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FORWARD 

The Board of D i r e c t o r s  of t h e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Jewish F e d e r a t i o n  i s  
v e r y  p l e a s e d  t o  be  a b l e  t o  p r e s e n t  t h e  r e s u l t s  of t h e  s t u d y  of our  Jewish 
p o p u l a t i o n  t o  t h e  community. 

The s t u d y  was conducted a f t e r  i n t e n s i v e  d i s c u s s i o n  by our  Community 
P lann ing  Committee r e g a r d i n g  f u t u r e  communal needs  and t h e  b e s t  methods 
f o r  c h a r t i n g  new d i r e c t i o n s .  It was determined t h a t  a major  p o p u l a t i o n  
s t u d y  was r e q u i r e d  i n  o r d e r  t o  e s t a b l i s h  a n  o b j e c t i v e  b a s e  of i n f o r m a t i o n  
abou t  our  Jewish community. 

I n  deve lop ing  t h e  q u e s t i o n n a i r e  which forms t h e  f o u n d a t i o n  of t h e  
s t u d y ,  a l l  of o u r  a g e n c i e s  were c o n s u l t e d  as w e l l  as t h e  Rabbinic  Fellow- 
s h i p .  E f f o r t s  were made t o  c o l l e c t  n o t  o n l y  b a s i c  demographic d a t a  b u t  
i n s i g h t  a l s o  i n t o  a t t i t u d e s  a b o u t  Jewish i d e n t i t y  and r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s ,  
Jewish e d u c a t i o n a l  background, a f f i l i a t i o n  p a t t e r n s  and community i d e n t i -  
f i c a t i o n .  Wherever p o s s i b l e  comparable i n f o r m a t i o n  from o t h e r  community 
s t u d i e s  was u t i l i z e d  t o  emphasize t h e  s p e c i a l  c h a r a c t e r  of t h e  Greater 
Har t fo rd  Jewish community and t o  l end  more p r e c i s i o n  t o  our  f i n d i n g s .  

Thanks a r e  due t o  many i n d i v i d u a l s  f o r  t h e i r  d e d i c a t i o n  t o  t h i s  pro- 
j e c t  d u r i n g  t h e  p a s t  y e a r .  Arnold C .  Greenberg se rved  a s  chairman of t h e  
Community P lann ing  Committee when t h i s  p r o j e c t  was i n i t i a l l y  d i s c u s s e d  
and adop ted .  Ar lene  N e i d i t z ,  a s  co-cha i rperson  of t h a t  Committee and 
c h a i r p e r s o n  of a  s p e c i a l  demographic s t u d y  committee,  worked t i r e l e s s l y  
t o  d e f i n e  t h e  o b j e c t i v e s  of t h e  s t u d y  and t o  s e c u r e  t h e  n e c e s s a r y  fund ing  
from F e d e r a t i o n  and from t h e  F e d e r a t i o n  Endowment Fund. Blanche Goldenberg 
and P e t e r  Evans, a s  subsequen t  co-cha i rpeop le  of t h e  s t u d y  committee,  have 
worked d i l i g e n t l y  w i t h  o u r  c o n s u l t a n t  t o  shape t h i s  document and w i l l  be  
c o n t i n u i n g  t o  p r o v i d e  l e a d e r s h i p  a s  we b e g i n  t o  deve lop  c o n c l u s i o n s  flow- 
i n g  from t h e  d a t a .  

Throughout t h e  p r o j e c t  our  A s s i s t a n t  D i r e c t o r ,  D r .  J a c k  Mayer, h a s  
provided major  s t a f f  d i r e c t i o n  and s u p p o r t .  Together  w i t h  S t a f f  P lann ing  
A s s o c i a t e  Judy Si lverman and Suburban S e r v i c e s  D i r e c t o r  Sharon Levinson,  
t h e  F e d e r a t i o n  s t a f f  h a s  s e e n  t h i s  p r o j e c t  t o  complet ion competent ly  and 
e f f e c t i v e l y ,  a l l  w i t h i n  a n  ex t remely  condensed t i m e  p e r i o d .  

The s t u d y  was conducted i n  two phases .  Phase I1 r e q u i r e d  a  l a r g e  
number of v o l u n t e e r  t e lephone  i n t e r v i e w e r s  r e c r u i t e d  i n  l a r g e  p a r t  by 
D r .  Susan Smerd, a member of our  P lann ing  Committee. Each of t h e s e  volun- 
teers d e s e r v e s  s p e c i a l  thanks ,  and t h e i r  names a r e  l i s t e d  s e p a r a t e l y .  

C r e d i t  f o r  t h e  d e s i g n  and implementat ion of t h e  s t u d y  be longs  t o  
D r .  Mark Abrahamson of t h e  U n i v e r s i t y  of Connec t icu t  and t h e  team which 
h e  assembled t o  complete t h e  t e c h n i c a l  a s p e c t s .  Throughout t h e  c o u r s e  of 
t h i s  p r o j e c t ,  P r o f .  Abrahamson h a s  been r e s p o n s i v e  t o  t h e  community g o a l s  
of t h e  r e s e a r c h  and t o  t h e  i n t r i c a c i e s  of community o r g a n i z a t i o n .  On be- 
h a l f  of t h e  community, we wish t o  e x p r e s s  our  s i n c e r e  a p p r e c i a t i o n .  

We b e l i e v e  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  con ta ined  i n  t h e  r e p o r t  and f u r t h e r  ana ly -  
sis t o  be  e x t r a p o l a t e d  from t h e  computer t a p e s  w i l l  p r e s e n t  u s  w i t h  a r i c h  
s t o r e  of i n f o r m a t i o n  abou t  o u r s e l v e s .  T h i s  w i l l  be  v a l u a b l e  f o r  many y e a r s  
t o  come. How we u s e  t h e  i n f o r m a t i o n  and what d e c i s i o n s  we make a s  a  r e s u l t  
of t h e s e  i n s i g h t s  w i l l  be a test of our  own v i s i o n .  W e  a r e  c o n f i d e n t  t h a t  
t h e  Greater H a r t f o r d  Jewish community w i l l  meet t h e s e  c h a l l e n g e s  w i t h  
c r e a t i v i t y  and d e d i c a t i o n .  

D a n i e l  M.  N e i d i t z  
Chairman of t h e  Board 

Simon Konover Don Cooper 
P r e s i d e n t  Execu t ive  D i r e c t o r  
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H I S T O R I C A L  NOTE 

The New England c o l o n i e s ,  i n  g e n e r a l ,  were n o t  r e c e p t i v e  t o  Jews,  o r  
o t h e r  non-Chr i s t i ans .  T h i s  was p a r t i c u l a r l y  t r u e  i n  t h e  p rov ince ,  and then  
co lony ,  of Connec t icu t .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  Jews were n o t  p e r m i t t e d  t o  become 
permanent r e s i d e n t s  of any Connec t icu t  town u n l e s s  t h e y  were f o r m a l l y  ac -  
cpe ted  by a  m a j o r i t y  of t h e  townspeople.  I n  H a r t f o r d ,  f o r  example, t h e  
r u l e  passed i n  1661 s t a t e d  t h a t  Jews had,  ' 'L iber ty  t o  s o j o u r n  i n  y e  town 
f o r  7 months ."l 

Throughout t h e  1 8 t h  c e n t u r y ,  t h e  number of Jewish merchants  t e m p o r a r i l y  
t r a v e l i n g  i n  Connec t icu t  c o n t i n u o u s l y  i n c r e a s e d .  By t h e  eve  of t h e  revolu-  
t i o n a r y  war,  b o t h  New York, t o  t h e  South,  and Newport and Prov idence ,  t o  t h e  
E a s t ,  were major  t r a d i n g  c e n t e r s .  Jewish  merchants ,  who r e s i d e d  i n  t h e s e  
a d j a c e n t  s t a t e s ,  s o l d  t h e i r  wares  i n  t h e  growing c i t i e s  of New Haven, Mid- 
dle town and H a r t f o r d ,  

The Jewish merchants  who s t a y e d  t o o  long were f i n e d ,  Although r e c o r d s  
i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  f i n e s  were modest ,  t h e  s o c i a l  c l i m a t e  of Connec t icu t  was 
n o t  conducive t o  Jewish s e t t l e m e n t .  The few who d i d  s e t t l e  i n  Connec t icu t  
tended t o  in te r -mar ry  and a s s i m i l a t e .  So inconsp icuous  were they  t h a t  i n  
1818 a  d e l e g a t e  t o  C o n n e c t i c u t ' s  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  conven t ion  s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e ,  
"had never  been any (Jews) i n  t h e  s t a t e  and probably  never  would be.ll2 

The conven t ion  of 1818 adopted t h e  p r e v i o u s  C h r i s t i a n - o n l y  p r o v i s i o n ,  
and i t  was n o t  a c t u a l l y  d e l e t e d  from t h e  s t a t e ' s  c o n s t i t u t i o n  u n t i l  1965. 
However, when German-Jewish i m n i g r a n t s  i n  t h e  1840 ' s  became C o n n e c t i c u t ' s  
f i r s t  permanent group of p r a c t i c i n g  Jews, t h e  e x c l u s i o n a r y  p r o v i s i o n  was 
i g n o r e d ,  and Jewish c o n g r e g a t i o n s  were recognized  a s  l e g a l  c o r p o r a t e  en- 
t i t i e s .  The f i r s t  temple t o  be  c h a r t e r e d  i n  H a r t f o r d  was Temple Beth 
I s r a e l ,  i n  1843. (Among t h i s  f i r s t  group of German Jews was Gershon Fox. 
H e  opened a  s m a l l  shop i n  H a r t f o r d ,  i n  1847, t h a t  e v e n t u a l l y  grew i n t o  t h e  
a r e a ' s  l e a d i n g  depar tment  s t o r e  c h a i n . )  

The L a r g e s t  i n c r e a s e  i n  t h e  Jewish  p o p u l a t i o n  of H a r t f o r d  and o t h e r  
Connec t icu t  towns occur red  a s  t h e  r e s u l t  of Russian and o t h e r  E a s t e r n  
European immigrat ion between t h e  mid-1880's and World War One. While 
most of t h e s e  immigrants s e t t l e d  i n  t h e  l a r g e s t  c i t i e s ,  New Haven and 
H a r t f o r d ,  t h e r e  was a  s i z e a b l e  movement t o  C o l c h e s t e r .  With t h e  a i d  of 
a  l o a n  from Baron d e  Hi r sch ,  over  1 ,000  immigrant Jewish f a r m e r s  s e t t l e d  
i n  C o l c h e s t e r .  Many of them soon q u i t  working t h e  l and  and began conspi-  
cuously  Jewish-or ien ted  b u s i n e s s e s ,  such a s  kosher  meat marke t s  and C a t s k i l l -  
type  h o t e l s .  From t h e  1920 ' s  through t h e  1 9 5 0 1 s ,  they a t t r a c t e d  a l a r g e  
Jewish c l i e n t e l e  from H a r t f o r d  and throughout  t h e  s t a t e .  S i z e a b l e  numbers 
of t h e  C o l c h e s t e r  s e t t l e r s  and t h e i r  c h i l d r e n  a l s o  took up d a i r y  and egg 
farming,  moving i n t o  o t h e r  eas t -o f -Har t fo rd  towns, such as Hebron and 
E l l i n g t o n ,  where they  e s t a b l i s h e d  t h e  f i r s t  synagogues i n  t h e s e  towns. 

By t h e  mid-1930's, S o c i o l o g i s t  Samuel Koenig e s t i m a t e d  t h a t  t h e r e  
were 30,000 Jews i n  H a r t f o r d ;  between 1 5  and 20 p e r c e n t  of t h e  t o t a l  c i t y  
p o p u l a t i o n .  Only New York and A t l a n t i c  C i t y ,  by h i s  f i g u r e s ,  had propor- 
t i o n a t e l y  l a r g e r  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n s .  Throughout Connec t icu t ,  h e  observed 

l ~ e r n a r d  P o s t a l  and L i o n e l  Koppman, American Jewish Landmarks, Vol.  1, New 
York: F l e e t  P r e s s ,  1977, p .  28. 



t h a t  Jews were concent ra ted  i n  a few major occupat ions:  t r a d e  and commerce; 
law, medicine,  and d e n t i s t r y .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  he noted t h a t  t h e r e  were s i g n i -  
f i c a n t  numbers o f :  t a i l o r s ,  p a i n t e r s ,  c a rpen te r s ,  and farmers.  3 

Af t e r  World War Two the  popula t ion  composition o f  ( t h e  c i t y  o f )  Hart-  
f o r d  s lowly changed. New minor i t y  and e t h n i c  groups, many of  whom were 
non-white ,  en t e r ed  and the  more e s t a b l i s h e d  e t h n i c  groups, most of  whom 
were wh i t e ,  moved t o  o u t l y i n g  towns. The out-migration exceeded the  i n -  
migra t ion ,  however. During the  19601s,  f o r  example, out-migration exceeded 
in-migration by more than 24,000 persons.  Jews i n  Har t ford  were p a r t  of  
t h i s  mini-exodus, l eav ing  the c i t y  of  Har t ford  i n  l a r g e  numbers. (The 
marked d e c l i n e  i n  t he  c i t y ' s  Jewish popula t ion  was noted i n  a series of  
a r t i c l e s  i n  The Har t ford  Courant i n  January,  1974.) 

A t  about  t he  same t i m e  ( s ~ c i f i c a l l y ,  i n  the  Spring o f  1972) ,  t he  
Har t ford  Jewish Federa t ion  (soon t o  become the  Grea te r  Har t f  o rd  Jewish 
Federa t ion)  appointed a s e l f - s tudy  committee t o  examine i t s  geographical  
boundaries.  This  committee recognized t h a t  two ad jacent  towns -- West 
Har t ford  and Bloomfield -- had become the  c e n t e r s  of t h e  Jewish populat ion.  
However, t h e r e  a l s o  appeared t o  be growth f u r t h e r  w e s t ,  i n  t h e  Farmington 
v a l l e y ,  and t o  t he  e a s t ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t he  South Windsor-Rockville (Vernon) 
a r ea .  The committee concluded t h a t  i t  was important  f o r  Jewish agencies  and 
i n s t i t u t i o n s  t o  reach these  o u t l y i n g  a r e a s .  However, t he  conunittee a l s o  re- 
cognized the  l i m i t a t i o n s  of i t s  " impres s ion i s t i c "  information concerning t h e  
Jewish popula t ion  i n  the  Grea te r  Har t ford  area.4 

I n  the  Spr ing  of 1982, t he  Counnunity Planning Committee of t h e  Grea t e r  
Har t ford  Jewish Federa t ion  ( cha i r ed  by Arnold C .  Greenberg) began t o  con- 
s i d e r  the  need f o r  more than i m p r e s s i o n i s t i c  in format ion  concerning t h e  
l a r g e  and d i spe r sed  popula t ion  se rved  by t h e  Federa t ion  and i ts  a f f i l i a t e d  
agencies .  A sub-Committee on Demography (cha i red  by Arlene Ne id i t z )  was 
s p e c i f i c a l l y  charged wi th  examining t h e  d e s i r a b i l i t y  and f e a s i b i l i t y  o f  a 
l a rge-sca le  s tudy.  

I n i t i a l  planning e f f o r t s  were undertaken by t h e  s t a f f  of Federa t ion  
and the re  was ex t ens ive  i n p u t  from a f f i l i a t e d  agencies .  There was substan-  
t i a l  consensus concerning the  p o t e n t i a l  u se fu lnes s  of  r e l i a b l e  d a t a  on t h e  
age,  s e x ,  household s t r u c t u r e ,  a f  f i l i a t i o n s  and i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s  of  t he  
Jewish popula t ion .  

During the  summer of  1982 I was r e t a i n e d  a s  a consu l t an t ,  and advised  
the  committee and Federa t ion  l i a i s o n s  -- Jack Mayer, i n  p a r t i c u l a r  -- about  
how t o  proceed. An important  p a r t  of the  i n i t i a l  e f f o r t  involved s y s t e m a t i c  
examination of  o t h e r  community's s t u d i e s  i n  o r d e r  t o  take advantage o f  what 
they had l e a r n e d ,  wi thout  r epea t ing  t h e i r  mistakes.  

I n  September of 1982, a concre te  proposa l  was approved by the  Planning 
Committee, and funding f o r  t he  s tudy was secured  from both the  Federa t ion  
and i t s  Endowment Fund. P e t e r  Evans and Blanche Goldenberg were appointed t o  
co-chair  t he  Demography Study Committee and, a long wi th  Jack Mayer, provided * n 

i nd i spensab le  h e l p  i n  completing t h i s  r e p o r t .  The v i s i o n  and e f f o r t  of  t he se  
. . 
' !  

people ,  and many o t h e r  dedica ted  vo lun tee r s  and s t a f f  members, made t h i s  re- 
p o r t  pos s ib l e .  Any l i m i t a t i o n s  i n  t h e  des ign  o r  execut ion  o f  t h e  r e sea rch ,  
however, a r e  e n t i r e l y  my f a u l t .  

Mark Ab rahamson 
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PART ONE 

An Overview of the Hartford Area and Its Towns 

The first phase of our sample survey involved over 15,000 randomly 
dialed telephone calls to private residences in the 26 towns that comprise 
the Greater Hartford area. (The procedures which were utilized are de- 
scribed in methodological appendix one.) In 755 of the telephoned house- 
holds, respondents identified one or more residents of the household as 
having a Jewish background -- which was employed as our definition of a 
Jew, in phase one. 

From these phase one interviews we projected two estimates of the 
Jewish population of each town; one based upon the percentage of Jewish 
households, and one based upon the percentage of Jewish people, in the 
sample. The former projection is 27,980. The latter is 25,111. (Both 
of these procedures are described in methodological appendix two.) A 
variety of criteria were then examined -- relating to synagogue member- 
ships, contributions to Federation, and so on -- by which the accuracy 
of each set of population estimates were assessed. In each instance, 
projections according to the percentage of people provided more accu- 
rate prediction of the criterion than did projections by households. 
Therefore, a total Jewish population of 25,111 is our single best esti- 
mate for the Hartford area (as of November, 1982.) 

Given our confidence interval of about +3 percent, it would be 
more precise to state that our estimate is bsween about 24,350 and 
26,000. However, given the household projection of nearly 28,000, 
we believe our best estimate of 25,111 is more likely too low than too 
high. Thus, it is probable that the true figure is between 25,000 and 
26,000. 

The following pages present a detailed description of the Jewish 
population of the 26 towns in the Greater Hartford area. Each town's 
total is projected by the percentage of Jewish people in the sample, 
and therefore, equals a total of 25,111. (A three percent margin of 
error must be assumed, but it should be recalled that the presented 
figures are more likely too low than too high if they are in error.) 

Town: Avon 

Total population in 1982: 12,153 

Jewish population in 1982: 1,069 

Households with one or more Jewish residents: 335 

Percent of town's population that is Jewish: 8.8% 

Percent of households containing Jewish persons that are: 

One person households: 7% 

Religiously mixed households: 21% 

Average size of non-mixed households: 3.47 



Town: B e r l i n  

T o t a l  populat ion i n  1982: 15,378 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 154 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  41 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 1% 

Percent  of households conta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Rel ig ious ly  mixed households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3.75 

Town: Bloomfield 

T o t a l  populat ion i n  1982: 16,682 

Jewish populat ion i n  1982: 3,437 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  1 ,343 

Percent  of town's populat ion t h a t  i s  Jewish: 18.4% 

Percent  of households conta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 1 7 %  

Rel ig ious ly  mixed households: 13% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.69 

Town: Canton 

T o t a l  populat ion i n  1982:  7,849 

Jewish populat ion i n  1982: 181  

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  101  

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 2.3% 

Percent  of households conta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Rel ig ious ly  mixed households: 71% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.33 



Town: East  Har t ford  

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 51,930 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 260 

Households w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  173 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: .5% 

Percen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 67% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2 . 5 0  

Town: East Windsor 

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 9,032 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 27, o r  l e s s  

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  12 ,  o r  l e s s  

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: l e s s  than  1% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: -- 

Rel ig ious ly  mixed households: -- 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: -- 

Town: E l l i ng ton  and Tolland 

T o t a l  popnla t ion  i n  1982: 20,603 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 453 

Hovseholds wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  146 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 2.2% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed hauseholds:  11% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3.38 



Town : Enf i e  l d  

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 41,884 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 335 

Households w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  134 

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: .8% 

Pe rcen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3 % ,  o r  less 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households:  50% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households:  3.50 

Town : Fanning t on 

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 16,981 

Jewish popu la t i on  i n  1982: 713 

Honseholds w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  226 

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish:  4.2% 

Pe rcen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  less 

R e l i g i o u s l y  mixed households:  28% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed honseholds:  3.38 

Town: Glas  tonbury 

T o t a l  p o p n l a t i ~ n  i n  1982: 25,421 

Jewish  popula t ion  i n  1982: 737 

H o ~ s e h o l d s  w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  278 

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 2.9% 

Pe rcen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 7.77; 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households:  35% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households:  3.47 



Town: Granby 

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 8,546 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 5 1  

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  32 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jew5sh: .6% 

Percent  of honseholds con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 60% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.0 

Town: Hartford 

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 131,755 

Jewish popl l la t ion i n  1982: 1,897 

Households w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  1,060 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 2.4% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 36% 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 19% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 1.76 

Town: Manches t e r  

T o t a l  popnla t ion  i n  1982: 50,209 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 1,556 

Honseliolds wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  558 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 3.1% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person honseholds: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households:  17% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3.16 



Town: New B r i t a i n  

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 71,699 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 1,147 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  607 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 1.6% 

Percent  of honseholds con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 33% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.75 

Town : Newing ton 

To ta l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 29,619 

Jewish popnla t ion  i n  1982: 1,570 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  532 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 5.3% 

Percent  of honseholds con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person hollseholds: 3%, o r  l e s s  

R e l i g i o u s l y  mixed households: 9% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3.11 

Town: P l a i n v i l l e  

To ta l  popnla t ion  i n  1982: 12,710 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 64 

Honseholds wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  64 

Percent  of town's popnla t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: -5% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 33% 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 67% 

Ayerage s i z e  of non-mixed households: 1 - 0 0  



Town: Rocky H i l l  

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 15,694 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 392 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  209 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i-s Jewish: 2.5% 

Percent  of honseholds con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 19% 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households : 38% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2-30 

Town: Simsbury 

To ta l  popnla t ion  i n  1982: 22,282 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 980 

Households wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  336 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 4.4% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 32% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3 .71 

Town: South Windsor 

T o t a l  popnlat ion i n  1982: 17,646 

Jewish popnla t ion  i n  1982: 794 

Hovseholas wi th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  265 

Percent  of town's popnla t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 4.5% 

Percent  of honseholds con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person honseholds: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households:  24% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed hauseholds:  3.41 



Town : Suf f i e l d  

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 9,471 

Jewish popu la t ion  i n  1982: 38 

Households w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  15 

Percent  of town's popu la t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: .4% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 3%, o r  less 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 50% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 4.00 

Town: Vernon 

T o t a l  popl l la t ion i n  1982: 28,170 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 817 

Honseholds w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  300 

Percent  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 2.9% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 6% 

R e l i g i o u s l y  mixed households: 28% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 3.31 

Town: West Hartford 

To ta l  p o p n l a t i ~ n  i n  1982: 60,769 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 7,353 

Honseholds w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  3,268 

Percent  of town's popu la t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: 12.1% 

Percent  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 19% 

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households : 18% 

Ayerage s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.45 



Town: Wethersf ield 

T o t a l  popula t ion  i n  1982: 25,857 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 388 

Households w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  174 

Percent  of  town's popula t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 1.5% 

Pe rcen t  of households conta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a re :  

One person households: 8% 

R e l i g i o u s l y  mixed households : 23% 

Asierage s i z e  of non-mixed households : 2 60 

Town: Windsor 

T o t a l  popu la t ion  i n  1982: 25,960 

Jewish popula t ion  i n  1982: 675 

Honseholds w i th  one o r  more Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  293 

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  is  Jewish: 2.6% 

Pe rcen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person households: 10% 

R e l i g i m s l y  mixed households: 10% 

Average s i z e  of non-mixed households: 2.44 

Town: Windsor Locks 

T o t a l  popnla t ion  i n  1982: 11,605 

Jewish  popu la t ion  i n  1982: 23 

Households wi th  one o r  moxe Jewish r e s i d e n t s :  23 

Pe rcen t  of town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish: -2% 

Pe rcen t  of households con ta in ing  Jewish persons  t h a t  a r e :  

One person honseholds: 3%, o r  l e s s  

Re l ig ious ly  mixed households: 85%, o r  more 

Ayerage s i z e  of non-mixed hauseholds: n.a. 



I n  o rde r  t o  provide more succ inc t  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of t h e  Jewish popula- 
t i o n  of t h e  Hartford-area towns, t h e  preceding information is  summarized 
i n  t he  fol lowing two maps. The f i r s t  i s  co lo r  coded ( see  the  key under t h e  
map) t o  i n d i c a t e  t he  abso lu t e  s i z e  ( i n  ca t egor i e s )  of each town's Jewish 
populat ion.  The second map examines the  s i z e  of each town's Jewish popu- 
l a t i o n  r e l a t i v e  t o  t he  town's t o t a l  populat ion;  t h a t  is ,  map two i n d i c a t e s  
( i n  ca t egor i e s )  t h e  percentage of each town's popula t ion  t h a t  i s  Jewish. 



FIGURE ONE 

The Jewish Population of Hartford Area Towns 
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F1GUF.E TWO 

The Jewish Population as a Percentage of Hartford Area Towns 
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Our overview of t he  Hartford a r e a  Jewish  popula t ion  cont inues  wi th  an  
examination of i t s  o v e r a l l  age d i s t r i $ u t i o n ,  in f i g u r e  t h r e e ,  on t h e  f o l -  
lowing page. This  information on peop le ' s  age was obtained from our phase 
two in te rv iews  -- t h e  more lengthy in te rv iews  wi th  persons of Jewish-back- 
ground, a s  ident i ' f i ed  i n  phase one. 

Phase two completion r a t e s  were markedly lower i n  t he  c i t y  of Har t ford  
(where t h e r e  is  a l a r g e  e l d e r l y  and i n  most towns, i n  one per- 
son honseholds (many of whose occnpants a r e  e lde r ly . )  A s  a r e s u l t ,  our  
phase two sample p ~ o b a b l y  under-est imates  t h e  number of e l d e r l y  persons 
u . e .  uveT 60 yeaTS 04 age)  i'n t he  Har t ford  a rea .  To c o r r e c t  f o r  t h i s  
l i k e l y  under-count, we est imated t h e  a d d i t i o n a l  number of e l d e r l y  persons 
who wonla h m e  been interviewed i f  one-person hauseholds were succes s fu l ly  
reached a t  t he  same T a t e  a s  l a r g e r  households; and the  a d d i t i o n a l  number 
who would lime been interviewed i f  completion r a t e s  i n  Hartford were the  
same a s  i n  o thp r  towns. The d i s t ~ i b u t i o n  by age presented i n  f i g u r e  t h r e e  
has  heen cor rec ted  by these  a d d i t i o n s ,  and r e p r e s e n t s  t h e m o s t  de fens ib l e  
p r o j e c t i o n s  . 

The age d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  presented i n  f i g u r e  t h r e e ,  can l a r g e l y  be  ex- 
p la ined  a s  t h e  r e s u l t  of f e r t i l i t y  and m o r t a l i t y  r a t e s ,  both c u r r e n t  and 
p a s t .  The d i s t r i b u t i o n ' s  peak, i n  t h e  30-39 age b racke t ,  f o r  example, i s  
probably due i n  l a r g e  measure t o  t h e  post-World War Two "baby boom." The 
azrerage age of t h i s  cohor t  is  now about 31 years .  The sharp  d e c l i n e  be- 
tween t h e  number of persons ages  30-39 and ages  40-49 may be  s i m i l a r l y  
a t t r i b u t e d  t o  t he  very  low f e r t i l i t y  r a t e s  during the  depress ion  decade 
p r i o r  t o  the  war. 

Frau category t o  category a f t e r  ages  40-49, we would expect  "natural"  
i nc reases  i n  m o r t a l i t y  t o  r e s u l t  i n  gradual  d e c l i n e s  i n  s i z e .  The d e c l i n e  
from the  50-59 age bracke t  t o  t h e  60-69 age  b racke t  is  very  p r e c i p i t o u s ,  
however. It i s  l i k e l y  due t o  a non-natural cause,  namely, re t i rement -  
r e l a t e d  r e l o c a t i o n .  Although no d a t a  were c o l l e c t e d  on persons who r e t i r e d  
and l e f t  t h e  a r e a ,  i t  may be noted t h a t  fewer than one-third of t he  a d u l t s  
c u r r e n t l y  under 60 yea r s  a r e  reasonably s u r e  they w i l l  spend a l l  of t h e i r  
r e t i r emen t  yea r s  i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a .  

Widely varying percept ions  of t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  Hartford 
a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  could be  a n t i c i p a t e d  because t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n s  
of a r e a  towns a r e  markedly d i f f e r e n t  from each o t h e r .  The e l d e r l y ,  i n  
p a r t i c u l a r ,  tend t o  be h igh ly  concentrated i n  t h e  towns of Bloomfield, 
Hartford and West Hartford.  These t h r e e  towns con ta in  approximately 50 
percent  of t he  a r e a ' s  t o t a l  Jewish populat ion,  b u t  75 percent  of t h e  
over-60 popula t ion ,  and nea r ly  87 percent  of t h e  over-70 populat ion.  
(Di f fe rences  i n  t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n s  of Har t ford  a r e a  towns w i l l  b e  fu r -  
t h e r  examined i n  l a t e r  s e c t i o n s  of t h i s  r e p o r t ,  focusing upon c h i l d r e n  
and the  e l d e r l y . )  

I n  order  t o  provide a d d i t i o n a l  pe r spec t ive  on t h e  Hartford a r e a  Jewish 
populat ion,  t a b l e  one (on the  fol lowing page) compares t h e  Hartford a r e a  
age d i s t r i b u t i o n  t o  t h a t  found i n :  t h e  Rochester (N.Y.) a r e a ,  Denver a r e a ,  
and Los Angeles area ( a l l  around 1980); and t h e  Boston a r e a  ( i n  1975.) 

For each ca tegory ,  t he  Hartford and Boston a r e a s  a r e  nea r ly  i d e n t i c a l .  
Both d i f f e r  from many o t h e r  Northeastern c i t i e s ,  such a s  Rochester ,  i n  t h a t  
they have r e l a t i v e l y  more young c h i l d r e n  (under age 9 ) ,  and r e l a t i v e l y  fewer 
e l d e r l y  persons ( ~ v e r  age 60.) 
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TABLE ONE 

A comparative View of Age Distributions 

Percent age 9 and under in: 
Hartford area -- 
Rochester area -- 7 

Denver area -- 12 

Los Angeles area -- 
Boston area -- 

Percent ages 10 to 19 in: 
Hartford area -- 
Rochester area -- 

Denver area -- 

Los Angeles area -- 

Boston area -- 

Percent ages 20 to 39 in: 
Hartford area -- 

Rochester area -- 

Denver area -- 

Los Angeles area -- 
Boston area -- 

Percent ages 40 to 59 in: 
Hartford area -- 
Rochester area -- 

Denver area -- 

Los Angeles area -- 

Boston area -- 

Percent ages 60 and over in: 
Hartford area -- 
Rochester area -- 
Denver area -- 

Los Angeles area -- 

Boston area -- 

*Figures by extrapolation. (Small differences should be disregarded.) 



Cohesion 

The f i n a l  t o p i c  t o  be considered i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  concerns t h e  degree 
t o  which people  perce ive  a "sense of community" t h a t  u n i t e s  a l l  Har t ford  
a r e a  J e w s .  J u s t  over  one-half of t h e  people b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a 
f e e l i n g  of cohesion among J e w s ,  r e g a r d l e s s  of where i n  t h e  a r e a  they l i v e .  
People who l i v e  e a s t  of t h e  r i v e r ,  however, a r e  less l i k e l y  t o  pe rce ive  
an o v e r a l l  sense  of community. 

Those persons  who f e e l  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  no over-r iding sense of cohesion 
a l s o  tend t o  f e e l  t h a t  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  sense of community on e i t h e r  s i d e  
of t h e  r i v e r ,  e i t h e r .  On t h i s  more focused ques t i on ,  d i f f e r e n c e s  between 
e a s t  and w e s t  towns tend t o  be r e l a t i v e l y  smal l .  The responses  t o  t he  q u e s -  
t i o n  of Jewish cohesion a r e  summarized below. 

Percentage who 
Agree Disagree Unsure 

Question: There i s  a sense of community 
t h a t  u n i t e s  a l l  Har t ford  a r e a  Jews. 52.6 30.3 17 .1  

By Location: 
West 

Eas t  45.9 36.1 17.9 

Persons who d i d  no t  ag ree  wi th  t h e  above ques t i on  were asked whether 
they thought t h e r e  was cohesion among J e w s  who l i v e d  e a s t  o r  west of t h e  
r i v e r .  

Percentage who 
Agree Disagree Unsure 

Cohesion e a s t  of t h e  r i v e r ,  according to :  

West r e s i d e n t s  6.7 30 63.3 

Eas t  r e s i d e n t s  8 6 0 32 

Cohesion west of t h e  r i v e r ,  according to :  

West r e s i d e n t s  27.7 29.2 43.1 

East  r e s i d e n t s  30.6 32.7 36.7 

Core r e s iden t s*  25.7 30.6 43.8 

I n  summary, about one-half of t h e  people  b e l i e v e  t h e r e  i s  a sense  of 
community t h a t  t ranscends  town l i n e s  and t h e  r i v e r .  J u s t  over one-fourth 
of t h e  remaining people  perce ive  a sense  of community west of t h e  r i v e r ,  
b u t  few b e l i e v e  t h e r e  i s  much cohesion e a s t  of t h e  r i v e r .  

*De.fined a s  r e s i d e n t s  o f :  Bloomfield, Har t ford  and West Har t ford .  



PART TWO 

Rel ig ious  Backgrounds and P r a c t i c e s  

This  s e c t i o n ' s  a n a l y s i s  of r e l i g i o n  begins wi th  an  examination of t h e  
backgrounds of persons who a r e  c u r r e n t l y  heads of households. (Their  ch i ld-  
r e n  a r e  examined i n  a s epa ra t e  s e c t i o n  of t h i s  r e p o r t . )  I n  t a b l e  one, on 
t h e  fol lowing page, we focus  upon family background. Here we a r e  looking 
only a t  those  a d u l t s  who a r e  now Jewish. (Data on t h e  number of persons,  
i n  mixed households,  who a r e  no t  Jewish can be found i n  o the r  s e c t i o n s  of 
t h i s  r e p o r t . )  

I n  t h e  co re  a r e a s  (Bloomfield, Hartford and West Har t fo rd ) ,  i n  t h e  
e a s t  of t h e  r i v e r  towns, and i n  Avon and Farmington, w e l l  over 90 percent  
of t h e  Jewish heads of households a r e  themselves t h e  ch i ld ren  of two Jewish 
pa ren t s .  Few come from r e l i g i o u s l y  mixed households and few have converted 
a s  a d u l t s .  I n  t h e  remaining w e s t  of t he  r i v e r  towns, two Jewish pa ren t s  
cont inues  t o  be the  over-r iding p a t t e r n ,  bu t  t o  a l e s s e r  degree.  

Table two examines these  a d u l t s '  r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds i n  g r e a t e r  de- 
t a i l .  The younger men ( cu r ren t ly  under 4 0 ) ,  i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  a r e  seen typ i -  
c a l l y  t o  have been Bar Mitzvahs, and i n  many cases  t o  have continued t h e i r  
r e l i g i o u s  s t u d i e s  a f t e r  t h e i r  Bar Mitzvahs. ( I n  t h i s  t a b l e  we a r e  looking 
a t  a l l  heads of households,  r e g a r d l e s s  of t h e i r  family backgrounds.) 

I n  t a b l e s  one and two, a s  w e l l  a s  many of those which fo l low,  t h e r e  a r e  
fou r  groupings of towns which may r e q u i r e  c l a r i f i c a t i o n .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  
l a b e l s  and groupings a r e  a s  fol lows:  

Eas t  -- towns of South Windsor, Vernon, E l l i ng ton  and Tolland.  

North-West -- towns of Windsor, Windsor Locks, Granby and S u f f i e l d .  

South-East -- towns of East Har t ford ,  Manchester and Glastonbury. 

South-West -- towns of Wethers f ie ld ,  Rocky H i l l ,  New B r i t a i n  and Newington. 



TABLE ONE 

Family Backgrounds of Cur ren t  Jewish Heads of Households 

E n t i r e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Area 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

Avon - Farmington 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

Bloomfield 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Ra ised  Jewish  i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

E a s t  
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

H a r t f o r d  
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

North-West 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish  i n  Mixed Family 
Converted as Adul t  

Simshury - Canton 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

South-East  
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Ra ised  Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

South-Wes t 
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Ra ised  Jewish i n  Mixed Family 
Converted a s  Adul t  

West H a r t f o r d  
Both P a r e n t s  Jewish 
Raised Jewish  i n  Mixed Family 
Comrerted a s  Adul t  

P e r c e n t  = 
94.3 

2.4 
3.3 (N= 334)  

9 9+ 
l e s s  t h a n  1 
l e s s  t h a n  1 



TABLE TWO 

Rel ig ious  Backgrounds of Current  Heads of Households 

E n t i r e  Grea te r  Har t ford  Area Percent  = 

Paren t s  were members of Synagogue 82.2 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  88.3 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 82.7 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  29.9 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 5.4 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:* 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  67.7 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 43.2 

Avon - Farmington 

P a r e n t s  w e r e  members of Synagogue 74.1 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  994- 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 50 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  25 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over  37.5 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:" 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  83.3 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 60 

Bloomfield 

Pa ren t s  were members of Synagogue 75.1 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  99+ 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 97.2 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  33.3 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 5.8 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:" 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  64.8 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 44.8 

Eas t  

P a r e n t s  were members of Synagogue 92.8 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  77.6 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over  79.4 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age  13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  16.8 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 9.8 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:* 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  78.4 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over  56.9 

* Inc ludes  only persons who were Bar/Bat Mitzvah. 



Rel ig ious  Backgrounds - 2 - 

Haxtf ord -- Percent  = 

Paren t s  were members of Synagogue 78.3 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  50 
Cur ren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over  85.7 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  60 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over  less than 5 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:" 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  2 0 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 50 

North-West 

P a r e n t s  were members of Synagogue 83.2 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  99+ 
Curren t ly  40 y e a r s  o r  over 50 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age  13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  5 0 
Curren t ly  40 y e a r s  o r  over l e s s  than 5 

Adul t s  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:" 
Curren t ly  under 40 yea r s  99+ 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over l e s s  than 5 

Simsbury - Canton 

P a r e n t s  were members of Synagogue 86.3 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  79.5 
Curren t ly  40 y e a r s  o r  over  83.4  

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  28.4 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over l e s s  than 5 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  educat ion:* 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  66.7 
Curren t ly  40 y e a r s  o r  over 50 

South-Eas t 

P a r e n t s  were members of Synagogue 83.3 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  9 9+ 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 9 9+ 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Cur ren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  33.3 
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over less than 5 

Adults  post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:* 
Curren t ly  under 40 y e a r s  70 .1  
Curren t ly  40 yea r s  o r  over 33.3 

*Includes on ly  persons who were Bar/Bat Mitzvah. 



Religious Backgrounds - 3 - 

South-Wes t Percent  = 

Parents  were members of Synagogue 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Cmren t ly  under 40 year s  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

Women who were Eat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Current ly under 40 years  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

Adults post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:* 
Current ly under 40 years  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

West Hartford 

Parents  were members of Synagogue 
Men who were Bar Mitzvah a t  age 13: 

Current ly under 40 year s  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

Women who were Bat Mitzvah a t  age 13: 
Current ly under 40 years  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

Adults post-Bar Mitzvah r e l i g i o u s  education:* 
Current ly under 40 years  
Current ly 40 years  o r  over 

18.2 
l e s s  than 5 

*Includes only persons who were Bar/Eat Mitzvah. 



I n  t a b l e  t h r e e  w e  t u rn  t o  t h e  synagogue membership and p r a c t i c e s  of 
t he se  heads of households,  It may be noted,  by comparing t a b l e s  two and 
t h r e e ,  that t h e s e  people seem less l i k e l y  t o  belong t o  synagogues than 
t h e i r  pa ren t s .  However, t h e  ques t i ons  a r e  no t  i d e n t i c a l ,  so  t h i s  conclu- 
s i o n  does n o t  n e c e s s a r i l y  fol low.  With r e s p e c t  t o  pa ren t s ,  we asked re- 
spondents i f  t h e i r  pa ren t s  were ever  members whi le  they w e r e  growing up. 
With r e s p e c t  t o  themselves,  we asked respondents  whether they now belonged 
t o  a synagogue. 

The denomination of t h e  synagogue t o  which people  belong and t h e i r  
own-self concepts  a s  Jews ( repor ted  i n  t a b l e  fou r )  a r e  h igh ly  r e l a t e d  t o  
each o t h e r ,  a s  would be expected.  D i f f e r ences  a r i s e  because of d i f f e r -  
e n t i a l  a cces s  -- f o r  example, people  t h ink  of themselves a s  conserva t ive ,  
b u t  t h e r e  i s  no conse rva t ive  temple c l o s e  t o  t h e i r  home -- o r  because t h e i r  
self-concept  (e .g .  "secular")  does no t  correspond wi th  any synagogue's 
denomination. 

Ove ra l l ,  about  one-half of t h e  heads of households a t t e n d  r e l i g i o u s  
s e r v i c e s  only a couple  of t i m e s  a year  ( f o r  t h e  High Holidays) o r  l e s s  
( i . e .  never . )  A t  t h e  o t h e r  extreme, i t  i s  only  i n  Hartford t h a t  more 
than one-fourth of t h e  Jewish popula t ion  a t t e n d s  s e r v i c e s  s e v e r a l  t i m e s  
a month, o r  more. 

The g r e a t  ma jo r i t y  of t h e  a d u l t s  i n  our sample never ,  i n  t he  p a s t  
y e a r ,  a t tended  a d u l t  educa t ion  a c t i v i t i e s ,  l e c t u r e s  o r  s p e c i a l  programs 
i n  a synagogue o r  temple. There i s  a moderately s t rong  r e l a t i o n s h i p  be- 
tween a t tendance  a t  a d u l t  educa t ion  a c t i v i t i e s  and frequency of a t tend-  
ance a t  r e l i g i o u s  s e r v i c e s ,  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  persons who never a t t e n d  re- 
l i g i o u s  s e r v i c e s  a lmost  never a t t e n d  a d u l t  programs. However, among 
persons  who a t t e n d  s e r v i c e s  more f r e q u e n t l y ,  only a ve ry  smal l  percentage 
a l s o  a t t e n d  a d u l t  programs. Thus, t h e  c l i e n t e l e  f o r  a d u l t  educat ion pro- 
grams p r i m a r i l y  c o n s i s t s  of a smal l  p o r t i o n  of t h e  r e g u l a r  r e l i g i o u s  
p a r t i c i p a n t s .  



TABLE THREE 

Current  Synagogue Membership and Attendance 

E n t i r e  Grea t e r  Har t ford  Area Percent  = 

Plembers of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservat ive 
Ref o m  

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance i n  p a s t  year :  
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, o r  less 
2-3 t i m e s  a month 
Every week 

Adult  Education Attendance ( i n  a Synagogue) 
during t h e  p a s t  year :  

Never 
1-2 t imes 
More than 1-2 t i m e s  

Ayon - Farmington 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservat ive 
Ref o m  

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance i n  p a s t  year :  
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, o r  l e s s  
2-3 t i m e s  a month 
Every week 

A d u l t  Education Attendance ( i n  a Synagogue) 
dur ing  t h e  p a s t  year :  

Never 
1-2 t imes 
More than 1-2 t i m e s  

B lomf  i e l d  

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

O r  thodax 
Conservat ive 
Ref o m  

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance i n  p a s t  year :  
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, o r  less 
2-3 t i m e s  a month 
Every week 

*Includes only members. 



Synagogue Membership and Attendance - 2 - 

Bloomfield cont. Percent 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 66.4 
1-2 times 15.4 
More than 1-2 times 18.1 

East 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:* 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

Hartford 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

*Includes only members. 



Synagogue Membership and Attendance - 3 - 

Nor th-Wes t 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Or thodax 
Conservative 
Ref o m  

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

Simsbury - Canton 
Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

South-East 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Ref o m  

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

Percent = 

less than 5 
37.5 
62.5 

* Includes only members. 



Synagogue Membership and Attendance - 4 - 

South-West 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:" 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

West Hartford 

Members of a Synagogue 
Type of Synagogue:* 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance in past year: 
Never 
High Holidays Only 
Once a month, or less 
2-3 times a month 
Every week 

Adult Education Attendance (in a Synagogue) 
during the past year: 

Never 
1-2 times 
More than 1-2 times 

Percent = 

*Includes only members. 



I n  t a b l e  f o u r ,  on t h e  fo l lowing  page,  we examine c u r r e n t  r e l i g i o u s  
i d e n t i t y  and p r a c t i c e s .  The denomina t iona l  s e l f - c o n c e p t s ,  l i k e  synagogue 
memberships d e s c r i b e d  i n  t a b l e  t h r e e ,  f a v o r  c o n s e r v a t i v e  and reform.  Many 
of t h e  p e r s o n s  i n  t h e  "other"  c a t e g o r y  have no c u r r e n t  r e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a -  
t i o n s  o r  involvements ,  and hence,  could  n o t  mean ingfu l ly  d e s c r i b e  themselves  
as Jews. 

The q u e s t i o n  on keeping kosher  r e f e r s  e x p l i c i t l y  t o  a c t i o n s  i n  t h e  
household and n o t  t o  what peop le  may do o u t s i d e  of t h e i r  homes. The ques- 
t i o n  was phrased i n  t h i s  manner t o  make i t  comparable t o  s u r v e y s  i n  o t h e r  
communities.  (A comparison ~f  r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s  and backgrounds,  i n  t h e  
H a r t f o r d  a r e a  and e l sewhere ,  i s  p r e s e n t e d  a t  t h e  end of t h i s  s e c t i o n . )  

The f i n a l  q u e s t i o n  examined i n  t a b l e  f o u r  r e f e r s  t o  how much respon- 
d e n t s  b e l i e v e  t h a t  be ing  Jewish  e f f e c t s  t h e i r  d a i l y  l i v e s .  The p r e c i s e  
q u e s t i o n  w e  asked h a s  been inc luded  i n  s e v e r a l  s t u d i e s  of Jewish i d e n t i t y  
and i t  h a s  been found t o  p r o v i d e  a  meaningful  measure of r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i t y .  

I n  t a b l e  f i v e ,  which immediately f o l l o w s  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e  f o c u s  
i s  upon I s r a e l .  The r e s u l t s  show t h a t  abou t  two-thi rds  of t h e  Jewish  popu- 
l a t i o n  of t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  b e l i e v e  t h a t  Israel 's e x i s t e n c e  i s  e s s e n t i a l  
f o r  t h e  c o n t i n u a t i o n  of American Jewish l i f e ,  b u t  o n l y  a  s m a l l  f r a c t i o n  
(abou t  15 p e r c e n t )  a r e  more concerned w i t h  needs  i n  Israel t h a n  t h e  Ameri- 
can Jewish  community w i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  t h e i r  c h a r i t a b l e  g i v i n g .  We d i d  n o t  
i n c l u d e  any q u e s t i o n s  r e l a t i n g  t o  I s r a e l ' s  p r e s e n t  p o l i t i c a l  l e a d e r s  o r  
p o l i t i c a l  p o l i c i e s  because  we f e l t  t h e y  were unduly s u b j e c t  t o  f r e q u e n t  
s h i f t s  i n  o p i n i o n .  About 10 p e r c e n t  of a l l  r e sponden ts  n e v e r t h e l e s s  o f f e r -  
ed s t r o n g l y  n e g a t i v e  e v a l u a t i o n s  of Begin and Sharon,  and s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e i r  
g e n e r a l  a t t i t u d e s  toward I s r a e l  were  a d v e r s e l y  e f f e c t e d  by t h e  way I s r a e l  
conducted i t s  anti-PLO movement i n t o  Lebanon. By c o n t r a s t ,  t h e r e  were no 
s i m i l a r l y  u n s o l i c i t e d  e x p r e s s i o n s  of s u p p o r t  f o r  I s r a e l ' s  a c t i o n s ,  o r  f o r  
Begin o r  Sharon. 



TABLE FOUR 

Cur ren t  Rel j .g ious  I d e n t i t y  and P r a c t i c e s  

E n t i r e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Area 

Denominat ional  Se l f -concep t :  
O r  thodax 
Consema t ive 
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
Other  

Always Keep Kosher House 

11 Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmos t  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

Avon - Farmington 

Denominat ional  Self -concept :  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
Other  

Always Keep Kosher House 

I 1  Being Jewish  makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmos t  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

Bloomf i e l d  

Denominational Self -concept :  
Orthodox 
C o n s e r v a t i v e  
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
Other  

Always Keep Kosher House 

"Being Jewish  makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmos t  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

P e r c e n t  = 



Rel ig ious  I d e n t i t y  and P r a c t i c e s  - 2 - 

Always Keep Kosher House 

Eas t  

Denominational Self-concept :  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Ref o m  
Secu l a r  
Other 

I t  Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmost  
every th ing  I do." 

Agree 
Disagree  
Unsure 

Hartford 

Denominational Self-concept:  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Ref o m  
Secu l a r  
0 t h e r  

Always Keep Kosher House 

11 Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmost  
every th ing  I do." 

Agree 
Disagree 
Unsure 

North-West 

Denominational Self-concept :  
Orthodox 
Conservat ive 
Ref o m  
Secu l a r  
0 t h e r  

Always Keep Kosher House 

11 Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmost  
every th ing  I do ." 

Agree 
Disagree  
Unsure 

Percen t  = 



R e l i g i o u s  I d e n t i t y  and P r a c t i c e s  - 3 - 

Simsbury - Canton 

Denominat ional  Se l f -concep t :  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
0 t h e r  

Always Keep Kosher House 

"Being Jewish  makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmos t  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

South-Eas t 

Denominat ional  Self -concept :  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
Other  

Always Keep Kosher House 

1 1  Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmos t  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do . ' I  

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

Sou th-Wes t 

Denominat ional  Se l f -concep t :  
Orthodox 
Conserva t ive  
Reform 
S e c u l a r  
Other  

Always Keep Kosher House 

I t  Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r e n c e  i n  a lmost  
e v e r y t h i n g  I do." 

Agree 
D i s a g r e e  
Unsure 

l e s s  t h a n  5 
39 -3  
42.9 

7 . 1  
10.7 

less t h a n  5 
37.5 
5 2 
10.5  

0 



Religious Iden t i ty  and Pract ices  - 4 - 

West Hartford 

Denominational Self-concept: 
Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
Secular 
0 ther 

Always Keep Kosher House 

I t  Being Jewish makes a di f ference i n  almost 
everything I do ." 

Agree 
Disagree 
Unsure 

Percent = 



TABLE FIVE 

At t i t udes  Toward I s r a e l  

E n t i r e  Greater  Hartford Area Percent  = 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  cont inuat ion  
of American Jewish Li fe :  Agree 67.7 

Disagree 25.3 
Unsure 6.9 

Char i tab le  giving -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  14.8 
American Jewish Community 42.3 
Equally 37.7 
Unsure 5.3 

Eyer been t o  I s r a e l  27.6 

Avon - Farmington 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  cont inuat ion  
of American Jewish L i fe :  Agree 51.9 

Disagree 37 
Unsure 11.1 

Char i t ab le  giving -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  30.8 
American Jewish Community 26.9 
Equally 34.6 
Unsure 7.7 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  33.3 

Bloomfield 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  cont inuat ion  
of American Jewish Li fe :  Agree 72.3 

Disagree 16.9 
Unsure 10.8 

Char i tab le  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  in :  
Needs of I s r a e l  13.2 
American Jewish Community 36.1 
Equa 1 l y  45.1 
Unsure 5.6 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  



A t t i t u d e s  Toward I s r a e l  - 2 - 
East  Percent  = 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  cont inua t ion  
of American Jewish Li fe :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

Cha r i t ab l e  g i ~ i n g  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  

Hartford 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish Li fe :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

Cha r i t ab l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  in :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  

Nor th-West 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish L i f e :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

Cha r i t ab l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  

Simsbury - Canton 

Existence of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish Li fe :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

Cha r i t ab l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  in :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  



A t t i t u d e s  Toward I s r a e l  - 3 - 

South - East 

Exis tence  of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish L i f e :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

Cha r i t ab l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs i n  I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Ever been t o  I s r a e l  

Percent  = 

South - West 

Exis tence  of I s r a e l  is  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish L i f e :  Agree 59.4 

Disagree 28.1 
Unsure 12.5 

C h a r i t a b l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs of I s r a e l  3.2 
American Jewish Community 61.3 
Equally 32.3 
Unsure 3.2 

Eyer been t o  I s r a e l  

West Hartford 

Exis tence  of I s r a e l  is  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  con t inua t ion  
of American Jewish L i f e :  Agree 

Disagree 
Unsure 

C h a r i t a b l e  g iv ing  -- More i n t e r e s t e d  i n :  
Needs of I s r a e l  
American Jewish Community 
Equally 
Unsure 

Eyer been t o  I s r a e l  



I n  o rde r  t o  y i s u a l i z e  r e l i g i o u s  a t t i t u d e s  and p r a c t i c e s  i n  more per- 
s p e c t i v e ,  ~t may be h e l p f u l  t o  compare t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  
t o  i t s  r e c e n t l y  s tud i ed  coun te rpa r t s  i n  o the r  urban a reas .*  Because t h e  
comparison a r e a  v a r i e s  from i s s u e  t o  i s s u e ,  t he se  d a t a  w i l l  n o t  be placed 
i n t o  a  s i n g l e  t a b l e .  

Har t ford  Rochester ,  N.Y. 
Denominational self-concept :  Area (%) Area (%) 

O r  thodox 6 12 
Conservat ive 3 8 36 
Ref o m  40 4 2 
Secular  8  5 
Other 9  4 

The preferences  f o r  reform and conserva t ive  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  t h e  same i n  
bo th  communities. There a r e  fewer orthodox se l f -concepts  i n  t h e  Har t ford  
a r e a ,  and correspondingly,  more s e c u l a r  and "other" views. 

Har t ford  Rochester  Boston Cleveland 
Area (%) Area (%) Area (%) Area (%) -- 

Synagogue Members ( c u r r e n t )  6 0  68 41  6 1 
Frequency of Attendance: 

Never 2 4 29 36 -- 
High Holidays Only 28 45 30 -- 
1-month, o r  less 29 16 2 0 -- 
2-3 month 10 8 8 ( e s t . )  -- 
Every week 10  2 6 ( e s t . )  -- 

Although persons i n  t he  Har t ford  a r e a  a r e  no t  unusual ly  l i k e l y  t o  belong 
t o  synagogues, those  who do belong e x h i b i t  an excep t iona l ly  h igh  r a t e  of 
a t tendance .  There i s  a  smal le r  pe rcen t  i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  who never o r  
r a r e l y  a t t e n d ,  and a  l a r g e r  percent  who a t t e n d  r e g u l a r l y ,  than i n  any of 
t h e  o t h e r  communities. 

Ques t ion :  "Being Jewish makes a  d i f f e r e n c e  P e r c e n ~  who a g r e e  i n :  
i n  a lmost  everything I do." Har t ford  Area - 43 

Boston Area - 33 

This  d i f f e r e n c e  i s  i n d i c a t i v e  of r e l a t i v e l y  s t rong  Jewish i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a .  

Har t ford  Rochester Boston 
Area Area Area 

Keep Kosher Home (%) 17 28 17 

The above d i f f e r e n c e  i n  keeping kosher may be due t o  t he  r e l a t i v e l y  g r e a t e r  
concen t r a t i on  of t h e  Rochester  a r e a ' s  Jewish popula t ion ;  t h a t  i s ,  more of 
t he  popula t ion  has  easy acces s  t o  kosher  s t o r e s  and markets.  The f i n a l  two 
ques t i ons  r e l a t e  t o  f e e l i n g s  about I s r a e l .  

*The Cleveland s tudy was conducted i n  1981; Rochester i n  1980; and Boston 
i n  1975. 



Hartford Boston 
Question: "The existence of Israel is essential Area Area 

for continuation of American Jewish Life." 
% Agree: 6 8 6 2 

Question: Charitable giving - "More interested in: 
Needs in Israel 15 21 
American Jewish Community 4 2 3 9 
Equally 3 8 3 7 
Unsure 5 3 

The previously noted high rate of synagogue attendance and strong Jewish 
self-identification in the Hartford area does not appear to be related to 
marked differences in attitudes toward Israel. (Rates of travel to Israel 
are also similar among communities.) 



PART THREE 

Residence and Mobil i ty  

I n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  we examine t h e  p a t t e r n s  of movement which have charac- 
t e r i z e d  t h e  Grea ter  Hartford Jewish popula t ion  i n  t h e  p a s t ,  and which seem 
l i k e l y  t o  c h a r a c t e r i z e  i t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  We s t a r t  a t  t h e  beginning, wi th  
p l ace  of b i r t h .  

Approximately 44 percent  of t h e  Jewish popula t ion  of t h e  Hartford 
a r e a  was born i n  Connect icut .  J u s t  over  one-half of t h i s  t o t a l  w a s  born 
i n  t h e  Har t ford  a rea .  The most s i z e a b l e  group of migrants  a r e  from t h e  
met ropol i tan  New York Ci ty  a r e a .  Ex-New Yorkers form t h e  l a r g e s t  per- 
centage of t he  Jewish popula t ion  e a s t  of t h e  r i v e r ,  and i n  towns f a r  t o  
t h e  west of Har t ford .  The l a r g e s t  percentage of foreign-born Jews i s  i n  
Har t ford .  It is  the  only town i n  which more than  17 percent  of t h e  Jewish 
popula t ion  i s  foreign-born. (Al l  of t h e  f i g u r e s  r e l a t i n g  t o  p l ace  of 
b i r t h  a r e  i n  t h e  top panel  of t a b l e  one.) 

It is  i n  Bloomfield and West Har t ford  -- i n  tRat  o rde r  -- t h a t  Jewish 
people have r e s ided  f o r  t he  longes t  per iods  of t ime a t  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  ad- 
d re s ses .  Har t ford  has the  h ighes t  percentage of newcomers ( four  yea r s  o r  
l e s s ) ,  however a  ma jo r i t y  of t h e  Jewish popula t ion  of every town, except 
Bloomfield, has  been a t  i t s  c u r r e n t  address  f o r  10 yea r s  o r  l e s s .  (The 
middle pane l  of t a b l e  one p re sen t s  a  breakdown by yea r s  i n  c u r r e n t  re -  
s idence .  ) 

The p a t t e r n  of high mob i l i t y ,  i nd i ca t ed  by t h e  preceding f i g u r e s ,  
appears  l i k e l y  t o  cont inue based upon people ' s  assessment of t h e i r  l i k e -  
l ihood of moving during the  next  t h r e e  yea r s .  Ove ra l l ,  about one-third 
of t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  b e l i e v e s  a  move dur ing  the  next  
t h r e e  yea r s  i s  l i k e l y .  I n  most of t h e  towns a  ma jo r i t y  of those  who 
expect  t o  move a l s o  expect t o  move ou t  of t he  town i n  which they now 
l i v e .  Only i n  t h e  South-West towns (Newington, New B r i t a i n ,  Rocky H i l l  
and Wethers f ie ld)  do most expec tan t  movers p lan  t o  s t a y  i n  t h e  same group 
of towns. (Figures  r e l a t i n g  t o  expected moves a r e  i n  t h e  bottom panel  
of t a b l e  one. ) * 

*The groupings of towns a r e  a s  fol lows:  
Eas t :  El l ington-Tolland,  South Windsor and Vernon. 
North-West: Granby, S u f f i e l d ,  Windsor and Windsor Locks. 
South-East: Eas t  Har t ford ,  Glastonbury and Manchester. 
South-West: New B r i t a i n ,  Newington, Rocky H i l l  and Wethers f ie ld .  



TABLE ONE 

>lovemen t P a t  terns 

TownIArea -- Place  of  B i r t h  (2) 

Conn . N.Y. Metro. Other  U.S. Foreign 

Avon - Farmington 3 7 26 22 15 

Bloonf i e l d  6 0 19 16 6 

Eas t  5 4 2 7 12 7 

Har t ford  39 17 1 7  26 

North - West 25 17  42 17 

Simsbury - Canton 3 5 31 

South - Eas t  2 7 5 0 

South - West 4 7 19 

West Har t ford  4 8 1 8  

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
Years i n  Curren t  Resident  (%) 

0 - 4  5 - 10 11 - 20 

Avon - Farmington 2 2 5 2 19 

Bloomf i e l d  25 2 3 3 5 

Eas t  37 34 2 2 

Har t ford  5 7 9 17  

North - West 4 2 3 3 1 7  

Simsbury - Canton 45 4 1 14  

South - Eas t  50 2 7 17  

South - West 3 1 34 16 

West Har t ford  33 2 6 20 

. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  
% who expec t  t o  move % of expected movers who p lan  
i n  nex t  t h r ee  yea r s  t o  remain i n  same townlarea 

Avon - Farmington 2 3 33 

Bloomf i e l d  30 2 7 

Eas t  32 36 

Har t ford  48 4 3 

North - West 33 33 

Simsbury - Canton 24 2 5 

South - Eas t  2 3 2 8 

South - West 2 8 6 7 

West Har t ford  31 48 



Presented on the  fol lowing pages a r e  s e v e r a l  maps of t h e  Har t ford  a rea  
which show, i n  more d e t a i l ,  p a t t e r n s  of p a s t  and f u t u r e  movement between 
towns and a r e a s .  

F igure  one, on the  next  page, shows t h e  o r i g i n s  and d e s t i n a t i o n s  of 
persons who moved more than  10 yea r s  ago. (Most of t hese  moves occurred 
between 10 and 30 yea r s  ago.) A s  t h e  arrows i n d i c a t e ,  t h e r e  was heavy 
movement ou t  of Har t ford ,  i n  a l l  d i r e c t i o n s ,  bu t  p a r t i c u l a r l y  t o  t h e  west.  
The movement out  of Bloomfield and West Hartford was a l s o  p r imar i ly  t o  
towns f u r t h e r  west .  

F igure  two, which examines moves wi th in  the  l a s t  10 yea r s ,  shows a 
con t inua t ion  of t he  e a r l i e r  t r end ,  though a t  a reduced r a t e .  An in-  
c reas ing  number of Jewish persons a l s o  moved i n t o  t h e  Hartford a r e a  
from o u t s i d e  t h e  a r e a  during t h i s  l a t t e r  per iod .  Thus, p r i o r  t o  10 
yea r s  ago towns o u t s i d e  of t h e  "Jewish core" -- t h a t  is  o u t s i d e  of 
Bloomfield, Hartford and West Hartford -- increased  t h e i r  Jewish popu- 
l a t i o n s  by a t t r a c t i n g  from t h e  core .  I n  t h e  l a s t  10 yea r s  t h e  movement 
of Jews from o u t s i d e  of t h e  Hartford a r e a  has played a r e l a t i v e l y  more 
important  r o l e .  

F igure  t h r e e  examines t h e  e f f e c t s  of people ' s  a n t i c i p a t e d  moves over 
t h e  next  t h r e e  years .  They suggest  a r e v e r s a l  of t h e  outYlow from West 
Har t ford  t o  o the r  Hartford a r e a  towns. However, i n  many of t h e  towns 
which gained Jews from o u t s i d e  t h e  a r e a  i n  t h e  p a s t  decade, s u b s t a n t i a l  
numbers of those who a n t i c i p a t e  moving expecc t o  leave  t h e  a r e a .  The 
impact of t h i s  exodus must be i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  f i g u r e s  i n  
t he  bottom panel  of t a b l e  one -- t h e  o v e r a l l  percent  who expect t o  move. 
Thus, i f  over one-half of t he  expected movers i n  t h e  East  (South Windsor, 
Vernon, E l l i ng ton  and Tolland) do leave  t h e  a r e a  i t  may have a r e a l  i m -  
pac t  on these  towns because nea r ly  one-third of t h e  Jewish popula t ion  
i n  t hese  towns a n t i c i p a t e s  moving i n  t he  next  t h r e e  years .  

F igures  one t o  t h r e e  involve t h e  fol lowing groups of towns: 
1 )  North West: Granby, S u f f i e l d ,  Windsor and Windsor Locks. 
2)  Simsbury and Canton. 
3) Avon and Farmington. 
4 )  South West: New B r i t a i n ,  Newington, Wethersf ield and Rocky H i l l .  
5) South Eas t :  Eas t  Har t ford ,  Manchester and Glastonbury. 
6 )  East :  South Windsor, Vernon, E l l i ng ton  and Tolland.  



FIGURE ONE 

1nter-~own/Area Movement Among Non-Recent Movers 

(more than 10 years ago) 

KEY 

Direction of over 20% 
of movers. 



FIGURE TWO 

Inter-Town/Area Movement Among Recent Movers 

(less than 10 years ago) 

KEY - - Direction of 10% to 20% of movers. 
L Direction of over 20% of movers. 



FIGURE THREE 

The Origins and Destinations 

of Those who Expect to Move Within Three Years 

I=) Direction of over 20% of 
expected movers. 

(X) 33% to 50% of expected movers 
plan to leave the Hartford Area. 

(XX) Over 50% of expected movers plan 
to leave the Hartford area. 



Expected Movers 

Espec i a l l y  from a  program planning pe r spec t ive ,  i t  i s  important  t o  
know t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of persons who expec t  t o  move w i t h i n  t h e  next  
t h r e e  yea r s .  The most s a l i e n t  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of l i k e l y  movers a r e  
summarized, f o r  each town and group of towns, i n  t a b l e  two. 

A l l  of t h e  major d i f f e r e n c e s  between those l i k e l y  t o  move and those  
l i k e l y  t o  s t a y  r e l a t e  t o  age.  I n  almost every town, o r  group of towns, 
t he  younger t h e  ages of t he  heads of t h e  household, t h e  more l i k e l y  they 
a r e  t o  a n t i c i p a t e  moving i n  t h e  near  f u t u r e .  Thus, persons under 30 tend 
t o  be more a p t  t o  expect  t o  move than persons between 30 and 39  who, i n  
t u r n ,  expec t  t o  move more o f t e n  than persons between 40 and 49, and so  on. 
These age d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  pronounced everywhere except  i n  t he  South-East 
towns - East Har t ford ,  Glastonbury and Manchester -- where age d i f f e r e n c e s  
a r e  i n  t h e  same d i r e c t i o n ,  bu t  ve ry  smal l .  

Corresponding wi th  t he  younger age of expected movers, they tend t o  
be more l i k e l y  t o  have young c h i l d r e n  (under 10 yea r s )  than those  who do 
n o t  expect  t o  move. I n  some towns these  d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  very  sma l l ,  however, 
and i n  West Har t ford  they a r e  reversed .  Thus, i n  West Har t ford ,  persons w i th  
young c h i l d r e n  a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  less l i k e l y  t o  expect  t o  move. 

Also corresponding wi th  t h e  younger age of expected movers, people  who 
have been i n  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  r e s idences  f o r  b r i e f  pe r iods  of time a r e  more 
l i k e l y  t o  a n t i c i p a t e  moving soon. The longer  t h e  t i m e  people have been a t  
t h e i r  c u r r e n t  addresses  t h e  l e s s  l i k e l y  they a r e  t o  expect  t o  nove i n  t he  
next  t h r e e  yea r s .  This  f i nd ing  r a i s e s  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  peop le ' s  p l ans  
may ove r - s t a t e  t h e  amount of moving t h a t  w i l l  a c t u a l l y  occur .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  
r e l a t i v e  newcomers t o  any p l ace  may be  unhappy u n t i l  they have had a  chance 
t o  s e t t l e - i n ,  o r  a d j u s t .  Perhaps some of t he se  r e l a t i v e  newcomers hope t o  
move i n  response t o  t h e i r  d i s - s a t i s f a c t i o n s ,  b u t  w i l l  a d j u s t  t o  t h e i r  new 
p l ace  of r e s idence  before  a c t i n g  on t h e  impulse t o  move. However, movement 
w i th in  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  has  been s o  e x t e n s i v e  i n  r e c e n t  yea r s  t h a t  cont in-  
ued expec t a t i ons  t o  move should n o t  be e n t i r e l y  d i scounted .  

Those who expect  t o  move soon, and those  who do n o t ,  a r e  e s s e n t i a l l y  
s i m i l a r  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  socio-economic s t a t u s  ( i . e .  educa t ion  and occupa- 
t i o n . )  These c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  a r e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  n o t  summarized i n  t a b l e  two. 
However, t h i s  absence of s t a t u s - r e l a t e d  d i f f e r e n c e s  should be  noted.  



TABLE TWO 

C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of Expected Movers 

Avon - Farmington 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  ch i ld ren  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

Bloomfield 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under LO yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

East  

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

Hartford 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

North-West 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

% Who Expect t o  Move 
Within Next Three Years 



C h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of Expected Movers - 2 - 

Simsbury - Canton 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  less 

South-Eas t 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  ch i ld ren  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  less 

South-Wes t 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  ch i ld ren  under LO yea r s  

Persons a t  cu r r en t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

West Hartford 

A l l  Households 

Persons under 40 yea r s  

Households wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 10 yea r s  

Persons a t  c u r r e n t  address  4 yea r s  o r  l e s s  

% Who Expect t o  Moye 
Within Next Three Years 



Residences 

The next  sets of d a t a  t o  be examined i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  f u r t h e r  d e s c r i b e s  
t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  Jewish popu la t i on ' s  r e s i d e n t i a l  s i t u a t i o n .  The top  pane l  
of t a b l e  t h r ee  focuses  upon types  of r e s idence  w i t h i n  towns and a r e a s .  A 
majo r i t y  of t he  Jewish households,  i t  may be noted,  r e s i d e  i n  a house; and 
i t  i s  only i n  Har t ford  t h a t  fewer than two-thirds r e s i d e  i n  a house. A s  
would correspondingly be expected,  a ma jo r i t y  of Jewish f a m i l i e s  i n  every 
town, except Har t ford ,  own r a t h e r  than r e n t  t h e i r  r e s idence .  (These f i -  
g u r e s  a r e  i n  pane l  two of t a b l e  t h r e e . )  

I n  t h e  Har t ford  a r ea  every r e l i g i o u s  group ' s  r a t e  of home ownership 
i s  h igh  r e l a t i v e  t o  o the r  urban a r e a s .  Never the less ,  t h e  r a t e s  f o r  t h e  
Jewish popula t ion  are extremely h igh ,  even f o r  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a .  To be  
s p e c i f i c ,  less than 40 percent  of a l l  non-Jewish Har t ford  a r e a  r e s idences  
a r e  owner-occupied. The r a t e  i n  t h e  Jewish popula t ion  i s  approximately 
twice a s  h igh .  

F i n a l l y ,  t h e  bottom pane l  of t a b l e  t h r e e  i n d i c a t e s  t h a t ,  i n  every town 
and a r e a ,  over 90 percent  of t h e  Jewish households have only one year-round 
r e s idence .  Many persons t ake  v a c a t i o n s ,  bu t  few spend more than a month 
i n  ( t h e  same) r e s idence  somewhere e l s e  every yea r .  



TABLE THREE 

Residences 

TownIArea 

House -- 
Avon - Farmington 7 0 

Bloomf i e l d  7 5 

East 6 8 

Hartford 5 7 

North - West 8 3 

Type of Residence (%) 

&ar tmen t Condo. 0 the r  

7 2 2 0 

2 2 1 2 

15 15 2 

39 4 0 

17  0 0 

Simsbury - Canton 8 3 3 14 0 

South - East  80 1 3  7 0 

South - West 72 6 19 3 

West Hartford 7 8 19 3 1 
__-----_-------------------  

Ownership S t a t u s  (%) --- 
Own - Rent - 

Avon - Farmington 82 11 

Bloomf i e l d  

East  

Hartford 44 4 8 

North - West 83 17 

Simsbury - Canton 9 0 10 

South - East  8 3 17  

South - West 84 13 

West Hartford 6 7 2 2 

Only One Year-Around Residence - 
Avon - Farmington 

Bloomfield 

Eas t  

Hartford 

North - West 

Simsbury - Canton 

South - East  

6outh - West 

West Hartford 

Other 

7 

1 

0 

9 

0 

0 

0 

3 

10 



Comparisons 

Our examination of r e s idence  and movement p a t t e r n s  concludes wi th  a  
+ a  comparative a n a l y s i s  of t h e  e n t i r e  g r e a t e r  Hartford Jewish popula t ion .  

These f i g u r e s ,  p resen ted  i n  t a b l e  f o u r ,  compare t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  wi th  t h e  
Rochester ,  Cleveland and Denver a r e a s ,  wherever comparable d a t a  a r e  a v a i l -  
a b l e .  

The r e l a t i v e l y  h igh  r a t e s  of geographica l  mob i l i t y  which seemed t o  
c h a r a c t e r i z e  t h e  Hartford a r e a  i n  our preceding ana lyses  is  more f u l l y  
documented i n  t he se  comparisons. While t h e  percentage of Jews i n  t h e  
Har t ford  a r e a  who a r e  foreign-born i s  t y p i c a l ,  o r  average,  a  r e l a t i v e l y  
h igh  percentage of t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  has  moved from o t h e r  p a r t s  of t he  
country;  and have moved t o  t h e i r  c u r r e n t  p l a c e s  of r e s idence  i n  t h e  re -  
l a t i v e l y  r e c e n t  pa s t .  I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  i s  mid-way 
between less-mobile Eas t e rn  and Midwestern a r e a s  and t h e  more-mobile 
a r e a s  of t h e  w e s t .  Fu r the r ,  people ' s  p l ans  a r e  t o  cont inue  t o  move a t  
a  h igh  r a t e  f o r  t h i s  p a r t  of t h e  country i n  p a r t i c u l a r ;  b u t  they do n o t  
p lan  t o  move o u t  of t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  i n  exces s ive  numbers. 

The comparative f i g u r e s  presented i n  t a b l e  four  a l s o  h i g h l i g h t  t h e  
prev ious  con ten t ion  regard ing  h igh  r a t e s  of home ownership i n  t h e  Har t ford  
a r e a  Jewish community. Even when compared t o  t he  Rochester a r e a  -- where 
Jewish r a t e s  of home occupancy s u b s t a n t i a l l y  exceed those  of non-Jews -- 
t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  r a t e  cont inues  t o  be r e l a t i v e l y  high.  Ownership of a  
second home, by c o n t r a s t ,  appears  t o  be r e l a t i v e l y  low i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a .  

TABLE FOUR 

Residence and Movement ~ o m i a r e d  

Har t ford  Rochester  Cleveland Denver 
Area Area Area Area 

P l ace  of B i r t h  : 
I n  same s t a t e  (%) 4 4 5 8 24  -- 
Outside U.S. (.%) 13 15 15 1 4  

Years i n  Curren t  Residence: 
10 o r  less (%) 6 6 5 4 5 5 7 6 
11 o r  more (%) 3 4 46 4 5 24 

Expect t o  move i n  3 yea r s  (%): 32 15 8* -- 
Stay i n  same a r e a  (%): 6 8 65 7 2 - - 

Type of res idence :  
House (%) 
Condominium (%) 
Apartment (%) 

Own second home elsewhere (%) 5 9 

"Estimated f o r  t h i s  t i m e  i n t e r v a l .  



PART FOUR 

Education and Occupation 

This  s e c t i o n  examines the  educa t ion  and occupat ion of t h e  Jewish popu- 
l a t i o n  i n  t he  Hartford Area and i t s  c o n s t i t u e n t  towns. Education and occu- 
pa t ion  have been termed "master s t a t u s e s "  i n  our  s o c i e t y  because they cor- 
r e l a t e  h ighly  wi th  so  many o t h e r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Education and occupat ion 
a r e ,  f o r  t h i s  reason ,  t he  major components i n  measures of socio-economic 
s t a t u s ;  and e s p e c i a l l y  when combined, they provide t h e  b e s t  i n d i r e c t  i nd i -  
c a t o r s  of income. (Among whi tes ,  t h e  c o r r e l a t i o n  between income and educa- 
t ion-occupation combined i s  about .SO.) 

Tables  one and two both r e f l e c t  t he  r e l a t i v e l y  high s t a t u s  of t he  
Hartford a r e a  Jewish populat ion.  More s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  nea r ly  two-thirds 
a r e  a t  l e a s t  co l l ege  graduates ,  and fewer than f i v e  percent  have n o t  
completed h igh  school .  The median ( i . e .  mid-point) l e v e l  of educa t ion  i s  
almost 14 yea r s ,  nea r ly  two y e a r s  of c o l l e g e ,  compared t o  j u s t  over 1 2  
yea r s  i n  t he  e n t i r e  a d u l t  popula t ion  of t h e  United S t a t e s .  Correspondingly, 
t he  occupat iona l  s t a t u s e s  of t h e  Hartford a r e a  inc lude  a  d i sp ropor t iona te ly  
l a r g e  percentage of high s t a t u s  occupat ions.  About one-half of t h e  Har t ford  
a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  a r e  i n  p r o f e s s i o n a l  o r  semi-professional  occupat ions 
(including: phys ic ians ,  d e n t i s t s ,  lawyers,  a r c h i t e c t s ,  engineers ,  accoun- 
t a n t s ,  e t c . ) .  This  is  about  t h r e e  t imes g r e a t e r  than  the  percentage found 
i n  t he  e n t i r e  l abo r  f o r c e .  Not only h igh ,  b u t  s t a b l e ,  income is  a s s o c i a t e d  
with these  occupat ions.  Thus, unemployment i n  t he  Hartford a r e a  Jewish 
popula t ion  was about  four  t imes lower than t h e  n a t i o n a l  r a t e ,  and t h r e e  
t imes lower than the  o v e r a l l  unemployment r a t e  i n  Connect icut .  

I n  d iscuss ing  the  s t a t u s  of Jews i n  p a r t i c u l a r  towns o r  groups of 
towns, t he  r e l a t i v e l y  high s t a t u s  must be uniformly emphasized. There 
a r e  same v a r i a t i o n s ,  though. I n  s e v e r a l  a r e a s  educa t iona l  and occupation- 
a l  s t a t u s e s  a r e  extremely h igh  ( i . e .  50% o r  more of t h e  Jewish popula t ion  
a r e  a t  l e a s t  c o l l e g e  graduates  and 50% o r  more a r e  i n  p ro fe s s iona l  o r  semi- 
p ro fe s s iona l  occupat ions.)  There a r e  a l s o  a  few "mixed" a r e a s  i n  which 
t h e r e  a r e  both r e l a t i v e l y  h igh  percentages of such h igh  s t a t u s  persons 
and a l s o  r e l a t i v e l y  high percentages of low s t a t u s  persons ( i . e .  10% o r  
more i n  b lue  c o l l a r  o r  s e r v i c e  occupat ions and 25% o r  more whose educa- 
t i o n a l  a t ta inments  inc lude  high school  diplomas o r  l e s s . )  F i n a l l y ,  t h e r e  
a r e  a  few "medium" s t a t u s  a r e a s  i n  which n e i t h e r  extreme i s  found i n  l a r g e  
q u a n t i t i e s .  These towns and a r e a s  are descr ibed  i n  f i g u r e  one (which fo l lows  
t a b l e s  one and two .) 



TABLE ONE 

Education of Heads of Households 

E n t i r e  Grea ter  Hartford Area 

Highest educa t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

Avon - Farmington 

Highest educa t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

Bloomf i e l d  

Highest educa t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

East 

Highest educa t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

Hartford 

Highest sduca t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

North-West 

Highest educa t iona l  l e v e l  completed 
Less than high school  (H.S.) 
High school  graduate  
High school  and some co l l ege  o r  voca t ion  
College graduate  
Post-graduate degree 

Males (%) Females (%) 
: ; 
C C 



Education of Households - 2 - 

Simsbury - Canton 

Highest educational level completed 
Less than high school (H.S .) 
High school graduate 
High school and some college or vocation 
College graduate 
Post-graduate degree 

South-East 

Highest educational level completed 
Less than high school (H.S.) 
High school graduate 
High school and some college or vocation 
College graduate 
Post-graduate degree 

South-West 

Highest educational level completed 
Less than high school (H.S.) 
High school graduate 
High school and some college or vocation 
College graduate 
Post-graduate degree 

West Hartford 

Highest educational level completed 
Less than high school (H. S .) 
High school graduate 
High school and some college or vocation 
College graduate 
Post-graduate degree 

Males (%) Females (%) 



TABLE TWO 

Occupations of Heads of Households 

E n t i r e  Grea te r  Har t ford  Area Males (%) Females (%) 

Current  occupat ions  of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  26 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t e ache r ,  e t c . )  29 
Manager (or  d i r e c t o r )  16 
S t o r e  owner (or  self-employed) 6  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  14 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  6 
Fac tory  worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  4 1 
Serv ice  worker (wai te r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  C l  
0  t h e r  3  

Unemployment r a t e  * 2 3  

Avon - Farmington 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons  
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer, e t c  .) 25 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t e ache r ,  e t c . )  25 
Manager (or  d i r e c t o r )  6  
S t o r e  owner (or  self-employed) 13 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  19 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c  .) 6 
Factory worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-ski l led)  0  
Serv ice  worker (wai te r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  0  
Other 6 

Unemployment r a t e  * 6 L1 

Bloomfield 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons  
P ro fe s s iona l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  30 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t eacher ,  e t c . )  10 
Manager (or  d i r e c t o r )  18 
S t o r e  owner (o r  self-employed) 6 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  2  0 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c  .) 10 
Factory worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  h l  

Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  2  
Other 4 

Unemployment r a t e  * L1 -cl 

* Unemployment i s  def ined  a s  n o t  c u r r e n t l y  employed and having looked f o r  
work during t h e  p a s t  f o u r  weeks. (Rate c a l c u l a t e d  a s  % of employed.) 



Eas t  

Occupations - 2 - 

Males (%) Females (%) 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  21 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker,  t eacher ,  e t c . )  39 
Manager (o r  d i r e c t o r )  7 
S to re  owner (or  self-employed) 4  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  14 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  (carpenter ,  plumber, e t c . )  11 
Factory worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-ski l led)  4 1 
Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  d l  
Other 7 

Unemployment r a t e  * 10 4 

Har t ford  

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer, e t c  .) 30 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t e ache r ,  e t c . )  50 
Manager (o r  d i r e c t o r )  L I  
Sto re  owner (or  self-employed) L 1 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  10 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  10 
Factory worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  ~1 
Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  L 1 
0 t h e r  0 

Unemployment r a t e  * L 1 

North-West 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  25 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker,  t e ache r ,  e t c . )  63 
Manager (or  d i r e c t o r )  13  
S to re  owner (o r  self-employed) L 1 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  1 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c  .) -C.l 

Fac tory  worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  L1 
Serv ice  worker (wai te r ,  b a r t e n d e r ,  e t c . )  L1 
0 t h e r  0  

Unemployment r a t e  * 11 

Simsbury - Canton 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c .  ) 20 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker,  t e ache r ,  e t c . )  25 
Manager (o r  d i r e c t o r )  3  5 
S to re  owner (or  self-employed) 5  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  10 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  5 
Factory worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  ~1 
Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  ~1 
Other 0  

Unemployment r a t e  * Ll 



Occupations - 3 - 

South-Eas t Males (%) Females (%) 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P ro fe s s iona l  (physician,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  29 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker,  t e ache r ,  e t c . )  29 
Manager (o r  d i r e c t o r )  2 4  
S to re  owner (o r  self-employed) 6 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  12 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  ~1 
Factory  worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  ~1 
Serv ice  worker (wai te r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  ~1 
0 t h e r  0 

Unemployment r a t e  * L1 2 1 

South-Wes t 

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer,  e t c . )  24 
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t e ache r ,  e t c . )  29 
Manager (or  d i r e c t o r )  19 
S t o r e  owner (or  self-employed) 5  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  15 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  5  
Fac tory  worker (unsk i l led  o r  semi-ski l led)  L1 
Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  L 1 
Other 5 

Unemployment r a t e  * L 1 

West Har t ford  

Current  occupat ions of employed persons 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  (phys ic ian ,  d e n t i s t ,  lawyer, e t c . )  30 1 3  
Semi-professional ( s o c i a l  worker, t e ache r ,  e t c . )  27 3 4 
Hanager (or  d i r e c t o r )  19 11 
Sto re  owner (or  self-employed) 3 Ll 
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  17 3 4 
S k i l l e d  t r a d e s  ( ca rpen te r ,  plumber, e t c . )  3 L 1 
Factory  worker (unsk i l l ed  o r  semi-sk i l led)  Cl L 1 
Serv ice  worker (wa i t e r ,  ba r t ende r ,  e t c . )  L1 5 
Other 2  3  

Unemployment r a t e  * 2 3 

*Unemployment i s  def ined  a s  no t  c u r r e n t l y  employed and having looked f o r  
work during the  p a s t  f o u r  weeks. (Rate c a l c u l a t e d  a s  % of employed.) 



FIGURE ONE 

Socio-Economic S t a t u s  of Areas  

KEY - 

HIGH - Large numbers of 
h i g h  s t a t u s  p e r s o n s ;  few 
low s t a t u s  p e r s o n s .  

. . . . . . . . . 
:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:.:. . . . . . . . . . MEDIUM - r e  l a  t i v e  l y  few . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . = h i g h  o r  low s t a t u s  p e r s o n s .  

MIXED - Large numbers of 
h i g h  and low s t a t u s  
p e r s o n s .  



Comparisons 

I n  every met ropol i tan  a r e a  where the  socio-economic s t a t u s  of t h e  l o c a l  
Jewish popula t ion  has  been compared t o  t he  e n t i r e  l o c a l  popula t ion ,  t he  re -  
l a t i v e l y  h igh  s t a t u s  of t he  Jewish popula t ion  has  been re-aff i rmed.  It  may 
be  i n s t r u c t i v e ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  t o  compare t he  socio-economic s t a t u s  of t he  
Jewish popula t ions  a c r o s s  me t ropo l i t an  a r e a s .  I n  o rde r  t o  make these  com- 
pa r i sons ,  however, i t  was necessary  t o  combine c e r t a i n  c a t e g o r i e s ,  which 
from s tudy  t o  s tudy ,  a r e  no t  completely i d e n t i c a l .  Small d i f f e r e n c e s  
should t h e r e f o r e  be d i s regarded;  b u t  even with t h i s  cavea t ,  t he  r e l a t i v e l y  
high socio-economic s t a t u s  of t he  Har t ford  a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  seems 
undeniable  . * 

Har t ford  Boston Denver Rochester  
(-1982) (1975) (1981) (1980) 

Education Level: A l l  h igh school  
grad ,  o r  less 18 3 1 10 3 6 

Post-graduate degree 3 3 26 3 3 2 3 

Har t ford  Boston Denver Cleveland 
(1982) (1975) (1981) (1981) 

Occupations: Males 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  and semi-prof. 
Managers and p r o p r i e t o r s  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  
Blue c o l l a r  and s e r v i c e  

Occupations: Females 
P r o f e s s i o n a l  and semi-prof. 
Managers and p r o p r i e t o r s  
C l e r i c a l  and s a l e s  
Blue c o l l a r  and s e r v i c e  

* Some d i f f e r e n c e s  a l s o  c o r r e l a t e  with age.  For example, o l d e r  persons 
tend t o  have l e s s  formal educa t ion .  The h igh  educa t iona l  a t t a inmen t s  i n  
Denver a r e ,  i n  p a r t ,  due t o  t he  young age of i t s  Jewish popula t ion .  



PART F I V E  

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  and C h i l d r e n  

T h i s  s e c t i o n  of t h e  H a r t f o r d  Area s t u d y  f o c u s e s  upon: the  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  
of t h e  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n ,  i n t e r - m a r r i a g e ,  c h i l d r e n  and t h e i r  r e l i g i o u s  edu- 
c a t i o n ,  and working women. Taken t o g e t h e r ,  t h e  t a b l e s  p r e s e n t e d  i n  t h i s  
s e c t i o n  d e s c r i b e  t h e  p a s t  and f u t u r e  of Jewish f a m i l i e s .  

Tab le  one,  on t h e  f o l l o w i n g  pages ,  examines t h e  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  of per-  
sons  of Jewish background ( in te rv iewed  i n  phase  two of t h e  s t u d y . )  Because 
mar r iage  (and re -mar r iage)  v a r y  by a g e ,  t h e  f i g u r e s  a r e  p r e s e n t e d  s e p a r a t e l y  
f o r  a d u l t  heads  of household who a r e  under 40 y e a r s  ( i . e .  18 t o  39 y e a r s )  
and over  40 y e a r s .  

For pe rsons  of a l l  a g e s ,  t h e  most common s t a t u s  i s  mar r ied  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  
t ime ,  and Jewish spouses  predominate i n  e v e r y  s i t u a t i o n .  It is  i n t e r e s t i n g  
t o  n o t e  t h a t  Jewish persons  who l i v e  w i t h  a n o t h e r  p r i o r  t o  m a r r i a g e  a r e  abou t  
e q u a l l y  l i k e l y  t o  s e l e c t  a n o t h e r  who i s  Jewish .  (Th is  may sugges t  t h e r e  w i l l  
be no immediate i n c r e a s e  i n  r a t e s  of i n t e r - f a i t h  m a r r i a g e s . )  D i f f e r e n c e s  i n  
a l l  of t h e s e  r e g a r d s  a r e  marked from town t o  town, however. A s  might be  ex- 
p e c t e d ,  t h o s e  towns w i t h  l a r g e r  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n s  (such a s  Bloomfield and 
West H a r t f o r d )  have h i g h e r  r a t e s  of i n t r a - J e w i s h  m a r r i a g e  and i n t r a - J e w i s h  
l i v i n g  t o g e t h e r .  (The n o t a t i o n  "second m a r r i a g e , "  i n  t a b l e  one,  subsumes 
b o t h  second and l a t e r  m a r r i a g e s . )  

Table  two, which immediately f o l l o w s  t a b l e  one,  f o c u s e s  upon c h i l d r e n  
under age  18 ,  by age  c a t e g o r i e s .  T h i s  t a b l e  a l s o  i n c l u d e s  a n  e s t i m a t i o n  of 
t h e  number of households  ( c o n t a i n i n g  m a r r i e d  o r  unmarried p e r s o n s )  i n  which 
responden ts  thought  they would be  l i k e l y  t o  have o r  adopt  ( a d d i t i o n a l )  c h i l -  
d r e n  i n  t h e  n e x t  few (e .g .  t h r e e )  y e a r s .  These f i g u r e s  p r o v i d e  one b a s i s  
f o r  f u t u r e  p lann ing  of c h i l d - r e l a t e d  programs; b u t  they  should be i n t e r p r e t e d  
i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  p e o p l e ' s  moving p l a n s ,  a s  d e s c r i b e d  i n  p a r t  t h r e e  of t h i s  r e -  
p o r t .  For example, a  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  number of c h i l d r e n  a r e  expec ted  i n  
t h e  North-West towns, b u t  i t  should be  r e c a l l e d  t h a t  a  s i z e a b l e  p e r c e n t a g e  
of t h e  younger r e s i d e n t s  of t h e s e  towns p l a n  t o  move t o  o t h e r  West-of-the- 
r i v e r  towns i n  t h e  n e x t  few y e a r s .  



TABLE ONE 

M a r i t a l  S t a t u s :  
Persons  of Jewish Background 

Under 40 y e a r s  
E n t i r e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Area 40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  status, Persons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 2 3  7 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone1 (%) 4 -, 2 
Mar r ied ,  f i r s t  m a r r i a g e  (%) 59 60 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  m a r r i a g e  (%) 6 1 8  
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 8 7 
Widowed (%) .L1 9 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second m a r r i a g e  (t) 

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness  

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second mar r iage  ( + I  

Avon - Farmington 

% By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

Under 40 y e a r s  
40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 8 0 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 8 -- 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 5 9 7 9 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  (%) 8 14 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 17 0 
Widowed (%) 0 7 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse,  f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse 's  Jewishness  % By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

F i r s t  m a r r i a g e  
Second mar r iage  

 he q u e s t i o n  asked was: "Have you, f o r  t h e  p a s t  y e a r  o r  more, l i v e d  w i t h  a 
man/woman ( s e x  o p p o s i t e  of r esponden t )  t h a t  you might  someday marry ,  i f  a l l  
t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  were r i g h t . "  

%Jnrepor ted ;  p e r c e n t a g e  always l e s s  t h a n  3 p e r c e n t  i n  e v e r y  town. 



M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  - 2 - 

Bloomf i e l d  
Under 40 y e a r s  

40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 2 3 3 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 2 -- 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 4 6 5 6 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  m a r r i a g e  (%) 1 5  1 4  
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 15 8 
Widowed (%) 0 20 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness 

F i r s t  m a r r i a g e  
Second m a r r i a g e  

E a s t  

% Jewish 

% By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

Under 40 y e a r s  
40 y r s .  o r  more 

C u r r e n t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 1 2  6 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 12 -- 
M a r r i e d ,  f i r s t  m a r r i a g e  (%) 5 2 66 
Mar r ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  C%) 12 2 8 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 12 0 
Widowed (%) 0 0 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person  l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  m a r r i a g e  
Spouse,  second m a r r i a g e  

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness  

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second m a r r i a g e  

H a r t f o r d  

X By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

Under 40 y e a r s  
40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 4 4 33 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 0 -- 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  m a r r i a g e  (%) 5 5 33 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  m a r r i a g e  (%) 0 17  
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 0 8 
Widowed (%) 0 8 



M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  - 3 - 

H a r t f o r d  con t inued  

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse 's  Jewishness  % By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second m a r r i a g e  

Nor th-Wes t 
Under 40 y e a r s  

40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone ( X )  4 0 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 0 -- 
Married,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 9 6 100 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  (%) 0 0 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 0 0 
Widowed (%) 0 0 

R e l i g i o n  of Other 

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse. second marr iage 

% Jewish 

O r i g i n  of Spouse 's  Jewishness  % By B i r t h  % Conversion 

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second mar r iage  

Under 40 y e a r s  
Simsbury - Canton 40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 14 0 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 0 -- 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 7 2 6 3 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  (%) 7 37 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 7 0 
Widowed (%) 0 0 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness  ;b By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second mar r iage  



M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  - 4 - 

Under 40 y e a r s  
South-Eas t 40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  ma-rital s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 2 0 0 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (.%) 1 0  - - 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 50 5 0 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  m a r r i a g e  (%) 15 20 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 5 2 0 
Widowed (%) 0 10 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish 

Person  l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse,  second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness  

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second m a r r i a g e  

South-West 

% By B i r t h  % Convers ion 

Under 40 y e a r s  
40 y r s .  o r  more 

Cur ren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 24 0 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 0 - - 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 6 5 8 5 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  (%) 0 8 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 12 8 
Widowed (%) 0 0 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  % Jewish  

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  m a r r i a g e  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

O r i g i n  of Spouse ' s  Jewishness % By B i r t h  % Conversion 

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second m a r r i a g e  



Marital S t a t u s  - 5 - 

West H a r t f o r d  
Under 40 y e a r s  

40 y r s .  o r  more -- 

Curren t  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  Pe rsons  of Jewish Background 
Never m a r r i e d ,  n o t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 32 5 
Never m a r r i e d ,  b u t  l i v i n g  w i t h  someone (%) 5 -- 
Marr ied ,  f i r s t  mar r iage  (%) 5 7 4 8 
Marr ied ,  second o r  l a t e r  mar r iage  (%) 0 2 2 
Separa ted  o r  Divorced (%) 7 10 
Widowed (%) 0 15 

R e l i g i o n  of Other  

Person l i v i n g  w i t h ,  unmarried 
Spouse, f i r s t  mar r iage  
Spouse, second mar r iage  

% Jewish 

O r i g i n  of Spouse 's  Jewishness  % By B i r t h  % Conversion 

F i r s t  mar r iage  
Second mar r iage  



TABLE TWO 

Presen t  and Expected Children 

E d t i r e  Grea te r  Har t ford  Area 

Chi ldren  t o  age 18  
4  yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  28% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t he  next t h r e e  yea r s :  

Ayon - Farmington 

Chi ldren  t o  age 18 
4 yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14 
Ages 15  t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  32% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  yea r s :  

Bloomf i e l d  

Chi ldren  t o  age 18 
4  y e a r s  o r  under 
Ages 5 t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  25% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  years :  

East 

Children t o  age 18 
4 y e a r s  o r  under 
Ages 5 t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  1 4  
Ages 15  t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  39% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  years :  

Number 

*Percentage of t he  t o t a l  Jewish popula t ion  comprised of c h i l d r e n  t o  age 18. 



Hartford 

P re sen t  and Expected Children - 2 - 

Children t o  age 18 
4  yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10  t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  8% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  years :  

North-West 

Chi ldren t o  age 18 
4 yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14  
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  18% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  yea r s :  

Simsbury - Canton 

Children t o  age 18 
4  yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10  t o  14  
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  35% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t he  next  t h r e e  years :  

South-East 

Chi ldren t o  age 18 
4  yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5  t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18  

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  39% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r ee  yea r s :  

"Percentage of the  t o t a l  Jewish popula t ion  comprised of c h i l d r e n  t o  age  18. 
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South-West 

Chi ldren t o  age 18 
4 y e a r s  o r  under 
Ages 5 t o  9 
Ages LO t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18  

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  20% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t he  next t h r e e  yea r s :  

West Har t ford  

Children t o  age 18 
4 yea r s  o r  under 
Ages 5 t o  9 
Ages 10 t o  14 
Ages 15 t o  18 

Ch i ld ren ' s  r a t i o : *  28% 

Households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  t h e  next  t h r e e  yea r s :  

Number 

* Percentage of t h e  t o t a l  Jewish popula t ion  comprised of c h i l d r e n  t o  age 18. 



Rel ig ious  Education 

Presented i n  t a b l e  t h r e e  a r e  f i n d i n g s  r e l a t i n g  t o  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  educa- 
t i o n  of c h i l d r e n ,  inc lud ing  t h e  a c t u a l  exper iences  of o l d e r  c h i l d r e n ,  and 
t h e  l i k e l y  f u t u r e  t r a i n i n g  of both very  young c h i l d r e n  and those which a r e  
"expected" i n  t h e  next  few years .  Because t h e  r e l i g i o u s  background of par- 
e n t s  makes some c r u c i a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  c h i l d r e n ' s  r e l i g i o u s  educa t ions ,  a l l  
of t he  f i g u r e s  a r e  presented according t o  whether o r  n o t  both p a r e n t s  a r e  
Jewish by background. 

By comparing c h i l d r e n ' s  p a r e n t s '  background t o  r a t e s  of i n t e r - f a i t h  
marr iages  (presented i n  t a b l e  one) i t  can be seen  t h a t  a  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  
percentage of ch i ld ren  have a  non-Jewish paren t .  (This  f i g u r e ,  24 pe rcen t ,  
exceeds t h e  r a t e  of in te r -marr iage  f o r  e i t h e r  f i r s t  o r  second marr iages . )  
Th i s  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  f i g u r e  i s  due p r imar i l y  t o  t h e  l a r g e  number of c h i l -  
d ren  t h a t  tend t o  c h a r a c t e r i z e  mixed marr iages  between Jewish men and Catho- 
l i c  women -- a common form of inter-marr iage i n  our sample. I n  our survey 
w e  asked the  person of Jewish background about  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  t r a i n i n g  of 
a l l  c h i l d r e n ,  t o  age 18, i n  t he  respondent ' s  household. - 

I n  mixed households a s  w e l l  a s  i n  non-mixed households i t  i s  t y p i c a l  
f o r  ch i ld ren  t o  have been taught  something about  Jewish customs and ho l idays ,  
o r  f o r  pa ren t s  t o  expect t o  teach them when they a r e  o ld  enough. It i s  
formal  r e l i g i o u s  i n s t r u c t i o n  -- u s u a l l y  i n  a  synagogue -- t h a t  most sha rp ly  
d i f f e r e n t i a t e s  between c h i l d r e n  i n  mixed and non-mixed households.  I n  t h e  
former such i n s t r u c t i o n  i s  very  t y p i c a l ,  bu t  i t  i s  uncommon i n  t he  l a t t e r .  



TABLE THREE 

R e l i g i o u s  Educat ion of Chi ld ren  

E n t i r e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Area p a r e n t s '  R e l i g i o u s  Background 
Jewish -- Mixed 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age  18 76% 24% 

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  about  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  9  7 

% c h i l d r e n  hav ing  fo rmal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  9  6 

I n  househo lds  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  be v e r y  
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
abou t  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

Avon - Farmington 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age  18 88% 

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  about  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  9  9+ 

% c h i l d r e n  hav ing  fo rmal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  

I n  households  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  be  v e r y  
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
abou t  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

Bloomfield 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age  18 7 4 %  

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  abou t  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  99+ 

% c h i l d r e n  hav ing  fo rmal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  88 

I n  households  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  be  v e r y  7 5 
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

* Refers t o  i n s t r u c t i o n  of o l d e r  c h i l d r e n ,  and p a r e n t s '  i n t e n t i o n  w i t h  re- 
C . T \ O P ~  t n  T T ~ Y T I  T T A I I ~ O  r h i l r l r ~ n  
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East  p a r e n t s '  Re l ig ious  Background 
Jewish Mixed 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age 18  63% .37% 

% c h i l d r e n  taught  about  Jewish customs 
and hol idays  ( a t  home o r  i n  school)  99+ 

% c h i l d r e n  haping formal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
school ,  o r  t u t o r f h  99+ 

I n  households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  next  t h r e e  yea r s :  

% pa ren t s  saying i t  w i l l  be  very  99+ 
important  f o r  t he se  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about Jewish customs and ho l idays .  

Har t ford  

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age 18  25% 

% c h i l d r e n  taught  about Jewish customs 
and hol idays  ( a t  home o r  i n  school )  9  9+ 

% c h i l d r e n  having formal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
school ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  9 9+ 

I n  households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  next  t h r e e  yea r s :  

% pa ren t s  say ing  i t  w i l l  be  ve ry  9  9+ 
important  f o r  t he se  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about Jewish customs and ho l idays .  

North-West 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age 18 75% 

% c h i l d r e n  taught  about Jewish customs 
and hol idays  ( a t  home o r  i n  school )  99+ 

% c h i l d r e n  having formal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
school ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  99+ 

I n  households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  next  t h r ee  yea r s :  

% pa ren t s  saying i t  w i l l  be very  99+ 
important f o r  t he se  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about Jewish customs and ho l idays .  

*Refers t o  i n s t r u c t i o n  of o l d e r  c h i l d r e n ,  and p a r e n t s '  i n t e n t i o n  wi th  r e -  
spec t  t o  very young c h i l d r e n .  



R e l i g i o u s  Educat ion of C h i l d r e n  - 3 - 

Simsbury - Canton 
P a r e n t s '  R e l i g i o u s  Background 

Jewish Mixed 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age 1 8  80% 20% 

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  about  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  9  9+ 

% c h i l d r e n  having fo rmal  r e l i g f o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  (in synagogne, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  99+ 

I n  h o u s e h o l a ~  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  be v e r y  50 
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age 1 8  80% 

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  about  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  99+ 

% c h i l d r e n  hav ing  fo rmal  r e 1 i g i o . u ~  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  99+ 

I n  househo lds  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  b e  v e r y  9  9+ 
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
abou t  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

South-West 

A l l  c h i l d r e n  t o  age  1 8  87% 

% c h i l d r e n  t a u g h t  about  Jewish customs 
and h o l i d a y s  ( a t  home o r  i n  s c h o o l )  7 1 

% c h i l d r e n  hav ing  fo rmal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  ( i n  synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
s c h o o l ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  99+ 

I n  househo lds  l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  y e a r s :  

% p a r e n t s  s a y i n g  i t  w i l l  be v e r y  99+ 
impor tan t  f o r  t h e s e  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
abou t  Jewish customs and h o l i d a y s .  

*Refers  t o  i n s t r u c t i o n  of o l d e r  c h i l d r e n ,  and p a r e n t s '  i n t e n t i o n  w i t h  r e -  
s p e c t  t o  v e r y  young ~ h i l d r e n .  



West Har t ford  
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Paren t s '  Re l ig ious  Background 
Jewish Mixed 

A l l  ch i l d r en  t o  age 18  82% 18% 

% ch i ld ren  taught  about Jewish customs 
and ho l idays  ( a t  home o r  in school )  9 9+ 

% c h i l d r e n  having formal  r e l i g i o u s  
i n s t r u c t i o n  (2n synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  
school ,  o r  t u t o r ) *  9 9+ 

I n  households l i k e l y  t o  have c h i l d r e n  
i n  n e x t  t h r e e  yea r s :  

% pa ren t s  saying i t  w i l l  be  v e r y  85 
important  f o r  t he se  c h i l d r e n  t o  l e a r n  
about Jewish customs and ho l idays .  

*Refers t o  i n s t r u c t i o n  of o l d e r  c h i l d r e n ,  and p a r e n t s '  i n t e n t i o n  wi th  re-  
spec t  t o  very young c h i l d r e n .  



Working Women 

This  s e c t i o n  concludes wi th  an examination of women's employment ou t s ide  
of t he  home i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e i r  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  and ch i ld ren .  These f i g u r e s  
a r e  presented i n  t a b l e  t h r e e ,  on the fol lowing pages. 

Cons is ten t  with n a t i o n a l  r a t e s ,  over one-half (56 percent )  of a l l  Jewish 
women i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a  a r e  g a i n f u l l y  employed, almost two-thirds (64 per- 
cen t )  on a  f u l l - t i m e  b a s i s .  Also c o n s i s t e n t  wi th  n a t i o n a l  r a t e s ,  t h e  percent  
of women working d e c l i n e s  ( t o  45 percent )  wi th  t h e  presence of pre-school aged 
ch i ld ren ,  and part-t ime jobs f o r  t hese  mothers of young c h i l d r e n  a r e  more com- 
mon. 

Women's employment p a t t e r n s  a r e  sharp ly  d i f f e r e n t  from town t o  town, 
though. P a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  more a f f l u e n t  towns, a  smal le r  percentage of women 
work o u t s i d e  of t h e  home, r e g a r d l e s s  of t h e  presence of young ch i ld ren .  F i -  
gures  f o r  towns and groups of towns a r e  a l s o  presented i n  t a b l e  fou r .  



TABLE FOUR 

Working Women 

Entire Greater Hartford Area 

Employment , all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-timel~art-time* 

Ayon - Farmington 

Employment, all women 
Full-timel~art-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Bloomf ield 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Percent 

ykAs percentages of those who are employed. 



Working Women - 2 - 

East Percent 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Hartford 

Employment, all women 
FuI.1-time/Part-time>\ 

Employment, b.y current marital status 
Never Married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-timelpart-time* 

North-West 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never Married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Simsbury - Canton 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

*As percentages of those who are employed. 
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South-Eas t 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

South-West 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Past-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-timel~art-time* 

West Hartford 

Employment, all women 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Employment, by current marital status 
Never married 
Married 
Separated-divorced 
Widowed 

Employment, with pre-school aged children 
Full-time/Part-time* 

Percent 

*As.percentages of those who are employed. 



Comparisons With Other Areas 

The d i s t r i b u t i o n  of m a r i t a l  s t a t u s e s  i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a  a d u l t  Jewish 
populat ion i s  q u i t e  s i m i l a r  t o  t h a t  found i n  o the r  communities. Comparisons 
a r e  presented below. 

Current  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  Hartford Area Rochester Area Cleveland Area 

Never Married 15 11 
Living Together 2 1 
Married 7 2 7 1 
Widowed 6 8 
Separated - Divorced 8 3 

The r a t e  of intra-marr iage i n  t he  Hartford a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  ap- 
pea r s  t o  be r e l a t i v e l y  h igh ,  though comparative d a t a  a r e  l imi t ed .  I n  t he  
R ~ c h e s t e r  a r e a ,  94 percent  of f i r s t  spouses a r e  repor ted  t o  be Jewish, com- 
pared t o  80 percent  i n  t he  Hartford a r e a ;  b u t  t h e  au tho r s  of t h e  Rochester 
s tudy acknowledge t h e i r  es t imated r a t e  is  probably too h igh  because of 
sampling l i m i t a t i o n s .  (See Rochester s tudy ,  page 10.)  I n  Denver, by con- 
t r a s t ,  where sampling procedures resemble our  own, only 62 percent  of a l l  
marr iages a r e  repor ted  t o  involve two Jewish (by b i r t h )  persons,  and fewer 
than 25 percent  of t he  non-Jewish spouses convert .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  among per- 
sons l i v i n g  toge the r  i n  t h e  Denver a r e a ,  only seven percent  of a l l  couples  
involve  two Jewish persons compared t o  79 percent  i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a .  

Women i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a  a r e  s l i g h t l y  more l i k e l y  than t h e i r  coun- 
t e r p a r t s  I n  o the r  a r e a s  t o  work o u t s i d e  of the  home, a s  i nd ica t ed  below. 

Women's Employment Hartford Area Cleveland Area Denver Area 

Ful l- t ime 
Pa r t -  time 
Not working 

For f u r t h e r  comparison, 51  percent  of a l l  women i n  t h e  na t ion  were employed 
o u t s i d e  of t h e  home i n  1980 (and 50 percent  of a l l  marr ied women.) 

The presence of young c h i l d r e n  i n  the  household is  a s soc i a t ed  with the  
expected dec l ine  i n  Hartford a r e a  women's work o u t s i d e  the  home. Nation- 
a l l y ,  about 42 percent  of a11 women wi th  c h i l d r e n  under t h r e e  yea r s  a r e  
employed compared t o  45 pe rcen t  of Hartford a r e a  women wi th  c h i l d r e n  under 
f i v e  yea r s .  I n  the  Cleveland a r e a  Jewish community r a t e s  a r e  much h ighe r ,  
a s  shown below. 

Women wi th  c h i l d r e n  Women wi th  c h i l d r e n  
Employment under 6 i n  Cleveland under 5 i n  Hartford 

Full-t ime 
Part-t ime 
Not employed 

While f i g u r e s  from Denver a r e  not  d i r e c t l y  comparable, they appear t o  be 
inbetween the  Hartford and Cleveland a reas .  



PART SIX 

The E l d e r l y  

There a r e ,  of c o u r s e ,  d i f f e r e n t  c o n c e p t i o n s  of who a r e  t h e  e l d e r l y .  
Some peop le  r e g a r d  i t  a s  a  s t a g e  i n  f a m i l y  o r  work c y c l e s  (e .g .  r e t i r e -  
ment.)  To o t h e r s ,  t h e  e l d e r l y  a r e  a  p a r t i c u l a r  age  g roup ing ,  though t h e r e  
i s  no consensus  concerning whether i t  b e g i n s  a t  age  55,  60, 65 o r  70. For  
p lann ing  purposes ,  however, it i s  impor tan t  n o t  o n l y  t o  examine o l d e r  per-  
sons  ( r e g a r d l e s s  of t h e  age  grouping i n v o l v e d ) ,  b u t  t o  look  a t  "mid-life" 
people  a s  w e l l .  While some of them w i l l  move o u t  of t h e  a r e a  and be r e -  
p laced  by o t h e r s ,  t h e  s i z e  and f u t u r e  p l a n s  of t h e  m i d - l i f e  p o p u l a t i o n  
p rov ide  a n  i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e  n a t u r e  of t h e  e l d e r l y  p o p u l a t i o n  i n  t h e  fu- 
t u r e .  

W e  b e g i n ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  by examining persons  aged 40 and o v e r ,  i n  1 0  
y e a r  c a t e g o r i e s .  I n  t h e  e n t i r e  H a r t f o r d  Area,  t h e  approximate  s i z e  of 
each age c a t e g o r y  i s  a s  f o l l o w s :  

Age Category Number of Persons  

40 - 49 
50 - 59 
60 - 69 
70 p l u s  

The s m a l l  d e c l i n e  i n  s i z e  between t h e  40 - 49 c a t e g o r y  and t h e  50 - 59 
c a t e g o r y  would be expec ted  a s  a  r e s u l t  of s lowly  i n c r e a s i n g  m o r a l i t y  r a t e s .  
The somewhat l a r g e  d e c l i n e  i n  s i z e  between t h e  60 - 69 c a t e g o r y  and t h e  70 
p l u s  c a t e g o r y  would a l s o  be  expected a s  a  r e s u l t  of more r a p i d l y  i n c r e a s i n g  
m o r t a l i t y  r a t e s .  It i s  t h e  s h a r p  d i p  among 60 - 69 y e a r  o l d s  t h a t  s t a n d s  
o u t .  The d e c l i n e  of abou t  30 p e r c e n t  from 50 - 59 y e a r  o l d s  t o  60 - 69 
y e a r  o l d s  i s  much too  l a r g e  t o  be  accounted f o r  by i n c r e a s i n g  m o r t a l i t y  
a l o n e .  

Most c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of t h e  60 -69 y e a r  age  c a t e g o r y  is  t h a t  i t  i s  t h e  
t ime d u r i n g  which most peop le  r e t i r e ,  and i t  i s  a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  r e l o c a t i o n ,  
p a r t i c u l a r l y  movement t o  warmer c l i m a t e s .  The above f i g u r e s  s u g g e s t  t h a t  
s u b s t a n t i a l  numbers of p e r s o n s  between t h e  a g e s  of 60 and 69 have l e f t  t h e  
H a r t f o r d  a r e a  i n  t h e  p a s t ;  and our  su rvey  d a t a  s u g g e s t  t h a t  t h e y  w i l l  con- 
t i n u e  t o  do s o .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  among a d u l t s  aged 40 t o  59,  o n l y  abou t  one- 
t h i r d  s a y  t h e y  e x p e c t  t o  spend a l l  t h e i r  r e t i r e m e n t  y e a r s  i n  t h e  H a r t f o r d  
a r e a .  (Almost one-four th  a r e  p r e t t y  s u r e  they  w i l l  n o t ,  and t h e  rest are 
unsure . )  Among a d u l t s  under age 40,  an  even s m a l l e r  p e r c e n t a g e  e x p e c t  t o  
r e t i r e  i n  H a r t f o r d ;  b u t ,  as would be expec ted ,  a  l a r g e r  p e r c e n t a g e  are 
unsure .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  t r y  t o  p r o v i d e  a  g l impse i n t o  t h e  f u t u r e ,  i t  may be  help-  
f u l  t o  beg in  by examining m i d - l i f e  a d u l t s  (ages  40 - 59), and t h e i r  ex- 
p e c t a t i o n s  w i t h  r e g a r d  t o  spending a l l  of t h e i r  r e t i r e m e n t  y e a r s  i n  t h e  
H a r t f o r d  a r e a .  P r e s e n t e d  i n  t a b l e  one a r e  t h e  number of pe rsons  aged 
40 - 59 and t h e i r  r e t i r e m e n t  p l a n s ,  accord ing  t o  t h r e e  g e o g r a p h i c a l  a r e a s .  
(Core i n c l u d e s :  Bloomfie ld ,  H a r t f o r d  and West H a r t f o r d . )  



TABLE ONE 

Retirement P lans  of Mid-Life Persons 

P lan  t o  R e t i r e  i n  Hartford Area 
Area Number of Persons % Y e s  % N o  % U n s u r e  

Core Towns 2,986 
Other West Towns 1,455 
East Towns 886 

I n  at tempting t o  p r o j e c t  t o  t he  f u t u r e ,  r e t i r emen t  p l ans  a r e  only one 
element i n  t he  equat ion.  Movement before  r e t i r emen t  and m o r t a l i t y  r a t e s  
must a l s o  be considered.  It is  not  poss ib l e  t o  p r o j e c t  t o  t h e  f u t u r e  wi th  
c e r t a i n t y ,  bu t  we can o f f e r  an informed guess  f o r  t h e  year  2002, based 
upon the  fol lowing assumptions: 
1 )  Movement out  of t h e  Hartford Area by c u r r e n t  40 - 59 year  old r e s i d e n t s  
w i l l  be r e l a t i v e l y  smal l  i n  magnitude, and o f f s e t  by movement i n t o  the  a r e a  
of an equal  number of t h e i r  contemporaries.  
2) One-half of those 40 t o  59 year  o l d s  whose r e t i r emen t  p l ans  a r e  now 
unce r t a in  w i l l  remain i n  the  Hartford Area. 
3) Those 40 t o  59 year o l d s  who now expect  t o  remain a f t e r  r e t i r emen t  w i l l  
remain, o r  be o f f s e t  by o t h e r s  who now expect  t o  leave .  
4) The o v e r a l l  m o r t a l i t y  r a t e  f o r  t h e  40 t o  59 year  cohor t  w i l l  be  about  
12 percent  over t h e  next  20 yea r s  ( t h e  c u r r e n t  average r a t e  f o r  t h i s  cohort . )  
5 )  There w i l l  be  a  40 percent  m o r t a l i t y  r a t e  among cu r ren t  60 year  and 
o lde r  persons ( the  average f o r  t h i s  cohor t )  over t he  20 year  per iod.  
6)  Among persons 60 yea r s  o r  over ,  89 percent  w i l l  remain i n  t h e  Hartford 
Area r a t h e r  than move. (Among persons 60 and over ,  82 percent  do p lan  t o  
spend a l l  of t h e i r  r e t i r emen t  yea r s  i n  Har t ford ,  and 14 percent  a r e  s t i l l  
unsure.  ) 

Based upon t h e  preceding assumptions, p r o j e c t i o n s  of the  e l d e r l y  Jewish 
populat ion t o  t he  year  2002 a r e  presented i n  t a b l e  two. Also included,  f o r  
comparison purposes,  i s  t h e  e l d e r l y  popula t ion  a s  sampled i n  1982. 

TABLE TWO 

The Elder ly  i n  2002 and 1982 

Area - 
Core 
Other West Towns 
East  Towns 

Number of E lde r ly  Jewish Persons 
2002 (P ro jec t ion )  1982 (Sample) 

587 
Tota l :  4,503 

I f  t he  p r o j e c t i o n s  i n  t a b l e  two a r e  accu ra t e ,  the  next  two decades w i l l  
wi tness  an  inc rease  of n e a r l y  35 percent  i n  t h e  number of e l d e r l y .  The key 
ques t ion  i s  whether a  larger-than-assumed number of c u r r e n t  40 - 59 year  o l d s  
w i l l  l eave  t h e  Hartford a r e a  when they r e t i r e .  Almost no ma t t e r  how t h i s  
key assumption i s  a l t e r e d ,  however, our o t h e r  assumptions s t i l l  lead  t o  t h e  
expec ta t ion  of an inc rease  i n  t he  number of e l d e r l y  i n  2002. (For example, 
i f  all t he  c u r r e n t l y  unce r t a in  40 t o  59 year  o l d s  were t o  r e t i r e  e lsewhere,  
thexe would be no change i n  t h e  number of e l d e r l y . )  



Our a t t e n t i o n  t u r n s  now t o  t he  c u r r e n t  e l d e r l y ,  and an examination 
of t h e i r  c u r r e n t  work and m a r i t a l  s i t u a t i o n s .  These f i g u r e s  a r e  presented 
i n  t a b l e  t h r e e ,  on t h e  fol lowing pages. Because sex  d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  some- 
t i m e s  pronounced, a l l  of t h e  information i s  presen ted  s e p a r a t e l y  f o r  males 
and females.  



TABLE THREE 

Employment and M a r i t a l  S t a t u s  of Persons  60 Years  o r  More 

E n t i r e  Greater H a r t f o r d  Area Males Females 

T o t a l  number of p e r s o n s  1 ,465  1 ,892 
Occupat ion - bnployment : 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-profess iona l  1 5  2 
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  5 1 0  
% Other  o c c u p a t i o n s  13 6 
% R e t i r e d  o r  n o t  employed 6 7 8 2 

Cur ren t  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s :  
% Never mar r ied  4 5 
% Married 90 7 5 
% Widowed, Separa ted  o r  Divorced 6 2 0 

Avon - Farmington 

T o t a l  number of pe rsons  
Occupation - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-profess iona l  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other  o c c u p a t i o n s  
% R e t i r e d  o r  n o t  employed 

C u r r e n t  Marital S t a t u s :  
% Never mar r ied  
% Married 
% Widowed, Separa ted  o r  Divorced 

Bloomf i e l d  

T o t a l  number of pe rsons  
Occupat ion - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-profess iona l  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other  o c c u p a t i o n s  
% R e t i r e d  o r  n o t  employed 

C u r r e n t  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s :  
% Never m a r r i e d  
% Marr ied  
% Widowed, Separa ted  o r  Divorced 

E a s t  

T o t a l  number of p e r s o n s  
Occupat ion - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-profess iona l  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other  o c c u p a t i o n s  
% R e t i r e d  o r  n o t  employed 

Cur ren t  M a r i t a l  S t a t u s :  
% Never m a r r i e d  
% Married 
% Widowed, Separa ted  o r  Divorced 



Condit ions Over 60 - 2 - 

Hartford Females -- Males 

T o t a l  number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-professional  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other occupat ions 
% Ret i r ed  o r  no t  employed 

Current  M a r i t a l  S t a tu s :  
% Never marr ied 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated o r  Divorced 

Nor th-Wes t 

T o t a l  number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% Pro fe s s iona l  & semi-professional  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other occupat ions 
% Ret i r ed  o r  no t  employed 

Current  M a r i t a l  S t a tu s :  
% Never married 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated o r  Divorced 

S h s b u r y  - Canton 

T o t a l  number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-professional  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other occupat ions 
% Ret i r ed  o r  no t  employed 

Current  M a r i t a l  S t a tu s :  
% Never married 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated o r  Divorced 

South-East 

T o t a l  number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% P r o f e s s i o n a l  & semi-professional  
% C l e r i c a l  - s a l e s  
% Other occupat ions 
% Ret i r ed  o r  no t  employed 

Current  M a r i t a l  S t a tu s :  
% Never marr ied 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated o r  Divorced 



Conditions Over 60 - 3 - 

South-West 

Total number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% Professional & semi-professional 
% Clerical - sales 
% Other occupations 
% Retired or not employed 

Current Marital Status: 
% Never married 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated or Divorced 

West Hartford 

Total number of persons 
Occupation - Employment: 

% Professional & semi-professional 
% Clerical - sales 
% Other occupations 
% Retired or not employed 

Current Marital Status: 
% Never married 
% Married 
% Widowed, Separated or Divorced 

Males Females 

155 



I n  o rde r  t o  provide a d d i t i o n a l  in format ion  about  o l d e r  Jewish persons ,  
our i n t e rv i ew  schedule  a l s o  asked a l l  respondents  whether they had pa ren t s  
o r  g randparen ts  who l i v e d  i n  t h e  Har t ford  Area. Those who d i d  were asked 
about t h e  p a r e n t s '  o r  g randparen ts '  l i v i n g  arrangements and needs f o r  out- 
s i d e  a s s i s t a n c e  ( i . e .  s e r v i c e s  provided by non-family members.) Th i s  in-  
format ion  i s  presented f o r  t he  Core, Other West and Eas t  towns i n  t a b l e  
f o u r .  ( I t  should be noted t h a t  t he  median age of t h e  pa ren t s  and grand- 
pa ren t s  descr ibed  i n  t a b l e  f o u r  is  about  65 yea r s ;  bu t  a l s o  included a r e  
an unknown number of persons under age 60.) 

TABLE FOUR 

Living Arrangements of Respondents' Pa ren t s  
and Grandparents i n  t h e  Har t ford  Area 

Number 
E n t i r e  Grea te r  Hartford Area 

Respondents wi th  pa ren t s  o r  g randparen ts  i n  a r e a  

P l ace  of r e s idence  of a r e a  p a r e n t s  o r  grandparents :  
With respondent 
I n  p r i v a t e  home 
I n  i n s t i t u t i o n  

I n  Hebrew Home & Hosp i t a l  
I n  Church-related Home 
I n  non-sec ta r ian  Home 

Non- ins t i tu t iona l ized  pa ren t s  o r  g randparen ts  i n  
a r e a  who r e q u i r e  r egu la r  (non-family) a s s i s t a n c e  352 

Type of a s ~ i s t a n c e : ~  (10%) 
Meals on Wheels 7 8 
Nurse o r  n u r s e ' s  a i d e  7 0  
Housekeeper 132 
Attendant  46 
Other 112 

1 
Inc ludes  up t o  two types  of a s s i s t a n c e  per  person.  



Living Arrangements - 2 - 

Core Number 

Respondents with parents or grandparents in area 

Place of residence of area parents or grandparents: 
With respondent 
In private home 
In institution 
In Hebrew Home & Hospital 
In Church-related Home 
In non-sectarian Home 

Non-institutionalized parents or grandparents in 
area who require regular (non-family) assistance 

Type of assistance: 
Meals on Wheels 
Nurse or nurse's aide 
Housekeeper 
At tendant 
Other 

Other West 

Respondents with parents or grandparents in area 

Place of residence of area parents or grandparents: 
With respondent 
In private home 
In institution 
In Hebrew Home & Hospital 
In Church-related Home 
In non-sec tarian Home 

Non-institutionalized parents or grandparents in 
area who require regular (non-family) assistance 

Type of assistance: 
Meals on Wheels 
Nurse or nurse's aide 
Housekeeper 
At tendan t 
Other 



Living Arrangements - 3 - 

East 

Respondents with parents or grandparents in area 

Place of residence of area parents or grandparents: 
With respondent 
In private home 
In institution 
In Hebrew Home & Hospital 
In Church-related Home 
In non-sectarian Home 

Non-institutionalized parents or grandparents in 
area who require regular (non-family) assistance 

Type of assistance: 
Meals on Wheels 
Nurse or nurse's aide 
Housekeeper 
Attendant 
0 ther 

Number 



Comparisons With Other Metropol i tan Areas 

I n  desc r ib ing  t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n  of the  Grea ter  Hartford Jewish popu- 
l a t i o n ,  we noted a r a t h e r  pronounced d i p  i n  t he  number of persons between 
the  ages of 60 and 69 yea r s .  The r e l a t i v e l y  small  s i z e  of t h i s  age group 
( e s p e c i a l l y  when compared t o  t h e  number of 50 t o  59 year  o l d s )  was a t t r i -  
buted t o  r e t i r emen t - r e l a t ed  moves out  of t he  Hartford a rea .  A v e r y  s i m i l a r  
p a t t e r n  has  been descr ibed  i n  o the r  met ropol i tan  a rea  s t u d i e s ,  with t h e  
except ion  of Rochester ( N h Y I )  where t h e r e  i s  no dec l ine .  I n  o the r  commu- 
n i t i e s  where t h e r e  i s  a s i m i l a r  dec l ine ,  it has  been s i m i l a r l y  explained 
a s  due t o  out-migration a t  t h e  time of r e t i r emen t .  Age d i s t r i b u t i o n s ,  f o r  
persons over 40 yea r s ,  a r e  summarized i n  t a b l e  f i ve .*  

TABLE FIVE 

Age D i s t r i b u t i o n s  of Jewish Popula t ions  

& Hartford Boston Denver LosAngeles  Rochester 

The d i f f e r e n c e s  among Hartford and Boston and Denver, i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  a r e  
very  smal l ,  and should not  be unduly s t r e s s e d .  They may be due t o  nothing 
more than sampling e r r o r s  among the  va r ious  s t u d i e s .  On the  o t h e r  hand, t h e  
Boston d a t a  seemed t o  suggest a r e l a t i o n s h i p  between out-migration a t  r e t i r e -  
ment and socio-economic s t a t u s ;  and we have seen (page 56) t h a t  socio-economic 
s t a t u s  i n  t he  Hartford a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  is r e l a t i v e l y  high. Thus, a 
h igher  amount of re t i rement - re la ted  movement may be c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  of t h e  
Hartford a rea  because of i t s  gene ra l  a f f luence .  

Current  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s e s  of persons over 60 vary l i t t l e  from a r e a  t o  
a r e a ,  ranging from 72 percent  t o  78 percent  c u r r e n t l y  marr ied.  ( I t  i s  76 
percent  i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a . )  Var i a t ions  i n  t h e  number of widowed seem 
pr imar i ly  due t o  t he  r e l a t i v e  number of persons over age 70 ( thus  i t  i s  sub- 
s t a n t i a l l y  h igher  i n  Rochester than i n  Hartford o r  most o the r  communities.) 
Very l imi t ed  d a t a  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  wi th  regard t o  e l d e r l y  employment. I n  t h e  
Denver a r e a ,  however, approximately 45 percent  of a d u l t s  over age 60 a r e  
working compared t o  29 percent  i n  t he  Hartford a r e a .  

* A l l  s t u d i e s  involve  met ropol i tan  a r e a s ,  and were conducted between 1980 
and 1982, except  Boston (1975.) 



METHODOLOGICAL APPENDIX ONE: 

Sampling and Interviewing 

This study was conducted in two interdependent, but separate, phases. 
The first phase entailed random dialing and brief telephone interviews in 
order to ascertain the religious composition of the 26 towns which defined 
the Greater Hartford area. These calls were utilized to identify those 
households in which there was at least one person of Jewish background. 
Phase two entailed more lengthy telephone interviews conducted with pre- 
selected adults in the households known to include Jewish residents. For 
ease in presentation, each phase of the research will be described separately. 

Phase One Sampling 

A primary objective of phase one was to estimate the size of the Jewish 
population in each town; and by combining towns, to estimate the Jewish popu- 
lation of the entire Hartford area. In addition, phase one was intended to 
provide a representative sample of households to be interviewed in phase two. 
To maximize economic efficiency, both phases of the study relied upon tele- 
phone interviews. 

The first three digits (i.e. the prefix, or exchange) dialed was deter- 
mined by the distribution of prefixes, estimated from a random selection of 
columns in the telephone directories that served each of the 26 towns. From 
the selected columns, the number of times each prefix appeared in each town 
was tallied. Then, for each town, the proportion of telephone numbers be- 
ginning with each prefix was calculated. 

In phase one each prefix was dialed, within each town, in approximate 
proportionality to its frequency-in-use. Because many telephone exchanges 
serve more than one town, but to varying degrees, it was not possible to 
dial every exchange in exact proportion to its frequency-in-use. However, 
discrepancies between actual frequencies-in-use and the proportions dialed 
in each town were typically very small. In 60 percent of the towns, the 
(actual minus dialed) discrepancy of every exchange was less than 10 percent. 
In all but two towns it was less than 20 percent. (In the towns where pre- 
fixes were disproportionately sampled, the percent Jewish associated with 
each prefix was noted. Where marked variations occurred, population esti- 
mates were adjusted by the prefix's actual frequency-in-use.) 

To determine the frequency-in-use of each exchange by randomly select- 
ing columns in telephone directories obviously excludes unlisted numbers. 
However, the telephone company assigns both listed and unlisted numbers from 
the same working blocks. (Working blocks involve five digit numbers; pre- 
fixes plus the first two digits.) The only difference between numbers occurs 
later, when only some are included in directories. A counting of listed 
numbers, therefore, simultaneously discloses the frequency-in-use of both 
listed and unlisted numbers. 

Telephone calls to each town were, in sum, dialed on exchanges in appro- 
ximate correspondence with the exchanges' frequency-in-use in the town. The 
last four digits of each telephone number were randomly generated. When people 
refused to provide information, a replacement number was randomly generated 
from the same exchange. These telephone sampling procedures are summarized in 
table one. It displays the exchanges that were dialed in each town, the per- 
centage of calls to each town dialed on each exchange, and the percentage of 
the town's telephones served by the dialed exchanges. 



TABLE ONE 

Phase One Sampling* 

Town 

Avon 

Berlin 

Bloomfield 

Canton 

East Hartford 

East Windsor 

Ellington & Tolland 

Enfield 

Farming ton 

Glastonbury 

Granby 

Hartford 

Manches ter 

New Britain 

Newing t on 

Plainville 

Rocky Hill 

Simsbury 

South Windsor 

Suf f ield 

Vernon 

West Hartford 

Wethersfield 

Windsor 

Windsor Locks 

Exchanges in Sample (X calls) % Town Covered 

673 (88), 677 (12) 9 7 

*Approximately 15,200 telephone calls were completed to private (i.e. non- 
commercial) residences. 



The exchanges sampled in every town, except Hartford, covered between 
80 and over 99 percent of all telephones in the town. The average (i.e. 
mean) coverage was nearly 93 percent. Hartford presents a unique situation, 
though. It has an unequalled number of telephone exchanges (18), two-thirds 
of which are shared, in varying degrees, with other towns. To increase 
coverage in Hartford, without further deviating from proportional dialing 
in other towns, would have required an approximate doubling of the size of 
the phase one sample. 

While our telephone sampling design rather completely covered the tele- 
phones in-use in almost every town, in close approximation to the frequency- 
in-use of the prefix, there is the question of whether groups of people who 
do not have telephones are excluded from the study. Of course they are; but 
Southern New England Telephone states that over 99 percent of all Connecti- 
cut households have a telephone. (This is the highest percentage of tele- 
phone ownership of any state in the United States.) In the Hartford area 
the percentage is probably slightly less, perhaps about 98 percent. 

However, there are sizeable numbers of poor people, many of them re- 
cent migrants to the area, who tend not to be cou~ted by any agency, inclu- 
ding the comprehensive U.S. Census. These people are more likely not to 
have telephones, but because they do not appear in any population enumera- 
tions, they do not lower official estimates of telephone ownership. 

In our study area, the greatest concentration of these "under-countedtt 
people, without telephones, is probably in the city of Hartford. If we 
assume that relatively few persons of Jewish background are among this 
group, then the likely consequence is that we will slightly over-estimate 
the relative size of the Jewish population in the city of Hartford. 

The number of telephone calls that were placed to each town in the 
sample initially varied according to our preliminary (i.e. pre-study) guess 
concerning the probable size of its Jewish population. The larger its 
estimated proportion, the greater the number of telephone calls that were 
made. The major consideration behind this strategy was the minimization 
of confidence interva1s.l As the size of a random sample increases, the 
size of the confidence interval decreases. While we would always like to 
minimize the confidence interval, hence take a larger sample, diminishing 
returns markedly set in after a random sample reaches between about 300 and 
500 elements. Further increases in sample size do not produce proportional 
reductions in the confidence interval. 

Where diminishing returns in the size of a confidence interval makes 
further increases in sample size economically inefficient depends upon the 
distribution of the variable in question. If the variable (such as being 
Jewish) is almost never found in the (town's) population, the lower end of 
the confidence interval is necessarily very small, even in a tiny sample. 
(It can obviously never be less than zero.) Therefore, in those towns where 
we initially guessed the Jewish population to be.one percent or less, sample 
size (i.e. number of phone calls) was set at about 400. It was adjusted 
upward in several instances to accommodate pecularities in between-town dis- 
tributions of telephone exchanges. For example, Wethersfield and Rocky Hill 

l ~ h e  confidence interval refers to the size of the area above and below 
a sample value in which the true population value is expected to occur. 
Thus, if a sample mean (or average) is 12, and a confidence interval is - +3, 
then we surmise that the population value is probably between 9 (i.e. 12 - 3) 
and 15 (i.e. 12 + 3), although 12 is our best guess. 



a r e  l a r g e l y  served by t h e  same exchanges. Wethersf ield i s  nea r ly  twice  a s  
l a r g e  a s  Rocky H i l l ,  though. A s  a r e s u l t ,  if 400 c a l l s  a r e  t o  be  made t o  
Rocky H i l l  almost twice a s  many have t o  be made t o  Wethersf ield.  

I n  towns where t h e  Jewish popula t ion  was i n t i a l l y  quessed t o  be l a r g e r ,  
t h e  sample s i z e  ( i . e .  number of c a l l s )  was increased  accordingly.  A s  a re-  
s u l t  of t h i s  s t r a t e g y  we e s t ima te  our  confidence i n t e r v a l  t o  be  about 5 3  i n  
every town, w i th  the  poss ib l e  except ion  of Hartford.  (The confidence l e v e l ,  
f o r  t h i s  s tudy  -- the   roba ability t h a t  t h e  confidence i n t e r v a l  i s  l a r g e  
enough -- ha's been s e t  a t  .95 . )  

Increas ing  t h e  number of c a l l s  i n t o  towns wi th  presumably l a r g e r  Jewish 
popula t ions  se rves ,  a s  prev ious ly  descr ibed ,  op t imal ly  t o  minimize confidence 
i n t e r v a l s .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  i t  r e s u l t s  i n  t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of g r e a t e r  numbers 
of Jewish households,  t o  be  interviewed i n  phase two. Thus, t h i s  sampling 
s t r a t e g y  is  a l s o  economical wi th  r e spec t  t o  phase two. 

The Phase One In te rv iew 

The telephone in t e rv i ew conducted i n  phase one was extremely b r i e f ;  i t s  
t y p i c a l  du ra t ion  was l e s s  than one minute.  The in t e rv i ewer  noted t h e  sex of 
t h e  respondent and asked: how many persons ( inc luding  ch i ld ren )  now l i v e d  
i n  t h e  household; t h e  respondent 's  r e l i g i o u s  background; whether t h e  r e l i -  
gious background of everyone i n  t h e  household was t h e  same; i f  no t  t h e  same, 
what o t h e r  backgrounds d i d  people have; and t h e  town i n  which t h e  household 
was loca t ed .  The in t e rv i ewers  i d e n t i f i e d  themselves a s ,  "Cal l ing f o r  t he  
Univers i ty  of Connecticut,  where we a r e  conducting a very  s h o r t  s o c i o l o g i c a l  
survey. 

Based upon t h i s  i n t roduc t ion ,  t h e  b r e v i t y  of t h e  a c t u a l  i n t e rv i ew,  o r  
both,  r e f u s a l  r a t e s  i n  phase one were very low; about e i g h t  percent  o v e r a l l .  
We have no information about t hese  r e f u s a l s ,  b u t  from p r i o r  surveys i n  Con- 
n e c t i c u t  we do know t h a t  Jewish persons do no t  seem t o  r e f u s e  t o  be i n t e r -  
viewed a t  a r a t e  t h a t  d i f f e r s  from o t h e r  r e l i g i o u s  groups. It i s  probably 
reasonable f o r  u s  t o  assume t h a t  t h e  r e f u s a l s  i n  phase one d i d  n o t  s e r i o u s l y  
d i s t o r t  our  popula t ion  e s t ima t ions .  

I n  prepar ing  t h e  phase one in t e rv i ew form, t h e  most c r i t i c a l  ques t ion  
was how t o  a sk  people about t h e i r  r e l i g i o n .  We pre- tes ted  a ques t ion  on 
r e l i g i o u s  preference ,  b u t  d i scarded  i t  f o r  two reasons.  Most impor tan t ly ,  
we wanted a broad d e f i n i t i o n  t h a t  would enable  u s  t o  i nc lude  a s  Jews as many 
people a s  was (meaningfully) poss ib l e .  An i n c l u s i v e  d e f i n i t i o n  i n  phase one 
would enable  u s  t o  ob ta in  information ( i n  phase two) about people who were 
Jewish, by b i r t h  o r  conversion, bu t  no longer  " f e l t "  Jewish o r  o v e r t l y  prac- 
t i c e d  Judaism. I n  add i t i on ,  t he  ques t ion  of r e l i g i o u s  preference  seemed 

• content ious  t o  some, and ambiguous t o  o t h e r s .  (They responded t o  t h e  pre- 

f e r ence  ques t ion  wi th  a ques t ion  of t h e i r  own: "What does t h a t  mean?") 
i 

Another a l t e r n a t i v e  was t o  fo l low Jewish law and des igna te  persons a s  
Jewish i f  they were the  ch i ld ren  of Jewish mothers. This  d i d  n o t  appear t o  
b e  a v i a b l e  a l t e r n a t i v e  f o r  t h e  phase one in t e rv i ew e i t h e r ,  however, because 
i n  households comprised of un-related i n d i v i d u a l s  i t  would obviously p re sen t  
a very  d i f f i c u l t  t o  answer, a s  w e l l  a s  h igh ly  ob t rus ive ,  ques t ion .  

We f i n a l l y  decided t o  ask  each respondent,  "What i s  your own r e l i g i o u s  
background? Would you desc r ibe  your background a s  P r o t e s t a n t ,  Ca tho l i c ,  
Jewish, o r  something e l s e ? "  We followed t h i s  ques t ion ,  i n  a l l  households 
conta in ing  more than  one person, wi th :  "Are a l l  t h e  people i n  t h e  household 



from t h e  same r e l i g i o u s  background a s  you?" I f  t h e  answer was no, we asked, 
I I W h a t  a r e  t h e  r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds of t h e  o t h e r  people i n  your household?" 
A l l  of those  households i n  which anyone was of Jewish background were re- 
phoned f o r  a phase two in te rv iew.  

I n  des igna t ing  people a s  Jewish, by background, we only r i s k e d  missing 
those persons who had converted t o  Judaism from something e l s e .  However, 
we can s a f e l y  assume t h a t  almost a l l  conversion occurs  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  mar- 
r i a g e  t o  a Jewish person. Therefore,  i f  a person who was now a p r a c t i c i n g  
J e w  answered P r o t e s t a n t  o r  Cathol ic  t o  our  r e l i g i o u s  background ques t ion ,  
it i s  extremely l i k e l y  t h a t  someone e l s e  i n  the  household would have a Jew- 
i s h  background; and a s  long a s  anyone i n  t h e  household had a Jewish back- 
ground, t h e  household was re -ca l led  f o r  a more ex tens ive  phase two in te rv iew.  

I n  sum, our  d e f i n i t i o n  of a Jew i s  designed t o  be  over  - r a t h e r  than 
under - i n c l u s i v e ;  t h a t  i s ,  t o  inc lude  a s  Jews those  persons who no longer  
cons ider  themselves t o  b e  p r a c t i c i n g  Jews. It i s  s t i l l  l i k e l y ,  however, 
t h a t  we missed two very  smal l  c a t e g o r i e s  of people: those who converted 
t o  Judaism independent ly of m a r i t a l  cons ide ra t ions ,  and those  who converted 
i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  marr iage,  bu t  a r e  no longer  l i v i n g  wi th  a person of Jewish 
background (and s t i l l  cons ider  t h e i r  own background no t  t o  be Jewish.) 

There were a t o t a l  of 59 households i n  which t h e r e  was a discrepancy 
between phase one and phase two responses wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  any Jews i n  t h e  
household. I n  a l l  of t hese  cases ,  someone of Jewish background w a s  i d e n t i -  
f i e d  i n  phase one, bu t  t h e  ex i s t ence  of such a person was denied i n  phase 
two. I n  many of t hese  households t h e  discrepancy i n  answers was due t o  m i s -  
understandings i n  phase one. For example, grown c h i l d r e n  i n  some of t h e s e  
households -- where no one was Jewish -- had married someone who was Jewish, 
and moved away. The respondent ,  i n  phase one, counted t h e  Jewish in-law a s  
p a r t  of t h e  family,  even though we asked about household. There were a l s o  
s e v e r a l  households -- t y p i c a l l y  comprised of un-related persons -- i n  which 
a Jewish room-mate had moved out  i n  t h e  per iod  between phases one and two. 

I n  a d d i t i o n ,  we b e l i e v e  t h e r e  were two o the r  reasons f o r  a few of t h e  
d i sc repan t  answers: 1 )  c l e r i c a l  e r r o r  i n  record ing  t h e  phase one te lephone 
number, and 2 )  d e n i a l s  of Jewish background a s  a way of r e fus ing  t o  p a r t i c i -  
p a t e  i n  t h e  phase two in te rv iew.  

I n  15  of t h e  59 households i t  appears  very l i k e l y  t h a t  t h e  phase one 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of a Jewish person was erroneous;  t h a t  i s ,  no such person 
should have been enumerated. I f  we assume t h a t  some d i sc repanc ie s  were 
c l e r i c a l  e r r o r s  i n  recording te lephone numbers, b u t  t h a t  towns were co r r ec t -  
l y  noted,  then t h e r e  may be a s  many a s  44 households i n  which a person of 
Jewish background should be t a l l i e d  i n  phase one only.  Our popula t ion  
e s t ima te s ,  based upon phase one d a t a ,  i nc lude  these  44 households,  b u t  
they  a r e  d is regarded  i n  our  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of phase two. 

Phase Two 

The more than 15,000 telephone c a l l s  t o  r e s i d e n t i a l  numbers and b r i e f  
in te rv iews  conducted i n  phase one y i e lded  711 households i n  which one o r  
more persons of Jewish background r e s ided .  Phase two of t he  s tudy e n t a i l e d  
a concerted e f f o r t  t o  conduct a more lengthy in t e rv i ew wi th  a pre-se lec ted  
person i n  each of t hese  households.  The i n t e m i e w s ,  which averaged about 15  
minutes  i n  l eng th ,  were conducted a t  overlapping times a t  d i f f e r e n t  s i t e s ,  
by t h r e e  d i f f e r e n t  groups of i n t e rv i ewers :  



1 )  Volunteers  from t h e  community, c a l l i n g  from t h e  Grea ter  Hartford Jewish 
Federa t ion ,  between November 30 and December 15 ,  1982. They completed 223 
in te rv iews .  
2) P ro fe s s iona l  i n t e rv i ewers ,  c a l l i n g  from the  Sociology Department a t  t h e  
Univers i ty  of Connect icut ,  between December 12 and December 20, 1982. They 
completed 97 in te rv iews .  
3) P ro fes s iona l  i n t e rv i ewers ,  c a l l i n g  from a pub l i c  oplnion r e sea rch  f i rm  i n  
Har t ford ,  between December 16 and December 23,  1982. They completed 131 i n t e r -  
views . 

A l l  of t he  in t e rv i ewers  were s p e c i f i c a l l y  t r a i n e d  i n :  how t o  in t roduce  
themselves,  what a d d i t i o n a l  information could be provided t o  respondents ,  
how t o  s e l e c t  an in te rv iewee  i n  each household, and how t o  fo l low the  p r i n t -  
ed in t e rv i ew schedule.  Tra in ing  times va r i ed  according t o  t he  exper ience  of 
each group of i n t e rv i ewers ,  b u t  t r a i n i n g  s e s s i o n s  l a s t e d  an average of nea r ly  
two hours .  

Rates  of completion were somewhat Lower a t  t h e  t h i r d  s i t e  ( t h e  p r i v a t e  
f i rm)  than a t  e i t h e r  of t h e  f i r s t  two descr ibed  above. This  d i f f e r e n c e  was 
due, i n  l a r g e  p a r t ,  t o  t h e  t iming of in te rv iews .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  s i t e  t h ree  
was pressed i n t o  emergency s e r v i c e  when phase one produced more Jewish house- 
ho lds  than expected, and in te rv iewing  a t  s i t e s  one and two f e l l  behind sche- 
dule .  A s  a r e s u l t ,  s i t e  t h r e e  in te rv iews  had t o  be  conducted i n  a condensed 
time i n t e r v a l  t o  avoid the  vaca t ions  and d i s r u p t i o n s  a s soc i a t ed  wi th  t h e  
Christmas-New Year break.  S i t e  t h r e e  averaged about fou r  cal l -backs t o  
unreached numbers compared t o  about f i v e  and one-quarter cal l -backs a t  sites 
one and two. I n  add i t i on ,  because s i t e  t h r e e  in te rv iews  occurred c l o s e s t  
i n  time t o  t hese  hol idays ,  i t  is  l i k e l y  t h a t  g r e a t e r  numbers of f a m i l i e s  
had l e f t  t h e  a r e a  f o r  vaca t ions ,  family v i s i t s ,  and t h e  l i k e .  

However, i t  should be noted t h a t  t h e  te lephone numbers (from phase one) 
t h a t  were assigned t o  each s i t e  were randomly a l l o c a t e d .  Lower completion 
r a t e s  a s soc i a t ed  wi th  any s i t e  should no t ,  t he re fo re ,  r e s u l t  i n  t he  sys t e -  
matic  l o s s  of information by town, household composition, o r  t h e  l i i e .  

The 451 completed in t e rv i ews  were conducted only wi th  persons of Jewish 
background. In  those  households where t h e r e  were two o r  more persons of 
Jewish background, each in te rv iewer  sys t ema t i ca l ly  a l t e r n a t e d  from the  "man 
of t h e  house" t o  t h e  "woman of t he  house." No s u b s t i t u t i o n s  of one f o r  t h e  
o t h e r  were permit ted un le s s  t h e r e  was no such person i n  t he  household, o r  
t h a t  person could not  be interviewed f o r  t h e  dura t ion  of t h e  s tudy (because 
of h o s p i t a l i z a t i o n ,  t r a v e l ,  o r  t h e  l i k e . )  I n  households where only one 
person was Jewish, t h a t  person was interviewed r e g a r d l e s s  of sex ;  and t h a t  
person ' s  s ex  was d is regarded  by t h e  in te rv iewer  wi th  r e s p e c t  t o  s e l e c t i n g  
t h e  next  interviewee.  ( I n  o t h e r  words, i n t e rv i ewers  a l t e r n a t e d  t h e  sex  of 
respondents  only i n  households where a choice could be made.) 

The sys temat ic  s e l e c t i o n  of respondents  increased  t h e  number of persons 
who could both n o t  be reached and who refused  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e .  (An i n t e r -  
viewer could no t  s u b s t i t u t e  a w i l l i n g  female,  f o r  example, f o r  an  unwi l l ing  
male.)  However, t o  i n t e rv i ew whoever answered t h e  te lephone o r  whoever was 
w i l l i n g  t o  be interviewed,  would have introduced sys temat ic  b i a s e s  i n t o  t h e  
sample. 2 

2 ~ t  should be noted t h a t  i n  a l t e r n a t i n g  only from "man of t he  house" 
t o  "woman of t h e  house," two c a t e g o r i e s  of people a r e  under-represented 
among in te rv iewees :  e l d e r l y  p a r e n t s  l i v i n g  with grown c h i l d r e n ,  and a d u l t  
c h i l d r e n  who s t i l l  l i v e  with p a r e n t s .  However, while  t hese  persons a r e  
under-represented among in te rv iewees ,  t h e i r  numbers a r e  accu ra t e ly  r e f l e c t e d  
by our  t o t a l  household enumeration. 



The 711 households i d e n t i f i e d  a s  conta in ing  one o r  more persons of Jewish 
background could a l l  be placed i n t o  one of t h r e e  c a t e g o r i e s  a t  t he  end of 
phase two 
1 )  Completed in te rv iews  (n = 451) 
2) Unreached (n = 77)  
3) Refusa ls  (n = 183) 

The unreached were persons who could not  be interviewed d e s p i t e  a t  l e a s t  
t h r e e  a t tempts  t o  reach them, a t  varying times and on d i f f e r e n t  days. (The 
average number of cal l -backs was about  fou r  and one-half.)  The r e f u s a l s  
were persons who refused  t o  be interviewed,  sometimes wi th  explana t ions ,  
and sometimes no t .  

Those prospec t ive  in te rv iewees  who e i t h e r  could not  be reached o r  who 
re fused  can be  examined i n  some d e t a i l  because of information known about 
a l l  t h e  households from phase one of the  research .  It i s  most meaningful 
t o  compare t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of persons i n  these  ca t egor i e s  wi th  t h e  
c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of persons who completed in te rv iews .  The smal le r  t he  d i f -  
f e r ences  ( i n  known c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s )  between those ::ho completed in te rv iews  
and those who d id  no t ,  t he  more l i k e l y  i t  i s  t h a t  t iLe unreached and t h e  
r e f u s a l s  occurred by chance, and hence, d id  no t  b i ; ,  t he  phase two sample. 

Table two summarizes t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t he  unreached households. 
I n  o rde r  t o  provide a l a r g e  enough pool  of cases  f o r  meaningful comparisons, 
towns i n  which few in te rv iews  were attempted have been combined. (The South- 
West towns inc lude :  P l a i n v i l l e ,  New B r i t a i n ,  Newington, Wethers f ie ld ,  Rocky 
H i l l ,  and Ber l in .  The Northern towns include:  Granby, S u f f i e l d ,  Windsor, 
Windsor Locks, East  Windsor and Enf i e ld . )  

Overa l l ,  14.6 percent  of t h e  Jewish households,  i d e n t i f i e d  i n  phase one, 
could not  be reached f o r  a phase two in te rv iew.  The r a t e s ,  by town and a r e a ,  
s ex ,  household s i z e  and composition a r e  presented i n  t a b l e  two. 

Most of the  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  unreached r a t e s  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  small .  The 
p a i r  of towns with t h e  h ighes t  r a t e s ,  Avon and Farmington, appeared t o  have 
l a r g e  numbers of persons away from home f o r  an extended period.  I n  some 
in s t ances  t h i s  information was provided by housekeepers o r  o t h e r  family 
members. There were a l s o  a s u b s t a n t i a l  number of cases  i n  which the  t e l e -  
phone -- which w a s  working during t h e  phase one in t e rv i ew i n  November -- 
was ou t  of s e r v i c e .  It i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  t hese  unreached numbers l ead  t o  an 
under-represent ing of r e l a t i v e l y  a f f l u e n t  households i n  these  Farmington 
v a l l e y  towns. 

Di f fe rences  i n  t he  unreached ra te , ,  by sex and household composition, 
are smal l  and probably occurred by chance. Di f fe rences  by household s i z e ,  
by c o n t r a s t ,  appear t o  be  more pa t t e rned .  The l a r g e r  t he  household s i z e ,  
t h e  lower the  unreached r a t e .  This  d i f f e r e n c e  seems t o  be due t o  t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  i n  l a r g e r  households someone was more a p t  t o  be home when we  c a l l e d ,  
and in te rv iews  wi th  t h e  des i r ed  respondent could be scheduled wi th  another  
household member. A s  a r e s u l t ,  our phase two sample probably under-repre- 
s e n t s  persons l i v i n g  a lone ,  ( t y p i c a l l y  e i t h e r  young a d u l t s  o r  the  e l d e r l y . )  

Refusal  r a t e s  a r e  summarized i n  t a b l e  t h ree .  Di f fe rences  a r e  gene ra l ly  
s m a l l ,  bu t  aga in ,  a few d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  pronounced. Two d i f f e r e n c e s  a r e  
e s p e c i a l l y  noteworthy. F i r s t ,  t he  h igh  r a t e  of r e f u s a l s  i n  Hartford.  Our 
guess is  t h a t  i t  i s  due t o  household s i z e .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  Har t ford  i s  more 

l i k e l y  t o  be  home t o  young a d u l t s ,  without  ch i ld ren ,  and t o  t he  e l d e r l y  -- 
both of which a r e  a s soc i a t ed  with 1 o r  2 person households where r e f u s a l  
r a t e s  were h igher  than i n  3 o r  4 person households. 

The o t h e r  markedly h igher  r e f u s a l  r a t e  was a s soc i a t ed  with r e l i g i o u s l y  
mixed households.  I n  most of t he  mixed-refusal households,  t h e r e  was only 
one person of Jewish background, and s e v e r a l  o t h e r s  who were n o t  Jewish. 



TABLE TWT) 

Unreached Households 

By ~own/Area  

Bloomfield 

West Har t ford  

Har t ford  

(South Windsor - Yernon - 
Tolland - El l ing ton )  

(East  Har t ford  - 
Glastonbury - Manchester) 

Unreached Rates* (% = .146) 

.088 

Canton - Simsbury .040 

Avon - Farmington .366 

South - West Towns .255 

Northern Towns .I33 

By Sex 

Male 

Female 

Household S i z e  

1 

Mixed 

A l l  Jewish 

*Unreached = 77,  Completions = 451. (Rate = lJnreached/Completions + Un- 
reached) 



TABLE THREE 

By Town/Area 

Bloomfield 

West Hartford 

Hartford 

(South Windsor - Vernon - 
Tolland - Ellington) 

(East Hartford - 
Glastonbury - Manchester) 

Canton - Simsbury 

Avon - Farmington 

South - West Towns 

Northern Towns 

By Sex 

Male 

Female 

Composition 

Mixed 

All Jewish 

Refusal Rates 

Refusal Rates* (% = .289) 

.297 

.;43 

.500 

Household Size 

*Refusals = 183, Completions = 451. (Rate = Refusa1s/Comp1etions + Refusals) 



When o u r  i n t e r v i e w e r s  reached t l l e  Jewish person  and t o l d  him/her  abou t  t h e  
s t u d y ' s  f o c u s ,  t h e y  o f t e n  r e c e i v e d  a  vehement r e f u s a l  t o  p a r t i c i p a t e  i n  
a n y t h i n g  Jewish .  As a  result, phase two of our  s t u d y  probably  under- 
r e p r e s e n t s  p e r s o n s  of Jewish background who no l o n g e r  f e e l  any a f f i n i t y  
f o r  Judaism. These p e r s o n s ,  a s  d e s c r i b e d  i n  t a b l e  f o u r ,  were e s p e c i a l l y  
l i k e l y  t o  l i v e  i n  towns w i t h  t i n y  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n s .  

P r e s e n t e d  i n  t a b l e  f o u r  i s  a  f u r t h e r  a n a l y s i s  of r e f u s a l s ,  examining 
t h e  e f f e c t s  of mixed households  and a l s o  n o t i n g  t h e  k i n d s  of r e a s o n s  peop le  
gave  f o r  r e f u s i n g .  Most peop le  who r e f u s e d  gave no  reason .  They s imply 
hung up. When they  o f f e r e d  a n  e x p l a n a t i o n ,  however, our  i n t e r v i e w e r s  usu- 
a l l y  recorded  i t .  The major  o f f e r e d  r e a s o n s  f e l l  i n t o  one of two c a t e g o r i e s :  
1 )  Age, s i c k n e s s ,  o r  b o t h .  To i l l u s t r a t e ,  n u r s e s  i n  one-person households  
r e p o r t e d  t h a t  t h e i r  p a t i e n t  ( a  Jewish person)  was n e a r  d e a t h  o r  t o o  s e n i l e  
t o  answer q u e s t i o n s .  Other  i n t e r v i e w s  were t e rmina ted  by i n t e r v i e w e r s  who 
r e a l i z e d  t h e  responden t  cou ld  n o t  unders tand  t h e  q u e s t i o n s ;  one i n t e r v i e w e e  
cou ld  n o t  f i n d  h e r  h e a r i n g  a i d ,  e t c .  
2) D i s t r u s t .  Inc luded  i n  t h i s  c a t e g o r y  a r e  peop le  who claimed t o  b e  sus- 
p i c i o u s  of a l l  t e l e p h o n e  s u r v e y s  o r  who, a f t e r  t h e  f i r s t  few q u e s t i o n s ,  
c la imed t h e  i n t e r v i e w  was t o o  p e r s o n a l  and were  a f r a i d  t o  p r o v i d e  any addi-  
t i o n a l  i n f o r m a t i o n  abou t  themselves .  

From t a b l e  f o u r  t h e  e f f e c t s  of mixed households  on r e f u s a l  rates i n  
towns w i t h  v e r y  s m a l l  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n s  can b e  e a s i l y  i n f e r r e d .  It can 
a l s o  b e  seen  t h a t  Jewish males  i n  mixed households  were more l i k e l y  t o  re -  
f u s e  t h a n  Jewish females  i n  mixed househo lds .  

With r e s p e c t  t o  any b i a s  t h a t  may be  i n t r o d u c e d  by t h e s e  v a r i a t i o n s  
i n  r e f u s a l  r a t e s ,  i t  shou ld  be r e c a l l e d  t h a t  many of our  d e s c r i p t i o n s  of 
t h e  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n  of t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  a r e  based upon phase one i n t e r -  
v iews,  where r e f u s a l  r a t e s  were v e r y  low. 

The phase  two i n t e r v i e w  was n i n e  pages  i n  l e n g t h ,  and took an average  
of abou t  1 5  minu tes  t o  complete .  The major s e c t i o n s  of t h e  i n t e r v i e w  fo-  
cused upon: household m o b i l i t y ,  c u r r e n t  f ami ly  and fami ly  background, edu- 
c a t i o n  and occupa t ion ,  a t t i t u d e s  toward v a r i o u s  o r g a n i z a t i o n s ,  and r e l i -  
g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s .  



TABLE FOUR 

Analysis of Refusals 

Percent of Refusers who: 
Are in Mixed Refused Because of: 

By ~own/Area Households Age - Illness Distrust 

Bloomfield -105 -105 .I40 

West Hartford .I08 .I62 .027 

Hartford .250 .083 ---- 

(South Windsor - Vernon - 
Tolland - Ellington) .400 

@as t Hartford - 
Glastonbury - Manchester) .353 

Canton - Simsbury -333 

A ~ o n  - Farmington .231 

South - West Towns .412 

Northern Towns .853 

By Sex 

Male -429 

Female .300 

Household Size 



METHODOLOGICAL APPENDIX TWO: 

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

I n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  we w i l l  d e s c r i b e  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  p rocedures  by which 
we a t t empted  t o  e s t i m a t e  t h e  Jewish  p o p u l a t i o n  of t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a ,  and 
i t s  26 c o n s t i t u e n t  towns. We b e g i n  by c l a r i f y i n g  t h e  g e o g r a p h i c a l  a r e a  
t h a t  was s t u d i e d .  

The H a r t f o r d  Area 

The b o u n d a r i e s  of t h e  a r e a  t o  be s t u d i e d  were i n i t i a l l y  d e f i n e d  by t h e  
29 towns s u r r o u n d i n g  H a r t f o r d  t h a t  a r e  s e r v e d  by t h e  G r e a t e r  H a r t f o r d  Jewish  
F e d e r a t i o n .  I t  was l a t e r  reduced t o  26 towns due t o  t e l e p h o n e  sampl ing pro-  
blems i n  t h r e e  of t h e  towns (Eas t  Granby, Somers, and S t a f f o r d . )  Because 
of t h e  in te r - town d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t e l e p h o n e  exchanges i n  t h e s e  t h r e e  towns, 
t h e i r  i n c l u s i o n  would have n e c e s s i t a t e d  more than  7,000 a d d i t i o n a l  t e l e p h o n e  
c a l l s  i n  phase  one.  The a d d i t i o n a l  c o s t  of t h e s e  c a l l s  s imply c r e a t e d  a n  
insurmountab le  burden f o r  t h e  p r o j e c t ' s  budge t .  S i m i l a r  c o n s i d e r a t i o n s  
l e d  t o  t h e  combining of two towns ( E l l i n g t o n  and T o l l a n d )  i n t o  a  s i n g l e  
e n t i t y ,  f o r  purposes  of t h i s  s t u d y .  

N e i t h e r  t h e  o r i g i n a l  29 town c l u s t e r  nor  t h e  r e v i s e d  group of  26 towns 
cor responds  e x a c t l y  w i t h  any c o n v e n t i o n a l  ( e . g .  census )  d e s i g n a t i o n  of t h e  
H a r t f o r d  a r e a .  I t  i s  s m a l l e r  i n  s i z e  than  e i t h e r  H a r t f o r d  County o r  Har t -  
f o r d  SMSA ( s t a n d a r d  m e t r o p o l i t a n  s t a t i s t i c a l  a r e a . )  According t o  t h e  1980 
c e n s u s ,  H a r t f o r d  County, f o r  example, c o n t a i n e d  807,766 p e r s o n s  w h i l e  t h e  
H a r t f o r d  a r e a ,  a s  d e f i n e d  i n  t h i s  s t u d y ,  c o n t a i n e d  741,345. 

It  i s  a l s o  comprised of a  d i f f e r e n t  g roup ing  of peop le  and towns. Spe- 
c i f i c a l l y ,  t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a ,  f o r  purposes  of t h i s  s t u d y ,  i n c l u d e s  t h r e e  
towns, e a s t  of H a r t f o r d ,  t h a t  a r e  n o t  i n  H a r t f o r d  County. Fur the rmore ,  w e  
have excluded a  hal f -dozen towns west  of H a r t f o r d  (such a s  H a r t l a n d  and 
Sou th ing ton)  t h a t  a r e  i n  H a r t f o r d  County. The H a r t f o r d  SMSA a l s o  i n c l u d e s  
s e v e r a l  o t h e r  towns s o u t h  and e a s t  of H a r t f o r d  (such a s  Bol ton and Cromwell) 
t h a t  a r e  n o t  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  d e s i g n a t i o n  employed i n  t h i s  s t u d y .  

The towns t h a t  comprise  t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  a r e  shown i n  f i g u r e  one .  
People  who wish t o  examine our  f i n d i n g s  i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  t o t a l  p o p u l a t i o n  
of t h e  a r e a  must remember t o  s t u d y  t h e  same a r e a ,  and n o t  make compar isons  
e i t h e r  t o  H a r t f o r d  County o r  H a r t f o r d  SMSA. 

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

The most r e c e n t ,  complete  demographic s t a t i s t i c s  f o r  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  
towns i s  p rov ided  by t h e  1980 c e n s u s .  It  r e f e r s  t o  A p r i l  1, 1980, however, 
w h i l e  our  s t u d y  was conducted d u r i n g  November and December, 1982. I n  t h e  
approx imate ly  two and one-half  y e a r  i n t e r v a l  between t h e  census  and t h i s  
s t u d y ,  i t  i s  c e r t a i n  t h a t  some changes  occur red  i n  t h e  p o p u l a t i o n  and 
households  of  H a r t f o r d  a r e a  towns. 

These changes must be  e s t i m a t e d  because  i n f e r e n c e s  from our  sample a r e  
based upon t h e  assumpt ion t h a t  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  of Jewish  p e r s o n s  o r  house- 
h o l d s  i n  each  town i s  t h e  same a s  t h e  p e r c e n t a g e  of Jewish  p e r s o n s  o r  house- 
h o l d s  found i n  t h e  sample of each town. Whether we a n a l y z e  p e r s o n s  o r  house- 
h o l d s ,  f i g u r e s  t h a t  r e l a t e  t o  t h e  sample and t o  t h e  towns' t o t a l s  shou ld  
r e f e r  t o  t h e  same p o i n t  i n  t i m e .  



1;TGURE ONE 

The Har t ford  Area 



The s imp le s t  e x t r a p o l a t i o n  of f i g u r e s  from A p r i l ,  1980, t o  November, 
1982, e n t a i l s  c a l c u l a t i n g  r a t e s  of change p r i o r  t o  1980 ( s p e c i f i c a l l y ,  
1970 t o  1980) and assuming t h a t  changes continued a t  t h e  same r a t e  a f t e r  
1980. It might be argued t h a t  t h e  post-1980 r eces s ion  slowed t h e  r a t e  of 
change. New housing s t a r t s  were lower,  t h e  s a l e s  of e x i s t i n g  homes were 
lower,  and economic d i f f i c u l t i e s  may have suppressed t h e  formation of new 
households.  Perhaps t h e  ex t r apo la t ed  f i g u r e s  should,  correspondingly,  be 
ad jus t ed  downward. However, t h e r e  i s  no c o r r e c t i o n  formula t h a t  would no t  
be t o t a l l y  a r b i t r a r y .  F u r t h e r ,  any adjustment  would be  t r i v i a l  i n  i t s  
consequences because t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  towns were r e l a t i v e l y  s t a b l e  during 
t h e  1970's .  To i l l u s t r a t e ,  e i g h t  of t h e  towns i n  our sample dec l ined  i n  
popula t ion  during t h a t  decade, bu t  t h e i r  median decrease  was on ly  about 9 
percent .  S i m i l a r l y ,  t h e  18 towns t h a t  grew i n  s i z e  experienced a median 
growth of only about 11 percent  over  t h e  e n t i r e  decade. Therefore ,  we 
assumed t h a t  both the  t o t a l  popula t ion  and t h e  t o t a l  households i n  each 
town changed a t  t h e  same r a t e  between A p r i l ,  1980 and November, 1982 t h a t  
they had changed between 1970 and 1980. 

The b a s i c  f i g u r e s  we worked from a r e  presen ted  i n  t a b l e  one. The 
f i r s t  two columns p re sen t  t h e  t o t a l  number of persons and households,  i n  
each Har t ford  a r e a  town, according t o  t h e  1980 census.  The t h i r d  and 
f o u r t h  columns of t a b l e  one p re sen t  t h e s e  f i g u r e s  ex t r apo la t ed  t o  Novem- 
b e r ,  1982. 

The number of persons wi th  Jewish backgrounds, and t h e  number of 
households i n  which they r e s i d e d ,  according t o  our phase one sample, i s  
descr ibed  i n  t a b l e  two. The f i r s t  column i n d i c a t e s  t h e  number of c a l l s  
t h a t  were placed t o  each town. The second column i n d i c a t e s  t h e  number 
of people whose r e l i g i o u s  backgrounds were noted ( i - e .  c a l l s  t o  house- 
ho lds  t imes household s i z e . )  Column t h r e e  shows t h e  number of households 
i n  each town i n  which a t  l e a s t  one person of Jewish background r e s ided .  
The f o u r t h  column i n d i c a t e s  t he  t o t a l  number of Jewish persons i n  t hose  
households,  whi le  t he  f i n a l  column p r e s e n t s  t h e  average ( i . e .  mean) num- 
b e r  of Jewish persons per  household conta in ing  a t  l e a s t  one Jewish person. 
It should be noted t h a t  t he se  f i g u r e s  r e f e r  t o  Jewish backgrounds. Thus, 
w e  a r e  count ing persons who acknowledge a Jewish background, even i f  they 
no longer  cons ider  themselves Jewish. Correspondingly, we a r e  no t  count ing 
persons who d e s c r i b e  t h e i r  backgrounds a s  P r o t e s t a n t  o r  Ca tho l i c ,  even i f  
they have converted t o  Judaism. 

To i n f e r  t h e  Jewish popula t ion  of each town from our sample f i g u r e s ,  
w e  could proceed i n  e i t h e r  of two ways: 
1 )  Ca lcu l a t e  t h e  percentage of a l l  households i n  t h e  sample t h a t  con ta in  
one o r  more Jewish persons ,  then mu l t i p ly  t h e  t o t a l  number of households 
i n  t h e  town by t h a t  percentage.  (The r e s u l t a n t  f i g u r e  i s  an  e s t ima te  of 
t o t a l  households t h a t  a r e  a l l ,  o r  p a r t l y ,  Jewish.)  F i n a l l y ,  mu l t i p ly  t h e  
number of households by t h e  average number of Jewish persons i n  such house- 
ho lds .  
2)  Ca l cu l a t e  t h e  percentage  of c a l l e d  persons i n  each town t h a t  a r e  Jewish, 
then mu l t i p ly  t h i s  percentage by t h e  t o t a l  number of persons i n  t h e  town. 
The r e s u l t a n t  f i g u r e  i s  a n  e s t i m a t e  of t h e  town's Jewish popula t ion .  (To 
e s t i m a t e  t h e  number of Jewish households,  d i v i d e  t h e  t o t a l  Jewish popula- 
t i o n  by t h e  average s i z e  of such households . )  

The f i r s t  of t he se  two approaches i s  recommended by t h e  f a c t  t h a t  
te lephone sampling s e l e c t s  households r a t h e r  than i n d i v i d u a l s .  It  would 
t h e r e f o r e  be reasonable  t o  e s t i m a t e  t h e  Jewish popula t ion  working from 
households.  I ts  disadvantage i s  t h a t ,  i n  many towns, we have ve ry  few 



TABLE ONE 

Populat ion and Households, 1980 and 1982 

Town 

Avon 

B e r l i n  

Bloomf i e l d  

Can ton  

Eas t  Har t ford  

Eas t  Windsor 

E l l i n g t o n  and Tolland 

Enf i e l d  

Farmington 

Glas  tonbury 

Granby 

Har t ford  

Manchester 

New B r i t a i n  

Newing ton  

P l a i n v i l l e  

Rocky H i l l  

Simsbury 

South Windsor 

Suf f  i e l d  

Vernon 

West Har t ford  

Wethers f ie ld  

Windsor 

Windsor Locks 

1980 1980 1982 1982 
Popula t ion  Households Popula t ion  Households 



TABLE TWO 

Unadjusted Sample (Phase One) Findings 

No. of No. of Persons No. of Jewish No. of Jewish Ave. Jewish 
Town 

C 

C a l l s  Cal led Households Persons House S i z e  

Avon 489 1,562 43 137 3.19 

: B e r l i n  579 1,854 4 
b 

Bloomfield 1 ,001  3,123 225 

Canton 37 2 1,106 14 25 1.79 

Eas t  Har t ford  598 1,642 6 9 1.50 

' Eas t  Windsor 305 7 10 0 0 -- 
E l l i n g t o n  and Tolland 376 1,289 9 28 3.11 

Enf i e l d  375 1,199 4 10 2.50 

, Farmington 635 1,900 2 5 7 9 3.16 

Glastonbury 771 2,419 2 6 69 2.65 

Granby 429 1,287 5 8 1.60 

a r t £  ord  1,060 3,090 4 l* 7 5* 1.79 

Manchester 7 19 2,187 2 4 6 7 2.79 

; New B r i t a i n  387 1,047 9 17 1.89 

Newington 401 1 ,221  2 2 

P l a i n v i l l e  376 1,115 6 

Rocky H i l l  444 1,184 16 3 0 1.88 

Sirnsbury 485 1,670 25 7 3 2.92 

South Windsor 743 2,535 3 8 

Suff i e l d  
I 

Vernon 

West Har t ford  1,163 3,240 17 4 392 2.25 

Wethers f ie ld  679 1,966 13 29 2.23 

Windsor 297 896 10 2 3 2.30 

, indsor  Locks 375 1,125 2 2 1.00 

*-- 
* Because of v a r i a t i o n s  among te lephone exchanges i n  t h e  percentage of ~ e w i s h  persons 
and households i n  Har t fo rd ,  t he se  f i g u r e s  must be  ad jus t ed  downward i n  i n f e r r i n g  the 
s i z e  of Ha r t fo rd ' s  Jewish popula t ion .  



c a s e s  ( i . e .  Jewish households)  w i t h  which t o  work. A s l i g h t  d i f f e r e n c e  i n  
t h e  number of c a s e s  -- due t o  sampling e r r o r  -- can  be  h i g h l y  c o n s e q u e n t i a l  
a s  a r e s u l t . "  

D i f f e r e n c e s  i n  t h e  e s t i m a t e s  produced by each  p rocedure  a r e  t y p i c a l l y  
s m a l l ,  though p r o j e c t i o n s  based upon households  (p rocedure  one)  a r e  u s u a l l y  
h i g h e r  than  e s t i m a t e s  based upon p e r s o n s  (p rocedure  two.) O v e r a l l ,  working 
from households  l e a d s  t o  a  Har t fo rd-a rea  p r o j e c t i o n  of 27,980 Jewish  p e r s o n s  
compared t o  a p r o j e c t i o n  of 25,101, by p e r s o n s .  

I n  o r d e r  t o  d e c i d e  which p r o c e d u r e ' s  e s t i m a t e  i s  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  t r u e  
f i g u r e ,  t h e r e  a r e  a  v a r i e t y  of " p r e d i c t i v e  c r i t e r i a "  t h a t  can be  employed. 
S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  some of t h e  q u e s t i o n s  i n c l u d e d  i n  t h e  phase  two i n t e r v i e w  
r e f e r  t o  phenomena t h a t  can be  examined i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  o t h e r  s o u r c e s  of 
i n f o r m a t i o n .  Inc luded  are t h e  f o l l o w i n g :  
1 )  R e l a t i v e s  i n  t h e  Hebrew Home and H o s p i t a l .  The phase  two q u e s t i o n n a i r e  
asked responden ts  whether  they  had p a r e n t s  o r  g r a n d p a r e n t s  i n  a H a r t f o r d  
a r e a  i n s t i t u t i o n ,  and i f  s o ,  t h e  name of t h e  i n s t i t u t i o n .  According t o  
t h e  Home's r e c o r d s ,  t h e r e  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  1 8 3  r e s i d e n t s  of t h e  home whose 
c h i l d r e n  l i v e  i n  t h e  H a r t f o r d  a r e a .  Our p r o j e c t e d  f i g u r e s  shou ld  approxi-  
m a t e  t h i s  t o t a l  ( i f  we make t h e  l i k e l y  assumption t h a t  we d i d  n o t  i n t e r -  
v iew b o t h  t h e  c h i l d r e n  and g r a n d c h i l d r e n  of t h e  same r e s i d e n t . )  
2) Members of c o n s e r v a t i v e  temples  i n  Manchester ,  South Windsor and Vernon. 
Our i n t e r v i e w  asked persons  whether  t h e y  belonged t o  a  synagogue,  and i f  
s o ,  i t s  denominat ion;  b u t  n o t  i t s  name. West-of-the-river t h e r e  a r e  nu- 
merous synagogues,  w i t h  members from numerous towns. T h e r e f o r e ,  p r e c i s e  
p r e d i c t i o n s  could  n o t  be  o f f e r e d .  I n  t h e s e  t h r e e  e a s t - o f - t h e - r i v e r  towns, 
however, t h e r e  a r e  o n l y  two c o n s e r v a t i v e  synagogues,  and i t  i s  l i k e l y  
t h a t  most peop le  who belong t o  a  c o n s e r v a t i v e  synagogue belong t o  one of 
t h e s e  two. Over 80 p e r c e n t  of t h e  members of t h e s e  two synagogues r e s i d e  
i n  one of t h e  t h r e e  no ted  towns, a  t o t a l  of 445 members. There  a r e  a l s o  
a  few f a m i l i e s  and i n d i v i d u a l s  i n  t h e s e  towns who belong t o  a c o n s e r v a t i v e  
synagogue i n  E a s t  H a r t f o r d  o r  i n  Windsor. There  may be a few o t h e r s  who 
m a i n t a i n  membership i n  more d i s t a n t  t emples ,  b u t  they  are v e r y  few i n  num- 
b e r .  Thus, we e s t i m a t e  t h a t  t h e r e  a r e  abou t  455 members of c o n s e r v a t i v e  
synagogues who l i v e  i n  Manchester ,  South Windsor and Vernon. 
3 )  These same t h r e e  towns a r e  se rved  by o n l y  one reformed temple (Beth 
H i l l e l ,  i n  South Windsor.) It i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  v e r y  few r e s i d e n t s  of t h e s e  
towns who belong t o  a  reformed temple belong t o  any o t h e r  one.  Its t o t a l  
membership from t h e s e  t h r e e  towns i s  98,  i n c l u d i n g  b o t h  i n d i v i d u a l  and 
f a m i l y  members. 

* I f  t h e r e  were s u b s t a n t i a l  d i f f e r e n c e s  between Jewish and non-Jewish house- 
h o l d  s i z e s ,  a d d i t i o n a l  s u b - p r o j e c t i o n s  would be  r e q u i r e d  t o  o f f s e t  d i f f e r e n t  
p r o b a b i l i t i e s  of having t e l e p h o n e s .  Census f i g u r e s  p e r m i t  a comparison of 1 
person  v e r s u s  2-or-more person  households  among Jewish  and non-Jewish house- 
h o l d s .  P a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  towns w i t h  l a r g e r  e s t i m a t e d  Jewish p o p u l a t i o n s ,  t h e s e  
d i f f e r e n c e s  between sample and town households  a r e  n o t  s i g n i f i c a n t .  The most 
r e l e v a n t  comparisons a r e  p r e s e n t e d  below. 

P e r c e n t  i n  1 person  households  i n :  
Town Census Jewish Sample Households - 

Bloomfield 
H a r t f o r d  
West H a r t f o r d  



4) Cont r ibu t ions  of $100, o r  more, t o  t h e  Grea te r  Har t ford  Jewish Federa- 
t i o n .  The phase two in t e rv i ew  asked whether t h e  respondent ,  o r  anyone 
e l s e  i n  t he  household, had con t r ibu t ed  a  t o t a l  of $100, o r  more, t o  t h e  

C 
Federa t ion  i n  t h e  p a s t  yea r .  Records from t h e  Federa t ion  ind i ca t ed  t h a t  
t h e  g r e a t e s t  numbers of c o n t r i b u t o r s  l i v e d  i n  West Har t ford  (approximately 
1,522 c o n t r i b u t o r s )  and Bloomfield (301.) We might reasonably  expect  t o  
o b t a i n  h igher  numbers i n  our survey.  Some persons may be  embarrassed t o  
admit they had no t  con t r ibu t ed .  Others  might say  they d i d  i f  they in-  

1, tended t o  c o n t r i b u t e  i n  t h e  f u t u r e .  S t i l l  o t h e r s  might have g iven  i n  t h e  
more d i s t a n t  p a s t  and be l i eved ,  e r roneous ly ,  t h a t  they had con t r ibu t ed  i n  
t h e  p a s t  yea r .  By c o n t r a s t ,  t h e r e  should be  few persons who deny making 

C a  con t r ibu t ion .  Thus, our f i g u r e s  might be  expected t o  be somewhat i n f l a -  
t ed  r e l a t i v e  t o  Federa t ion  r eco rds .  

I n  o rde r  t o  p r e d i c t  t h e  prev ious ly  descr ibed  c r i t e r i a ,  we begin by 
not ing  t h e  number of households wi th  t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  i n  ques t i on .  This  
number i s  m u l t i p l i e d ,  i n  each town, by t h e  r a t i o  of t h e  town's t o t a l  Jewish 
popula t ion  t o  t h e  number of Jews i n  t h e  sample from t h a t  town. (These 
numbers a r e  presen ted  i n  t a b l e  two.) Because t h e  in format ion  i n  ques t i on  
i s  from phase two in t e rv i ews ,  however, t h e  t a l l i e d  numbers must a l s o  be  
weighted t o  compensate f o r  Jewish people who were i d e n t i f i e d  i n  phase one, 
bu t  n o t  f u r t h e r  interviewed i n  phase two. 

Our p r e d i c t i o n s ,  based upon a  p r o j e c t i o n  of persons ( t h e  second approach, 
a s  prev ious ly  descr ibed)  was i n  every ca se  c l o s e r  t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a  than house- 
hold p r o j e c t i o n s .  The l a t t e r  set of e s t ima te s  were c o n s i s t e n t l y  too  high.  
Therefore ,  our popula t ion  p r o j e c t i o n s  throughout t h i s  r e p o r t  a r e  based upon 
a  p r o j e c t i o n  of persons.  These p r o j e c t i o n s ,  when judged a g a i n s t  t h e  pre- 
v ious ly  descr ibed  c r i t e r i a ,  appear t o  be  q u i t e  accu ra t e .  These e s t ima te s ,  
and t h e  c r i t e r i a ,  a r e  compared i n  t a b l e  t h r ee .  

TABLE THREE 

P r o j e c t i o n s  and C r i t e r i a  

C r i t e r i a  
Approximate 

Sample P r o j e c t i o n  Actua l  Number 

I Hebrew Home Res idents1  Fami l ies  1.9 3 183 

I1 Conservat ive Temple Members - Eas t  504 455 

I11 Reform Temple Members - Eas t  9  1 98 

I V  Federa t ion  Cont r ibu t ions :  West Har t ford  1,588 1,522 

Bloomfield 436 301 

I n  comparing sample p r o j e c t i o n s  wi th  t h e  "actual1 '  numbers i t  should be  
r e c a l l e d  t h a t  most of t he  "ac tua l"  numbers a r e ,  i n  r e a l i t y ,  only approxima- 
t i o n s .  Synagogue membership l i s t s  a r e  o f t e n  out-of-date,  f o r  example; and 
Federa t ion  r eco rds  a r e  kept  by p l a c e  of c o n t r i b u t i o n  which i s  no t  neces- 
s a r i l y  p l ace  of res idence .  (Obvious bus iness  add re s se s  were excluded from 
t h i s  count ,  bu t  t h e r e  were undoubtedly c e r t a i n  e r r o r s  made i n  t h i s  count ing 



process ,  and we do not  know where t o  p lace ,  i n  terms of r e s idence ,  people 
who cont r ibu ted  from t h e i r  o f f i c e s . )  When these  unknown-in-size d i s t o r -  
t i o n s  a r e  recognized,  t he  most t h a t  can be reasonably expected of any 
p r o j e c t i o n  is  approximate congruence wi th  t h e  c r i t e r i a -  

With one except ion ,  t he  above p r o j e c t i o n s  a r e  w i th in  about 10 percent  
of t h e  c r i t e r i a .  This  i s  probably a l l  t h a t  can be expected. We can a l s o  
reasonably expect  our e s t ima te s  t o  be both above and below t h e  v a r i o u s  
c r i t e r i a ,  and they a r e .  ( I f  they were c o n s i s t e n t l y  above o r  below i t  would 
suggest  thaC sample estimates involved a sys temat ic  over- o r  under-count 
of t h e  Jewish popula t ion . )  The only p r o j e c t i o n  t h a t  is  s e r i o u s l y  "off 
the  mark" i s  Federa t ion  c o n t r i b u t i o n s  i n  Bloomfield, bu t  we have a l r eady  
considered how such d i s t o r t i o n s  might occur with t h a t  p a r t i c u l a r  ques t ion .  



METHODOLOGICAL APPENDIX THREE: 

The D J N s  

One favored technique f o r  e s t ima t ing  t h e  s i z e  of a l o c a l  Jewish popu- 
l a t i o n  i s  t h e  "DJN."  It involves  counting and weight ing t h e  number of 
"Di s t inc t ive  Jewish Names" t h a t  appear i n  l o c a l  te lephone d i r e c t o r i e s .  
The obvious advantage of t h i s  technique i s  i t s  s i m p l i c i t y .  A t  l i t t l e  ex- 
pense one can o b t a i n  te lephone d i r e c t o r i e s ,  count t h e  ind ica t ed  names, 
weight them by a previous ly  e s t a b l i s h e d  conversion and (presumably) 
e s t ima te  t h e  Jewish popula t ion  without  having t o  t ake  time-consuming 
and expensive sample surveys.  

I n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  we w i l l  d e s c r i b e  D J N  procedures ,  and then compare 
t h e i r  e s t ima te s  of t h e  Har t ford  a r e a  Jewish popula t ion  wi th  t h e  b e s t  e s t i -  
mates of our r e sea rch .  I f  t h e  D J N  e s t ima te s  a r e  reasonably accu ra t e ,  they 
can be employed, i n  f u t u r e  yea r s ,  t o  r e v i s e  and update  our  1982 f i g u r e s .  

D J N  L i s t s  

A 38-name D J N  l i s t  was i n i t i a l l y  prepared from an a n a l y s i s  of t h e  
names of 118,000 donors t o  U J A  ac ros s  t h e  country.  These 38 names ap- 
peared t o  be t h e  most common and d i s t i n c t i v e  Jewish names. I n  t o t a l ,  
they accounted f o r  j u s t  under 11 percent  of a l l  t h e  118,000 names i n  t he  
n a t i o n a l  U J A  f i l e .  

Because of problems t h a t  have been encountered wi th  t h e  38-name l is t  
-- most s e r i o u s  a r e  t h e  l a r g e  number of German names whose "bearers"  may 
no t  be  Jewish (e.g.  Schwartz) -- a t  l e a s t  two o the r  l i s ts  have been pre- 
pared.  One of them, which con ta ins  35 names, i s  sometimes r e f e r r e d  t o  a s  
t he  Koh's l is t .  Becausethe 35 and 38 D J N s  a r e  extremely s i m i l a r  -- t h r e e  
q u a r t e r s  of t h e  Koh's l is t  inc ludes  the  same names -- t h e  e s t ima te s  de- 
r i ved  from each cannot d i f f e r  g r e a t l y .  There i s  a l s o  an  abbrevia ted  D J N  
which more completely a t tempts  t o  e l i m i n a t e  German names. Its 21 names 
account f o r  j u s t  over s i x  percent  of t h e  118,300 names on the  master  l i s t .  

I n  t h e  fol lowing pages we w i l l  p r e sen t  popula t ion  e s t ima te s  based 
upon both t h e  38-name and t h e  21-name D J N  l i s t s ,  and then compare them t o  
t h e  in fe rences  drawn from our  s tudy.  F i r s t ,  however, i t  may be h e l p f u l  t o  
no te  the  assumptions which underly a l l  of t he  D J N  procedures .  

DJN Assumptions 

The most problematic  assumption of any D J N  l i s t  i s  t h a t  donors t o  
U J A  have names t h a t  a r e  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  of any Jewish popula t ion ,  i n  en- 
t i r e t y ;  f o r  example, t h a t  "Rosenthal" appears  a s  a name among a l l  Har t ford  
a r e a  Jews i n  t h e  same propor t ion  t h a t  i t  appears  among donors t o  U J A .  The 
n a t i o n a l i t y  o r i g i n s  implied by names, however, a r e  a s soc i a t ed  wi th  numerous 
d i f f e r e n c e s  t h a t  may be r e l evan t .  To i l l u s t r a t e ,  German Jews immigrated 
t o  t h e  United S t a t e s  about f i f t y  yea r s  be fo re  Eas te rn  European Jews. A s  
a r e s u l t  of t h i s  "head s t a r t , "  t he  economic a t ta inments  of German Jews pro- 
bably cont inue t o  exceed those of t h e i r  Eas te rn  European counterpaxts .  A s  
a r e s u l t  of d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  weal th,  German Jews may be more l i k e l y  t o  con- 
t r i b u t e  t o  UJA.  I f  so ,  Germanic names may be over-represented on DJN l ists.  



The second problematic  assumption r equ i r ed  by any D J N  technique e n t a i l s  
e s t ima t ing  the  percentage of u n l i s t e d  Jewish te lephones.  (Recal l  t h a t  s t e p  
one involves counting the  numher of D J N s  t h a t  a r e  l i s t e d  i n  l o c a l  telephone 
d i r e c t o r i e s . )  The U J A  "survey k i t , "  prepared by Steven M. Cohen, recommends 
the  assumption t h a t  80 percent  a r e  l i s t e d .  This  may be a reasonable  f i g u r e  
f o r  t he  Har t ford  a rea .  It i s ,  f o r  example, c l o s e  t o  t he  e s t ima te  c a l c u l a t e d  
f o r  t he  Kansas C i ty  Jewish populat ion.  However, i t  i s  lower than e s t ima te s  
o f f e red  f o r  New York, and f a r  below the  nea r ly  50 percent  u n l i s t e d  t h a t  was 
es t imated  f o r  Los Angeles. 

I n  u t i l i z i n g  any D J N  l i s t i n g  i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a ,  i t  i s  important  t o  
c o r r e c t l y  e s t ima te  t h e  percentage of u n l i s t e d  te lephones because t h i s  per- 
cen tage  provides a weighting a g a i n s t  which t h e  l i s t e d  t o t a l s  a r e  m u l t i p l i e d .  
W e  do  know, i n  gene ra l ,  t h a t  u n l i s t e d  numbers a r e  more l i k e l y  t o  charac- 
t e r i z e  c e r t a i n  p ro fe s s iona l s  (noteably phys ic ians  and d e n t i s t s ) ,  women 
l i v i n g  a lone ,  and new movers t o  t h e  a r ea .  The g r e a t e r  t h e  number of such 
persons,  t h e  h igher  t he  propor t ion  of u n l i s t e d  numbers. 

The f i n a l  s t e p  i n  c a l c u l a t i n g  a Jewish popula t ion  from DJNs e n t a i l s  
an e s t ima te  of household s i z e .  The convent ional  D J N  technique assumes 2.5 
persons,  per  household o r  telephone. This  i s  probably a reasonable e s t i -  
mate f o r  most a r e a s .  In  any case ,  t he  range of poss ib l e  v a r i a t i o n  i n  
average household s i z e  is  smal l ,  hence, adjustments  i n  t h i s  f i g u r e  w i l l  
no t  o r d i n a r i l y  be very consequent ia l .  

D J N  Est imates  

Presented i n  t a b l e  one a r e  t he  D J N  t a l l i e s ,  by town, u t i l i z i n g  t h e  38- 
name l is t  and employing a l l  t he  convent ional  assumptions. It produces an  
absurdly high e s t ima te  of approximately 65,000 persons of Jewish background 
i n  the  Har t ford  a r e a .  

The l i k e l y  c u l p r i t  i n  t h i s  h ighly  i n f l a t e d  es t imate  i s  i n  column one, 
t h e  D J N  count.  It  almost c e r t a i n l y  inc ludes  non-Jewish persons and provides  
f i g u r e s  t h a t  a r e  m u l t i p l i e d  beyond r ecogn i t i on .  Therefore,  i t  may be of 
more use t o  examine t h e  abbrevia ted  l i s t  of 21 names which excludes most 
of t h e  d i s t i n c t i v e l y  German names. We have no reason t o  modify i t s  recom- 
mended adjustment weight of 15.6 ( a s  t he  second s t e p . )  However, we can 
t r y  f o r  g r e a t e r  accuracy i n  the  subsequent s t e p .  S p e c i f i c a l l y ,  based upon 
the  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the  Jewish populat ion,  der ived  from our  sample sur-  
vey, we can guess  t h a t  t he  convent ional  adjustment f o r  u n l i s t e d  numbers i s  
probably too low. Given the  number of p ro fe s s iona l s  and t h e  number of 
s i n g l e  women, a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  h igher  u n l i s t e d  e s t ima te s  o f f e red  from Jewish 
s t u d i e s  i n  o t h e r  met ropol i tan  a r e a s ,  we may surmise t h a t  1.30 i s  probably 
a more r e a l i s t i c  weight ( i n  column th ree . )  F i n a l l y ,  we do know, wi th  g r e a t e r  
c e r t a i n t y ,  t h a t  t he  average (mean) household s i z e  of t he  Har t ford  a r e a  Jewish 
popula t ion  is  about t h e  recommended 2.5. 

Presented i n  t a b l e  two a r e  t h e  D J N  t a l l i e s ,  by town, u t i l i z i n g  the  21- 
name l i s t ,  and modifying t h e  convent ional  weights  a s  descr ibed i n  the  pre- 
ceding paragraph. Populat ion e s t ima te s  f o r  most towns a r e  q u i t e  s i m i l a r  t o  
those obtained wi th  t h e  longer  D J N  l i s t .  (See t a b l e  one.) The t o t a l  Hart- 
fo rd  a r e a  Jewish popula t ion ,  according t o  t he  modified and abbrevia ted  D J N  
technique, i s  an even more lud ic rous  f i g u r e  of 68,703. 

It seems c l e a r  t h a t  D J N  e s t ima te s  cannot be brought t o  a reasonable 
l e y e l  G . e .  even t o  "ba l lpark  f igures")  by any kind of adjustments .  They 
a r e  simply much, much too high.  Furthermore, even i f  D J N  e s t ima te s  of each 
town were dramat ica l ly  reduced -- f o r  example, d iv ided  by t h r e e  -- they 
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TABLE ONE 

Conventional DJN 

Town DJN'S 

Avon 59 

Berlin 4 

Bloomfield 242 

Can ton 16 

East Hartford 63 

East Windsor 1 

Ellington - Tolland 35 

Enf ield 24 

Farming ton 75 

Glastonbury 43 

Granby 14 

Hartford 206 

Manches ter 104 

New Britain 10 7 

Newing ton 103 

Plainville 7 

Rocky Hill 6 1 

Simsbury 8 5 

South Windsor 43 

Suff ield 16 

Vernon 43 

West Hartford 750 

Wethersfield 28 

Windsor 6 8 

Windsor Locks 16 

Estimate total 
Jews listed (x9.4) 

555 

38 

2,275 

150 

592 

9 

329 

226 

705 

40 4 

132 

1,936 

978 

1,006 

968 

6 6 

5 7.3 

799 

40 4 

150 

404 

Including 
Unlisted (xl. 25) 

694 

4 8 

2,844 

188 

7 40 

11 

411 

283 

881 

505 

16 5 

2,420 

1,223 

1,258 

1,210 

83 

7 16 

999 

505 

188 

505 

Households 
to people (x2.5) 

1,735 

120 

7,110 

470 

1,850 

28 

1,028 

708 

2,203 

1,263 

4 13 

6,050 

3,058 

3,145 

3,025 

208 

1,790 

2,498 

1,263 

470 

1,263 
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TABLE TWO 

Modified DJN 

Est imate t o t a l  Tncluding Households t o  
Town D J N ' s  Jews l i s t e d  ( ~ 1 5 . 6 )  u n l i s t e d  ( ~ 1 . 3 0 )  people (x2.5) 

Avon 41 640 832 2,080 

Ber l in  3 4 7 6 1 153 

Bloomfield 145 2,262 2,941 7,353 

Canton 9 140 

Eas t  Hartford 3 8 593 

Eas t  Windsor 1 16 

E l l i ng ton  - Tolland 18 281 

Enf i e l d  13 203 

'Farming ton 

Glas tonbury 

Granby 

Hartford 

Manches t e r  

New B r i t a i n  

Newing ton 

P l a i n v i l l e  

Rocky H i l l  

Simsbury 59 920 

South Windsor 2 7 421 

Suf f  i e l d  1 3  20 3 

Vernon 21 328 

West Hartford 434 6,770 

Wethersf ield 15 234 

Windsor 4 5 702 

Windsor Locks 12 157 



would n o t  a c c u r a t e l y  d e s c r i b e  t h e  r e l a t i v e  s i z e  of t h e  Jewish popula t ions  
of t h e  towns. I n  o t h e r  words, even t h e  Jewish popula t ion  rankings  of towns 
produced by D J N  c a n t s  appears  t o  be  f r e q u e n t l y  i n  e r r o r .  

The i n a b i l i t y  t o  use  any D J N  technique i s  i ~ n f o r t u n a t e  because i t  would 
provide a s imple way t o  e s t ima te  f u t u r e  popula t ion  changes. However, based 
upon the  f i n d i n g s  repor ted  h e r e ,  t h e  use of any D J N  technique  i n  t h e  Har t ford  
a r e a  cannot be  recommended. 



METHODOLOGICAL APPENDIX FOUR: 

The Ques t ionna i r e  

In t roduc t ion :  

I I Good evening. My name i s  --- and I am c a l l i n g  f o r  t h e  Juda i c  
S tud ie s  program of t h e  Univers i ty  of Connect icut .  You may have 
read  about t h e  survey we a r e  conducting among persons of Jewish 
background i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a .  We a r e  i n t e r e s t e d  i n  some of 
t h e i r  experiences  and a t t i t u d e s .  This  i n t e rv i ew  usua l ly  t a k e s  
about  10 minutes .  

I would l i k e  t o  speak t o  ( t h e  man of t h e  house) 

( t h e  women of t h e  house) 

b person i n  t h e  house who has  a  Jewish background.) 

Is t h a t  you? (INTERVIEWER: i f  s ex  matches) 

May I speak t o  t h a t  person,  p lease ."  

(INTERVIEWER: I f  respondent d i d  n o t  answer t h e  phone, r epea t  f i r s t  paragraph 
of i n t roduc t ion . )  

Before we begin ,  I want t o  a s s u r e  you t h a t  you w i l l  remain anonymous i 
: ~ 

and t h a t  everything you t e l l  m e  w i l l  be t r e a t e d  c o n f i d e n t i a l l y .  Your t e l e -  . 1 1  c 

phone number was i n i t i a l l y  s e l e c t e d  randomly. A s  soon a s  we record  t h e  
information from t h i s  i n t e rv i ew ,  t h e  s l i p  of paper conta in ing  your te lephone 
number w i l l  be  destroyed.  So, i t  w i l l  never be p o s s i b l e  t o  i d e n t i f y  you o r  
anyone i n  our sample. 

I would l i k e  t o  begin now, i f  i t ' s  a l r i g h t .  Our f i r s t  group of ques t i ons  
d e a l  wi th  housing and moving, bo th  i n  t h e  p a s t  and t h e  f u t u r e .  . . 



1 )  To begin,  where were you born? 
If U.S. no t e  c i t y ,  s t a t e  

I f  no t  U.S.  no t e  country 

2) For how many yea r s  have you l i v e d  a t  your c u r r e n t  address?  (No. yea r s )  

3)  P r i o r  t o  - yea r s  ago, d i d  you l i v e  i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a ?  

Yes 

J 
( i f  yes  t o  113) 

No - 
( sk ip  t o  #5) 

hL 
4 )  I n  what town was t h a t ?  (Name of town) 

5) Would you desc r ibe  t h e  p l ace  you l i v e  i n  now a s :  

- A h o u s e  - An apartment - A condominium O r  - something else 

6 )  Do you now: (IF ASKED: Own inc ludes  paying o f f  a 

- Own t h e  p l ace  you l i v e  i n  mortgage. Live w i t h  o t h e r s  
- Rent i t ,  o r  a p p l i e s  only t o  extended £am- 
- Live wi th  o t h e r s  who own i l y  o r  non- re la t ives ;  i t  does 

i t  o r  r e n t  i t  no t  p e r t a i n  t o  spouse o r  
ch i ld ren . )  

7 )  Do you cons ider  t h i s  p lace :  ( I F  ASKED: Somewhere e l s e  does no t  
i nc lude  vaca t ions  of a month 

- Your only major res idence ;  o r  o r  l e s s .  It inc ludes  one- 
month-plus vaca t ions  on ly  t o  

- Do you a l s o  spend more than a t h e  same p l a c e  of r e s idence  
month somewhere e l s e  every year  each yea r .  ) 

8) Do you th ink  i t  i s  l i k e l y  t h a t  you 
w i l l  move anytime i n  t h e  next  ( IF ASKED: Likely means t h e r e  is  a 
t h r e e  yea r s?  50-50 chance, o r  b e t t e r ,  t h a t  

No you w i l l  move anytime i n  t h e  
( sk ip  t o  1\11) J Yes - next 3 yea r s  .) 

( I f  ye s  t o  iI8) 
d 

9) W i l l  you probably remain i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r ea?  Yes - No (- Unsure) 

/- ( sk ip  t o  next  page) 
( I f  yes  t o  #9) 

/ 
10) To what town, o r  towns, would you be most l i k e l y  t o  move? 

( I f  one town i s  mentioned, 
Towns : record  one town. I f  two o r  

more a r e  mentioned, record  
only t h e  f i r s t  two t h a t  are 
mentioned.) 

11) F i n a l l y ,  what about t h e  f u t u r e ?  Do you expect t o  spend a l l  of your retire- 
ment yea r s  i n  t h e  Har t ford  a rea?  

- Yes - No - Unsure 



11 Now w e  would l i k e  t o  t u r n  t o  some ques t ions  dea l ing  wi th  your family background." 

1 )  Can you t e l l  me, p l ea se ,  i n  what year  you were born? Year: 

2 )  While you were a youngster ,  of elementary school  age, were your pa ren t s ,  o r  
t h e  family you l i v e d  wi th ,  ever  members of a synogague o r  temple? 

Yes (members) No 

3) Were e i t h e r  o r  both of your b i o l o g i c a l  ( I F  ASKED: By b i r t h  o r  conversion) 
pa ren t s  Jewish? 

Both - Mother only - Father  only - Neither  - Unsure (e.g. 
adopted) 

4 )  Do you cons ider  yourse l f  ( IF ASKED: Due t o  
t o  have a Jewish background t h e  i n f luence  of 
because of t h e  way i n  which Jewish people you 
you were r a i s e d ?  were c l o s e  t o  

whi le  growing up.) 
Yes No 

5a) Were you a Bar/Bat Mitzvah 5b) Did you convert  t o  Judaism a s  
a t  age 13? an  a d u l t ?  I mean, d i d  you e i t h e r  

dec ide  t h a t  you would now b e  
Yes No Jewish o r  go through a formal 

/- (skip t o  117) conversion.  

6a) Did you r e c e i v e  any post-Bar Any conversion: - Yes - No 
Mitzwah r e l i g i o u s  educat ion;  
f o r  example, confirmation o r  
high school  c l a s s e s ?  

Yes - No 

Ilr 

7) Do you now have any pa ren t s  o r  g randparen ts ,  by b i r t h  o r  marr iage,  t h a t  
l i v e  i n  t h e  ~ a r t f ~ r d  a r e a  f o r  most of t h e  year?  

- Yes - No 
( sk ip  t o  bottom of 

page 4 . )  

8) Do any of them l i v e  wi th  you, e i t h e r  permanently o r  f o r  long per iods  of t ime? 

No Yes 

( I f  yes)  

9)  P l ea se  t e l l  m e  who t h i s  inc ludes .  What 'I / i s  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  you? 

10) Do any of your pa ren t s  o r  grandparents  l i v e  i n  a p r i v a t e  house o r  apartment 
i n  t h e  Hartford a r e a ,  b u t  not  w i th  you? 

No I f  yes ,  r e l a t i o n s h i p :  
( sk ip  t o  #12) 

Re la t i onsh ip  : 



I f  yes  t o  10) o r  8 )  

11) Do any of t h e s e  people  r e q u i r e  any r e g u l a r  c a r e  o r  a s s i s t a n c e  not provided 
by family members. I mean anything l i k e  a paid nurse o r  housekeeper, meals 
on wheels, o r  t h e  l i k e .  

No Yes 

(Note f i r s t  two types of c a r e  mentioned by respondent.)  

Person (Relat ionship)  Type of Care #1 Type of Care #2 

1 2 )  Do any of your pa ren t s  o r  grandparents  now l i v e  most o r  a l l  of t h e  t ime i n  
an  i n s t i t u t i o n  o r  home of any kind i n  t h e  Har t ford  a r e a ?  

- No Yes 

Person (Rela t ionsh ip)  Name of I n s t i t u t i o n  

"We a r e  doing f i n e ,  s o  f a r .  You know, you have an  i n t e r e s t i n g  background. 
I am enjoying t h i s  i n t e rv i ew .  Now w e  have some ques t i ons  t h a t  d e a l  w i t h  mar- 
r i a g e  and ch i ldren ."  



1 )  To begin with,  have you ever been marr ied? Yes No 
(sk ip  t o  il4) 

2) Have you been married more than once? 
1 :  

C C 

3) What i s  your present  m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ?  Is i t :  
Married Separated or  

I I 
' I  

4 )  Have you, f o r  t h e  pas t  year  (IF ASKED: Excludes immediate 
o r  more, l i v e d  wi th  a  man/ family,  such a s  s i b l i n g s ,  and 

' I 
woman (INTERVIEWER: sex op- people who a r e  j u s t  f r i e n d s  t $ 

p o s i t e  of respondent) t h a t  o r  happen t o  sha re  a n  apa r t -  c I 

you might someday marry, i f  ment f o r  convenience.) 
a l l  the  condi t ions  were r i g h t .  

Yes No (sk ip  t o  #7) 
-- < 

5 )  Does t h e  person you a r e  married t o l l i v i n g  with consider  himself / he r se l f  t o  

Yes No (sk ip  t o  #7) 
/- 

6)  By b i r t h  - or  by conversion . (Other . 1 

7) Now we would l i k e  t o  know about any ch i ld ren ,  18 yea r s  of age  o r  younger, 
t h a t  l i v e  i n  your household. We would l i k e  you t o  inc lude  your own ch i ld -  
ren  o r  grandchi ldren,  o r  any o the r  c h i l d r e n  t h a t  a r e  l i v i n g  i n  your house- 
hold,  w e n  i f  they a r e  away f o r  p a r t  of t h e  yea r .  Are t h e r e  any c h i l d r e n  
18 o r  younger l i v i n g  i n  your household? 

Yes No (sk ip  t o  page 6 )  

8)  P lease  t e l l  me t h e  age and sex  of each one t h a t  i s  18 o r  l e s s ,  s t a r t i n g  
wi th  t h e  o l d e s t .  (INTERVIEWER: F i l l  i n  f i r s t  two columns of t a b l e  below.) 

Child# Age Sex Rela t ionship  Handicap Customs I n s t r u c t i o n  

9)  P l ease  t e l l  me your r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  each; f o r  example: mother / fa ther ,  
step-mother/step-father, guardian,  e t c .  Le t s  s t a r t  wi th  t h e  -- year  o ld  
male/female. (INTERVIEWER: Read age and sex  of o l d e s t ,  proceed through l i s t . )  

10) Do any of t hese  c h i l d r e n  r e q u i r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  h e l p  because of a  severe  mental 
o r  phys ica l  handicap. (Yes -- c i r c l e  H; No -- l e ave  blank.)  

11) Have these  c h i l d r e n  been taught  about Jewish customs and hol idays ,  e i t h e r  
a t  home o r  i n  school? ( S t a r t  wi th  o l d e s t  -- C i r c l e  Y or  N.) 

12) Have these  c h i l d r e n  rece ived ,  o r  w i l l  they when they a r e  o ld  enough -- 
formal r e l i g i o u s  i n s t r u c t i o n  i n  a synagogue, r e l i g i o u s  school ,  o r  from 
a  t u t o r ?  ( S t a r t  wi th  o l d e s t  aga in . )  



13) How l i k e l y  do you t h i n k  you a r e  e i t h e r  t o  have o r  adopt ( a d d i t i o n a l )  
c h i l d r e n  i n  t h e  next  few yea r s?  Would you say  i t  was: 

Likely Unlikely o r  Are you j u s t  unsure.  

\ ( sk ip  t o  P15) J 
14) I f  you do, how important  w i l l  i t  be  t o  you f o r  him or  he r  t o  l e a r n  about  

Jewish customs and hol idays?  W i l l  i t  be: 

Very important Somewhat important o r  Unimportant 

15) F i n a l l y ,  we would l i k e  t o  know 
about anyone e l s e  who now l i v e s  
i n  t h i s  household: c h i l d r e n  over  
18 even i f  they a r e  away f o r  p a r t  
of t h e  year ;  your b r o t h e r s  o r  
s i s t e r s ;  o the r  r e l a t i v e s  o r  
f r i e n d s .  Is t h e r e  anyone else 
you have not  y e t  mentioned who 
l i v e s  i n  t h i s  household? 

(INTERVIEWER: Do no t  i nc lude  pa ren t s ,  
g randparen ts  o r  c h i l d r e n  under 18 here .  
I f  respondent mentions any of t h e s e ,  
re-check page 3, ques t i on  8  f o r  p a r e n t s  
and grandparents ;  and t h e  t a b l e  on page 
5 f o r  c h i l d r e n  under 18. Do no t  r e p r i -  
mand respondent ,  but p l a c e  omit ted 
in format ion  i n  t h e  a p p r o p r i a t e  place.)  

Yes No 

1 (skip t o  next page) 

16) W i l l  you p l e a s e  t e l l  me t h e  age and sex  of each one, and your r e l a t i o n -  
s h i p  t o  them. L e t ' s  s t a r t  wi th  t h e  youngest person. 

P e r s o n i l  Age Sex Rela t ionsh ip  



"The next group of ques t ions  d e a l  wi th  educa t ion ,  work and l e i s u r e .  
L e t ' s  s t a r t  with education." 

1 )  How f a r  have you gone i n  school? (INTERVIEWER: I f  response i s  unc lea r ,  a sk . )  

Respondent / 
4 
Less than  high school  

- High school  graduate  
H.S. grad f voca t iona l  school  
H.S. grad f some co l l ege  ( inc .  A.A.) - 
College graduate  - 
Post-grad degree (M.A., Ph.D., M.D.) - 

(INTERVIEWER: Check page 5,  ques t ion  i13 f o r  a  spouse and /I4 f o r  person l i v i n g  
with.  I f  respondent i s  marr ied,  a sk  fol lowing ques t ion  f o r  spouse. I f  l i v i n g  
with someone ask  about t h a t  person.  I f  t h e r e  i s  n e i t h e r ,  s k i p  t o  ques t ion  #3.) 

2) What about t h e  educat ion of (your spouse/ the person you a r e  l i v i n g  wi th)?  
How f a r  d id  he/she go i n  school? (INTERVIEWER: Mark right-hand column above.) 

3 )  A r e  you c u r r e n t l y  employed? No (IF ASKED: Inc ludes  s e l f -  
employed. Excludes unpaid 
vo lun tee r s ,  unpaid fami ly  
workers . ) 

4a) - Full- t ime o r  Part-t ime? 4b) Have you looked f o r  work dur ing  
(IF ASKED: Full-t ime = 35 hourslwk) t h e  pas t  four  weeks? - Yes - No 

( sk ip  t o  116) 
5 )  How would you desc r ibe  your job? 

What exac t ly  do you do? 

6)  What about (your spouse / the  person you a r e  l i v i n g  wi th )?  Is he /she  c u r r e n t l y  
employed? Yes - No 

7a) 
e--- 

Full-t ime o r  Part-t ime? '\ 7b) Has he l she  looked f o r  work during 
t h e  pas t  fou r  weeks? 

- Yes No ( sk ip  t o  89) 

8) How would you desc r ibe  h i s / h e r  job? 

9) Do you now have an  ind iv idua l  o r  family membership i n  any type  of a t h l e t i c  
c lub  o r  h e a l t h  f a c i l i t y ?  Yes No 

10) Do you now have an  ind iv idua l  o r  family membership i n  t h e  Hartford Jewish 
Community Center? Yes No 

l l a )  What i s  t<e  s i n g l e  most important I l b )  What i s  t h e  s i n g l e  most important  
reason you belong t o  t h e  Center? reason  you do not  belong t o  t h e  
Which of t h e  fol lowing would you Center? Which of t h e  fol lowing 
emphasize: (check one) would you emphasize: (check one) 

Chi ldren ' s  programs f c l a s s e s  - I ts  l o c a t i o n  
- A t h l e t i c  + r e c r e a t i o n a l  f a c i l i t i e s  - Hours 
- Classes  o r  groups f o r  yourself  - P o l i c i e s  
- To support  t h e  Center ,  o r  - Membership f e e s  
F o r  Jewish experiences - F a c i l i t i e s ,  o r  

-- Have you never thought about 
jo in ing  t h e  Center 



I I We a r e  g e t t i n g  c l o s e  t o  f i n i s h i n g  now. There a r e  j u s t  two more p a r t s  
t o  t h e  in te rv iew,  and n e i t h e r  i s  very  long.  The f i r s t  p a r t  d e a l s  wi th  your 
opinion of a number of agencies  and organiza t ions  t h a t  a r e  supported by t h e  
Grea ter  Hartford Jewish Federat ion.  I would l i k e  your opinion of t he  impor- 
tance  of each. By importance, I mean how g r e a t  a l o s s  t h e r e  would be t o  t h e  
Hartford a r e a  Jewish populat ion i f  t h i s  agency were not  here.  

Af te r  each agency I mention, p l ease  t e l l  me whether you consider  i t  t o  
be: very important ,  somewhat important ,  o r  of very  l i t t l e  o r  no importance. 
I f  you f e e l  t h a t  you a r e  not f a m i l i a r  enough wi th  t h e  agency t o  have an opi- 
nion,  p l ease  l e t  u s  know t h a t  too.  

To begin,  what about t h e  Hebrew Home and Hospi ta l?  How important do 
you th ink  t h i s  agency i s ?  Would you say i t  was very  important ,  somewhat 
important ,  of l i t t l e  o r  no importance, o r  a r e  you too unfami l ia r  wi th  t h e  
Hebrew Home and Hospi ta l  t o  say?  

~NTERVIEWER:  Ask about each agency l i s t e d  below, no te  respondent 's  answer 
by c i r c l i n g  a l t e r n a t i v e :  Very Important = V I ;  Somewhat Important = SI;  Very 
L i t t l e  o r  No Importance = N I ;  Unfamiliar = Un.) 

1 )  Hebrew Home and Hospi ta l  V I  S I  N I  Un 

2) Jewish Community Center (4- i t s  camps) Y I  S I  N I  Un 

3) Paul  and Bess S i g e l  Hebrew Academy V I  S I  N I  Un 

4)  Women's Jewish Serv ice  League V I  S I  N I  Un 

5) Jewish Family Service V I  S I  N I  Un 

6 )  Midrasha C m u n i t y  Hebrew High School V I  S I  N I  Un 

7)  Grea ter  Hartford Jewish Federa t ion  V I  S I  N I  Un 

8) Jewish Assoc. f o r  Community Living V I  SI  N I  Un 

9) M t .  S i n a i  Hospi ta l  V I  SI  N I  Un 

10) Solamon Schechter Day School V I  S I  N I  Un 

11) Now we would l i k e  t o  hear  some of your i d e a s  about c h a r i t a b l e  g iv ing .  
Jewish support  has been given t o  many Jewish o rgan iza t ions  and s e r v i c e s  
both i n  t he  United S t a t e s  and I s r a e l .  Which a r e  you personal ly  more 
i n t e r e s t e d  i n  -- t he  needs i n  I s r a e l ,  o r  t h e  work he re  i n  t h e  American 
Jewish Community? 

- I s r a e l  American Equally Unsure 

12)  Did you a lone ,  o r  some combination of persons i n  t h i s  household, make 
a c o n t r i b u t i o n  of $100 o r  more t o  the  Grea ter  Hartford Jewish Federa t ion  
this p a s t  year?  

Yes No ( Ref used t o  answer) 



"Our l a s t  group of ques t ions  d e a l  with r e l i g i o u s  p r a c t i c e s  and wi th  I s rae l . ' '  

1 )  To begin,  would you desc r ibe  yourself  a s :  Orthodox Secular ,  o r  
Conservat ive Something e l s e  
Reform Describe 

2 )  Do you always keep kosher i n  t h i s  household? - Yes No 

3) Do you belong t o  a synogague o r  temple, e i t h e r  (INTERVIEWER: Yes inc ludes  
as an  i n d i v i d u a l  o r  family member? Yes - No membership i n  1 or  more 

temples. ) 

4a) Would you-describe t h i s  4b) Do i o u  o r  (your spouse/ the person 
temple a s :  - Orthodox you l i v e  with)  belong t o  t h e  

- Conservative s i s t e rhood  or  men's c lub of any 

- Ref o m  synogague o r  temple? 
(.INTERYIEWER: I f  respondent Yes No 
belongs t o  more than  1 temple, 
ask  about t h e  one he /she  most 
o f t e n  a t t e n d s  .) 

5 )  During t h e  p a s t  yea r ,  about how o f t e n  d id  you a t t e n d  any type  of r e l i g i o u s  
s e r v i c e s  i n  any Jewish congregation? Would you say: 

Newer, o r  almost never - High Holidays only - Once a month, o r  l e s s  
About 2-3 t imes a month - - J u s t  about every week 

6) What about  a d u l t  educat ion a c t j v i t i e s ,  l e c t u r e s  o r  s p e c i a l  programs? About 
how o f t e n  d i d  you a t t e n d  any of t hese  i n  a synagogue o r  temple dur ing  t h e  
p a s t  year?  Would you say: - Never - Once o r  twice during t h e  yea r ,  o r  

More than  once o r  twice.  

7) To what degree do you th ink  t h e r e  i s  a sense  of community t h a t  u n i t e s  Jews 
from a l l  over t h e  Hartford a r e a ?  Would you say t h a t  t h e r e  i s  a f e e l i n g  of 
cohesion among Hartford a rea  Jews, r ega rd l e s s  of where i n  t h e  a r e a  they l i v e ?  

Yes No (- Unsure) 

8a) I n  your experience,  i s  t h e r e  any 
I / 

8b) What about west of t h e  r i v e r ?  Do 
agency, temple o r  o rgan iza t ion  

I 
you th ink  t h e r e  i s  a p r e t t y  s t rong  

t h a t  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  e f f e c t i v e  i n  f e e l i n g  of cohesion among Jews who 
promoting t h i s  sense  of community? l i v e  west of t h e  r i v e r ?  

Yes No (sk ip  t o  # lo )  Yes No ( Unsure) 

9b) What about those  who l i v e  e a s t  of 
9a) Which i s  t h a t ?  t h e  r i v e r ?  Do you t h i n k  t h e r e  i s  

a p r e t t y  s t rong  f e e l i n g  of cohesion 
among them? 

Yes - No ( Unsure) 

10)  P lease  t e l l  me whether you tend t o  ag ree  o r  tend t o  d i sag ree  -- whichever i s  
c l o s e r  t o  how you f e e l  -- with t h i s  s ta tement:  "Being Jewish makes a d i f f e r -  

Agree o r  D i s a g r e e  (-Unsurej ence i n  almost everything I do . I f  Do you: - 

11) Our f i n a l  two ques t ions  d e a l  wi th  I s r a e l .  F i r s t ,  how do you f e e l  about t 'ne 
following: "The ex i s t ence  of I s r a e l  i s  e s s e n t i a l  f o r  t he  cont inua t ion  of 

Agree o r  D i s a g r e e  (-Unsure) Americarl Jewish l i f e . "  Do you tend t o :  - 

12) F i n a l l y ,  have you ever  been t o  I s r a e l ?  Yes No 

Thank you very much. 
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