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Preface

On January 13, 1857 it was my privilege to present to the Delegate Assembly of
the Jewish Community Council cof Greater Washington a preliminary report on some of the
findings of the population survey which is extensively described and analyzed in the
pages that follow. BSome of the introductory comments that preceded the presentation
of that preliminary report are as germane today as they were five months ago;

"In January 1947, Americs lost one of its most distinguished philosophers,

one who for about 40 years had been a dominant figure in the American philo-
sophical, literary, and scholarly scene. His name was Morris Raphael Cohen.
His name tells you that he was a Jew. But he was a Jew not only in name. He
took a keen interest in American Jewish life, and participated actively in many
facets of it. One of the remarkable things about this philosopher was that, in
matters of Jewish community concern, he was the most scoberly practical of men,
and always insisted on the facts, the cold, bhare facts, as a guide to community
action.

"Ag an introduction to this report on the findings of our Jewish Population
Survey, I want to quote tc you several sentences from Professor Morris Raphael
Cohen's sutcbiography, entitled 'A Dreamer's Jowney':

'...we found an gppalling reliance upon guesswork and rumor even in the
most high-minded of practical endeavors. Indeed, the more practical the
endeavor the more likely were its spounscrs to resent factual inquiry with
the warning that this was a time for vigerous zction and not for study.

But Jewish problems like other problewms cannot be satisfactorily dealt

with on the basis of preconceptions, rumors, or the policy of muddling
through. And we found that the baszic data of Jewish population, age groups,
and occupational distribution were nowhere available. Indeed we found that
the basic figure which is a factor in every generalization about American
Jevws, namely, thelr total number, was not known with any degree of accuracy...
This lack of knowledge was reflected in all sorts of local enterprises....
We soon decided that 1t was necessary to inaugurate a series of factual
studies of the composition of the Jewish pcpulation....'"

The survey has now been completed. The tabulations have been processed. The
report which explains and analyzes these tabulations has now been written. The
princiral impact of the report is in the realization it affords that we are now a
layrge Jewish community, much larger than many of us thought It demonstrates that we
ought to banish from our thinking any residues of 'klein shteteldigkeit', any residues
of swall-townishness.

The information about the size and certain chracteristics of the Jewish popula-
tion of Greater Washington is contained in the present report. It is of great
practical utility, and will continue to be s¢ for a number of years to come, if our
Jewish community will choose tc meke use of it. Indeed, some of the preliminary
information about the size and geographic distribution cf cur Jewish population has
already been utilized by two or three of our community institutions in their discus-
sicns of future plamming. We have reason to hope that the material in this survey
is also of theoretical value. The care with which the survey design was developed,
the size and character of the sample -~ both of Jewish housgehclds and of households
from the general population - the high percentage of coverage by the interviewers,
the careful statistical analyses on which the population estimates are based, and
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the procedures which resulted in the extensive tabulations and cross-tabulations of
the data, give us reascn to believe that this report represents a scientific under-
taking of high reliability, with scrupulous adherence to the requirements of respon-
gible scientific wmethed in scocial research.

The decision to conduct a survey of the Jewish population was arrived at by
the Fxecutive Committee of the Jewish Community Council of Grester Washington at
its meeting of March 10, 1954, after extensive discussions of the need toc reassess
cur community work in the light of the growth of the suburbs. Subsequently an out-

line for the proposed survey was developed, which stated that the survey would seek
"three types of data':

"(1) The size, distribution, and composition of the Jewish
population in Greater Washington.

"(2) Participation and behavior relative tc Jewish philan-
thropic, religious, and community activities.

"(3) Attitudes and opinions of the Jewish population with
respect to identification with organized Jewish life
and activity.”

AL a meeting held with several rabbis and the executives and cther professional
staff meubers of Jewish community agencies and institutions, an inventory was drawn
up of the information most needed by these institutions, and therefore of the kind
of guestions to be included in the interview questicnunaire to be administered to
the Jewish households. As illustrations of the kinds of specific information which
was to be sought, the "Outline of the Proposed Survey" listed the following:

ccccc place of birth, age distribution, size of family, education,
occupation, government or vrivate employment, income level, length of
residence here, degree of permanence, to which Jewish and non-sectarian
or non-Jewish cauges they contribute, arffilistion with Synagogues and
other Jewish and non-sectarian institutions, Jewish education, teen
agers! participation in organized Jewish group activity, trends in
movement to and from geographic areas within Greater Washington, atti-
tudes to aspects of organized Jewish life, etc.”

The first version of the questionnaire was submitted to & speciel committee of
the Council which approved it after several medifications were made. Mr. Joseph
Andelman served as Chalrmsn of this commitiee. The guestionnaire was [urther
modified atter being pre-tesied in = pilot survey. A copy of the final version
of the guestiomnnaire is attached t¢ esach copy of this report.

The stated objectives of the survey have been fulfilled with a high degree of
segtisfaction. Least satisfactory is the section on Jewish education. This resulted
partly from faulty definition in the minds of the interviewers and in the wminds of
the respondents of such terms ag "alternoon Hebrew Schocl", "all-day Hebrew School",
etc.; partly from the major differences between the methods and organizations of
Jewish educaticn in the United States, and the Jewish education received in Europe
by some cf the older respondents; and partly from the fact that, for the major
information about Jewish educaticn, we relied upcon the Survey of Jewish Education

that is shortly to be completed in Greater Washington by the American Association
for Jewish [Education.
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Gra%gful acknowledgement 1g made to the small group of genercus and civic-
minded men who contributed the money reguired for this survey and repgrt.‘ The-
Jewish community will always be under deep obligation to them for ?helr financial
participation in a project which promises to afford such far-reaching values to so
many of our community endeavors.

Thanks are due alsc to & large number of other individuals and institutions
for various kinds of help. The pcpulation experts, sampling statisticians and other
social scientists, without whose participation cn a volunteer basis this survey
could not have been conducted, are listed in Mr. Bigman's Introducticon. We are
most grateful to them. We are grateful above all to Mr. Stanley K. Bigman, who
carried the major responsibility for the conduct of the survey, and persevered
through it often under most adverse conditions. A large portion of tbe time and
energy devoted by him to the survey was on a completely veolunteer basis.

We are deeply grateful to the Bureau of Sccial Science Research, and the
Division of Research of {the American University, to the University itseif, to its
President, Dr. Hurst R. Anderson, and to its Dean of Administration, Dr. Donald
Derby. Nor can we ever adequately repay the American University in dollars for all
the human and technical resources it employed for the completicn cf this survey.
This ig but another example of the vital and significant role this institution of
higher learning is playing in the life of Greater Washington.

Qur thanks are due to the several hundred men and women whe did the interviewing
in that portion of the Survey's field work which was done by volunteer interviewers.
We wish to express, especially, ocur gratitude tc Mrs. Henry Gichner, whoe did a mammoth
job of recruiting these veolunteer interviewers. We acknowledge also the able assist-
ance of Mrs. Gichner's committee and the help,in the recruitment, of the Community
Counecil's member organizations and of other community-minded groups.

An enormous amount of detailed administrative and office work had to he done
in advance of the interviewing, in the implementation of the sampling procedures,
the copying of addresses, the organization and assignment of interviewer's kits,
and a variety other steps. A large number of volunteers put in = staggering number
cf hours on this administrative work. Each and every cne of them contributed
slgnificantly to the progress and final completion of the survey, and our thanks
go to them. However, this vast job could not have been done without the work and
tenacity of Mrs. Aaron Goldmen, and of my wife, Pearl C. Franck, who recruited
volunteers, supervised them, and themselves gave generously of their time to this
tedious but imperative part of the total Jjob.

Ve are grateful to the office of the United Jewish Appeal of Greater Washington,
and particularly to Mrs. Meyer R. Bernstein, for use of the U. J. A. master mailing
1ist, which served as the starting point for one of the sampling procedures, and
for assistance in various other ways.

Rzbbis Balfour Brickner, Simon Burnstein and Tzvi H. Porath were most heipful
in the construction of indices of religious observance.

Primarily, this survey has been the product of the imagination and perserverance
of one man, Mr. Aaron Goldman, during whose term of leadership in the Presidency of
the Jewish Community Council the survey was initiated and brought to completion. He
perceived the importance of this basic sccial research from the moment the need for
it was [irst discussed by the Council's Executive Committee. He made inquiries anong
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leaders of other Jewish communities where population surveys had been made, in order
to ascertain the practical uses to which the findings of the surveys were put. He
kept in close touch with the progress of our survey throughout the long and often
painful process of preparation, field work, and analysis. It is my considered
Judgment that this survey is a major contribution on his part to the welfare of our
Jewish community.

I consider it a high privilege at long last to make ayailab the public,
on behalf of the Jewish Community Council, thig\REPCRT ON/THE JEWISH PO

GREATFER WASHINGTON IN 1956.
'_“6i:;ﬁ:g&b;‘:llQet(jzg:t;:
e # Tranck, Fxecufive Director

Jewish Community Council of
Greater Washington

May 1957.
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Introduction

Section A. Purposes and Background of This Study

Wwhy a Study of Washington's Jewish Population?

The practical value of this study is suggested by Isaac Franck in his apt
reference to Professor Cohen's demand for facts as z basis for action. In the

year in which Professor Cohen died - 1947 - a swall-scale study of the Washington
Jewish Community was pyepared for the Jewish Community Center by the National Jewisgh
Wwelfare Board. A principal conciusicon of that study was that large-scale and
"gefinitive" research on the community was required.

"Definitive" the present study does not pretend to be. It dees, however,
provide the material for answering a great many questions. It will, I hope, go
a long way to furnishing the information which, according to an early "Outline
of the Proposed Survey," was lacking:

"Estimates of the Jewish population of Greater Washington vary
greatly. Some estimates are as low as 40,000, others as high ag TC,000.
In addition to the uncertainty about the size of our Jewish population,
there is also a great deal cf uncertainty sbout its geographic location
in the District of Columbia and the guburban areas; about the movement
of the Jewish population into any particular areas; about the degree to
which Jews in cur community zre reached by the UJSA and by other religicus,
educational, cultural, and philanthropic activities; and about the degree
of permanence of cur Jewish pepulation. This, and a great deal of other
information, is urgently needed for the intelligent conduct of our communal
affairs.”

In addition, we have gathered information, much of which ig not published
here, from which we hope to learn things of a more general nature. What leads
pecple to join, or not to Join, a synagogue? How do they make up their minds con
where to live? What is the relation of various socilal characteristics of people
tc observance of traditionsl Jewisgh practices? These and cother gquestions we hope
to be able to answer through subsequent analysis of the study's very rich data.

Before turning to the study itself, it will be worth while to review briefly
"the Washington background" - what kind of community the study is set in - and
the fragmentary informaticn available on the Jewish population prior to 1656, We
will then consider in turn, in this introduction, how the study was made, a sum-
mary of the prineipal findings, and the fashion in which the report is organized.

The Washington Background

Every city thinks itself unique. Washington is different - it reelly is
unigue., 01 course it chares many of the characteristics of large American cities,
but it has also its own peculiar gualities, deriving from its position as national
capital and emerging world capital. Washington, then, is the center of the coun-
try's government. This has affected not only the political structure of the
community, which does not concern us here, but also the economic strvcture.
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The Federal government is the principal employer, the chief "industry.” At
the time of the last Census (1950), forty percent of those employed were working
for the government. Manufacturing ls unimportant, wheolesale trade even more so -
Baltimore, the larger city an hour to the north, has overshadowed Washington as a
distribution center.  Tourism plays an important part in the economy, while retail
trade, personal services and professional services furnish the bulk of non-govern-
ment employment. Recent growth has come through the atiractiing to the ares of
research and development firms and of the national headguarters of trade associa-
tions, trade unions and other organizations.

The occupaticnal pattern arising from the industrial structure of Greater
Washington is highly unusual. White collar jobs - largely clerical and profes-
sional - predominate, while there are relatively few manual jobs. Awmong the
white population, over 60% were (in 1950) in clerical, sales, professional and
technical positions, while fewer than 30% were in manual or service occupations.

What kind of population 1s found in such = city? Drawn from cities and towns
all over the United States is a high-income well-educated. group, characteristi=
celly with its roots and family ties elsevhere. The voteless condition of
Washington residents encourages the maintenance of "home-town" ties and the per-
sistence of feelings of transiency even after years of residence in the Washington
area. Scme government smployees, especially at higher levels, do come for rela-
tively short periods, while numbers of diplomatic and military personnel are
assigned Lo the area for Tixed short tTerms.

One other significant fact abcut Washingbton is its location. On a site - .
chosen originally to create a c¢ity without secticnal ties, Washington has been a
border city in many respecits. 1In its patiern of ethnic relations, until very
recently, there has been widespread discrimination against and segregation of
Negroes. The proportion of Negrces in the population of the ciiy has been rising
- it was over a third in 1950, and is higher now. While many Negroes occupy vwhite
coliar (clerical ané professicnal) positions, they also fill wmost of the wanual
and service jobs.

Washington's growth has been condiftioned by domestic and internaticnal - .
political developments. There was a spurt of population increase in the New Deal
years following 1932, and again in the pre-war and war-time early 1940%'s. At the
end of World War TI this populstion burst cut into the suburbs, especially from
the older and decaying middle-class neighborhoods. An increased movement of
Negroes from the South into Washington has caused the older Negro areas to over-
flow into the zections being vacated by the vhite -~ predominantly middle-class -
move to the suburbs. As in most major cities, the unavailability of suburban
housing for Negroes has resulted in an out-movement of whites and an increase in
the proportion of Negroes in the central city's population.

Statistical datza on the Greater Washington community, for comparison with
this study's findings, may be found in the following publications of the U. 5.
Bureau of the Census: U, 8, Census of Population: 1950, Vol. II, Characteristics
of the Population, Pert 9, Dist. of Col., Chapters B and C.

Previous Estimates of the Jewish Population

There has been no exact or even fairly systematic study cf the Jewish popula-
tion of the Washington ares before this. We do, however, have a series of "edu-
cated guesses.”" Their relative accuracy cannot be judged, except that the figuwe
gccePted until the fall of 1956 was 60,000 compared ic this study's estimate of

G, 900,
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Inexact or inaccurate though they may be, the "best guesses" of the past,
being all we have, may suggest approximately the pattern of growth of Washington's
Jewish populaticon. From a study conducted by the National Jewish Welfare Board
for the Jewish Community Center in 1047 we reproduce the following estimates:

Yearc. Number of Jews . .oource

1905 3,500 Not indicated

1907 5,100 llot indicated

1921 13,782 N.J.W.B., study conducted in 1922
10L6 25,567 Jewish Community Council

That the N.J.W.B., was dissatisfied with the 1946 estimate is evident from the
suggestion in its report that "a definitive study of the Jewish population of
Washington and its suburbs"” be undertaken.

Subsequent egtimates, revported in successive igsues of the American Jewish
Year Book, are:

1948 30,000
1950 45,000

and the 60,000 Tigure supplied by the Jewish Community Council and used for the
past several years.

Some slight information on the growth and movement of this population is
also presented in the N.J.W.B.'s 1947 report. Their 1922 study, they say, "placed
the center of Jewish population approximstely ... at 1lth and Pennsylvania. The
study comments that the Jewish population ... was moving Nerthwest in the direc-
tion of Cleveland Park and Chevy Chase." Their 1946 estimate is reported to
include 3,377 persons (1450 families) in "the suburbs." Among these they figured
Loo families in Silver Spring and 150 in the Bethesda-Chevy Chase section, total-
ing about 1875 persons; 700 families in Arlington;and 200 in Alexandria.
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Section B, How and by Whom the Study was Made

This study was conducted by techniques resembling most nearly those used by
the U, 3. Bureau of the Census in conducting sample censuses. Some details of
these technigques are contained in Appendix C. Here these are summarized, in con-
nection with the very welcome task of acknowledging the ungrudeging assistance of
5 host of collaborators, without which the study could not have been conducted,
The very many volunteers who performed a great psrt of the extensive clerical
work and conducted a third of all the interviews have been thanked elsewhere.

In sddition, some thirty professional people, mostly statisticians and sociolo-
gists, contributed their time and advice or (as members of the study's staff)
gave far more of themselves than money alone could cbtain.

Planning the Study Design

In the gpring of 1955 an informal Technical Advisory Committee was established
to help the writer resolve technical problems. The Committee's first and major
task was devising a plan for obtaining a sample of the general population of
Greater Washington (and particularly of the Jewish population). From this sample
we would be able to determine the number of Jewlsh families and persons, and
their principal characteristics. ATter considersble discussion of wvarious alter-
native plans, we selected a sample derived from & list of known Jewish persons,
made availablie by the United Jewish Appesl, and a sample of all "dwelling units"
(apartments and private houses) in the built-up section of the metropolitan area.
These were selected and combined according to systematically developed techrnigues
of scientific sampling adepted by the Commitiee from standard statisticel proce-
dures.

The Committee members were also of help in the succeeding stages of the study.
They advised on construction of the schedule of questions through which we cbtained
the various kinds of information reqguired by the Jewish Community Council and its
affiliates. They helped plan interviewing procedures and evaluate interviewer
performance, and offered guldance in estimating the size of the Jewish population,

The Committee included, for varying periods of fime, the following perscns:

Reuben Cohen, then Chief, Analysis Branch, Resecarch Divisilon,
Office of Armed Forces Informaticn and Lducaticn, now Chief
Statistician, Opinicn Research Corporation

Walter Hartwann, then Religicus School Director, Washington Hebrew
Cocngregation

Morton Kramer, Chief, Biometrics Branch, Natlional Institute of
HMental Health, U.3.P.H.S.

Jack L. Ogus, Chief, Statistical Methods Eranch, Industry Division,
U, 5, Bureau of the Census

Morris B. Ullman, Office of the Assistant Director for Statistical
Standards, U. 5. Bureau of the Census

Joseph Waksberg, Chief, Staitistical Methods Branch, Housing Divisien,
U. 5. Burezu of the Ceunsus

Pilot Study and Preparations for Interviewling

When plans for selection of the sample, the questionnalre and other procedures
were fairly concrete, they were tested by conducting a small-scale "pilot study”
in Northeast D, C., during October, 1955. As a result, ccnsiderable revision weas
made in the sample design, the guestionnaire and the interviewlng plans.
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After this, the sample of addresses to be cglled at was selected, and these
were combined into interviewer assignments. Vclunteer interviewers were recruited
by the Jewlsh Community Council, which also sent a letter to each address drawn
from the United Jewish Appeal list, announcing that en interviewer would call on
February 2, 1956.

The volunteer interviewers used in the early pari of the study were trained
in nine simultaneous training sessions by the following volunteer instructors:
Tra Cisin (Human Resources Research Office, George Washington University),
Libert Bhrman (Stuart A. Rice Associates), David Fields (Operations Research
office, Johns Hopkins University), Isaac Franck (Jewish Community Council), David
Futransky (Census Bureau), Leon Geoffrey (Census Bureau), Walter Gerson (Gerson-
Chastka Associates), Edwin Goldfield (Census Bureau), Rabbi Meyer Greenberg
(B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation, University of Maryland), Alfred I. Jacobs (Census
Bureau), Charles Merzel (Census Bureau), Emmanuel Reiser (Census Bureau), Morris B.
Ullman {Census Bureau), Joel Williams (Census Bureau), David Yentis (U. S. Public
Housing Administration).

Alice Riddleberger, now Instructor in Sociology at Howard University, was the
only full-time staff member from September, 1955, when the study really got
under way, to the beginning of interviewing in February, 1956. Mrs. Riddleberger
assumed the principal responsibility for the tesks involved in organizing and
carrying cut the multifaricus details of selecting the sample to be surveyed; of
conducting the pilot study in Northeast Washington; and of preparing and distribe-:
uting interviewer assignments. Her unfailing loyalty, initiative, ingenuity and
energy held the project together and kept it moving for five wearying months.

Conducting the Interviews

Volunteer interviewers conducted about a third of the total interviews,
during February, 1956. Subsequently professional interviewers were hired. They
completed most of the remaining interviews between March 5 and May 5; the bezlance
(about 10% of the total) were made in August. From February through Msy, the
supervision of interviewers and of office records was the responsibility of
Barbara Heller and Estelle Eisendrath, both of whom contributed significantly
to the study as staff members.

Converting the Interview Data into a Report

When the interviewing was completed, each questionnaire was "edited" =
checked for completeness and consistency - and its answers "coded" - classified
and assigned numerical codes. The coded answers were transferred, as z series
of punched holes, to IEM punch cards. Tabulations of the answers punched into
the cards were planned, and prepared through the use of IEM tabulating and other
machines. Tables for the report were planned, and constructed from the machine
tabulations. Percentages were computed in practically all tables. Trom the
tables, and other material derived from the questionnaires, the present report
was prepared.

In connection with the planning and the writing of this report, the help of
the following persons should be acknowledged: Justin C. Lewis, Principal Assist-
ant for Program Analysis, Vocational Rehabilitation and Educstional Programs,
Veterans Administration, for preliminary planning of Chapters 1-3; David L. Kaplan,
Chief, Occupation and Industry Statistics Branch, Population Division, Bureasu of
the Census, for guidance in coding the occupational data; Ben B. Seligman,
Assistant to the Director of International Affairs, United Auto Workers, for
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discussion of plans for Chapters 1-3; Charles M. Hersh, Associate Professor of
Public Administrstion, The American University, for writing preliminary drafts of
Chapters 1-4; Rabbi Solomon N. Skaist, Prfﬁcipal, The Hebrew Academy of Washington,
for discussions of Jewish education and of Chapter 5; David Yentis, Chief of
Program Statistics, Public Housing Administration, and Member of the Executive
Board of the Jewish Community Council, for help in planning Chapter 7, and for
eritical reading and discussion of Chapters 5-8; and Aaron Goldman, immediate past
President of the Jewish Community Council, for critical reading and discussion of
Chepter 8 and advice on other aspects of the report.

Vivian Osias, vwho Jjoined the study's staff in September, 1956, bore the
principal burden of the work invelved in turning the completed questionnaires into
the materiald of this report. Mres. Osias supervised the editing and coding of the
guestionnaires, <the preparstion and percentaging of tasbles, ete. She prepared
the index to the tables. She also kindly read and checked the whole report prior
to its publication.

Maps were prepared by James R. Crawford, Junior Planning Technician,
Maryland-Naticnal Capital Park and Planning Commissiocon. Rose Moore of the
AAA Tetter Service was most helpful in the role of publisher.

The study was initiated by the writer while a Project Director of the Bureau
of Social Science Research, then affiliated with The American University. When,
in September, 1956, the Bureau left the University, the Division of Research of
the American University assumed responsibility for completion of the study.

Dr. Alva Davis, Director of the Division of Research, made available the requi-
site office space, other facilities and staff. The writer, at present an
Associate of the Bureau of Sccial Science Research, Inc., and a Project Director
of the Division of Research, wishes to express appreciation to both crganizations
for their respective parts in housing and assisting the study.

Te each of the above the writer is deeply indebted. None of them, of course,
should be held accountable for the contents of this report; nor, in particular,
for any errors which it may contain. The writer alone is responsible for the
report.
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Section C. Summary of the Study Findings

In this section we have set down the principal findings reported in the
gucceeding eight chapters. The presentation here follows the crder of the chapters,
so that the reader who wishes more detail than is contained in the Summary need
only turn to the parallel chapter in the body of the report.

The eight major areas covered in the Summary are:

The size, sex, age and marital status of the Jewish populaticn
Education, employment, income and military service

Residential mobility: past, present and future residence
Participation in the Jewish community and in the community at large
Jewish education

Synagogue membership and attendance; religious identification
Observance of certain traditicnal practices of Judaism
Intermarriage

o=3 O\ oo

toncluding this section are two brief notes: one indicating the nature of further
gvailable data not published here, the other suggesting a scurce of material on
other Jewish communities for those who may wish tc make compariscns.

1. 8Size, Sex, Age and Marital Status

Number of persons

There are approximately 80,900 Jews among the permanent residents of Washing-
ton and its suburbs. Half of these Jewish persons live in the Distriet of
Columbia. The other half are scattered unevenly through the built-up sections of
Montgomery and Prince Georges Counties, Maryland, and the Virginia suburbs of
Alexandris, Falls Church, Arlington County and the built-up part of Fairfax Countyi
The largest concentrations of Jews are in the part of Northwest D. C. east of Rock
Creek Park, and in Montgomery County - about 22,000-25,000 persons (between 1/L4 and
1/3 of the Jewish population) in each. These areas alsc show the highest ratios
of Jewish fo total population. By contrast, Jews are relatively few in Southeast
and Southwest D. C., and in the Virginia suburbs.

Number of hcuseholds

Over 27,000 households contain at least one Jewish person. Close to 24,000
of these are entirely Jewish and account for about 77,000 persons: an average of
3.2 per household. Among these, 20,500 include a married couple; in the other
3400, the head of the househcld is not now married. The remaining 3300 (about
one household in eight) are "mixed" - that is, of the persons within them who are
related by blood or marriage, at least one is Jewish and at least one is not.
These mixed hcuseholds are relatively most common in Virginia, least so in North-
east Washington.

Sex and age
Among the Jewish population there are more males (41,000} than females
(39,900), except in Northwest Washingtcn, where there is a preponderance of women.

About a third of each sex are under 15, and a similar proportion between 30 and k.
In between is a relatively small proportion of 15 to 29-year-clds, promising a
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relatively low birth rate for the immediate future. Children {under 15) are
relatively numerous in Northeast D. €. and in Montgomery County, but relatively
few in Northwest D. C., east of Rock Cresk. Older adults (over 45) comprise a
high proportion of the Jews in both parts of Northwest D. C. (east and west of
the Park), but a small proporticn in the Maryland Counties.

Marital sgtatus

More than three-fourths of those over the age of 14 are married. In
general, the women tend to marry earlier. All of the married persons under 20
are women; and there is therefore a tendency for women to be younger than their
husbands. A higher proportion of the men than of the women pever marry; and the
men tend to die earlier, so that there are many more widows than widowers.

Married persons include half of those aged 20-24 and 9 out of 10 aged 25-u45;
as death and divorce take their toll, the proportion who are married drops to
less than 3 in 5 after 65. Persons who have never married comprise 15% of the
total, and one and a hslf times as high a proportion of masles as of females.
They include practically all those under 20; only 1 in 10 of those aged 25-Uk;
and virtually none of those over 65. The currently widowed persons are about 5%
of the total, but eight times as high a proportion of women as of men., Negligible
in numbers under the age of 45, they increase with age to take in 2 of every 5
over 65, including 2 of every 3 women of that age. The currently divorced or
geparated are few; they are mostly women. As might be anticipated, the highest
proporiions of married persons are found in the suburbs; the highest proportions
unmarried (including widowed and divorced) in the District, especially in the
Northwest.

2. Education, Employment, Income and Military Service

Education

This is a well-educated population, in which 9 out of 10 persons aged 25 or
over reported having had some high school training, and over half at least a year
of college. Almost a quarter of the total had some college work beyond the k-year
undergraduste course. Persons with such graduate work include over half of Mont-
gomery County's Jewish adults, and 4O% or more of those in Northwest D. C., west
of Rock Creek; in Virginia suburbs; and in Prince Gecrges County,

The men are markedly better educated than the women. Typically, the former
are college graduates while the latter have not gone beyond high school. Of
course this high level of educational achievement is most frequent among the
younger, less amonhg the older - the proportion of men who have had at least one
year of college is 20% among those 65 and over, but 86% among those aged 25-3k,

Employment status

Slightly over half of the Jewish population 14 years cld or over are "in the
labor force" = either working for pay or profit, or in the armed forces (2%) or
unemployed  {less than 1%). Of the men, 849 were working (but only 29% of the
women) and 5% were in the armed forces. Those not "in the iabor force" include
women keeping house (60% of all women), persons of both sexes attending school
(10% of both sexes over 14), = small number of retired persons and a few others.

Employment status of course varies with age. Over nine-tenths of those
under 20 are attending school, a small proportion are already working full time
and still fewer are in the armed forces. In the 20 to 24 year group, the largest
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proportion of the men are in the armed forces, about one in three is in school

and a slightly smaller number are working. Mcst of the women of this age are
keeping house; & high proportion are working, having left school with no more than
a high school education; and only one in five is still in schocl. Among those

25 to 64k, almost all men are working, though a substantial proportion of those in
%EEEEriﬁénties are still completirg their education, or performing military service,
while retirement and unemployment claim some of the older men. Mcst wcmen of the
same age are keeping house. After 65, about half of the men are still working

put three-eighths have retired; almost three-fourths of the women are keeping

house and small numbers are working or retired from work.

Occupation

The general tendency for Jews to hold professional or other white collar Jobs,
or to be owners and managers, 1s exaggerated in Washington by the large number of
white collar positions avallable. Almost a third of Washington's employed Jews
are professionals - the major groups being lawyers; soclal scientists; engineers
and architects; and natural scientists. About as high a proportion are oifiece
workers or salespersons. One-Tifth are owners, managers or officials. Manual
occupations account for about one-tenth. Men predominate in all of these occupa-
tional groups except for the office and sales workers, who are mostly women.
Paralleling the differences in education, professionals are more numerous among
the younger than among the older people.

Class of employer

Over a third of those who are working are government employees, including

half of the professionals (mostly men in their 30's and 40's) and half of the
clerical workers (mostly younger women). A similar proportion are working for
private employers, including 80-90% of the sales and menual workers. This group
includes a higher proportion of women then of men; but most employed men under 30
and over 65 appear to be in private employ. Less than one in four is self-employed.
This group, of course, includes most of the owners, menagers and officials (two-
thirdsof them); and in it men over 45 and women over 35 predcminate. ’

Industry

Of those employed outside of government, the largest proportions are in retail
trade and in various service industries. Retaill trade employs about a third of the
non-government workers, including half of the owners and managers and two-thirds
of the salespersons. "Professional services," which means the private practice of
doctors, lawyers and other professicnals, as well as hospitals, social agencies,
non-profit organizations, and the like, employ about a sixth, including (naturally)
the bulk of the professionals and clerical workers outside of government. Another
one in eight works in "business, repair or personal services," a category includ-
ing on the one hand accounting and advertising, snd dryecleaning and repair shops
on the other; such services account for most of the remaining professionals and
many of the manual workers.

Income

The income distribution is what might be anticipated for a population with
such high average education and concentrated in such occupations. About 15%
failed to report their income; both general experience and evidence in our data
suggest that these were mostly high-income pecple, and that, if anything, our
figures on income are slightly low.
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Over half the families reported a total family income of $700C or over; about
half of those incomes were $10,000 or over. Only 6% said they had incomes of
under $4000 (though probably this is an underestimate, since lower income families
tend slightly to exaggerate their incomes). The high-income areas of Montgomery
County, Virginis suburbs and Northwest D. C. west cof Rock Creek reported between
£0 and 65% of families with incomes of $7000 or over; and over half the families
in the last-mentioned area claimed incomes of $10,000 or over, with an additional
21% not reporting income at all. By contrast, over half the families in South-
east and Southwest D. C. reported incomes under $5000, with almost none failing
to give income information.

Tncomes of $10,000 or over were reported by over one-third cof the families
of professionals and of cowners, managers and officials. The highest incomes were
found among the self-employed and the lowest among those working for private
employers, with government employees in between.

Military service

Just half of the Jewisgh men 19 years old or over in the Washington area have
served in the armed forces of the United States at some time, including the
present. Among those aged 25 to 34, the proporticn with military or naval service
rises to 85%.

3. Regidential Mcbility: Past, Present and Future Residence

Birthplace, parentage and arrival in the United States

Over 80% of the Washington area Jewish population is native-born -- mostly
born in the District of Columbia or in New York. About half of the foreign-born
are from Eastern Europe, especially Russia and Poland. The proportion of native
birth is highest among the young, lowest among the old. About 70% of those under
15 were born in the District, while two-thirds of those 65 and over are foreign-
born. The largest number of those under 25 were born in D. C.; of those 25-44, in
New York; of those 45 and over, outside the U. 8. (mostly in Russia and Poland).

Half the native-born are of native-born parentage; sbout a quarter had
Russian-born parents.

0f the foreign-born, two-thirds had arrived in the United States before 1933,
practically aell of East Buropean origin. For obvious reasons, higher proportions
of the more recent arrivals are of West European or non-European birth. Over
half of the foreign-born live in the part of Northwest Washington east of Rock
Creek; those from West Europe, however, tend tc live in all other parts of the
metropoliian area,

Previous residence outside the Washington ares

Over half of the Jewish persons in the Washington area came here from else-~
where in the past 24 years - since 1932; this includes 30% who moved into the
area since 1945. Those who arrived before 1933 are now living for the most part
in Northwest D. C. on both sides of Rock Creek. The most recent arrivals seem
to be concentrated in Southeast and Southwest D. C. and in near-by Virginia -
about one in four persons in each of those areas came since 1952,

New Yerk, New Jersey and Pennsylvanie have been the principal source of new-
comers to the Washington area. One in three has come from these states; and from
1933 to 1952, over half. Before 1933, a sizable proportion came directly from
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East Europe, while a similar proportion since 1952 has come to the Washington
area directly from West Europe or non-European foreign countries.

About four-fifths of Greater Washington Jews are "big-city" pecple - for
the mest part boern in the Washington area or formerly 1living in the City of New
York. People from big and medium cities, especially New York, form a.high pro-
portion of those now living in Southeast and Southwest Washington; the highest
proportions of ex-Baltimoreasns are in Northeast and Northwest D. C.; and the
Virginia suburbs have the highest proportion of those coming from small towns.

Last previous family residence

Almost 20% of the 27,000-cdd families had moved to their present (as of
1956) address from outside the metropeliitan grea - and higher proportions in
Virginia, in Southwest and Southeast D. C., and in Prince Georges County.

Among those who moved from a previous address in Greater Washington, two prin-
cipal tendencies were noted: one, movement within the seme general area (for
example, from one place in Montgomery County to another in that county); the
other, movement out of Northwest D. C. east of Rock Creek. In five of the seven
areas into which we divided Greater Washington, the largest or next to the larg-
est proportion had mcved from Northwest east of the Park.

The chief reasons given for having chosen the present neighborhood were:
in order to be among Jews; to be near friends or family; and for convenience to
Jjobs, to schools, to stecres, ete.

Present hcme occupancy

Over half of the familles own the houses in which they live; about L40% rent
apartments; most of the others live in rented houses. Almost three-fourths of
the families in Northwest D. €. and in Montgomery County own houses, but only
one-fourth in Southeast and Southwest D. C. House-renters - protably the least
stable group - are most frequent in Virginia, in Southeast and Southwest D. C.,
and in Northeast D. C.

Families expecting to move

About 13% of all families (numbering 360C) said that they were expecting to
move within six months. Over a third of these were living in Northwest D. C,

east of Rock Creek, and 10-20% each in Montgomery County, in Prince Georges
County, and in Northeast Washington. The principal destinations were Montgomery
County (especially the Silver Spring-Wheaton part), to which 4L0% of these families
said they were planning to move; and Northwest D. C. west of Rock Creek.

Most of the families moving with children were going to Montgomery County.
Families identifying themselves as Orthodox or Conservative seemed to be aiming
for the Silver Spring-Wheaton section; those identifying themselves as Reform,
or having no religious identification, for the Bethesda-Chevy Chase-Rockville
section of Montgomery, or for Prince Georges County.

As might be anticipated, the proportion planning to move was highest among
house renters, next highest among apartment renters, lowest among house owners.
But the iargest number of movers were apartment dwellers planning to buy their

own homes.
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L. Participation in the Jewish Community and in the Community at Large

Membership in Jewish organizaticns

Most women belong to at least one Jewish organization; most men, to none at
all, For each sex, the proportion belonging to any Jewigh organization inareases
with age - that is, the older the age group, the higher the percentage belonging.
The same is true with length of residence in the Washington area - newcomers of
course take time to join new groups. Among women, the proportion who are members
increases as income rises, but among men memberships decrease up to the $10,000
income level; above this, the proportion belonging to a Jewish organization rises.
Memberships are also most freguent among those attending synagogue most often.

Teen~age Jewish organizations

Among the younger teen-agers (through 15 years) a somewhat higher proportion
of boys (about half) than of girls (about 40%) belong to at least one Jewish
teen-age organization. In the 16-19 year old group, the reverse is true =~ the
aduit pattern of preponderantly female membership in Jewish groups bvegins to
appear. These teen-age groups embrace a larger proportion of their pctential
members in the Digtrict than in the suburbs,

Adult non-sectarian organizations

Although & majority of the adults of each sex belong to at least cne non-
sectarian organization, there is a higher preportion of members among men. If
we classify pecople as belonging to non-sectarian groups only, to Jewish groups
only, to neither, or to both, men differ markedly from women in their relative
numbers in each of these four categories. For men, the highest proportion belong
to non-sectarian groups only; then, in descending order, to neither, to both, and
te Jewish groups cnly. For women, by contrast, the order is: both, neither,
Jewish only, non-sectarian only. The ties of the wemen, in short, are largely in
toward the Jewish community; those of the men, out toward the larger community.

In generel, the proportion maintaining mewbership in non-sectarian organiza-
tions rises with increased education, income and length of residence in Greater
Washington. Tt seems to be at a peak between 35 and LL years of age - lower both
before and after.

The Tigures reported suggest that at least half of the Jewish families in
Greater Washington belong to Parent-Teacher Associations (P-TA's) or similar
groups, and about one-guarter to Citizen's Associations.

Philanthropic contributions

To a gquestion on contributicns to three major charitable campaigns of the
preceding year, 90% of the families claimed to have contributed to each of the
non-sectarian drives (Community Chest, Red Cross), but only 80% to the United
Jewish Appeal. There is reason to view these ag inflated figures; they may sug-
gest, however, the relative significance of the three campalgns from the view-
point of the Jewish community. Mcst of these contributing to the UJA gave also
to the other agencies; some only to the others; virtually ncone to the UJA slone.

Eating meals with Gentiles

The extent of sharing wmeals with Gentiles in the home was viewed as one
possible measure of social contact between Jew and non-Jew. Two-thirds of the
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Jewish families reported that few or no meals had been eaten in the homes of
Gentlles during the previcus year; somewhat more than hslf of the families, that
They had had few or no Gentile guests at meals.

5. Jewish Fducation

Breaking the populastion into thyee age groups - 17-29 years, 30-44 years,
45 or over - we find that in each group 80-90% of the men, and 60-70% of the
women, have had some Jewish education. This may have been as little as a year
of Sunday school, Hebrew afternoon school, Hebrew all-day school, a private tutor,
or some other religious training. The highest proporticn had attended Hebrew
afternoon schocl. Sunday School, especially ameng the women, was attended by
larger proportions among the young than among the old, and has thus been assuming
greater inmportance than previously.

Abcut three-quarters of the children 5-16 years old have had some Jewish
education - mogtly Sunday school, with Hebrew afternocon school next most freguent
(especially among the boys). About half of the children of each sex, aged 5-8,
have had some exposure to religious education, and over 80% of those 9-12. In
the 13-16 year group, the prcportion of boys having any Jewish education rises
above 90%.

Three-quarters of the boys 13-19 have had a bar-mitzvah ceremony; only about
1 girl in 5, a bas-mitzvah. Between 10 and 15 percent of either sex have been
confirmed. Not all boys who have had a Jewish education have had a bhar-mitzvah
ceremony ag well, About one in ten who have been to Sunday schcol, and smaller
proportions of those having other types of Jewish education, have had no bar-
mitzvah ceremony.

6. Synagogue Membership and Attendance; Religious Identification

Synagogue membership

Over half of the families report belonging tc no synagogue; about a fourth
belong to s Conservative, an eighth to an Orthodox and a sixteenth to a Reform
Congregation. The Orthodox are relatively numerous in Northeast D. C., and the
Northwest section east of Rock Creek; the Conservative in the suburbs and the
Northeast; the Reform in Northwest west of Rock Creek; and those belonging to
no synagogue, in Southesst and Southwest D. C. and in Prince Gecrges County.

The social characteristics of the Orthodox and those belonging to no syna-
gogue are gomewhat similar; the Conservative and Reform seem to share the opposite
characteristies. The first two groups, for example, are most frequent among
families with low incomes; as income rises, the preoportions of Conservative and
Reform families increase. Similarly with respect to cccupaticn: the proprietors
and managers plus the professionals sccount for 90% of the Reform, two-thirds
of the Conservative znd somewhat over half of the Orthodox, while the clerical,
sales and manual occupatiorsare high among the Orthodox and those who are not
Syragogue members. Education, which is closely related to income and occupation,
shows a similar connection with synagogue membership: +the Orthodox have less
formal schooliing, while of the Reform group, half have had some post-graduate
coliege work. Since age is related to those other characteristics, it is not
surprising that the Orthodox are most numerous among the older, while both
Reform and Conservative are younger groups. Nativity shows the same relation-
ship: the Crthodox are strongest among the foreign-born, the Reform relatively
mest numerous among the native-born of native parents.
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Those currently married are more likely than the unmarried (including single,
widowed and divorced) tc be members of any synagogue.

The principal reasons for choosing cne synagogue cver ancther are its con-
venience or nearness, and the fact that family or friends belong to it. Those
belonging to no synagogue gave as their main reason the fact that they had no
children of an age to reguire the synagogue's services.

Synagogue attendance

About cne-fifth of the household heads and their wives never attend synagogue;
a similar proportion attend once a month or more often; most of the remainder -
over half - attend less often than once a month. Attendance is more freguent
amcng the older than among the younger; also more frequent amcng the foreign-born
than the native-born.

The highest proportion among the Orthodox, among the Conservative and among
the Reform sttend three to eleven times a year (in effect on the High Holy Days
only); over half of each attend less than cnce a wonth. Of the remainder -~ who
attend at least once a month - the Orthodox are likely to attend somewhal more
often: typically, once a week or more; the Reform least often: typically, once a
month. Those who are not members are least likely to attend.

Religious identificaticn

Regardless of membership in a congregation, what proportions of Jewish fami-
lies "think of themselves" as Orthodox, Conservative, Reform, or none of these?
And what do they mean when they say "none of these"? Omitting the "mixed" house-
holds in which husband or wife is Gentile, about half of the completely Jewish
families consider themselves Conservative, about one-fourth Reform and 15%
Orthodox. This is a reversal of the proportions reporting membership in Orthodox
or Reform congregations. Those who say "none of these" comprise three small
groups who either cannot decide among the alternatives offered (6%), or profess
some other religion {(0.5%) or none (4%).

0f those families identifying themselves as Orthodox, nearly half belong to
an Orthodox congregation, and most of the rest to Conservative synagogues. Of
those identifying as Conservative, almost the same proporticns belong to a
Conservetive synagogue, and to nc synagogue (LO-L45% each). Of those who consider
themselves Reform, over half belong to no synagogue, the rest being scattered
amohg Reform, Conservative and Orthodox synagogues.

T. Observance of Certain Traditional Practices of Judaism

Certain traditional practices were singled out, for study of the extent to
which they are currently observed. For each of these practices a guesticn was
asked, such that one alternative answer was "No," "Never" or "None." These prac~
tices, arranged in order frcm the lowest to the highest proportion cof families
giving negative answers, are:

Participation in a Passover Seder (at the preceding Passover)
Lighting Hanukah candles (on the preceding Hanukah)
Lighting Friday night candles
Having mezuzahs at doors of the home
Two rules of kashruth: buying meats from a kosher butcher, and
using separate dishes for wmeat and dairy foods
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In general, cbservance was greatest among those who identified themselves as
orthodox, laast among those whe said they thought of themselves as Reform. Even
gubstantial numbers who consider themselves Orthodox, however, do not observe
these practices.

Participation in a Passover Seder was claimed by about four-fifths of the
families. This was less often at home than elsewhere, especially among those with
Reform or with no Jewish identificaticn. At the other extreme, almost three-
fourths said they never use separate meat and dairy dishes, over half said they
observe neither the rules about dishes nor that concerning meats, and less than
one in five claimed to obey both rules.

By means discussed in the body of the report, each family's answers conceraing
these practices were conmbined intoc a composite score. This score, naturally, re-
fers only tc observance of these specific practices, and nct to observance or
religiosity in general. A separate scoring system was used for Reform families,
another for Orthodeox gnd Conservative, since Reform Jews are not expected to

follow the rules of kashruth. Complete observance was reported by about a third
of the Orthodox but by almost none of the other families. On the whole, the
Orthodox were reported mogt observant, the Reform slightly were so than the
Conservative.

When synagogue members are compared with non-mewbers, separately for the
Orthodox, Conservative and Reform groups - members are consistently reported more
observant than non-members.

8. Intermsrrisge: Proportions Intermarried in Various Segments of the
Populaticn, Their Religious Behavior, Thelr Children

Proportion of "mixed" households

As indiecated in the second paragraph of this Summary, approximately cne house-
hold in eight (3300 in all) is "mixed" = among the related persons in it, there

are at least one Jew and one Gentile. Among these, there are about 2100 in which
the husband is Jewish and the wife is not, and about 1000 in which the wife is
Jewish but the husband is Gentile. In the remaining small number of csses, we have
mostly the results of an initial mixed marriage in which one partner accepted the
religion of the other, but some cother family member in the household has retained
his original faith. For reasons outlined in the body of the report, it seems
probable that families in which only one of the partrers was originally Jewish

number closer to L4000 than the figure of 3300 derived directly from the survey
data.

Other mixed marriages in the family

Mixed marriages occur more often in families in which there has already been
8 mixed mayriage. When asked whether any cther member of the immediate family was
married to a Gentile, a higher proportion of Jews in mixed households said "Yes"
than of those in completely Jewish households. About a Tifth of the intermarried
were themselves products of a mixed marriage, but virtually none of those in "all-
Jewish" households.

Type of wedding ceremony

The wedding ceremony marking the beginning of the warried lives of the com=-
Pletely Jewish and mixed families were of course not the same. Over nine-tenths
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of the former had had a reiigious ceremony, while a majority of the latter had
had only a civil ceremony. Moreover, presumably very few of the mixed group had had
a Jewish religious ceremony.

Proportions among various population segments

In general, the proportion intermarrying was found to be:

higher among these groups lower among these

men women

the more-educated the less-educated

professionals, clerical workers owners and managers, manual workers
those having higher family incomes  those with lower incomes
native-born (especially those of foreign born

native parentage)

The proportion of mixed households was lowest (close to none) awong those who
identified themselves as Orthodox, somewhat higher among those who consider them-
selves Conservative, and higher euccessively among those who ldentified themselves
ag Reform; those who could ncot decide which of these they were; and those who
congidered themselves none of these. Intermarriage was as frequent among those
having some Jewish education as among those who had had none.

Religious identification and behavior of the intermarried

About three-fifths of the Jewish members of mixed households consider them-
selves Orthodox, Conservative or Reform; another fifth espouse no religion; the
remaining fifth support some other religion., Four-fifths of the intermarried
belong to no synagogue.

Close %o half of the intermarried never attend a synagogue; practically all
of the rest attend no more than "three to eleven times a year," which spparently
meang, in most cases, only on the High Holy Days. They fall into four groups:

1. About half, who still identify themselves with Judaism
and who attend synagogue services at least once or
twice a year
2. About an eighth, who identify with Judaism but never attend
3. About a third, whce no longer identify with Judaism and never attend
b, A smell fracticn (less than 2%), who do not identify with Judaism
but who have attended synagogue services once or twice in
the preceding year

Children of the intermarried

Among the 3300 mixed households, there are 2400 in which there are children.
In two-thirds of these, the children are being reared as not Jewish; in a quarter
of these househclds, the children are being reared as Jewish; in the remainder,
some of the children are being taught that they are Jewish while some are being
taught that they are not. Very few are receiving any Jewish education, a bar-
mitzvah ceremcny, ete.
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pdditionsl Material Not Reported Here

The reader will note that we have not utilized in this report all of the
material available from our survey. Answers to three cr four questions have not
yet been "coded" (classified). Of the various tabulaticns considered, not all were
prepared - and of those prepared, not all were used. What is more, we have not
been able to offer more than a siight analysis of those tabulations presented here.

More material is available upcn request to the Jewish Community Council of
(reater Washington. In Appendix B there is a list of additional available tabula-
tions, not used for this report. Besides these, many of the tables presented
here exist in somevhat more detailed form, and are available for inspection.

Can We Compare Washington's Jewish Community with Those of Other Cities?

It would be very useful and illuminating to compare the findings of this study
with similar information about the Jewish communities in other metropolitan cen-
ters. This is beyond the sccope of the present report. The reader interested in
meking such comparisons may wish to consult summaries of previous studies appear-
ing in the American Jewish Year Book, prepared by Ben B. Seligman. These include:

"The American Jew: Some Demographic Features," Vol. 51 (1950),
pp. 3-52, which presents major findings of 15 studies, made
between 1940 and 1949, notably the 1948 study of Essex
County (Newark), N. J., with a Jewish population estimated
at 86,000,

"Changes in Jewish Population in the United States, 1949-50,"

Vol. 52 (1951), pp. 3-16, which reviews six studies made in
19Lk9 of small Jewish communities.

"Recent Demographic Changes in Some Jewish Communities," Vel. 5k
(1953), pp. 3-2L4, which contains summeries of five studies
conducted in 1949, 1950 and 1951, including a 1950 survey
of Los Angeles, whose Jewigh population was estimated st
323,000.
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Section D. How This Report Is Organized

Each of the eight chapters Jjust summarized consists of a brief text discus-
sion of a series of tables, with ocecasicnal notes. Some explanation of text,
tables and notes is regquired here.

What the Text Contains

On the whole, the text is slight, in the interest of economy of time and
money. This report is intended to present the study's findings with a minimvm
of analysis or interpretation. The text for the most part describes and explains
the tables, calling attention to some of the more salient relationships. Only
ocecasionally is an interpretation cf the data offered -~ when, for example, a
preliminaxry reader of the report raised important questions, or when the data
suggest unexpected or alternative conclusions.

Each chapter bhegins with & summary of its contents. This is followed by
tabies, and a text which explains the Tables and defines the terms used. The
earlier chapters are somewhat more detailed, partly because more explanation
seemed required, vartly in order to show the reader how we intend that the tables
be read.

How to Read the Tables

Their titles

Numbering of the tables begins again in each chapter. Thus, Table L-1 is
the Tirst table in Chapter L, Teble 8-3 is the third table in Chapter 8, etc.
The few additional tables in the Appendix have Roman numbers; for example,
Table 3-I is the first table for Chapter 3 in the Appendix.

Most of the tables show persons or households classified simultaneously
according to two or more characteristics; for example, employed persons classified
acecording to their occupation and the industry in which they work. TFor the sake
of shortening tables somewhat, we would call such a table "Occupation by Industry,"
where the "by" means something like "cross-classified" or "cross-tabulated by."

Figures in the tables

In almost all cases, numbers shown in the tables are percentages. This is
done to facilitate comparisons and to emphasize relations which examination of
the actual numbers of cases would reveal less readily. The actual numbers have
been omitted because of the large size of most of the tables: any additional
figures might be distracting, and the tables would tend to be unwieldy.

Virtually all tables are so prepared that they total down, in each column.
One or two tables are designed to be added across; one or two may be read both
ways (across or down); these are conspicuously identified by fcotnotes.

The "total,” or "base" figure from which percentages were computed is shown,
with the figures "100,.0%," at the foot of each column. To find the actual number
corresponding to a percentage in a table, it is merely necessary to multiply
that percentage by the total at the bottom of the column. The snswer thus ob-
tained will be approximately correct. The reason for the inexactness is this:
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Actual figures shown have been "rounded off" to the nearest 100 (if they are
column Or IOW totals) or to the nearest 50 (if they are within a table). Per-
centages, however, were calculated from the original unrounded figures. There
are, therefore, occasional discrepancies.

sub-totals

For the most part, if sub-totals =zre shown within = table, 1t ic in this
form:

Sub-total, all persons who are ... (21.9)

The parentheses indicate that the figure within them should not be added in with
others in the column to reach a total of 100.0%. 1In a few large tables, rows of
sub~totals have been set off with a horizontal line above and below, instead of
parentheses.

Symbols used

Wherever no cases with given characteristics were found, we have used
", ,." rather than "0." Thisg is a reminder that, since our data are based on a
sample, we cannot say that no persons (or family) exists with these characteris-
tics, but that the proportion of these is close to zero. When the proportion is
less than .05%, we have used the symbol "#."

Balancing the figures in tables

Not all tables are based on the same number of cases; for example, a table
may omit persons who gave certain types of answers. To permit the reader to
compare tables with one another, we have placed a footnote in many tables to show
the disposition of cases, of one or the other of these forms: "Table does not

1

include "X" cases which ..." or "Total includes 'X'! cases not shown in table.”

Four year time periods

It will be noticed that all tables dealing with time (e. g., year of arrival
in Washington) are organized in terms of L-year, rather than conventional 5-year
periods. This has been done not only because these intervals conform to the date
of occurrence of significant international developments, but also because Washing-
ton's life is so deeply influenced by the Y-year rythm of national politics. For
this community, the beginning years of our lh-year periods have exceptional signi-

Ticance: 1933, 19k1, 1945; 1949, 1953.

Chapter Notes

The reader who glances casually at the report will not be bothered by foot-
notes. At the end of each chapter there are assembled such notes as seemed
necessary or useful: source references, occasional comments on the findings,
additional data of less than primary importance, ete.

And Other Things

At the end of the report are three Appendices, an Index to all tables in the
report, and = copy of the questionnaire used. Appendix A contains a few tables not
considered suitzbie for inclusion in the text. Appendix B is a 1list of other tab-
ulations made but not presented in this report. Appendix C is a summary of the
methods used in the study (see Introduction, Section B).
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CHAPTER 1

SIZE OF THE JEWISH POPULATICN, AND ITS DISTRIBUTION

BY AREA, BEX, AGE AND MARITAL STATUS

This chapter consists of two sections. In the first, Section A,
we describe how we defined the Jewish community for this survey; how
it was decided who is and who is not Jewish; whick households were
included in and which were excluded from the survey. ©Six tables show
the numbers of Jewish persons and of Jewish households in the survey
area, their distribution among the seven parts intc which we divided
this area, and how this dietribution compares with that of the total
population. We have also included here informatiyn on some related
matters: +the proportion of househoids in each part of the survey area
in which all related members are Jewish, data on household size, ete.

Section B reports on the proportions of Jewish perscns of each sex,
their distribution according to age, and the proportions that are
married, widowed, divorced, separeted or never married. "Cross-
tabulations" show relations among sex, age and marital status, as well
as the geographicel distributions of persons of various sex, age and
marital-status groups. Tables showing the distributicn of the Jewish
population asccording to their position in the househcld (as head of
household, wife or husband of head, child of head, etc.) are presented
in the Appendix but briefly referred to in this Section.




Section A

Jewish Persons and Households:
Their Distribution in the Metropolitan Area

Number of Jewish Pecple Living in Greater Washington

About 80,900 Jewish people live in the Greater Washington area. The Washington
Jewish Community is thus the seventh largest in the country, being exceeded in re-
ported size by those of New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Philacelphia, Beston, and
Cleveland. }/

As Table 1-1 and Map 1 show, the population of the Jewish Community is divided
almost evenly between the District of Columbia (49.9%) and the suburban counties and
cities of near-by Maryland and Virginia (50.1%).

mATT T .-
Lbdleaasy — T

JEWISH POPULATION BY AREA

Jewish Population
Aresn Number Percent

Northeast 8,100 10.0%
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 6,400 8.0
Northwest-East of Rock Creek 22,200 27.4
Southeast & Southwest - 3,600 .5
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 6,400 7.9
Prince Georges County (Metropclitan area) 8,700 10.7
Montgemery County (Metropolitan area) 25,500 31.5
Total Jewish population 80,900 100.0%

Twc areas show a large number of Jews. Montgomery County, Maryland, has almost
one-third of the total (25,500, or 31.5%); the part of Northwest Washington east of
Rock Creek contains over one-quarter (22,200, or 27.4%). Together these areas
account for almost six out of every ten Jews in Greater Washington - about 47,700
people. The remzining 33,200 Jews are distributed in smaller numbers in the other
five areas, into which we have divided Greater Washington. There are about 8,000-
9,000 each in Prince Georges County, Maryland, and in Northeast Washington; about
6,400 each in Northwest Washington west of Rock Creek, and in the Virginia suburbs;
and about 3,60C altogether in Southeast and Southwest D. C.

But just what do we mean by "Jewish people" who "live in" the area -- and
exactly how is the "area" limited? Answering these questions will give us a kind
of definition of what constitutes "the Washington Jewish Community," so far as this
study is concerned.

Who are considered "Jewish persons"?

Here is how we decided who Is Jewish and who is not for the purposes of
this survey. The interviewer asked: "Are there any Jewish people living in this

;/ Notes will be found at the end of each chapter.
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household?" If the snswer was "Yes," she made a list of all persons usually living
there, and then asked "Which of these people are Jewish and which are not?" Any
person so identified ag Jewish was included in this survey as a Jew, and no other
person, regardiess of his ethnic (or so-called "racial”) origin, or his present or
past religion. We included, for exXample, persons converted to Judaism, as well as
people who sald of themselves:

"I do not consider myself Jewish, in the sense that I do not practice
the Jewish religicn - but other people would call me Jewish."

"I am & Jew ethnically, but not religiously."

On the cother hand, we excluded cases reported by the interviewers in such terms
as:

"Not a Jew, but converted to Christianity."

"Mr. . 's family {parents) are Jewish, but he is not -- he
attends the Unitarian Church."

And in the following case, we recorded only one Jewish person:

"The father-in-law is the only Jew in the household. His daughter
(wife of the head of the household) was converted to Protestantism.”

In short, we have counted as Jews only those people who say that they are
Jewish. There are undoubtedly other persons in the area who are of Jewish origin
and who might, by some other definition, be considered Jewish. Since they do not
identify as Jews, they can hardly be considered members of the Jewish community.
Therefore, their absence from this study is of little importance.

Who are considered "living in" the area?

Essentially, the survey includes the permanent residents, and excludes the
transients. This means that we sought to include all those usually and permanently
making their homes here - members of families, roomers, boarders and "live-in"
domestic servants. Also counted in were those usually a part of the households,
but temporarily away - TOO persons at college or boarding school, 250 in the armed
forces, 200 on business trips, 100 in hospitals, 50 on vacation and 100 elsewhere.
These add up to 1,400, or less than 3% of the total.

Not included in the survey - nor, therefore, in the Jewish community as we have
defined it - are persons living in the following kinds of places: hotels, motels,
euto courts and trailer camps (except that persons living in apartment hotels and
residential hotels are in the survey); college dormitories; hospitals; homes for the
aged, dependent or handicapped; priscns and Jjails; military installations; and
similar places.

Thus, once more, we have excluded a number of Jewish persons resident in the
ares covered by the survey. These are for the most part only marginal members of
the Jewish community. Some uncalculated number of them are probably intermittent
users of the community's resources: the synagogues, the Jewish Community Center, etc.




What does the "survey area" include?

The area covered by this survey is based on the Washington Standard Metropolitan
Area defined by the U. 5. Bureau of the Census. We have used cnly that part of the
Metropolitan Area which was "urbanized” or built-up in 1956. Having determined the
poundaries of the area (which may be seen in Map 1, and which are described more
fully in the Supplement on Methods to this report), we designated seven "sub-areas,”
as follows:

1. Northeast D. C.

2. DNorthwest D. C. - West cof Rock Creek. This includes Georgetown, Cleveland
Park, Forest Hills, Chevy Chase, Tenleytown, Palisades and other communi-
ties along Connecticut Avenue above Calvert Street, Wisconsin Avenue,
MacArthur Boulevard, etc.

3. HNorthwest D. C. - Bast of Rock Creek. This includes the downtown section,
Columbia Heights, Mt. Pleasant, Petworth, Brightwood, Colonial Village,
Takoma and other communities along 16th Street, N, W., Georgia Avenue,
New Hampshire Avenue, N, W., etc.

4., Southeast and Southwest D. C.

5. Virzinia suburbs, including Arlington County, the cities of Alexandria
and Falls Church, and the nearer parts of Fairfax County, - Vienna,
¥Yairfex, Amnandale, Springfieid, Hollin Hills, ete.

6. Prince Georges County, Maryland - The rgrts nearest to the D..(C. line: *c
College Park, Greenbelt, Lanham, Glenarden, Seat FPleasant, Morningside,
Oxon Hill, ete.

T. Montgomery County, Maryland - The parts nearest to the D.. (. line:
Potomac, Rockville, Wheaton, Colesville, etc.

Te sum up: Of the relatively permanent population of the District of Columbia
and the built-up aress of adjacent Maryland and Virginia, not living in institutions,
there are about 80,900 who identify themselves as Jews. This is the Jewish Comnunity
described and discussed in this report; this is the Jewish population we shall refer to.

Jewish Population Density

A higher proportion of Montgomery County's populetion is Jewish than that of
any of the other sub-areas (see Table 1-2 and Map 2). Over 11% of the County's
population is Jewish. The next highest concentration of Jews are in the two North-
west areas - T% of the total population east of Rock Creek, 6.1% of the smaller
Population to the west. These are followed by lower concentrations in Northeast
D. C. (k.1%) and Prince Georges County (3.4%). Southeast and Southwest D. C. and
the Virginia suburbs have quite low proportions of Jews in their populations (1.7%
and 1.6%, respectively). For the vwhole arsa, the percentage of Jews is U4.7.

(See Table 1-2 on page 5)
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TABLE 1-2

JEWISH POPULATION CCMPARED TO TOTAL POPULATION, BY AREA

Jewish Total Jewish Population
Ares Population  Population  As Percent of Total
of Area of Ares Population of Arez
Northeast 8,100 199,000 4.19%
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 6,400 105,000 6.1
Northwest-East of Rock Creek 22,200 318, 000 7.0
Southeast & Southwest 3,600 218,000 1.7
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 6,400 410,300 1.6
Prince Georges County
(Metropolitan Area) 8,700 256,900 3.4
Montgomery County
(Metropolitan Area) 25,500 226,800 11.3
Total population 80,900 1,734,000 L7 %

Jewish Households in Greater Washington

The Jewish population described sbove is found in a total of 27,200 households,
A little over half of these are in the District (51.7%), the remainder (48.3%) out-
side, as shown in Table 1-3 and Map 3.
TABLE 1-3

JEWISH HOUSEBOLDS BY AREA

Jewish Households

Area

Number Percent
Northeast 2,300 8.k%
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 2,500 9.3
Northwest-East of Rock Creek 7,300 28.9
Southeast & Southwest 1,400 5.1
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 2,300 8.7
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan area) 3,200 11.7
Montgomery County (Metropolitan area) 7,600 27.9
Total Jewish households 27,200 100.0%

In general, the distribution of these households parallels the distribution of
the Jewish Population, as might be expected. The highest proportions are again in
MQthomery County and in Northwest D. C., east of Rock Creek; the lowest proporticon,
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once more, is found in Southeast and Southwest, D. C. Detailed comparison of Tables
i-1 and 1~3 does, in fact, show some differences. Montegomery County and Northeazst
D. C. each contain a higher proportion of the Jewish population than of the house-
holds. In each of the other areas, the contrary is the case. These differences, of
course, result from differences in the average members of Jewish people per house-
hold in the seven areas.

At this point, we should consider what is meant here by "households" and "Jewish
nouseholds."

Wnat is a "household"?

To define what we mean by household, we can do nc better than to turn to the
Census Bureau, which says: "A household includes all the persons who occupy a house,
an apertment or other group of rooms, or a room that constitutes a dwelling unit.
in general, a group of rooms occupied as separate living quarters is a dwelling unit
if it hzs separate cooking equipment or a separate entrance... A household includes
the related family members and alsoc the unrelated persons, if any... A person living
alone in a dwelling unit, or a group of unrelated persons sharing a dwelling unit as
partners, is counted as a household.” 2/

What is a "Jewish household"?

Every household included in this survey is referred to here as a "Jewish house-
hold." By this term we mean any household in which at least one Jewish person is a
regular resident. Tt will be immedistely obvious that in this way we have included
some households in which one or more members are not Jewish. We must therefore show
the proportions of these households which consist completely of Jews, and of those
which do not. Before this, however, we have one more table tc examine.

Proportion of Households in Which There Are Jewish Persons

Of all households in the survey area, slightly more than one in twenty {(5.3%)
contain one or more Jewish persons (see Table 1-k). The proportion of households
in each area which are "Jewish" by our definition is similar to the proportion of
the population in each area (shown in Table 1-2). The highest proportions of Jewish
households are in Montgomery County and Northwest D. C., the lowest in Southeast
and Southwest D. €. and in Virginia.

TABLE 1-4

JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS CCMPARED TO TCTAL NUMEER OF HOUSEHOLDS BY AREA

Number cof Total Number Jewish Households
Ares Jewlsh House- of Households as Percent of Total
heolds in Area . 1n Ares Households in Area
Northeast 2,300 56, 400 b O%
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 2,500 36,100 7.0
Northwest-Hast of Rock Creek T,000 1¢2,200 77
Southeast & Southwest 1,400 60,300 2.3
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 2,300 120,100 2.0
Prince Georges County
(Metropolitan area) 3,200 71,300 L.k
Montgomery County
(Metropolitan area) 7,600 66,100 11.5

Total households 27,200 512,500 5.2%




Composition of "Jewish" Households: Jews and Non-Jews

From this point on, we shall be concerned only with the households which we
have called "Jewish," and the people living in them. Some of these people, we have
seen, were not identified as Jewish. These non-Jewilsh persons fall into two obvious
Eroups

1. Unrelated persons: in wealthier households (especially in Montgomery
County), "live-in" domestic servants, such as housekeeper, maid or cook;
in less wealthy households (especially in Northwest D. C., east of Rock
Creek), roomers, lodgers or boarders; and unrelated single persons of
the game sex, sharing a dwelling unit as partiners.

2. Related persons: the non-Jewish partners in "mixed" marriages; the non-
Jewish children of previous "mixed marriages"; the non-Jewish parent or
other relative of a person who, originelly not Jewish, has been con-
verted to Judaism; adult children of Jewish parents, who have adopted
another religion; and similar cases.

Table 1-5 shows the proportion of households in which the related members are
all Jewish, or not all Jewish, for the whole survey area and for each of the seven
sub-areas. The all-Jewish households constitute 87.8% of =ll those in the area, or
23,900. Within these 23,900 households, incidentally, are found 76,700 of the
Jewish persons in the area. The remaining 4,200 Jews are in the 12.2% of the house-
holds (3,300 in number) which are not all Jewish:

TABLE 1-5

PROPORTION OF HOUSEHOLDS IN WHICH ALL RELATED MEMBERS ARE
JEWISH,” BY AREA

Area
D. C. Virginia Marylend
North- North- WNorth- South- (Metro- Prince Mont-
Related Members east west-  west- east & politan Georges gomery
of Household West East South-  Area) County  County motal
of of west M,A.)  (M.AL)
Rock Rock
{reek Creek
All Jewish 98.9%4 81.8% 96.0% 89.8% 65.8% 79.2% 88.4% 87.8%
Not all Jewish 1.1 18.2 4.0 1c.2 3k,2 20.8 11.6 12.2

Total households -% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%4 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

-# (2300) (2500) (7900) (1koo)  (2300) (3200)  (760C)(27,200)

A further look at Table 1-5 shows a sizable variation in the proportions of
"mixed" households in the separate areas -- that is, households among whose related
members there are at least one Jewish and one Gentile person. More than one-=third of
the Virginia households (34.2%) are mixed, in this sense, but virtually none in North-
east D. C. (1.1%). Relatively high proportions of mixed households are found in Prince
Georges County (20.8%) and in Northwest D. C. west of Rock Creek {18.2%), but lower
proportions in the other areas.




Jewish Household and Family Sige
Jewist =

The distribution of Jewish households according te their size, and in each area,
is shown in Table 1-6, Size is measured in terms of the number of Jewish persons in
the househeld, regardless of whether they are related to one another. This means

that Jewish roomers or lodgers are included (but these are not numerous). It will be
geen that hardly more than 10% of the households include more than four persons; and
another 29.3% include four persons. Of these larger households (L4 or more persons),
the bulk are in Montgomery County, Northwest D.C. east of Rock Creek and Northeast D.C.

TABLE 1-6

HOUSEHOLDS BY SIZE AND AREA

Aresg
gige: Number of D. C. Virginia Maryland
Jewigh N.E, N.W., K.W., S.E. (Metro- Prince Mont-
Persons in West Fast and politan Georges gomery Total
Household ROfk ROfk S.W. Area) County County
\.Oc Oc MIAO - (] !‘L
Creek Creek ( ) ) i b
1 50 800 1350 250 800 600 650 4500 16.5%
2 450 600 2400 450 250 1000 1150 6300 23.2
3 450 400 1750 400 350 £00 1650 5600 20.k4
L 1000 500 1550 200 700 700 3250 7900 29.3
5 300 200 Loo 100 150 250 800 2200 8.1
6 50 * 350 % 50 50 100 600 2.0
7 * v 100 ¥ * * * 100 0.5
Total households 2300 2500 7900 1400 2300 3200 7600 27,200 100.0%

* Less than 25 cases.

The households with only one or twoc Jewish perscons include virtually all of the
3300 in which not all related persons are Jewish. To deiermine the average size of
the Jewish family - defined by the Census Bureau as "a group of two or more persons
Eelated by blood, marriage or adoption, and living together" §/ -~ we must omit these
mixed" households, as well as unrelated household members. The average Jewish family
size for the survey area is 3.2 members.

] These Jewish families include 20,500 in which there is a married couple (with or
without children), and 3,400 with a head who is not married at present - that is,

!‘ 3 - L] L3 ] *
broken families" resulting from death, divorce or separation, or other unmarried
persons. “

28




Section B

Distribution of the Jewish Population by
Age, Sex and Marital Status

Since no information was gethered about ncen-Jewish persons in the households
surveyed, all references to "population", "persons", etc., in the remainder of this
report refer to Jews only.

The six tables in this section show the proportion of the Jewish population at
various age levels; the proportions cof each sex; and the proportions who are presently
married, widowed, divorced or separated, or who have never been married. In addition,
gome of the tables asre slightly more complex, and show the relationship between, for
example, age and sex ~- that is (see Table 1-7) the proportions of men, and the pro-
portions of women, separately, at each age level. We also discuss here, briefly, data
gathered which show what proportion of the population are "heads of households", what
proporticns bear various relations to the heads, the marital status of these groups,
and 50 On.

TABLE 1-7

AGE BY SEX, AND SEX RATIO IN EACH AGE GRQUP

Sex Sex Ratio
Male Female " Total (Males per

Age 7 % ~# % # % 100 Females)
Under S years k450 10.8 3850 9.6 8300 10.2 115
5 -9 Los50 10.4 4050 10.1 8300 10.3 105
10 -14 3800 9.3 3400 8.5 7200 8.9 112
15 -19 2450 6.0 1350 3.4 3800 h.7 182
20 -2k 1050 2.6 2450 6.1 3500 4.3 Wl
25 -29 2700 6.6 3100 7.9 5800 7i2 86
30 -34 4300 10.5 k100 10.2 8400 10.4 105
35 -39 3600 8.8 3800 9.6 7400 9.2 ok
Lo -4k 4750 11.6 3450 8.5 8200 10.1 1L1
45 Lo 3200 7.8 2300 5.9 5500 6.8 136
50 -54 1950 L.7 2350 5.8 L300 5.3 83
25 =59 1550 3.7 1450 3.6 3000 3.7 107
60 -6k 900 2.3 1100 2.8 2000 2.5 8L
65 -69 1100 2.7 1000 2.5 2100 2.6 112
70 Tk 500 1.2 500 2,2 1400 1.7 58
75 years and over 150 0.4 350 C.9 500 0.6 Lo
"Urder 20" years * ** * 0.1 * * --
"Over 21" yeavs 200 0.4 900 2.3 1100 1.4 -
Not reported 100 0.2 * * 100 0.1 --
Total population 41,000 100.0% 39,900 100.0% 80,900 100.0% 103

—

*: Less than 2% cases
. Less than .05 %
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Age Distribution by Sex, and Ratic of Males to Females

Tgble 1-7 contains several series of figures, which must be considered separately,
First .(at.- the extréme left) it breaks down the population into five-year age groups up
to age TU4; persons 75 and over; and three groups of those vwhose age was reported indefin
itely or not at =11. &/ Three pairs of columns show separately for each sex and then fo
the total population, the number and proportion of persons in each age group. The eXtreg
right-hand column of the table shows the "sex ratic" -- that ig, the number of males per
100 females -~ for each age group. Some of the principal facts observable in the table
are as follows:

Men and boys slightly outnumber women and girls - 41,000 to 39,900 - as indicated
in the overall sex ratio of 103. Sex ratiocs for each age group, as presented in the
table, vary from one age to the next in a most unusual and erratic fashicn. In particu-
lar the ratio for the 20 to 24 year-old group (44) is exceptionally low. The 1950 Censy
alsoc reports a tendency toward under-reporting of young men of this age. Some possible
explanations of thiy deficiency of young men in their early 20's are suggested in a note
at the end of this chapter. 5/

In each sex, almost a third of the population are children under 15 {about 28-30%)
and & similar proportion are 30 to 4k years. Between these is a relatively small number
in the ages from 15 to 29. This is the group accounting for the bulk of marriages in thy
present period and in the next few years. Their small numbers promise relatively few
children for several years to come, until the large groups now under 15 reach marriageab
age. One cannot, however, attempt to project the future size of Washington's Jewish com|
munity from its present age and sex composition slone. As the data of Chapter 3 make
clear, the bulk of the community are "in-migrants™ from outside the area, brought here b
the "New Deal", World War II, and similar national developments. Presumably the growth
of the Jewish community is related much more to the growth of Washington as a whole than
to the birth rate of present residents.

Age Digtribution in Fach Area

The seven sub-areas differ to some extent in the age of their Jewish populations
(see Table 1-8). We have grouped these populations into 10-year intervals for the most
part, except that all children under 15 are combined. Montgomery County and Northeast
D.C. both contain high proportions of children (39.0% and 36.9%, respectively, of all
Jews in each area), Northwest D.C. east of Rock Creek relatively few (16,9%). Both
sections of Northwest D.C. contain high proporiions of persons 45 and over (about 40%
in each case), while both Maryland counties have relatively few in this older group
{atout 12% each).

Further details of the composition of each area's population in terms of sex and |
age groupings are shown in Appendix Table 1-I. Perhaps the most striking fact in the !
table is that both Northwest D.C., sections have more women than men - particularly '
the area east of Rock Creek - unlike any of the other areas.

Marital Status

Tables 1-9 through 1-12 are ccrncerned with the 57,100 Jewish persons 15'years -
of age and over. These tables show the proporticn of persons of each sex who are:

Married at present (regardless of whether this is a first or subsequent marriage)
Widowed

Divorced or separated

Never married (what we usually call "single")

and also the proportions in each of these groups of persons at various ages, in each
of the seven areas in the survey, and so on.
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TABIE 1-8
AGE BY AREA

; [
1y Ares
p D. C. Virginla Maryland
P4 N.E. N.W. MW, S.E (Metro- Prince Mont-
L f Age West of Fast of and poli-  Georges gomery
tn Rock Rock S.W. tan County County
pel Creek Creek Area) (M.A.) (M.A.)
)1el -

: Under 15 years 36.9%  22.4% 16.9% 21.9% 32.4%  32.1%  39.0%

; 15-2k years 8.4 14.8 11.8 6.4 h.3 7.0 6.3
sed) 25-34 years 17.0 9.2 13.0 15.6 20.6 32.4 18.4

: 35-4l years 18.4 13.2 15.0 28.7 23.3 16.2 23.1
.cuf h5-5h years 8.7 £1.9 18.0 6.5 12.6 5.8 8.4
:ngf 55-6l years 9.2 10.0 12.1 6.3 2.6 3.0 1.1
le} 65 years and over 1.0 8.5 9.5 I 3.2 3.2 2.3
10t Under 20 years e v ces os cue 0.1 0.1

Cver 21 years 0.4 3.0 0.2 0.7 0.2 1.3

3 Not reported . . 0.3 . 0.3 veu .
O8]
Tbey Total population - % 100,0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
1 - (810C) (6400} (22,200)  (3600)  (6hoo)  (8700) (25,500)

TABLE 1-9

MARITAL STATUS BY SEX

(Population 15 years of age and over)

; Sex
>:F Marital Status Male Female Total
L
Married 79.6% 76.1% 77.9%
6 Widowed 1.2 9.5 5.3
Divored or separated 0.5 2.4 1.5
Never married 18,0 11.8 14,9
. Not reported 0.7 0.2 0.4
Total population,
15 years and over - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- i (28,500) (28,600) (57,100)

w
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Marital Status by Sex and by Age

Over three-fourths (77.9%) of local Jews aged 15 or over are married, according
to the "Total" column of Table 1-9, while most of the remainder (14,9%) have never
been married. Relatively few are widowed (5.3%), or divorced or separated (1.5%) and
not remarried, That is, the proportion listed as married includes some cases of re-
marriage following divorce or the death of a husband or wife. Consequently, it cannot
be said that only 1.5% of this group have been divorced or separated, or 5.3% ever widowed,

Comparison of the two sexes shows that about the same proportions of each are
now married, However, the percentage who are widowed is about & times as high among
women (9.5%) as among men (1.2%). A higher proporticn of "never married" persons is
found among the men and boys over 15 than among the wemen and girls (18.0% compared
to 11.8%). The percentage who are separated or divorced is higher among the women.6/

The relation between marital status and age is shown in Table 1-10. The young
people 15-19 years 0ld are virtually all (99.3%) unmarried. In the 20 to 2h-year-old
group, slightly over half (52.4%) are married, somewhat fewer (47.4%) are not yet
married and there ie already an occasional separation or divorce (0.1%). In the years
from 25 through L&, over 90% are married, the proportion who have never been married
is under lO%, the proportion divorced or separated is around 1%, and a few widowed
perscns are tound.

TABLIE 1-10
MARITAL STATUS BY AGE

(Population 15 years of age and over)

’ Age Age Indefi-
Marital Status 15-19 20-2h 25-34 35-LL U554 55.64 65 Years nite or Not
Years Years Years Years Years Years and Over  Reporied

Married 0.3% 52.4 91.2% 93.3% 87.1% T78.7% 56.9% 35.3%
Widowed ves cos .o 0.4 L5  1h4.3 Lo,2 13.0
Diverced or separated ves 0.1 1.6 0.8 2.k 2.7 0.1 9.4
Never married 99.3  W7.h4 7.2 5.5 5.6 3.9 0.8 32.9
Not reported 0.4 0.1 ves . Ok 0.4 . 9.4
Total population,
15 years and over - $  100,0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- {3800} (3500)(1k,200X15,600 (9800) (5000) (Loco) (1200)

From age 45 on, the proportion never married declines steadily toward zero (only
0.8% among those 65 and over), The proportion separated or divorced but not remarried
is at its highest (between 2 and 3%) in the 45 to 6l-year-old groups, but very low
(0.1%) among those 65 and over. The proportion who are widowed rises steadily and
sharply to k2,2% among those 65 or older, while the percentage of those still married
declines to 56.9%.
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Those whose ages were not reported definitely, or at all, include various
proportions in each marital status.

Table 1-11 compares the relaticn between marital status and age among the two
sexes. The upper part of the table shows the distribution of the male porulation,
the lower part that of the femsle. Let us consider first the proportions shown
as married in the two parts of the table. The few married persons under 20 are
women; and the percentage who are married between 20 and 25 is over twice as high
among women as among men (64,09 compared to 25.7%). In short, the women tend to
narry earlier than the men. On the other hand, if we compare the two lines showing
the widowed, we find that the proportions are again higher esmong the women at each
gge. For example: at ages 35-LL, the percentages who are widowed are 0.1% among
men, 0.6% among women; at ages 25-54, the percentages are 0.6% and 8.8%; and by the
£ime the "65 and over" group is reached, five times as high a proportion of the
women as of the men are widowed (65.5% to 12.9%). Consideration of the proportions
never married, as well, supports the following generalizations: the women tend to
marry earlier than the men;?/ g gsomewhat higher proportion of the men never marry;
the men tend to die earlier then the women, leaving the latter more often widowed.
Divorce without remarriage is found more often among women than among men: in each
succeading age groups there are more women than men svailable for marriage or
remarriage.

TABLE 1-11

MARITAL STATUS BY AGE AND SEX é/

(Populaticn 15 years of age and over)

Age
Sex and 15-19 20-24 25-3k  35-ik L5-5h 55.6L 65 years
Marital Status Years Years Years Years Years Years & Qver
Male
Married ces 25.7% 87.5% 92.6% 93.0%  90.0% 86.0%
Widowed . . . 0.1 0.6 2.b i2.9
Divorced or separated “es R 0.5 0.k 0.7 2.k ves
Never married 99.6%  73.9 12.0 6.9 5.7 b4 1.1
Not reported 0.4 0.b - ven eee 0.8 vos
Total male - % 100.0% 10C.0% 100.C% 100.0% 1C0.C% 100.0%  100.0%
- (2h00) (1200) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500)  (1800)
Female
Merried 0.7% 64.0% 9k.8%  9k.2%  B80.3%  67.9% 33.9%
Widowed cee ces . 0.6 8.8 25.8 65.5
Divorced or separated ce 0.2 2.7 1.k L.ob 2.9 0.2
Never married 98.9 35.8 2.5 3.8 5.6 3.4 O.k
Not reported 0.k . ces A 0.9 cee ces
Total female - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
- (1400) (2boo) (7200) (7300} (k700) (2500)  (2200)

a/ Table does not include 900 female, age "over 21", 200 male "over 21" and
100 male, age not repcrted.
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Distribution of Marital Status in Kach Area

In Table 1-12 we have shown the distribution of marital status among persons of
egch sex, for each of the survey sub-arezs, and separately for the whole of the
District and for the suburbs combined. Asg in the preceding table, the upper half pre-
sents figures for the male, the lower half for the female, part of the populaticn.
Let us compare, Tirst, the District and the suburbs. For both sexes, the suburbs show
2 higher proportion of married persons, and fewer never married ("single"), widowed
and divorced. Differences exist among the three suburban areas, but not such as can
be described in any general fashion.

TABIE 1-12
MARTTAL STATUS BY AREA AND SEX

(Population 15 years of age and over)

Area
D. C. Virginia Maryland T
¥.E, W.W., ¥.W., S.E. (Metro- “Prince  Mono-
Sex and West Bast and Total poli- Georges gomery Total
Marital Status of of S.W. D.C. tan County County Suburbs
Rock  Rock Area)  (MJAL)  (MLAL)
Creek Cresk
Male
Married 85.0% 75.1% 65.9% 75.2% T1.5% 85.6% 91..5% 88.8% 88, 9%
Widowed 1.0 0.8 1.2 ... 1.0 L7 0.6 0.8 1.
Divorced or
separated 0.2 1.6 0.7 1.1 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.2 0.3
Hever married 13.4% 22,5 30.6 23.7 25.7 8.2 7.5 10.2 9.2
Hot reported 0.4 ves 1.6 ‘e 1.0 1.2 0.1 # 0.2

Total male, .
15 years & over-% 10C.0% 100.0% 100.0%300.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0%
- (2500) (2500) (8700)(1500)(15,200) (2200) (3100) (8000) (13,300)

T'emale
Married 8o.5% 69.2% 59.4% 89.h% 67.0% 88.4%  90.3%  86.5% 87.68%
Widowed 3.7 5.7 20.2 3.4 14,0 2.3 5.1 3.5 3.6
Divorced or
separated 1.0 2.k 3.9 0.3 2.9 0.8 1.1 2.2 1.7
Yever married 2.6 21,9 16.3 6.9 15,8 8.0 3.5 7.4 6o
Tot reported 0.2 .8 0.2 con 0.3 0.5 ves 0.1 0.2

Total female,

15 years & over-% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100 . 0%
{06 800)(1300)(16,200)(2300) {2700} (7600} (22,!
i+ {2600) (2500) (9800)(13 s 21 7 7600)  (22,400)

% Less than .05%.




The Tour city arezs show & greater diversity. Lortheast D.C.,; with its high
proportion of married and rather low preoportion of unmarried adults, almost resembles
the suburbs. lorthwest,; weest of Rock Creel; has relatively high proporticns of the
unzrried of both sexes; Northwest, east of Rock Creek, very high proportions of
never-narried men and of widoved women; and Scutheusst-3outhwest, a Tairly high pro-
portion of men never married.

Relation of Househo%ﬂ lembers to the Head of the HogggEg%@

e ghall have occasion, at various points in this report, to refer to "hezds of
households,” "married heads of households,"” and so on. It is important for us to
make clear what we mean by these {terns.

Interviewers were instructed to ask, il {they had established thait any Jewish
people lived in a housechold, the question: "Wno is the head of this household?"
Then, having listed the other nembers of the household, they asked: "What are their
relations tc the head of the hougehold?” Our instructions explained that the "head
of the household 1s usually the ‘man of the house,' cr 'the principal breadwinner,t"
and that the head therefore might he a2 women supporting a sicl husband; a retired
mother with grown working children:; eitc. In = household congisting of twe or more
unrelated unmarried persons of the same sex sharing a dwelling unit as partners, the
persen interviewed was arbitrarily designated the head of the household, A person
living by himself is the head of his household.

Obvicusly, then, not all heads of househclds are male, nor are they necezsarily
maryied., Tables 1-IT and 1-TTT, in the Apvendix, show the distribution of all hcuse-
hold members according to thelr relation te the head of the houseiold - that is;,
head; spouse {husband or wife of the head); child of the head; or other relation
(any other Jewish person in the household). From Table 1-IT it is clear that 100
men are classified zs "spouses" - that 1s, husbands of female heads - while there
are 2400 female heads of househclds. Table 1-TIT shows the marital status of per-
sons of each sex according tc thelr relation to the househeld head. Here it is evi-
dent that while virtually 211 m=le hezds (95.0%) are married, the bulll of the fermle
heads are widowed (62.64), divorced or separated (13.0%) or never narried (22,0%).

It should also be noted, as Table 1-IIT indicates, that "neads of households"
does not include 211 married persons. When the head of the household has his married
children living with him, they sre classified as "children,” nct "hmeads,” About 50
young men and close to 300 young vomen are so listed.
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Notes

Like any estimste of a population based upon a sample, this estimate must be
gualified. We may say that the chances are 2 out of 3 that the total Jewish
population lies within one "standard error,” or 6.24% of 80,900 (that is, between
75,80C and £86,000). Ectimates of the populations of the Jewish communities in
other cities cited, which are shown below in the footnote to Table 3-12 (in
Chapter 3, Section B) were obtained from .the swmary by Alvin Chenkin, "Communi-
ties with Jewish Populations of 100 or More (Estimated),"” in American Jewish Year
Book, Vol. 57 (195C), Morris Fine, Bd., pp. 126-130,

U. 5. Bureau of the Census. U. S. Census of Populaticn, 1950. Vol II,
Characteristics of the Population, Part 9, Dist. of Col., Chapter B; p. IX.
Washington: U, 5. Govermment Printing Office, 1952. ,

Tbid.

Age was determined by asking for both year of birth and, age at last birthday,

and using the first when in doubt. As may be seen it yas principally women who
answered, in accordance with tradition, "Over 21." The proportion not reporting
age at all was somevwhat higher initially. Internal evidence in the questionnaire,
such as date of arrival in the U. $. or in Washington, vear of marriage, length
of residence, etc., was used to clasgify some respondents as "over 21" or

"under 2¢."

According to the Census Bureau,".., for the United Ste. eés as a whole there tends
to be an underenumeration of ... males between the ages of 18 and 24 years."

Op., cit., p. VII. Several possible explanations for the relatively small number
of 20 to 2h-year old men in this survey may be suggested. In the first place,

as Table 3-2, in Chapter 3, Section A, demonsirates, the proporticn of 15-24 -
yeay old males born in the District of Columbisz as contrasted to other places is
much higher than the corresponding figure for femaleg., This means that a con-
siderable number of young woemen have come tc Washingbon, in this age-group,
atiracted, perhaps, by the possibility of govermment clerical jobs. This is one
evident source of the excess of young women in the ages 20-24, It may =slsc be
that more Washington-born young Jewish men leave the area to find jobs than young
women., A further possible source of the seeming deficiency of males of this age
may be found in the absence of a number of them eitler at college or in the armed
forces. Interviewers were instructed to obtain a complete enumeration of all
persons "usually" living in the household. In some cases, either the interviewer
or the interviewee may have failed to list those away on a long-term basis, as
in the armed forces, or virtually all year, as at cocllege through a misunder-
standing of the word "usually."

If the numbers of married men and of married women are calculated from the dats
of Table 1-G, they will be found not to agree. This ig due to the 3100 Jewish
persons married te Gentiles. Since the latter are not included in the survey, the
numbers of husgbands and wives cannot balance,

This tendency is further indicated by a comparison of the ages of the husbands and
wives in the 2C,500 married couples included. Ages were grouped in 5-year inter-
vals. The husband was older than the wife by one age-group (on the average, 5
years) in Lh4.5% of the cases; older by two age-groups, 8.5%; older by more than
two age-groups, 2.7%; in the same age-group, 36.3%; and younger then the wife, 5.5%.
In 2.5% of the cases the age of one or both was not reported.
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CHAPTER 2

SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF THE JEWISH POPULATION:

FEDUCATION, EMPLOYMENT, INCOME AND MILITARY SERVICE

In the first of this chapter's five sections we are concerned with
the education of Washington's Jewish population. The next three sections
deal with economic details: employment status and class of employer;
occupation and indugtry; and income. A final briel secticn reports on
mititary service.

Section A is about the education of local Jews. The first three
tables concern the adult population which generally speaking has com-
pleted its education (age 25 years and over), and compares the number of
years of schooling of the two sexes, and of persons at each age level from
25-34 years to 65 and over. A succeeding table compares the educational
attainment of household heads in each sub-area. The last table in this
section deals with the adolescent and young adult pepulation (15-20 years
old), showing not only the extent of their schocling but also the propor-
tions attending schocl currently at each age level,

In Section B, four tables show the distribution of Jewish persons
sccording to their employment status - that is, whether they are currently
"working for pay or profit” (employed), going to school, keeping house,
unempicyed, or retired - and, for those currently working, whether they
are employed by the government, by a private employer or self-employed.
Both employment status and class of employer are shown by age and sex.

The distribution of Washington Jews by occupation and industry are
discussed in Section C. Relations of each of theese to age and sex, to
each other and to class of employer are displayed in this section's six

“tables,

Section D is devoted to "family income" -~ the total income of the
family. The distribution of incomes according to size is shown for each
sub-area. Relations between family income size and the head of household's
occupation and class of employer are also presented.

In the final section, E, there is a brief discussion of military service
of the Washingten area Jewish population.
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Section A

Education

1/
Education of the Adult Population

As Table 2-1 shows, the educaticnal achievement of Washington Jews 1s strikingly
high. Buch achievement is typical of Jewish populations in the United States g/; it
also reflects the educaticnal level of the white population of the Washington area
generslly. §/ For the "adult population" we have selected persons:.aged 25 and over,
following Census Bureau procedure. By the age of 25, most people have completed
their schooling. According to Table 2-1, of the total {shown in the right-hand
column), just 10.0% have had nc high school at all., At the other extreme, over
half {51.6%) have had at least a year of college (13-years or more cf schooling}.
More than 1 in 3 (36.0%) heve a college degree, while almost a cuarter (23.29) have
had some post-graduate ccllege work.

TABLE 2-1
EDUCATION BY SEX

(Populaticn 25 years of age and over)

Education: Sex
Yesrs of Scheol Male Female Total
Completed
Four years or less 2.1% 5.5% 3.6%
5-8 years 6.0 6.4 6.2
9-11 years 7.G 7.2 Te5
12 years {High school) 16.5 38.2 27.3
13-15 years 15.6 15.6 15.6
16 years (College) 13.0 12.6 12.8
17 yesrs or more 36.0 10.3 23.2
Noct reported 2.9 b.2 3.6
Total population
25 years and over - 9% 100,0% 100.0% 10G.0%
-5 (24,900) (2k,800) (49,700)

It should be noted here that this study heas defined education in terms of the
number of years of schooling completed, in public or private slementary, Juniocr
high or high schocls, colleges or universities. Attendance at trade or vocational
gchools was not included. Foreign schooling was translated into equivalent American
terms(as far as possible.

Education and sex, When we compare the educational achievement of men and cf
woren (still in Table 2-1)-- a marked difference is apparent. Just about half of
the men (49.0%) have college degrees, but less than a quarter (22.9%) of the women.
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aimilar proportions of men and of women have less than a high school education (16%
and 19.1%, respectively). More than twice as high a proportion of the women (38.2%
to 16.5%) have corpleted Just 12 years of schooling. As a consequence of this in-
equality of educational atiainment, Jewish hughands tend 1o be better educated than
their wives.

Education and age. As one findsin almost any pepulation, so among Washington
Jews -- among the adults, the lower the age, the higher the educational level {see
Teble 2-2).

TABLE 2-2
EDUCATION BY AGE

(Population 25 years of age and over)

Education: Age

Years of School 25-34 35-44 4554 5564 65 years "Over 217

Completed vears years vears years & over vears
Four years or less Q.19 0.1% 1.3% 1149 26.7% 9.0%
5-8 years 0.2 2.6 6.7 22,9 21.6 Ok
G-11 years 1.7 7.5 13.3 11.2 10.1 6.6
12 years (High school) 26.3 31.5 29,4 20,2 15.3 28.2
13-15 years 22,7 15.7 1h.0o 9.3 3.3 9.3
16 years (College) 16.h 15.5 11.7 6.3 2.7 L,
17 years or more 30.5 26.6 21.2 11.0 3.3 21.7
Not reported 2.1 0.5 2.b 5.7 16.5 20.6
Total population

25 years and over - %  100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100. 0% 100.C%

- s (1k,200) (15,600}  (9800)  (5000) {4000) (1100)

opposite "17 years or more" of schocling drop as age increases,
clude higher proparticnz of foreign born (see Chapter 3, Section A) and "self-made"

Consider the first line of the table - this shows that the proportion with less
than 5 years of schooling incresses steadily with age.

Conversely, the proportions

The older groups in-

business men (see Table 2-11); the younger generation have been able to obtain wore
The contrast 1s sharpest in the ollowing tabulation, drawn from Table 2-2:

schocling.

Education in Years

8 or less
9-12
13 or more
Not reported

Total

Age 25-3L4

0.3%
28,0
69.6

2.1

100.0%

Age 65 and Over

=

%

rn
OO W Qo

.
.

.
.

l_.?

3
4
8
>
C

100. 0%

Even 1f 211 those 65 or over whose education was "not reported” turned out to have

nad 13 or more years cof education, the slight scheoling of this group would be

markedly in contrast with the education of the younger group.
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Relation of education to age and sex. A more detailed analysis of the relations
between education, age and sex may be obtained from examination of Table 2-3.

TABLE 2-3

EDUCATION BY AGE AND SEX é/

(Population 25 years and over)

, Age and Sex
Education:
Years of 25-3k 35-k4h 45-5L4 55-64 65 years
School years years years years & over
Completed Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female Male Female
Four years or less ... 0.2% ... 0.1% 0.4 2.4%  9.1% 13.5% 15.3% 35.8%
5-8 years 0.3% 0.1 3.1% 2.1 8.9 4.2 1z.6  33.0 26.0 18.1
9-11 years 1.1 2.3 9.5 5.2 11.0 16.0 1h.2 8.3  10.h 9.8
12 years
(Eigh school) 0.8 4.3 17.9 47.3 19.9 39.8 18.8 25,6 18.3 12.8
13-15 years 25.4  20.0 13.7 18.1 1lh.2 13.8 6.3 12.2 3.h 3.3
16 years (College) 13.3 19.4 17.3 13.4 8.7 1ik.g 12.6 0.2 5.k 0.5
17 years or more 47.2 14,4 38.3 13.0 3L4.9 6.2  19.h4 2.9 8.7 .
Hot reported 1.9 2.3 C.2 ¢.5 2.0 2.7 7.0 4.3 12.5  19.7

Total populzition -
25 years & over-%100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 1C0.0% 100.0% 100.0% 10C.0% 100.0%
-#(7000) (7200) (8300} (7300) (5100) (L700) (2500) (2500) (1800) (2200)

a/ Teble does not include 250 male and 900 female, zge "over 21."

Once more the increase of those with 4 years or less of schooling, as age increases,
mey be seen, but we can also see that this group is larger among women than among men.
By contrast, the proportions with 17 or more yesars' schooling increase steadily as one
looks from right to left in the table (i.e., from older to younger), especially among
the men. Let us sum up the contrast once more, with data from Table 2-3:

Education in Years Age 25-34 Age 65 and Over
Men Women Men Wormen
8 or less 0.3% 0.3% L1.3% 53.9%
9-12 11.9 43,6 28.7 22.6
13 or more 85.9 53.8 17.5 3.8
Not reported 1.9 2.3 12.5 19.7
Total 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

Thus at each age the education of women lags behind that of men.

Lducation of Household Heads by Ares

To compare the educaticnal level of the Jewish populatlions of the seven areas in
the survey, we have used information on heads of households only (see Table 2-4).
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TABLE 2-L4.
EDUCATION BY AREA

(Heads of households only)

e

paucation of Head:
Years of Schosl
Completed

Four years or less

5-8 years

g-11 years

12 years (High school)
13-15 years

16 years (Ccllege)

17 years oOr more

Not reported

Area
D.C. VA. MD,
North- N.W. N.W, Scuth~-(M,4.) FPrince Mont- Total
east West East cast Georges gomery
of cf & County County
Rock Rock  South- (M.A.)  (M.AL)
Creek Creek west
6.2% ... 54 5% 2.5%  0.3% 1.3% - 3.4
6.2 L,5% 13.1 5.6 7.9 5.4 1.646 6.8
8.1 3.8 9.4 37.6 2.7 2.8 7.5 8.4
27.7 13.5 25,8 9.9 8.4 1i7.2 11.6  17.7
7.4 15.3  10.3 7.3 26.8 16.4 16.0 1L4.8
2h,0 10,8 12.1 13.1 11.3 13.4 0.4 12,7
9.7 Lh,o 18,0 22.3 41.6 39.7 52.3  33.9
0.7 7.2 2.8 1.7 1.0 3.5 0.6 2.3

Total, heads of
nouseholds - %

100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% a/
(2300) (2200) (7800) (1300) (2000) (3000) (T7hoO)(26,000)

3%. g/ This figure 1is less than the number of houscheclds -~ 27,200 - because
in 1200 households the head was not Jewish,

Consideration of the proportions with more than 16 years' schooling (that is, educa-
tion beyond graduaticn from college) reveals marked contrasts, which we present below:

Area % of household heads
; with 17 or more years' schooling

D.C. ~ N.E. 9.7%

hij W. of Rock Creek Lh.g

N E. of Rock Creek 18.C

5.E, & S5.vW, 22.3
Va. {Metropolitan aresz) hi.6
Prince Georges County

(Metropolitan area) 29.7
Montgomery County

(Metropclitan area) 52.3
A1) areas 33.9%

Education ana School Attendance of Adolescents and Young Adults

The group whose educational achievement and current attendance is laid out in
Table 2-5 ranges from the 15 to 19-year-olds, some of whom have had all the schooling
they ever will have, through the 25 to 29-year-olds, a small proportion of whom are
$1111 attending college.,

The table shows two sets of Information for the group
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TABLE 2-5
EDUCATTION AND PRESENT SCHCOOL ATTENDANCE  BY AGE AMND SEX

(Population 15-29 years of age)

Eduegtion:

Present Age and Sex
Years of School 15-19 Years 20-2L Years 25-20 Years
School Attend- Male Female Total Male Female Total Male Female Tot
Completed ance

Four years or less AtL.

Nob att.  .or e en e 0% o
5-8 years Att. 1.1 0.3%  0.84  0.5% 0.1%

Mot att. 0.2 0.1 0.8% 0.6 0.3% 0
9-11 years Att. L6 s2.0 7.2 . e

Mot att. L.h 2.8  19.6 . 6.0 1.3 .8 1
12 years

(High scheol) Att, 25.1 5.9  19.7 2.4 0.3 0.9 ‘e

Not att. 3.8 L7 h,1 18,9 s1i.2 L1k 11.8  37.3 0 25
13=-15 years Att. 5.5 18.4  10.1  26.0 15.2 18.5 8.1 ce 3

Not att. 0.3 0.5 0.5 6.5 20.3 16.1 1g.2 13.3 16
16 years (College) Att. e e ce 1.9 1.9 1.9 0.5 0.1 0

Not att. e - B A 6.1 7.9 7.5 27.9 18
17 years of more  Att. 1.8 0.5 5.9 e 2

ot att. 5.6 0.6 2.2 Lh.3 19.6 131
Hot reported ATt. 15.0 13.5 14,5 0.8 1.2 1.1 e 0.3 Q.

Not att. - 0.3 0.2 3.8 2.4 2.8 1.1 0.6 0
Sub-totals Att. 91,3 94,1 92.3  33.4 18,6 23.0 1k.5 O.k 6.

Not att. 8.7 5.9 7.7 66. 1. 77.0  85.5 99.6 g3,
Totals - % 100.0% 1C0.C% 100.0% 100.0% 100.C% 100.C% 100.C% 100.C% 100.

- {2koo) (1&0C) (3800) (1100) (2400) (3500) (2700) (3100) (580

15-to 29 years of age: education (in years of school completed) and whether or not
currently attending school. These are presented separaiely for three age groups, and
within each of these by sex. While all the percentages. in each column total lOO.C%, the
percentages shown as "attending” at each educational level ars shown as s sub-total, and
gimilarly for fthose "not attending,” Jjust above the column totals.

Let us look first at these sub-totals. We see that
of those aged 15 to 19, over 90% of each sex are still going to school
of those aged 20 to 24, about s third of the men (33.4%) but only
18.6% of the women are currently attending school
of those aged 25 to 29, 1k.5% of the men and just about none (0..4%) of
the women are presently going toc school
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These figures represent not all who way be taking one or two courses, but those
whose principal activity is attending school. That is, this is thelr "employment
" as defined in the following section of this chapter. The figures in these

status,”
sub-totals show once more that the men obltain mere education than the women.

The bulk of the 15-to 19-year-olds, of course, are in high school, with a few
atill finishing up their elementary schooling. A swall proportion of boys of this
age are already in college (5.5%), but a higher proportion of girls have entered
(18.45). About 7.4% of the total are "not attending” school -- presumably most of
thase have dropped out of high schocl prior to completing work there, or have
ended their schooling with s high-school diploma. Some few are "not attending” due
to physical or mental ailments cor other causes. Of the group whose education was

"not reported,” wmost were apparently attending school in the grade appropriate o
their age.

Ameng the 20 to 2h-year-olds, two observations stard out: first, that almost
a1l those of elther sgex still attending school have completed 13-15 years -- i.e.,
all but the last year of college; and two, that over half of the women have had
12 years (i.e., 2 high school education) and are no longer attending.

Among the 25 to 29-year group, the men still attending include almost equal
proportions with 13-15 years (8.1%) and with 17 or more years (5.9%) of schooling -
that is, completing undergraduate college courses or working toward graduste
(probably professional) degrees. Comparison of the women of this age and ages 20-2h,

incidentally, shows a lower proporticn in this clder group who have stopped at the
end of high schcol.




Section B

Employment Status and Class of Employer

Employment Status

The term "employment status" refers to the way in which a perscn chiefly
"spends his time." It was ascertained by asking, for each person in
each household: "At present, is he working for pay or profit, keeping house, going
to school, or what?" The answers to this question were classified as shown in
Table 2-6., Let us take a few moments 1o explaln what these terms mean, relying on
Census Bureau definitions in part. 5/

TABLE 2-6
EMPLOYMENT STATUS BY SEX

(Population 14 years of age and over)

Sex
Boployment Status Male Female Total
In labor force
Civilian
Working for pay or profit 77.1% 27.9% 52.5%
Unemplcyed 1.7 0.9 0.9
Military: in armed forces b7 * 2.4
Sub-total, in labor force (83.5) (26.8) (55.8)
Hot in labor force
Keeping house . 60. 4 30.6
Going to school 12.5 7.6 10.0
Retired 3.1 2.0 2.5
Other * 0.k 0.2
Sup-total, not in labor force (15.6) (70.4) (L3.3)
Hot reported 0.9 c.8 0.9
Total population,
14 years of age and over = % 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
- (29,200) (29,100) (58, 200)

* Less than ,05%

Over half (52.5%) of the 53,200 persons aged 14 and over are shown as "working
for pay or profit,” or employed. This includes those working for others, working
Tor themselves, or working as unpaid employees in family-operated businesses {e.c.,
the wife of & store~keeper who works in the store with her husband). Within this
group are those vho were at work at the {ime of the survey, and those who had jobs
but were temporarily not working ~ for example, on vacation, 111, and so on.
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Less than 1% of the total were unemployed - that is, did not have jobs but were
actively seeking work.

Members of the armed forces on active duty comprised 2.L4% of the total.

The labor force is composed of the three groups above: the employed and the
unemployed, who together make up the civilian labor force, plus those who are
currently in the armed forces. As Tuble 2-6 shows, 55.8% of the total local Jewish
population vere in the labor force.

Those nct in the laber force include women who were primarily occupled with
their own home housework {30.6% of the total), students who were primarily occupied
with attending school (10.0%), retired persons (2.5%) and a very small proporiicn
(0.2%) of "others." In the latter category are unmarried young women who, having
completed their schooling, were not seeking work; older women living with their
married children, formerly "keeping house” and nov voluntarily idle; persons at
present in institutiocns, and some others. 6/

Relation of Sex and Age to Employment Status

The two sexes, oI course, show marked differences in their employment status
(see Table 2-6). OFf the men, 83.5% are in the labor force, but only 28.8% of the
women. The latter figure isg considersbly lower than the 1950 Census report for the
total white population. Z/ The males in the labor forece alsc include M.T% on active

service in the armed forces, and a proportion of unemployment about twice as high
ag among the women.

Among those not in the labor force, the largest segment is the 60.&% of the
women engaged in housekeeping. Since we cobserved previously that men receive more
education than women, 1t is to be expected that a higher proportion of males than cf
females over 14 are reported as going to school (12.5 to 7.6%). The slightly higher
proportion of men than of women show: as "retired" (3.1 to 2.0%) reilects once more
the greater percentage of men who work (butside the home).

Table 2-7 permits us to examine the "life history,” occupationally speaking, of
men snd of women. Considering first the men: in the 14-19-year group, the bulk
(91.84) are still in school, a small proportion (4;4%) are already working, a smaller
number still (2.4%) are in the armed forces. Between 20 and 2k years, almost a third
(32.4%) are going to school, but more (39.7%) are in the armed services and over a
quarter (26.2%) are working. From age 25 through age 64 almost all are working,
although some of the younger men are still completing their education or military
Service, and in the clder group unemployment and retiremeni are increasing. IHardly
more than half of those 65 and over {55.1%) are still working, while three-eighths
(3/.0%) are retired.

The pattern for women, of course, differs somewhat. Housekeeping is the chiefl
status in =211 ages above 20, except in the L5 to Sh-year-old group. A higher propor-
tiin are working, at this age, than at any other. Two possibilities suggest them-
Selves:
8re ocompleted (that is, whose children are grovn) tend to seek employment cutside the

ome. A second possibility is that the women in this age group, for specific reasons
Mot immediately apparent, have been working in greater proportions than those older
Or younger than themselves, more or iess all of their adult lives.

Tirst, that this represents = consistent pattern in which women whose families
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TABLE 2-7

o

BMPLOYMENT STATUS BY AGE AND SEX

(Population 14 years of age and over)

Employment Status hge

by Sex 1h-19 20-24 25-34k  35-44 4554
YEears  years  years  vyears  years

55-6L 65 years §
years & over 9§

‘lale
Working for pay or profit Lohdy  o26.0%  86.85  96.0% 92,1%
Unemployed eee 0.5 0.1 ces L.5
In armed forces 2.4 39.7 6.7 3.5 2.1
Sub-total, in labor force (6.8 (66.77 {(93.6° (99.57 (98.7:
Going to school 91.8 2.4 5.7 e ce
Retired Cae cee ves Pee 0.8
{Other 0.2 i ‘o .1l
Sub~total, not in lotcw
force (92.0) (32.%)  (5.7) e (0.9)
Not reported 1.2 0.9 0.7 0.5 O, b

85 . 4% 55.1%
57 5.7

(91.1.  (60.8)
B.7 37,0
0.2

Total male 1k yre & over - ¢ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- 5 (3100) (1100) (7c00) (8300) (5100)

Female
Working for pay or profit 2.9%  36.4% 24,04  28.646 50.8%  18.8% 13.
Unemployed 0.2 1 cee 0.k 1.0 1.k 1.
In armed forces ‘e A 0.1 . “es 0.2 e
Sub-total, in labor force (3.2 (ho.5: (2k.zy (29.0 (51.6  (20.k  (15.1)
Keeping house ces 40.8 75.3 T0.7 L6.9 60,k 70.5
Going to school 93.7 18.3 0.2 cen . v .
Retired . - . ves 0.9 7.0 10.
Other 1.1 . * 0.1 * 0.8 2.
Sub-total, not in labor
force (ok.8) (59.1) (75.5) (70.8) (47.8) (77.2) (83.4)
ot reported 2.0 0.k 0.3 0.2 O.h 2.4 1.
Total female,
14 years and over - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 10C.0% 100.0% 1C0.0% 100,
- (1900) (2400) (7200) (7300) (L7c0) (2500) (220

* Less than .05%
g/ Table dcoes not include 200 male and 900 female, age over 21.

The other age at which a relatively high proportion of women are

pay or profit" is from 20 to 24 - that is, while a number of them are waiting to marryi
2

and retire from the labor force to keeping house. It is at this age,
ployment among women is highest.

"vorking for

too, that unem-~ !
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class of Employer
Clasg OF Do DJ-1

0f the 30,500 Jewish persons in the Washington area who are at present working
for vay or profit, slightly over a third (36,8%) work for the govermment, about the
same proportion (35.9%) work for private employers and almost a quarter are self-
employed (see Table 2-8). Twice as high a proportion of men as of women are self«
employed {27.7 and 13.6%), while higher percentages of women than of men are in both
government and private employment.

TABIE 2.8
CLASS OF EMPLOYER BY SEX

(Population 14 years of age and over,
working for pay or profit)

Class of Employer Sex

Iale Female Total
Government 34.8% L2, 0% 36.8%
Self~-employed 277 13.6 23.7
Private gnterprise 33.9 Le,o 35.9
ot reported 3.6 2.4 3.6

Total pepulation,

1k years and over

working for pay or profit - % 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0%
i

-4 (22,k00)  (B100)  (30,500)

The groups who are employed by private businesses, by government and by them-
selves differ in age, as Table 2-9 shows. TFor the men, we can see that the youngest
groups (under 25) sre almost all working for private enterprises, while the same
privately-employed sroup shows the highest proportion aged 65 and over. These
figwres suggest that men may enter government service later than private business,
and begin their own business or professiocnal enterprises, if at all, even later in
life. Differences in the proportions of men over 45 working for the government, for
themselves or for other employers may be interpreted in various ways. The smaller
Proportsions of older men in governmment service may point to relatively early retire-
ment; to a ghift from govermment to self-employment; or to the possibility that rmost
of the Jews in government, dating from New Deal days or since, are relatively young.

For women the picture is slightly different. The government is the principel
smployer of the vounger women, and also seems To hold z higher proportion of its
f?male enployees than of its male through age 55. It may be that women are less
likely than men to leave government to establish their own enterprises. The self-
fmployed women gre somewhat older than self-employed men. The same corparison
applieg among the privately-employed.
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TABLE 2-9
CIASS OF EMPLOYER BY AGE AND SEX

(Population 1l years of age and over,
working for pay or profit)

Clags of Employer

Age and Sex

Govern- Self- Private
ment employed enterprise Total
Male

14-19 years - ‘e 1.8% 0.6%
20-24 years 0.3% 0.7% 2.7 1.2
25-34 years 24,8 20.8 33.1 27.2
35-44 years 47.6 29.1 30.1 35.8
45.54 years 16.3 28.6 18.6 21,1
55-6lL years 6.8 16.7 7.3 9.4
65 years and over 3.5 3.6 6.3 L.3
"Over 21" years 0.7 0.3 0.1 0.4
Total male, 1L yrs. & over ,
working for pay or profit-% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0%

- (7800) (6200) (7600) F/(ae L00)

Female

14-19 years 1.0% e 0.5% 0.7%
20-24 years 1h.7 ve 11.¢ 10.9
25-34 years 21.3 Ll 28.4 21.5
35-4L years 29.9 37.7 18. 4 25,4
U554 vears ol b Lo.2 32.5 29.2
55-6l years 3.9 15.7 5.5 59
65 years and over 0.1 1.6 2.2 3.6
"Over 21" years .9 0.k 1.5 2.8
Total female, 1k yrs, & over
working for pay or profit-t¢ 100.0% 100. 0% 100. 0% b/ 00- 0%

-k (3400) (1100) (3400) /(8100

é/ Includes 800 cases - employer not reported - not shown in table.

E/ Includes 200 cases - employer not reported - not shown in table.
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Section C

Occupation and Industry

occupational Distribution

Jews in general tend to be concentrated in professional proprietorial and white-
collar jobs. @/ The Washington white population is likewise heavily weighted with
professional,and clerical workers. 2/ It 1s therefore not surprising to learn the
overwhelming majority of employed Washington Jews are in such occupations.

TABLE 2-10.
OCCUPATION BY SEX

(Population 1&t years of age and over, working for pay or profit)

Sex
Qccupation Male Female Total

Accountants and auditors 2.6% 0.3%
Engineers and architects

Lawyers and judges

Medical professions

Natural scientists

Loclal sclentists

Teachers

Other professional and technical

Sub-total, professional and technical
Managers, officials and proprietors
Boclkkeepers
Secretaries, stencgraphers and typists
Other clerical

Sub-total, clerical workers
Insurance agents and brckers
Real estate agents and brokers
Other salesmen and sales clerks

Sub-total sales workers
Printing craftemen
Other craftsmen, foremen, etc.

Sub-total, craftemen, foremen, etc. {"Skilled")
Operatives, apprentices, etc. ("Semiskilled")
Service workers {"Semiskilled")

Laborers ("Unskilled" )
Not reported

*
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Total, 14 years of age and over
working for pay or profit - % 100.0% 100.0% 100, 0
—_ - # (22,800)  (8100)  (30,500)

* Less than ,05%
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Summarizing Table 2-10, we learn that of this group:

1.8% are in professional and technical occupations.
.1% are managers, officials or proprietors

2% are clerical or sales workers

% are manual workers

% are in the "occcupation not reported" category

Thus over half of the employed group are owners, managers or professionals. About
half of those not reporting their occupation are government employees (ccrpare Table
2-12). For many of these not reporting, the work was described as "classified."

A more detailed breakedown of the ceccupation distribution,; separately for each
sex as well as for both sexes combined, is presented in Table 2-10. As might be
anticipated, 1t is the men who are concentrated in the owner-manager-professional
group, while the women are found chiefly in clerical Jjobs. While the meaning of most |
of these occurational titles is self-evident; a few words of additional explanation
will be found in & note at the end of this chapter. 10/

Tabvle 2-11 shows the occupational distribution for each sex in four age groups: |
under 35; 35-4li; L5-5L; and 55 and over. In general, the proportion of professionals |
is higher in the younger (and better-educated)} groups, lower amcng the older. Most |
of the variations frcm one age group to the next do not it any particular pattern,
suggesting that many Tactors influence the distributicns shown.

TABLE 2-11
OCCUPATION BY AGE AND SEX

(Population 14 years of age and over, working for pay or profit)

Under 35-4k 45.54 55 years

Sex and Occupation

35 years years years and over Total
Male
Professional & technical workers  U5.2% 38.8% 32,49 27.5% 37.8%
Managere, officials, proprietors 21.5 24,8 23.3 32.3 24,5
Clerical & sales workers 17.8 15.4 30.6 25.9 20.8
Manual workers 11.h4 9.7 5.9 12.1 9.7
Not reported 4,1 11.3 7.8 2.2 1.2
Total male, 14 years & over -
working for pay or profit - % 10C.0% 100.¢%  100.0% 100.,0% 100. 0%
- # (6500) (8ooc)  (k700) {3100) (ee,uoo)P/:
Femzle
Professional & technical workers 15.9%  28.0% 8.5% a/ 15.1%
Managers, officials & proprietors 1.1 7.1 12.5 a/ 7.6
Clerical & sales workers 61.9 55.5 68.7 a/ 5G.9
Manual workers 14,9 1.3 7.6 a/ 8.6
ot reported 6.2 8.1 2.7 o/ 8.6
Total female, 1L years & over
working for pay or profit - % 100.0%  100.C% 100,0% 1Cu . G5 100, 0%
- #  (e7o0)  (2100) (2300) (eco) (8100)¢/

g/_ Too few cases to show detail
b/ Includes 100 cases "over 21" not shown in table

¢,/ Includes 200 cases "over 21" not shown in table




Relation between Occupation and Class of Employer
Relabl-

The class of employer for whom each occupation is practised is shown in
mable 2-12. It will be seen that over halfl of the professional and clerical workers
sre government employees (respectively 56.4 ani 57.0%) as are the greater part of the
ckilled craftsmen {43.2%) and those with occupations not reported (49.5%). Over 2/3
of the mans srs, OfflCIalS and proprietors (68.0%) are self-employed. Most of the
sales workers (81.3%) and of the semi-skilled and unskilled cperatives, service
sorkers and laborers (88.9%) are in private industry. 11/

TABLE 2-12
CLASS OF EMPLOYER BY OCCUPATTION

(Popuiation 1! yeasrs and over, working for pay or profit)

Occupation
Profes- Mans - Crafts- Opera-
Class of sional gers, men , tives, tlot
Employer & tech- offi- Cleri- fore-  service re-
nical cilals cal Szles  mnen, ~orkers, ported Total
workers & pro- workers workers etc. laborers
prie-
tors
Government 5647 % 57.0%° 4.1% }3.2% 3.9% ho,5%  36.8%
Self -employed 21.0 68 o 0.6 13,7 19.0 6.8 2.1 23,7
Private enterprise 19.9 23.9 h2.0 81.3 37.6 88.9 16.0 35.9
Not reported 2.7 0.4 0.k 0.9 cas O.L 32,4 3.6
Total population, % 100,0%  100.0% 100. 0% 100.¢%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%

14 years & over,
working for pay # '700)
or profit

(6100) (5600) (3900)  (1800) (1100)  (2300) {30,500)

Industry in Which Employed

Table 2-13 shows that almost two-thirds of those employed either by private
business firms or by themselves are in retail itrade (34.8%); business, repsir or per=
sonal services (13.2%); or medical, legal, welfare or related services (16.9%). The
industries grouped under the headings are described in the footnotes %o the table.

In this and the following two tables, it should be noted, figures refer to those
employed outside of government.

The meaning of the figures in Table 2-13 is clarified by the detail of the suc-
ceeding table (2-14). This shows the occupation composition of each industry. Tt
thus becomes clear that the organlzatlons an® businesses grouped under "medical,
legal, welfare and related services" employ the largest shares of professional
workers (Sh.Lk%) and of clerical workers (36.2%). The other fairly large group of
Professionals is the 13.3% in business, repair and personal services. Large groups
Of clerical workers are found in wholesaie trade (18.8%) snd finance, insurance and
real estate offices (16.3%). Retail trade accounts for over half the managers and
Proprietors (5h.%n)and two-thirds of the sales workers (65.2%). Craftsmen are mostly
in manufacturing (32.2%) or in business, repair and personal services (31.8%), while

over half (53.6%) of the semi-skilled and unskilled workers are in the latter group
of services.

| e
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TABLE 2-13
INDUSTRY IN WHICH EMFLOYED

(Population 1b years of age and over, working for pay or profit) a/

Industry Percent
Construction L.o%
Manufacturing b/ 5.5
Wholesale trade 8.1
“etall trade cf 34.8
Finance, insurance & real estate 8.1
Business, repair & personal services g/ 13.2
Entertainment & recreation services 3.0
Medical, legal, welfare & related

services e/ 16.9
Other £/ 1.8
Not reported 3.7

Total &/ - % 100.0%
- f (18,300)

i

Table excludes government employees

Includes bakery, beverage and other focd plants, metal fabrication,
printing and publishing, etc.

Includes retail stores generally (e.g., clothing, department, drug,
furniture, grocery, hardware, jewelry, liguor stores), auto dealers,
gasoline service stations, restaurants, ete.

Includes accounting, advertising and other business services; auto
repair shops, garages and other repair services; hotels, rooming houses,
laundry, cleaning, dyeing, and other personal services.

Includes medical practice, hospitals, law firms, private schools,
non~profit organizations, etec.

Includes agriculture, forestry and fisheries; mining; transpertation,
telephone, telegraph and other public utilities; =znd domestic service.
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TABLE 2-14
INDUSTRY BY CCCUPATION

(Population 1k years of =age =nd over, working for pay or profit) &/

Qccupation
Managers, Opera-
Industry b/ offi- Crafts- tives,
Profes- cials men, service
sional & Cleri- fore- workers
& proprie- cal Sales men and
technical tors workers workers etc. laborers
Construction 6.0% T 0% 0.6% 0.7% 19.1% 1.49
Manufacturing 5.8 1.1 2.9 2.3 32.2 2.6
Wholesale trade C.2 10.4 18.8 7.3 “es 9.k
Retail trade 5.0 54,9 7.7 65.2 .7 21.C
Finance, insurance & real estate 3.k 2.1 16.3 21.8 cen 2.6
Brnsiness, repair and
personal services 13.3 13.0 8.1 1.1 31.8 53.6
Entertainment and recreation
services 2.6 b.h 0.2 O.h4 cae vee
Medical, legel, welfare and
related services sk 0.7 36.2 0.1 ces ved
Other 2.1 1.1 h.o vee 2. 6.6
Not reported 7.2 3.1 5.2 1. v 2.6
Total a/ - % 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
- # (k000)  (s60C)  (2koO) (3700}  (100C) (1100}
8, - dades government employees and 500 cases, occupation not reported.

E/ " sescription of the industries in these groups see footnotes E/ - g/ in
T 1le 2-13.

The industry and class of employer of employed men and women may be compared by
examining Table 2-15. For both sexes, in general, the princirpal industries are retall
trade; business, repair and personal services; and medical, legal, welfasre and related
services. The last group is clearly a more important source of jobs for women than
for men (although, as the preceding tables suggest, the wemen are largely in clerical,
the men in professicnal roles, in this industry.

Comparing those who are self-employed with those working for others:

Among both sexes, the self-employed include fewer perscns in manulactuz
and wholesale trade

Among women only, half of the self-employed are in retail trade, but less
than a quarter of those working for others. Conversely, a
higher proportion of those in "private enterprise" than of
the self-employed are in finance, insurance and real
estate
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Among men only, the medical, legal, etc., services provide jobs
for twice as high a proportion of the self-employed
as of those working for private enterprises

Business, repair and personal services present this picture: among men, they include
more of the self-employed; among women, more of those in private enterprise. That is,
to oversimplify slightly: the men operate these services, women work for them.

TABLE 2-15
INDUSTRY BY SEX AWND CLASS OF EMPLOYER

(Popuiation 14 years of age and over, working for pay or profit) &/

Male Female
Industry b/ Class @f Employer Class oi- Employer
Self- Private Self- Private
employed enter- Total  employed enter- Total
prise prise
Crustruction 7.4% 5.5% 6.3% . 0.4 0.3%
Manufacturing 1.k 11.1 6.8 . 1.8 1.4
Wholesale trade 5.9 3.7 8.0 3.7% 9.8 8.3
Retail trade 37.6 34.8 36.C 54.3 23.6 31.0
Finance, insurance, & real estate T.h 8.6 8,0 3.0 10.2 8.4
Business, repair & personal
services 15.6 11.7 13.4 5.k 14,6 12.h
Entertainment & recreation
services 1.5 b7 3.3 3.7 1.4 2.0
Medical, legal, welfare &
related services 17.9 8.4 12.7 26.7 31.2 30.2
Other 1.2 2.2 1.8 2.8 1.8 2.0
Not reported b1 3.3 3.7 C.h 5.2 4.0
Tota1®/ - % 100.0% 100.0% 10C.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
- # (6200) (7600) (13,800) (1100)  (3Lh0C) (4500)

e

Table excludes governméﬁt employees and 1000 cases, class of employer not reported.

For description of the industries in these groups, see footnotes E/ - _/ in
Table 2-13.




Section D

Family Income

pistrivution of Incomes
a—r———

Along with age, inccome is a "sengitive" topic for inquiry in surveys. As
Table 2-16 shows, income was not reported for over 15% of the survey population.
This was in part due to refusal to reply; in part due to comfusion on the part of
interviewees (some, for example, said that they had "no income"); in part due to
the reiuctance of the volunteer interviewers tc ask about income. }g/

TABLE 2-16.

TAMILY INCOME

Family Income Percent of
Families

Jnder $2,000
$2000-2999
3000-3999
4000-4939
5000-6999
1000-9999
10,000-14,999
15, 000~24,999
25,000 and over

o=

-

a =

e
W=~ 0OV Y
MO GO O\ o Ol (D

Not reported 15,
] Total families - % 100.0%
_ - 7 (27,200)

It is probable thatcour one question (" ... will you please tell me in which of
these groups your total family income fell last year?") did not succeed in getting
the complete income of families having several sources (e. g., dividends, interest,
ete.). 1In general, it is assumed that income is underestimated here, as in surveys
generally and as Census Buresu experience would suggest. lﬁ/

Tuible 2-16, then, shows about one-quarter of the families with total annusl
incomes reported at $10,000 or over (25.8%). Slightly over one-guarter, in addition,
réported incomes of $7,000 -~ 9,999 annually (28.6%). A%t the other extreme, 5.7%
of the families were reported having total annual incomes under $L,000. Evidence

ﬁ? the following tables suggests that most of the unreported incomes were relatively
igh,
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Family Income by Area

Table 2-17 shows the distribution of incomes in the seven sub-areas. The most
salient fact is procbably this: over half (51.6%) of the reported incomes in Northwest |
D. C., west of Rock Creek, were $10,000 or over, with an additional 21..4% not re- i
porting. By contrast, nearly half the incomes in Southeast and Zouthwest D. C. were
reported as under $5000 (47.6%), with almost none (2.6%) not reported. In order of
the proportions of families reporting incomes of $7,000 and over, the areas may be
arranged as follows:

% of Incomes Report

Ares, 47,000 or Over
Montgomery County(Metropolitan area) 65.6%
D.C. - N.W., West of Rock Creek £3.5
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 60.2
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan area) 50.8
D.C. - Northeast 47.3
D.C. - N,W., East of Rock Creek 45.0
D.C. - Southeast & Southwest 39.6

TABLE 2-17

FAMILY INCOME BY AREA

D. C, VA, MD,
Nerth- North- North- South- (M.A.) Prince Mont=-
Family Incomne east west- west- east Georges gomery:
Wesad East & Counvy  County 1
of of South (M.AL) (MLAL) 4

Rock Rock  west
Creek Creek

Under $4000 5.3% 3.2% 10.9% 8.2 1.9% 7.4% 1.3% §
$H000-4599 11.b 4.8 13.C 39.4 5.3 L.3 0.7 §
$5000-6999 30.3 7.1 12.1  10.2 9.6 30.0 17.3
$7000-9999 31.6 11.9 6.8  27.5 32.8 42,3 38.7 3§
$10,000-14,999 10.7 26.3 19.8 11.8 23.3 T.b 16.2
$15,000 and over 5.0 25.3 8.4 0.3 L1 1.1 10.7 §
Not reported 5.7 21.h 19.0 2.6 23.0 7.5 15.1
Total families - ¢ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- (2300) (250C) (7900) (1koO) (2300) (3200) {7600)

Family Income and Occupaticn of Househcdd Head

Family incowe differs accerding to the cccupation of the head of the houschold, as}
Table 2-18 shows. About one-third of the families whose heads are in the professions,f
or are managers, officials or proprietors report total incomes of $10,000 or over 1
(35.5% =nd 35.1%, respectively). Families of clerical workers, sales workers and
manual workers follow with 21.2%, 20.5% and 7.1%, respectively, at this income level.
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TABLE 2-18

FAMILY INCOME BY CCCUPATION OF HEAD CF HOUSEHOLD

(Families in which head of household is working for pay or profit)

- Occupation of Head
Professional Managers, Cleri- ot
and officials cal Sales Manual re=-
Family Inccome technical & proprie-~ workers workers workers ported Total
tors
Under $40CO 0.4% 2.3% 5.9% 3.5%  6.6%  1.3% 2.5%
$4CCO-4959 2.3 6.0 28.3 9.6  1h.3 0.7 7.3
$5c00-€5¢ 2.1 14.8 18.1 19.8 20k 7.8  18.5
$7000-9959 346 26.1 23.8 26.6 Lo.e Lg.0  31.9
$10,000 - 14,999 22.9 21.8 21.0 16.5 5.6 12,9 18.6
$15,000 and over 12.6 13.3 0.2 9.7 1.5 7.6 10.0
Not reported 5. 15,2 2.7 20.0 11.4 20,7 1l.2
Total families - % 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
with head working - # (8400) (5500) (1800} (3200) (1900) (1500)(22,300)

Family Income and Class of Employer of Household Head

household we
employed, of
$10 - 1. 000.
prise:
the other tw> groups.
two: higher on the whole

ot
~ca

-

Incone alsce differs according to the class of employer for whom the head of the
{see Table 2-19).
aom 26.9% have incomes of $15,000 or over, and 1L.3% have incomes of
More of the lower incomes are among those employed by private enter-
14.3% of these earn less than $5000, a higher proportion than in either of
Government employees' family incomes fall betwzen the other

The higher family incomes are among the self-

than those of the privately employed, nct near.y so high

as those of the self-employed.

—_—

TABIE 2-19
g ] FAMILY INCCME. EY CLASS OF EMPLOYER OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
] a
Zhj (Families in which head of household is working for pay or.profit)"/
1 ; Clasgs of Employer of Head of Household
- Family Income Self- Private
O%f Government employed enterprise
|0'f . .
): Under $LO0O 1.5% 2.7% 3.8%
— $4000-4999 5.4 6.7 10.5
; $5000-6999 23.7 13.8 7.5
4 &7C00-9999 4.7 i8.1 33.0
i $10,000-14,999 22.7 14.3 17.6
] $15,000 and over 1.8 26.9 L6
o Hot reported .2 17.5 13.0
S5 §
Tetal families with
. nead working - % 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0%
- (7900) (6100) (7k00)

a/

Tatle does nct include 900 cases, c¢lass of employer not reported.
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Section E

Military Service

Information about military service was obtained by asking, for each person
over the age of 18, the following guestion:

"Has he (or she) ever served in the armed forces of the United States?”

The interviewer was instructed to consider as a "Yes" any peacetime or wartime
service in the armed services of the United States, This excluded merchant marine
service, whether in peace or in wartime.

A total of 13,900 Washington area Jews aged 19 or over have served in this
country's armed forces at some time. About 500 cof these are women. The remaining
13,400 are exactly 50.0% of the total Jewish men of their age. The distribution cf
these men by age is shown in Table 2-20.

The proportion of the 19 to 2h-year group who have had military service with
U. 8, forces is 37.9%; in the 25-3k year group, cver 85%; at gucceedirg ages the

proporticns drop off irregularly, reflecting the demands for military service made
on successive generations by the incidence of wars.

TABLE 2-20

MILITARY SERVICE OF MALES 19 YREARS OF AGE AND OVER, BY AGE

Age
Service in 19-24 25234 35-hL L5-5L 55-6L 65 years Total
Armed Forces years years years years years and over
of United Statess
Yes 37.9%  85.1% 55.9% 18.3% 33.0%  1h.5%  50.0%
o 6C.3 2.7 42.5 80.0 66.0 5.4 476
Not reported 1.8 2.2 1.6 1.7 1.0 10.1 2.b
Total males - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.C%

19 years and over - i (1900) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500)  {1800) (26,800)éﬁ

a/ TIncludes 200 cases, sge "over 21" not shown in table.
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Notes
All tables in Sections A, B, € and E, which deal with persons of specified ages,
exclude 100 persons, age not reported, all male.

See, for example: Nathan Glazer, "Social Characteristics of American Jews," in
American Jewish Year Book, Vol. 56 (1955), Bd. by Morris Fine, pp. 20-30, passim.

See Tor 1950 educatiocnal lewvel of Washington area population: U, S, Buresau of
the Census. U. 5, Census of Population: 1950. Vol. II. Characteristics of the
Population, Part 9, District of Columbia, Chapter B, Tuble 20 (pages 9-15 and
9-16i. Washington: U, S. Goverrment Printing Office, 1952.

Among the 20,500 married couples, L7.0% of the husbands had more education,
33.&% had the same amount of education and 15.3% had less education than their
wives., In the remsining L.3% of the cases, education of husband, wife or hoth
was not reported.

Op.cit., p. X.

Bach perscn was assigned to only one employment status. Persons who reported

"keeping house" and "working' were classified as the former if working less than
20 hours a week; otherwise, as "working.'" Women reported as "keeping house" and
"working for the government" were classified as the latter, since there are no :
part-time government Jjobs in this area. .

Op. cit., Chapter B, Tables 25-27, pp. 9~17 a2nd 9-18; Chapter ,Tables 66,
pp. 9-46 and 9-47.

See Glezex op. cit., pp. 25-28.

See U, 5, Bureau of the Census, op. cit.,, Chapter C, Table 73, pp. 9-52 through
9-57.

The occupations in which people are classified show what they do, not what train-
ing they have. Consequently, a man with a law degree who holds sn administrative
Job in a government sgency wes classified among "menagers, officials & proprie-
tors,"” not "lawyers and judges." Similarly, a man with a degree in pharmacy who
indicated his present occupation as "drug store owner” was also considered =
Proprietor rather than a pharmacist. This conforms to Bureau of Census occupa-
tional -~cadiag. procedures, ag do most other decisions made in this connection.

An exception is our category of "medical professions," which includes, in addi-
tion to physicians and surgecns, such specialized fields as dentistry, osteopathy,
podiatry, chiropractice and cptometry. '"Natural scientists" includes "mathe-
maticians”; "social scientiste" includes actuaries, statisticians and psychologists.
Among “other professionals" are artists, actors, authors, athletes, editors and
publishers, college professors or teachers, rabbis, dietitians, draftsmen,
librarians, nurses, pharmacists, social workers, etc. "Other clerical” includes
large numbers of specialized government desk jobs. "Other craftsmen" includes
carpenters, eleciricilans, mechanics, painters, plumbers, radic and TV repairmen,
tailors, etc. "Operatives" includes deliverymen; dressmakers; bus, taxi and

truck drivers; etc. "Service workers" includes beauticians, policemen, walters
and waitresses, etc. For further details see Bureau of Census, op. cit., p. XII.
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The apparently anomalous 4.1% of sales workers who are smployed by government
do have jobs in which they exercise a sales function; e. g., selling governrment |
publications.

In the Supplement on Methods there is a more extended discussion of this
problem, which compares the extent of non-response to the gquestion on income
reported by the voluntser and by the preofessional Ilnterviewers. In general
the latter conducted 2/3 of the interviews, the former were the source of 2/3
of the "not reported" incomes.

Jee Bureau of the Census, op. cit., p. XIV.
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CHAPTER 3

RESIDENTIAL MOBILITY: PLACE OF BIRTH, FREVIOUS RESIDEWCE,

PRESENT HOME OCCUPANCY, FAMILIES EXPECTING TC MOVE

The five sections of this chapter are concerned with varicus aspects of
the movement of the Jewish population of the Waghington area: from gbroad to
the United States; from elsewhere into Washington and its environs; from one
pert of the Metropolitan area to another. The chapter deals not only with the
past, but also with the probable direction of future movement.

Sectlon A discusses bplace of birth, or nativity - where Washington's
present Jewish population, and the parents of this population, were born - for
the whole group, as well as separately for various age-groups., For the foreign-
born, when they arrived in the United States is shown, as well as the relations
petween year of arrival, place of birth, and the area in which they now live.

In Secticn B, we see where Washington's Jews lived Just before coming
intc this area - the country or state; the size and type of community (big city,
small town, farnm, eﬁc.); if a big city, which one. Compariscn of year of
arrival in the Washingtcn area with the country cr state from which they came
permits us to see whether Washington's Jews have been coming from the same
places as the years have passed. Similarly the seven sub-areas are compared
tc see whether there is any relation between when people came here, the kind
of community they came from, and the area in which they live at present.

Whilie the two sections avove deal with individuals, the next three report
on families. Section C shows where in the Washington area (or elsevhere)
families lived Jjust before moving to their present residences. Section D
reports on "type of home occupasncy” - whether the family lives in a house or
apartment and whether the home is owned or rented.

Section E is concerned with those families who were expecting toc move
within the six months immedistely following the survey: where they lived;
where they were expecting to move to; their "home occupancy' at the time of
the survey and whether they were planning to buy or rent; their income level,
ete.
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Section A

me

Nativity (Place of Birth)

Jyialow

0f the eight tables in this section, the first three treat the whole Jewish
population of the Washington area; the fourth, the native-vorn cnly; and the remain-
ing four, just the foreign~born.

Place of Birth of the Jewish Population

Over four-fifths of local Jews are native-born--82.8% as shown in Table 3-1.
This table and the accompanying Map 4 show the distribution of the Jewish population
secording to their places of birth. The 82.8% includes #43.1% born in the Southeastern

W« Jo durn

states {among them are the District of Columbia, Virginia and Maryland); 35.3% born
in the Wortheastern states; and L.4% born in the Western states, in U. S. possessions
or territories, or in some unspecified part of the U, 3,

repurieu

The remaining 17.2% consists of 11.4% born in Eastern Burcpe; 2.9% in Western
Europe; 0.1% born in some unspecified European country; 2.4% born in some other
place; and 0.4%, with birthplace not reported.

LRt |

SHJUie

Other West European countries
Sub-total, Western Eurcpe

Europe - country not reported

All other places

Not reported

—_
-
—

bl b

TABLE 3-1
2 PILACE OF BIRTH OF JEWISH PCPULATION
_]
E Place of Birth Fercent of Populatiocn
2]
New England States 3.0%
- (Maine, N. H., Vt., Mass., R. I., Conn.)
= New York 23.5
J New Jersey 2.3
, Pennsylvania 4.3
3 Ezst North Central States 2.2
{(Chio, Ind., Mich., I1l., Wisc.)
= Sub~-total, Northeast (35.3)
District of Cclumbia 33.3
E - Maryland 6.6
2 " Virginia 1.7
o Other Southeastern states 1.5
e Sub-total, Scutheast (43.1)
; Western states, U. S. poss. & terr. 1.8
U. S, state not reported 2.6
3 Sub-total, U, S, (62.8)
3 Russia 6.2
Poland 2.k
< Other Eastern EBurcpe 2.8
- Sub-total, Eastern Furope (11.4)
” Germany 1.0
> Austria 0.8
> 1.1
2.9
0.1
2.k
0.

Total population 100.0%
(80,900)
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What states were grouped together as Northeastern, Southeastern and Western, apg
which countries were classified as Eastern or Western Europe, may be seen in part froy
Table 3-1. (Further detail is contained in a ncte at the end of this chapter. }/) 1
The figure for the Scutheastern states is principally the 33.3% born in the District,]
with small numbers contributed by Maryland and Virginia. New York's 23.5% is the :
one other large native-borr group. The largest foreign-vorn element is of Russlan
origin (6.2% of the total).

Since the actual place of birth was classified, rather than the parents' usual
residence, two notes should be added here;

1. Any child born to American parents zkrcad (e. g., diplematic or military
personnel) is shown as foreign-born.

2. In a number of instances, a Washington womsn originally from New York or
Baltimore went "back home" to bear a child, almost immediately relurning
to Washington. The child in such cases was reported by the interviewer !
as not born in Washington, and we have fellowed the interviewer's report. §R

Place of Birth by Age and Sex

In Table 3-2 we have presented information separately for the male and the female
parts of the population, in the upper and lower halves respectively. ]

TABLE 3-2
PLACE OF BIRTH BY AGE AND SEX

Age 1
Place of Birth Under  15-20 25-3L 35-LL  L5-EL 55_4L 65 years Total 4@
and Sex 15 years years Yyears years years yezrs & over ;
Male E
District of Columbia 69.7% 57.5% 26.3% 12.k%  3.64  2.8% 6.5 34,194
Maryland & Virginia T.0 10.5 5.7 6.3 15.2 T.9 1.0 7.7 4
N. Y., N, J., Pa. 12.5 20.b k5.3 56,k 35.8  17.6 16.1 31.2 3
A1l other native-born 7.0 8.4 10,3 1hk.,3  17.7 10.5 6.8 10.7
Sub-total, native~born (96. '  (96.8) (87.6) (89.4) (72.3) (58.8) (20.4) (83.7)
Eastern Europe .. .o 4.8 4,7 20.8 48.0 63.2 10.
Western Europe 1.9 O.h 5.2 1.0 6.1 T.b 5.3 3.
All other places 1.8 2.8 2.4 4.0 C.7 Lh,2 1.1 2.
Not reported 0.1 - ves * 0.1 1.6 ces 0.
Total - % 100.0%  100.0% 10C.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.G% 100.0% 100.
- (12,500)  (3500) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500) (1800)(41,00
Female
District of Columbia 73.7%  40.3% 20.3% 12.5% 11.4% 3.5%  1.8% 32,
Maryland & Virginia 8.7 5.6 13.4 6.1 7.5 9.8 6.3 9.
N, Y., N. J., Pa. 12.0 27.0  b7.2 k5.1 3k.o 14.4 12.2 29.
All other native-born 5.0 k.9 12.6 21.5 14.3 8.0 3.3 11.
Sub-total, native-born (99.4)  (87.8) (93.5) (85.2) (68.1) (35.7) (23.6) (8a2.
Eastern Europe 0.1 0.3 1.7 10.1 25,8 51.2 67.3 12.
Western Burope O.1 5.5 3.2 1.3 2.3 T.3 9.1 2.
All other places 0.1 6.1 i.6 3.3 2.9 5.8 . 2.
tlot reported 0.3 0.3 Ce 0.1 0.9 e e 0.
Totel - 9 100.0%  100.0% 100.C% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,04 100.0% |
- (11,300) (3800) (7200) (7300) (L700) (2500) (2200)(39,900)R

* Less than .05.
g/ Tncludes 300 cases, age not reported or "over 21," not shown in table.
b/ Includes 900 cases, age "over 21," not shown in table.
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Let us look first at the upper (male) half. The sub-total for native boran is from
85% to 95% for each age through U4 years; the proportion of foreign-born rises
sharply in the ages from 45 up. A similar pattern holds for the women, except that
ghe proportion of native-born after age 45 is even lower than among the men. In
short, while over §0% of those under 45 arc native-born, about 2/3 of these over 65
and about 1/2 of those between 55 and 64 were born in Eastern Eurgpe.

Moreover, among the native-born, the proportion bern outside the District of
Columbia rises steadily with age. While some 70% of each sex under the age of 15
were born in the District, the comparable proportions among those 55 and over are
from 2 to 7%. In general, those under 25 are mostly born in the D. C. area; those
25-54 are chiefly New Yorkers by birth; and the oldest group are largely East
furopesn (Russian and Polish) in origin. These generalizations hold for both sexes.

Place of Birth and Parent's Place of Birth

Abcut half of the native-born had American-born parents (L2.0%, among the 82.8%
native—born), as may be seen in Table 3-3. This table also shows that of the group
with native-born parents, about equal proporticns were born in ithe District and else-
vhere in the U, S.; whille among those of foreign~born parentage, only about 1 in h‘
were born in D. C. In other words, 2 out of 3 born in Washington have native-born
parents, but cnly 2 in 5 of those born elsewhere in the U. S, g/

TABLE 3-3.
WATIVITY: PLACE OF BIRTH BY PARENT'S PLACE OF BIRTH

Nativity Percent of Population

— 3 Native-born of native parents

E Born in District of Coclumbia 22.3%
1% Born elsewhere in U, S, 19.7
7 4 Sub-total, native-born of native parents (k2.0)
2 % Native~born of foreign parents
N Born in District of Columbisa 11.0
TL} Born elsewhere in U. 8. 29.8
g ] Sub~-total, native-born of foreign parents (L0.8)
é'j Foreign-born 16.8
%%% Not reported Okt
)3 Total population - 9% 100.0%
3 - (80,900)
%8

Nativity of household heads. The figures cited above and shown in Tible 3-3 are
based on the total Jewish population, including children as well as adults. A slightly
different picture of the population's nativity emerges from consideration of heads of
households only. Excluding those with a Gentile husband or wife, there are 23,900
heads, whose nativity is as follows:

14.7% are native born of native parents
56.9% are native born of foreign parents

1.3% are native born, parent's birthpliace not reported
27.0% are foreign born

O.l% are of unreported nativity




L5,

In shért; a:higher prcpertion of the adilts' than'of their children weré BoOri-5Utaig,
of -the United States (as seen algo in Table 3-2); and of the native-bern, a hifher |
prépertionsef the adults than of the children had foreign-born parents. i/ '

Detailed comparison of "own' and parent's place of birth.

For the native-born populaticn only, Table 3«4 shows the country of birth of
parents of those born in various states in the United States. TFor the total of thej
rative~born the extreme right-hand column of the table shows slightly over cne~halpi

(50.7%) have American-born parents, a little over a quarter parents born in Russia

(26.1%) and most of the remainder (20.3%) parents born elsewhere in Europe. These g
portions are by no means the same among those born in various parts of the U. S,

TABLE 3~k

NATIVE-BORNM: PLACE OF BIRTH BY PARENT'S PLACE OF BIRTH

Place of Birth

Parent's New New WNew Pa. East D, C. Mary- Vir- Other All U. 3,.- Tdg
Place of Eng- York Jersey North land ginia South- other state ¥y
Birth land Central east- U, S. not

States States ern re-
3tates ported

United States 22.3% 30.7% 35.4% 38.9% 39.0% 70.1% 51.0% 77.8% 56.4% 58.3% 29.8%

Russia 31.7 36.8 45,3 24,0 32.1 15.8 35.2 5.0 7.1 25.0 37.7

Poland 13.2  10.7 3.6 13.7 10.4 5.3 2.7 2.9 13.6 7.4 3.0

Other Eastern

Europe 13,7 6.4 5.9 11.¢ 8.7 2.0 6.k 1.2 2.7 I 3.5

Germany 1.6 3.9 0.3 0.3 3.8 1.9 1.5 8.1 6.9 0.6 0.9

Austria 9,2 L6 8.6 5.5 3.2 0.3 0.5 0.9 8.2 1.3 3.1

Other Western

Funope 0.7 2.5 0.2 1.5 1.1 0.8 1.0 1.8 1.1 1.1 14,3

Eurocpe,

country nct

reported 0.9 1.5 2.3 0.7 0.2 C.6 C.6 1.6 0.3 L.g
All other

places . 1.5 ... 1.2 0.6 3.0 Ok ces 1.6 1.6 v
Not reported 6.7 .4 0.7 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.3 2.8

Total, native ]
btorn - ;  100.0% 100.0%100,0% 100.0%100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 10
7 (2500)(19000)(1900) (3500)(1800)(27000) (5300) (1ko0) (1200) (1400) (2100)(6;

Those born in the District, and even more those of Virginian birth, are pre-
lominantly the children of American-born perscns (70.1% and 77.8%, respectively).
On the other hand, only 22.3% of those born in the New England states had parents
born in the U. 5. While Russia was the blrthplace of most foreign-born parsnts
0f thoge bhorh in most sectiohs of the United States) the foreign-bdrn parents of,
persons bern in Virginia or in the other Southeastern states were more likely to
be of German, Austrian or Polish origin.
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The Foreign-Born: Birthplace, Year of Arrival in U. 3., Present Reszsidence
The fH-

0f the 80,900 Jews in the Washington area, about 13,500 were torn outside of
the United States. As indicated by Table 3-5, almost twe-thirds (63.8%) had come

to this country before 1933. Another 10% came in the period frocm the rise of Hitler
to the beginning of World War II. A small proportion (2.7%) came during the war
years, 1941-194k, Since then the number arriving has increased slightly in each
four-year period.

TABLE 3~5
FOREIGN-BORN: YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN UNITED STATES

Percent of

Year of Arrival )
Forelgn-born

S

1953-1956
16h9-1952
1945-1548
1oh1-1940
1937-1940
1933-1936
Before 1933
Not reported

O WO —1-1 O w1 o

O
i L o Lo o

100.0%
(13,500)

Total, foreign born -

SR

Almost all (86.4%) of those who came to the U, S, before 1933 were of Fast Rurc-
pean birth (see Table 3-6). Two-thirds of those who arrived between 1933 and 1944 were
Western Furcpesns. Of those arriving in the post-war period, a high proportion (47.L4%)
were born cutside of Europe.

TABLE 3-6

FOREIGN-BCRN: PLACE OF BIRTH
BY YEAR OF ARRIVAL TN UNITED STATES

Yesr of Arrival

Place of Birth 1914‘5" 1933- Before Total
1956 19kl 1933
Fastern Europe 36.0% 28.7% 86.4% 68,24
Western Europe 16.6 63,4 6.7 17.4h
Other L7k 2.9 £.9 kb
Total, foreign torn - % 100. 0% 100.0% 100, 0% 100.0%
- # (2300) (1800) (8600)  (13,500)%/

g/ Includes 800 cases - year of arrival not reported, not shown in table.
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Tables 3-7 and 3-8 show the same geographical distribution of the foreign-born
in two ways. The "total" column in Table 3-7 indicates that over half the foreign-
born group live in the Northwest section of D.C., east of Rock Creek. This is true
for those who arrived prior to 1933 - East Europeans « and these who came to the
U.S. since 1945 - East Europeans and non-Eurcpeans by birth. On the other hand,
the West Europeans who came between 1933 and 1944 have tended to settle in all
other sections of the District and the suburbs, rather than in the section east
cf Rock Creek.

TABIE 3-7

FOREIGN BORN: PRESENT RESIDENCE BY YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN UNITED STATES

Year of Arrival
Present Residence 1945-1956 1933-1G4k Before 1933 Total

D.C. - Northwest - Kast

of Rock Creek 73.3% 21.7% 53.6% 51. 6%
D.C. - All other 8.4 39.9 20.9 22.5
Maryland & Virginia
(Metropolitan Area) 18.3 38.4 25.5 25.9
Total, foreign Born - % 100.0% 1.00.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- # {2,300) (1,800) (8,600} (13,500} a/

a/ Includes 800 cases - Year of arrival not reported, not shown in table.
TABIE 3-8

FOREIGN BORN: PRESENT RESIDENCE BY PLACE OF BIRTH

Place of Birth

Present Reszidence Eastern Europe Western Burope Other places

D.C. -~ Northwest 56.7% 21.3% 6l L

Fast of Rock Creek

D.Cy - A1l other 19.2 39.0 18.2

Maryland & Virginia

(Metropolitan Area) 2h.1 39.7 17.4

Total, foreign born ~ % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
-3 (9,200) (2,300) (2,000)




Section B

Residence Jusi Before Coming to Washington Area

Year of Arrival in the Metropolitan Area

One of the survey questions asked for each person: "Since what year has
he lived in or around Washington?" By "in or arcund" we meant (and so
instructed our interviewers) nct only cur survey &rea, but alsc any place in
Fairfax County, Montgomery County or Prince Georges County. In a few instances
interviewers may have interpreted "in or around Washington" to ineclude
glightly more distant places (e.g., Loudoun County, Virginia).

Answers to this questicn are tabulated in Table 3-8, Just over a third
(34.7%) have lived in the Washington area all their lives (this includes, of
course, both children and adults)., An additicnal 11.4%, having arrived before
1933, may also be viewed as all but native inhabitants., Thus a 1ittle cover
half of Wasghington's present Jewish population came to the area from elsewhere
during the past 24 years - as many as 30.1% since 1945. L/

TABIE 3-9

YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA

L8.

Year of Arrival Percent of Population
1953 - 1956 9.9%
1949 - 1952 2.9
1945 - 1948 10.3
1941 - 194k 8.k
1937 - 1940 7.2
1933 - 1936 5.1
Before 1933 11.4

Always lived in Washington

Metropclitan Area 34,7

Not rleperied 3.1

Total population - % 100.0%
- # (80: 900)

Table 3-II, contained in the Appendix, shows the years of arrival in the
Washington area of those currently living in each of the survey's sub-areas.
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Noprthwest D,C, on both sided of Rock Creek contains the highest proportions of
those who came here before 1933 (20.1% of those living west of Rock Creek, 24,3%
of those to the east). The highest proportions of newcomers(since 1953) were found
in the Virginia suburbs (24.9%) and in Southeast and Southwest D.C. (24.74%).
Differences in the length of residence in Greater Washington of those living in
each area reflect a number of factors, including what kinds of housing facilities
are available in each area, the period in which the area became built-up, ecte.
This table prcvides one of several bits of evidence suggesting that Southeast-
Southwest is an area in which new arrivals settle, but from which they move to
other areas relatively scon. Virginia, on the other hand, appears to have a
somewnat more stable populatlon - the high proporticn of newcomers heing atinik-
butable, 1t would seem, to the recent large-scale development of the area.

State or Country of Last Previous Residence

Only T7.2% of Washington's Jewish population came here directly from places
cutside of the U.S., according to Table 3-1C. Apart from the 34.7% born in the
area, 56.4% came here from elsewhere in the United States., Thus, most of the
foreign-born lived somewhere else in the U.3, before coming to Greater Washington,
The principal source of "ine~migrants" to Washington is found in the Middle
Atlantic states - New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania -~ which supplied 34.0% of
the population.

TABLE 3-10
LAST PREVIQUS RESIDENCE BEFORE COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA:

STATE OR COUNTRY

State or Country of Percent of Population
Lagt Previous Residence

Washington Metropolitan Area 34.7%
a/
Maryland, Virginis 9.5
New York, HNew Jersey, Pennsylvania 34,0
All other U.S,. 12.9
Sub-Total, U.S. (91.1)
Eastern Europe 243
Western Europe 2,6
All other places 2.3
Sub=Total, Cutside U.S3, (7.2)
Not reported 1.7
Total population - % 100.0%
- i (80,9C0)

E/ Cutside of Washington metropolitan area.

O<4ACEES 0P E



However, there has been some variaticn through time in the proportions

yho nave come to Washington Irom different places (see Table 3-11). Before 1933
and since 1953, a quarter or more have come irocm outside of the U.5. In the
earlier period, 19.0% came here directly from places in Eastern Europe; in the
most recent four years, 17.3% have come frem non-Furcpean places and ll.l% Trom
Western Burope. In between, over 90% have consistently come from places in the
united States. While over half have come from New York, New Jersey and Pennsyl-
yvania during the period 1933-1952, consilderable numbers have come from other parts
of this country, especially since 19hk.

TABLE 3-11
LAST PREVIOUS RESIDENCE (STATE OR COUNTRY) BY YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON

METROFOLITAN AREA

——

State or
Country cf .
Iast Previous 1953~ 1949~ 1945~ 1941~ 1937~ 1933- Before Always Llived Mot
Residence 1956 1952 1948 1okh 1940 1936 1933 in area reported

Year of Arrival in Washington Metropolitan Area

Washington
Metropolitan

Area ces ces - - cee ces ces 99,5% cos
Md.,Va. af 17.4% T7.8% 7.1% 19.6% 5.7% 10.9% 30.1% 0.1 v/ 8.2%
¥.Y.,, U.J.,Pa. 38.7 58.0 59.8 64L.8 72.2 6l.2 30.8 Ok o/ 32.7
A1l 6ther U.S., 15.5 25.6 28,1 12.0 19.b 25,1  1h,p ® 21,3
Total U.S, (71.6)(91.0)(95.0)(96.4)(97.3)(97.2) (75.1) (200.0) (62.2)
Eastern Furope ... * 0.5 ... 0.4 0.8 19.0 . 0.4
Western Burcp 11.1 8.2 1.9 2.b 1.6 ¢C.b 1.5 . .
A1l Bther 17.3 0.4 2.2 0.5 0.4 0.2 1.8 . 0.9
Total - Out-

side U,S. (28.4) (8.6) (M.6) (2.9) (2.1) (1.b4) (22.3) . (1.3)
Vot Reported cee O 0.4 0.7 0.3 L.k 2,6 cen 36.5
Total - 100,0100.0%100, G100, 06100, 3h100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
Population-# (8000)(8000)(8300)(6700){5800)(4100) (9200) (28300) (2500}

—

* less than . 05%.
8/ Outside of Washington metropolitan area.
See text for explanation of these figures.

Small proportions are shown in the table as slways having lived in the Washington
&8s, but as having been born elsewhere. These are cases, referred to on page 43, in
Which women resident in Washington returned to previous homes in New York or Baltimore
O bear their children, whom they brought back to this area immediately after birth.
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Lagt Previcus Residence: Type of Community

After establishing the state or country in which each person had lived " jugt §
before moving to the Washington area”, the interviewer asked: "Was that on a :
farm, in a small town, in a middle-sized city or in a big city?” And if the
answer was "In a big city", she asked: "What city was that?" 2/

Table 3-12 shows the answers to these questions. The "big-city" answers
plus the native Washingtenians account fer 80.5% of the total. The biggest big
city, New York, is second only o the Washington area as a scurce of the present

Washingteon Jewish population. Baltimore, Pniladelphlia, Chicago and Boston also
supplied small percentages of the loecal Jews. 9/

TABLE 3-12
TAST PREVIOUS RESIDENCE BEFORE COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA

TYPE OF COMMUNITY

Previous Residence: Percent of Populaticn
Type of Community

Washington Metropolitan &area 34, 7%
Big city:
New York 24,2
Baltimore 6.7
Fhiladelphia 3.6
Chicago 1.2
Boston 0.8
Other Big éity 8.4
City det reported 0.9
Sub~Total, Big &ity (L5.8)
Medium @ity 8.5
Small town T.9
Farm 0.2
Other 0.2
Not reported 2.7
Total Population - % 100.0%
-3 (80,900)

Appendix Table 3-I shows the type of community from which each sub-area's
population has come. Southeast and Scuthwest D.C. have the largest proportions
from big and medium cities; metropolitan Virginia the largest proportion from
small fowns. Southeast-Southwest has the highest propertion of ex-New Yorkers;

the other secticons of the District (Northeast, Northwest) the highest proportions |
from Baltimore.
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Section C
Frevicus Famlly Residence in Washington Area

Area From Which Family Moved to Present Address

The information presented in Table 3-13 is derived from answers to a
guestion sbout the family, not its individual members: "Where were you living
just before you moved here?" Table 3-13 compares the answers received from those
1iving in each survey sub-area, in order to learn what the direction of previcus
populaticn movement has been. Those who had lived all thelr lives as a family at
the same address are shown as though they had moved Irom the area in which they now
live. This is one, though by no means the chief reason that in five of the seven
arcas Tthe largest percentage of those now living there are reporfed as having
moved from the same area. The exceptions are Northeast D.,C.,, where the largest
proportion (k1.8%) said they had moved [rom Northwest D,C., east of Rock Creek;
and Southeast-Southwest D.C., where 24.6% indicated the same answer., In additionm,
substantial proportions in Neorthwest Washington, west of Rock Creek, and in
Montgomery County, reported having moved from Horthwest, East of Rock Creek. About
a third of the families in Southeast-Southwest D,C.;, in metropolitan Virginia and
in Prince Georges County, had lived outside the metropolitan area Just before mcving
to the address at which they were interviewed.

TABLE 3-13

AREA TN WHICH NOW LIVING, BY AREA FROM WHICH MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS

Area Area in Which Now Living
From Which D. C. Va. M.
Moved NW - W ©NW-E.of SE & Metro. Prince Mtgy. Total
NE of Rk.Ck. Rk.Ck. SW Area Geo.Co.Co.(M.A.)
Northeast 10.,1%  4.8% h.6% 5.2%  5.2% 11.6% L.2% 5.8%
Northwest-West of Rock Ck. 2.4 L42.0 7.9 9.3 2.8 5.7 G.8 10.5
Northwest-BEast of Rock Ck. 41.8 19.8 59.9 2L.é 5.0 10,9 1h.6 29.7
Southeast & Southwest 17.7 5.5 6.1 22.7 3.5 11.3 11.7 9.8
Virginia(Metropolitan Area) 2.k 7.1 1.0 1.6 26.2 T.2 5.1 5.8
Prince Georges Co.(" ") 7.9 7.9 2.3 2.6 5.6 19.2 13.5 8.7
Montgomery Co. ("M 6.3 1.8 2.5 1.1 1.3 15.9 6.1
Outside Metropolitan Area  10.7 7.1 10.2 34,0 38.4 32,4 19.8 18.9
Not reported C.7 4,0 5.5 eee 12,2 0.4 5.4 b7
Total households - % 100,0% 100.0% 100.C% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- # (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600) (27,200)

}

Factors Involved in Choosing A Neighborhood

. An additional question was asked: "What was there about this neighborhood
that made you move here?" Answers to this were not classified or tabulated., Dlost
frequently replies contained one or more cof these three ideas:
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"T+ yas a Jewigh neighborhocd - T wanted to be among Jews.'
"T have friends {or relatives) who live there - I wanted to be near them,'
"Ttt's convenient (or near) schocls, stores, husband's Job, ete."
Somehwat legs cften answers of this kind appeared:
"Housing in this neighborhood was cheap - it was all I could =fford."

Infrequently, answers occurred like these:

"I wanted to live in a mixed neighborhood - some Jews, but some
nen-Jews too."




pection D

Type of Hcme Ceccupancy

Over half (52.7%) of the Washington area Jewish families own their own
pomes (see Table 3-1L), while 40,8% rent apartments, 4.7% rent houses and the
remaining 1.8% fall into a miscellaneous category. The latter includes families
who live with relatives; receive lodgings as compensation for werk; or otherwise
live rent free; or live in a furnished room, a trailer; or some other rlace
neither house nor an apartment.

TARIE 3-14

TYPE OF HOME OCCUPANCY, BY ARTA

Area
Type of Home D.C, Va., Md.
Decupany N - W NW - T SE Metro. Prince  Mont-
e of Rock of Rock & Ares, Geo. gomery Total
Creek Creek St Co.(MA) Co.(MA)

Own House 76.09%  sk.ot 36.86 26,24 s52.4% 38,89  72.1% 52.7%
Rent House 1C.3 2.4 3.0 12,7 17.6 1.8 1.2 L7
Rent apartment 11.6 39.6 56.9 60.6 28.6 58.5 26,2 40,8
Other 1.7 3.1 3.3 0.5 1.k 0.9 0.5 1.8
Total Wouse- - %  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.,0% 1C0.C% 100, 0%
nolds - (2300) (2500) (7900) (1hoo) (2300) (3200) (7600) (27,200)

Differences among the seven areas are marked, Over three-fourths of those in
Northeast D.C. (76.4%) and nearly the same proportion in Montgomery County (72.1%)
ovn houses. The lowest percentage owning houses is in Southeast-Southwest D.C.
(26.2%)., House-renting -~ a symbol of impermenence is highest in the Virginia
suburbs (17.6%), Southeast~Southwest D.C. (12.7%) and Northeast D.C. (1C.3%).




25.

Section E

v/

Families Expecting to Move Within Six Months

Te learn something aboul the extent and direction of Jewilsh population moves
' pent; W€ asked: "Do you expect now to move in the next six months?" Emphasis was
1aced on the word "now", and the time period limited to six months, because we

ted to identify only those really intending to move, and not that larger group
- ¢ho may have discussed moving, who may move at some time in the future, but who
also may never move. Those who indicated definite intentions of moving were asked
- gwo further gquestions: "Do you expect to buy or to rent?" and "Where do you expect.
to move to?”

This section is concerned with the families who expected to move: where they
yere living (that is, planning to move from); where they intended tc move to; how
many children they were moving with them; and how they compared with the remaining
Jewish population as to length of residence at their homes when surveyed, their
family income, and their home occupancy. Two Tinal tables show their intention
to buy or rent, and the religious identification of those planning to move.

Extent and Direction of Moves

Where are they moving from?

0f the 27,200 femilies, 3,600 (or 13.2%) were planning to move, Where these
femilies lived is shown in Map 5 and Table 3-15. Over a third (33.8%) were
intending to move from homes in Northwest D.C., east of Rock Creek. Between 10%
and 20% were planning to move from addresses in each of the following areas:
Mpntgomery County; Prince Georges County; and Northeast D.C. Relatively small
mmbers in Northwest D.C.; west of Rock Creek, and in the Virginia suburbs, said
they expected to move,.

TABLE 3-15
FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS:

ARFA TN WHICH NOW LIVING

Area In Which Now Living Percent of families expecting to move

Northeast 13.2
Yorthwest - West of Rock Creek hoh
Northwest - East of Rock Creek 33.8
Southeast & Southwest Ge5
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 6.5
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan Area) 14,3
Yontgomery County (Metropoliten Area) 18.3

——

Total families expecting to move - % 100.0%
- i (3600)
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But we must also take into account the total number of Jewish families in
each area, and consider what proportions of these plan to move. This is done in
she following tabulation:

Percent of Families Now in Area

Area Who Expect To Move
D.C, - Hortheast 20.8%

- Horthwest, West of Rock Creek 6.3

- HNorthwest, East of Rock Creek 15.5

- Scutheast & Southwest 24,6
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 3.9
Montgomery County (Metropolitan Area) 16.3
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan Area) 8.7

Where these families eXpect to move, and why, varies from one area to ancother.
To understand somewhat more completely the figures Just shown, we must consider
some others as well.

Where are they moving to?

As Map 6 and Table 3-16 make clear, the two areas into which Jewish families
gre moving heavily in the present period are Montgomery County and Northwest D.C.,
west of Rock Creek, Of the 3600 "movers", no less than 40% expected to find
homes in Montgomery County - mestly in the eastern part including Silver Spring,
wheaton, etc. - which already contains so high a proportion of the area's
Jewish population. On the other hand, virtuzlly nene plan to move into Hortheast,
or into Southeast and Southwest, D,C., the two areas having the largest percentages
of families expecting to move.

TARIE 3-16€
FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS:

AREA 70 WHICH EXPECT TO MOVE

Area to Which Percent of families

Expect to Move expecting to move
Northeast 0.1%
Northwest - West of Rock Creek 16.7
E. Nerthwest - Bast of Rock Creek 4.0
Southeast and Southwest 0.9
Virginia {Metropolitan Area) 3.1
Prince Georges County {Metropolitan Area) 4.8
Montgomery County - West a/ (Metropolitan Area) 16.5
Montgomery County - East b/ (Metropolitan Area) 23.5
Outside Metropolitan Area 30,4
Total families - % 100.0%
€xpecting to move - # (3600)

E?h_ﬁethesda, Chevy Chase, Rockville, etc.

ol b/ oilver Spring, Wheaton, etec.
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one more series of figures and we can assess the meaning of the preceding

b aples. Lhe four largest groups of families expecting to move can be described
" follovs:
' Percentage of All Families

Moving From Moving To Expecting to Move
Moeving 119° Hoviig Lo
Montgomery County Montgomery County 13.9%
D.C., N.W., E. of Rock Creek D.C., N.W., W. of Rock Creek 12.5
D.Cey N.W., E. of Rock Cresk  Montgomery County 11.1
D.0., Northeast Montgomery County 9.7
Lr.2%
3 4 The fellowing, then, seems to be the situation: Jews are moving from all
>'. | ections of the metropolitan area (and from outside the area) inte Mentgomery

- gounty - especially from the clder center of the Jewish population in the

B northwest section east of Rock Creek. There is a secondary movement into the
. B yorthwest, west of Rock Creek - already showing a falrly high proportion of

B jovs (see Chapter 1, Section A) - and again, particularly from the area across
E the Park. For the latter area and Northeast, the movement is almost entirely
E out, Prince Georges County shows some drift of population to Montgomery County,
4 probably compensated for partly by movement out from the city and partly by
. movement in from cutside the metropclitan area. The latter factor also appears
40 be operating to maintain the size of the Jewish population in Scutheast-
E gouthwest D.C.,, and in the Virginia suburbs.

t Movement of School-Age Chilldren

3 The approximate numberg of school-age children involved in the movement of
the 3600 families discussed above are shown in Table 3-17. Included here are

E only those who expected to move within the metropolitan area - about 3500

} children under the age of 17, about 2/3 of them under the age of 8. Approxi-

L mately 3/4 of these children (2600 of the 3500) were in the families planning

- to move to places in Montgomery County.

TABIE 3-17

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN 3IX MONTHS WITHIN METROPCLITAN AREA:

NUMBER OF CHILDREN UNDER 17, BY AREA TO WHICH EXPECT TO MOVE AND BY AGE

—

Number of Children

NE S Area to Which Expect to Move Under 5 5-8 9-12 13-16 Total under
- years years Years years 17 years
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 200 * 50 50 300
Elsevnere in D.C, 50 50 100 * 200
Virginis (Metropolitan Area) 100 50 50 * 200
Prince Georges Co. (M.A.) 150 * 50 * 200
Montgomery Co.-West a/ (M.A.) 350 350 100 300 1100
¥ontgomery Co.-East o/ (M.A.) 350 650 250 250 1500

—

i Total children in Families
: ecting to move 1200 1100 600 €00 3500
: Less than 25 children.

Bethesds, Chevy Chase, Rockville, etc.

Silver Spring, Wheaton, etc.

E o




58.

Comparison of "Movers" and "Non-Movers"

We have compared the families who said they expected to move ("movers") with
the remaining families ("non-movers') with respect to three characteristics (as
shown in the following three tables): how long they have been at their most
recent address, their income, and their "home occupancy" {whether they own a
nouse, rent & house or rent an apartment),

Length of residence

Table 3-18 shows the highest proportions of "movers" among those who have
lived in their present homes between 4 and 12 years - somewhat fewer among those
living under 4 years, fewer still among those over 12 years, at the same address,
Since, however, most Washington Jewish families have moved rather recently, the
largest numbers of those expecting to move have only recently settled at their
present address. Specifically, 41.8% of the "movers" had lived less than four
vears, T8% had lived less than eight years, In their present homes (see Appendix
Table 3-IV).

TABLE 3-18
FAMILIES EXPECTING TC MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS: PROFORTION OF FPAMILIES

EXPECTING TO MOVE, BY YEAR MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS

Whether Or Fot Expecting Yoar Moved to Present Address

To Move 1953-  1¢ho- 1945~ 1941~ 1940 or Total
1956 1652 1948 194k before families
Expecting to hove 11.9%  16.7%  18.8% I, 6% T7.9% 13.3%
Not expecting to move 88.1 83.3 81.2 95,4 g2.1 86.7
Total families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.C% 100.0%  100.0% 100,0%
- # (12,700) (7,800) (3,000) (1,600) (1,300) (27,200) a/

a/ Includes 800 cases year moved to present address not reported.
Income

The proportion of "movers' is smallest among the families with the lowest
incomes, according to Table 3-19 - those under $4,000. Mo clear relation between
income and likelihood of moving is suggested by the table., The highest pro-
portions intending to move are found in the $4,000 - $4,999 and in the $10,000 -
$14,999 income groups.
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TABLE 3-19
FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITEIN SIX MONTHS: PROFORTICH OF FAMILIES

EXPRCTING TC MOVE, BY FAMILY INCOME

Family Income

whether Or Fot Less  $4,000- $5,000- 7,000~ $10,000-$15,000- Hot
Expecting to Move £han 4,999 6,999 9,999 14,999 and 6ver @eported
&l 000
Expecting to move 4h.1%  18.6% 1k, 2% 9.9% 21.4%  10.9% 11.4%
Not éxpecting to move 95.9 81.h 85.8 90.1 78.6 89.1 88.6
Total families - % 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
- # (1,500) (2,300} (%,500) (7,800) (&,600) (2,k00) (h4,100)

Home oceupancy

The small group who rent houses are zpparently much mcre likely to be planning
to move than either heme owners or apartment dwellers (see Table 3~20)., Those who
own a house are least likely to be planning to move. But as Appendix Table 3-III
irdicates, since house-renters are so few, the "movers" come mestly from apart-
ments {63.4% of all movers).

TABLE 3-20
FAMITIES EXFECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS: PROPORTION OF FAMILIES

s/
EXPECTING TO MOVE, BY PRESENT TYPE OF HOME OCCUPANCY

Whether or Not

Present Type of Home Occupancy

Expecting to Move Own Youse

Rent house Rent apartment

Expecting to move 6. 6% 28.5% 20.6%

Not expecting to move 93,4 71.5 79.4

Totel families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- (1k,300) (1,300) (11,100)

g/ Table does not include 500 cases

"other" home occupancy.
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Table 3~21 makes it clear that the families expecting to move intend for the
most part to exchange their apartments for houses. Almost 3 in 5 (58.9%) hope to
buy a house, about a quarter (24.6%) expect to rent; the remainder (principally
those planning to leave the area completely) are not sure.

TABIE 3-21

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS: EXPECTED TYPE OF HOME CCCUPANCY

Expected Typs of Home Cecupancy Percent of families Bxpecting to move
Expect to Buy 58.9%

Expect to Pent 24,6

Don't Know 16.5

Total Families - % 100.0%

8xpecting to move - # (3,600)

Religious Tdentification

Do those who were planning to move consider themselves Orthodox, Conservabive
or Reform? - or none of these? This kind of "identification" is discussed for the
whole Jewish population in some detail in Chapter 6 (see especially Tables 6-1k
and 6-15)., Here, in Table 3-22, we compare the religious identification of those
families planning to move tc various places.

TABLE 3-22
a
FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITEIN SIX MCNTHS: RELIGICUS IDENTYIFICATION

BY AREA TO WHICH EXPECT TO MOVE

Religious Identification of Family

Area to Which Expect to Move Ortheodox or Total
Conservative Other Tamilies
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 18.9% 13.8% 16.7%
Elsevwhere in D.C. 6.7 2,9 5.0
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 2.0 4.6 3.2
Prince Georges Co. {M.A.) 1.4 9.3 4.8
Montgomery Co.-West b/ (M.A,) 15.4 17.9 16.5
Montgomery Co.-Bast ¢/ {(M.A.) 34,5 8.9 23.4
Outside Metropolitan Ares 21.1 42,6 30.4
Total Families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
expecting to move - (2,000) (1,600} {3,600)

a/ '"Religious identification” as used here means 'how the family thinks of L1tseif"
~ as Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or "None of these". TFor further
explanation, see Chapter 6.

E/ Bethesda, Chevy Chase, Rockville,etc. E/ Silver Spring, Wheaton, etc.
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The larser proportion of those expecting to move (as of the whole Washington
Jewish population) is Orthodox or Conservative; the smaller proporiion includes

geform Jews and those who indicate no Jewish religicus identification.

0f the Orthodox-Conservative group, half expected to move into MonSgomery
county homes - especially in the Silver Spring-Wheaton section. UNorthwest D.C,,

gest of Rock Creek, and places outside the metropolitan area, were mentioned by

gbout 1/5 each. Of the "Other" group, 2/5 planned to move away from Washington,
and the next largest proportion to the Bethesda-~Chevy Chase section of Montgomery
County. Six times as high a proportion of the "Others" ag of the Orthodox-
Conservative group menticned Prince Georges County destinations.
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Notes

Northeastern states, as shown in Table 3-1, include the Census Bureau's New Enge
Tand, Middle Atlantic and East North Central divisions; Southeastern states, its
Scuth Atlentic and East South Central divisions (Del., Md., D.C., Va., W. Va.,
¥.C., S.C., Ga., Fla., Ky., Tenn., Ala., and Miss.). Western states are all
others - the Census Bureau's West North Central, West South Central, Mountaln and
Pacific divisions, Eastern Europe, as used here, comprises the Soviet Union
(Russia, the Ukraine, White Russia); Poland; and Albania, Bulgaria, Estonia, Fin-
land, Greece, Hungary, Latvia, Lithvania, Romania and Yugoslavia. All other
countries of Furope are classified here as Western Europe. OSome confusgion may
occur because of intermittent boundary changes., For uniformity's sake, we arbi-
trarily selected the boundaries in effect during the period 1520-1938.

Information on parent's birthplace was obtained only for the native-born. In at
least 80% of the cases, the same country was reported for both parents. Where two
countries were reported, the father's (if indicated) was selected; otherwise a
gystemstic random procedure was used tc choose between the two. Consequently,
"mixed” parentage is not reported here,

Nativity of the household head and wife (or husband) tend to be similar, though
not identical. Of the 20,500 married couples, 67.3% are both native-born; 12.1%
both foreign-born; 12.5%, husband only foreign-born; T7.9% husband only native-
vorn; 0.2%, nativity of husband, wife or both not reported.

Where a person's residence in the Washington area was breoken by e period of absence!
of a year or more, unless the reason was military service, we used the last year
of arrival. We have therefore slightly underestimated (by 1 or 2%) the proportions g
living here zll their lives and for longer periods, It should be pointed out, alsg)
that the figure of 34.7% for those "born in or around Washington" is necessarily |
nigher than the 33.3% born "in the District of Columbia" reported in Table 3-1.

Thus in general the interviewee clagsified the community according to size, How-
ever, we subsequently defined a big city as "any city whose population according
to the latest census is 250,000 or over." A total of 42 U.S, and 200-250 foreign
cities met this criterion. If the interviewee named a city smaller than that, we
classified it as middle-sized (or medium-~sized). If he answered "middle-sized
city" but named cne larger than 250,000 populaticn, we reclassified his answer

to "big ecity."

These cities represent the nearest largest Jewish communities. It is these from
which, on the whole, cne might expect Washington's Jewish populaticn to be drawm,
with numbers proportional to the size of the Jewish population and inversely pro-
portional to their distance from Weshington. The Jewish populaticn of these
cities and their distances in miles are:

Distance {in miles)

City Size of Jewlish Population# from Washington
New York 2,050,000 225
Baltimore 78,000 38
Philadelphia 245,000 133
Chicago 262,000 764
Boston 140,000 HHN

*For source, see Chapter 1, note 1.
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Since interviews were conducted between February and August of 1956, these
families have presumably all moved by this time. Properly speaking, then, these
are familles who expected to move from homes they then occupied. Tor convenlence
sake, I have sometimes referred to the "present” homes of these families, meaning
those at which they were living at the time of the survey.




CHAPTER L&
PARTICIPATTON IN THE JEWISH COMMUNITY, AND IN THE COMMUNITY AT TARGE:
ORGANTZATION MEMBERSHIP, PHILANTHROPIC CONTRIBUTIONS,

AND EATING WITH GENTILES

We have brought together in this chapter information on several topics
related to participation in the community. Some of these have tc do with
the Jewish community -~ membership in Jewish organizations, contributions to £
the United Jewish Appeal. Others refer to the Washington "Gentile" or "non- 2%
sectarian” community -- membership in non-sectarian organizations, contribu- K
tions to non-sectarian philanthropies, social contacts with gentiles as their §i
hosts or guests at meals.

Sectlon A reports on membership in Jewish adult organizations -« the
proporticns of men and of women who belong te various numbers of organized
groups, and how membership varies according tc a person's age, his family’'s
income and how long he has lived in the Washington area. The relation be- 38
tween membership in these predominantly secular organizations and attendance §
at religlous services appears in one table,

Membership in Jewish teen-agers'! crganizaticns receives brief attention }
in Section B. One table shows how such membership is related to age and sex;
another, the geograpghical distribution of teen-agers who belong to these
organizations, and of those who do not.

In SBection C we turn to membership in non-sectarian organizations., As
in Section A, we consider how belonging to these groups is affected by sex,
age, education, family income and length of residence in and around
Washington. A spscial “cross~tabulation" helps answer the question: ‘Do
the same pecple belong to both Jewish and non-sectarian organizations?” :
The number of persons claiming membership in each of several cnccific v n= 3
iz . rizng i1s also shown.

Section D is concerned with contributions to major charitable campaigns
and compares the proportions who report giving to the United Jewisgh Appeal,
the Community Chest and the Red Cross in the preceding year.

The extent to which Washington area Jews "break bread" with their
gentile neighbors, in the homes of the latter or in their own homes, forms
the subject of Section E.
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Section A

Membership in Jewish Organizations

Extent of Membership Among Men and Among Wcomen

Most Jewish men {60.9%) belong tc no Jewish organization; but most Jew-
ish women belong to at least one (see Table 4-1)., Vhether we compare the
proportions of men and of women who belong tc a single organization, cr to-two
or to more, a higher percent of women are members. Moreover, few men belong
to more than one group (8.3% out of 35..4% belonging to any), while a substane
tial proportion of the women belong to two or more (23.2¢% out of 56..4% who
are members at all)., What these figures mean will be clearer if we specify
the men and women,, znd the organizations, involved.

TABLE L4~1

NUMBER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELOWGED TO, BY SEX—/

Humber of Jewish Organizations Sex

Belonged To Male Female
lione 60.9% 40, 3%
Cne 27.1 33.2
Two 5.9 14,5
Three or tore 2.k 8.7
Not Peported 3.7 3-3

Total - ! 100.0% 100,0%

- # (23,700) (23,600)

&/ For heads of notschelds, &fd W v'g'(@@ husbands) “of varFiedheads:

n-f ; Which men and women?

Information on adult organization.membership was cobtained for only the
head of each household l/ and the wife or husband of each married head. We
did not request this information for other possible adults in the househcld,
such as parents of the head or his wife, brothers or sisters, grown children
or boarders. 2/

ne

Which organizations?

Each Interviewee was handed a card with a numbered list of organization
names, and asked (for the appropriate persons): "Are you (is he) a member of
any of these? Just tell me the nurber of each one, please." The list on the
card was as follows:
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JEWISH ORGANIZATICLS

1. American Jewish Committee 6. National Council of Jewish Women

2. American Jewlcsh Congress T. Floneer Women

3. B'mal B'rith 8. Bisterhood of Synagogue or of Temple

4, Hadassah 9, Zionist Organization of America

5. Jewish War Veterans 10. Any other Jewish crganization?
Which?

Several dozen other local and naticnal organizaticns were mentioned. We
excluded corganizations like the Masons and Boy Sccouts, which may have local
units almost wholly Jewish in composition but are basically non-sectarilan,
On the other hand, we added {from the replies to a question on membership
in non-sectarian organizations) some groups which we felt were essentially
Jewish though superficially non-sectarian (e.g., City of Hope).

TABLE L-2

HUMBER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND AGEé/

Sex and Mumber of Age
Jewish Organizationg Under 25  25-3%  35-44  1L5-54  55-6Lk 65 Jears
Belonged To Jears years Yyesrs Years VYears &nd gver
Male - None % 70.0%  63.9% LB.,7%  6L.0%  b5.6%
One * 22,2 23.7 33.4 28. 4 ho,2
Two or Hiore * 7.0 7.4 1L.h 9.5 8.2
llot Teported * 0.8 5.0 6.5 1.1 4.0
Total®/ - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
- # (300) (6200} (8200) (5100) (2300) {(1500)
Female -
one 53.6% 52.2%  36.0%  36.1% 2L.6% 39.0%
One 38.1 30.4 34,8 35.7 36.5 17.9
Two or nore 1.k 14.3 274 25.8 41.6 4.3
ot Peported 6.9 3.1 1.8 2.4 0.3 1.8
Totald/ - % 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%  10C.0%
- 4 {1500) (6800) (7000) (M4300) {(2300) {11CO)

3/ See footnote to Table b-1. Tablé dces not include 100 mele and 600
female ‘cases, age "over 21",
* Too few casés in this column to permit showing details,

Membership and Age

In general, as age increases so does the percentage of men and women
who belong to Jewish organizations. This is shown in Table 42, The high-
est properticns of each sex who are members of no Jewish groups are Tound
under 35; the lowest, over age 55. At each age, a higher proportion of
women belong than of men. Bul there are scme exceptions to the general
pattern. Membership among men increases through U5 to 54 years, drops off
sharply smong the 55- to €l-year group, then rises once more among those
over 65, Among the women membership increases steadily through age 64, then
declines. On the whole, the tendency for more pecple to belong to Jewish
organizations as they grow older seems to be interrupted principally by the
burdens of age.




67 .

Membership and Family Income
MembET "

The pattern for the twe sexes is quite different, when we examine the
relation between membership and income. As Table L-3 indicates, among men,
as income increases, so does non-membership -- up to $10,000 income., Among
those with higher incomes, the proportion belonging to no organization drops
glmost by half; from 73.9% (among those with incomes $7,000-9,999) to kbl 3%
among those with family earnings of $10,000-14,999. The figures go up not
enly for membership in one organization, but also for two or more.

Amecng women, however, the proportion belonging to at least one Jewish
organization shows a steady increase from almost half (49.5%) in the "under
$5,000" group to almost two-thirds (66.1%) in the group with $15,000 or larger
incomes.

TABLE 4-=3
a/
NUMRER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND FAMILY INCOME -

Family .Inccome

Sex and Number of Jewish Under ©5,000- ${,000~ $10,000- $15,000-  Not

Organizations Belonged To $5,000 $6,999 99,999 $14,999 and over Peported
Male - None 59.1%  63.5% 73.9% WY, 3% 45,19 6h,1%
One 32.1 30.5 20.5 38.9 2h.g 18.2
Two or Hore 2.5 5.0 b L 13.2 23.6 8.2
Not Heported 6.3 1.0 1.2 3.6 6.4 9.5
2/
Total = % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
- {2500} (L1oo) (7300) (4500)  (2300) (3000)
Female - lone Yr7.6% L3.8% 41.8% 33.5% 28.9%  L0.C%
One oL,8 ho,2 L4, 3 26,4 19.6 25,4
Two or hiore 2L, 7 13.0 12.0 36.9 L46.5 26,1
Not reported 2.9 1.0 1.9 3.2 5.0 8.5
a/
Total - % 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
- # (3600) (3800) (68C0) (3900)  (2000) (3500)

a/ See Footnote to Table Lnl

Membership and Length of Residence

Table U4k shows that for persons of either sex, the longer they have
lived in the Washington area, the more likely they are to belong to at least
one Jewish organization. The proportion reporting no memberships among those
here four years or less is about three in four. For those in the area before
1933, only half the men and a quarter of the women claim no organization
embership. Those who have always lived in the area include the relatively
young as well as the relatively old "native-born" Washingtonians, and are
therefore a very heterogeneous group.
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TABLE L=k

NUMBER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND YEAR OF
a/
ARRIVAL I WASEINGTCN METRCFOLITAN AREA

Year of Arrival in Washington Metropolitan Area S

Sex and Number of Jewish 1953- 1949~ 19L4l- 1933~ Before Always lived  §
Organizations Belonged To 1956 1952 1948 1940 1933  in drea ‘

S

Male - None TH.7% 69.8% 59.3% 57.0% 50.8% 67.3%
One 19.6  27.9 2k.2 32,k 32.2 21.5
Two or more 1.6 173 9.9 g.1 14,0 9,2
Not reported L. 1.0 6.6 1.5 3.0 2.0 =
a/ i
Total - % 100.C% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.C% ;
- # (2700) (2800) (5500) (5000) {(heoo)  (2900)
Female - None T76.0% 53.4% 33.2% 33.6% 24.9% 35, 6%
One 15,9 23.0 46,1 28,8 29.5 48,2
Two or Hore 4,3 21.8 16.2 35.2 43,1 15.0
Not Beported 3.8 1.8 4.5 2,4 2.5 1.2
&/
Total - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%
~ # (2900) (2600) (61200) (3700) (4300)  (3100)

a/ See Footnote to Table 4-1. Table does not include 600 male and 900 female §B
cases, year of arrival not reported. [ 3

Membership and Its Relation to Religious Attendance

Being active in organizations does not necessarily imply interest in
Jewish religicus affairs ~ it might be expected to reflect in many cases a
desire for social or business contacts. We have therefore scught to learn
whether there is any connection between belonging to Jewish organizations
and frequency of attendance at Jewish religious services. The result is
shown in Table Le5: the more cften a man (or & woman) attends synagogue
services, the more likely it is that he belongs to Jewish organizations.
Alsc, the more frequent the atiendance, the more crganizations he seems
likely to have joined. (Synagogue membership, it will be recalled, is
not inclided in our list of érgenizétion Rémberships.) 3/

One difference between the figures for the two sexes should be noted,
Among the women, the proporition belonging to one organization is about 30-&0%
regardless of freguency of attendance, while the percentage clalming twe
or more memberships rises as attendance becomes more freguent. For men,
membership both in one group and in more than one increases with more
attendance,



TABLE L4-5

a/

OF ATTENDANCE AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES

69.

WUMBER QOF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND FREQUENCY

Frequency of Attendance at Religious Services

Sex and Number of Jewish Hot ot le? times 3=11 times Once a mo, ot
Organizations Belonged To all a year g year or more  reported |
Male - None 83.9% 68.9% 55.2% 36.5% *
Cne 12,0 21.4 29,4 47.3 *
Two or more 1.5 6.2 10.0 13.9 *
Not reported 2.6 3.5 5.k 1.9 *
a/
Total - % 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- # (5100)  (5300) (7900) (L8oo) (€co)
Female - None 57.9% 45, 8% 37.5% 16.8% 52,49
One 35.7 36.8 28.L 39.4 12,2
Two or more 4.3 14,3 28.6 43,2 25.5
Not reported 2.1 3.1 5.1 0.6 9.9
EY,
Total =~ % 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0 100.0%
- (4g90c)  (5200) (7600) (4700) (1200)

*

a/ See Footnote to Table L-1
Too few cages in this column to permit showing details.
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Section B

Membership In Jewish Teen~Agers' Organizations

Sex and Age Differences Amcng Teen-Agers

As with the adults, interviewee was asked to tell which organizations on
a numbered list each teen-~ager in the family belonged to. The list was:

Jewish Teen~-Agers! Groups

1. B'ai B'rith (A.Z.A., B'nai B'rith Girls)
2. Fraternities or sororities

3. Habecnim

L., Jewish Center Youth Groups

5. Temple or Synagogue teen-age groups

6. Young Judea

T. Other Jewish teen-sge groups: Which?

In contrast to the greater number of women than men who are members of one#§
or more Jewish organizations, 52.0 percent of boys and 43.L4 percent of girls
between 13 and 15 years of age are members, This condition reverses rapildly,
For those between 16 and 19 years of age, 58.8 percent of the boys and 77.5
percent of the girls are members of one cor meore Jewlsh organizations, This
information is shown in Table L-6.

TABLE L4-6

WUMBER OF JEWISIH TEEN-AGE ORGANTZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND AGE

{(Population 13-19 Years of Age)
Sex And Age

Humber of Jewish Male Female
Teen-Age Organizations  13-15 106-19 13-15 1&-19
Belonged To Years years Total yvears years Total
None 25.2% 31.6% 28.1% Lé.2%  21.1%  36.6%
One 28.0 L4&.3  36.L 38.3  51.6  L3.L
Twe 12.1  11.4  11.8 5.1 15.6 9.1
Three or more 11.9 1.1 6.9 ces 10.3 3.9
Not reported 22,8 9.6 16.8 0.k 1.k 7.0

Total population
13-19 years of age

{
g
yal

"

100.0% 190.0% 100, 0%
{2000} {1800) (3800)

100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

(6700)

(x000) (2700}




-
=)

T1.

We can compare these teen-agers with adults by referring back to Table k-2,
Wotice that for the first age group for men, ages 25-34 years, total membership
was only 29.2 percent. Thus a higher percentage of teen-age boys 13 to 15 or
16 to 19 years old belong to Jewish organizations than do these young adults.

Although the teen-agers and adults do not belong to the same organizaticns,
there is value in this comparison. In each case we are measuring the relative
success of the Jewish community in providing organized groups which can atiract
its constitutents as members.

Similarly, girls in these teen-apge brackets have g righer rate of member-
ship in Jewish organizations, 43.4 and 77.5 percent, than do young female adults
under twenty-five years (39.5 percent of whom report similar membership).

Membership in Jewish teen-age organizations is relgtively higher in each
section of the District than in the suburbs. This situation is shown in.
Table %-7. Montgomery County, to take the extreme case, with 29.0% of local
Jewish teen-agers, accounts for only 17.8% of memberships. By contract, North-
west D. C. east of Rock Creek includes 36.8% of the teen-agers and 39.9% of the
members.

TABLE L-7

MEMBERSHIP Il JEWISH TEEN-AGE ORGANIZATICONS BY AREA
(Population 13-19 Years of Age)

Membership in Teen-Age Organisations
Member of  liot member

Area any of any Total
Northeast 10.2% Lo 9.0%
Northwest - West of Rock Creek 15.0 3.9 1.7
Northwest - East of Rock Creek 39.9 3.0 36,98
Scutheast and Southwest 7.7 1.k 4.8
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 5.1 6.5 5.2
Prince Georges County (Met. Area) 3.3 4.1 3,5
Montgomery County (Met. Area) 17. 8 45,2 29,0
Total population A 10C.0% 100.0% 100.0%
13~19 years of age # (3600) (2100) (6500) a/

a/ Includes 800 cases - membership not reported, not shown in table.
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Section C

Membership in Adult Non-Sectarian Organizations

Extent of Membership Amcng Men and Among Women

A majority of both men (61.0%) and women (50.9%) belong to at least one
non-sectarian organization, as reported in Table 4-8, This is guite unliike
the situation with respect to Jewlsh organizations discussed in connection
with Table 4-1. More men are members, and they are members of more non-
sectarian organizations than are women: for example, 13.5% men (but only
6.0% of women) are reported belonging to 3 or more such groups. Again, we
must point out that cnly heads of households and thelr wives were asked for
this information; and the nature of the organizations must be considered.

TABLE 48
a/
NUMBER OF NON-SECTARTAN CRGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY BEX

Tumber of Non-Sectarian Sex
Organizations Belonged To Male Female
None 36.8% ME.E%
One 31.4 29,9
Two 16.1 15.0
Three or more 13.5 6.0
Not reported 2.2 3.9
a/
Total - % 100.0% 100,0%
- (23,700) (23,600)

a/ See Footnote to Table 4-1

Which crganizations?

With this question another list was handed the interviewee, who was asked

to mention the numbers of organizations belonged to. This wag the list:

local Non-Sectarian Organizations

Board of Trade

Citizens Association

Junior Chamber of Commerce

League of Women Voters

Parent=teachers or Home and School Asscceiation
Service club, like Rotary, Licns, Kiwanis

+ Any other: Which®

=] O\ Lo o
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Although it was intended to ask solely about groups such as those listed,
jnterviewees mentioned under "Any other" an endless variety of organizatlons,
poth local and national. Perhaps teoo uncritically, we accepted and counted
in all these answers. Thus the number of reported memberships per person

;¢ relatively high.

comparison of Non-Sectarian and Jewish Organization Memberships

Examination of Tables 4-1 and L1-8 mskes it evident that far more men
pelong to non-sectarion organizations (61.0%) than to Tewish groups (35.4%).
Among women, on the other hand, similar proporiions claim membership in
Jewish (56.4%) and non-sectarian groups (50.9%). What these tables cannot
tell us is whether the members of thectwo-kirds Sftorganizatidns are the
same Zroup of,people; or twouseparate.segrents of, the pcopulation.

Table 4-9 permits more detailed scrutiny of memberships in Jewish and
other organizations, and helps answer cur gquestion. If we focus on the men,
we see that of the 60.9% who did not belong to any Jewish organization, more
than half (34.4%) belong to some other organization. On the other hand, of
those (36.8%) who are members of no non~sectarian organiration, the bulk
(26.4%) also do not belong to any Jewish group.

TABLE 4=0
NUMBER OF NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND

8/
NUMBER CF JEWISH ORGANIZATICNS BELCNGED TO

Mumber of Non-~Sectarian

Sex and Number of Jewlsh Organizations Belonged To
Organizations Belonged To None Cne Two or more Mot reported Total
Male - None 26, 4% 20,8% 13.6% 0.1% 60,9%
One 8.8 7.8 9.2 1.3 27,1
Two or more 1.2 2.3 b, 3 0.5 8.3
iot reported 0.4 0.5 2.5 0.3 3.7
a/
5 Total -~ % 36.8%  31.W%  29.6% 2.2%  100.0%
.  — - i (23,700)
| Female - Wone 23.1%  10.1% 6.5% 0. 0. 3%
One 14,3 10.5 6.5 1.9 33.2
Two or more 7.6 7.9 7.2 0.5 23.2
Not reported 0.2 1.h 0.8 0.9 3.3
Totalﬂ/- & b5, 29 29.9% 21,09 3.9% 100.0%
-3 (23,600)

E/ See footnote to Table L4~l, Each figure in this table is a percentage of the
grand total (23,700 for the male and 23,600 for the female). Percentages
may therefore be added across or down.




The implications of such comparisons, as well as the situation among
women, may be seen more clearly if the data of Table L-9 are summarized as
shown here:

Proporticon of

Report Membercship in: Men Women
Both Jewish and other organizations 23.6% 32.1%
Jewish crganizations only 10.0 21.9
Cther organizations only 344 16.6
Neither Jewish nor other organization 26,4 23.1
Net reperted 5.6 6.3

Total - % 100. 0% 100.0%
- i (23,700)  {23,600)

Prom this we can say: About one-fourth of either sex belong 10 no organizatieg
(men: 26.4%; women: 23.1%). A third of the men, but half as many women, bed
long to ncn-sectarian organizations only (34.4% and 16.6%, respectively). A §
tenth of the men but twice as many of the women, belcong to Jewlsh organizationiil
enly (10.0% and 21.9%, respectively), Almost a quarter of the men and a thirqll
of the women (23.6% and 32.1%) claim membership in at least one organization !
that ig Jewich and one that is not.

Brief consideration shows that the Jewigh and non-sectarian groups diffe?
widely from one anocther in their aims, functions and appeals. The non-sectari
ores, for example, include many business and prcfessional groups. t is probg
bly this type of difference, rather than a greater interest in Jewish affairgy
that explains the women's greater tendency to Join Jewlsh organizations, whllé
the wen belong rore Lo non-séctarian groups.

Membership and Age

Again, contrasting with Jewish organization membership, belonging to othd
groups 1s most frequent of all in the 35~-hl year period (for the men only, in §
the L5 to Sh-year age as well). Rarlier, a verson probably has not yet devel.s
oped s0 many interests; later, he begins giving up some of them. Table 4=10 §
shows this development.



TABLE L-10

a
NUIBER OF NON-3ECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND AGE—/

EZZ‘SEa Number of

- A
Non-Sectarian Crgani- Under 25  25-3% §%%ﬂ4 §5-54 55-04 €5 years
zaticons Belonged To years years years years years and over
Maie - lione S 45 .5% 25.0% 26.2% L7.6% 69.2%
One * 37.7 33.9 2.5 32.2 22,0
Two Or more * 15.1 LO.T L, 2 15.3 8.8
ot reported * 1.7 0.4 5,1 L,o e
Total2/ % 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
- # (300) (6200) (8200) (5100) (2300) {1500)
Female-None 61.0%  b5.60  2k.1p L824 71.5% 86. 6%
One 2h.5 31.6 4.0 26.0 10.7 3.5
Two or more 0.7 22.0 33.3 20.9 6.3 bk
Mot reperted  13.8 0.8 1.6 h,g 11.5 5.5
Total®/ « ¢ 100,00 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100,09
- s {1500} (88co)  (70c0)  (L300)  (2300) (1100)
g/ See Tootnote to Table L4-1,

Table does not include 100 male and 600 female cases, age "Over 21",
# Toc few czses in This column to permit showing detaills.

Membership and Education

For the women, the proporition belonging to no group drops from & high of
87.7% among those with less than high school, to 34.2% among those with at
least a year of college, and then levels off. Among men there is a similar,
though not sc even, relaticn. {See Table 4-11) TIn short, membercship generally
increases with education.

TARLE h4-11
OFS BELCHGED TO, BY SEX AND EDULALIOHF/

UUMBER OF NOH-SECTARIAE ORGANIZATT

Sex and urber of Education: Yeazrs of Schocl Completed
Hon~Sect: 5 years High School Collepe 13 yrs.
Dl or less 9-11 yrs. 12 yrs. 13-15 yrs 10 yrs. or more
Male - no“e 57.7% 56,07 36,45 31.57% h0.1%  27.29
frie 23.5 21.3 25.2 2,2 31.9 k.7
Twe o move 13.2 ok J5 2 22.h 28,0 36.5
Iou_wenoluvd 5.6 0.3 3.0 3.9 cee 1.6
Totald L g 100.0% 100.C% 100,03 100.05  100.0%  100.0%
- (1900} (1900}  (LOUO) {3€00Y  (3200) (B€00)
Femaleallone 87.7% 50, 2% N5 1 3heeh 35.8%  35.3%
ne 8.3 21.72 31.5 38.0 38.5 28.3
Two or more 0.4 16.0 5.9 2,2 25,1 36.1
Lot reported 3.6 10.5 3.5 3.6 0.6 0.3
Total &/ - 100.C,  100.C  100.C0  100.0%  100.0%  100.0))
- {2200} (1600 2600 {3900)  (3200) (2500

&/ See footnote to Table L-l,

Table does not include 500 wale and 600 female rases, education not reported.
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Membershlp and Family Income

Income, too, is related to crganization membership among both sexes --
the higher the income, the higher the proportions belonging to some group, as
is shown in Table 4~12. Among men whose family income is less than $5000, over
half (55.5%) belong to no organization and only 13.2% to two or more. Among
those in the $15,000 and over range, the proportions are just aboui reversed
(13.0% and 59.0%). Among women the same sort of relaticnship may be observed,

TABLE L-12

a
NUMBER OF NON~SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND PAMILY INCOME“/

Sex and Number of Family Income

Non-Sectarian Organi- Less than $5000- §$7000- $10,000- $15,000 Hot

zations Belonged To $5000 36599  $9999  $14,999 and over reported

Male - None 55.5% 4o, 0% 33.8% 30.3% 13.0% 39. 2%
One 26.7 27.9 37.1 31.3 22,7 33.0
Two or more 13.2 20.4 8.4 38.2 59.0 23.7
Not reporsted 4.6 2.7 0.7 0.2 5.3 L1

Totalé/- % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- §f  (2500) (k1oo) (7300)  (45C0) (2300) {3000)

Female~ None 65.4% Y. 7%  he.o% 32.0% 32, 6% 50.,9%
One 20. b4 35.3 31.3 31.5 18.1 35.9
Two or more 7.0 144 22.2 33.3 ur.8 10.9
Not reported 7.2 3.6 4.3 3.2 1.5 2.3

Totalé/- % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 10C.0% 100.0%
- # (3600)  (3Bo0) (€B800) (3900)  (2000) (3500)

a/ See footnote to Table 4-1,

Membership and Length of Residence

Organization membership likewise increases with length of residence in the
Washington area. Generally, the longer a person has lived here the more likely
he is to helong to any organization; likewise the proportions belonging to two 4
or more groups tend to rise (See Table 4-13). However, there are some exceptions$
to this generalization: men who came before 1933, and women who came before 3
19L0, claim Tewer memberships than theose who came later. Two possible explana-
tions may be suggested. The more likely is that this is a reflecticn of the
greater age of those who came here earlier; and especially in the case of the
women, who belong to Jewish organizations as well and find themselves over-
committed to organization activities at a period in their lives when they can
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no longer be as active as they were. The other possibility is that those men
who came before 1933, and the women who came then and in the years before 19L0,
gre unlike the laterarrivals in some respect that influences thelr tendency to
join non-gectarian organizations.
TABLE 4-13
NUMBER OF NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO,

a
BY SEX AND YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA—/

Sex and Number of

Year of Arrival in Washington Metropolitan Area

cases, year of arrival not reported.

Membership Reported in Individual Organizations

Tortunately too high.

both the husband and the wife.
been reported on a femily basis.

lon-Sectarian Organi- 1953« 1649~ 1941~ 1933~ Before Always lived
zations Belonged To 1956 1952 19L8 1940 1933 in area
Male = None 55.0%  55.5%  33.3%  20.9%  37.6% 35.7%
One 29,9 25,4 204 36.2 30.8 36.5
Two or more 1L.8 18.8 31.9 Lo,2 28.8 27.5
Not reported 0.3 0.3 L4 0.7 2,8 0.3
Totalé/n 9 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0%  100.0% 100, 0%
- ¢t (e700) (2800) (5500) (5000}  (Leoo) (2900)
Female- None 66.6% 50.0% 33.3% 37.1% 48, 2% L5, 44
One 27.7 30.2 36.5 30.5 23,9 21,7
Two or more 2.3 18.6 23.1 3L.0 18.4 28.3
Tot reported 3.k 1.2 7.1 1.4 3.5 4.6
Totalé/_ ¢ 100.0% 1CC.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100, 0%
~ 2 (2900) (2600) (6ico) (3700)  (4300) (3100)
a/ See footnote to Table L4-1, Table does not include 600 male and 900 female

Table L4-14 shows the number of household heads and their wives (or hus-
bands) who said they belonged to each of the organizations on our list. In

addition, we have added the two other groups most often mentioned by inter-
viewees,

The figures shown for Citizens and Parent-Teacher Asscciations are un-
Membership in these is frequently {although not always)
by family; and a number of our lnterviewers report membership in these for

It may be that membership in these should have

We would find that the number of families
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telonging to a PTA or Home and School Association lies between 9000 and 17,900; ang i

that the number belonging to a Citizen's Association is between 5300 and $050,.
Since membership in Masonic bodies and Boy or Girl Scout leadership were
not on our list but were mentioned by interviewees, the figures we show are
probably slight understatements (others who participate in these probably
failed to add them).
TABLE h4-14

MEMBERSHIPS TN SPECIFIED NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATTONS, BY SEXE/

Number Reporting Membership
in Each Organization

Organization Male Female

Board of Trade 750 150
Citizens Associations 5300 3750
Junicr Chamber of Commerce 300 100
League of Women Voters a—— 600
Parent-Teachers (or Home and School)

Association 8900 9000
Service Clubs (Kiwanis, Lions,

Rotary, ete.) 1Lkoo 350
Masons (including Shriners).

Fastern Star, ete.) 100 350
Boy Scout or Girl Scout Leadership 100 Lo0

a/
Total™ 23,700 23,600

E/ See footnote to Table L-=1, Columns do not add to total because the num-
ber of people reporting memberships in other non-sectarian organizations
(or in none) is not shown.

.
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Section D

Contrivutions to Local Charitable Campaligns

Over 90% of the families surveyed reportedly contributed to the preceding
year's "Red Feather" campaign; almost as many to the Red Cross; and under 80%
tc the United Jewish Appeal (See Table 4-15). These figures appear scmewhat
inflated. They do, however, suggest the relative significance of the U.J.A,
ag compared to the non-sectarian philanthropies.

The table says thet virtually all of those who contributed to U.J.A. also
contribvuted to both of the non-sectarian campaigns (73.3% out of 79.3%) -
that is, that they apparently give to "worthy causes,” Jewish or not. In 2ddi-
tion, 1h4.3% of the 20.7% who did not give to U.J.A. did give to both of the
others. On the other hand, virtually none (0.4%) gave to U.J.A. and refused
both of the cther campaigns.

TABLE L4-15

PAMITIES REPORTING CONTRIBUTICNS TO MATOR LOCAL CHARITARIE CAMPAIGNS

Cdmfaigns to Which Percent of
Centributicrns Were Made all families

Community Chest "Red Teather" Campaign 92.,1%
Red Cross 89.6
United Jewlish Appeal 79.3
T . - B B R T AT W ' :
United Jewish Appeal and two other 73.3
United Jewish Appeal and onesother 5.6

United-dewish-Arpeal and no-cther SRS - Ok -

C o United e e Lant s
Not United Jewish Appeal-~two cthers 14.3
ot United Jewish Appeal--one other 0.9
__ Kot United Jewish Appeal--no other 5.5
Total families =~ ¢ 100,09

- 7 (27,200)
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Section E

Taking Meals With Gentiles

"Breaking bread” with another person has long symbolized friendliness, ae-
ceptance ag an egual, relative intimacy. For this reason, the extent to which
Jews bring Gentiles into their homes to share thelr meals; or eat in the homes
of Gentiles, provides a slignt measure of the extent of Jewish - Gentile social
intercourse. This is, of course, somevhat complicated by the fact that, for the
Jew ovservant of the rules of Kashruth, dining in the home of a Gentile becomes
quite awkward, if not impossibie. X

Fating in Gentile Homes

We aszked two questlons dealing with this subject. The first was:

0f the times you have eaten 2 meal in someone else's home in

the past year, about what proportion were in the homes of

non-Jewish people? -- A1l of them, most, half, few or none?
Answers received %o thils question are shown in Table 4-16. About one-third
each answered "Few'" and "None", about cne-sixth said "Half", and one-tenth
replied "Most" or "ALl". L/

TABLE 4-16

RELATIVE FREQUENCY CF EATING IN HOMES OF NON-JEWISH PEOPIE

Answers to the question: "Of the
times you have eaten a meal in

someone else's home in the past Percent
year, about what preportion were of families

in the homes of non-Jewish pecple?”

A1l 2.5
Most 8.0
Half 16.1
Few 33.3
lione 32.6
Don't eat out 1,0
Lot reported 3.8

Total families ~ % 100.0%

- ¥ (27,200)
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Having Gentile Guests at Meals

The se2ond question asked was:

Of the times you have had guests to eat with you in ycour home
in the past your, about what proportion of the guests would
you say were non-Jewish? «- All of them, most, halfl, few or
none?

Table lLi-17 presents the answers to this question. 1t appears that "Few" and
"Tlone" account for 57.3% of the answers, as compared to 65.9% of the replies
to the preceding question; while the proportion of "Half" answers is corres-
pondingly higher for "having guests" than for "eating out." 5/

TABLE L-17

RETATIVE FREQUENCY OF HAVING HON-JEWISH GUESTS AT MEALS

Answers to the questicn: "Of

the times you have had guests

to eat with you in your home Percent
in the past year, about what of families
proportion of the guests would

you say were non-Jewish?"

A1l 2.T%
Most 7.5
Half 23.1
Few 37.8
lone 19.5
Don't have guests 3.0
Not reported 6.4

Total families - % 100.0%

- # (27,200}

The slight difference between the two sets of answers may reflect elther
the reluctance of observing Jews to eat where the rules of Xashruth are not
kept; or a greater willingness of Jews %0 invite Gentile guests than of Gen-
tiles to accept Jdews; or merely the fact that the second question asks about
fhe proportion: of guests, the.first about the proportion of occasions. é/

Compariscon of Adults and Children

Is eating with Gentiles more or less frequent among the children than
among the adults? In the pilect study ceonducted in Northeast D.C. {See Intro-
duction for details), we asked questions separately for adults and for
children. Of the 62 families interviewed, 53 indicated the same frequency
for both generations; 3 reported the children eating with Gentiles more often,
and 3 less often (the remaining families included no children). The number
of cases is neither large nor representative cof the whole Washington area;
but the result suggesis no great difference bvetween the generations.
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Hotes

For explanation of the fterm "head of household” see Chapter 1, Section A,
The members of males and of females in this series do not agree because
we have included the 2100 Jewish husbands and wives in mixed marriages,
whose Gentile partners are not in the survey.

The reason for so limiting our inguiry was that we did not believe the
cne person interviewed -- the head or wife -- would be able To give accu-
rate information about other adulis in the household. The effect of this
procedure 1s that any estimates we might make of membership in individual
organizations would probably be too low.

Synagogue membership is discussed in Chapter 6, Section A; frequency of
sttendance in Chapter 6, Section B (see particularly Table 6-10}.

In the Northeast Pilot Study, this gquestion was abked in a slightly differ
ent form: "Have you or your children eaten in the homes of non~-Jewish
people -- often, seldom or never?" Answers to this were egquated with
answers guoted in the text as follows:

"Often" - "Half"
"Seldom"” -- TRey!
"Wever" =  "None"

In the Northeast Pilot Study, the question was: '"Have you had non-Jewish
people eat with you or your children in your home =-=- often, seldom cr
never?'” Answers were treated as indicated in note L.

For an examination of the relation befween observance of Kashruth and eat-
ing in Gentile homes see Table 7-8. It should be noted that Tavles 4-16

and 4-17 are derived from tabulations which include "mixed" (Jewish- _
Gentile) families, Had these been omitted, the proportions in these tables
might have been heavier at the "Few" and "None" end.
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CHAFTER 5

JEWISH EDUCATION,

BAR-MITZVAH AND CONFIRMATION

The two sectlons of this chapter deal respectively with
the Jewish education of the adult population: and with Jewish
education, and bar-mitzvah and similar ceremonies of children
and adoleéescents.

In Section A, the {type of Jewyish esducation received by the
population 17 and over is shown, separately for males and for
females, and for ages 17-29, 30-4k, and 45 and over. In addition,
for each of the two types of education most often reported -
Sunday schcol and Hebrew afternoon schocl - the proportions of
each sex attending for various lengths of time are presented.

Secction B containg a table indicating types of education
received by children 5 to 16 years old, separately by sex and
three age groupings. For the 13 to 19-year-olds, the proportions
of each sex who have had bar-mitezvah, bas-mitzvah and confirma-
tion ceremonies are shown; and Ior the boys of this age, the
propertion with each type of Jewish education who have had a
bar-mitzvah ceremony.
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Section A

Jewish Education of Adults

Type of Jewish Education

The types of Jewilsh education which the Jewish population over 16 has had are
shown in Table 5-1. Information is presented separately for males (in the upper half
of the table) and for females (in the lower half) broken into three age groups. This
table reports on the proportion in each sex-and-age group who have had any exposure
to each of four types of Jewish education, or to any other, or to none at all, Thus,
any perscn who has had gs little as half a ysar of Sunday school, or of the services
of a private tutor in preparation for a bar~mitzvah ceremony, will have been included
here. 5Some persons, of course, have had two or more kinds of Jewlsh education; con-
sequently, the proportions of the total shown as having each kind don't add up to 100%,

TABLE 5-1
TYPE OF JEWISH EDUCATION BY AGE AND; SEX

(Population 17 Years of Age and Over)

Age
Sex and Type of 17-29 30-lh L5 -rears
Jdewish Education years years and over Total
Malie
Sunday school 38.3% 32,5% 17.3% 28,0%
Hebrew afternocn school 48,7 59,6 bao.7 51.4
Hebrew all-day school 0.6 3.7 17.9 8.0
Private tuter 28,0 19.6 23,9 22k
Other b7 3.0 7.1 L.
Any at all a/ 84,1 8h.6 87.1 8.7
lone 12.7 12,2 8.4 11.0
Not reported 3.2 3.2 4,5 4.3
Total, male,
17 years and overé/ . % 100.0% 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% B/
- ¥ (h8c0) (12,700) (9ko0) (27,100}~
Female
Sunday school 39.1% L2, 19 20,2% 33.7%
Hebrew afterncon school 30.4 26.9 22,9 25.8
Hebrew allsday school 3.7 1.5 8.3 )
Private tutor 1.1 10.6 15.7 10.2
Other 1.7 5.1 7.5 5.1
Any at all a/ 63.7 69.3 64,9 66.1
None 3C.5 28,0 27.5 28,3
Not reported 5.8 2.7 7.6 5.6
Total, female a
17 wears and overw/- % 100.0% 100.C% 100.,0% 100.0% o/
- # (6300) (11,300) (9400) (27,9c0)=

a/ "Any at all” is not the sum of the percenvages shown for each type of Jewish edu-
cation, since some persons have had more than one type. Similarly, the percentages
above "Any at all" when added to those for "None" and "Not reported” dc not total
100%.

b/ Includes 200 cases - age "Over 21" not shown in this table.

¢/ Includes 900 cases - age "Over 21" not shown in this table.
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These figures are probably less accurate than any other serieg in this report.
An effort was made to learn the extent of Jewish education of every perscn in the
nousehold from one interviewee. The latter could report for himself or herself;
presumably children were reported falrly accurately; but information concerning
other adult members of the household secems frequently to have involved guessing by
the person interviewed. {(This became apparent, for example, when we asked
hov many years of each kind of education a perscn had had; as will be seen in
Tables 5-2 and 5-3, the proportion aotl reported - which means, in this case,
crevers of "I don't know'" - ran gquite high. The figures of Table 5-1 for pro=-
portions attending Hebrew all-day school, in particular, appear too high. These
may reflect confusion between "all-day" and "afterncon" schools.

What Table 5-1 appears to show, then, are such findings as these: Between 80
and 90% of the men at each age level have had some Jewish education; for the women,
the propocriion is some 20% lower (i.e., between &0 and 70%). In each age group;
Hebrew afternocon schocls have cccupled the time of more of the men than any other
type of Jewigh education. Among the younger ones, Sunday school has been next
most important, but among those 45 years old and over private tutcrs and Hebrew
all-day schools reportedly trsined a higher proporticn than among the younger.
Among the younger women, Sunday school has been attended by the highest propcrticn,
followed by afternceon scheocl. Among those 45 and over, these two have been of
equal importance, followed clesely by private tuters.

mount of Jewish Education

As Just mentioned, information obtained on the number of years of each type
f education 1s of less value because cf the high proportion not able to answer
zorrectly. Tables 5«2 and 5~3 show, respectively, the proportions of each sex
receiving various amounts of Sunday school and Hebrew afterncon gchool educaticn.
Percentages in each table are of those who had any of thisg type cof schooling,
nct of the whole population. These may be summarized about as follows:

Sunday Scheol. - Relatively small proportions of each sex attended [or
more than eight years. At least half of the wcmen and
at least a third of the men attended less than five
years. (assuming that some of the "not reported" fall

- e " s A
intn thls cotosory

TABLE 5a2
WUMBER OF YEARS OF SUNDAY SCHOOL, BY SEX

(Population 17 Years of Age and Over, Who Attended Sunday School)

—

Number of Years Attended Sex

Male Female
1<) years 33.65% L6, 6%
5 - 8 years 37.9 28.7
9 years or more 6.6 7.6
Yot reported 21.9 17.1
Total who attended
Sunday s chool - % 100, 0% 100.0%

132

(7€00) (9ho0)

]
=
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Hebrew afternoon school - Between a third and a half of the men whe
attended at all went for less than 5 years; the propor-
tion attending for 7 years or more is between 20 and 40%.
Of the small number of women attending, the majority
probably continued for no more than four years.

TABLE 5-3
HUMEBER OF YEARS OF HEBREW AFTERNCON SCHOOL, BY SEX

(Population 17 Years of Age and Over, Who Attended Hebrew Afternoon School)

Sex
Number of Years Aftended
Male Female
; 1 - & years 33.3% 5t 3%
. 5 - 6 years 27.5 12.1
s 7 years or more 17.9 11.L
Not reported 21.3 22.2

Total who attended
Hebrew afternoon school = &% 100.0% 100.0%
(13,900) (7200)

=2

=

ST
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Section B

Children and Adolescents

Jewlsh Education of Children

For children aged 5-16 there was also some tendency not to report the extent
of Jewish education. Examination of individual gquestionnaires, as well as the fact
that this deficlency i1s highest among the youngest children, leads to the belief
that most of the children shown as "Hot reported” had not had any Jewish education.
The material presented in Table 5-4 sugeests such vpatterns as these: Approximately
nali the children under nine, boys as well as girls, have had some Jewish education.

TABLE 54
JEWISH EDUCATION, BY AGE, SEX AND TYPE OF JEWISH EDUCATION

(Populaticn 5-16 Years of Age)

Age
Sex and Type of 5-8 g-12 13-16 Total,
Jewlsh Education years years years 5-16 years
Male
Sunday schoeol Lo, 3% 71.1% 62.7% 57.5%
Hebrew afternoon scheool 0.6 Ly, 7 5h.6 31.0
Hebrew all-day school 7.1 9.1 2.8 6.5
Private tutor ‘o Lol 37.9 12.6
Other 2.8 0.3 0.1 1.2
Any at 112/ 52.7 82.9 92.9 Th.5
HUone 35.8 6.6 5.4 17.2
ot reported 11.5 10.5 1.7 8.3
Total, 5-16 years a/ - & 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0%
) - (3600) (3100) (2500) (9500)
Female
Sunday school 49, 3% 78.1% T7.5% 65.7%
Hebrew afterncon school 0.7 31.1 22.0 16.0
Hebrew all-day school 3.6 1.4 1.1 2.3
Private tutor 0.1 2.4 3.1 1.6
Cther ces 0.2 - ¥
hny et 112/ 52.1 81.5 83.6 £9.5
Tone 28,0 10.1 ik,2 18,7
Kot reporied 19.9 .l 2.2 11.8
Tozal, 5-16 yearz a/ - 100, 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100.0%
- i (3koo) (2700) (2000} _(8100)

a/ "Any at 211" 1s not the sum of the percentages shown for each type of Jewish
ceducation since some children have had more than one type.
percentazes akbove TAny at g1l," when added to those Tor "Hone" and "ot
reported” do not total 100%.

% Less than .05%.

Similarly, the
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This is mostly Sunday school, though more boys then girls have been in 2 Hebrew all. |
day school. In the 9-12-year group, over 80% of each sex have had some Jewish edu-
cation; 70-80% have had at least some Sunday school, while close to half the boys
and a third of the girls have had some afternocon school. In the 13-1€-year group,
over 90% of the boys have had some Jewish schooling, but a little over 8C% of the
girls. Among the latter Sunday school is again the most significant by far, though
afterncon school has had almest as high a proportion cf the boys as has Sunday
school. A rather high proporticn of the 13-1é-year-old boys have had private tutor-
ing -- possible in a last-minute spurt of training for anticipated bar-mitzvah cere-
monies,

Bar-Mitzvan, Bas-Mitzvah and Confirmation

For each boy in the household over 12 and under 2C at his last birthday, the
interviewer asked: "Has he had a bar-mitzveh ceremony, = confirmation ceremony,
both, or neither of these?" A comparable guestion was asked for each girl of the
same age, Results of these questions are shown in Table 5-5. The figures presented
show that about 15-20% of the boys, and probably upwards of 60% of the girls, have
had neither of these ceremonies. The proportion reporting a confirmation ceremony
is about three times as high for the giris as for the boys. g/

TABIE 5-5
BAR-MITZVAH, BAS-MITZVAH AND CONFIRMATION CEREMCWY, BY SEX

(Population 13-19 Years of Age)

Sex

Type of Cercmony Male Female
Bar-mitzvah TL.0% -
Bas-mitzvah e 7.2%
onfirmation 5.4 14.3
Both TS
Neither 15.3 58.6
Not reported 3.7 19.9
Total, 13-19 years - % 100.0% 100.0%

- (3800) (2700)

Relation between Jewish BEducaticn end Bar-Mitzvah Ceremony

From Table 5-6 in which percentages are to be added across, it appears that the
proportion of boys 13 to 19 years old who have not had a bar-mitzvah ceremony is
abiout one in ten among those who have had any Sunday school; sliightly lower among
those who have attended Hebrew alternoon school at all; lower still among those who
have had scme private tutoring; and just about zero for the small group who have
attended a Hebrew all-day school. From this it cannct be concluded;, however, that
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the type of schooling determines the likelihood of the boy's having a bar-mitzvan
ceremony; presumably the family background plays scome role.,

TARLE $-6
2/

BAR-MITZVAE CEREMONY BY TYPE OF JEWISH EDUCATION

(Boys 13-19 Years of Age)

Type of Jewish

Has Had a Bar-Mitzvash Ceremony

Education Yes No Not reported Total boys
sunday School 51.0% 5.6% 2,6% 55.2%
Hebrew afternoon &chool L6.8 3.9 1.6 52.3
Hebrew all-day school 2.0 oo cae 2.0
Private tutor 3h, L 0.9 2.1 37.4
Other 0.2 v Ve 0.2
None oo 7.9 0.8 8.7

Not reported 1.4 e 0.1 1.5
Total boys 13-19 - % 100.0%
years - # (3,800)

a/ Each figure in this table is a percentage of the grand total (3,800).
Percentages add across, but not down, because some boys have had more
than cne type of Jewish education.
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Notes

It should be noted that the category "Other" includes Yiddish schools
(Workmen's Circle, Sholem Aleichem, ete.); Jewish education reported as
recelved in regular school periods in certain foreign countries; etc.

In the Northeast Pilot Study, we asked about bar-mitzvah only. Boys
reported as not having had a bar-mitzvah, and all girls, were tabulated

here as "not reported”.
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CHAPTER 6

SYNAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP, FRECUENCY OF ATTENDANCE

AND RELIGICUS IDENTIFICATION

This chapter consists of three sections, one devoted to each
of the topies mentioned in the title of the chapter. Section A is
concerned with synagogue membership. We have classified families,
according to the congregation to which they belong, as Orthodox,
Conservative, Reform or members of no synagogue. The nine tables
in this section, show the relation between the family's membership
in each of those kinds cof congregation, or none, and various
characteristics of the family or the head of the household, such
as area of residence, income, education, occupation, age, marital
status and nativity. Reasons offered for having chosen a particular
congregation, or for belonging to none, are discussed.

Section B deals with frequency of attendance at Jewish religious
(i.e., synagogue) services. Three tables are presented showing how
this frequency varies with such personal characteristics as age,
nativity and synagogue membership. Data on the relative frequency
of attendance of husbands and wives are included.

The "religlous identification" of families - whether they
think of themselves as Orthedox, Conservative, Reform or '"none of
these" - is discussed in Section C. The "none of these" group is
Turther broken into those who are undecided; those who adhere to
some other religion, and those who profess no religion. The
fashion in which this identification is related to education and
to synagogue membership is indicated.
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Section A

Synagogue Membership of Families

What proportion of Jewish families belcng to any synagogue or temple?

What proportions belong to local Orthedox, Conservative, Reform or other congrf{
gations? '

What are some of the characteristics of persons who belong to each kind of con,i
gregation, or Lo none?

Questions of this kind are discussed in this section of Chapter 6.

Synagogue Membership in General

To ascertain whether the family belonged tc a synagogue, the Interviewer asked, §
in a series of questions about the family: "Are you members of a synagogue or f
temple?" The word "members" was underlined to remind the interviewer that atfending {
a synagogue is not the same as membership, If the answer _to this question was "Yes,"]
the interviewer asked: 'Which ones?" A list of all local congregations was used to i
classify the answers as Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or other, The latter includes!
congregations which consider themselves "non~denominational,” out-of~town congrega- ]
tions and cases in which interviewees who said they belonged %o a synagegue didn't
mentiocn its name. i/

The results of this question are shown in Table 6-1. More than half (53.3%) of
the families claim no synagogue membership; of the remaining 46.7%, over half (25.0%)3
of the total) report membership in a Conservative congregation. Orthodox families |
are sbout half as numerous as Conservative, and Reform half as numerous as Orthodox. |

TABLE 6-1

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMITY

Synagogue Percent
Membpership of Family of families
Orthodox 11.9%
Conservative 25,0
Reform 6.3
Other a/ 2.8
None 53.3
Not reported 0.7
Totael families - % 100.0%

- # (27,200)

5/ "Other" includes non-denominationsl, ocut-of-town and unspecified
congregations.
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For various reasons a family may maintain membershlp in two or more congrega-
tions. In the survey area approximately 500, or 1.9% of the families, btelong to at
. least two synagogues; included among these are about 100, or O.h%, whe claim three
or more synagogue memberships. No effort was made to tabulate these as Orthodox,
conservative or Reform.

Reasons for Chooging a Particular Congregastion

For each congregation named in answer to the question on membership, the further
gquestion was asked: "How did you happen to choose that congregation?” The answers tc
this gquestion were not claggiflied, nor tabulated, but we did prepare a list of the
answers occurring with considerable freguency. The answers we found most often were:

1. "We have friends whe belong to 1t" or "People in the neighborhcod go there".
2. "It's the nearest congregation to where we live".

Somewhat less frequently, answers were of these types:
3. "Our family has always belonged" or "That's where my father goes'.
L. "It's the closest Orthodox (or Conservative, or Reform) congregation".

Much less often we came across answers like these:
5. "It has a good Sunday school" or "We like the services there".

Very rarely, the latter type of answer contained an added comment along the lines of:
"We moved to this location in order to be near it."

Reagons for Neot Belonging to Any Congregation

When & familly belonged to no synagogue, the interviewer asked: "What would
you say is your most important reason for not belonging tc any?" These answers, too,
were neither classified nor tabulated. Again, the answers given most often were
listed, along with an indication of their relative frequency. The answers we met
most often were:

1. References to the age of the family's childrer, such as: "We don't have
any children yet; when we do, will probably join"; "We won't join until our chil-
dren are old enough for Sunday school"; "Cur children are grown now, so we
no longer need to belong".

Next most frequent were such answers as:
2. "It's too expensive"; "We can't afford it"; "Belonging costs more than
it's worth".

Less often, answers were given like these:
3. "Welre not religious"; "We don't believe in it".
b, "Welre too busy"; "We have no time for it".

And occasionally there were answers such as:

5. "Synagogue members are too class-conscicus"; "Synagogues are for sncbs
vho want to show off their fancy clothes".

6. "There's no synagogue near by".

What the "Reasons" Tell

Any preoper attempt to find out why people choose cone congregation over
ancther,. or why they don't joiln any, would have 1nvolved asking more questions
than we could afford in this survey. People join a2 congregatlon partly because it
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has certain characteristics (religiocus or social), partly because their family,
friends or acquaintances have told them about these characteristica, What the
"reasons for Jeining" that we have listed seem to say is that, for most people,
choosing a gynagogue doegn't mean weighing the religlous qualities of several ang
then choosing "the best."

As to the sc-called "reasons" for not jolining, these seem to boil down to one B
general stetement: "Synegogue membership is less important to me than other things JNE
in my life., These other things, therefore, have prior claim on my budget of money
or time. When my children are of an age when the soclel pressure of the Jewish com-3
munity will demand that I give them a Jewish education, I will jein a synagogue in 9
order to do gc."

Synagogue Membership by Area

As Table 6-2 indicates, the proportion of famlllies belonging tc no congregationf
is lowest in Northeast and Northwest D.C., and highest in Prince Georges County and j ;
Southeast-Southwest D.C. The preponderance of Conservative congregation members OVGF{_:
otherg is especially marked in all three of the suburban counties, but may be seen
also in Northeast D.C. High proportions of Orihodox Jews are aseen in Northeast D.C.
and Northwest east of Rock Creek. Reform Jews are a high propcrtion of the total
only in Northwest west of Rock Cresk,

TABLE 6-2

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY AREA

Area
I.C. Virginia Maryland

Synagogus North- Nerth- North~ South-
Membership east west, west, east (Metro- Prince Mont-
Of Family W. of E. of and politan Georges  gomery

Rock Rock South- area) County County

Creek Creek weat (M.a,) (M.A.)
Orthodox p2.6%  7.1% 22.4% 13.5% 1.% 4.3 5.4
Conservative 33,1 21.4 21.9 11.9 25.2 19,3 1.7
Reform 0.4 24,6 5. 6 1.2 11.1 1.3 4,2
Other 0.7 0.8 1.7 L.6 0.8 Lok 4.8
None 2.8 k6.1 L6k 68.8 60.0 70.7 5%.8
Not reported 0.4 2.0 - 1.1 ces 0.1

Total remilies-$  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.C% 100.0% 100.0%
7 (2300) (2500) (7900) (1k00)  (2300)  (3200)  (7600)
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S ynagogue Membership and Income

In general, one can say that as income rises, the proportion belonging to no con-
gregation declines, the proportion who are Orthodox declines, and the proportions who
gre Conservative or Reform rise (see Table 6-3). The principal exception to this
generalization is the lowest income group (under $4,000}, which shows rather higher
proportions of Conservative and Reform Jews, and lower proportions belonging to no
congregation, than might be anticipated. Appendix Table 6-I shows in a slightly dif-
ferent way that the Orthodox are the least wealthy, followed by thoge who belong to
no congregation, the Conservative and then the Reform group - almost two-thirds of
vhom report family incomes of $10,000 or over.

TABLE 6-3
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY FAMILY INCOME

Family Income

Synagogue Less

Membership than  $4+,000- $5,000- §7,000- $10,000- $15,000  Not

Of Family $4,000 4,999 6,999 9,999 14,999 and over reported
Orthodox 19.7% 16,5 13.%% 12.6% 7.2% 8.0% 11.0%
Conservative 17.4 9.5 25.3 21.0 3l z1.1 23.6
Reform 5.1 1.9 1.0 3.7 11.6 22.8 L.1
Other . 1.6 8.0 0.9 2.6 0.9 3.7
None 57.8 70.7 52,4 61.8 4y, 3 36.5 L6.9
Not reported . ces ces .. 0.7 4.7
Total femilies -~ % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 1C0.0%  100.0% 100.0%

- # (1500) {(2300)  (Ls00)  (7800) (460C)  (2k00) (k100)

Synsgogue Membership of the "All-Jewish" Families

It will be remembered that some 3,3C0 families are "mixed" - that is, either the
head of the household or the husband or wife of the head 1s not Jewlsh, or neither is
Jewish. The remaining taebles of this section are based on the "all-Jewish" families
in which neither husband nor wife is Gentile. Table 6-4 showa the synagogue member-
ship of these families. Comparison with Table 6-1 shows that eliminating the "mixed"
families has cut the proportion belonging to no congregation from 53.3 to 49.1%, thus
increasing slightly the proportions belonging to each type of congregatlon.

TABLE 6-L4
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY,
OMITTING "MIXED" (JEWISH-GENTILE) FAMILIES

Synagogue Membership of Family Percent of Famililes
Orthodox 13.1%
Congervative 27.5
Reform 6.7
Other 3.0
None 49,1
Not reported 0.6

Total (omitting "mixed") families - % 100.

- # (23,900)
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Synagogue Membership in Relation to Age and Marital Status

2/ 3
Table 6-5 is designed to permit comparison of heads of households belonging tdi
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or no congregations, according to their ages. The 3
final column of the table, showing the age distribution of the total of heads of
"gll-Jewish" households, may be used as a standard of comparison for the other
columns.

TABLE 6-5
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILIES BY AGE OF
HEAD OF HOUSEHCLD
(Omittirg "Mixed" Families)

Synagogue Membership of PFamily

Age of

Head of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform  None Total
15-24 years cee ven Pea 2.9% 1.4%
25-34 " 13.1% 19.8% 8.5% 29,4 23.6
35-b4 " 29,k 35.3 32.7 33.1 32.9
Ysagh M 18.7 30.3 28.1 k.7 20.5
55-64 " 22.0 9.1 18.3 10.1 12.0
€5 years & over 16.8 5.5 11.7 8.0 8.7
Not reported con * 0.7 1.8 0.9
Total (omitting
"mixed") families~% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% a/

-# (3100) (6600)  (1600) (11,700) (23,900)~

¥  Less than ,05%.
g/ Includes 700 cases belonging to "other" congregations, and 500 cases,
membership noct reported, not shown in table.

Compared to the others, the Orthodox group contains a high proportion of per=-
gonsg aged 55 and over, and relatively low proporticns in the younger ages. The
Congervative group, on the other hand, is relatively low in older pecple, rela=-
tively high in younger comnes. Reform Jews tend to include disproportilonately
low numbers under 35, and disproportionately high numbers from age 45 up. Finally,
those belonging to no congregation are relatively most numerous in the ages up to

45,

If age 1s related to synagogue membership, one reason is that membership de-
pends in part on whether a person is married or not. Table 6-6 presents the ef-
fects of age and of marital status on synagogue membership. Note that percent-
ages In this table must be added across. The upper part of the table concerns
only the married heads ¢f households, and suggests that among married persons
membership increases into the early 50's, and then starts declining. (Whether
such decline represents decreasing interest following the maturation of chil-
dren, or increasing physlcal disability, or some other factor, cannot be deter-
mined from the evidence here.)



The lower half of Table 6-6 compares membership among the married and the
tnot married" {which includes those never married and also the widowed and
divorced) at two age levels - under L5 years, and 45 and over. This shows that
both among the younger and among the older persons, the married heads of house-
nolds are much more likely to be synagogue members than thoge not now married,

pamn

TABLE 6-6
SYNAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY MARITAL STATUS
AND AGE OF HEAD OF HCUSEHCLD

(Omitting "Mixed" Families) E/

Synagogue Membership of Family

- Members of Members of Total Tamilies
3 Head of Household some no
li Marital Status and Age synagogue  synagogue % #
; Married:
3 Under 25 years * * * 200
3 2534 " 38.4% 61.6% 100.0% 5300
- 35-Lk " 53.6 Le.L 100.0% 7200
4sugh " 70.0 30.0 100.0% Looo
55ubl " 61. 38.2 100.0% 2200
65 years & over 53.2 46.8 100.0% 1400
Summary:
Under L5 years
Married 6.3 53.7 100.0% 12,700
Not warried 24.7 75.3 100.0% 1,100
45 years and over:
Married Eh.6 35.4 100.0% 7,600
Not married 47.8 52.2 100.0% 2,200

* Too few cases to permit showing detail.
g/ NOTE THAT PERCENTAGES TOTAL ACROSS.

Table does not include 300 cases age "over 21",

Synagogue Membership and Nativity §/

Table 6-7 shows the composition of the Orthodox, Conservative, Reform and
"no congregation" groups, according to the nativity of heads of households, and
permlits comparison of each of these with the total population. Over half the
Orthodox are foreign-born, but decreasing proportions cf the Conservative and
Reform groups. On the other hand, virtually none of the Orthodox (1.9%) are
native-born of native parents, but increesing proportions of the Conservative
and Reform. Appendix Table 6-IT presents these data in a slightly different
fashion.
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TABLE 6-7
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY NATIVITY OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD _
(Omitting "Mixed" Famili®s) 1

Nativity of S ynagogue Membership of Family
Head of
Household Orthodox Conservative Reform None Total

Native-born of

netive parents 1.9% 17 7% 23.66 16.2% 14.7%
Native-born of

foreign parents L 2 61.5 66.7 55.4 56.9
Native-born, parenta’

nativity not reported 1.4 0.6 0.6 1.7 1.3
Foreign-born 52 .4 20.2 9.1 26.7 27.0
Nativity net reported 0.1 A . * 0.1
Total (omitting "mixed"

families) - % 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0% 1G0.0%

-4 (5100) (6600)  (1600)(11,700)(23,900)%/

¥ Less than .05%.
g/ Includes 700 cases belonging to other congregations, and 200 cases
membership not reported, not shown in table.

Synagogue Membership and Education

The relation between education of the head of the household and synagogue mem=
bership is indicated in Table 6-8, organized like the preceding table,

TABLE 6-8
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY EDUCATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD
(Omitting "Mixed" Families )

Education of Head

Synagogue Membership of Famil
of Household: Years yRagde 1 Y

of School Completed Orthodox Conservative Reform None Total
Eight years or less 2h.5% b.6% 5.0% 12.4% 10.9%
9-11 years 12.0 6.1 4.1 11.1 9.0
12 years (high school) 2k.3 22.7 11.9 16.5 19.1
13-15 years 7.5 21.2 9.8 11.4 13.3
16 years (college) 15.0 8.5 17.0 12.2 12.1
17 years or more 11.2 34.8 52,0 3L.0 33.1
Not reported 5.5 2.1 0.2 2.4 2.5
Total (omitting "mixed" 1
families) - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0% a/,;
- # (3100) (6600) (1600}  (11,700) (23,900)~ |

a/ Includes TOO cases belonging to Tother' congregations, and
~ 200 cases, membership not reported, not shown in table.
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This shows the less educated high among the Orthodox, low among the Conservative and
jowest among the Reform Jews. Conversely the most-educated (i.e., those who have
had post-graduate college training) are disproportionately low among the Orthodox,
gbout the same as the figure for all Jews among the Conservative and extremely high
(over one=half) among the Reform group. Those who are members of no congregation
show no great difference from the figures for the total Jewish population. (See
also Appendix Table 6-ITI). The implications of this are further clarified in the
next table,

gynagogue Membership and Occupation

The concentration of Jews in the professions and among managers and proprietors
is especially marked among the heads of households, in the Reform group, as Table 6-9
shows, and is apparently somewhat less characteristic of the Conservative and Ortho-
dox. These two occupational groups constitute 90% of the Reform, 65% of the Conser-
vative and 56% of the Orthodox Jews. It should be noted that fully a fifth (19%) of
the Orthodox did not report their cccupations. Consideration of the remaining figures
of the table suggests that these non-reporting cases occur mostly among the clerical
and saleg workers. Those belonging to no synagogue seem to include a disproportion-
‘ately large number of clerical, sales and manual workers.

TABIE 6-9

SYNAGOGUR MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY OCCUPATION O HEAD CF HOUSEHOLD
(Heads Who aré Working for Pay or Profit, Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Occupation of Synagogue Membership of Family
Head of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform  None Total
Professional and

technical 26.9% 33.9% 54.6%  3L.7% 36.0%
Managers,; ocfficials

and proprietors 29.7 31.5 35.9 20,3 25.5
Clerical and sales -

workers 14.8 23.8 7.3 25.3 21,9
Manual workers 9.6 5.1 0.8 13.1 9.2 :
Not reported 19.0 5.7 1.h 6.6 T.h }
Total (omitting) ﬁ
"mixed") families -~ % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% a/

- # (2500) (5600) (1400) (10,100) (20,400)

g/ Includes TO0 cases, belonging to 'other' congregations, and 100 cases,
membership not reported, not shown in table.
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Section B
Frequency of Attendance at Jewish Religlous Services
For the head of each household, and for the wife or husband of each married
head, the interviewer asked:
"About how many times have you yourself attended synagogue or temple

services during the past twelve months - not at all, Jjust once or
twice, once a month, or more often?"

If the ansver was "More often'" the interviewer asked: "How often?"” For married
couples, the additional guestion was asked:

"And about how many times would you say your husband (wife) has gone
this past year?"

The information obtalned from these guestions is presented in this sectiocn,
which shows relations between synagogue attendance, on the cne hand, and age, sex,
nativity and synagogue menbership on the other,

Synagogue Attendance in Relation to Age, Sex and Nativity

Frequency of attendsnce is shown in Table 6-10 separately for each sex, and
within each sex group, separately for those aged under 45, and those 45 years or
over,

TABIE 6-10
FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES, BY AGE AND SEX

(Heads of Households, and If Married, Their Wives or Husbands,

Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Frequency of Attendance Male Female
at Religious Services Under 45 vears Total Under L5 years Total
L5 vyears & over 45 vesrs & over

Yot at all 23.3% 11.1% 18.8% 24.9% 10.1%  19.7%
1-2 times a year 22,7 19.7 21.6 22.8 22,2 22,6
3-11 times a year 34,6 35.7 35.0 31.9 35.1 33.5
Once a month 7.9 8.6 8.1 8.4 12.8 9.9
2-3 times a month 3.4 6.7 L7 5.3 L.6 5,0

L or more times a honth 6.2 13.9 9.0 4.3 10.0 £.0
Hot reported 1.9 4.3 2.8 2.4 5.2 3.3
Total Jewish heads - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%  100.0% 100.0%
and spouses - 4 (13500) (8100) (21600) (14700) (7300) (22700) 3/

a/ Includes 700 cases, age "over 21" not shown in table,
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If we compare Tirst the "total" columng for each sex, we see that close to one-fifth
of each (18.8% of the men and 19.7% of the women) report that they never atiend, and
over half (56.6% and 56.1%, respectively) say they go less than once a month. Those
who claim to attend at least once a month constitute slightly over a fifth, both of
the men (21.8%) and of the women (20.9%). Differences between the two sexes are

slight. L4/

Now let us examine the columns "Under 45 Years" and "U5 Years and Over", for
male and for female, In each case we see that attendance is more frequent among
the older than amcong the younger persons. This may mean that the older generation

have all their lives been attending more cften than their children have; or it may
mean that as people get older they attend more often.

Some additional light is shed by Table 6-11, in which we attempt to sce what
effect nativity has on attendance.

TABLE 6-11

FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES, BY AGE, NATIVITY AND SEX

(Eeads of Households and, If Married, Their Wives or Husbands,

a
Omitting "Mixed" Femilies)—

Sex, and Frequency Age and Nativity
of Attendance at Under LD years 45 years and over
Religious Services Native-Horn
Parenis Parents Foreign~ Native-  Foreign-
native-born foreign-born horn Trorn born

Male
Not at all 21.8% 2l 1% 23,6% 1kh,1% 7.6%
1-2 times & year 38.2 18,4 25.6 11.8 27.8
3-11 times a year 26.6 37.9 25.3 36.6 34.8
Once a month 6.2 9.1 3.1 1z,5 h.6
2-3 times a month 5.0 3.2 2.3 11.3 1.8
b or more times a month 2.0 5.8 13.6 13.4 14,7
Not reported 0.2 1.5 6.5 0.3 8.7
Total Jewish male - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
heads and spouses - F (2500) (9200) (1500) (4200) {3900)
Female
Not at all 39.7% 19.7% 8,6% 16.9% 3.1%
1-2 times a year o,z 23.9 1h.5 23.3 20,8
3-11 vimes & year 26,5 35.5 20,1 28.4 L2.o
Once a month 3.4 9,3 £l.2 13.6 12,0
2-3 times a month 3.5 b1 19.3 2.7 6.6

or rore times a month 2.3 L,7 9.1 12.8 T.2
Not reported 0.4 2.8 7.2 2.3 8.3
Total Jewish female ~ % 100.,0% 10C.0% 100.,0% 100.0% 10G.C%
heads =znd spouses - # (L48C0) (8200) (1400) (3700) (3600)

g/ Tabie does not include 100 male and 300 female, under L5 years of age, native-
born, parent's nativity not reported, and 70C female, age ‘'over 21'.
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In this rather complex table, the upper half presents data for men, the lower half A
for women., For those under 45, there were enough cases to compare the native-born ' %
of native-born parents; the native-born of foreign-born parents; and the foreign-

born., For those L5 years old cr over, compariscn was possible for all the native-
born and the foreign-born. T

Broadly, this table indicates a somewhat dlfferent pattern among the foreigna 3
born as contrasted with the rative-born men, The former are more likely to attend
4 or more times a month (i.e,, at least weekly), or else just occasionally {less
than once a month), regardless of age, than are the native-born. But this may
merely reflect the higher proportion of Orthodox Jews among the foreign-born.

Moreover, the table shows that among the native-born men there is considerablyj
more frequent atbtendance in the older than in the younger group. Among the foreipgn.i
born men this is paralleled by the fact that a lower proporition of the older men ¢
never atbend, and a higher proporiion attend at least on the High Holy Days (3-11
times a year), than among the younger.

Similar description of the data concerning women's attendance, and comparison :
between the rates of attendance of men and women, may be made by the reader.

Relation Between Synagogue Membership and Synegogue Attendance

Table 6-12 shows the frequency of attendance among those belonging to
Orthodox, to Conservative and to Reform Congregations, and of those who are not
synagogle members.

TABLE 6-12 :
FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES, BY 3

a/
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY

Frequency of Attendance Synagogue Membership of Family

at Religious Services Orthodox Conservative Reform None

Not at all 1.5% T.1% L. o% 34.9%

1-2 times a year, 13.2 10.6 9.1 31.3

3-11 times a year 39.7 1.3 4,0 25.0

Once g month 1.8 13.6 26.4 1.2

2-3 times a month 4.0 12.1 8.7 1.3

4 or more times a month 23.3 15.1 7.6 1.6

ot reported 3.5 0.2 »ee L7

Total families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 3
- (3,200) (6,800) (1,700) (14,500) %

g/ Table does not ineclude TOO cases belonging to "other” congregations, and 200
cases, membership not reported. These plus cases shown in table total 27,100
(100 less than proper total) due to rounding.
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The highest proportion among each group - Orthodox, Conservative, Reform - attend
guite rarely ("3 - 11 times a year", which for the most part means only on the High
Holy Days); over half of each attend less often than once a month. Among the
Orthodox a sizable fraction (23.3%, or about one in four) attend at least weekly.
Most of those belonging te no synagogue, not surprisingly, attend seldom or never.
Whether membership leads to attendance, or the reverse - or whether, as seems more
likely, membership ané attendance reinforce one another - cannot be established
from our data.
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Section C

Religious Identification of Families

In the first part of -this Chapter (Section A) we were concerned with actual
membership in Orthodox, Conservative or Reform congregations. Here we consider
how people think of themselves. In each interview, iwo questions were asked:

"As a family, do you consider yourselves Orthodox, Conservative,
Reform or none of these?"

"When you say that you consider yourselves (vhatever was answered
tc the preceding question), what do you have in mind?"

Answers toc the latter guesticn were not classified or tabulated, but were used
only to help clarify the meaning of "none of these" as an answer to the former
question.’

Tabulations in this section exclude the families in which the husband, wife
or bhoth are Gentile, Informaticon on the identification of those families is
presented in Chapter 8 (Tables 8-3, 8-12 and 8-1lh).

Religious Identificaticn of "All-Jewich" Families

What Washington area Jews "consider themselves" is shown in Table 6-13,
Roughly half (L7.4%) feel they are Conservative, about a quarter (24.7%) Reform,
and 14,9% Orthodox. An additional 6.1% could not place themselves in one of these
three groups: either because one family member considered himself {for example)
Orthodox and ancther (for example) Conservative, or because they didn't care very
much, or because (though concerned) they were unable to decide.

TABLE 6-13

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATICN OF FAMILY (Cmitting "Mixed" Families)

Religious Identification of Family:
"Do you consider yourselves . . 7" Percent of families

Orthodox 1h.9%
Conservative L.k
Reform 2.7
Nene of these - family undecided 6.1
None of these -~ ¢ther religion 0.5
Kone of these - ho religion 3.9
Not reported 2.5
Total {cmitting "mixed") femilies -~ % 100.0%
- i (23,900)
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The two remaining groups are of some interest, A small number (0.5% of all)
explained that, although they thought of themselves as being Jews in terms of their
cultural background, they were adherents not of Judaism, but of some othex
religion, organized (e.g., Christian Science, Unitarian) or not ('"personal
religion"). A slightly larger group (3.9% of the total) professed no religion at
all, reporting themselves as "freethinkers", "agnostics", or families holding "no
religious beliefs".

rReligiocus Identification and Synagogue Membership

Relations between actual membership in & synagogue and identificaticn are
displayed’in Table 6-14. ~Among the more salient points are these:

Of those identifying themselves as Orthodox, the greatest proportion
(46.4%) are members of Crthodox congregations.

0f those identifying themselves as Conservative, nearly equal proportions
are members of Conservative (44.9%) or no ccngregations (40.8%).

Of those identifying themselves as Reform, the greatest proportion (59.0%)
are members of no cengregation.

0f those who are undecided, an overwhelming majority (84.9%) are members
of no congregation.

TABLE 6-1k
RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY

af

(Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Religious Identification of Family

Synagogue
Membership of Family Orthodox  Censervative Reform  "None of These"
Tamily undecided
Orthodox L6, 44 10.9% 1.2% 3.5%
Conservative 20.2 i, 9 10.7 7.7
Reform 0.3 1.6 22,6 2.6
Other 0.8 1.8 6.5 1.3
Hone 32.1 40.8 53.0 8k.g
Hot repcrited 0.2 oo cas e
Total (omitting "mixed") families-$ 100.C% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- (3600) (11,k00)  (5900) (1400)

a/ Table does not include 100 cases "Other Religion"; 900 cases "o Religion"
and 600 cases religious identification not reported.
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ot to be overlooked are the proportions whe identify with cne strain of Judaism
but belong to a congregation of differing persuasion; for example, the 20.2% of

those who consider themselves Orthodex but beleng to Conservative congregations,
These data are presented in a somewhat different way in Appendix Table 6-1V.

The meaning of these feelings of identificatlion would be made clearer if

the answers to the second guestion listed at the beginning of this section could
have been analyzed., It is the writer's impression,; based on examination of these
answers, that a number of those who "consider themselves” Conservative mean that
"we don't observe all the rules, so we're not Orthodox" or "we aren't Orthodox,
but we're not Reform, so we must be Conservative". On the other hand, many of 3
those whe say that they belong to no congregation but think of theriselves-as Reform,
seem to wean that although they were reared in traditional Orthodox homes, they now |
observe g minimum of their parents' practices.

Religious Identification and Education

The final table on religious identification (Table 6-15) shows the dominance
of Conservative identification at all educational levels. AT the lowest level
(1ess than high school), Conservatism is rivalled by Orthodoxy - a reflection of
the fact that the Orthodox are largely foreign-torn, older and therefore tend
to have less education. At the other extreme, among those with post-graduate
college education (17 years or more), identification with Reform Judaism is about
as frequent as Conservative identificaticn. Those whose identification is
"undecided" or who have "no religion" are most frequent among the groups with
most schooling.

TABLE 6-15
RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION CF FAMILY BY EDUCATION CF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

(omitting "Mixed" Familjes)é/

Religious Identification E§ucation of Head of Household: Years of School Completed 3
of Family 8 years High School College 17 ‘years
or less O~11 years 12 years 13-15 Years 16 years or more §

Orthodox 38.7%  21.0% 13.0% 8.8% 12.8% 9 |
Conservative hp.5 52,9 52,6 63.9 Lh,1 37.5
Reform 11.4 9.6 23.k 19.7 28.2 36,1
Wone of these - family

undecided 6.5 2.2 4.3 5.2 &.b 8.7
Fone of these-other religion ... 0.2 0.1 0.6 ced 1.0
None of t hese-m religion 0.9 3.0 2,0 1.8 5.0 7.0
flot reported - 11.1 k.6 cen 3.5 O.h
Total (omitting "mixed"}~% 100.0%  100.0% 100,0%  100.C% 100.0% 100.00 ¥
families - (2000)  (2200) (L600)  (3200) (2900)  (7900)

g/ Table deoes not include 500 cases education not reported.
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Notes

Synagogue menbership, we assumed, is a family affair, Where the head ol the
household was specifically reported not a member, but some other person in the
nousehold {e.g., parent or brother of the head, or some unrelated person)
claimed membership, we have reported the famlly as not synagogue members.

This may have resulted in an estimate of total synagogue membership too low
at most by 200 - 300 familiss.

On the assumption, again, that synagogue membership is a characteristic of the
family, we chose characteristics of the head of the household {as the most
significant family member) to relate to synagogue membership.

For definitions of “nativit " "native-born“, and. “foreign-‘bor‘n" see Chapter 3
I s ? 2
Section A.

A comparison was also made of the frequency of attendance of husbands with that
of their wives (20,500 married couples), which showed that 72.5% attended with
the same frequency; in 15.5% of the cases, the hushand attended more offen; and
in 8,2% of the cases, the wife more often. In 3.8% of the cases, frequency of
attendance was not reported for cne or both. In short, there is a slight
tendency for the husbands to attend more often.
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CEAPTER 7

(OBSERVANCE OF CERTAIN TRADITIONAL PRACTICES OF JUDAISM

The purpcse of thls chapter is to present a brief report con the extent to
which Washington's Jewlsh familles malntain certain traditlonal practlces of
Judalsm. In choosing a limited number of these practices to be asked sbout in
this survey, we were guided by severzl considerations. Some practices have so 4
manifestly fallen intc disuse in this community that a survey is hardly requireq ¥
t¢ determine the fact; for example, we know without inguiry that the proportion
of Washington Jewish men who do not shave is infinitesimal. Scme practices
gsemed too complex to be dealt with in a survey of thls sort - for exsmple,
Sabbath observance. With respect to certain other practices, some persens
felt that there would be community resistance to inqulry - for example, whether
the circumcision of male children had been performed by a mohel or by a doctor,

In the pllot study conducted in Northeast Washington, a question on circum-
clsion was asked; but thils was ellminated from the major part of the study. k/
For that we selscted elght practices. One of these - having s bar-mltzveh {or
related) ceremony - was discussed in Chapter 5. A seccond - having a religicus
marriage ceremony - 18 treated in Chapter 8. The remalning glx, which form the
subject of this chapter, are:

Participaticon 1n a Passover Seder

Lighting of Hanuksh csandlss

. Lighting of Friday night candles

. Placing of mezuzahs at the doors of the home

. Buylng of kosher meate

. Use of separate dishes for meat and dalry focds

O oo

The material of thils chapter is presented iIn three parts. Sectlion A deals
wlth the relative frequency of observance of these six practices, and with the
extent of observance of each of the first four by familiies that 1dentify them-
gelveg as Orthodox, Conservative or Reform,

Sectlon B dlacusses the observance of the two major rules of kashruth
numbered 5 and 6 above, and the relation between observance of these and eating
in the homes of Gentlles.

In Section C, we have tried the experiment of ccombining for each family the
extent of 1lts observance ¢f each of these slx practlces. On a tentatlve basls
we have assigned a "weight" t0 each observance and added these up to provide a
total score. The relation of family scores to religious identification and to
aynagogue membership s reported here.

It should be pointed out that information on observance is ¢n a "hcousewold"
or "family" basis - that 1s, we asked about the extent of observancs Irn each
househcld. A household, as indlcated in Chapter 1, may conslist of a single
peraon living by himself. Such a person ls unlikely to engage in some practices
(e.g., lighting of Friday night candles). The degree of observance of some
practices would probably be higher if we conflned cur attentlion solely to
married couples.




109,

Section A

Passover Seder, Hanuksh Lights,

Friday Night Candles, Mezuzahs

The question ssked about the observance of sach practice necessarlly variled
giightly. In each case, one possible answer was "No," "Never," or "None." Here is
g 11st of these questions, with the proportion giving such a negative answer to each:

Negative Percent
Question Answer Negative
"Last Passover, d4id you have a Seder 1n youwr
own home, or attend one elsewhere, or not
at all?" Not at =ll 20.%
"Last Hanukah, did you light Hanukah candles?" No 31.8
"Do you light Friday night candles zlways,
sometimes or never?" Never 50.4
"Dc you have mezuzahs on sll, some or none of
your doors?t" None 53.G
Do you do each of these things always,
sometimes or never --
"Buy meats at a koster butcher? Never 48,0
"Use geparate dishes for meat and
dalry foocds?" Never 72.5

It is beyond the scope of this report to sttempt tc explaln why scme of these
practices are so widely observed, cthers so widely dlsregarded. We may merely sug-
gest at this point two kinds of explanaticn. One of these has 1t that those customs
vhich have tended to isoplate the Jew have been the firast tc weaken. The other 1s
couched in terms of required frequency of observance, and says that those prectices
have tended to be dlscarded which require most frequent ~ that 1s, dally - observance,
Though nelther of these 1s wholly satlgfactory, esch seems to make a valid point,

In this section, we conslder those four of the above practiceswhich were reported to
be observed most by Washington Jews. For each practice one table 1is presented, showing
the proportions of families of variocus relliglous identifications reporting adhserence to
the practice. '"Mixed" famillea - those in which the husband or wife 1s not Jewish -
ars omltted from these tables.

Passover Sederg/

Teble 7-1 shows the propertions of Jewlsh famililes reporting participation in
& Seder during the preceding Passcver, in thelr own home, elsewhere, or not at all,
"Elsevhere" includes on the one hand partlcipation at the home of parents and on the

other hend participation in a public institutionally-arranged Seder. Only 20.9%% of
the total seid they hadn't participated at all; of the remainder, slightly more had
been "elsewhere" than had had their own Seder.
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The table also provides comparigsons according to religious identification
(discussed in the preceding chapter, Section C). Ten to 15% of these who consider
themselves Orthodox or Conservative said they had participated in no Seder, and 3
about a quarter (26.6%) of the Reform families. Those who vere undecided or claimeq]
no Jewish religious identification showed mzjorities not participating in a Seder, 3
There is also a steady drop in the proportion who had a Seder in their own home,
from Orthodox across to "Other or no religion." Among the Orthodox, far more made
their own Seder than attended elsewhere, Virtually all cf those identifying with
no or other religicn who participated in a Seder at all were "elsewhere,"

TABLE T-1
PARTICIPATION IN PASSOVER SEDER BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY

{Cmitting "Mixed" Fawilies)

Religious Identification cf Famlly

Particlipated in Norne of None of these -

Seder on the Pre- Ortho- Conser - these - other religion,

ceding Passover? dox vetive Reform undecided no religion Total

In own home 52.44 he.2g  27.1%  11.6% 1.7% 35 6%

Elsevhere 324 45,9 45,2 zh,0 23,7 41,0

Not at all 14.3 10.9 26.6 54.2 70.8 20.9

Not reported 0.9 1.0 1.1 0.2 3.8 2.5

Total {(omitting

"mixed"

families)~ % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%6 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% /
- # (3600) (11,400)  (5900) (1k400) (1000) (23,900)2

g/ Includes 600 cases, religicus identification not reported - not shewn in table.

Hanukah Candlesé/

From Table 7-2, similar <c the preceding table, we cobserve that close to
2/5 of the familles claimed that they 1lit cendles on the preceding Henuksh.
This proportion was highest among the Orthodox (83.7%), lower among the
Conservative (T4.2%), the Reform (52.%) and the undecided (46.3%). Those
with no Jewlsh religious identification in almest all cases did not light
Hanuksh candles.
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TARLE T7-2
LIGHTING OF HANUKAH CANDLES BY RELIGICUS IDENTIFICATION

OF FAMILY (Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Rellgious Identification of Family

Li% Hanukah Neone of Ncne of these -

Candies on Ortho-  Conser- these -~  other religion,

the Ereceding dox vative Reform undecided no religiocon Total

Hanukah?

Yos 83.7% 74.2% 52.9%6  46.3% 8.6% 65 . 0%

No - 1h.0% 23.7 L6 b 5% .0 87.2 31.8

Not reported 2.3 2.1 0.7 0.7 b2 3.2

Total (omitting

"mixed"

femilies)- % 100.0% 100.C% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% /
- # (3600)  (11,k00) (5900}  (1400) (1000) (2%,900)2

E/ Includes €00 cases, religlious ldentification not reported, not shown in table.

At first blush it may seem paradoxical that almost 9% of those who do
not identify themselves ag Jews In the religlcous gsnse (i. e., who reported
that they have no religion, or one other than Judalsm) should claeim that
they 11t Hanukah candles on the preceding Hanuksh., As we shall see below,
smell proportlions of this group alsc say that they light Friday night candles
{Teble 7-3) and have mezuzshs at some of their dcors (Table 7-i4). "“How can it
be," you may ask, "that people who say they have rejected Judalsm nevertheless
observe its practices?"

To this there are at least three answers. In the flrst place, it should be
remembered that thess are all people of Jewish backgrounds, who were included
in this survey because they think of themselves as Jews (though not in & religicus
sense). Such people as these might feel that Hanukah 1s a "natlonal” rather than
a religious holiday, and therefore worthy of celebration. Secondly, we asked for
the family's identiflcation and got a reply from cne member of the family. But
another member may be responsible for the observance of Jewlsh practices - one who
8till feels some identificatlion with the Judaﬁ7m which our interviewee has rejected.
This might explaln the mezuzahs at the doors.-—
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Friday Wight Candles

Half of the Jewish families say that they never light Friday night candles
(50.4%), as shown in Table 7-3; close to 30% say they always do, while the rest
(18.9%) report that they do so "sometimes." The proportion saying "never” rises
steadily, while tlat answering "always" drops off, as we move from COrthodox
through Conservative and Reform identification to "None."

TABLE 7-3
LIGHTING OF FRIDAY NIGHT CANDLES BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY

(Omitting "Mixed" Famililes)

Religious Identiflcatlon of Family

None of None -of thesge -

Light Friday Ortho- Conser- these - other religion,

Night Candles? 4.4 vative Reform undecided wno religion Totsl
Always 62.0% 31.5% 15.9% 3.5 2.1% 28.9%
Sometimes 11.1 22 .6 20.2 20.0 b.7 18.9
Never 26,1 L5 .6 £5.9 76.0 90.6 50.4
Not reported 0.8 0.3 v 0.7 2.6 1.8
Total (omitting
"mixed"
families) - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  100,0% 100.0% 100.0%

- {3600) ({(11,4%00) (5900)  {1k0O) (1000) (25,900)%/

Q/ Includes 600 cases, religious ldentificastion not reported, not shown in teble.

Most plausible to the writer 1s an explanation which emphasizes the fact
that we are gpeaking of things people do, and not their state of mind as they
do them. FPeople report that they light candles on Friday night. Is it because
they are observing a rule of Judaism? Or is 1t because they enjoy dining by
candlelight, especially on a leisurely Friday evening at the end of the work
week? Nowhere have we asked people about the meaning of their behavicr - only
what they do.

Use of Mezuzahs at Loors

The use of mezuzaghs at house doors is reported by less than half the
families {see Table T-4) - at most 46.1%. Almost ail (81.9%) of those con-
gldering themselves Reform say they have no mezuzehs at the doors. Seversl
Interviewees, Incidentizlly, stated that although thelr dcors had no mezuzahs,
"I carry one on my persgon," or "around my neck," or "in my purse."
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TABLE 7-4
USE OF MEZUZAE BY RELIGICUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY
(Omitting "Mixed" Femilles)

Religlous Identification of Fanily

None of None of these -

Have Mezuzahs Ortho- Conser- these - other religion,
on Doors? dox vative Reforp undeclded no religion Total

A1l doors Lo.%% 16.5% 5. 4% 2.3% ceen 15.5%

Same or one 33,1 36,4 12.6 18.3 5.0% 26.7

None 2k 9 bi h £1.9 78.5 92.5 53,9

Not reported 1.1 2.7 0.1 0.9 2.5 3.9

Total (omitting

"mixed"

familles)~ % 100,04 100.C% 100.0%  100.0% 100,0% 100,0% o/
- # {3600} (11,400) (5900)  (1LOC) {1000) (23,900 )=

g/ Includes 600 cases, religlous 1dentification not reported, nct shown In table.

A higher proportion szid they had a mezuzsh at some doors (especially
Just the front door), than claimed to heve them at all doors (26.7% compared
to 15.5%). TFreguently the explanation was offered that the dcor frames were
of metal and therefore could not have anything fastensd to thenm.

Once again, the proportions answering "all doors" are highest among the
Orthodox and lowest among those with no Jewish religious identification, while the

proportions answering "no doors" show the opposite relationship with identification.
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Section B

Observance of Two Rules of Kashruth

The practices considered in this section - the rules of Kashruth - differ
from those discussed in the preceding section. These are not viewed as obligatory
upon Reform Jews, as are the other practices. We may therefore expsct even less
observance of these, especially among those identifying as Keform.

The first two tables 1n this ssction are parallel in form to those of the
preceding section. They omit the "mixed" {(Jewish-Gentile) families, and compare
the responses of families with various religious ldentifications.

Purchase of Kosher Meats

As Table 7-5 shows, less than half of the families (48.0%) say that they
never buy kosher meats, while 27.0% say they always do, and 23.4% state they
do sometimes. Just two-thirds of the Orthedox report that they buy kosher
meats only, but lower provorticns of the Conservative and Reform families.
Here the "undecided" group fails between the Conservative and Reform,

TABLE 7-5
PURCHASE OF KOSHER MEATS BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY

(Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Religious Identification of Family

Purchass meats None cf Wone of these -

at a kosher Ortho- Conser- these - other religion,

butcher? dox vative Reform undecided no religion Total

Always 66.5%% 29.7% 3.1% 18.5% 2.6% 27 .0%

Sometimes 17.1 27.6 23.2 2L.6 3.9 23,k

Never 15.4 Lo 7 73.6 56,6 87.1 L8 .0

Not reported 0.7 * 0,1 0.3 0.k 1.6

Total (omitting

"mixed

families) - % 100.0%  1C0.0% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
_ % (3600) (11,h00)  (5900)  (1400) (1600) (23,900)2/

¥ Less than .05%
g/ Includes 600 cases, religious identification not reported, not shown in table.
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Use of Two Sets of Dishes

Table 7-6 revesls the other side of the coin - the proportions who use
separate dishes for meat and for dairy foods. Almost three fourths of the
femilies surveyed report that they never mske use of geparate dishes. A small
propertion say they do "sometimes," and it 1s interesting to speculate on the
ox7asions that bring out the two sets of dishes,

TABLE 7-6
USE QF SEPARATE MEAT AND DAIRY DISHES BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION CF FAMILY

{Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Religicus Identification of Family

Uge Separate None of Ilone of these -
dishes for meat Orthe- Conser- these -  other religion,
and deiry foods? dox vative Reform undecldsd no religlon Total
Always 66.1% 22 6% 2.1% 2.% 2.6% 22.%%
Jometimes 1.3 5.7 0.6 8.3 ces 3.6
Never 31,8 T1.7 97.3 88.8 97 .4 72.5
Not reported 0.8 Cees * e s 1.6
Total (omitting
"mixed" .
families )- % 100.0% 100.04 100,04  100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

S 4 (3600) (11,400} (5900)  (1400) (1000) (23,500)2/

* Less than .05%
a Includes 600 cases, religlous identification not reported, not shown in table.

If Tebles 7-5 and 7-6 are compered, 1t will be geen that the same proportion
'66%+ﬁ of theose identifying themselves ag Crthodex claim to observe both of these
rules. There is s marked differencs among the Conservatives. Whils 42.7% of this
group say that they never buy kosher meat, more than two-thirds (71.7%) report
never using sepsrate dishes. Among the Reform group, too, ths 23.2% who
"sometimes” buy kosher meat shrinks to a 0.6% who "sometimes" use separate dishes.
The general relation between these two rules of kashruth mey be seen 1n the next
table.
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Relation Between Using Ssparate Dishes and Buying Kosher Msats

In Table T7~7, the answers to the two guestions on kashruth have been com-
bined for all femilies (including the "mixed"). We see here that virtually
all of those who always use two gets of dishes also always buy kosher meats
(18.0% out of 18.8%). Of those, however, who do not slways use two sets
of dishes, most never buy kosher meat and many buy kosher mests only some-
times (51.7% and 22.%%b, respectively, out of 79.7%).

TABLE 7-7

USE OF SEPARATE MEAT AND DAIRY DISHES BY PURCHASE OF KOSHER MEATS

Use of Separate Dishes and Purchase of
Kosher Meats Percent of Families

Always use sgeparate dishes and

Buy kosher meats always 18.¢%
" sometimes 0.8
Sub~total, always use separate dishes (18.8)
Do not always use separate dishes and
Buy kosher meats always 5.9
" scmetimes 22.%
" never 51.7
Sub-tctal, do not always use separate
dishes (79.7)
Not reported 1.5
Total families - % 100.0%
- (27,200)

Obscrvance of Kashruth and Eating in Gentile Homes

Eating in the home of a non-Jewish family may create difficulties for the
scrupulous observer of the rules of kashruth. Table 7-8 compares oOhgervance of
these two rules with frequency of eating in the homes of non-Jews. About a fourth
of all those interviewed (26.3%) said that, of those meals they have eaten out, half
or more have been in the homes of non~Jewlsh people. This proportion is higher
(38.4%) among those who never observe either rule; but even of those who say that
they always observe both, $.3% also say that they have saten in Gentile homes with
some degree of frequency.
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TABLE -8
OBSERVAICE OF TW0O RULES OF KASHRUTH BY RELATIVE FREQUENCY OF BATTING IN

HCMES OF NMON-JEWISH PECOPLE

R

Ansvers to the guestion:

"0f the times you have eaten Observance ¢of Two Rules of Xashruth: Use of

a meal in somecne else's Separate Dishes and Purchase of Kosher Total

home in the past year, about Meats

vhat proportion were in the

homes of non-Jewish pecople? - Both always Irregular Both never

all of them, most, half, few observance a/

or nene?

Half or nore 9.3% 17.6% 3844 26.3%

Few 22.8 Lh,6 31.3 33.3

None 5k.2 32.6 25.6 32.6

Don't eat out T 5.1 2.0 Lo

Not reported 6.0 0.1 2.7 3.8

Total families - % 100, 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- 3 (4900) (8200) (13,700) (27,200) b/

a/ Includes one "always" and one "sometimes" or "never"; or both "sometimes';
or one "sometimes" and one "never'.
b/ Includes 40O cases observance not reported, not shown in table,
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bection C

Sceore on Observance of Selected Traditional Practices

It would be useful if we could compars the extent of observance of the
practices we have singled out in different segments of the population. Does ob=-
servance increase with age? Are the better-educated less cbservant? How do
synagogue members compare with non-members? To answer such questions as these we
would have to present six tables for each, showing observance of each of the six
practices; and these would not be easy to summarize.

A simpler way would be tc find some way to assign a summary score to each
family, which could teke into account the extent of its observance ol each practice,
Such a score we constructed by methods outlined below. Because this part of the
study is frankly tentative 1n character, we have used the scores here chiefly by
way of demcnstration. The tables presented in this section compare the scores of
families identifying themselves as Orthodox, Conservative or Reform; cof those
belonging to each type of synagogue, or to none at all; and of those identifying
themselves in each way who are, or who are not, synagogue members.

Before turning to the tables, however, a little more comment on the scorling
system is required. The detalls of this scoring are described at the end of the
chapter. 2/ In general, the procedure was this: the significance of each practice
relative to the others was considered, and a "welght'" or numerical value assigned
for complete observance of each., Then a smaller weight was similarly assigned
for partial observance, when appropriate., 1 should emphasize that the assigmment
of weights was made only after a half-day conference with Rabbi Simon Burnstein
(Orthodox), Rabbi Tzvi H. Porath (Conservative), and Mr. Isaac Franck, Executive
Director of the Jewish Community Council of Greater Washingiton, and further dis-
cussion with Rabbi Balfour Brickner (Reform), The thought and the advice offered
by these leaders of the Jewish community provided the basls for the weighting
system adopted.

In the final analysis, the weights adopied are arbitrary. They are shown in
note 5/ to this chapter so that the reader may form his own conclusicn as to their
correctness. The total scores derived from these weights are intended to assess
Just one thing - how each family or group of families compares with others on
observance of the six practices discussed. The scores are not intended to serve
as a measure of piety or religlosity in general, but merely to summarize bHehavior
with respect to six standards, It should be noted that the weights adopied for
Reform Jews are slightly different from those used for the Orthodox and Conservative.
Scores for each group ranged from O (no observance at all) to 5 (complete observance)

Observance Score According to Identification

Table 7-9 compares the distribution of scores among those identifying as
Crthedox, Conservative or Reform. While almost & third of the Orthodox
(32.2%) report complete observance; very small percentages of the other groups
do so. At the "no observance" end are Tound a [ifth of those who consider
themselves Reform, and few of the others. All in all, there is a slight
tendency toward greater observance among the Reform than among the Conservative
- taking into account (as the score does) what each group 1s expected to
cbserve. The Orthodox are more observant still,




TABLE 7-9

119,

a/

SCCEE O SELECTED TRADITICNAIL PRACTICES BY RELIGIOUS LDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY

Score con Selected Religious Identification of Family

Traditional Practices Orthodox Ceonservative Reform
¢ (Iic observance) 3.3% 3.5% 19.9%
1 10.6 25.h 0.9
2 17.9 LeLk 28.9
3 18.9 15.6 32.6
b 1k, b 5.2 10.6
5 (Complete cbservance) 32,2 2,0 1.8
Hot reported 2.7 1.9 5.1
Total femilies - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- 3 (3600) (1,800) (6900)

9/ For construction and meaning of the score, see the accompanying text.
system for Reform different from Orthodex and Conservative,

Qbservance SBcore According to Membership

Conservative or Reform congregation, cor none at all.
to those of Table T-9.

TABLE 7-10

Scoring

Table 7-10 compares the sccres of those actually members of an Orthodox,
Its data are guite parallel

a/

SCORE ON SELECTED TRADITIONAL PRACTICES, BY SYNAGOCUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY

Score on Selected Synagogue Membership of Family

Traditional Practices Orthodox Conzervative Reform None
) 0 (llo gbservance) 0.7% 1.0% T43% 15.4%
). 1 8.3 1L.8 0.5 20.3
2 25,0 h9.6 29.6 33.6
3 21.6 19.8 L6, 8 19.5
L 1.7 8.5 10.2 4,6
5 (Complete chservance) 28.3 3.5 4.8 3.3
Hot reported .o 2.8 0.6 3.3
Total families - % 100.0% 100,0% 100,0% 100.0%
- i (31c0) (6500) (1600)  {10,50C0)

a/ Tabvle does not Include 600 cases, belonging to "other" synagogues.
construction and meaning of the score, see accompanying text.
for Reform different from Orthodex and Conservative.

For
Scoring system
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Observance Score According to Tdentification and Membership

In the somewhat more complex Table T-1l we compare the scores of those who
are members of any synagogue with those who are members of none, but separately
for families identified as Orthodox, Conservative or Reform. ILocking Tirst
at the two columns headed Crthodox, we can compare the observance of those whe are
members of any synagogue, whether Orthodox or other, with those who are not. A
higher preportion among the members report complete observance; a higher proportion
of the non-members claim no observance at all., Similarly for the Conservative and
the Reform - synagogue members in each case report a greater degree of observance,

TABLE T-11

-8CORE CN SELECTED TRADITIONAL PRACTICES BY RELIGIOUS ILENTIFICATION AND
&/
SYNAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY

Score on Religious Tdentification
Selected Orthodox Conservatiive Reform
Traditional Members of Not Members Not  Members Not
Practices any b/members of of any _members of any membars
gynagogue any Synaéaéuez of any synagoguea/ of any
SYnagogue gynagogue Synagogue 4
0 (No observance) - 10.0% 1.1% 6.7% 8.1% 26.7%
1 8e3% 15.3 15,9 38.4 0.7 1.0
2 19.7 1h4.2 54,3 3545 16.1 36.4
3 14,3 28.8 16.1 1k.9 50.1 22.3
Y 17.8 7.6 6.9 3.0 19.5 5.7
5 {Complete observance) 36.7 23,2 2.7 1.1 4.0 C.6
Not reported 3.2 0.9 3.0 0.4 1.5 7.3
Total families - ¢  100.0% 1C0.0%  100.¢%  100.0% 100.0%  100.0% 1
- {2Loo) (1200)  (6800) (5000) (2500) (4hoo) ;

g/ For construction and meaning of the score, see accompanying text. Scoring
system for Reform different from Orthodox and Conservative.

b/ "Members of a synagogue" refers to membership in any synagogue, whether
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or other.

0f course, a5 in other relations of this kind - it is not clear whether
synagogue membership leads to observance, or whether observant Jews Join
synagogues; but the most likely interpretation is that sttendance and observance
are mutually reinforcing.
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Notes

In the Northeast Pilot Study we asked the question: "Have you had your son(s)
circumcised by a mchel?" Although in no sense thought of as representative of
the Washington area, the 62 families interviewed gave rather yniform answers
as follows:

Yes ~ all sons L6
One scn yes, one son, no 1
Not at all 3 (of which one was a mixed marriage in
which the son was not heing reared
55 a Jew)
No sons in family 10
Not reported 2
Total 62
If voth "In own home" and "Elsevhere” were selected, the answer was classified
as "In own home." In the Northeast Pilot Study the guestion was worded:
"Have you done any of these things? ...Conducted z Seder in your own home

lagt Passover?” A "No" answer to this question was classified as "Not
reported," since it might have meant "No -~ but elsewhere" or "Not - not at ali.”

No similar question asked in Northeast Pilot Study; all cases from that Study
included in "Not Reported.”

Other possible explanations for the mezuzahs come to mind. They may have been
placed at the doors at an earlier period, when the Tamily was identified with
Judaism, from which it has since drifted away. Or they may even have been
fastened at the doors by previous owners or tenants.

The values of the weights used was as follows:

Ttenm Answer Crthodox Conservative Welght Reform Weight
Passover Seder Yes 4 4
No 0 0
Hanuksh candles Yes 2 b
No 0] 0
Friday night candles  Always 2 L
Sometimes 1 2
Never 0 0
Separate dishes Always L -
Sometimes e -3
Never 0 -3
Kosher meat Always 6 -
Sometimes 2 e
Never 0 -
Mezuzahs at door All 5 2
Some Y 2
None 0] O

#* No weight assigned because observance is not required of Reform Jeaws.

Scores for the Orthodox-Conservative weights could range from O to 23; for the
Reform weights, from O to lk. The two sets of scores were equated in the
following fashicn:
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Score on Orthodox-
Conservative welghts

Score on
Reform weights

0
1-7
8-15

16-21
22
23

Final
Score

o O

Scores were assigned only to families identifying themselves as Orthodox,
Conservative cr Reform, and on the basis of their identificatlon. As indicafed
there are six possible scores ranging Trom O--complete absence ¢f observance--

to 5--complete observance.
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CHAFTER 8

INTERMARRIAGE: HOUSEEOLD COMFOSITION,
INTERMARRIAGE IN VARIOUS SEGMENTS OF THE POPULATION,

RELIGIOUS BEHAVIOR OF THE INTERMARRIED, CHILDREN OF INTERMARRIAGE

This chapter is an unanticipated by-product of the survey as originally
planned., We had no intention of studying marriage between Jew and Gentile,
We deliberately refrained from obtaining information about Gentile members of
househclds, except their relation to the household head. When examination of
cur data showed that 12.2% of the households were reported as having related
Jewish and Gentile members, it seemed desirable to assemble some information
about them. That information is reported in the four sections of this chapter.

Section A ig concerned with household "composition" - that is, whether
all related persons in the houschold are Jewish; cr, if not, which are Jewish
and which are not. This household "composition" les shown separately for each
of the survey sub-areas, to permit comparisons. Households which are "all-
Jewish" are compared with those in which only the husband or wife is Jewish,
with respect to:

the kind of wedding ceremony with which the family's life began
the Tamily's religious identification
the extent of Jewish-Gentile marriage among related family members

Section B shows the reilatlve frequency of intermarriage reported for
each sex at various age levels, and for the Jewish population clagsified
according to education, occupation, income, nativity and type of Jewish =du-
cation.

In Sectlon C the intermarried group are considered with respect to thelr
religious identification, and the extent to which they belong to synagogues,
attend synagogue services, and reported participating in a Beder during the
previous Passover.

A few notes on the children of the intermarried are included in
Section D.
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Section A

Household Composition: "All~Jewish" or "Mixed"

How Many Jewish~-Gentile '"Mixed" Marriages in the Washington Area?

The guestion just posed is one which the study's data do not answer directly, :
nor ccupletely., We zay, however, be able to suggest the relative size of the answey §
fairly well. Let us begin with the figures in Table 8-1., Household composition ig 4
broken into two major categories -- "mixed"” and "all-Jewish" =~ a distinction referpeq§
to in discussion of Table 1-5. By mixed households we mean those in which, of the .
persons related to one ancther by blood or marriage, at least one 1s Jewish and atf X
least one is not., All-Jewish households are those in which all related members are E_
Jewish. ]

TABLE 8-1

COMPOSITION OF HCUSEHOLD: "ALL-JEWISH" OR "MIXED", BY AREA

o R s e e S i

Ares
Digtrict of Columbia Va. Maryland
Composition North=- Nerth- North- South- Metre~ Prince  Monte
of Housecheold eagt west=  west- east~ poli=  Georges gomery Totsll
West Fast and tan County County 2
of of South- Area (MJA)  (M.AL) 3
Rock Rock west 3
Creek  Creek : 4
"Mixed" households
{ some related members
Jewish, scme not):
Husband and wife Jewish ... ses cos fes 0. 3% ca 0.2%
Husband Jewish, wife
not 0.7% 7.9% 2.5%  2.3% 16.3 17.0% 9.7
Wife Jewlsh, husband
not 0.k 2.k 1.5 7.9 17.4 3.5 1.6
Kelther husband nor
wife Jewish e 7.9 ‘an “ve 0.2 PN 0.1
Sub-total "mixed"
households (L.1) (18.2) (4.0) (20.2) (34.2) (20.8) (11.6)
"All-Jewish" Households _
(all related members 3
Jewish) 98.9 81.8  96.0 89.8 65.8 79.2  88.%  87.8§

Total households - % 100.0% 100.C% 100.0% 100.0%  100.0%  100.0% 100.0% 100.08
- 4 (2300) (2500) (7900) (2koo)  (2300) (3200} (7600) (27,2%
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1
The mixed households comprise 12.2% of the total—{ cr approximately 3300, and
fall inte four groups:

1. About 2100 cases (7.8% of all households) in which there arve a Jewish hus-
band and a Gentile wife,

2. About 1000 cases (3.5%) in which there are a Centile husbarnd and a Jewish
wife.

3. About 200 cases (0.8%) in which neither husband nor wife is Jewish. That
is, there are a CGentile man and wife, or a Centile household head (perhaps
widowed or divorced), with whom a Jewish relation is living., The latter
may be, for example, the parent (or brother or sister) of a wife converted

from Judaism. An interviewer's ncte in one case reports; "Father-in-law
only Jew in household., Daughter (i.e., wife of the head) converted to
Protestantism." The Jewish relation of the Gentile head or wife is in some

caseg the child of a former mixed marriage.

4. A handful of cases (0.1%) in which both husband ard wife are Jewish, or in
which there is a Jewish housshold head who 1s not now married, sharing a
dwelling uni® with one or more Gentile relations. The latter, again, may
be a parent (or other relation) of a husband or wife converted to Judaism;
the child of a previcus marriage; or (in at least cne instance) an adult
child who changed religion and Jjeined a Chrigstian church.

Some clarification of what these data mean is oifered in the following paragraphs.

Al How Was a Mixed Family Identified?

Let us review, for a moment, how we defined "a Jew". We said that any person was
(for the purpcses of this study) to be considered a Jew who said he was Jewish,
regardless of his origins; and nc other person, even if born of Jewigh parents,
— was to be counted Jewish.

We therefore based our count of mixed families on what our interviswees
reported. If one of the latter told the interviewer that one related member
cf the household is Jewlsh, and ancther is not, we called that househcold mixed,
and likewise the family in the household. If a person of Jewish origin

1% refused an interview on the quite proper grounds that he had taken his wife's
faith upon marriage, and no longer considered himself a Jew, he was (by our

8 definition) not a Jew and excluded from the survey. One such case was reported
by an interviewer. It is reasonable to assume that other such instances did

5 not come to our attention because the potential interviewee simply stated that

5 there were nc Jews in the household.

In short, these families are not included in ocur estimate of mixed
) families because they were not even within the survey,
2

Similarly, in half a dozen cases which we have classified as "all-
Jewish", there is a note on the questionnaire indicating that "the wife
was not originally Jewish", or the equivalent. Once again, by our
8 definiticn, when the Gentile partner accepted Judaism, we had no alternative
but tc classify the couple as "all-Jewish". Since we did not ask about
people's religious antecedents, we have no way of identifying all of these
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cases. But, ag in the cases of conversions from Judaism, we know that ous estlmate
of mixed families is inadeguate because 1t omits some number cf cases in which one
partner was originally a Gentile.

Household Composition by Area

Turning back to Table 8-1, the highest proportions of mixed households
are seen reported for the Virginia suburbs, Prince Georges County, and
Northwest Washington, west of Rock Creek - respectively 34.2%, 20.8%, and 18.2%
of the tctal Jewish heuseholds., The proportions of the mixed households falling
into each of the four groups described above and shown in the table vary from ares
to area in a fashion which cannct be accounted for at this point. Northeast D.C,
shows practically no mixed househeclds.

Intermarriage, Mixed Marriage and Mixed Family

We have tried here to distinguish among three terms, generally using each
with a geparate idea in mind., Intermarriage we have used to refer to the general
phenomencn discussed here - marriage contracted across reiigious lines. A mixed
marriage i3 a particular case or instance of intermarriage. When a Jew and s
Gentile intermarry, the result is a mixed marriage. If each partner to the
marriage retains his earlier religious identification, the family is a mixed
family. 1/

Our survey findings refer directly only to mixed families, althcugh they tell
something about marriage as well. However, there are two lmportant guestions on
which the data we have reported shed no light:

1. Do thesgse mixed families represent marriages contracted in the Washington
area; or did the families come to this area, after the mixed marriage
took place? (The information to provide the answer to this question is
contained in the unanalyzed portion of the survey data, and it i1s hoped
to make further use of these data.)

2., How much intermarriage takes place in the area - for example, what is
the annual rate per 1000 Jews marrying? This kind of guestion cannct
be answered by our findings, which only show the number of mixed
families reported as existing at present.

We egtarted by asking how many mixed marriages there prcbably are in the area.
The discussicon above suggests that their number is higher than that of the mlxed
families we have found - probably closer to OO0 - with some of them completely
Iost to the survey, and others shown in the survey as currently "all-Jewish"
families.

Type of Wedding Ceremony and Household Composition

With what kind of wedding ceremony dld the "all=Jewish' and mixad
families begin? According to Table 8-2, over 90% of the "all-Jewish" couples
had a religious ceremony - that is, one performed by a rabbi, Among these,




77.3% had only a religious ceremony, compared with 5.3% whe had only a civil
ceremony - one, that is, performed by =2 local government official - and 13.3%
had both.

TABLE 8-2
TYPE OF WEDDING CEREMONY, EBY COMPOSITIOW OF HOUSEHOLD

2/
(HOUSEHOLDS IN WHICH HEAD IS HOW MARRIED)
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Type of Composition of Housechold

Weddins Jewenony Axl Jewish  Husband Jewish Wife Jewish
wife not hugband not

Civil only 5., 3% 53.4% 75.5%

Religious only 7.3 29,0 6.5

Both 13.3 14,6 13.0

liot reported L1 3.0 1.C

Total households - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

with married heads - +# (20,500) (2,100) (1,000)

g/ Hot included in table are 200 cases, neither husband nor wife Jewish, and
3,400 cases, head of hougehold Jewish but not married.

By contrast, the mixed marriages were very much more likely to have begun
with a civil ceremony. Less than 44% of the cases with a Jewish man and Gentile
woman, and less than 20% of those involving a Jewish bride and Gentile groom,
had a religious ceremony. Indesd the majority had only a civil ceremony.
Incidentally, the religious ceremony in these cases was presumably not Jewlsh
(several interviewees specifically pointed this out by mentioning that they were
married by a minister;, or that they had a Methodist, Unitarian or Presbyterian
ceremony). 2/

Religiocus Identification and Household Composition

As may beseen from Table 8-3, household compositicn shows considerasble
variation accerding to family religious identificatiocn. Among those who think
of themselveg as Orthodox, all but a tiny fraction (nine-tenths of one percent)
are "all-Jewish". Only a slightly higher proportion of those identifying
themselves as Conservative (3.7%) are intermarried, The proportions increase
among those who say they are Reform Jews (1L4.6%) and those who are undecided
(21.5%). About two Tifths of those with no religion are intermarried. (See
a2lso Table 8-11, for further detail on identification of the intermarried.)
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TABLE 8-3
a/
RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY, BY COMPOSITION OF HOUSEHOLD
Religious Identification of Family
Hone of These- o
Composition of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform Undecided Religion
All Jewish 99.1% 96, 3% 85.4% 78.5% 0. 6%
Husband Jewish, wife not 0.9 2.8 7.9 21.5 22,6
Wife Jewish, husband riot - 0.9 6.7 oo 16.8
Total families - % 100.0% 100, 0% 100. 0% 100,C% 1.00.0%
- i (3600) (11,800) (6900) (1900) (1500)

g/ Table does not include 600 cases, religious identification not reported; T0OO
cases, identification with some other religion; and 200 cases in which neither
the husband nor the wife, but oniy some other family member, was Jewish.

Intermarriage of Other Family Members

One of the survey questions asked: "Is any member of your immediate family
married to a non-Jewish person? (IF YES) Which?" This was intended in part %o
provide information generally on the extent of intermarriage. In addition, we
heped specifically to see whether mixed marriages occur at random in the popula-
tion, or are more freguent in families in vwhich there have been other mixed
marriages.

As Table 8-4 indicates, the latter is indeed the case. While 71.0% cf the
"all-Jewish! families report that no close relative is intermarried, only L45.5% of
the intermarried themselves say this, It also appears that more of the Jewish
men in the mixed marriages (52.5%) have no intermarried relatives than of the
Jewish women (30.1%). 3/

TABLE 8-4
a/
INTERMARRIAGE OF OTHER FAMILY MEMBERS BY COMPOSITION CF HOUSEHOLD

Answer tc Questions: "Is any Composition of Household

member of your immediate family Husband Wife Jewish Total =
married to a non-Jewish person? Jewlsh hushdnd Mixed
Whicht" A1l Jewish wife not net

None T1.0% 52.5% 30.1% 45.,5%
Child 2.5 k.2 0.4 9.9
Parent 0.8 19.3 20,9 19.8
Brother or sister 16.k 3k.9 16.7 29.2
Other 7.4 5.8 31.4 13.8
Hot reported 3.0 1.9 0.5 1.5
Total households - +# (23,900) b/ (2, 1oo)b/ (1,000) b/ (3,100)3/

a/ Table does not include 200 cases, neither husband nor wife Jewish (for explanatloﬂg
see discussion of Table 8-1). 1
b/ Colunns do not total 100% because some intervievees mentioned more than one family$
member married tc a non-Jew.
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We allowed the interviewee to determine what "immediate family” should
include. As the table shows, we kept a separate count of children; of parents;
of brothers and sisters; and of "others" (which includes uncles, aunts, nephews,
nieces and couveins), L/ One might, of course, question whether the last group
should be called "immediate" family. Percentages show the proportions who men-
tioned each family member. Since an interviewee could mention several, percentages
need not total 100.0%.

Brotherstand sisters are most often mentioned as partners in mixed marriages,
not only by the intermarried but by those married to Jews, as well. On the other
hand, about a fifth of the intermarried are themselves the offspring of mixed
marriages, but almost none of the husbands or wives in "all-Jewish'" households.
The children in families in which only the husband is Jewish seem somewhat more
likely to choose a Gentile in marriage than those who have a Jewlsh mother but a

Gentile father. 5/
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Section B
Proportion Intermarried in Various Seguents of the Jewish Populaticn

Has intermarriage teecn more fregquent among the younger generatlon, or among
their elders? Have the less-educated or the more-educated been more likely to
marry 2 Gentile? Questions such as these are answered in this section. &/ Each
table shows the proportion of pergeons having a given characteristic who are marrieq
to a Centile. Thus, Table &-5 chows the percentage married to a Gentile ameng
males, and among females, at each age. The base figures from which the percentageg
were calculated are not shown in the tables of this section. They may be found
in the corresponding tables in Chapier 2 (except for Jewish education, shown in
Chapter 5.

TABLE 8-5
PRCFORTICN INTERMARRIED BY AGE AND SEX

(Population 15 Years of Age and Over)

Proportion Intermarried
Age Male Femals

[
1
]

2l years o)
25 ~ 3L years 11
35 = Lk vears 5
54 years 1k,
2
2

=
0
1

55 = Ol years
65 years and over

Proportion intermarried, total 7.4 3. 4%
population 15 years of &ge and over

Proportion Intermarried by Age and Sex

Cf those 15 years of age and over ~ the age group for which the Cengus Rureau
reports marriages - T.4% of the males have married a Gentile, but only 3..4% of the
females (see Table 8-5). Since relatively few of those in the 15 to 2k year age
range are married at all, we might confine cur atitention %o persons 25 years old
or over. Or we may prefer to examine the proportion intermarried among married
persons only. This 1s the way the proportions compare:

1/

Percent Intermarried

Male Female
A1) persons 15 years of age and over 7.4 3, L%
A1l persons 25 years of age and over 8.4 3.9
All married pevrsons 9.2 4,5
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Cf course, ne one palr ol these figures is more accurate than the other ftwo palrs;
each has a slightly different meaning, but all three show about twice as high a
oroportion of men as of women married to a Gentile.

Mo relation is discernible between intermarriage and age. The highest
proportions for each sex are among those 25 - 34 and 45 - 54 years old. This
suggests no trend, but rather specific historical facltors alffecting these
particular groups. Comparable figures for married perscns only are in Appendix
Table 8-1.

Froportion Intermarried by Education and Sex

Table 8-6 shows the proportions of each sex at each educational level who
are married to Gentiles. We have selected only those aged 25 and over - that is,
who have largely completed their formal educaticn. Among the men, the proportion
is very low for those with a high school education cor less, and high for those with
any college at all, These figures in part reflect the fact that the less educated
include relatively large numbers of Torelgn~born, older and Orthodox peraons,
among each of whom intermarriage is lnfrequent. There is no trend evident among
women, intermarriage belng more frequent among high school graduates, and among
those who have done pogt-graduate college work, than among others.

TABLE 8-6
FRCPORTICH IYTERMARRIED BY EDUCATION AND SEX

(Population 25 Years of Age and Over)

Education: Years of Proportion Intermarried
School Completed Male Female

8 years or less 1
% - 11 years i
12 years (High Echool) 1.
13 = 15 years 17
16 years (College) 12
17 years or more 10
Fot reported ‘o

Proportion Intermarried, Total 8, 4% 3.9%
Population, 25 Years of Age and Over

Proportion Intermarried by Occupation and Sex

The highest proportions married to Gentiles are found among preofessional men,
and among both men and women iIn sales and clerical jobs, the lowest among manual

4
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workers (sece Table 8~7). The proportion among working women as a whole (5.5%)
is somewhat higher than for all women (3.4%).

TABLE 8-7

PROPCRTION INTERMARRIED BY OCCUPATION AND SEX

(Population 15 Years of Age and Over,
Working for Pay or Profit)

Preportion Intermarried
Occupation Male Female

Professional and technical workers 11.9% 2,0%
Managers, officlals, proprietors b.g -
Clerical and sSales workers 12.1 9.2
Manual. workers 1.6 0.3
Hot reported 0.3 .

Propertion intermarried, fotal
population, 15 years of age and over, 8.3% 5.8%
working for pay or profit

Proportion Intermarried by Family Income Level

Table 8-8 shows that mixed families are more freguent among those who have
high incomes than among the less well-to-do, There is not, however, a steady
increase of mixed families as income riges.

TABLE &-8

PROFORTTON INTERMARRIED BY FAMILY IKCOME

FPamily Income Proportion Intermarried

Under $5,000

$5,000 - $6,999

$7,000 - $9,999 1
510,000 and &ver 1
Hot Pepcrted 1

Proportion intermerried, +otal families 11.3%




123.

Proportion Intermarried by Hativity

Intermarriage, as shown in Table 8-9, is very infrequent among the foreign-born
{0.8%). Among the native-born, those with American-born parents show a slightly
greater tendency toward marrying a Gentile than those of forelgn-born parentage
(the proportions are respectively 7.4 and 6.6%). Once more this reflects the
relation between nabtivity, age, education and Orthodox identificatiocon.

TABLE 8-9
PROPORTION INTERMARRIED BY NATIVITY

(Population 15 Years of Lge and Over)

Hativity Proportion Intermarried

Hative - Born of nabtive-born parents 7.4 _
Vative = Born of ferelgneborn parents 6.6 :
Foreign-born 0.8 !

|
Proportion intermarried, populaticon 15 years of age and over 5.3% !

|
Proportion Intermarried by Type of Jewigh Education and 3ex {
|

As ghown in Table 8-10, there iz little difference in the relative frequency
of mixed marriages reported among those who had any Jewish education, or none at
all. In both groups, the proporilon ameng men is 10 - 11%, zmong women about
L ow 5%.

TABLE 8~10

PROFORTION INTERMARRIED BY TYPE OF JEWISH EDUCATION AND SEX
{Married Population Only)

Proportion Intermarried
Type of Jewish Educaticn Male Female

%

O w
—~1 "2

e

Sunday schocl 1
Hebrew afternoon school 1
Hebrew all-day school

R
) J1

Private tutor ‘ 2.3 1.0
Other 5.4 0.3
Any at all 10.0 4.8
Hone 11.1 3.8
Hot reported 1.2 1.5
Proportion intermarried, total 9, 2% h.5%

married population
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Proporticns are higher among thosze whe have gone to Sunday School or Hebrew
afternoon school, lower for those who have studied at Hebrew all-day school or with
a private tutor. It cannot, obviously, be concluded that Sunday School attendance
is more likely to lead to a mixed marriage than golng to a Hebrew all-day school.
The total family background, including its place of residence, associations,
and attitudes leading to the child's enrcllment in cne type of schocl or another,
mast clearly be taken into account, as they cannot he here. §/
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Section C

Religious Identilicaticn and Jewish R:ligious Rehavior Among the Intermarried

Doss intermarriage mean a complete cutiing of ties with the Jewlsh
community? Obvicusly not, since so many intermarried people included themselves
in the survey by identifying themselves as being Jewish. Then does intermarriage
mean ending all contact with and participatlion in Jewish religious life? The
material presented in this section is intended o supply a partial answer to this
guestion., We shall consider here the religious identification of the intermarried,
the proportions who belong to and attend synagogues, the relation between
ldentification and synagogue attendance, and the proportion cf the intermarried
who participated in z Seder on the preceding Passcver.

Religious ldentification by Sex of Jewish Partner

When we discussed religiocus identification eariier (Chapter 6, Section (),
we spcke of the identification of the family. In the case of the mixed marriages,
it 1e the ldentification of the Jewish member that we refer to. Table 8-11 shows
that the majority of these persons (61.0%) think of themselves ag Jewish in
religion - though of these about 1 in 5 cannot decide whether Orthodox, Conserva-
tive or Reform best describes him. Of those who do not ildentify with Judaism,
about equal proportions claim some other religious affiliation (19.9%) or none
at all {[17.65). The men more often profess some other religion, the women none.

TABLE 8-11

TNTERMARRIAGE: EELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY SEX OF JEWISH BARTHER

Sex of Jewish Partner

Religious Identification of Family Male Female Total
Jewlsh:
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform h2,9% 59.7% 48,1%
ot decided 18.7 ves 12,9
Mot Jewilsgh:
Other religicn 21.8 15.7 19.9
o religion 14,7 oh,1 17,6
ot reported 1.9 0.5 1.5
Total intermarried - i 100, 05 100.0% 100, 0%

it

- (2,100) (1,000) (3,100)
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Synagogue Membership by Sex of Jewish Partner

Well over 80% of each sex claim no membership in a synagogue. Table 8«12
contains further details.

TARLE 8-12

INTERMARRTIACE: SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY SEX OF JEWISH PARTNER

Sex of Jewish Pariner

Synagogue Membership of Family Male Female Total

Members of scme synagogue 16,2% 12.5% 15.1%

Members of no synagogue 81.9 87.0 83.6

Hot reported 1.9 0.5 1.3

Total intermarried - % 100. 0% 100.0% 100, 0% 1
i (2,100) (1,000) (3,100)

Synagogue Attendance of Jewich Parftner by Sex

Close to halfl of each sex say they never go tc synagogue services (48,44
of the men, 42.5% of the women). Just about all of the remaining men go no more
than 3 -~ 11 times a year - in effect; only on the High Holy Days. The same is -
probably true of the women, although L3.5% of them failed to give this information.
Table 8-13 summarizes answers on frequency of synagogue atiendance.

TARIE 8-13

INTERMARRIAGE: FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT JEWISH RELIGIOUS SERVICES OF JEWISH
PARTHNER BY SEX

Frequency of Attendance at Sex of Jewish Partner

Religious Scrvices Male Female Total
Not at all L3, 4% Lp,5%

1l « 2 times a year 3.7 12.0

3 - 11 times g year i7.0 2.0

Once a nienth - oo

2 - 3 times a month 0.4

4 or more times a nmonth 0.3 .

ot reported 2,2 43,5

Total intermarried - % 100. 0% 100.C5%

- i (2,100) (1,000)
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Relation of Religious Identification and Synagogue Attendance

Table 8-14 shows that one can divide the intermarried into *two major groups in
terms of thelr ties with the Jewish community. 2/ At one pole there are those who
get to a synagoguse at least once or twice a year, and think of themselves as Jews
(97.3% of them). At the other, there are those wheo have made a break with Judaism,
never attend synagogue services, and have identified themselves with some cther
religion (L4.0%) or with no religion at all (28.7%). In between these large
groups, there is a tiny number of those who, although they no longer consider
Judaism their religion, wander into a synagogue at least cnce or twice a year (2.7%
of those who attend). There is also a somewhat larger "middle” group who never
attend synagogue, but think of themseives as Jews in a religious sense (27.3% of
those who never attend). With these groups we are close tc the margin of the
Jewish commnity. 10/

TABLE 8-1h4

INTERMARRIAGE: RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY ATTEHDANCE AT JEWISH
[ TS O 2

RELIGIOQUS SERVICES or JEWISH HEADS OF FAMILIES

Religious Identification of Attendance at Jewish Religious Services
Family At Least Once or Twice A Year ot At AllL
Jewish:

Orthodox, Conservative, Reform 72.8% 13.7%

Vot decided ob.s5 13.6
Not Jewish:

Other religion 0.9 W0

No religion 1.8 28.7
Not reported * *
Total Jewish heads - % 106, 0% 100.0%
of mixed Households - # (1,100) (1,000)

* Less than .05%
g/ This table includes only the mixed households in which a Jewish person
is reported as the head. 3ee Note G.

Participation in Pagsover Seder, by Sex

0f the traditicnal practices we considered in Chapter 7, the one most widely
observed was participation in a Passover Seder. BEven among the intermarried
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about 15-16%, regardless of the sex of the Jewish rarfner, reported having had
their own Seder the preceding year (see Table 8-15). In addition, 4.0% of the
intermarried Jewish men and 10.9% of the women said they had participated in

a Passover Seder clsewhere.  All but a handful of the remsining men (80.9%)
said they had participated in no Seder. Among the women almost a third
(31.8%) failed to answer this gquestion, while 41,37 had not been %o a Seder.

TABLE 8-15

INTERMARRIAGE: PARTICIPATION IN PASSOVER SEDER BY SEX OF JEWISH PARTINER

Participation in Passover Sex of Jewish Partner

Seder Preceding Year Male Female Total
In own home k7% 16,0% 15.1%
Elsewhere L0 1¢.9 6.2

Not at all 80.9 3,3 68.5

lot reported 0.h 31,8 10.2

Total intermarried - % 100.0% 100, 0% 100.0%

-k (2,100) (1,000) (3,100)
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Section D

Children of Intermarriage

Among the 3,300 families in which the husband; the wife, or both are Gentile
(see Table 8-1), 2,400 have children living at home. We have collected here
several small bits of information concerning the rearing of these children.

Are They Jewish or Not?

At the very begimming of the interview, we obtained & list of all those in
the household, and then asked: "Which of these people are Jewish, and which are
not?" On the basis of the answers to this question, we can say:

in 65.9% of the 2,400 families, the children are not being reared as Jews,
in 25wh%, 1they are being reared as Jews, and

in 8.7% of the families, at least one child is being reared as a Jew
while another is being reared as a Centile.

"Being reared as a Jew' presumably means that the child is being taught that he is
a Jew; but what meaning the phrase has beyond that, it is hard o say.

Are They hecelving Jewigh Education?

The number of cases upon which to base any further statements is sgo small
that nothing very reliable can be reported. It would seem that extremely few of
these children are enrolled in any program of Jewish education, and,; similarly,
that none has had a tar-mitzvah; bhas-mitzvah or confirmation ceremony. In some
cases, of courge, the children are still guite young. One Jewish wife Iin a mixed
marriage, in reply to our guestion cn religious identification, confided to the
interviewer: '"We are nct at present observing Jewish customs, However, when the
children are older we will have to make a declsion as tc whether or not we will."
The likelihood that these children will be reared as observant Jews is small. 11/
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Notes

Studies of the Jewish commmunities in other cities have not shown so high
a proportion cf mixed families as does the present survey. One can find
a number of speculative explanations for an assumed high proportion of
mixed marriages in the Washington area. One reason, however, for the
relatively large number of mixed families found here is a result of the
sampling metheds used. In all cther studies, reliance has been placed
almost exclusively on a "master list" of kanown Jews. In this study, our
sample of Tamilies toc be surveyed was derived in part from such a list,
in part from a sample of all tlocks in the area (see Intrcduction,
Section B). As might be anticipated, the samples from the Jewish

list showed a much lower proportion of mixed familieg than the sample

of blocks., Of the 15,500 Jewish families ldentified in samples from

the list of Jews, 5.2% were mixed, compared tc 19.9% of the 11,700
Jewish families identifled in the block sample. Or, in other words,
75.6% of the 3,300 mixed families were found in the block sample,

ol 4% of them in samples derived from the list.

The guestion asked on this topic In the NHortheast Pilot Study concerned
only having had a religious ceremony. If the answer was "No", the family
obviously had had only a civil ceremony; if "Yes", since we couldn't

tell vwhether this would mean "Religiocus only" or "Both civil and
religious", the answer was classified as "Not reported’.

The interviewer was instructed that in a household in which all members
were not Jewish, a Jewish person was to be interviewed. In general
these instructions were followed., Where the Jewish person was not
interviewed, answers on the questionnaire were edited to reflect this
fact., In editing answers to this question, when the Jewish person said:
"Yes - my brother-in-law" - that is, vhen the Gentile partner's

brother was mentioned - the answer wag changed tc "No".

A step-child we classified as a child; but a step-parent as "other".

There is further discussion of children of mixed marriages in Section D
of this chapter.

Necessarily we can only report on the mixed marriages of the past - the
mixed famiiies of the present. We do not know what proportion of Jews are
intermarrying currently, nor do we have encugh caseg to compare the vecent
and the more remote past.,

The three pailrs of percentages are drawn, respectively, from the totals
shown in Tables 8-5, 8-6, and Appendix Table 8-T.

In addition, our measure of Jewish educaticn here is extremely crude,
since anyone who had any Sunday School at all - from 1 year to 16 - is
treated in the same way, and similarly for other types of schooling.
Likewise, a person who has attended two types of school contributes

to the percentages shown for each.
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Synagogue attendance is shown only for those intermarried perscns who
were reported as head of househcld - that is, the 2,100 men.

}9/ These groups may be shown somewhat differently, as follows:

11/

Attend synagogue, identify as Jewish . 51.0%

---------------- , dc not identify as Jewish 1.4

Do not attend synagogue, 1ldentify as Jewish 13.0
memmmemmmeeccmcme—onene, 0 not identify

- as Jewish 34,6

Total - % 100. 0%

i (e,100)

One might ask, as a final question, whether these children are likely
to marry Jews or Gentiles. We have, of course, no direct answer; but
two sets of figures suggest the probabilities. The one is the data of
Tavle 8-4, which show that less than one percent (0.8%) of the "all-
Jewish' families report having a Gentile parent; but over 20 times as high
a proportion (19.8%) of the intermarried Jews are themselves the
children of mixed marriages. Similarly 2.5% of the "all-Jewish”
families report children who have married Gentiles, but four times as
high a proportion (9.9%) of the mixed families. The cther relevant
fact is that two-thirds of the mixed familieg are rearing their
children as Genuiles.

[
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Appendix A

Additional Tables

Humber Title
1-1 Age by Area and Sex
1-11 Relation to Head of Household, by Sex
1-IIT Relation to Head of Househecld, by

Sex and Marital Status

3-I last Previous Residence Before Coming to
' Washington Metropolitan Ares: Type of
Community by Area of Present Resildence

3-II Year of Arrival in Washington Metropolitan
Area by Area of Present Residence

- resent Type of Home Occupancy: ota

3-I1I = t T fH 0 Total
Families and Familles Expecting tc Move
Within Six Months

3-1V Year Moved to Present Address: Total

Families Expecting to Move Within Six

Mconths
6-1 Synagogue Membership of Family by Family

Income i
6-I1 Synagogue Membership of Family by Nativity

of Head of Household (Cmitting "mixed"
marriages)

6-111 Synagogue Membership of Family by Education
of Head of Household (Cmitting '"mixed"
marrizges)

6-1V Synagogue Membership of Family by Religious
Identification of Family (Omitting "mixed"
families)

8-1 Proportion Intermarried by Age and Sex,

Married Perscns Only
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AGE BY ARFA AND SIX

TABLE 1-I

Area and Sex

Northeast Northwest Northwest  Scutheast Virginia Prince Montgomery
Age West of Bast of and (Metro- Georges County
Rock Rock Southwest politan County (M.AL) Total Total
Creek Creek Area) (M.AL)
M F M F M F M F M F M F M ¥ M F

Under 5 years 600 B0 200 200 500 600 150 150 800 250 450 650 1750 1650 L4450 3850 8300
5 -0 years 700 400 150 200 600 550 150 100 250 300 650 550 1750 1950 4250 4050 8300
10-1L years Loo 450 350 350 850 650 100 150 250 250 350 200 1500 1350 3800 3400 7200
15-19 years 150 100 300 200 1150 500 250 % 50 100 50 % 500 50 2450 1250 3800
z0-24 years 150 300 150 300 300 650 300 50 50 100 50 450 50 600 1050 2450 3500
25-3L years 650 750 300 250 1500 1400 100 k50 600 700 1650 1150 2200 2500 7000 7200 14200
35-LL years 800 700 450 Loo 1600 1800 3550 sS00  S00 550 850 600 3200 270¢ 8350 7250 15600
4554 years 350 350 600 800 1750 2250 100 150 300 500 300 200 1750 400 5150 L6s0 G800
55«64 years 4oo LOoO 350 300 1300 1400 1CO 100 100 50 100 150 100 150 2430 25%0 5000
&5-Th years 50 ¥ 00 150 800 1050 100 50 150 50 100 150 100 450 1600 1500 3500
75 years and over ¥ * 100 100 200 * * * * 50 % * 50 150 %0 500
"Under 20" years * * * * * *
"Over 21" years 50 % 100 550 * * 50 * 50 300 200 300 1100
Not repcrted 50 50 % 100 * 100
Total Population L300 3800 3150 3250 10600 11600 1900 1720 3500 2900 LA00 4100 12950 12550 L410C0 39900 80900

* Less than 25 cases.

et T i <
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REILATION TQ HEAD OF

TABLE 1-IT

HOUSEHOLD, BY SEX

Sex

Relation to Head Male Femaler Total

# % # % # %
Head 23,600 57.6% 2,400 5.9% 26,000 32.1%
Spouse 100 0.2 21,200 53.3 21,300 26.3
Child 16,100 39.4 14,200  35.5 30,300 37.5
Cther 1,200 2.8 2,100 5.3 3,300 k4.
Total population 41,000 100,0% 39,900 100.0% 80,900 100.0%

TABIE 1-ITI

RELATION TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD, BY SEX AWD MARITAL STATUS

Relation toc Head

Sex and
Marital Status Head Spousge Chilad Cther Total
Male
Married 95.0% 100.0% 0.4% 12.3% 5545
Widowed 0.l ‘oo cee 18,9 C.8
Divorced or
separated 0.k vee 0.2 4.0 Oul
Never married k.2 see 98.1 51.2 42.5
Not meported ves . 1.3 13.6 0.9
Total male - % 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
- # (23,600) (100) (16,100) {1200} (41,000)
Female
Married 2,4% 100.0% 2.0% 15.4% 55.0%
Widowed 62,6 . 0.6 Shok 6.8
Divorced or
separated 13.0 vee 1.1 6.2 1.5
Never married 22,0 - 92.7 23.6 35.4
Not reported ces ces 3.6 0.k 1.3
Total female - % 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
- (24o00) (21,200) (1k4,200) (2100) (39,900)
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TABIE 3-I
1AST PREVIOUS RESIDENCE BEFORE COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA:

TYPE OF COMMUNITY BY AREA CF PRESENT RESLIDENCE

Area of Present Residence

North- North- North- South- Virginia Prince Montgomery

east west, west, east (Metro- Georges  County
Previous Residence: West East and politan  County (MJAL)
Type of Community of of South-  Ares) {M.A,)
Rock  Roek west

Creck Creek

Big city:
New York 56.7% b8.6% ho.og  75.h% 61.1% 60 4% 56,0%
Baltimore 19.3 18.2  20.5 Lok 4.8 16.6 10.7
Philadelphia 2.9 545 9.4 4.8 3.6 5.3 8.5
Chicago 1.2 5.5 2.4 2.8 4.3 1.3 2.9
Boston 0.9 1.6 0.4 2.2 4.6 3.0 2.0
Other big city h.6 itk 26,2 9.6  19.1 12.9 18.2
City not reported T4 3.2 0.9 0.8 2.5 0.5 1.7
Total, big city 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.C%
Big city 39.5%  39.7% 48.0%  50.7% 37.7% 48.9%  L7.6%
Medium city 8.5 9,1 7.9 25.4  11.5 6.h 6.5
Small town 8.0 5.0 7ol 4,9 23.8 3.0 5¢l
Farm 0.1 0.6 0.3 . - 0.2 *
Other vea ‘e 0.2 N 1.0 ‘ee 0.1
Not reported 1.6 5.3 5.1 1.1 1.8 1.3 1L
Washington
Metropolitan area 42,3 40,3 31L.1 17.9 2h.2 34,2 39.3
Total population - % 100.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 10C. 0% 100, 0%
- # (8100) (6L00) (22,200)(3600) (6k00) (8700) (25,500)

¥ Less than .05%.
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TARLE 3-II°
YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA,

BY AREA CF PRESENT RESIDENCE

Area of Present Residence

North~ North- North~ South- Virginia Prince  Montgomery

Year of Arrival east west, west, east {(Metro- Georges County
in Washington West TEast and politan County (M. AL)
Metropolitan Area of of Southe Area) (M.A,)

Rock Rock west
Creek Creek

1953 ~ 1956 6.2% 2.2p T.5% 2h.7%  ehop  1k.3% 7.8%
1949 - 1952 3.0 3.k 7.7 13.1 1h.7 13.4 12.8
1945 - 1948 5.3 6.7 Lo 7.0 8.8 16.5 17.1
1941 - 1944 i7.3 3.2 5.9  21.5 T.b 7.2 7.8
1937 - 1940 (.5 3.7 2.0 2+3 242 27 T.6
1933 - 1936 5.5 5.4 1.2 6.9 2.5 2.0 2.0
Before 1933 8.3 20,1 2k,3 3.5 5.9 3.8 k.3

Always lived
in Washington
Metropolitan area  L2.1 Lo.3  30.4 17.8 ok, 3 35.h4 39.2

Not reported k.9 5.0 h.C 0.2 6.3 1.7 1.h

Total population-$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.C% 100.0%  100.0% 100.0%
-# (8100} (6k00) (22,000)(3600)  (6400) (8700) (25,500)




TABLE 3-I1I
PRESENT TYFE OF HOME OCCUPANCY: TOTAL FAMILIES AND

FAMIITES EXFECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS

k7,

Families
Present Type of Total intending
Home OCccupancy families to move
Oown House 5247% 26,1%
Rent house ©obL,7 10.1
Rent apartment 40,8 63.4
Other 1.8 0.4
Total families - % 100,0% 100.0%
-4 (27,200) (3600)

TABLE 3-IV
YEAR MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS:; TOTAL FAMILIES AND

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS

Families
Year Moved to Total intending’
Present Address families _ to rove
1953 - 1956 L6, 7% 41 ,8%
1949 - 1952 28.7 36.2
19k5 - 1948 11.0 15.6
1941 - 1944 5.7 2.0
1940 or pefore 4,8 2.8
Not reported 3.1 1.6
Total families - % 100.0% 100.0%

-7 (27,200) (3600)
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TARLE 6-I

SYNAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY FAMILY INCCOME

Synagogue Membership of Family

Family
Ineome Orthodox Conservative Reform HNone
Less than $4,000 9.5% L.0% L.6% 6.2%
$h,000 - 4,999 11,k 3.2 2.6 11.0

$5,000 - 6,999 18.4 16.6 2,5 16.1

$7,000 = 9,999 30.k4 24,0 17.1 33.1

$10,000 - 14,999 10.4 23.4 31.7 1k.2
$15,000 and over 5.9 10,8 31.7 6.0
Not reported 140 18.0 9.8 13.h
Total families - % 100,0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0%
- # (3200) (6800} (1700) (14,500)

TABLE 6-1II

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY NATIVITY OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD

a/

(Omitting "Mixed" Marriages)

Synagogue Nativity of Head of Household
Membership Native-born of Native-born of Forelgn-
Of Family native parents foreign parents born
Orthodox | 1.7% 10.1% 25.3%
Conservative 33.0 29,6 20.5
Reform 10,6 7.9 2.3
Other 0.k 4,6 1.3
Tone 54,1 L7.7 48.6
et reported P 0.1 2,0

Total (omitting
"mixed")} families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100,0%
- # (3500) (13,600) (6500)

g/ Table does not include 300 cases, natlve born, nativity of parent
not reported.



TABLE 6-IIT

SYNAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY EDUCATION OF HEAD CF HOUSEHOLD

{Omitting "Mixed" Marriages

2/
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Synagogue

Education of Head of Househeld: Highest School Grade Completed

- 8 years High School College 17 years
Membership or g-11 12 13-15 16 or
Of Fanily less years years years years more
Orthodox 29,4% 17.3% 16.6% T 4% 16.2% L g
Conservative 11.5 18,6  32.7 43,9  19.3 28.8
Reform 3.1 3.1 4.2 5.0 9.5 10.5
Other 0.2 0.7 1.4 1.6 5.1 5.6
lone 55.8 60.3 k2.6 ho,l 49,6 50.3
ot I‘eported e ) 2-5 "o 003 Ooh‘
Total (omitting "mixed")
families - % 3.00.0% 100,0% 100.0% 100.0% 10C.0% 100.C%

- # (2600) (2200) (M46C0) (3200) (2900) (7900)

g/ Table does not include 500 cases, education not reported.

TABLE 61V
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY RELIGIQUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY

(Omitting "Mixed" Families)

Religious Synagogue Membership of Family
Identification

Of Family Crthedex Conservative Reform None
Orthedox 52.9% 11.0% 0.8% 9.7%
Conservative 36.7 177 11.3 39.6

P

Reform 2.3 9.6 83.0 29.6
Nene of these -

family undecided 1.6 1.7 2.4 10.5
HNone of these - other

religion or no religion ... ves ces 8.9
Not reported 3.5 ‘e 2.5 1.7
Total (omitting "mixed")
families - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%

- # {3100) (6600) (1600) (11,700)
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TABLE 8.1
PROPORTION INTERMARRIED BY AGE AND SEX,

MARRIED PERSONS ONLY

Proportion Intermarried

Age

Mals Female
15 - 2k years 1.8%
25 - 34 yesars 12.7 6.4 :i
35 - Lk years 6.3 2.3 3
L5 - 5k years 15.2 9.6
55 - 64 years 2.5 1.6
65 years and gver 2.9 0.5

Proportion intermarried,
a1l married persons 9.2% 4, 5%
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Appendix B

Iigt of Bupplementary Tahles

These are tabulations, as they came from the tabulating
machine, unrounded and unperceniaged.
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Supplementary Tables - Chapter 2

Class of employer:

of head and spouse (both working)

by occupation and sex (population 1li and over - working)

by type of former community (populaticon 1L and over - working)
Employment status and class of employer:

by nativity and sex

by area and sex
by area (heads)

Income by industry in which head is employed (heads working - but not
for government)

Occupation ~ working heads




Suppliementary Tables - Chapter 3

Families expecting to move:
home occupancy by area
size of housgeheld by present area, by intended ares
vear of marriage
year moved tc present address, by area

Home occupancy, by:
class of emplcyer of working heads
income
cceupation of working heads
size of household
year of arrival of head in Washington meiropolitan area

Year moved to present address, by:
area, by home occupancy; by previcus home occupancy
present area by previous area

Previous residence:
former state or country, by year of arrival in
Washington metropolitan area -~ heads only
former state or country by type of former community -
heads only
former type of community by name of big city by area -
heads only

Year of arrival in Washington metropolitan area, by:
age - heads only
age and sex
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Supplementary Tables - Chapter 4

Number of Jewish organizations belonged to, by: ;
area and sex
occupation and sex
education and sex
nativity and year of arrival in United States (foreign)
(shows also numbers native to Washington metro=
politan area)

Number of non-sectarian organizations helonged to, by:
ares and sex
occupation and sex
nativity and year of arrival in United States (foreign)
(shows also numbers native to Washington metro-
politan area)
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Supplementary Tables - Chapter 5

Bar~mitzvah ceremony, etec. of children age 13 - 19, by sex and:
educgtion of head
income of family
occupation of head
synagogue nmembership of family
type of wedding ceremony of parents

Omits children (frequency of attendance of head at religious
of mixed { services
marriages (religious identification of family
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Supplementary Tsbles - Chapter 6

Religious identification by income
(all families)

Religious identification (omitting "mixed" marriages), by:
age and marital status of head
“freguency of attendance of head at religious services
nativity of head
cccupation of working heads

Frequency of attendance of head and spouse at religiocus services,
by inceme and sex (omitting "mixed" marriages)
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Supplementary Tables - Chapter T

Eating in homes of non-Jews; by:
age of head
education of head
frequency cof attendance of head at religious services
income
nativity of head
occupation of heads who are working
religious identification (omitting "mixed" families)
synagcgue membership

Nen-Jewish guests at meals, frequency of, by:
age of head
education of head
freguency of attendance of head at religicus services
income
kashruth - purchase of kosher meats and use of sesparate
dishes
nativity of head
occupation of heads who are working.
religious identification (omitting "mixed" families)
synagogue membership

Score on specified traditional practices, by religious identifi-
cation (families who are Orthodox, Conservative or Reform cnly),
by:

age of head

education of head and spouse

frequency of attendance of head at religious services
Ireguency of attendance cof spouse at religious services
income

nativity of head and spouse

occupation of heads who are working

Religicus identification by lighting of Hanukah candles, by
lighting of Friday night candles (omitting "mixed"
families)

Synagogue membership (Orthodox, Conservative, Reform only) by
frequency of attendance cof head at religious services,
by purchase of kosher nmeats and use of separate dishes,
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Supplementary Tables - Chapter 8

Type of wedding ceremony by education and year of marriage cof ;
heads who are now married and their wives (or j
husbands ) ]

Type of wedding ceremony by type of former community and year
of marriage of heads who are now married and their
wives (or husbands)




Appendix C

How the Data in This Report Were Gathered and Prepared
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How the Data Were Gathered: Sampling, Guestiocnnaire, Interviewing

This report is planned primarily for the Jewish community and its leaders,
rather than for the statistician or social scientist. We have therefore kspt
technical discussion to a minimum. The reader concerned with details of sampling
design, interviewing techniques and similar matters will find further informeticn

in a technical "Supplement on Methods" to this report which will be available
upon reguest to the Jewish Community Council of Greater Washington.

In general, methods were selected with a view to yielding the information
required by the Jewish Community Council, at minimum expense and with maximum
reliance on volunteers.

Selecting a sample of the population

The survey was intended to cover the Jewish community of Greater Washington.
This community, as we defined it, includes the permanent Jewigh residents of the
"urbanized,”" or built-up, part of the Metropolitan Ares, except persons living in
institutions or on military reservations. The boundaries of the section covered
by the study are described in more detail in Chapter 1, Section A.

A complete census, or enumeration, of this Jewish population would have been
extremely expensive. It was not necessary, however. As in s large proportion of
the studies conducted by the U. S. Censug Bureau and similar agencies, it was
pessible to accomplish our purpose by selecting a sample carefully designed to
reproduce in miniasture the whole population we wished to study. This sample had
to be so designed as to permit two things:

1. It had to be representative of all pecple - Jewish and Gentile -
in the aresa. Frowm this sample we would then be gble to determine
the percentage of Jews in the total population; and, mulbiplying
this percentage by the total, we ccoculd then find out how many
Jews composed the community.

2. At the same time, the sample chosen had to contain a large encugh
number of Jews (we wanted about 2000 families) so that we could
make a fairly intensive analysis of their characteristies.
Previous information indicated that Jews were about 5% of the
total, however, which meant that we could not expect a reasonsble-
sized sample of the whole populatiocn to contain very many Jews.

Whaet we did was to select two sets of samples, one to satisfy each of the
above conditions; check them against one another to prevent duplication; and use
appropriate statistical techniques to combine the two. TFor a representative
sample of the whole population, we utilized a sample of all blocks in the area,
and selected specified numbers of "dwelling units" (apartments and private
houses) on each block. The sample of blecks was available from s previous study
conducted by the writer and Reuben Cohen at the Bureau of Socisl Science Research.
In each of 154 blocks, from 16 to Lo dwelling units were selecied so as to con-
stitute 1 of each 100 dwelling units in the area. This was supplemented by a
sample of dwelling units constructed between January 1, 1954 (as of when the block
sample had been constructed) and June 30, 1955.

To obtain a large number of Jewish families, we made use of = "master list"

of known Jewish persons wade available through the kindness of the United Jewish
Appeal. This list of 29,600 names and addresses we arranged in order geographically. .

]
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while simultaneously removing duplicaticns, business firmg and business addresses,
incorplete addresses, addresses outside the survey area and on military reserva-
tions, ete. The remaining 15,500 addresses, arranged in nine geographical areac,
were sampled at high rates vhere there were few Jews (for example, every other
address in Fairfax County, Virginiz) and at low rates where Jews were numercus

(e. g., every 20th address in Northwest D. C.).

Special procedures were set up for handling apartment houses, for iacluding
small new construction projects and altersticres, and for cross-checking each
part of the sample against the cthers (in the end there were six sub-samples to
be cross-checked and combined). The sample selected came to 7622 addresses; an
additional 1088 addresses were added during the study, following the procedures
set up. In all, then, calls had to be made at 871C addresses.

The technically-inclined reader may wish to consult the following sources
for further information on the sampling design, For the general logic:
Morris H. Hansen, William N. Hurwitz and W. G. Madow. 3Sample Survey Methods and
Theory. Vol. I, Ch. 7, Sec. 10. Wew York: John Wiley & Sons, 1954k. For a
description in great detail of a very similar design: Theodore W. Woolsey.
Sampling Methods for a Small Household Survey. Public Heslth Monographs, No. LO.
Washington: U, 3. Gevt. Printing Office, 1956. For a description of the area
sample: Reuben Cohen. An Investigation of Mecdified Probability Sampling Pro-
cedures in Interview Surveys. Unpublished Master's Thesis, American University,
1955.

Designing the Questionnaire

A detailed four page outline of types of information which might be gathered
was prepared by the writer in December, 1954, after discussions with Isaac Franck,
Executive Director of the Jewish Community Council. Between that time and
February, 1956, when the major part of the interviewing was conducted, a question-
nalre wae prepared and went through five successive drafts. The first was based
on discussions with Jewish leaders in Washington and New York, and examination cf
several similar studies. A conference was held on July 7, 1955, of Rabbis, educa-
tors, social agency executives and other Jewish community leaders; at this meeting,
the questionnaire was discussed in detail and suggestions offered for additions,
deletions and revisions. A second dyraft was prepared for comment and criticlsm by
the Technical Advisory Committee in August. The resulting third draft was utilized
in Sepiember to conduct agbout two dozen test interviews. As & result, various

revordings, additions, deletions, shifts in the order of guesticus, ete., were made,

The principal test of the questionnailre was made with a fourth draflt during
October-lNovember, when a pilot study was conducted in Northeast Washington. Sixty-
Tive interviews were completed. Subsequently, discussions were held with some of
the interviewers, with z committee of the Jewish Community Council's Executilve
Board and with the Technical Advisory Committee, A final draft was prepared in-
volving a complete change in format, for use in February.

At each point one of our problems was to whittle down the list of questions.
Jewish community leaders, each with his own special conecerns, desired to obtain
further information on some points. There were matters into which sirilar studies
had inquired, and on vhich we should have liked T2 obtain comparable datz. The
writer wished to satisfy his curicsity as a social scientist by looking intc i~
tional areas. The outcome was a compromise amcng these various interests. TIL the
reader, locking at the study, says to himgelf, '"They should have asked about such-
and-gsuch a matter," we may sugegest in advance that the topic was probably con-
gidered, and cmitted deliberately with regret.
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Northeast pilot study

When plans for sampling and the questicnnaire seemed fairly far along, the
Technical Advisory Committee decided to conduct a small-scale study in one area to
test the feasibility of our plans. This was done in Northeast Washington in
October and November of 1955. As a result of this pilot study all aspects of the
study plans were revised. The sampling plan was simplified; the questionnaire
was thoroughly rewritten; written instructions were boiled down to a fifth of
their original length; and interviewer training plans were changed. Withal, the
65 interviews cobtained were fair %o excellent in gquality and were included in
the findings reported here.

Preparations for interviewing

The 7600-0dd addresses selected were of course scattered sll over the metro-
politan area. The task of combining these addresses inte interviewer assignments,
on the basis of geographical location, was cousiderable. When this had been
accomplished, each assignment was placed in a large envelope together with instruc-
tions, blank questionnaires and other forms and a letter of identification. Tach
interviewer was to receive one envelape.

Initially, the Jewish Community Council planned to utilize volunteer inter-
viewers. These were tc be trained simultaneously at nine centers scattered about
the survey area on the morning of Sunday, Tebruary 2, 1956. TIn Section B of the
Introduction, we have listed the various persons, experienced for the most part
ir supervision of interviewers, who acted as instructors in this large operaticn.

The instructors themselves spent two and a half hours, one evening late in
Januvary, learning about the study and their part in it. They received, in addi-
ticn, detailed written instructions. They in turn spent twoc hours on February 2
training the volunteers, who were given condenged writien ingtructions as well.

On January 2€ a letter signed by Asron Coldman, then President of the Jewish
Community Council, was sent to the occupants of ali addresses selected from the
United Jewish Appeal list. They were told te expect an interviewer on Februsry 2,
"except in case of a biizzard." This letter was useful in alerting many potential
interviewees, who remained home to await an interviewer. In addition, some 50
letters were returned by the Post O0ffice because they were addressed to vacant or
non-existent dwellings, which helped us to avoid scme unnecessary calls.

Conducting the interviews

The interviewers were gilven in very abbreviated form the sort of insftructicns
usually given in surveys of this kind. They were asked to complete their assign-
ments, as nearly as possible, on Sunday, February 2, and to atiempt to complete the
remaining assigned calls during the following week. Uo interviews were to be made
on Priday after 4 P. M,, or on Saturday. Where no cne was at home, up to three
additional calls were to be made. The interviewver was to speak to someone at each
assigned address to determine whether any Jewish perscn lived there. If the
answer vas "Yes," an interview was to be conducted with the head of the household,
or the head's wife or husband.

In general, this volunteer effort was wmuch less successful than had been
hoped. A relatively small proporticn of the total calls were made on February 2,
aad few of the volunteers were inclined to continue interviewing beyond that day.
They felt In many ceses thal more worl was being asked of them than they had been
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led to anticipate. Although the Jewish Community Council recruited further volun-
teers for evening training sesslons between February 2 and 15, it was almost imme-
diately evident that recourse to paid professional interviewers would be necessary.
When all of the volunteers had returned thelr sssignments, it was found that less
than half of the assigned addresses had been called at.

We therefore hired experienced interviewers to complete the job. These were
given training for this study by the writer for two haif-days at the beginning
of March, and worked until May 10. The results of their calls and those of the
volunteers were tallied and assessed, and i1t wag decided to spend the first two
weeks of August to complete calls at addresses where no person had previously
been reached. On August 3 interviewers received three hours of refresher train-
ing. In the succeeding two wecks, they covered approximately 1000 cases - mostly
in apartment houses.

Comparison of the volunteers and the professionsl interviewers

The volunteer interviewers were, cf course, Jewish. There was an uneasy
feeling that this might influvence the answers interviewees would give to questicns
about synagogue attendance, observance of traditional practices. etc. The pro-
fegsional interviewers included some with "Jewish=-scunding” names or who would
probably have been Jjudged to be Jewish from their sppearance; but others, from
their names and appearance, would have impressed interviewees as nct Jewish. In
fact some of the interviewers were Jewish and some Gentile, This was probably
fortunate. If interviewees tended to suit their answers to the interviewer's
assumed expectations, having both Jewish-appearing and Gentile-appearing inter-
viewers should have tended to balance out distorticns.

Since the pald interviewers were experienced, and received more training than
the volunteers, one might expect the former to have produced more and better
interviews. We can make two short comparisons. Approximately 1600 interviews
were completed with Jewish families; of these, one-third were made by volunteers,
two-thirds by professionals. One of our questionsg asked for the size of the
family's income; 17% of the volunteers' interviews reported no information on this
item (either a refusal, or a "don't know," or just no answer), but only 8% of
those conducted by professicnals.

In addition, in three instances, a family was Inadvertently intervieved
twice ~ first by a veolunteer, thern by a paid interviewer - about a month apart.
Different interviewers were involved in each case. A compariscn of each pair of
interviews shows little discrepancy in the information obtained, but considerably
less information repcrted by the volunteer. The latter was more likely to report
an answer refused; or, where we asked how much Jewish education a person had had,
merely to check the type instead of reporting the number of years; and sc on.

In general, the answers recorded by the volunteers seemed mostly as accurate as
those cbtained by the paid interviewers, but were far less complete,

How the Data Were Prepared for This Report

A total of 1590 interviews were completed. In addition, data on key items
in the questionnaire were obtained by telephone for another 50 families. For
the remaining 338 cases, data were reproduced from completed cases on a systema-
tic basis. Each case recorded as not available, refused to be interviewed, not
found after at least four calls, or otherwise not reached, was compared with
the "nearest most similar case" - selected as part of the same sub-sample, from
the same geographical area, and in the same assignment - which had been identified

|
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as Jewish or not Jewish. The characteristics of the completed cage were then
attributed to the uncompleted one; and if, on this basis, the latter was classi-
fied as Jewish, all data for the former case were reproduced and attributed to
the latter.

Editing and Coding

Each gquestionnaire was "edited" ~ that is, checked to see that all questions
had been answered, and that (sc far as could be determined) the personal data
supplied were consistent. UFor example, if a perscn was reported as 10 years of
age and married, answers to cther questions were examined to determine which of
these two answers was wrong; and; when possible, & correction was made.

At the same time aaswers were "coded" - that is, classified and then assigned
a code number written on the gquesticnnaire, in preparaticn for transfer of the
data to IBM punch-cards for machine tabulation. Most questicns had been "pre-
coded" - classified in advance and code numbers printed opposite each answer in
a list. BSome, however, had not baen pre-ccded; or, if they had, required slight
changes in the code.

Mechine processing

Tor each case, one THY card was puanched with househoid data, and one card
with personal data for each member of the household. A total of 1978 household
cards and €551 personsal cards were prepared.

Az explained sbhove, households had besn gelected at various rates in each
sub~sample or geographical area. To combine these in proper fashion, a numerical
"welight" was assigned to each household, inversely proportional to its original
rate of selecticn. Like the guestionnaire data, these "weights" were punched into
each household and perscnal card.

Vhile coding and the punching of cards were proceeding, plans were made Tor
machine tabulations, which are the source of the tables presented in this report.
Frol among a larger number suggested by varicus persons concerned with the study,
we selected those tabulations which gave promise of being most useful.

The final tasks in preparing the survey data involved setting up the tables
in the report - that is, combining the flgures from the machine tabulaticns in the
most appropriate fashlon, and computing percentages.
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Index of Tables

Age, by:

ares, 1-8

ares and sex, 1-1

class of empleyer and sex, 2-9

education, 2-2

education, school attendance and sex, 2-5

education and sex, 2-3

employment status and sex, 2-7

frequency of attendance at religious services, nativity and sex, 6-11
frequency of attendance at religlous services, and sex, 6-10
Jewish education and sex (population 5-16 years of age), 5-4
Jewlsh education and sex (population 17 years of age and over), 5-1
marivel status, 1l-10

marital status and sex, 1-11

marital status and synagegue membership, 6-6

military service, 2-20

number of Jewish organizations belonged to, and sex, 4-2

number of Jewish teen-age organizations belonged to, and sex, L4-6
number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, and sex, 4-10
occupstion and sex, 2-11

place of birth and sex, 3-2

proporticn intermarried and sex, 8-5, 8-I

sex and sex ratio, 1-7

synagogue membership, 6-5

Area, by:

Ares

Area
Aresn
Areg

age, 1=8

age and sex, 1-I

"gll-Jewish" households, 1-5

area from which moved, 3-13

education, 2-k4

Tamilies expecting to move; 3-15

home cccupancy, 3-14

household composition, 8-1

income, 2-17

Jewish households, 1-3

Jewlsh households to total households, 1-4
Jewish population, 1-1

Jewish population to total population, 1-2
marital status and sex, 1-12

membership in Jewish teen-age organizations, U4-7
place of birth, 3-5

previous residence (type of community), 3-I
size of household, 1-6

synagogue membership, 6-2

year cf arrival in United States, 3-T

year of arrival in Washington metropolitan area, 3-I1

from which moved, by area in which now living, 3-13

to vhich expect to move, 3-16
tc which expect to move, by number of children under 17 years of age, 3-17
to which expect to move, by religious identification, 3-22
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Attendance at religious services, frequency of, by:
age, nativity and sex, 6-11
age and sex, 6~10
number of Jewish organizations belonged to, and sex, 4-5
religious identification (intermarried) 8-1h
sex (intermarried), 8-13
synagogue membership, 6-12

Bar-mitzvah ceremony, etc. by:
Jewish education, 5«6
sex, 5-5

Birth, place of, 3-1
(see also nativity)
by: age and sex, 3-2
parent's place of birth, 3-3
parent's place of birth (native-born), 3-4
present residence, 3-8
yvear of arrival in United States, 3-6

Children:
(see also Bar-mitzvah, Jewish education, teen-age organizations)
numper of, in families expecting to move, by area to which expect to move, 3-17

Contributions, 4-15

Eating in homes of non-Jews, 4-16
by: purchase of kosher meats and use of separate dishes, 7-8

Education, by:
age, 2-2
age, school attendance and sex, 2-5
age and sex, 2-3
area, 2-k
Jewish: see Jewish education
number of non-sectarian crganizations belonged to, and sex, 4-11
proportion intermarried and sex, 8-6
religious identification, 6-15
sex, 2-1
synagogue membership, 6-8, 6-III

Employer, class of, by:
age and sex, 2-9
income, 2-19
industry and sex, 2«15
occupation, 2-12
sex, 2-8

Employment status, by:
age and sex, 2-7
sex, 2-6
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Expect teo move, by
area, 3-15
arez to which expect to move, 3-16
home occupancy {expected), 3-21
home occupancy (present), 3-20; 3-III
income, 3-19
number of children and area to which expect to move, 3-17
religious identificatiocn and area to which expect to move, 3-22
vear moved to present address, 3-18; 3-IV

Family:
{see also household)
expecting Tto move; see exXpect to move
home occupancy, 3-II1
income, 2-16
religious identification, 6-13
synagogue membership, 6-1
synagogue membership (cmitting "mixed" marriages), 6-4
year moved to present address; 3-1IV

Foreign-born:
place of birth and year of arrival in United States, 3-6
present residence and year of arrival in United States, 3-7
present residence and place of birth, 3-8
year of arrival in United States, 3-5

Friday night candles, 7-3
Guests, non-Jewish, 4-17
Hanukah candles, T-2

Home occupancy:
all families, 3-III
area, 3-1h
expected, 3-21
families expecting %o move, 3-20; 3-III

Household (see also family), by:
area, 1-3
area, Jewish to total, 1~k

Household, composition of, by:
area, 1-5; 8-1
intermarriage of other members, 8-k
religious identification, 8-3
wedding ceremony, 8-2

Household, size of, by area, 1-6
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Income, by:

area, 2-17

class of employer, 2-19

Tamilies expecting to move, 3-19

family, 2-16

number of Jewish organizations belonged to, and sex, 4-3

number of non-sectarian organizations belonged %o, and sex, 4-12
occupation, 2-18

proportion intermarried, 8-8

synagogue membership, 6-3, 6-1

Industry, 2-13

by: class of employer and sex, 2-15
occupation, e-14

Intermarriage:

attendance at religious services by religious identification, 8-1k
frequency of attendance at religious services, and sex, 8-13
other family members, by household compositicon, 8-4

participation in Passover Seder, and sex, 8-15

religious identification and seg, 8-11

synagogue membership and sex, 8-12

Jewish education, by:

age, sex (population 5-16 years of age), 5-k4

age, sex (population 17 years of age and over), 5-1
Bar-mitzvsh ceremony, 5-6

proportion intermarried and sex, 8-10

sex and yeare of Hebrew afternoon school education, 5-3
sex and years of Sunday school education, 5-2

Jewish crganizations belonged to, nunber of, by:

age and sex, 4-2

freguency of attendence al relligious services, and sex, L-5
income and sex, 4-3

number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, and sex, 4-9
sex, L-1

year of arrival in Washington metropolitan area, and sex, L=l

Xashruth, observance of:

by eating in homes of non-Jews, T-0

purchase of kosher meats by use of separate dishes, 7-7
purchase of kosher meats by religious identification, 7-5
use of separate dishes by religious identification, 7-6

Marital status, by:

age, 1«10

age and sex, 1-11

age and synagogue membership, 6-6
area and sex, 1-12

relation to head and sex, 1-ITI
sex, 1-9
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Mezuzah, use of, T-k
Military service, by age, 2-20

Move: see expect to move

Nativity, (see also birth) by:
age, sex, frequency of attendance at religious services, 6-1L
proportion intermarried, 8-9
synagogue membership, 6-7, 6-II

Neon-sectarian organizations belonged to, number of, by:
age and sex, 4-10
education and sex, 4-11
income and sex, 4-12
number of Jewish organizaticns belconged to, and sex, 4-9
sex, U4-8

year of arrival in Washington metropelitan area, and sex, 4%-13

Non-sectarian organizations belonged to, specified, b-14

Cececupation, by:
age and sex, =2-11
class of employer, 2-12
inconme, 2-18
industry, 2-14
proportion intermarried and sex, 5-7
sex, 2-10
synagogue membership, 6-9

$scover Seder, participation in, by:
intermarried, by sex, 8-15
religious identification, 7-1

Popuiation, by:
area, 1l-1
area, Jewish to total population, 1-2
last previous residence (state or country), 3-10
last previous residence (type of community), 3~12
place of birth, 3-1
year of arrival in United States, 3-5
year of arrival in Washington metropolitan area, 3-9

Previous residence:
state or country, 3-10
state or country and year of arrival in Washington metropolitan area, 3-11
type of community, 3-12
Type of community and present areas, 3-T

Proportion intermarried, by:
age and sex, 8-5, 8-I
education and sex, 8-6
income, 8-8
Jewish education and sex, 8-10
nativity, 8-9
occupation and sex, 8-7
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Relaticn tc head, by:
marital status and sex, 1-III
sex, 1-II

Religious identification, by:
all-Jewish families, 6-13
atbtendance at religious services, 8-1h4
education, 6-15
Tamilies expecting to move: area to which expect toc move, 3-22
household composition, 8-3
lighting of Friday night candles, 7-3
lighting of Hanukah candles, 7-2
participaticn in Passover Seder, T-1
purchase of kosher meats, 7-5
score on traditional practices, 7-9
gcore on traditional practices, and synageogue membership, 7-11
synagogue membership, 6-1h, 6-IV
sex (intermarried), 8-11
use of mewuzah, T-I
use of separate dishes, 7-6

School attendance, by age, education and sex, 2-5
Seder: see Passover

Sex, by:
age and area, 1-1
age and class of employer, 2-9
age and educatlon, 2-3
age, education and school attendance; 2-5
age and employment status, 2-7
age and frequency of attendance at religious services, 6«10
age and frequency of attendance at religiocus services, and nativity, 6-11
age and Jewish education (populatlon 5-16 years of age), 5- -4
age and Jewish education (population 17 vears of age and over), 5-1
age and marital status, i-11
age and number of Jewish organizations belonged to, L-2
dge and number of Jewish teen-age organizations belonged to, 4-6
age and number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, 4-10
age and cccupation; 2-11
age and place of birth, 3-2
age and sex ratic, 1-7
area and maritsl status, 1-11
Bar-mitzvah ceremony, etc., 5-5
class of employer, 2-8
class of employer and industry, 2-15
education, 2-1
education and number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, L-11
employment status, 2-6
I'requency of attendance at religious services and numver of Jewish organlzatlons
belonged to, 4-5
income and number of Jewish organizations belonged to, 4-3
income and number of non-sectarian organizations belcnged to, k-12
years of Hebrew afterncon schocl education, 5-3
years of Bunday schocl education, 5-2



Sex, by:

intermarriage: Irequency of attendance at religious services, 8-13
intermarriage: participation in Passover Seder, 8-15
intermarriage: religious identification, 8-12

intermarriage: synagogue membership, 8-11

mgrituwl status, L-9

maritel siatus and relaftion to head, 1-IIT

menbership in specified non-sectarian organizatlons, L-14

number of Jewish organizations belonged to, 4-1

number of Jewish organizations belonged to and number of non-sectariap
organizations belonged to, 4-9

number of Jewish crganizations belonged tc and year of arrival in
Washington metropolitan area, -4

number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, 4-8

number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to and year of arrival in
Washington metropolitan area, 4-13

occupation, 2-10

proportion intermarried by:
propertion intermarried by:
proportion intermarried by:
proportion intermarried by:

relation to head, 1-II
Sex ratio, by age and sex, 1-7

Synagogue membership by:
age, 6~5

age and marital status, 6-6

all families, 6-1
all-Jewigh families, 6~k
area, 6-2

education, 6-8, 6-III

age, 8-5, 8-I
education, 8-6

Jewish education, 8-10
occupation, 8-7

frequency of attendance et religious services, 6-12

income, 6-3, 6-I
nativity, 6-7, 6-II
occupation, 6-9

religious identification, 6-1L, 6-IV
religious identification and score on traditional practices, T7-11
score on traditicnal practices, T7-10

sex (intermarried), 8-12

Teen-age organizaticns, Jewish, by:

age and sex, 4-6
area, U-7

Traditional practices (score), by:
religious identification, T7-9

religious identification and synagogue membership, 7-11

synagogue membership, 7-10

Wedding ceremony, type of, 8-2

Year of arrival in United States (foreign-born), 3-5

by: place of birth, 3-6

present residence, 3-7
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Year cf arrival in Washingion metropolitan area; 3-9
by: area, 3-1T
last previous residence, 3-11
number of Jewish organizations belonged to, and sex, b-i
nurber of non-sectarian organizations belonged to, and sex, h-13

Year moved to present address:
all families, 3-1V
Tamilies expecting to move, 3-18; 3-IV
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