17 = MASTERS 
19 = IXx::T<RATE 
20 = M.D., D.D.S •• l.MfER 

4 



DEO< 01 

18 YES •.••••• : ••••.• 1 YES .............. 1 YES .............. 1 YES .............. l YES .............. 1 
tll ...... (!ll) ..... 2 tll ...... (!ll) ••••• 2 tll ...... (!ll) ..... 2 tll ...... (!ll) ..... 2 tll ...... (!ll) ..... 2 

19 FULL-TIME •...•••• 1 FULL-TIME .••••... 1 FUll-TIME ....•.•• 1 FULL-TIME •••••••• l FULL-TIME •••••••• 1 
PART-TIME .••..•.• 2 PART-TIME ..•••••• 2 PART-TIME ••..•... 2 PART-TIME •••••••• 2 PART-TIME •••••••• 2 

20 

22 I I I 
ffiPDE 

(I\P CR Q9) 

I I I 
ffiPDE 

(I\P CR Q9) 

rn 
(HICE 

I I I 
ffiPDE 

(I\P CR Q9) 

5 

I I I 
ffiPDE 

(I\P CR Q9) 

I I I 
ffiPDE 

(M' CR Q9) 



9. In what state or foreign country 24 

(\\ere you/was PERSOO) born? 
LIST STATE ffi FffiEI~ rotN1RY. 

10. What year (did you/did PERSOO) arne 
to this country? 

11. What is (your /PERSOO' s) current 
religion? 

12. In what religion (\\ere you/was 
PERSOO) born or raised? 

26 

30 

31 

OJ 
OFFICE 

I I I I I I I I I 
YR YR YR 

JEWISH ........... l JEWISH ........... 1 JEWISH ........... 1 
CATHOlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHOlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHOlIC .•••••••• 2 
PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 
OlliER ............ 4 OlliER ............ 4 OlliER ............ 4 
NONE ••. oooe •••••• 5 NONE .••••••••••• e5 NONE •.....••.. oo.5 

JEWISH ••••••••••• 1 JEWISH ••••••••••• 1 JEWISH ........... 1 
CATHOlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHOlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHOlIC ••••••••• 2 
PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 
OlliER ............ 4 OlliER ............ 4 OlliER ............ 4 
NONE ••••••••••••• 5 NONE ••••••••••••• 5 NONE ••••••••••••• 5 

(NP ffi 013) (NP ffi 013) (NP ffi 013) 
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24 

26 

DEQ( 01 

I I I 
'!R 

I I I 
'!R 

rn 
(ffICE 

I I I 
'!R 

I I I 
'!R 

I I I 
'!R 

30 JEWISH ..•..•..•.• l JEWISH ••••..•.•.. 1 JEWISH .•••••••••• l JEWISH •..•••••••• I JEWISH •••.•.•••.• 1 

31 

CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 
PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 
OTHER ...•.....•.• 4 OTHER .••.••.••••• 4 OTHER •.••..•.••.• 4 OTHER •....••••••• 4 OTHER ••••••.••••• 4 
NDNE ..........•.. 5 NDNE .•••••.••.... 5 NONE .•.•..•••••• o5 NONE •••••••..•••• 5 NONE ••••••••••••• S 

JEWISH ••••••••••• 1 JEWISH ••••••••••• 1 JEWISH .•...•••..• ! JEWISH ••••••••••• l JEWISH •••••.•••.• I 
CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 CATHOLIC ••••••••• 2 CATHDlIC ••••••••• 2 
PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 PROTESTANT ••••••• 3 
OTHER •.•••••••••• 4 OTHER •••••••••••• 4 OTHER •••••••••••• 4 OTHER •••••••..•.. 4 OTHER ••••••.•••.• 4 
f'DlE ••••••••••••• 5 f'DlE ••••••••••••• 5 f'DlE ••••••••••••• 5 NONE •••.••.•••••• S NONE .•••• o ••••••• S 

{W (R Q13) {W (R Q13) {W (R Q13) {W (R Q13) {M' (R Q13) 

7 



IJEO( 01 

32 

13. (Have you/HaS PERSON) ever received yES •••••••••••••• l yES •••••••••••••• l yES •••••••••••••• l 
any formal Jewish education, such as NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 
SlJ1diIY school, Hebrew school or Il< •••••• (Ql7) •••• 9 Il< •••••• (Ql7) •••• 9 1]( •••••• (Ql7) •••• 9 
private tutoring? 

14. ibllIIMlY years of formal Jewish 
education did (YOUJl'ERSON) receive? 

15. (Are you/Is PERSON) rurrently re­
ceiving any formal Jewish edu­
cation? 

16. ibllIIMlY hours per IE€k on the 
average (do you/does PERSOO) 
receive formal Jewish education? 

33 

35 

36 

I I I 
YEAAS 

I I I 
YEAAS 

I I I 
YEAAS 

YES •••••••••••••• l YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 
NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Ql7) •••• 2 

8 



DECK 01 

32 yES .•..•••.•.•••• l YES .•••.•.•....•. 1 YES .••••.•.••..•• 1 YES ••••••• o ••• ~.Dl YES •.••••.•••.•.• 1 

33 

NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 
CK •••••• (Q17) •••• 9 CK •••••• (Q17) •••• 9 CK •••••• (Q17) •••• 9 CK •••••• (Q17) •••• 9 CK •••••• (Q17) •••• 9 

I I I 
YEARS 

35 YES ...••..• o ••••• 1 yES .•.....•.•.••• l yES •.••••.••.•••. l YES ..•••.•••••••• 1 yES •• o ••••••••••• l 

36 

NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 NO •••••• (Q17) •••• 2 

I I I 
~S~ 

9 



!lEO< 01 

17. (Have you/Has PERSOO) partiei pated 
in iI'\Y infonnal Jewish educational 
sessions in the past year? 

18. Do you third< (YOUIPERSOO) wi 11 
continue or attend a Jewish school 
or class in the future? 

38 

39 

yES •••••..••.•••• l YES ••••••••••••.• 1 YES ••••••••••••.• l 
NO •••••••••.••••• 2 ND ••••.•••••••••• 2 ND ••.••••••••. oo.2 

YES ••• o.o.D •• o ••• l yES •••.• oo ••••••• l YES ••.•.• o ••• DDDol 

NO ••••••••••••••• 2 NO •••• oo •••••••• o2 NO ••• DoDooD •• eao.2 
~YBE ............ 3 ~YBE ......... o •• 3 MAYBE ••••••.•.••• 3 
DK ••••.•.•.•••... 9 DK ....•.•........ 9 OK •••••..•••.. e •• 9 

(N' m Q.19) (N' m Q.19) (N'mQ.19) 

10 



DEO< 01 

38 YES ••••••••.••••• 1 YES .••••••••••••• l YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• l YES •••••••••••••• l 
00 ........•••.... 2 ~ ..... oeo ........ 2 f'() •••••••••••• o •• 2 f{) •••••• oo ••••••• 2 f'() .. " ..... oo ....... Do2 

39 YES ................ 1 YES ................ 1 YES .......•••...• 1 YES ................ 1 yES .•.• D.e ...... D.Dl 

00 ............... 2 00 ............... 2 00 ............... 2 00 ............... 2 00 ............... 2 
MIIYBE ............ 3 MIIYBE ............ 3 MIIYBE ............ 3 MIIYBE ............ 3 MIIYBE ............ 3 
11<. .............. 9 0< ............... 9 0< ............... 9 0< ............... 9 0< ............... 9 

(W (R Q.19) (W (R Q.19) (W (R Q.l9) (W (R Q.l9) (W (R Q.19) 

11 



D£O( 01 

19. Would you rate the overall 
quality of your child(ren)'s 
Je.tish education as excellent, 
!P)d, fair or poor? 

20. \omt is the rrost ilflJOrl:<YIt 
reason \\tly you di d not enroll 
your child(ren) in a Jewish 
education progran? 

t{) JEWISH Eru:ATION ••• 1 
EXCELLENT ••••• (021) ••• 2 
a:xIJ •••••••••• (021) ••• 3 
FAIR •••••••••• (021) ••• 4 
f'(ffi •••••••••• (021) ••• 5 
t{) CHILDREN ••• (021) ••• 6 
11< •••••••••••• (021) ••• 9 

TOO EXPENSIVE ........ 01 
f'(ffi QUALITY •••••.••• D2 
TOO FPR •••••••••••••• 03 
CHILDREN DION' T 
~ TO ••••.•...•.• D4 

BAD EXPERIENCE .••..•. 05 
t{)T IWffiTPNT. •...••• 06 
CHILD TOO YOUNG •••••• 07 
OTHER •• ~wUtl ... oo 
[1(. •••••••••••••••••• 99 

IOFLl 

12 

8 8 

98 98 



DEa( D1 

40 8 8 8 8 8 

41 98 98 98 98 

43 ' 

. 
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DEO< 01 

A,'j( Q'S 21-25 !DIN RR PU. ~ 18 
1fi) 0VfR. 

45 

2l. (ke you/Is PERCffi) currently married, MPRRIED .••..•.•.. 1 MPRRIED .......... 1 MPRRIED .......... 1 
widatied, divorced, separated or (have WIm.lED .......... 2 WIm.lED •••...•..• 2 WIm.lED ..••••••.• 2 
you/has PERSON) rever been married? DIVORCED .••.•.•.• 3 DIVORCED .•..•.•.. 3 DIVffiCED ......... 3 

SEPARATED ........ 4 SEPARATED ......•• 4 SEPARATED .•.•.... 4 
NEVER MPRRIED .. NEVER MPRRIED •. NEVER MPRRIED .. 

(NP ffi Q26) .... 5 (NP ffi Q26) .... 5 (NP ffi Q26) .... 5 

46 

22. Ha.; old (vere/Was) (you/PERCffi) UJ UJ I I I 
when (you/PERCffi) (vere/Was) first ffiE ffiE ffiE 
married? 

48 

23. Ha.; many tirres (have you/has PERSON) 
been marri ed (i nc lLxii ng the present I I I UJ I I I 
marriage)? # OF TIMES # OF TIMES # OF TIMES 

(JU matUn OCE g.t!i m fill 
50 

24. Ha.; many tirres have you been I I I UJ I I I 
divorced? # OF TIMES # OF TIMES # OF TIMES 

52 

25. \,hat was the total nUTter of years 1# ~Js 1#~Js 1#~Js betveen (your/pERCffi' s) (spouse's 
death/divorce) and (your/pERSON' s) 
(most recent) remarriage? (NP ffi Q26) (NP ffi 026) (NP ffi Q26) 

14 



DED< 01 

45 MIlRRIED .•••••..•• 1 MIlRRIED ..••••••.• l 
WIOOWED ••••••••.• 2 WIOOWED •••.•••••• 2 
DIVORCED ••••••••• 3 DIVORCED ......... 3 
SEPARATED •••••••• 4 SEPARATED •••.•••• 4 
NEVER MPRRIED .. NEVER MIlRRIED .. 

(fill (R Q26) .... 5 (fill (R 026) .... 5 

" I I I I I I 
Jlf£. Jlf£. 

48 I I I I I I 
II <F TIMES II <F TIMES 

50 I I I 
II <F TIMES 

I I I 
II <F TIMES 

52 

1# Jmls 1# Jmls 
(fill (R Q26) (fill (R 026) 

MPRRIED ••.••••••• 1 
WlOOWED •••••••••• 2 
DIVORCED ••••••••• 3 
SEPARATED •••••••• 4 
NEVER MIlRRIED •• 

(fill (R 026) .... 5 

I I I 
Jlf£. 

I I I 
II<FTIMES 

II I 
II<FTIMES 

1# Jmls 
(fill (R Q26) 

15 

MIlRRIED •••••••••• l 
WIDDWED •••••••••• 2 
DIVORCED ••••••••• 3 
SEPARATED •••••••• 4 
NEVER MIlRRIED .. 

(fill (R 026) .... 5 

I I I 
II (F TIMES 

I I I 
II (F TIMES 

~s 
(fill (R Q26) 

MPRRIED .......... 1 
WIOOWED •••••••••• 2 
DIVORCED ••••••••• 3 
SEPARATED •••••••• 4 
NEVER WlffiIED .. 

(fill (R 026) .... 5 

I I I 
II <F TIMES 

I I I 
#(FTIMES 

(fill (R 026) 



DEO<Ol 

26. 00 you p 1 ill to have any children 
within the next three ~ars? 

27. !btl I11CI1Y natural chi ldren do you 
expect to have in your lifetirre? 
()(:99 

Ml O1IlOOEN : 00 

28. (Have you/has PERsrn) given birth 
to illY children? 00 not count 
stillbirths, stepchildren, or 
adopted children. 

29. ftw I11CI1Y1 

~. At \\I1at age (did you/did PERsrn) 
give birth to (your/her) first 
child? 
()(:99 

54 

55 

57 

58 

60 

YES •••••••••••••• 1 
Ml ••••••••••••••• 2 
()( ••...•..••••••• 9 

I I I 
/I 011 lOOEN 

YES •••••••••••••• 1 
Ml •• (NP OR 031) •• 2 

I I I 
II (F CHIlOOEN 

I I I 
ffiE 

(NP OR Q31) 

16 

8 8 

YES •••••••••••••• 1 yES •••••••••••••• 1 
Ml •• (NP OR 031) •• 2 Ml •• (NP OR 031) •• 2 

I I I U--.l 
II (F CHIlOOEN II (F CHIlOOEN 

LU U--.l 
ffiE ffiE 

(NP OR 031) (NP OR 031) 



\ 

DEC< 01 

54 8 8 8 8 8 

55 98 98 98 98 98 

57 YES ••.••••.•••••• 1 YES •••.•••••••.•• 1 YES •••.•••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 

58 

60 

NO .• (NP OR 031) •• 2 NO •• (NP OR 031) •. 2 NO •. (NP OR 031) •• 2 NO •• (NP OR 031) •• 2 NO •• (NP OR Q31) •• 2 

I I I 
1/ OF CHllffiEN 

UJ 
fJGE 

(1'1' OR 031) 

I I I 
1/ OF CHllffiEN 

I I I 
fJGE 

(1'1' OR 031) 

I I I 
1/ OF CHllffiEN 

I I I 
fJGE 

(1'1' OR 031) 

17 

. 

I I I 
1/ OF CHllffiEN 

I I I 
fJGE 

(1'1' OR 031) 

I I I 
1/ OF CHIlffiEN 

I I I 
fJGE 

(NP OR 031) 



DEO< 01 

31. (Are }\Ju/Is PERSOO) currently 
\\Url<ing full tillE, \\Url<ing part 
tillE, a volunteer, retired, a 
OOTanaker , disabled, lJ181llloyed, 
in school or sarething else? 62 FLlL TIME. {Q33).01 

PffiT TIME. {Q33).02 
RETIRED ••••••••• 03 
HDMBMAKER ..••••. D4 
DISABLED •••••••• 05 
UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 
STUDENT •........ 07 
FLlL-TIME 

VOLUNTEER ••••• 08 
OTIfR (SPB:IFY).09 

FlU TIME. (Q33) .01 
PffiT TIME. {Q33).02 
RETIRED ••••••••• 03 
HDMBMAKER ••••••• D4 
DISABLED •••••••• 05 
UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 
STUDENT ....•.••• 07 
FlU-TIME 

VOLUNTEER ••••• 08 
OTHER (SPB:IFY).09 

FlU TIME. (Q33) .01 
PffiT TIME. (Q33) .02 
RETIRED ••••••••• 03 
HDMBMAKER ••.•... D4 
DlSABLED •••••••• 05 
UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 
STUDENT ••••..... 07 
FLlL-TIME 

VOLUNTEER ••••• 08 
OTHER {SPB:IFY).09 

RF ••••• (039) •••• 97 RF ••••• (039) •••• 97 RF ••••• (039) •••• 97 

32. In \\t1at year (did you/did PERSOO) 
1 ast \\Url< for pay, even for a few 
days? IF NEVER Iffi<ED, ClRQ.E 91 
IV{) ro lD NEXT PERSOO. IF ~ NEXT 
PERSOO, SOP lD Q.39. 

64 

33. For \\tJat kind of business or industry 
(do/does/did) (you!1'ERSOO) \\Url<? 

I I I 
YR 

NEVER Iffi<ED •• 
{NP OR 039) .. 91 

18 

I I I 
YR 

NEVER Iffi<ED •• 
{NP OR 039) .. 91 

I I I 
YR 

NEVER Iffi<ED •• 
(NP OR 039) •• 91 

i 



DEO< 01 

62 Flll TIME. (Q33).01 Flll TIME. (Q33) .01 Flll TIME. (Q33). 01 Flll TIME. (Q33). 01 Flll m'E. (Q33).01 
PAAT TIME. (Q33).02 PAAT TIME. (Q33) .02 PAAT TIME. (Q33).02 PAAT TIME. (Q33).02 PAAT TIME. (Q33).02 
RETIRED ••••••••• 03 RETIRED ••••••••• 03 RETIRED ••••••••• 03 RETIRED ••••••••• 03 RETIRED ••••••••• 03 
~ER ••••••• 04 HDMEMAKER ••••••• 04 HDMEMAKER ••••••• 04 HDMEMAKER ••••••• 04 HDMEMAKER ••.•••• 04 
DlSABLED •••••••• 05 DlSABLED •••••••• 05 DlSABLED •••••••• 05 DlSABLED •••••••• 05 DlSABLED •••••••• 05 
UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 UNEMPLOYED •••••• 06 
STUDENT ••••••••• 07 STUDENT ••••••••• 07 STUDENT ••••••••• 07 STUDENT ••••••••• 07 STUDENT ••••••••• 07 
FLU-TIME Flll-TIME Flll-TIME Flll-TIME Flll-TIME 

VQUNTEER ..... 00 VQUNTEER ••••• 00 VQl.tITEm ..... oo \/QUNTEER ..... oo ~lfi .. :gj OTHER (SPB:IFY).09 OTHER (SPB:IFY).09 OTHER (ftlfY).09 OTHER (KIFY).09 OTHER 

RF ..... (Q39) .... 97 RF •••.• (Q39) •••• 97 RF ••••• (Q39) •••• 97 RF ••••• (Q39) •••. 97 RF ..... (Q39) .... 97 

I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
YR YR YR YR YR 

NEVER l\mKED •• NEVER l\mKED .. NEVER l\mKED .. NEVER l\mKED .. NEVER l\mKED •• 
(N? (R (39) .. 91 (N? (R (39) .. 91 (N? (R (39) .. 91 (N? (R (39) •• 91 (N? (R (39) •• 91 

19 



[)EO( 01 

34. \flat kind of \\Or!< (do you/di d you/ 
does'PERS(Jl/did PERSOO) ckJ? PROOE 
Fffi OCClPATIOO ffi .m TIllE. 

66 [ill [ill [ill 
OCC OCC OCC 

35. \\hat (aret\e"e) (your/his/her) JOOst 
important activities or duties? 

I,~~D·_I 36. 
69 

(Is/Was) that a private business, a PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 
non-profit organization, a govem- NON-PROFIT ••••••• 2 NON-PROFIT ••••••• 2 NON-PROFIT ••••••• 2 
IIEI1t job or (arefl.,ere) you self- GOVERNMENT ••••••• 3 GOVERNMENT ••••••• 3 GOVERNMENT ••••••• 3 
IlTllloyed? SELF-EMPLOYED •••• 4 SELF-EMPLOYED •••• 4 SELF-EMPLOYED .••• 4 

70 

37. Have (you/this person) been I.fl6II- yES .............. 1 yES .............. 1 yES .............. 1 
ployed and looking for \\Or!< at any NO •• (NP ffi 039) •• 2 /{) .. (NP ffi 039) •• 2 NO .. (NP ffi 039) .. 2 
tirre in the past three years? 

71 

38. fbi many lEeks in 1984 were spent I I I I I I I I I 
looking for \\Or!< or waiting to be # WEEKS # WEEKS # WEEKS 
rehired? 

NONE~ NONE~ NONE~ 
(NP ffi 039) (NP ffi 039) (If' ffi 039 ) 

END OED< 01 

20 
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66 OJ] DJJ DJJ OJ] DJJ OCC OCC 

69 PRIVATE .......•.. 1 PRIVATE •.....••.• 1 PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 PRIVATE •••••••••• 1 
NON-PROFIT .•..... 2 NON-PROFIT ..•••.• 2 NON-PROFIT ••••••• 2 NON-PROFIT ••••••• 2 NON-PROfIT ••••••• 2 
GOVERNMENT ..•..•• 3 GOVERWENT ••..•.. 3 GOVERWENT ••••••• 3 GOVERWENT ••••••• 3 GOVERNMENT ••••••• 3 
SELF-EMPLOYED: ... 4 SELF-EMPLOYED ••.. 4 SELF-EMPLOYED •••• 4 SELF-EMPLOYED •••• 4 SELF-EMPLOYED •••• 4 

70 YES .............. 1 YES ......•••....•• 1 YES .••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 
NO .. (NP OR Q39) •. 2 NO .• (NP OR 039) •• 2 NO .. (N!' OR 039) •• 2 NO .• (N!' OR 039) •• 2 NO •• (N!' OR 039) •• 2 

71 I I I LU I I I I I I I I I 
1/ WEEKS 1/ WEEKS 1/ WEEKS # WEEKS # WEEKS 

NONE~ NONE~ NONE~ NONE~ rmE~ 
(M' OR 039) (M' OR Q39) (M' OR 039) (M' OR 039) (M' OR 039) 

END DEO< 01 21 
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.. irS »-43 .!!! Q 001 PRD4 • 

• 
39. (Do you/Does PER~) have i!I:Iy kind YES •••••••••••••• 1 yES •••••••••••••• l YES •••••••••••••• 1 

of a pl]ysical, mental or other health NO •• (NP OR 044) •• 2 NO •• (NP OR 044) •• 2 NO •• (NP OR 044) •• 2 
rondition l'Alich has lasted for six 
nnnths or roore l'Alich \\OlIld limit or 
prevent SlPlo,}fllef1t, educational op-
portunities or daily activities? 

40. ItJuld you tell we l'Alat kind of a. a. a. 
rondition (youJl>ER~)(have/has)? 

b. b. b. 

9 W W rn rn rn l(ttl OfFICE (FFICE OfFICE 

13 

4l. Does this condition prevent (you/ yES .••• (Q43) ••••• 1 YES •••• (Q43) ••••• 1 YES •••• (Q43) ••••• 1 
PER~) from I«lrking at a job or NO .•••.•••••••••• 2 NO ••••••••••••••• 2 M) ••••••••••••••• 2 
going to school? DKoe .............. 9 DK ..... ........................ 9 DK ••••••••••••.•• 9 

14 

42. Does this condition limit the kind YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 YES •••••••••••••• 1 
or iID:lLf1t of I«lrk (YOUJl>~) M) ••••••••••••••• 2 MJ ............... .......... 2 Na ............. ooo.2 
Ci!I:I do at a job? [1( ••••••••••••••• 9 DK ........ ................... 9 DK ••••••••••••••• 9 

15 

43. Does this condition require yES •••••..••••••• 1 yES ••••.••••••••• l YES •••••••••••••• 1 
supervision or assisti!l:lce ona daily NO •••.••••.•••••• 2 Nl ................. 2 NO ................ 2 
basis? 

(NP OR 044) (NP OR 044) (NP OR 044) 

22 



DED< 01 
11 05 Ub 07 

FIRST N!\"1E FIRST N!\"1E FIRST N!\"1E FIRST N!\"1E FIRST N!\"1E 

13 I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I 
RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP RELATIONSHIP 

<) 

15 PGE I I I PGE I I I PGE LU PGE I I I flGE I I I 
17 ME ••••••••••• 1 ME. •••••••••• 1 ME ••••••••••• 1 ME. •••••••••• 1 ME ••••••••••• 1 

FEME •••••.••• 2 FEME. .•••••.• 2 FEME •.•.••... 2 FEME ••••••••• 2 FEME ••••••••• 2 

DED< 02 

BYES •••••••••••.•• 1 YES ••••••••••••.• 1 YES ••••••••••.••• 1 yES •••••••••••.•• 1 YES ••••..•••••••• 1 
r-lJ •• (NP ffi (44) •• 2 r-lJ •• (NP ffi (44) •• 2 r-lJ •• (M' ffi (44) •• 2 r-lJ •• (M' ffi (44) •• 2 r-lJ •• (M' ffi (44) •• 2 

-=a=-. _____ -=a=-. _____ / -=a.'-----____ / -=a.'-----____ .=a.'-----____ / 

.::::b.'-----____ -"'b.=-----____ I .::::b.'-----____ I-=-b.'-----____ .::::b=-. ____ _ 

9 

13 YES .•.• (Q43) •.••• 1 YES .••. (Q43) •••.• 1 YES •••• (Q43) ••••• 1 YES •••• (Q43) ••••• 1 YES •..• (Q43) ••••• 1 
r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 /'{) •.••.•••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 
CK ••••••••••••••• 9 D< ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 

14 YES.~ .•..•.•.••.. l YES .............. l YES .............. l YES ........•..... l YES .............. l 
r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 
CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 CK ••••••••••••••• 9 

1>5 yES .............. l YES .............. 1 YES .............. 1 YES .............. 1 YES .............. 1 
/'{) ..•.••••••••.•• 2 /'{) •.•.•••••••.••. 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 r-lJ ••••••••••••••• 2 

(M' ffi (44) (M' ffi (44) (M' ffi (44) (M' ffi (44) (M' ffi (44) 

23 



DECK 02 

JlSi( RR RESP(WENTS (N. Y 

Noti, I'd like to ask you a feN questions about your neighborhood. 

<14. I):) you currently live in a house, an 
aparbTe1t or a condonini lJT1? 

~------------------

45. Is this residence rented or is it awned 
by you or sareone else in your household? 

SPECIFY _______________ _ 

116. Iothat is your current zip code? 
RF = mE7 
OK = 99999 

47. Iothat is the nare of the closest major 
intersection to your hane? 

l-buse ........................................................... "l 16 

l;lar1lrent •••••••••••••.•••••••..••••.•••..•••••••• 2 
Condani n i lJT1 •••••••••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
Other (Specify) •••••..••••••.••••••..••••• ··· •.• ·· 4 

Rentecl ................................................................. 1 17 

(Ao,ned ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Other (Specify) ••••.••••.••••••••.•••••••••••.•••• 3 

I I 
ZIP 

18 

REIlRl SlkEEiS 23 

48. I):) you think it is very likely, S011e'ftt1at 
likely, or not at all likely that you w1ll 
rrove w1thin the next three years? 

49. If you \\ere to rrove, do you think it \;Quld 
be w1thin the Baltirrore area, or SGl1e\"ot1ere 
else? 

SPftIFY ______________ -,--

50. If you \\ere to rrove w1thin the Baltirrore 
area, v.tlere \;QU ld it be? 

~ ------------

I I I 26 

OFFICE 

VERY LIKB...Y ............................................. ~ ...... 1 29 

9J>1E1n'HAT LIKELy ••••..••••.••••.•.•••.•••••• · •••• ·• 2 
NOT AT ALL LIKELY ••..•••..• (GO TO Q.51) •.••••••••. 3 
DK ••••..•••••••..••••..•••. (GO TO Q.51) •.•..•••••. 9 

Wi thi n the 8a 1 t irrore area ............................... 1 30 

Somewhere else •••• (SPBCIFY) •..• (GO TO Q.51) •••..•• 2 

24 

I I I 
OFFICE 

31 

I I I 33 

OFFICE 



51. v.t1at year did you ITDve into the Ba ltilTDre 
area (lTDst recently)? 

1 Drs LIVEIl liRE • 961 

52. 

53. Just before you ITDved into your current 
residence. were you still living within the 
BaltilTDre area, in another Maryland county, 
in another state or another country? 

~ 
~My~--------------------

54. v.t1at was your fomer zip code? 
Il< = 99999 

55. Do you 0NI1 another residence outside 
of Maryland in Iilich you live two 
or ITDre ITDnths of the year? 

56. Do you have any adult children not in 
your ftj who are currently living in the 
Ba ltilTDre area? 

57. Does your household 0NI1 or have the use 
of at least one autOlTDbile, van or truck? 

58. Does any adult living in your household 
have thei r regular job in the Washi ngton 
metropolitan area? 

DECK 02 

1 1 3S 

\'R 

1 I I 37 

\'R 

Bill TIMllE IlREA •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
OTHER MD COUNTY •••••••••••••••... {GO TO Q.55) ••••. 2 
OTHER STATE (SPECIFY) ••••••.•...• (GO TO Q.55) .••.• 3 
OTHER COUNTRY ·(SPSCrF¥) •...•••••• (GO TO Q.55) ••••• 4 

I I 
ZIP 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
00 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
00 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

yES ............................................... 1 
00 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

25 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
00 •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

39 

45 

47 

48 



DECK 02 

II. RELIGIOUS PRACTICES 

59. I 1111 going to read you a list of sone religious 
traditions or practices. As I read each one, I 
\\Ould like you to tell me how often the practice 
is carried on in your house. Is it always, usually, 
sonetimes or is it never done? 

Always Usual 1,)' Sanetimes Never 

a. Light candles Friday night •.•........•••.••••..••••..••.•••.• 1 2 3 4 49 

b. Participate in a Passover Seder .....•..••.••••.••.•••••.•.... 1 2 3 4 50 

c. Buy only Kosher meat for hone use ••••••••••••••••.•.••.•.•... 1 2 3 4 5" 

d. Drive or ride on the Sabbath ••.••••••••••••......••..••.••.•. 1 2 3 4 51 

e. Have a ChrisUnas tree •••••••.•.•••••••••.••••...•..•......... 1 2 3 4 53 

f; Stay hone fron work, school or alter normal activities 

on the High Holidays •.•••••.•••••••••••••.••.••........... ' .. 1 2 3 4 54 

g. Fast on Yan Kippur •••••••.••••••••.•••••••••••••..••......... 1 2 3 4 55 

h. Eat non-Kosher meat outside your hone •••••••••••••••••.•••.•. 1 2 3 4 56 

i. Keep t\\O sets of dishes for purposes of keeping Kosher ..••••• 1 2 3 4 57 

26 



DECK 02 

Ill. SERVICES 

roo fb./, I'm !ping to read jOO a list of institutions and agencies in the Baltil1llre COO11U1ity. 
For each please tell me if jOO have used any services or programs in the last 12 months. 

A. Would jOO rate B1:X~::~ I JOUr experience 
I. In this last year, have jOO or as excellent. What is JOUr lnpres-

any I1l3IDer of }Qur household !POd. fair or sion of the quality 
used any services or programs poor? of services provided 
provided by (ROO O'TIOOS a-k)? by this agency - Is 
(A::K EIlHER A ffi B Fffi EJlCH it excellent. !POd. 
O'TIOO. ) fair or .POOr? : ,;: EXCEI.- EXCEI.-

SERVICES A II LENT oom FAIR !'OCR () LENT oom FAIR !'OCR [I( 

a. Associ ated Placement 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 58 

and Guidance Service 

b. Baltirrore Hebrew 1 2 . 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 . 61 

College 

c. Jewi sh Big Brother/ 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 
Big Sister League 

d. Milldale Camps 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 67 

e. Jewi sh F iI11ily and 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 70 

Chi ldren' s Servi ce 

f. The Johns fbpkins 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 73 

Hospital 
END DECK 02 

g. Sinai Hospital 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 B 

h. Levindale 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 11 

i. The Baltirrore City 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 
PLblic Schools 

j. Jewi sh CCllIlUli ty 1 2 1 2 3 4 9 1 2 3 4 9 17 

Center (J.C.C.) 

k. Concord House 1 2 
I 

1 2 3 4 911 1 2 3 4 9 
I 

20 

27 



Elderly 

61. In the past year, has any household 
neroer over the age of fD had a need 
for special housing or a nursing hane? 

62. Have they received assistance with 
special housing or finding a nursing 
hane? 

63. t.h!re did they get help? 
COOE PU lHAT IWLY. 

64. In the past year, has any household 
neroer needed (additional) help with 
special housing that was not received? 

65. \\tly didn't they get the help they 
needed? 

+~--------

Disabled 

66. In the past year, has any ftl neroer 
needed full-tirre·or part-tirre assistance 
in taking care of everyday activities? 

DECK 03 

YES ................................................ " .......................................... 1 
Ml ••••••••••••• (00 10 Q.66) ....................... 2 

YES ............................................................................... 1 

RELATIVE. ......................................... 1 
FRlOO.· ................................................................... 2 
NlRSIN(] tM .......................................................................... 3 
PRIVATE PROFESSIONAL .............................. 4 
fJGf1C( ........... (ftIFY) ........................ 5 
OTHffi .......... "!" ~ ...... .. (S'flEI:IfY ) .............. .................................. 6 
1]( ................... "" ................................................................ " "" .. 9 

I I I 
PGENCY 

I I I 
OTHER 

23 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

YES ..................................................................... .... " .............. .... 1 36 

Ml ............. (OO 10 Q.66) ....................... 2 

TOO FM ................................................................... 1 37 

lDO EXPENSIVE ..................................... 2 
DIDN'T Kf'ON l-iiERE 10 00 ..................... ; ..... 3 
DIDN'T WPliT HaP .................................. 4 
I'IJT AVAILJlBLE ..................................... 5 
OlliER ............. (SPECIFY) ....................... 6 
(]( .................. ~ ............................. g 

I I I 38 

OFFICE 

YES ....................................................... l 40 

I'IJ ............. (00 10 Q.72) ....................... 2 
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67. Iotlat kind of help did they need? 
COIlE PlL lliIIT JlPPL Y • 

SPEI:IFY _________ _ 

68. Have they received the care they needed? 

69. Where did they get help? 
COIlE PlL lliIIT JlPPLY. 

~ ---------------
01lfR 

70. In the past year, has any household 
namer needed (additional) help 
which was not received? 

71. Iotly didn't they get the help they 
needed? 

SPEI:IFY ________ _ 

72. In the past year, has anyone in your 
household had a need for long-tenn 
residential care for the disabled? 

73. Has anyone in your household received 
assistance with this need? 

DECK 03 

ROUTINE DAILY PCTIVITIES ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 01 
IN H:M: HEPl TH CJlRE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 02 
DAY CJlRE OUTSIDE THE H:M: •••••••••••••••••••••••• 03 
RESPITE CJlRE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 04 
NUTRITION/FCOO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 05 
TRANSPORTATION ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 06 
0lHER ............... ..(KIFY) ................... 07 

I I I 
OfFICE 

YES ......................................................... 1 
NO ............. (00 TO Q.71) ....................... 2 

RELATIVE .......................................... 1 
FRIEND ............... , ............................ 2 
ffiIVATE PF«:J='ESSICM.. ••••• It-a .................... ........................ 3 
AGENCY •••••••• ~ •• (SPEClFY; ................. o ............... 4 
OTHER ••••••••• ~ •• (SPEClFY) .............................. ,,5 
[]( ............................................................................................... 9 

I I I 
PfBC'( 

I I I 
OTHER 

" 43 

45 

47 .. 
51 

53 

55 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 

64 

66 

YES ........................................................................................... 1 68 

NO ••••••••••••• (oo TO Q.72) ••••••••.•••••••••••••• 2 

TOO FAA .......................................................................... 1 69 

100 EXPENSIVE. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
OIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO 90 .............................. 3 
DIDN'T ~ HELP •••••••• , .............................. 4 
OTHER ••••••••••• ~.(~)~~ ••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[]( ................................................. 9 

I I I 70 

OfFICE 

YES ................................................ 1 72 

NO ............. (00 lD Q. 77) ....................... 2 

YES .............................................................. 1 73 

NO ••••••••••••• (GO lD Q.76) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
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74. \<Ilere did they receive help? 
CODE AlL lliAT PPl'L Y • 

.14!JBII:f 
'1:mfI( -------

75. In the past year, has any household 
mentJer needed (additional) help \'A1ich 
was not received? 

76. Why didn't they get the help they 
needed? 

SFEtIFY _______ _ 

Counseling 

n. In the past year, has any household 
mentJer needed help in finding a job 
or choosing an occl4lation? 

78. Has anyone in your household received 
job counsel i ng? 

79. t.tlere did they get help? 
CODE AlL lliAT PPl'L Y. 

~y -------------­
«mER 

DECK 04 

RELATIVE •• e .................... 0 ........ e ............................ 0" ....... 1 a 
ffiIEND.aaa ............... oa .................... oaooO ....... D ........ 2 9 

PRIVATE PROFESSIO'lAI.. .............................. 3 10 

PGEN:.y ••••••••••• (SFEtIl'Y) ........................ 4 11 

(JfIfll ............ (SFEtIl'Y) ........................ 5 12 

[]< .............................................. oo .... ao .......... oo ••• 9 13 

I I I 14 

JlGEM:Y 

YEs ............................................... 1 18 

Ml ............. (GO TO 0.77) ....................... 2 

TOO FAA ........................................... 1 19 

TOO E)(PENS IVE. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DIIl'l'T I(MlW WHORE TO GO ........................... 3 
DIIl'l'T WPIIT HELP .................................. 4 
ooT AVAlLABLE ...................................... 5 
(JfIfll ............. (SPECIFY) ....................... 6 
[]( ................................................ 9 

I I I 20 

OFFICE 

YES ........................................................... l 22 

oo ............. (GO TO 0.82) ....................... 2 

YES ............................................... l 23 

Ml ............. (GO TO 0.81) ....................... 2 

RELATIVE .......................................... 1 2. 

FRIEND ............................................ 2 25 

PRIVATE PROFESSIO'lAI.. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 2& 

JlGEM:Y •.•••.••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••.•..•••••••••••••• 4 27 

(JfIfll ............ (SPECIFY) ........................ 5 28 

[]( ................................................ 9 29 

I I I 30 

JlGEM:Y 

I I I 32 

OTHER 
30 



--------------------------"-
ro. In the past year, has any household 

manber needed (additional ) help with 
job counseling which was not received? 

81. Why didn't they get the help they 
needed? 

SPECIFY ________ _ 

82. In the past year, has any household 
manber had a need for marital, family 
or individual counseling? 

83. Has an}Qlle in your household received 
counseling in the past year? 

84. Where did they receive counsel ing? 
CODE AlL lWIT JlPPL Y • 

KlOCY 
OTl£R 

ffi. In the past year, has any household 
manber needed (additional) counseling 
which was not received? 

ffi •. Why didn't they go for counseling? 

SPECIFY ________ _ 

31 

DECK 04 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 '" 
f{) ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.82) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

100 FAA ............................................. ! 35 

TOO EXPENSIVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
D IIl'l 'T Kf'OoI I>HRE TO GO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
DIIl'l'T WANT HELP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTl£R ••••••.•••••• (SPEC IFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[l( •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

I I I 36 

OFFICE 

YES •••••••• oo ............................... "" •••••• ! 38 

f{) ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.87) ••••••.•••••••••••••••• 2 

YES ................................................ 1 39 

f{) ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.ffi) ....••.•.••••.•.••••••• 2 

RELAT IVE. " " •.... " " • " •..•.. " ........ " " • " " " .. " •• " .. " •• 1 40 

ffiIEND .... "" ••.... o.""" •••• ' ••••••••••• " .... "".""" •• 2 41 

SC~ .... """ .... "" .. """ 0 •••• "" ••••• 0"" ••• "" .. "" ••• 3 42 

PRIVATE PROFESSI()Vll •• """""""."."" ... "." .... " ...... ,, •• 4 43 

ffiEt-l:y •.••••• , ••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••.••••••••••••••• 5 "" 
OTIfR ••.••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••.•••••••••••• 6 45 

1]( ••••••••••••••.•• " .................................. 9 46 

I I I 47 

ffiEt-l:y 

I I I 49 

OTHER 

YES ••••••••• D ...................................... 1 51 

f{) ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.87) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

TOO F~ ••••••••••••••••••• D.D.D ••••••••••••••••••• 1 52 

TOO EXPENS rVE. •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DlIl'l'T Kf'OoI I>HRE TO GO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
Dlll'l 'T W!WT HELP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• .4 
OTHER ............. (SPECJFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[l( •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

I I I 
OFFICE 

53 



ffl. In the past year has any household member 
had a need for drug or alcohol abuse 
aJl6lse 1 ing? 

88. Have they received drug or a 1 coho 1 abuse 
aJl6lseling in the past year? 

00. v.rere did they receive col6lseling? 
COil: ALL THAT APPLY. 

!OOI:y _______ _ 

onB· , 

90. In the past year, has any household 
member needed (adlitional) drug or 
alcohol abuse COI6lseling \<A]ich they 
did not receive? 

91. l<.t!y didn't they get counseling help? 

~IFY ______________ _ 

Children 

92. Are there any step-children in your fti? 

93. In the past year, has jOur household had 
a need for service, prograns or day care 
for infants or preschool children? 

DECK 04 

YES ... "" ........................................................................ l 55 

I'{) ••••••••••••• (oo TO 0.92) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

VES ..................................................................... 1 56 

I'{) ............. (00 TO 0.91) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

SCHOOL COUNSELOR .............................................. 1 57 

PRIVATE PRC»lESSI~ ....................... o .... o ........ 2 56 

PRIVATE H()SPITAL .................................... DD ........... 3 59 

ffiENC Y ...................... (SPB::: IFY) .. .............................................. 4 60 

OTHER •••••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 61 

(J( ................................................................ 9 62 

I I I 63 

ffiEt(;y 

I I I 65 

OlliER 

YES ............................................................................................. 1 67 

I'{) •••••••••••••• (oo TO 0.92) •.•••••••••••••••••••• 2 

100 FAA .................................................................................... 1 68 

TOO EXPENSIVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO 00 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
DIDN'T WIWT HELP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OlliER ••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
(]( ...... ... "" ............................................................................ 9 

I I I 69 

OFFICE 

YES ......................................................... 1 71 

I'{) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

YES ................... 0 ..................................... 1 72 

I'{) ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.99) ••••.•••••••••.•••••••. 2 

END DECK 04 
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94. I<ilat kinds of servi ces or programs were 
needed? 
alOE PU 1WIT JlPPLY. 

SPfCIfY: 

95. Has iIlyone in your household used chi ldcare 
or programs for preschool children in 
the past year? 

96. Fran \'hJat sources did this child care or 
preschool progrilll core? 
alOE JILL 1WIT JlPPLY. 

97. In the past year, has illY household 
rrarner needed (additional) child care 
or programs for preschool children 
\'hJich were not found? 

98. Why didn't they get the child care or 
programs they needed? 

~~IfY: ______________ __ 

99. In the past year, have illY adolescents 
in your household needed services or 
programs? 

DECK 05 

INFPNT DAY effiE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
PRESCl{)Q ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DAY effiE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
PART-TIME SITTERS •••••••••• , •••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••• (~) ....... , ........... 5 

, 
9 

10 

11 

12 

[J(eo ........................................................ 9 13 

I I I " 
OfFICE 

yES ............................................... 1 
f'V ............. (00 TO Q.98) ....................... 2 

RELATIVE ......................................... 01 
FRIOO ........................................... 02 
PRIVATE PROfESSIOOPl ............................. 03 
PR I VA TE SCIOO.. ................................... 04 
PRIVATE DAYeffiE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 05 
AGENCY ••••••••• ;.(SPEClFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 06 
OTHER •••••••••••• (N!fY) ~~ •••.....•..•.•...•... 07 

16 

17 

" 21 

23 

25 

27 

29 

[]( ................................................... ()9 31 

I I I 33 

P6EfO 

I I I 35 

OTIfR 

YES ..................................................... l 
f'V ••••••••••••• (OO TO Q.99) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

100 FAA ....................................................... l 
TOO EXPENSIVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO 00 ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
DIDN'T WANT HELP ....................................... 4 
OTHER ••••••••••••• ~KlFY~ ...................... 5 
[]( ................................................................. 9 

37 

38 

I I I 39 

OFFICE 

YES ................................................... l 
f'V ............. (00 TO Q.I05) ...................... 2 
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100. What kind of services and prograns did 
they need? 
alDE JILL THAT PWL Y • 

JiPf,l;lF'f ______ _ 

101. Have they used or found the services 
and prograns needed? 

102. Where did they find these services 
and prograns? 
alDE JILL THAT PWL Y • 

SPECIFY _______ _ 
SPECIFY _______ _ 

103. In the past year, has any adolescent 
needed (additional) service or prograns 
that were not found? 

104. Why didn't they get the services they 
needed? 

SPECIFY ________________ _ 

Single Persons/Parents 

105. In the past year, has anyone in your 
household had a need for services or 
prograns for sing les? 

106. Has anyone in your household used ser­
vices or prograns for singles? 

DECK 05 

Ant.ETIC. o •• 0 e ................................. e .......... 0 ........ 0 .. 0 ... 1 42 

CMS .......... 0 ....... 0 ... 0 0 0 ... 0 .. 0 0 0 .. 0 ..... 0 0 0 • o • .. 0 a ......... 0 .. 02 43 

P'RCXJRJII\f) TO VISIT ISRAEL .... ooaoooo .................. 3 44 

COlNSELIf'.il. o. a 0.000 a 0 a •• 0 a ..... 0 0.00 0 •• a 0 0 ............. 4 45 

SOCIPL. •••• oo ........................................... 5 46 

OTI£R •••••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••• 6 47 

[J(.oo •••• oD ................................................ 9 48 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
NO ••.•••••••••• (GO TO Q.104) •.••••••.•...•.••••••• 2 

SYNffiCGLIE ......................................... 1 
J.C.C ••••••••••••••.•.••••.••.•••••••••••.......•• 2 
SCHOOL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
ffiEf'CY ........... (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTI£R ............ (SPEC IFY) •• • ••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[]( •• " •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

I I I 
ffiEf'CY 

I I I 
OTHER 

49 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 

58 

60 

YES ................................................ 1 62 

fi) ............. (GO TO Q.105) •••..•.•••..•••••...•• 2 

100 FAA ............................................ ! 63 

100 EXPENS IVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DII11 'T Kf'{lW IlHERE TO GO ........................... 3 
DII11'T VIJWT HELP .................................. 4 
OTI£R ••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[]( ................................................ 9 

I I I 
OFFICE 

YES ............................................... 1 
NO ............. (GO TO Q.110) ...................... 2 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
fi) ............. (GO TO Q.109) ...................... 2 
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107. Where did they use these services? 
aIDE All THAT APPLY. 

~y ----------------ana 

108. In the past year, has any household 
member needed (additional) service or 
progrars for singles lI41ich were not 
foll1d? 

109. WhY dim't they use progrars for singles? 

SPB:IFY ______________ _ 

110. In the past year, has an,)Ql1e in your 
household had a need for services or 
aid for single parents? 

111. Has an,)Ql1e in your household received 
help for single parents? 

112. Where did they receive help? 
CODE All lHAT APPLY. 

~Y ______________ _ 
one 
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DECK 05 

SCtm .................................. oo ........................ l 68 

SYNJ(l);l.( ....... oo .................................................. 2 69 

CCJtYtI.N IlY (iR()tP ...................................................................... 3 70 

PRIVATE ~IONALo ............. o ................ o ...... o ...... 4 71 

AGENCY ••••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 n 
cnliBR ............ o ..... ~IFY) ••• o ........ o •• o.oo ......... o.o6 13 

ll< .................................... 0 ...................... 0 .. 00 .. 0 ....................... 9 

I I I 
OltfR 

75 

77 

END DECK 05 

YES .................................... oo ..................................... l 8 

NO ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.110) •••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

TOO FAR ........................................................... l 9 

TOO EXPENSIVE ................................ oo ...................... 2 
DIDN'T KNOW WHERE TO GO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
DIDN'T ~ HELP ........................................ 4 
0TlER ........................ .. (SPI:l: IFY) .............................. 5 
[1(····· ............................................. 9 

10 

YES ............................................... 1 12 

NO ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.115) •••••••••••••••••••••• 2 

YES .................................................. 1 13 

NO ••••••.•••••• (GO TO Q.114) ••••••••••••••••••• m •• 2 

RELATIVE ........................................... 1 14 

FRIEND ••••••••••••.••.•.• o ........................... 2 15 

PRIVATE ~IONAL ....... o.o •••••••• o ...... o ...... 3 16 

AGENCy ............ (SPECJFY) ••••••••..•••••••••••••• 4 17 

cnliBR ............. ~ ......................... 5 18 

OK .................................................. 9 19 

I I I 20 

AGENCY 

I I I 22 

OltfR 



113. In the past year, has any household 
mertJer needed (additional) help for 
si ng le parents which was not received? 

114. Why didn't they get the help they 
needed? 

~~----------------

115. In the past year, has anyone in your 
household used fitness or exercise 
progril11S? 

116. Where did they use fitness or exercise 
progril11S? 
CODE All lHAT JlJ'PL Y • 

SPECIFY ______________ _ 

DECK 06 

YES ......................................................... l 24 

fIll ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.115) •••••.•••••••••••••••• 2 

TOOFAA ................................................. 1 25 

TOO EXPENS IVE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
DI[lIl'T KNG/ loH:RE TO GO ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
DI[lIl'T WIWT HELP •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTHER ••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[l( •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

I I I 
OFfICE 

YES ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
fIll ••••••••••••• (GO TO Q.117) ••.••••••••••••••••.•• 2 

SCfOJl ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 1 
J.C.C ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
PRIVATE GROJ> ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
C<l+1LNITY GRaP ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 4 
OTHER ••••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••••••••••••••• 5 
[l( •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

I I I 
OFFICE 

26 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 

35 

117. If you (READ OPTIONS a-g) lIOuld you very moch prefer, 
prefer, have no preference or \\OUld you rather not 
use Jewish-sponsored services? 

VERY MtrH HAVE fill RATHER NOT 
PREFER PREFER PREFERENCE USE [l( 

a. Had a personal or family problem 1 2 3 4 9 37 

b. Needed help in finding a job 1 2 3 4 9 38 

c. Used a dating service 1 2 3 4 9 39 

d. Needed recreation for a teenager 1 2 3 4 9 40 

e. Needed d~ care or pre-school care 1 2 3 4 9 41 

f. Needed help with a disabled person 1 2 3 4 9 42 

g. Specialized housing for the elderly 1 2 3 4 9 43 

36 



IV. RELIGIOUS OOSERVIWCE 

118. NoN, just a few qlJ!stions ibout religious observance. 
Do yoo consider yoorself ortIOOox, conservative, 
refonn or sorething else? 

!fitIFY' ----------------------

119. Do yoo or does soreone in yoor household currently 
belong to a synagogue or taTlJle? 

120. Is it ortlOOox, conservative, refonn or sorething 
else? 

~E'CIFY ____________________ _ 

121. Did you or soreone in yoor Hi ever belong to a 
synagoglJ! or taTlJ le since yoo or they !ere gl'OIII1? 

122. Why have )IlU never joined a synagoglJ! or taTlJle? 
OJOE JIlL lHAT ~PL Y • 

~E'CIFY ______________________ _ 

123. Do yoo intend to join a synagoglJ! or taTlJle in the 
future? 

37 

DECK 06 

()rt.hod()x.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .... .. .... D .... ... 1 
Conservative •••••••••••••••.••••••• 2 
Reform ........................................................ 3 
Just Je,rish ...................................... 4 
OTHER (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••• 5 
Not Jewish ........................... 8 

YES ................................ "" ........................... 1 
flO ••••••••• (00 10 Q.121) ••••••••••• 2 

Orthodox .................................................... 1 
Conservative ••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Refonn .............................. 3 
OTHER (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••• 4 

I 'I) 'It) q;JJ41 

YES •••••••• (00 10 Q.124) •.•••.••. •• 1 
flO ••••••••• (00 10 Q.122) •••••••••••• 2 

WILL JOIN IN THE FUTURE ••••••••••• Ol 
100 EXPEN.SIVE.............................. ............ ()2 
TOO FM .................................................... 03 
fIOT IM'ffiTIm 10 1'£ ............... 04 
fIOT INTERESTED •••••••••••••••••••• 05 
BIID EXPERIENCE ............. ....... ()j 
~'T FIfIO aJrnEGATION I LIKE .... 07 
fOO'T LIKE FmWIlIZED RELIGION .... OO 
OTHER ~) ••••••••••••••••••• 09 
(]( .............................................................. 99 

I I I 
OFFICE 

YES ............................................................... 1 
MAYBE ................................. 2 
tIl .•.•••.... " ..•................•.• 3 
[J( •••••••••••• 'I ........................ 9 

47 

48 

50 

52 

54 

56 

58 

60 

62 

64 

66 

68 

70 



DECK 06 

124. Did your parents belong to a synagogue or teTlJle 
\Oklen JOO \Ere grotfing (4)? 

YES ••••••••• " ••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
ND ••••••• (GO TO Q.126) ••••••.••••.• 2 
DK ....... (GO TO Q.126) ............. 9 

125. Was it orthodox, conservative, refonn 
or sanething else? 

orthodox •••• " •••••••••••••••••••.. 1 
Conservative ••.•••••••••••••.•••.•• 2 
Refonn ............................. 3 

~---------------------- OTHER (~ •••••••••••••••••••• 4 

126. Holt frequently do you attend Jewi sh services? 
00 ICJ'I'.~ LIST. 

, 1'S:li"t; 
--------------------

NEVER, .............................................. 01 
NEVER, EXCEPT Fffi WEDDINGS Pl'D Bffi MIlZVAHS ......... 02 
(JolLY HIGH HlLIDAYS .................................. 03 
A FEW TIMES A YEffi •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 04 
ABOUT ONCE A MrnTH .................................. 06 
A FEW TIMES A MrnTH ................................. 06 
WEEKLY .............................................. 07 
SEVERAL TIMES A WEEK ffi MDRE •••••••••••••••••••••••• DB 
OTHER (SPEI:IFY)' ..................................... 09 

71 

72 

73 

END DECK 06 

127. NOtI I an lJ)ing to ask sane general questions about 
Israel, and the Jewish COTII1JI1ity. 
Fran what source do JOO receive the IlOst news about the 
BaltillOre Jewish COTII1JI1ity? --

128. Have you or any rrerrber of your household ever 
visited Israel? 

38 

NrnE •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 01 
ClRRENTS .......................... 02 
JEWISH TIMES ...................... 03 
RPDIO NEWS ........................ 04 
TV NEWS ........................... 06 
SlWPf'ER .......................... 06 
NEWSPPf'ERS Pl'D MA.GAZINES .......... 07 
SYNPalGUE NEWSLETTER ffi BlllETIN •• DB 
ffiGANIZATI(Jol ffi PGENCY BLUETIN 

ffi NEWSLETTER ••••••••••••••••••• 09 
DIRECT ASSOCIATED MAlLING ••••••••• I0 
FRIENDS, WffiD OF MOUTH •••••••••••• ll 
OTHER ••••••••• (SPEI:IFY) ........... 12 
DK ................................ 99 

B 

I I I 10 

OFFICE 

YES ................................ 1 12 

ND ................................. 2 



129. Do you or my TOOJber of your household intend 
to visit Israel (again)? 

13l. Please tell Ire the wi\YS in l<I+1ich the people in 
your household slWOrt Israel? 
moE PlL THAT IWL Y • 

~~wv ____________________ _ 

V. JlNTI -Sl:MITISM 

131. How IlJJCh anti-Senitism would you say there is 
in the BaltilTlJre area? Would you say there 
is a great deal, a ITIJderate arount, little or 
none? 

132. How IlJJCh anti-Sanitism have you personally 
experienoed in your 1 ifetiIre? Would you say 
a great deal, a ITIJderate alTlJunt, little or 
none? 

133. Have you personally experienoed any anti-Senitism 
in the last 12 ITIJnths? 

134. How many tiIres have you experienoed anti-Senitism 
in the last 12 ITIJnths? 

135. Please describe my recent anti-Senitic incident. 
RECmD PfD COOE. 

39 

DECK 07 

YES ............................. " ............. l 13 

f'V ......................................... 2 

1m I T SlPP<RT 19W1. ......... u .. OG ..... 01 14 

GIVE lO ASSOCIATED.ooo .............. 02 16 

I~ IIHJS ...... ooo .................. 03 18 

GIVE TO IJHTfD JEWISH PWEPL ..... OD04 20 

ZIONIST ORGANlZATION ..................... 05 1~ 
POlITICAL ACTIVITY .................. 06 24 

cntuER •••••••••• (~WV) .......... 07 26 

(]( ...................................... 99 28 

I I I 30 

(J'FICE 

.Great real ................................. 1 32 

f<bderate iJlDUIlt •••••••••••••••••••• 2 
Little ..................................... 3 
None ..................................... 4 
[l( .......................................... 9 

Great ctea 1 ................................................. 1 33 

Mbderate amount ••••••••.• a ••••••••• 2 
Little ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 3 
None ••••••• (00 10 Q.l39) ••••••••••• 4 
DK •••.•. , •• (OO 10 Q.139) ••••••••••• 9 

yES .•.••••••••..•..••••.•.•.••••..• 1 34 

NO ••••••••• (OO 10 Q.139) ••••••••••• 2 

OCE ............................. 0 •• 1 35 

TWICE ••••.••••.•.••...••••••••..... 2 
THREE TlMES •••••••••.••••....••••.. 3 
FOUR OR MORE TIMES ••••••••••••••••• 4 
[]( ......................••.•....... 9 

REMARKS WHERE YOU LIVE •••••••••••• Ol 
RBMARKS AT WDRK .••••.•••••••...... 02 
RESlRICTlOO fR(JII CUBS OR ffiOlPS •• 03 
PER~ Jll DISCRIMINATIOO ••••••• 04 
Jll DISCRIMINATIOO 10 OlHERS 

AT WB. ................... D •••••• Cli 
VIQOCE 10 I'RO'ERTY •••••••••••••• ~ 
VIQOCE 10 PERSON •••••••••••••••• 07 
OTHER ••••••••••• (~lFY) ••••••••• OB 
RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 
[]( •.•.•••••••••••.••••••••.••••••• 99 

I I I 
(J'FICE 

36 

38 



136. Did you report this incident to iB1yone? 

137. Did you report this to the police, the 
Associated, the Pnti-Def<mation League, 
(J(' did you report it to another 
orgiB1ization (J(' person? 
aDE JIll lliAT JlI'PLY. 

~--------------------

138. Why not? 

·tmm· ---------------------

139. Of your three best friends, haw IlIiB1Y are Jewish? 

DECK 07 

YES ........................................ 1 
NO ••••••••• (GO TO Q.138) •• , •••••••• 2 

POLICE .............................. Ol ~l 
ASSOCIATED ••• o. 00 ................. 0.0 ..... 02 1+3 

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE •••.•••••••• 03 lfS 

JEWISH OJ+lNITY rot.N:IL .................. 04 47 

OOSS, CR PERsrn IN CHPRGE .................. ffi 49 

NO ~IZATION •..•.•• o.o.oo.o •• o.06 51 

BALTIKRE JEWISH rot.N:IL ... GG.ooo .... 07 53 

IWlHER (RGIlNIZATION ••• (SPOCIFY) •• OO 55 

RF ............. oo .................... 97 57 

ro 10 Q.l39 I I I I 
OFFICE 

59 

I I I 61 

OFFICE 

f'llNE ............. " .................................. " ......... 1 " 
~E ......... e ...................................... 2 
00 ........................................... 3 
ltREE ....... e •• o ............. 0 •• 0 ................ 4 
NO FRIOOS ......................... 5 
RF .......... " .................................................. " .. 7 

VI. a-tPRITPBLE JlCTIVITIES/amRIBUTIONS 

140. Noll, just a few questions about charitable 
activities. On the average, haw IlIiB1Y hours 
per nooth do you vo lll1teer on behalf of 
Jewish ol'giB1izations? 
[J( = 999, tfflE = 000 

141. HatlIlIiB1Y hours per nooth do you volll1teer on 
behalf of non-Jewish organizations? 
[J( = 999, tfflE = 000 

142. Do you (J(' iB1Y rnamer of your household currently 
belong to iB1Y Jewish ol'giB1izations or agencies, 
such as the J.C.C.? 

I I I I 
fRSJM) 

YES ................................................. "" ....... 1 
NO •••••••• (GO·lO Q.144) •••••••••••• 2 
RF ..................................... 7 
[]( ................................................................. 9 

67 

70 

END DECK 07 



DECK 08 

143. Which Jewish organizations or agern,::ies are they? 
£R1E IU.. m\T 1fIIl\'. ro rm _ US!. 

SPECIFY ________ _ 

JEWISH COMMUNITY CENTER ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 01 • 
B'NPJ: BR.Illi .............. oo .............................. 02 10 

mTI-DEFIM\TI()l LOO£ •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 03 12 

A'lERIcm ISRAEL PlIlLIC IlfFAIRS aMolITIEE (AIPJlC) •••• 04 '" 
A'lERlcm JEWISH aMolITTEE ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 05 16 

A'lERIcm JEWISH OOf«3RESS •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 06 1. 
HPl)ASSP!-i .............. : .................................. 07 20 

PIOOEER. \tlJtEN .................................................................... oo 22 

ffiT ..................................................... " .... 09 2'+ 

A SYNPB)GU£ W>EN I S (R ~ I S UJJ3 eo ........... 00 00 .. ... 10 26 

NATIONAL COUNCIL OF JEWISH WOMEN •••••••••••••••••••• ll 2. 

MIZRPCHI W>1EN •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 12 30 

J\lJXILLM.IES ...................................... 0 ................... 13 32 

ZOA ...................................................... 14 3'+ 

OTHER •••••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••••• 15 36 

RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 38 

lX ......................................................... 99 LtO 

I I I 42 

OFFICE 

144. Are there i$lY Jewish orgi$lization you belonged 
to in the last five years that you no longer 
belong to? 

YES ...................................................... 1 44 

rtJ ...................................... 2 
RF •••••• _ •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 

145. Do you or i$lY I1B1tJers of your household make outright 
OJIltributions or gifts to Jewish phili$lthropies? 
Please exclude dues or I1B1tJerships. 

146. I'm going to read SOlE ri$lges of donations. Please 
stop ~ when I reach the total Contributions of your 
household in 1984 to all Jewish phili$lthropies. 
Please exclude dues or I1B1tJership. 
ROO CATEtnlIES. 

147. Did you make a OJIltribution to the Associated in 1984? 

41 

[]( ................................. 9 

YES .•.••.•••••••••••.••••••••.••.•• 1 4S 

ND ••••••••• (GO TO Q.147) ••••••••••• 2 
RF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 
(]( ................................. 9 

Less than $50 ••••••••••••••••••••• 01 '" 
$51-$100 •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 02 
$101-$250 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 03 
$251-$SOO •• ~ ••• e •••••••••••••••••• 04 
$5{)I-$1 ,ClX) ••••••••••••••••••••••• ()5 
$1,001-$5,000 ••.•.•••••••.••••••.• 06 
$5,001-$10,000 •.•••••••••••••••.•• 07 
$10,001 OR MDRE ••••••••••••••••••• 08 
RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 
IX ••.••••••••••.......•••.•.•••••• 99 

YES •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 1 
ND ••••••••• (GO TO Q.149) ••••••••••• 2 
RF •••••.•.. (GO TO Q.150) ••••••••••• 7 
(]( ••••••••• (GO TO Q.150) •••••.••••• 9 



148. I'm going to read scme ranges of donations. Please 
stop me when I reach the range of your household's 19m 
contributions to the Associated. 
ROO OOIDJUfS. 

149. Cill you tell me Iotly you didn't contribute to 
the Associated in 19m? 
CODE ALL TIiAT JlPPL Y • 

42 

DECK 08 

Less than $50 ••••••••••••••••••••• 01 .9 

$51-$100 .•••••••••••••••••.••.•.•• 02 
$101-$250 ••.•••••••••••••••••.••.• 03 
$251-$500 ......................... 04 
$501-$1.000 ••••••••••••••••••••••• 05 
$1001-$5,000 ••••••••••••••...••••• 05 
$5001-$10.000 ••••••••••••••••••••• 07 
$10,001 OR MORE ••••••••••••••••••• 08 
RF ••••••••••••• eo ••••••••••••••••• 97 
[]( ........................................ 99 

f() OOE ASKED ME ................................ 01 51 

CAN IT ~D 10 .................... 02 53 

NO PARTICUlAR REASON ............... OB 55 

GAVE TO DIFFERENT CRGJWlZATlOO ...... 04 57 

DONIT LTIKE AJC ....................... 05 59 

[lIPT WPNr TO GIVE TO AX ........... OO 61 

GAVE TlRU PAAENTS OR OMR 
FAMILY ~ ..................... 07 63 

NOT WORTHWHILE ........................ 08 65 

OMR ••••••••••• (SPECIFY) ••••••••• 09 67 

RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 69 

1l< .................................... 99 71 

I I I 73 

OFFICE 

END DECK 08 



150. What do you think are the tv.o Il1I?st 
i~rtant purposes of the Assocl ated? 

REA500 #1: 

SPECIFY: 

REA500 #2: 

SPECIFY: 

DECK C 

FUNDS FOR THE BALT~E AREA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ol 
FWDS FOR THE JM:RICJlN JEWISH aJoMLNITY •••••••••••••••••••• 02 
FlJ'.j[)S FOR ISR..GE:L ... e ......... e o.~ •••• o •• O. 0 0". <>.0. e .. e ............ 0 ..... 03 
FWDS FOR RUSS 1M JEWS MD JEWS \oKRU:WIOC, 

OTHER TIiJlN ISRAEL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 04 
OVERALL LOCAL COMMUNITY PLANNING •••••••.••••••••••••••••••• 05 
TRAINING JEWISH COMMUNITY LEADERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 05 
SPONSORING PROGRAMS OF JEWISH INTEREST ••••••••••••••••••••• 07 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••• (SPEC IFY) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 08 
RF ............................................................................... 97 
ll< ........ 0 .......................................................... 0 ......... e •• 99 

I I I 
OFFICE 

FUNDS FOR THE BALT~ AREA ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• Ol 
FWDS FOR THE JM:RICM JEWISH COMMLNITY •••••••••••••••••••• 02 
FUNDS FOR ISRAEL ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 03 
FWDS FOR RUSSIM JEWS rnD JEWS I-KRLI}JIOC, 

OTHER TIiJlN ISRAEL •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 04 
OVERALL LOCAL COMMUNITY PLANNING •••••••••••.••••••••••••••• 05 
TRAINING JEWISH COMMUNITY LEADERS •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 06 
SPONSORING PROGRAMS OF JEWISH INTEREST. •••••••••••••••••••• 07 
OTHER ••••••••••••••••• (SPECIFY) •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 08 
RF ........................................................................... 0 ........... 0.97 
ll<. ............... oo .............................................. 99 

I I I 
OFFICE 

151. Does your household contribute to any non-JEWish 
philanthropies? 

YEs ..................................................... 1 
NO •••••••• (GO TO Q.153) •••••••••••• 2 
RF •••••••• (GO TO Q.153) •••••••••••• 7 
OK •••••••• (GO TO Q.153) •••••••••••• 9 

152. I'm going to read sane ranges of donations. 
P 1 ease stop me I'ttlen I reach the tota 11984 
contri butions of your househo 1 d to a 11 non-JEWi sh 

.. philanthropies? 
ROO CATEGORIES. 

Less than $50 ••••••••••••••••••••• 01 
$51-$1oo •••••••••••••••••••••••• ~.02 
$101-$250 ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 03 
$251-$500 ............................. 04 
$501-$1,000 ........................ 05 
$1001-$5.000 •••••••••••••••••••••• 06 
$5001-$10.000 ••••••••••••••••••••• 07 
$10,001 OR MORE •••••••••••••••••.. OB 
RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 
[]{ ................................... 99 



153. I'm g:>ing to read sare incare ranges. Please stop me 
l>tJen I reach the iITOunt that represents your house­
hold's total gross incare for 1984 t:efore taxes. 
Please include all incare from wages, dividends, 
Social Security, child slWOrt or any other incare 
you may recei ve? 

154. In 1984 was the main source of your household 
incare from a source other than salary 
or wages? 

155. Do you have any additional comments you \',\}uld like to make? 

Thank you very much for your cooperation. My supervisor may 
call back to verify that I completed this interview. 

(IF R NEEDS INFORW\TION ABOUT mE JEWISH COMMIJHTY, TELL "THEM 
lD CJll.L 466-4636.) 

44 

DECK 09 

Less than $5 ,COO •••••.•.•..•..•••• CO 19 

$5,COO - $10 ,COO .•••••.•..•..•••• 01 
$lO,C01 - $20 ,COO .•••••••••••.••.. 02 
$2O,C01 - $3O,COO ••••••..•.•..••.• 03 
$3O,C01 - $40 ,COO ••.•••....•..••.• 04 
$4O,C01 - $SO ,COO •••••••••••••••.• 05 
$SO,C01 - $75,COO •••••••••••.•••.• 06 
$75,C01 - $lCO,COO ..•••••••••••••• 07 
$lCO,C01 - $l50,COO .•••.•••••••••• oo 
$150,C01 ffi ABOVE. •••••••••••.•••• 09 
RF •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 97 
OK •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 98 

YES ...•..•.•..•.....•..•••.•.•..... l 21 

Ml ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 2 
RF ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 7 
OK ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 9 

lDTIlL MINUTES: 1 1 22 

DATE: Lll 1 1 1 L-I -,l:-1---1. 
MD DAY YR 
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INTERVIEWER #: 1 1 31 

END DECK 09 

END TIME: '--'----1.1 : L-I -L----l-




