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P r e f a c e  - - - - - - - 

On January 13, 1957 it was my p r i v i l e g e  t o  present  t o  t h e  Delegate Assembly of 
t h e  Jewish Community Council of Greater Washington a preliminary repor t  on some o f t h e  
f indings of t h e  populat ion survey which i s  extens ively  described and analyzed i n  the  
-0ages t h a t  follow. Some of the  introductory comments t h a t  preceded the  presenta t ion  - 
of t h a t  prel iminary repor t  a r e  a s  germane today as they  were f i v e  months ago: 

" In  January 1947, America l o s t  one of i t s  imst d is t inguished philosophers, 
one who f o r  about 40 years had been a dominant f igure  i n  t h e  American ph i lo -  
sophical ,  l i t e r a r y ,  a n d  scho la r ly  scene. H i s  name was Morris Raphael Cohen. 
His name t e l l s  you t h a t  he  was a Jew. But he was a Jew not only i n  name. He 
took a. keen i n t e r e s t  i n  American Jewish l i f e ,  and p a r t i c i p a t e d  a c t i v e l y  i n  many 
f a c e t s  of it. One of t h e  remarkable things about t h i s  philosopher was t h a t ,  i n  
matters  of Jewish community concern, he was t h e  most sober ly  p r a c t i c a l  of men, 
and always i n s i s t e d  on the f a c t s  t h e  cold, bare f a c t s ,  as  a  guide t o  cornunity 
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ac t ion .  

"As an introduction t o  t h i s  r epor t  on t h e  f indings of our Jewish Population 
Survey, I want t o  quote t o  you severa l  sentelices from Professor Morris Raphael 
Cohen's autobiography, e n t i t l e d  'A Dreaiizer's Journey' : 

' . . .we found an appal l ing  re l i ance  upon guesswork and rumor even i n  t h e  
most high-minded of p r a c t i c a l  endeavors. Indeed, t h e  more p r a c t i c a l  t h e  
endeavor t h e  more l i k e l y  i t s  sponsors t o  r e sen t  f a c t u a l  incluiry with 
the  warning t h a t  t h i s  was a time f o r  vigorous ac t ion  and not fo r  s tudy.  
But Jewish probleiils l i k e  o ther  probler~s  cannot be s a t i s f a c t o r i l y  d e a l t  
with on the  b a s i s  of preconceptions, rumors, o r  t h e  pol icy  of muddling 
through. And we found t h a t  the  bas ic  da ta  of Jewish population, age groups, 
and occupational d i s t r i b u t i o n  were nowhere ava i l ab le .  Indeed we found t h a t  
the  b a s i c  f igure  which i s  a f a c t o r  i n  every genera l iza t ion  about American 
Jews, namely, t h e i r  t o t a l  number, was not known with any degree of accuracy . . .  
This l ack  of knowledge was r e f l e c t e d  i n  a l l  s o r t s  of l o c a l  en te rp r i ses  . . . .  
We soon decided t h a t  it was necessary t o  inaugurate a  s e r i e s  of f a c t u a l  
s tud ies  of t h e  coinposition of the  Jewish populat ion.  . . . "' 

I 
The survey has now been coinpleted The t abu la t ions  have been processed. The 

repor t  which explains and analyzes these tabula t ions  has now been m i t t e n .  The 
p r i n c i p a l  impact of t h e  r epor t  i s  i n  t h e  r e a l i z a t i o n  it a f fo rds  t h a t  we a r e  now a 
l a r g e  J e ~ r i s h  community, much l a r g e r  than many of us thought It demonstrates t h a t  Ire - 
ought t o  banish from our thinking any res idues  of ' k l e i n  s h t e t e l d i g k e i t ' ,  any residues 
of   all-townishness . 

The information about t h e  s i z e  and c e r t a i n  c h r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the  Jewish popula- 
t i o n  of Greater Washington i s  contained i n  the  present  r epor t .  It i s  of grea t  
p r a c t i c a l  u t i l i t y ,  and w i l l  continue t o  be so fo r  a  number of years t o  come, ii our 
Jewish community w i l l  choose t o  make use of it. Indeed, some of the  prel iminary 
inforvat ion  about t h e  s i z e  and geographic d i s t r i b u t i o n  of our Jewish population has 
a l ready been u t i l i z e d  by two o r  th ree  of our cornrnunity i n s t i t u t i o n s  i n  t h e i r  discus-  
s ions  of fu tu re  planning. We have reason t o  hope t h a t  the ma te r i a l  i n  t h i s  survey 
i s  a l s o  of t h e o r e t i c a l  value.  The care  with vhich t h e  survey design was developed, 
t h e  s i z e  and charac ter  of t h e  salnple - both of  Jewish households and of households 
from the  genera l  population - the  high percentage of coverage by the  interviewers,  
the  ca re fu l  s t a t i s t i c a l  analyses on which the  populat ion est imates a r e  based, and 



the  procedures which r e s u l t e d  i n  t h e  ex tens ive  t a b u l a t i o n s  and c ross - t abu la t ions  of 
the  d a t a ,  give us reason t o  b e l i e v e  t h a t  t h i s  r e p o r t  r ep resen t s  a s c i e n t i f i c  under- 
t ak ing  of  h igh  r e l i a b i l i t y ,  with scrupulous adherence t o  t h e  requirements of  respon- 
~ i b l e  s c i e n t i f i c  method i n  s o c i a l  research .  

The dec i s ion  t o  conduct a survey of t h e  Jewish population was a r r i v e d  a t  by 
the Executive Committee of  t h e  Jewish Community Council of Greater  Washington a t  
i t s  meeting of March 10, 1954, a f t e r  ex tens ive  d iscuss ions  o f  t h e  need t c  r eas ses s  
our community work i n  t h e  l i g h t  of  t h e  growth of t h e  suburbs. Subsequently an out -  
l i n e  f o r  t h e  proposed survey was developed, which s t a t e d  t h a t  t h e  survey would seek 
" t h r e e  types of da ta" :  

" (1 )  The s i z e ,  d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  and composition of t h e  Jewish 
populat ion i n  Greater Washington. 

( 2  P a r t i c i p a t i o n  and behavior r e l a t i v e  t o  Jewish phi lan-  
th rop ic ,  r e l i g i o u s ,  and community a c t i v i t i e s .  

" ( 3 )  A t t i t u d e s  and opinions of  t h e  Jewish populat ion with 
r e spec t  t o  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  with organized Jewish l i f e  
and a c t i v i t y .  " 

A t  a meeting he ld  wi th  s e v e r a l  r abb i s  and t h e  executives and o t h e r  profess ional  
s t a f f  members of  J ev i sh  cornunity agencies  and i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  an inventory was d r a m  
up of t h e  information most needed by these  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and the re fo re  of t h e  kind 
of quest ions t o  be included i n  t h e  intervie17 quest ionnaire  t o  be administered t o  
t h e  Jewish households. As i l l u s t r a t i o n s  of t h e  kinds of s p e c i f i c  information which 
:ras t o  be sought,  t h e  " o u t l i n e  of  t h e  Proposed Survey" l i s t e d  t h e  following: 

" . . . . . p l a c e  of b i r t h ,  age d i s t r i b u t i o n ,  s i z e  of family, education, 
occupation, government o r  p r iva t e  employment, income l e v e l ,  l eng th  of 
residence here ,  degree of perrralnence, t o  xhich Jewish and con-sec tar ian  
o r  non-Jewish causes they  cont r ibute ,  a f f i l i a t i o n  with Synagogues and 
o the r  Jewish and non-sec tar ian  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  Jewish education, t e e n  
age r s '  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  organized Jewish group a c t i v i t y ,  t r ends  i n  
rnovement t o  and from geographic a r e a s  wi th in  Greater Washington, a t t i -  
tudes t o  a spec t s  of organized Jewish l i f e ,  e t c . "  

The f irst  vers ion  of t h e  quest ionnaire  was submitted t o  a s p e c i a l  committee of 
t h e  Council which approved it a f t e r  s e v e r a l  rnodifications were made. Mr. Joseph 
Andelrnan served a s  Chairman of  t h i s  committee. The quest ionnaire  was f u r t h e r  
%edified a f t e r  be ing  p re - t e s t ed  i n  a p i l o t  survey. A copy of t h e  f i n a l  vers ion  
of t h e  ques t ionnai re  i s  a t t ached  t o  each copy of  th is  r e p o r t .  

The s t a t e d  ob jec t ives  of t h e  survey have been f u l f i l l e d  with a high degree of 
s a t i s f a c t i o n .  L,east s a t i s f a c t o r y  i s  t h e  s e c t i o n  on Jewish educat ion.  This  r e s u l t e d  
p a r t l y  from f a u l t y  d e f i n i t i o n  i n  t h e  minds of t h e  i n t e r v i e v e r s  and i n  t h e  minds of 
t h e  respondents of such terms a s  "af ternoon Hebrew School", " a l l -day  Hebrew School", 
e t c . ;  p a r t l y  from t h e  major d i f fe rences  between t h e  methods and organizat ionc-  of 
Jewish educat ion i n  t h e  United Sta t?s ,and  t h e  Jewish educat ion rece ived  i n  Europe 
by some of t h e  o l d e r  respondents; and p a r t l y  from t h e  f a c t  t h a t ,  f o r  t h e  major 
information about Jewish education, rre r e l i e d  upon t h e  Survey of Jewish Education 
t h a t  i s  s h o r t l y  t o  be completed i n  Greater  'Jashicgton by t h e  American Associat ion 
f o r  Jewish Education. 

(ii) 
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Grateful acknowledgement is made to the small group of generous and civic- 

minded men who contributed the money required for this survey and report. The 
Jewish community will always be under deep obligation to them for their financial 
participation in a project which promises to afford such far-reaching values to so 
many of our comxunity endeavors. 

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

We are deeply grateful to the Bureau of Social Science Research, and the 
Division of Research of the American University, to the University itself, 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 completion of this survey. 
This is but another example of the vital and significant role this institution of 
higher learning is playing in the life of Greater Washington. 

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

An enormous amount of detailed administrative and office work had to be 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 a staggering number 
of hours on this administrative work. Each and every one of them contributed 
significantly 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 Goldman, 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 job. 

We 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 
list, which served as the starting point for one of the sampling procedures, and 
for assistance in various other ways. 

Rabbis Balfour Brickner, Simon Burnstein and Tzvi H. Porath were most helpful 
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 social research from the moment the need for 
it was first discussed bjr the Council's Executive Committee. He made inquiries among 
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leaders of other Jewish communities where population surveys had been made, i n  order 
t o  ascer ta in  the pract ical  uses t o  which the findings of the surveys were put. He 
kept i n  close touch with the progress of our survey throughout the long and often 
painful process of preparation, f i e l d  work, and analysis.  It i s  my considered 
judgment t ha t  t h i s  survey i s  a major contribution on h i s  part t o  the  welfare of our 
Jewish commuity. 

I consider it a high privilege a t  long l a s t  to  make av,i ao ic ,  
on behalf of the Jewish Community Council, t h i  REPORT ON THE JEWISH PO TION OF 
GREATER WASHINGTON IN 1956. 

ranck, Executive Director 
Jewish Community Council of 

Greater Washington 
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In t roduct ion  

Sec t ion  A .  Purposes and Background of This  Study 

m y  a Study o f  Washington's Jelrish Population'. 

The p r a c t i c a l  va lue  of t h i s  s tudy i s  suggested by I s a a c  Franck i n  h i s  a p t  
reference t o  Professor  Cohen's denland fo r  f a c t s  a s  a  b a s i s  f o r  a c t i o n .  I n  t h e  
year i n  which Professor  Cohen d ied  - 1947 - a s ica l l - sca le  s tudy of t h e  Washington 
Jewish Conlmunity was prepared  fo r  t h e  Jewish Cor~nunity Center by t h e  National  Jeirish 
Welfare Board. A p r i n c i p a l  conclusion of t h a t  s tudy was t h a t  l a rge - sca le  and 
"de f in i t i ve"  r e sea rch  on t h e  community was required.  

"Defini t ive" t h e  p resen t  s tudy does not  pretend t o  be .  It does, however, 
provide t h e  ma te r i a l  f o r  answering a  g rea t  many quest ions.  It w i l l ,  I hoge, go 
a  long way t o  fu rn i sh ing  t h e  information ~ i h i c h ,  accordiilg t o  an e a r l y  "Outl ine 
of t h e  Proposed Survey," was lacking:  

"Estirr,ates of  t h e  Jewish populat ion of Greater  I'Jashington vary  
g r e a t l y .  Some es t imates  a r e  a s  loii a s  40,000, o the r s  a s  h igh  as  70,000. 
I n  add i t ion  t o  t h e  unce r t a in ty  about t h e  s i z e  of  our Jewish populat ion,  
t h e r e  i s  a l s o  a  g rea t  dea l  of unce r t a in ty  about i t s  geographic loca t io l i  
i n  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia and the  suburban a reas ;  about t h e  movement 
of  t h e  Jewish popula t ion  i n t o  any p a r t i c u l a r  a reas ;  about t h e  degree t o  
which Jews i n  our community a r e  reached by t h e  U,TA and by o the r  r e l i g i o u s ,  
educat ional ,  c u l t u r a l ,  and ph i l an th rop ic  a c t i v i t i e s ;  and about t h e  degree 
of permanence of our Jewish popula t ion .  This ,  and a  g rea t  d e a l  of o the r  
information, i s  u rgen t ly  needed f o r  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t  conduct of our cornmunal 
a f f a i r s . "  

In  addi t ion ,  we have gat'nered information, much of which i s  ]lot published 
here,  from which we hope t o  l e a r n  th ings  of  a  more general  na tu re .  What l eads  
people t o  jo in ,  o r  not  t o  jo in ,  a  synagogu.e? How do they  make up t h e i r  rniinds on 
where t o  l i v e ?  \elhat i s  t h e  r e l a t i o n  of var ious  s o c i a l  charac-Leris t ics  of  people 
t o  observance of  t r a d i t i o n a l  Jewish p r z c t i c e s ?  These and o the r  questions we hope 
t o  be a b l e  t o  answer throu@ subsequent a n a l y s i s  of t h e  s tudy ' s  very r i c h  d a t a .  

Before t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  study i t s e l f ,  it w i l l  be worth while t o  review b r i e f l y  
" the  Washington background" - what kind of community t h e  study i s  s e t  i n  - and 
t h e  fragmentary information a v a i l a b l e  on t h e  Jewish populat ion p r i o r  t o  1956. tie 
w i l l  then  consider  i i l  tu rn ,  i n  t h i s  introduct ioi l ,  how t h e  s tudy was made, a  sum- 
nary o l  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  f indings ,  and t h e  fash ion  i n  which t h e  r e p o r t  i s  organized,  

The Washington Background 

Every c i t y  th inks  i t s e l f  unique. liashington i s  d i f f e r e n t  - it r e a l l y  i s  
unique. 01 course it shares  many of t h e  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of  l a r g e  American = t i e s ,  
bu t  it has a l s o  i t s  own p e c u l i a r  q u a l i t i e s ,  de r iv ing  from i t s  p o s i t i o n  a s  n a t i o n a l  
c a p i t a l  and emerging world capi t -1 .  liashington, then,  i s  t h e  center  of t h e  coun- 
t r y ' s  government. This has a f f e c t e d  not  only  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e  of  t h e  
community, which does not  concern us here,  bu t  a l s o  t h e  economic s t r r c t u r e .  



The Federal  government i s  t h e  p r i n c i p a l  employer, the chief  " indus t ry . "  At 
t h e  time of t h e  l a s t  Census (1950), f o r t y  percent  of those enployed were working 
f o r  t h e  government. !\lanufacturing i s  unimportant, x~holesa le  t r ade  even more so - 
Baltimore, t h e  l a r g e r  c i t y  an hour t o  t h e  north,  has overshadowed Washington zs  a  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  center .  Tourism plays an important p a r t  i n  t h e  economy, while r e t a i l  
t r ade ,  personal  services  and profess ional  services  furnish  the  bulk of non-govern- 
ment e a p l o p e n t .  Recent growth has corne through the  a t t r a c t i n g  t o  t h e  a r e a  of 
research and development firms and of the  na t iona l  headquarters of t r ade  associa-  
t i o n s ,  t r a d e  unions and other  organiza t ions .  

The occupational p a t t e r n  a r i s i n g  from t h e  i n d u s t r i a l  s t r u c t u r e  of Greater 
Washington i s  highly unusual. White c o l l a r  jobs - l a r g e l y  c l e r i c a l  and profes-  
s i o n a l  - predominate, while the re  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  few manual jobs. Among t h e  
white population, over 60% were ( i n  1950) i n  c l e r i c a l ,  s a l e s ,  p ro fess iona l  and 
t echn ica l  pos i t ions ,  while fewer than 30$ were i n  manual o r  service  occupations. 

What kind of populet ion i s  found i n  such a c i t y ?  Drawn from c i t i e s  and towns 
a l l  over t h e  United S t a t e s  i s  a  high-income well-educated group, c h a r a c t e r i s t i -  
c a l l y  with i t s  r o o t s  and family t i e s  elsewhere. The vo te less  condition of  
Washington res iden t s  encourages t h e  maintenance of "home-town" t i e s  and t h e  per-  
s i s t ence  of f ee l ings  of t rans iency even a f t e r  years of residence i n  the  Washington 
area .  Some government employees, e spec ia l ly  a t  higher l e v e l s ,  do come f o r  r e l a -  
t i v e l y  shor t  periods,  while numbers of diplomatic and mi l i t a ry  personnel a r e  
assigned t o  t h e  a rea  f o r  f ixed shor t  terms. 

One o the r  s i g n i f i c a n t  f a c t  about \Jashington is i t s  loca t ion .  On a s i t e  
chosen o r i g i n a l l y  t o  c rea te  a  c i t y  without sec t iona l  t i e s ,  Washington has been a 
border c i t y  i n  many respec t s .  I n  i t s  p a t t e r n  of e thnic  r e l a t i o n s ,  u n t i l  very 
recen t ly ,  the re  has been widespread d iscr iminat ion  aga ins t  and segregation of 
Negroes. The proport ion of Negroes i n  the populat ion of t h e  c i t y  has been r i s i n g  
- it was over a  t h i r d  i n  1950, and i s  higher now. While many Negroes occupywhite 
c o l l a r  ( c l e r i c a l  and p ro fess iona l )  pos i t ions ,  they a l s o  f i l l  most of t h e  manual 
and se rv ice  jobs. 

Washington's growth has been conditioned by domestic and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  . 

p o l i t i c a l  developments. There was a spur t  of  population increase  i n  t h e  New Deal 
years  folloxring 1932, and again i n  t h e  pre-war and war-time e a r l y  1940's .  A t  t h e  
end of  World !.Jar I1 t h i s  populat ion b u r s t  out  i n t o  t h e  suburbs, e spec ia l ly  from 
t h e  o lde r  and decaying middle-class neighborhoods. An increased movement of 
Negroes from t h e  South i n t o  Washington has caused the  older Negro areas t o  over- 
flow i n t o  t h e  sec t ions  being vacated by the white - predominantly middle-class - 
move t o  t h e  suburbs. As i n  most major c i t i e s ,  the  u n a v a i l a b i l i t y  of suburban 
housing f o r  Negroes has r e s u l t e d  i n  an out-movement of whites and an increase i n  
t h e  proport ion of Negroes i n  t h e  c e n t r a l  c i t y ' s  population. 

S t a t i s t i c a l  da ta  on t h e  Greater Washington community, f o r  comparison with 
t h i s  s tudv ' s  f i n d i n r s .  mav be found i n  the  follow in^ oubl ica t ions  of  the  U .  S. - ,  - A 
Bureau of t h e  Census: U. S. Census of Population: 1950. Vol. 11, Charac te r i s t i c s  
of  the  Population, P a r t  9, D i s t .  of Col. ,  Chapters B and C .  

Previous Estimates of t h e  Jewish Population 

There has been no exact o r  even f a i r l y  systematic study of t h e  Jewish popula- 
t i o n  of the  Washington area  before t h i s .  We do, however, have a seri.es of "edu- 
cated guesses." Their  r e l a t i v e  accuracy cannot be judged, except t h a t  t h e  f i g u r e  
accepted u n t i l  t h e  f a l l  of 1956 was 60,000 compared t o  t h i s  s tudy 's  est imate of 
80,900. 



Inexact  o r  inaccura te  though t h e y  may be, t h e  "bes t  guesses" of  t h e  p a s t ,  
being a l l  we have, may suggest approximately t h e  p a t t e r n  of growth of \ lashington's 
Jewish p ~ p u l a t i o n .  From a s tudy conducted by t h e  National  Jewish i fe l fa re  Board 
f o r  t h e  Jewish Community Center i n  194'7 Ire reproduce t h e  fo l . l~ ' , . : in~  es t imates :  

Yearc. - Number of  Jrws - . . . - . . ,Source 

1905 1,500 Not ind ica t ed  
1907 5,100 Not indica ted  
1921 13,782 N.J.W.B. s tudy conducted i n  1922 
1946 25,567 Jewish Community Council 

c hat the  N.J.W.B. vras d i s s a t i s f i e d  with t h e  1946 es t imate  i s  evident  from t h e  
suggest ion i n  i t s  r e p o r t  t h a t  "a  d e f i n i t i v e  s tudy of the Jewish popula t ion  of 
Washington and i t s  suburbs" be undertaken. 

Subsequent es t imates ,  repor ted  i n  successive i s sues  of  t h e  American Jewish  
Year Book, a r e :  

and t h e  60,000 f i g u r e  supplied by t h e  Jewish Community Council and used fo r  t h e  
p a s t  s e v e r a l  yea r s .  

Some s l i g h t  information on the  growth and movement of t h i s  popula t ion  is  
a l s o  presented  i n  t h e  N.J.W.B.'s 1947 r e p o r t .  Thei r  1922 study, t hey  say,  "placed 
t h e  center  of Jewish popula t ion  approximately . . . a t  11th  and Pennsylvania.  The 
s tudy comments t h a t  t h e  Jewish populat ion . . .  was moving Northwest i n  t h e  d i r e c -  
t i o n  of Cleveland Park and Chevy Chase." Their  1946 es t imate  i s  repor ted  t o  
include 3>377 persons (1450 f a m i l i e s )  i n  " t h e  suburbs." Arnong t h e s e  they  f igured  
400 f ami l i e s  i n  S i l v e r  Spring and 150 i n  the  Bethesda-Chevy Chase sec t ion ,  t o t a l -  
i ng  about 1875 persons;  700 f ami l i e s  i n  Arlington; and 200 i n  Alexandria.  

iii 



Section 9.  How and by 1)Jhom t h e  Study w a s  Made 

This s tudy was conducted by techniques resembling most near ly  those used by 
t h e  U.  S. Bureau of t h e  Census i n  conducting sample censuses. Some d e t a i l s  of 
these  techniques a r e  contained i n  Appendix C .  Kere these  a r e  summarized, i n  con- 
nect ion with t h e  very welcolne t a s k  of acknorrledging t h e  ungrudging a s s i s t a n c e  of 
a hos t  of  col labora tors ,  without which the  study could not have been conducted. 
The very rnany volunteers  who performed a great  p e r t  of t h e  extensive c l e r i c a l  
work and conducted a t h i r d  of a l l  t h e  interviews have been thanked elsewhere. 
I n  addi t ion ,  some t h i r t y  profess ional  people, mostly s t a t i s t i c i a n s  and socio lo-  
g i s t s ,  contr ibuted t h e i r  tiine and advice o r  ( a s  mernbers of t h e  s tudy ' s  s t a f f )  
gave f a r  more of themselves than money alone could ob ta in .  

Planning t h e  Study Design 

In  t h e  spring of 1955 an informal Technical Advisory Committee was es t ab l i shed  
t o  help t h e  wr i t e r  resolve  t echn ica l  problems. The Cormit tee 's  f i r s t  and rnajor 
t a s k  was devising a p lan  f o r  obtaining a sample of t h e  general  population of 
Greater Washington (and p a r t i c u l a r l y  of t h e  Jewish populat ion).  From t h i s  sample 
we would be able  t o  deternine t h e  number of Jewish faini l ies  and persons, and 
t h e i r  p r i n c i p a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  Af ter  considerable d iscuss ion of various a l t e r -  
na t ive  plans,  we se lec ted  a s a ( ~ l e  derived frorn a l i s t  of known Jewish persons, 
made ava i l ab le  by the  United Jewish Appeal, and a sample of a l l  " d ~ r e l l i n g  uni ts"  
(apartments and p r i v a t e  houses) i n  t h e  bu i l t -up  sec t ion  of the  metropolitan area .  
These rrere se lec ted  and co~nbined according t o  sys temat ica l ly  developed techniques 
of s c i e n t i f i c  sampling ad-apted by the  Coninittee from standard s t a t i s t i c a l  proce- 
dures.  

The Committee mernbers rrere a l s o  of help i n  t h e  succeeding s t ages  of t h e  study.  
They advised on const ruct ion  of t h e  schedule of questions throu& which we obtained 
t h e  various kinds of information reuui red  bv t h e  Jeirish Communitv Council and i t s  
a f f i l i a t e s .  They helped p lan  interviewing procedures and evaluate interviewer 
perfornance, a i d  of fered  guidance i n  est imating t h e  s i z e  of t h e  Jewish popu-lation. 

The Corimlittee included, f o r  varying periods of time, t h e  following persons: 

Reuben Cohen, then Chief, Analysis Branch, Research Division,  
Office of Armed Forces Information and Education, now Chief 
S t a t i s t i c i a n ,  Opinion Research Corporation 

]Walter Hartrcainn, then Religious School Director ,  \!ashington Hebrew 
Congregation 

Ilorton Kramer, Chief, Biometries Branch, National 1ns'citu'i.e of 
I lental  Keaith, U.S.P.R.S. 

Jack L .  Ogus , Chief, S t a t i s t i c a l   letho hods Branch, Iildustry Division,  
U .  S. Bureau of the  Census 

I lor r i s  B. Ullrnail, Office of t h e  Ass is tant  Direc tor  for  ' ; t a t i s t i c a l  
Standards, U .  S. Bureau of t h e  Census 

Joseph Waksberg, Chief, S t a t i s t i c a l l l e t h o d s  Branch, Housing Division, 
U .  S. Bureau of t h e  Censu-s 

P i l o t  Study and Preparat ions fo r  Interviewing 

!,ken p lans  f o r  s e l e c t i o n  of t h e  sample, t h e  quest ionnaire and o ther  procedures 
were f a i r l y  concrete, they  were t e s t e d  by conducting a small-scale " p i l d  study" 
i n  Northeast D.  C. ,  during October, 1955. A s  a r e s u l t ,  considerable r ev i s ion  was 
made i n  t h e  sample design, t h e  quest iznnaire and t h e  interviewing plans .  



After t h i s ,  the sample of addresses t o  be called a t  was selected, and these 
were combined into  interviewer assignments. Volunteer interviewers were recrui ted 
by the Jewish Community Council, which also sent a l e t t e r  t o  each address drawn 
from the United Jewish Appeal l i s t ,  announcing tha t  an interviewer would c a l l  on 
February 2, 1956. 

The volunteer interviewers used i n  the ear ly  pa r t  of the  study were t ra ined 
i n  nine simultaneous t ra in ing  sessions by the following volunteer ins t ructors :  
I r a  Cisin (Human Resources Research Office, George Washington University), 
Libert Ehrman ( ~ t u a r t  A .  Rice Associates), David Fields (operations Research 
Office, Johns Hopkins University), Isaac Frsnck (~ewish  Commity Council), David 
Futransky (Census Bureau), Leon Geoffrey (census Bureau), Walter Gerson ( ~ e r s o n -  
a a s t k a  Associates), Edwin Goldfield (census Bureau), Rabbi Meyer Greenberg 
(B'nai B ' r i th  H i l l e l  Foundation, University of Maryland), Alfred I. Jacobs (census 
Bureau), Charles Merzel (Census Bureau), Emanuel Reiser (Census Bureau), Morris B. 
Ullman (census ~ u r e a u ) ,  Joe l  Williams (census ~ u r e a u ) ,  David Yentis (U.  S. Public 
Housing ~ d m i n i s t r a t  ion) . 

Alice Riddleberger, now Instructor in  Sociology a t  Howard University, was the 
only full- t ime s t a f f  member from September, 1955, when the study r ea l ly  got 
under way, t o  the  beginning of interviewing i n  February, 1956. Mrs. Riddleberger 
assumed the pr incipal  responsibi l i ty  for  the tasks involved in  organizing and 
carrying out the  multifarious de t a i l s  of select ing the sample to  be surveyed; of 
conducting the p i l o t  study i n  Northeast Washington; and of preparing and d i s t r i b -  
uting interviewer assignments. Her unfail ing loyalty,  i n i t i a t i ve ,  ingenuity and 
energy held the project  together and kept it moving for  f ive  wearying months. 

Conducting the Interviews 

Volunteer interviewers conducted about a t h i rd  of the t o t a l  interviews, 
during February, 1956. Subsequently professional interviewers were hired.  They 
completed most of the  reniaining interviews between March 5 and May 5; the  balance 
(about lo$ of the  t o t a l )  were made i n  August. From February through May, the 
supervision of interviewers and of of f ice  records was the responsibi l i ty  of 
Barbara Heller and Es te l le  Eisendrath, both of whom contributed s ign i f ican t ly  
t o  the study as  s t a f f  members. 

Converting the Interview Data into a Report 

When the interviewing was completed, each questionnaire was "edited" - 
checked for  completeness and consistency - and i t s  answers "coded" - c lass i f ied  
and assigned numerical codes. The coded answers were transferred,  as a se r ies  
Of punched holes, t o  IEN punch cards. Tabulations of the answers punched into 
the cards were planned, and prepared through the  use of IBM tabulating and other 
machines. Tables for  t he  report  were planned, and constructed from the machine 
tabulations.  Percentages were computed i n  prac t ica l ly  a l l  tables .  From the 
tables,  and other material derived from the questionnaires, the present report  
was prepared. 

In connection with the planning and the writing of t h i s  report ,  the help of 
the following persons should be acknowledged: Jus t in  C. Lewis, Pr incipal  Assist-  
ant for  Program Analysis, Vocational Rehabilitation and Educational Programs, 
Veterans Administration, for  preliminary planning of Chapters 1-3; David L. Kaplan, 
Chief, Occupation and Industry S t a t i s t i c s  Branch, Population Division, Bureau of 
the Census, fo r  guidance i n  coding the occupational data; Ben B. Seligman, 
Assistant t o  the Director of International Affairs,  United Auto Workers, for  



discussion of plans for  Chapters 1-3; Charles M .  Hersh, Associate Professor of 
Public Administration, The American University, for  writ ing preliminary draf t s  of 
Chaptcrs 1-4; Rabbi Solornon N .  Skaist ,  pr?ncipal, The Hebrew Academy of Washington, 
for  discussions of Jewish education and of Chapter 5;  David Yentis, Chief of 
Program S t a t i s t i c s ,  Public Housing Administration, and Member of the  Executive 
Board of the  Jewish Community Council, for  help i n  planning Chapter 7, and for  
c r i t i c a l  reading and discussion of Chapters 5-8; and Aaron Goldman, immediate past  
President of the Jewish Community Council, fo r  c r i t i c a l  reading and discussion of 
Chapter 8 and advice on other aspects of the report .  

Vivian Osias, who joined the study's s t a f f  in  September, 1956, bore the 
principal. burden of the work involved i n  turning the completed questionnaires into 
the material of t h i s  report .  Mrs. Osias supervised the edi t ing and coding of t he  
questionnaires, t he  preparation and percentaging of tables ,  e t c .  She prepared 
the index t o  the tables .  She also kindly read and checked the whole report  p r ior  
t o  i t s  publication. 

Maps were prepared by James R .  Crawford, Junior Planning Technician, 
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission. Rose Moore of the 
AAA Letter  Service was most helpful i n  the ro le  of publisher. 

The study was i n i t i a t e d  by the writer while a Project  Director of the Bureau 
of Social  Science Research, then a f f i l i a t e d  with The American University. When, 
i n  September, 1956, the  Bureau l e i t  the University, the Division of Research of 
the American University assumed responsibi l i ty  for  completion of the  study. 
D r .  Alva Davis, Director of the Division of Research, made available the  requi- 
s i t e  off ice  space, other f a c i l i t i e s  and s t a f f .  The writer,  a t  present an 
Associate of the  Bureau of Social Science Research, Inc. ,  and a Project  Director 
of the Division of Research, wishes t o  express appreciation t o  both organizations 
for  t he i r  respective pa r t s  i n  housing and ass i s t ing  the study. 

To each of the above the wri ter  i s  deeply indebted. None of them, of course, 
should be held accountable for  the contents of t h i s  report;  nor, i n  par t icu la r ,  
for  any errors  which it may contain. The writer alone i s  responsible for  the 
report .  



Section C .  Summary of the Study Findings 

In t h i s  section we have s e t  down the pr incipal  findings reported i n  the 
succeeding eight chapters. The presentation here follows the order of the chapters, 
so tha t  the  reader who wishes more d e t a i l  than i s  contained i n  the Summary need 
only turn t o  the  pa ra l l e l  chapter i n  the body of the report .  

The eight major areas covered i n  the Summary are:  

1. The s ize ,  sex, age and marital  s ta tus  of the  Jewish population 
2. Education, employment, income and mili tary service 
3. Residential mobility: past ,  present and future residence 
4. Par t ic ipat ion i n  the Jewish community and i n  the community a t  large 
5. Jewish education 
6. Synagogue membership and attendance; re l igious ident i f icat ion 
7. Observance of cer ta in  t rad i t iona l  practices of Judaism 
8. Intermarriage 

~oncluding t h i s  section a re  two br ief  notes: one indicating the nature of further 
available data not published here, the  other suggesting a source of material on 
other Jewish communities for those who may wish t o  make comparisons. 

1. Size, Sex, Age and Marital Status 

Number of persons 

There are  approximately 80,900 Jews among the permanent residents of Washing- 
ton and i t s  suburbs. Half of these Jewish persons l i v e  i n  the D i s t r i c t  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 
Alexandria, Fa l l s  Church, Arlington County and the built-up par t  of Fairfax County. 
The la rges t  concentrations of Jews are  i n  the par t  of Northwest D. C .  eas t  of Rock 
Creek Park, and i n  Montgomery County - about 22,000-25,000 persons (between 1/4  and 
113 of the Jewish population) i n  each. These areas a lso show the highest r a t i o s  
of Jewish t o  t o t a l  population. By contrast ,  Jews are  re la t ive ly  few i n  Southeast 
and Southwest D.  C . ,  and i n  the  Virginia suburbs. 

Number of households 

Over 27,000 households contain a t  l e a s t  one Jewish person. Close t o  24,000 
of these are  en t i r e ly  Jewish and account for  about 77,000 persons: an average of 
3.2 per household. Among these, 20,500 include a married couple; i n  the other 
3400, the head of the  household i s  not now married. The remaining 3300 (about 
one household i n  e ight)  are  "mixed" - t ha t  i s ,  of the  persons within them who a re  
re la ted by blood or  marriage, a t  l e a s t  one i s  Jewish and a t  l ea s t  one i s  not. 
These mixed households are  r e l a t i ve ly  most common i n  Virginia, l e a s t  so i n  North- 
east  Washington. 

Sex and age 

Among the Jewish population there  are  more males (41,000) than females 
(39,900), except i n  Northwest Washington, where there  i s  a preponderance of women. 
About a t h i rd  of each sex a re  under 15,  and a similar proportion between 30 and 44. 
In  between i s  a r e l a t i ve ly  small proportion of 15 t o  29-year-olds, promising a 
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re la t ive ly  low b i r t h  r a t e  for  the  immediate future.  Children (under 1 5 )  a r e  
r e l a t i ve ly  numerous i n  Northeast D. C .  and i n  Montgomery County, but re la t ive ly  
few i n  Northwest D .  C . ,  eas t  of Rock Creek. Older adults (over 45) comprise a 
high proportion of the  Jews i n  both pa r t s  of Northwest D.  C. ( eas t  and west of 
t he  Park), but a small proportion i n  the  Maryland Counties. 

Marital  s ta tus  

More than three-fourths of those over the  age of 14  are  married. In  
general, the women tend t o  marry ea r l i e r .  A l l  of the married persons under 20 
a re  women; and there  i s  therefore a tendency for  women t o  be younger than the i r  
husbands. A higher proportion of the  men than of the women never marry; and the 
men tend t o  die  ea r l i e r ,  so t h a t  there  a r e  many more widows than widowers. 

Married persons include half  of those aged 20-24 and 9 out of 10 aged 25-45; 
as  death and divorce take t h e i r  t o l l ,  the proportion who are  married drops t o  
l e s s  than 3 i n  5 a f t e r  65. Persons who have never married comprise 15% of the 
t o t a l ,  and one and a half  times a s  high a proportion of males as  of females. 
They include prac t ica l ly  a l l  those under 20; only 1 i n  10 of those aged 25-44; 
and v i r tua l ly  none of those over 65. The currently widowed persons a r e  about 5% 
of the  t o t a l ,  but eight times as  high a proportion of women as  of men. Negligible 
i n  numbers under the  age of 45, they increase with age t o  take i n  2 of every 5 
over 65, including 2 of every 3 women of tha t  age. The currently divorced or  
separated a re  few; they a re  mostly women. As might be anticipated,  the  highest 
proportions of married persons a r e  found i n  the  suburbs; the highest proportions 
unmarried (including widowed and divorced) i n  the  Dis t r ic t ,  especially i n  the 
Northwest. 

2. Education, Employment, Income and Mili tary Service 

Education 

This i s  a well-educated population, i n  which 9 out of 10 persons aged 25 o r  
over reported having had some high school training,  and over half  a t  l e a s t  a year 
of college. Almost a quarter of the t o t a l  had some college work beyond the 4-year 
undergraduate course. Persons with such graduate work include over half  of Mont- 
gomery County's Jewish adul ts ,  and 4% or  more of those i n  Northwest D .  C . ,  west 
of Rock Creek; i n  Virginia suburbs; and i n  Prince Georges County. 

The men are  markedly be t t e r  educated than the women. Typically, the former 
a r e  college graduates while the l a t t e r  have not gone beyond high school. Of 
colu-se t h i s  high leve l  of educational achievement i s  most frequent among the  
younger, l e s s  among the older - the  proportion of men who have had a t  l e a s t  one 
year of college is 2@ among those 65 and over, but 86% among those aged 25-34. 

Employment s ta tus  

Sl ight ly  over half  of the Jewish population 14  years old or  over are  " in  the  
labor force" - e i ther  working for  Das or  a r o f i t .  or i n  the armed forces (2461 o r  - \ - , ,  - 

unemplo~d ( l e s s  than 1%). Of the"men,-84% were working (but only 29% of the 
women) and 5% were i n  the  armed forces. Those not " i n  the labor force" include 
women keeping house (6% of a l l  women), persons of both sexes attending school - 
(10% of both sexes over 14 ) ,  a small number of r e t i r e d  persons and a few others. 

Employment s ta tus  of course varies with age. Over nine-tenths of those 
under 20 are  attending school, a small proportion a re  already working f u l l  time 
and s t i l l  fewer are  i n  the  armed forces. In the  20 t o  24 year group, t he  la rges t  
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proportion of the men - a re  i n  the  armed forces, about one i n  three i s  i n  school 
a s l i gh t ly  smaller number a r e  working. Mcst of the  women of t h i s  age are  

keeping house; a high proportion are  working, having l e f t 0 0 1  with no more than 
a high school education; and only one i n  f ive  i s  s t i l l  i n  school. Among those 
25 t o  64, almost a l l  men are  working, though a substant ia l  proportion of those i n  
t he i r  twenties are  s t i l l  Completing the i r  education, or performing mil i tary service, 
while retirement and unemployment claim some of the older men. Mcst wcmen of the 
same age a re  keeping house. After 65, about half  of the  men - are  s t i E * i n g  
but three-eighths have re t i red ;  almost three-fourths of the  women are  keeping 
house and small numbers are  working or  r e t i r e d  from work. 

- 

occupation 

The general tendency for  Jews t o  hold professional o r  other white co l la r  jobs, 
or  t o  be owners and managers, i s  exaggerated i n  Washington by the large number of 
white col lar  posit ions available.  Almost a t h i rd  of Washington's employed Jews 
are  professionals - the major groups being lawyers; soc ia l  s c i en t i s t s ;  engineers 
a d  archi tects ;  and natural  s c i en t i s t s .  About as high a proportion a re  off ice  
workers or  salespersons. One-fifth are  owners, managers or  o f f i c i a l s .  Manual 
occupations account for  about one-tenth. Men predominate i n  a l l  of these occupa- 
t ional  groups except for  t he  off ice  and sales  workers, who are  mostly women. 
paral le l ing the differences i n  education, professionals a r e  more numerous among 
the younger than among the older people. 

Class of employer 

Over a t h i r d  of those who are  working are  government employees, including 
half of the professionals (mostly men i n  t h e i r  30's and 40 's)  and half  of the 
c l e r i ca l  workers (mostly younger women). A similar proportion a re  working for  
private employers, including 80-90s of the  sa les  and manual workers. This group 
includes a higher proportion of women than of men; but most employed men under 30 
and over 65 appear t o  be i n  pr ivate  employ. Less than one i n  four i s  self-employed. 
This group, of course, includes most of the owners, managers and o f f i c i a l s  (two- 
thirdsof them); and i n  it men over 45 and women over 35 predominate. 

Industry 

Of those employed outside of government, the  la rges t  proportions a r e  i n  r e t a i l  
trade and i n  various service industr ies .  Re ta i l  t rade employs about a t h i rd  of the 
non-government workers, including half  of the owners and managers and two-thirds 
of the salespersons. "Professional services," which means the pr ivate  pract ice  of 
doctors, lawyers and other professionals, as  well as  hospitals,  soc ia l  agencies, 
non-profit organizations, and the l i ke ,  employ about a s ixth ,  including (natural ly)  
the bulk of the  ~ r o f e s s i o n a l s  and c l e r i ca l  workers outside of government. Another 

A - 
one i n  eight works i n  "business, repair  or personal services," a category includ- 
ing on the one hand accounting and advertising, and drycleaning and repair  shops 
on the other;such services account for  most of the remaining professionals and 
many of the manual workers. 

Income 

The income d is t r ibu t ion  i s  what might be anticipated for a population with 
Such high average education and concentrated i n  such occupations. About 15% 
fa i led  t o  report  t he i r  income; both general experience and evidence in  our data 
suggest t ha t  these were mostly high-income people, and tha t ,  i f  anything, our 
figures on income a re  s l i gh t ly  low. 



Over half the  families reported a t o t a l  family income of $7000 or  over; about 
half  of those incomes were $10,000 or  over. Only 6% said they had incomes of 
under $ 4 m t h o u g h  probably t h i s  i s  an undereetimate, since lower income families 
tend s l i gh t ly  t o  exaggerate t h e i r  incomes).~he high-income areas of Montgomery 
County, Virginia suburbs and Northwest D .  C .  west of Rock Creek reported between 
60 and 65% of families with incomes of $7000 or over; and over half  the  families 
i n  the last-mentionedareaclaimed incomes of $10,000 or  over, with an addit ional 
21% not reporting income a t  a l l .  By contrast ,  over half t he  families i n  South- 
eas t  and Southwest D. C .  reported incomes under $5000, with almost none f a i l i n g  
t o  give income information. 

Incomes of $10,000 or over were reported by over one-third of the families 
of professionals and of owners, managers and o f f i c i a l s .  The highest incomes were 
found among the self-employed and the lowest among those working for pr ivate  
employers, with government employees i n  between. 

Mili tary service 

Just  half  of the Jewish men 19 years old or over i n  the  Washington area have 
served i n  the armed forces of the United States a t  some time, including the 
present.  Among those aged 25 t o  34, the proportion with mil i tary or naval service 
r i s e s  t o  85%. 

3. Residential Mobility: Past ,  Present and Future Residence 

Birthplace, parentage and a r r iva l  in  the United States  

Over 80$ of the Washington area Jewish population i s  native-born -- mostly 
born i n  the D i s t r i c t  of Columbia or i n  New York. About half  of the  foreign-born 
are  from Eastern Europe, especially Russia and Poland. The proportion of native 
b i r t h  i s  highest among the young, lowest among the old.  About 70% of those under 
15 were born i n  the Dis t r ic t ,  while two-thirds of those 65 and over a r e  foreign- 
born. The la rges t  number of those under 25 were born i n  D. C. ; of those 25-44, in  
New York; of those 45 and over, outside the U. S. (mostly i n  Russia and Poland). 

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

Of the foreign-born, two-thirds had arrived in  the United States before 1933, 
prac t ica l ly  a l l  of East European origin.  For obvious reasons, higher proportions 
of the  more recent a r r iva l s  a r e  of West European or  non-European b i r th .  Over 
ha l f  of the  foreign-born l i v e  i n  the pa r t  of Northwest Washington east  of Rock 
Creek; those from West Europe, however, tend t o  l i v e  i n  a l l  other par t s  of the  
metropolitan area.  

Previous residence outside the Washington area 

Over half of the Jewish persons i n  the Washington area came here from e lse-  
where i n  the past  24 years - since 1932; t h i s  includes 30% who moved in to  the 
area since 1945. Those who arrived before 1933 are  now l iv ing  for  the  most p a r t  
i n  Northwest D.  C. on both sides of Rock Creek. The most recent a r r iva l s  seem 
t o  be concentrated i n  Southeast and Southwest D.  C.  and i n  near-by Virginia - 
about one i n  four persons i n  each of those areas came since 1952. 

New York, New Jersey and Pennsylvania have been the pr incipal  source of new- 
comers t o  the Washington area. One i n  three has come from these s ta tes ;  and from 
1933 t o  1952, over half .  Before 1933, a sizable proportion came d i r ec t ly  from 
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~ ~ 3 %  Europe, while a similar proportion since 1952 has come t o  the Washington 
area d i rec t ly  from West Europe or non-European foreign countries. 

About four-fif ths of Greater Washington Jews a re  "big-city1' people - for 
the n c s t  pzrt  borAi in the  Washington area ?r formerly li-+,lng i n  the City of New 
york. People from b ig  and medium c i t i e s ,  especially New York, form a ~ . h i @  pro- 
portion of those now l iv ing  i n  Southeast and Southwest Washington; the highest 
proportions of ex-Baltimoreans a r e  i n  Northeast and Northwest D. C . ;  and the 
Virginia suburbs have the highest proportion of those coming from small towns. 

Last previous family residence 

Almost 2% of the 27,000-odd families had moved t o  t h e i r  present (as  of 
1956) address from outside the metropolitan area - and higher proportions i n  
Virginia, i n  Southwest and Southeast D. C . ,  and i n  Prince Georges County. 
Among those who moved from a previous address i n  Greater Washington, two pr in-  
c ipal  tendencies were noted: one, movement within the seme general area  ( for  
example, from one place i n  Montgomery County t o  another i n  tha t  county); the - .  
other, movement out of ~o r thwes t  D .  C .  e a s t  of Rock Creek. In  f ive  o f t h e  seven 
areas into  which we divided Greater Washington, the la rges t  or next t o  the  l a rg -  
es t  proportion had moved from Northwest east  of the  Park. - 

The chief reasons given for  having chosen the present neighborhood were: 
i n  order t o  be among Jews; t o  be near friends or  family; and for  convenience t o  
jobs, to  schools, t o  s tores ,  e t c .  

Present home occupancy 

Over half  of the families own the houses i n  which they l ive ;  about 40% ren t  
apartments; most of the others l i v e  i n  rented houses. Almost three-fourths of 
the families i n  Northwest D.  C .  and i n  Montgomery County own houses, but only 
one-fourth i n  Southeast and Southwest D. C .  House-renters - prokably the l e a s t  
s table  group - a re  most frequent i n  Virginia, i n  Southeast and Southwest D.  C . ,  
and in  Northeast D. C .  

Families expecting t o  move 

About 13% of a l l  families (numbering 3600) sa id  tha t  they were expecting t o  
move within s i x  months. Over a t h i r d  of these were l i v ing  i n  Northwest D.  C .  
east of Rock Creek, and 10-20% each i n  Montgomery County, i n  Prince Georges 
County, and i n  Northeast Washington. The pr incipal  destinations were Montgomery 
County (especially the Si lver  Spring-Wheaton p a r t ) ,  t o  which 40% of these families 
said  they were planning t o  move; and Northwest D. C .  west of Rock Creek. - 

Most of the  families moving with children were going t o  Montgomery County. 
Families identifying themselves as  Orthodox or Conservative seemed t o  be aiming 
for the Si lver  Spring-Wheaton section; those identifying themselves as Reform, 
or having no re l igious ident i f icat ion,  for  the  Bethesda-Chevy Chase-Rockville 
section of Montgomery, or for  Prince Georges County. 

As might be anticipated,  the proportion planning t o  move was highest among 
house renters ,  next highest among apartment renters,  lowest among house owners. 
But the la rges t  number of movers were apartment dwellers planning t o  buy t h e i r  
own homes. 



4. Part ic ipat ion i n  the Jewish Oommunity and i n  the  Community a t  Large 

Membership i n  Jewish organizations 

Most women belong t o  a t  l e a s t  one Jewish organization; most men, t o  none a t  
a l l .  For each sex, the  proportion belonging t o  any Jewish organization increases 
with age - tha t  is, the older the  age group, the  higher the percentage belonging. - 
The same i s  t rue  with length of residence i n  the  Washington area - newcomers of 
course take time t o  join new groups. Among women, the  proportion who a re  members 
increases as  income r i s e s ,  but among men memberships decrease up t o  the $10,000 
income level ;  above t h i s ,  the  proportion belonging t o  a Jewish organization r i s e s .  
Memberships a r e  a l so  most frequent among those attending synagogue most often. 

Teen-age Jewish organizations 

Among the younger teen-agers (through 1 5  a somewhat higher proportion 
of boys (about h a l f )  than of g i r l s  (about 4%) belong t o  a t  l e a s t  one Jewish 
teen-age organization. In the 16-19 year old group, t h e  reverse i s  t rue  - the 
adult  pa t te rn  of preponderantly female membership i n  Jewish groups begins t o  
appear. These teen-age groups embrace a la rger  proportion of t h e i r  potent ia l  
members i n  the  D i s t r i c t  than i n  the  suburbs. 

Adult non-sectarian organizations 

Although a majority of the  adul ts  of each sex belong t o  a t  l e a s t  cue non- 
sectarian organization, there  i s  a higher proportion of members among men. I f  
we c lass i fy  people as belonging t o  non-sectarian groups only, t o  Jewish groups 
only, t o  neither,  or  t o  both, men d i f f e r  markedly from women i n  t h e i r  re la t ive  
numbers i n  each of these four categories. For men, t he  highest proportion belong 
t o  non-sectarian groups only; then, i n  descending order, t o  neither,  t o  both, and 
t o  Jewish groups only. For women, by contrast ,  the order is: both, neither,  
Jewish only, non-sectarian only. The t i e s  of the  women, i n  short, are  largely i n  
toward the Jewish community; those of the  men, out toward the larger  community. 

In  general, the proportion maintaining membership i n  non-sectarian organiza- 
t ions  r i s e s  with increased education, income and length of residence i n  Greater 
Washington. It seems t o  be a t  a peak between 35 and 44 years of age - lower both 
before and a f t e r .  

The figures reported suggest t ha t  a t  l e a s t  half  of the Jewish families i n  
Greater Washington belong t o  Parent-Teacher Associations (P-TA's) o r  similar 
groups, and about one-quarter t o  Citizen's  Associations. 

Philanthropic contributions 

To a question on contributions t o  three major charitable campaigns of the 
preceding year, 9% of the families claimed t o  have contributed t o  each of the 
non-sectarian drives (community Chest, Red Cross), but only 8% t o  the  United 
Jewish Appeal. There i s  reason t o  view these as  inf la ted figures;  they may sug- 
gest, however, the  re la t ive  significance of the three campaigns from the view- 
point of the  Jewish community. Mcst of those contributing t o  the UJA gave also 
t o  the  other agencies; some only t o  the  others; v i r t ua l ly  none t o  the  UJA alone. 

Eating meals with Gentiles 

The extent of sharing meals with Gentiles i n  the home was viewed as  one 
possible measure of soc ia l  contact between Jew and non-Jew. Two-thirds of the 
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 wish families reported t h a t  few or  no meals had been eaten i n  the  homes of 
Gentiles during the previous year; somewhat more than half  of the  families, t h a t  
they had had few or no Gentile guests a t  meals. 

5. Jewish Education 

Breaking the population into three age groups - 17-29 years, 30-44 years, 
45 or over - we find tha t  i n  each group 80-90% of the men, and 60-7% of the 
women, have had some Jewish education. This may have been as  l i t t l e  as  a year 
of Sunday school, Hebrew afternoon school, Hebrew all-day school, a p r iva te  t u to r ,  
or  some other re l igious t ra ining.  The highest proportion had attended Hebrew 
afternoon school. Sunday School, especially among the women, was attended by 
larger proportions among the young than among the old, and has thus been assuming 
greater itxportance than previously. 

About three-quarters of the children 5-16 years old have had some Jewish 
education - mostly Sunday school, with Hebrew afternoon school next most frequent 
(especially among the boys). About half  of the children of each sex, aged 5-8, 
have had some exposure t o  re l igious education, and over 80% of those 9-12. In 
the 13-16 year group, the proportion of boys having any Jewish education r i s e s  
above 90%. 

Three-quarters of the boys 13-19 have had a bar-mitzvah ceremony; only about 
1 g i r l  i n  5, a bas-mitzvah. Between 10 and 1 5  percent of e i ther  sex have been 
confirmed. Not a l l  boys who have had a Jewish education have had a bar-mitzvah 
ceremony as well. About one i n  ten  who have been t o  Sunday school, and smaller 
proportions of those having other types of Jewish education, have had no bar- 
mitzvah ceremony. 

6. Synagogue Membership and Attendance; Religious Ident i f icat ion 

Synagogue membership 

Over half  of the  families report  belonging t o  no synagogue; about a fourth 
belong t o  a Conservative, an eighth t o  an Orthodox and a sixteenth to  a Reform 
Congregation. The Orthodox a re  r e l a t i ve ly  numerous i n  Northeast D .  C . ,  and the  
Northwest section east  of Rock Creek; the Conservative i n  the  suburbs and the 
Northeast; the Reform i n  Northwest west of Rock Creek; and those belonging t o  
no synagogue, i n  Southeast and Southwest D. C .  and i n  Prince Georges County. 

The soc ia l  character is t ics  of the Orthodox and those belonging t o  no syna- 
gogue a re  somewhat similar;  the  Conservative and Reform seem t o  share the opposite 
character is t ics .  The f i r s t  two groups, fo r  example, are  most frequent among 
families with low incomes; as income r i s e s ,  the  proportions of Conservative and 
Reform families increase. Similarly with respect t o  occupation: the proprietors 
and managers plus the professionals account for  90$ of the  Reform, two-thirds 
of the Conservative and somewhat over half  of the  Orthodox, while the c l e r i ca l ,  
sales and manual occupatiorsare high among the Orthodox and those who a re  not 
synagogue members. Education, which is closely re la ted t o  income and occupation, 
shows a similar connection with synagogue membership: the Orthodox have l e s s  
formal schooling, while of t he  Reform group, half  have had some post-graduate 
college work. Since age i s  re la ted  t o  those other character is t ics ,  it i s  not 
sWl3rising tha t  the Orthodox a re  most numerous among the older, while both 
Reform and Conservative are younger groups. Nativity shows the same rela t ion-  
ship: the Orthodox are  strongest among the foreign-born, the  Reform re l a t i ve ly  

numerous among the native-born of native parents. 
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Those currehtly married are  more l i ke ly  than the unmarried (including single, 
widowed and divorced) t o  be members of any synagogue. 

The pr incipal  reasons for  choosing one synagogue over another a r e  i t s  con- 
venience or nearness, and the fac t  that  family or  friends belong t o  it. Those 
belonging t o  no synagogue gave as  t h e i r  main reason the fac t  t h a t  they had no 
children of an age t o  require the synagogue's services.  

Synagogue attendance 

About one-fif th of the household heads and the i r  wives never attend synagogue; - 
a similar proportion attend once a month or  more often; most of the remainder - 
over half  - attend l e s s  often than once a month. Attendance i s  more frequent 
among the older than among the younger; a lso more frequent among the foreign-born 
than the native-born. 

The highest proportion among the Orthodox, among the Conservative and among 
the Reform attend three t o  eleven times a year ( i n  e f fec t  on the High Holy Days 
only); over half  of each attend l e s s  than once a month. Of the remainder - who 
attend a t  l e a s t  once a month - the  Orthodox are  l i ke ly  t o  attend somewhat more 
often: typically,  once a week or more; the  Reform l eas t  often: typical ly ,  once a 
month. Those who are  not members are l e a s t  l i ke ly  t o  attend. 

Religious ident i f icat ion 

Regardless of membership i n  a congregation, what proportions of Jewish fami- 
l i e s  "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 i n  which husband or wife i s  Gentile, about half  of the  completely Jewish 
families consider themselves Conservative, about one-fourth Reform and 15% 
Orthodox. This i s  a reversal  of the proportions reporting membership i n  Orthodox 
or  Reform congregations. Those who say "none of these" comprise three small 
groups who e i ther  cannot decide among the  a l ternat ives  offered (6$), or profess 
some other re l igion (0.5%) or none (4%). 

Of those families identifying themselves as  Orthodox, nearly half  belong t o  
an Orthodox congregation, and most of the  r e s t  t o  Conservative synagogues. Of 
those identifying as Conservative, almost the same proportions belong t o  a 
Conservative synagogue, and t o  no synagogue (40-45%-ea<h). Of those-who consider 
themselves Reform, over half  b e z n g  t o  no synagogue, the  r e s t  being scattered 
among Reform, Conservative and Orthodox=agogues. 

7. Observance of Certain Tradit ional Practices of Judaism 

Certain t r ad i t i ona l  pract ices  were singled out, for  study of t he  extent t o  
which they are  currently observed. For each of these pract ices  a question was 
asked, such tha t  one al ternat ive answer was "No," "Never" or  "None." These prac- 
t i c e s ,  arranged i n  order from the lowest t o  the hi&est  proportion of families 
giving negative answers, are:  

Par t ic ipat ion i n  a Passover Seder ( a t  the preceding Passover) 
Lighting Hanukah candles (on the preceding ~anukah)  
Lighting Friday night candles 
Having mezuzahs a t  doors of the  home 
Two rules  of kashruth: buying meats from a kosher butcher, and 

using separate dishes for  meat and dairy foods 
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In general, observance was greates t  among those who ident i f ied themselves a s  
orthodox, l e a s t  among those who said  they thought of themselves as Reform. Even 
substantial  numbers who consider themselves Orthodox, however, do not observe 
these practices.  

par t ic ipat ion i n  a Passover Seder was claimed by about four-f i f ths  of the 
fmi l i e s .  This was l e s s  often a t  home than elsowhere, especially among those with 
Reform or  with no Jewish ident i f icat ion.  A t  the  other extreme, almost three- 
tnurths said  they never use separate meat and dairy dishes, over ha l f  sz id  they +---  ~ - 

neither the  rules  about dishes - nor t ha t  concerning meats, and l e s s  than 
one i n  f ive  claimed t o  obey both ru les .  

By means discussed i n  the body of the report ,  each family's answers concerning 
these practices were combined into  a composite score. This score, naturally,  r e -  
fe rs  only t o  observance of these specif ic  pract ices ,  and - not t o  observance or  

i n  general. A separate scoring system was used for  Reform families, 
another for Orthodox and Conservative, since Reform Jews are  not expected t o  
follow the rules  of kashruth. Complete observance was reported by about a t h i rd  
of the Orthodox but by almost none of the  other families.  On the whole, the  
Orthodox were reported most observant, the Reform s l igh t ly  more so than the 
Conservative. 

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

8. Intermarriage: Proportions Intermarried i n  Various Sepen t s  of the 
Population, Their Religious Behavior, Their Children 

Proportion of "mixed" households 

As indicated i n  the  second paragraph of t h i s  Summary, approximately one house- 
hold i n  eight (3300 i n  a l l )  i s  "mixed" : among the re la ted persons i n  it, there 
are a t  l e a s t  one Jew and one Gentile. Among these, there  a r e  about 2100 i n  which 
the husband i s  Jewish and the wife i s  not, and about 1000 i n  which the wife i s  
Jewish but the  husband i s  Gentile. In  the remaining small number of cases, we have 
mostly the r e su l t s  of an i n i t i a l  mixed marriage i n  which one partner accepted the 
religion of the other,  but some other family member i n  the  household has retained 
h i s  or iginal  f a i t h .  For reasons outlined i n  the  body of the report ,  it seems 
probable t ha t  families i n  which only one of the  partners was or iginal ly  Jewish 
number closer t o  4.000 than the figure of 3300 derived d i rec t ly  from the survey 
data. 

Other mixed marriages in the family 

Mixed marriages occur more often i n  families i n  which there  has already been 
a mixed marriage. When asked whether any other member of the  immediate family was 
mr r i ed  t o  a Gentile, a higher proportion of Jews i n  mixed households said  "Yes" 
than of those i n  completely Jewish households. About a f i f t h  of the intermarried 
were themselves products of a mixed marriage, but v i r t ua l ly  none of those i n  " a l l -  
Jewish" households. 

I Type of wedding ceremony 

The wedding ceremony marking the beginning of the married l i ves  of t he  s- 
Pletely Jewish and mixed families were of course not t he  same. Over nine-tenths - 



of the former had had a re l igious ceremony, while a majority of the l a t t e r  had 
had only a c i v i l  ceremony. Moreover, presumablyvery few of the mixed group had had 
a Jewish re l igious ceremony. 

! Proportions among various population segments 

In  general, the proportion intermarrying was found t o  be: 

higher among these groups lower among these 

men women 
the more-educated the less-educated 
professionals, c l e r i ca l  workers owners and managers, manual workers 
those having higher family incomes those with lower incomes 
native-born (especial ly  those of f o r e i w  born 

native parentage) 

The proportion of mixed households was lowest (close t o  none) arrong those who 
ident i f ied  themselves as  Orthodox, somewhat higher among those who consider them- 
selves Conservative, and higher ~uccess ive ly  among those who ident i f ied themselves 
as  Reform; those who could not decide which of these they were; and those who 
considered themselves none of these. Intermarriage was as  frequent among those 
having some Jewish education as  among those who had had none. 

Religious ident i f icat ion and behavior of the intermarried 

About th ree- f i f ths  of the  Jewish members of mixed households consider them- 
selves Orthodox, Conservative or  Reform; another f i f t h  espouse no re l igion;  t he  
remaining f i f t h  support some other re l igion.  Four-fifths of the intermarried 
belong t o  no synagogue. 

Close t o  half  of the intermarried never attend a synagogue; p rac t ica l ly  a l l  
of the r e s t  a t tend no more than "three to  eleven times a year," which apparently 
means, i n  most cases, only on the High Holy Days. They f a l l  into four groups: 

1. About half ,  who s t i l l  ident i fy  themselves with Judaism 
and who at tend synagogue services a t  l e a s t  once or  
twice a year 

2. About an eighth, who ident i fy  with Judaism but never attend 
3. About a th i rd ,  who no longer identify with Judaism and never attend 
4. A small f ract ion ( l e s s  than 2$), who do not iden t i fy  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  a r e  2400 i n  which there  a r e  children. 
I n  two-thirds of these, the children a re  being reared as not Jewish; i n  a quarter 
of these households, the  children a re  being reared as  Jewish; i n  the remainder, 
some of the children a re  being taught tha t  they are  Jewish while some a r e  being - 
taught t h a t  they a re  not. Very few a re  receiving any Jewish education, a bar- 
mitzvah ceremony, e tc .  



Additional Material Not Reported Here 

m e  reader w i l l  note t h a t  we have not u t i l i zed  i n  t h i s  report  a l l  of the 
material  available from our survey. Answers t o  three or  four questions have not 
yet been "coded" (c lass i f ied) .  Of t he  various tabulations considered, not a l l  were 
peparea  - and of those prepared, not a l l  were used. \ h a t  i s  more, we have not 
been able t o  offer  more than a s l i gh t  analysis of those tabulations presented here.  

More material i s  available upon request t o  the  Jewish Community Council of 
Greater Washington. In Appendix B there  i s  a l i s t  of addit ional available tabula- 
tions, not used for t h i s  report .  Besides these, many of the tables  presented 
here ex is t  i n  somewhat more detai led 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 t o  compare the findings of t h i s  study 
with similar information about the Jewish communities i n  other metropolitan cen- 
te rs .  This i s  beyond the scope of the present report .  The reader interested i n  
making such comparisons may wish t o  consult summaries of previous studies appear- 
ing i n  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 (~ewark) ,  N.  J . ,  with a Jewish population estimated 
a t  86,000. 

"Changes i n  Jewish Population i n  the United States,  1949-50,'' 
Vol. 52 (1951), pp. 3-16, which reviews s i x  studies made i n  
1949 of small Jewish communities. 

"Recent Demographic Changes i n  Some Jewish Communities," Vol. 54 
(1953), p p  3-24, which contains summaries of f ive  studies 
conducted i n  1949, 1950 and 1951, including a 1950 survey 
of Los Angeles, whose Jewish population was estimated a t  
323,000. 

xvii 



Section D .  How This Report I s  Organized 

Each of the eight chapters just summarized consists of a b r ie f  t ex t  discus- 
sion of a se r ies  of tables ,  with occasional notes. Some explanation of t ex t ,  
tables  and notes i s  required here.  

What the  Text Contains 

On the whole, the tex t  i s  s l igh t ,  i n  the i n t e r e s t  of economy of time and 
money. This report  i s  intended t o  present the study's findings with a rninimcm 
of analysis or interpreta t ion.  The t e x t  for  the  most par t  describes and explains 
the  tables ,  ca l l ing  at tent ion t o  some of the more sa l i en t  relationships.  Only 
occasionally i s  an interpreta t ion of the  data offered - when, for  example, a 
preliminary reader of the report  ra ised important questions, or when the data 
suggest unexpected or a l te rna t ive  conclusions. 

Each chapter begins with a summary of i ts  contents. This i s  followed by 
tables ,  and a t e x t  which explains the  tables  and defines t he  terms used. The 
e a r l i e r  chapters are  somewhat more detailed,  pa r t l y  because more explanation 
seemed required, par t ly  i n  order t o  show the reader how we intend t h a t  the tables  
be read. 

How t o  Read the Tables 

Their t i t l e s  

Numbering of the  tables begins again i n  each chapter. Thus, Table 4-1 is 
the f i r s t  t ab le  i n  Chapter 4, Table 8-3 i s  the t h i rd  table  i n  Chapter 8, e tc .  
The few addi t ional  tables  i n  the  Appendix have Roman numbers; fo r  example, 
Table 3-1 i s  the f i r s t  table  for  Chapter 3 i n  the Appendix. 

Most of t h o  tables  show persons or  households c lass i f ied  simultaneously 
according t o  two or  more character is t ics ;  for  example, employed persons c lass i f ied  
according t o  t h e i r  occupation and the industry i n  which they work. For the  sake 
of shortening tables  somewhat, we would c a l l  such a table  "Occupation by Industry," 
where the "by" means something l i k e  "cross-classified" or  "cross-tabulated by." 

Figures i n  the  tables  

In  almost a l l  cases, numbers shown i n  the tables  are  percentages. This is  
done t o  f a c i l i t a t e  comparisons and t o  emphasize re la t ions  which examination of 
the actual  numbers of cases would reveal l e s s  readi ly .  The actual  numbers have 
been omitted because of the large s ize  of most of t he  tables :  any addit ional 
f igures might be dis t ract ing,  and the tables  would tend t o  be unwieldy. 

Virtually a l l  tables  a r e  so prepared t h a t  they t o t a l  down, i n  each column. 
One or two tables  are designed t o  be added across; one or  two may be read both - 
ways - (across or down); these are  conspicuously ident i f ied by footnotes. 

The " to ta l , "  or  "base" figure from which percentages were computed i s  shown, 
with the figures "100.'," at  the foot of each column. To f ind the ac tua l  number 
corresponding t o  a percentage i n  a table ,  it i s  merely necessary t o  multiply 
t ha t  percentage by the t o t a l  a t  the bottom of the column. The answer thus ob- 
tained w i l l  be approximately correct .  The reason f o r  the  inexactness i s  th i s :  
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~ ~ t - 1  figures shown have been "rounded off" to  the  nearest 100 ( i f  they are  
or  row t o t a l s )  or t o  the  nearest 50 ( i f  they are  within a t ab l e ) .  Per- 

centages, however, were calculated from the or iginal  unrounded f igures .  There 
are, therefore, occasional discrepancies. 

Sub-totals 

For the  most par t ,  i f  sub-totals -re shown witbin a tab le ,  it i c  i n  t h i s  

Sub-total, a l l  persons who a re  . . .  (21.9) 

The parentheses indicate t ha t  the figure within them should not be added i n  with 
i n  the column t o  reach a t o t a l  of 100.0$. In  a few large tables ,  rows of 

sub-totals have been s e t  off with a horizontal l i n e  above and below, instead of 
parentheses. 

symbols used 

Wherever no cases with given character is t ics  were found, we have used 
"..." rather than "0." This i s  a reminder tha t ,  since our data are  based on a 
sample, we cannot say tha t  no persons (or family) ex is t s  with these characteris-  
t i c s ,  but t ha t  the proporti-d;i of these i s  close t o  zero. When the proportion i s  
l ess  than .05$, we have used the symbol "*." 

Balancing the figures i n  tables  

Not a l l  tables are  based on the same number of cases; for  example, a table  
may omit persons who gave cer ta in  types of answers. To permit the reader t o  
compare tables  with one another, we have placed a footnote i n  many tables  t o  show 
the disposit ion of cases, of one or  the other of these forms: "Table does not 
include "X" cases which . . ." or  "Total includes 'X' cases not shown i n  tab le . "  

Four year time periods 

It w i l l  be noticed tha t  a l l  tables  dealing with t i ne  (e .  g . ,  year of a r r iva l  
in  Washington) are  organized i n  terms of b y e a r ,  ra ther  than conventional >-year 
periods. This has been done not only because these intervals  conform t o  the date 
of occurrence of s ignif icant  internat ional  developments, but a l so  because Washing- 
ton's l i f e  i s  so deeply influenced by the 4-year rythm of national p o l i t i c s .  For 
t h i s  community, the beginning years of our b y e a r  periods have exceptional s ign i -  - 
ficance: 1933, 1941, 1945; 1949, 1953. 

Chapter Notes 

The reader who glances casually a t  the  report  w i l l  not be bothered by foot-  
notes. A t  the end of each chapter there a r e  assembled such notes as seemed 
necessary or  useful: source references, occasional comments on the findings, 
additional data of l e s s  than primary importance, e t c .  

And Other Things 

A t  the  end of the  report  are three Appendices, an Index t o  a l l  tables i n  the 
and a copy of the questionnaire used. Appendix A contains a few tables  not 

sui table  for  inclusion i n  the t ex t .  Appendix B i s  a l i s t  of other tab- 
ulations made but not presented i n  t h i s  report .  Appendix C i s  a summary of t h e  
methods used i n  the study (see Introduction, Section B ) .  
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CHAPTER 1 

SIZE OF THE JIWISH POPULATION, AND ITS DISTRIBUTION 

BY AREA, SEX, AGE AND MARITAL STATUS 

This chapter cons i s t s  of two sec t ions .  In  the  f i r s t ,  Sect ion A, 
we describe how we defined t h e  Jewish community f o r  t h i s  survey; how 
it was decided who i s  and who i s  no t  Jewish; which households were 
included i n  and which were excluded from t h e  survey. S ix  t a b l e s  show 
the numbers of  Jewish persons and of  Jewish households i n  t h e  survey 
area,  t h e i r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  among t h e  seven p a r t s  i n t o  which we divided 
t h i s  area,  and how t h i s  d i s t r i b u t i o n  compares with t h a t  of t h e  t o t a l  
population. We have a l s o  included here information on some r e l a t e d  
matters:  t h e  proport ion of households i n  each p a r t  of t h e  survey a r e a  
i n  which a l l  r e l a t e d  members a r e  Jewish, da ta  on household s i z e ,  e t c .  

Sect ion B r epor t s  on t h e  proportions of Jewish persons of  each sex, 
t h e i r  d i s t r i b u t i o n  according t o  age, and t h e  proport ions t h a t  a r e  
married, widowed, divorced, separated o r  never married. "Cross- 
tabula t ions"  show r e l a t i o n s  among sex, age and m a r i t a l  s t a t u s ,  as  we l l  
a s  t h e  geographical d i s t r i b u t i o n s  of persons of various sex, age and 
mar i t a l - s t a tus  groups. Tables showing t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  Jewish 
population according t o  t h e i r  pos i t ion  i n  the  household ( a s  head of 
household, wife o r  husband of head, ch i ld  of head, e t c . )  a r e  presented 
i n  t h e  Appendix but  b r i e f l y  r e f e r r e d  t o  i n  t h i s  Sect ion.  



Section A 

Jewish Persons and Households: 
Their Distribution i n  the Metropolitan Area 

Number of Jewish People Living i n  Greater Washington 

About 80,900 Jewish people l i v e  i n  the Greater Washington area.  The Washington 
Jewish Community i s  thus the seventh la rges t  i n  the country, being exceeded i n  re -  
ported s i ze  by those of New York, Los Angeles, Chicago, Philacelphia, Boston, and 
Cleveland. 

As Table 1-1 and Map 1 show, the population of the Jewish Community i s  divided 
almost evenly between the Di s t r i c t  of Columbia (49.9%) and the suburban counties and 
c i t i e s  of near-by Maryland and Virginia (50.1%). 

JEWISH POPULATION BY AREA 

Jewish Population 
Area 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 4.5 
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 6,400 7.9 
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan area) 8,700 10.7 
Montgomery County (Metropolitan area) 25,500 31.5 

Total  Jewish population 80, 900 100.0% 

Two areas show a large number of Jews. Montgomery County, Maryland, has almost 
one-third of the t o t a l  (25,500, or 31.5%); the par t  of Northwest Washington eas t  of 
Rock Creek contains over one-quarter (22,200, or  27.4%). Together these areas 
account for  almost s i x  out of every ten Jews i n  Greater Washington - about 47,700 
people. The remaining 33,200 Jews a re  dis t r ibuted i n  smaller numbers i n  the other 
f ive  areas, in to  which we have divided Greater Washington. There are about 8,000- 
9,000 each i n  PrinceGeorges County, Maryland, and i n  Northeast Washington; about 
6,400 each i n  Northwest Washington west of Rock Creek, and i n  the Virginia suburbs; 
and about 3,600 altogether i n  Southeast and Southwest D. C .  

But jus t  what do we mean by "Jewish people" who " l ive  in" the area -- and 
exactly how i s  the "area" limited? Answering these questions w i l l  give us a kind 
of def in i t ion  of what consti tutes "the Washington Jewish Community," so fa r  as this  
study i s  concerned. 

Who are  considered "Jewish persons"? 

Here i s  how we decided who i s  Jewish and who i s  not f o r  the purposes of 
t h i s  survey. The interviewer asked: "Are there any Jewish people l iv ing  i n  t h i s  

Notes w i l l  be found a t  the end of each chapter. 
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householdYr' If the answer 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 as Jewish was included in this survey as a Jew, and no other 
person, regardless of his ethnic (or so-called "racial") origin, or his present or 
past religion. We included, for example, persons converted to Judaism, as well as 
people who said of themselves: 

"I do not consider myself Jewish, in the sense that I do not practice 
the Jewish religion - but other people would call me Jewish." 
"I am a Jew ethnically, but not religiously." 

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

"Not a Jew, but converted to Christisni-ty." 

"Mr. C- - '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 perrranently - 
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 - 700 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, 
auto 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; prisons and jails; military installations; and 
similar places. 

Thus, once more, we have excluded a number of Jewish persons resident in the 
area 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. S. Bureau of the Census. We have used only that part of the 
Metropolitan Area which was "urbanized" or built-up in 1956. Having determined the 
boundaries 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. Northwest D. C. - West of 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. Northwest D. C. - East 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. Vir-inia suburbs, including Arlington County, the cities of Alexandria 

and Falls Church, and the nearer parts of Fairfax County, - Vienna, 
Fairfax, Annandale, Springfield, Hollin Hills, etc. 

6. Prince Georges County, Maryland - The ~ ~ r t s  nearest to the D. C. line: t c  
College Park, Greenbelt, Lanharn, Glenarden, Seat Pleasant, Morningside, 
Oxon Hill, etc. 

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

To sum up: Of the relatively permanent population of the District of Columbia 
and the built-up areas of adjacent Maryland and Virginia, not living in institutions, 
there are about 80,900 who identify themselves as Jews. This is the Jewish Community 
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 population 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 - 7% 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. (4.1%) 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 whole area, the percentage of Jews is 4.7. 

(See Table 1-2 on page 5) 



JEWISH POPULATION AS PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL 
POPULATION OF EACH SURVEY SUB - AREA 

Source: Toble 1-2 



TABLE 1-2 

JEWISH POPULATION COMPARE11 TO TOTAL POPULATION, BY AREA 

Jewish Total Jewish Population 
Area Population Population As Percent of Total 

of Area of Area Population of Area 

Northeast 8,100 199,000 4.1% 
\ Northwest-West of Rock Creek 6,400 105,000 6.1 
I 

Northwest-East of Rock Creek 22,200 318,000 7.0 
Southeast & Southwest 3,600 218,000 1.7 

\ Virginia (Metropolitan ~rea) 6,400 410,300 1.6 
Prince Georges County 

(Metropolitan ~rea) 8,700 256,900 3.4 
Montgomery County 

(Metropolitan Area) 25,500 226,800 11.3 

Total population 80,900 1,734,000 4.7 % 

Jewish Households in Greater Washington 

1 The Jewish population described above 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 HOUSEHOLDS BY AREA 

Area Jewish Households 

Number Percent 

Northeast 2,300 8.4% 
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 2,500 9.3 
Northwest-East of Rock Creek 7,900 28.9 
Southeast & Southwest 1,400 5.1 
Virginia (~etropolitan area) 2,300 8.7 
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan area) 3,200 11.7 
Montgomery County (~etropolitan 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 
Montgomery County and in Northvest D. C., east of Rock Creek; the lowest proportion, 





once more, is found in Southeast and Southwest, D. C. Detailed comparison of Tables 
1-1 and 1-3 does, in fact, show some differences. Montgomery County and Northeast 
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 
households." 

What is a "household"? 

To define what we mean by household, .ve can do no better than to turn to the 
Census Bureau, which says: "A household includes all the persons who occupy a house, 
an apartment 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 has separate cooking equipment or a separate entrance... A household includes 
the related family members and also 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." 

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. It will be immediately 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 to 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 1-4). The proportion of households 
in each area which are "Jewish" by o w  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. C. and in Virginia. 

TABLE 1-4 

JEWISH HOUSEHOLDS COMPARED TO TOTAL NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS BY AREA 

Number of Total Number Jewish Households 
Area Jewish House- of Households as Percent of Total 

holds in Area in Area Households in Area 

Northeast 2,300 56,400 ~.C$O 
Northwest-West of Rock Creek 2,500 36, 100 7.0 
Northwest-East of Rock Creek 7,900 102,200 7.7 
Southeast & Southwest 1, 460 60,300 2-3 
Virginia (~etro~olitan area) 2,300 120,100 2.0 
Prince Georges County 
(Metropolitan area) 3,200 71,300 4.4 

Montgomery County 
(~etro~olitan area) 7,600 66, 100 11.5 - 

Total househcJds 27,fOC. 512,500 5.?$ - - 



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-Jewish persons fall into two obvious - 
groups : 

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 same sex, sharing a dwelling unit as partners. 

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, originally 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 all 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 W WHICH ALL RELATED MMEMBERS ARE 
JEWISH,' RY AREA 

.- -~ 
D. C. Virginia Maryhnd 

North- North- North- South- (~etro- Prince Mont- 
Related Members east west- west- east & politan Georges gomery 
of Household West East South- ~rea) County County rpotal 

of of west (M.A.) (M.A.) - 
Rock Rock 
Creek Creek 

~ 1 1  Jewish 98.9 81.8% 96.0% 89.8% 65.8% 79.2% 88.4% 87.8$ 
Not all Jewish 1.1 18.2 4.0 10.2 34.2 20.8 11.6 12.2 

Total households -% 100.~ loo.% 100.0$ loo.% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% loo.@ 

- (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600)(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.a) 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 Size 

m e  distribution of Jewish households according to 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 household, regardless of whether they are related to one another. This means 
mat Jewish roomers or lodgers are included (but these are not numerous). It will be 
seen that hardly more than 10% of the households include more than four persons, and 

29.3% include four persons. Of these larger households (4 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 

Area 

Size: Number of D. C. Virginia Maryland 
Jewish N.E. N.W., N.W., S.E. (Metro- Prince Mont- 
Persons in west. ~ast. and politan Georges gomery Total 
Household of of S.W. Area) County County 

~ o c k  ~ o c k  (M.A. ) (M.A. ) !/ 46 
Creek Creek 

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 400 350 600 1650 5600 20.4 
4 1000 500 1550 200 700 700 3250 7900 29.3 
5 300 200 400 100 150 250 800 2200 8.1 
6 50 * 350 * 50 50 100 600 2.0 
7 X ... 100 * x ++ .x. loo 0.5 

Total households 2300 2500 7900 1400 2300 3200 7600 27,200 100.~$ 

* Less than 25 cases. 

The households with only one or two Jewish persons include virtually all of the 
3300 in which not all related persons are Jewish. To determine the average size of 
the Jewish family - defined by the Census Bureau as "a group of two or more persons 
related by blood, marriage or adoption, and living together" 3J - 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 chi=, and 3,400 with a head who is not marrid at present - that is, 
broken families" resulting from death, divorce or separation, or other unmarried 
persons. , " 



Section B 

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

Since no information was gathered about non-Jewish persons i n  the  households 
surveyed, a l l  references t o  "population", "persons", e tc . ,  i n  the  remainder of t h i s  
report r e f e r  t o  Jews only. 

The s i x  tab les  in t h i s  section show the proportion of the  Jewish population a t  
age levels ;  the  proportions of each sex; and the proportions who a re  presently 

married, widowed, divorced or  separated, or  who have never been married. In  addition, 
some of the  tables a re  s l i gh t ly  more complex, and show the re la t ionship between, f o r  
example, age and sex -- t h a t  i s  (see Table 1-7) the proportions of men, and the  pro- 
portions of women, separately, a t  each age leve l .  We also discuss here, b r ie f ly ,  data 
gathered which show what proportion of the population a r e  "heads of households", what 
proportions bear various re la t ions  t o  the  heads, the  marital  s t a tu s  of these groups, 
and so on. 

AGE BY SEX, AND SEX RATIO I N  EACH AGE GROUP 

Sex -. Sex Ratio 
Male Female Total  ales per 

Age # % # % # % 100 ~ema le s )  

Under 5 
5 - 9  

10 -14 
15 -19 

years 

70 -74 
75 y-ears and over 

''I!r.der 20" years 
"Over 21" yealts 
Not reported 

I 

1 Total  population 41,000 100.0% 39,900 100.0% 80,900 1 0 0 . 6  103 

* Less than 25 cases " Less than .05 $ 



I' Age Distribution by Sex, and Ratio of Males to  Females I 
Table 1-7 contains several  se r ies  of figures, which must be considered separately. 

F i r s t  ( a t  the  extreme l e f t )  it breaks down the population into  five-year age groups up 
to age 74; persons 75 and over; and three groups of those whose age was reported indefin 
i t e l y  or not a t  a l l .  4/ Three pairs of columns show separately for  each sex and then fo: 
the t o t a l  population, the number and proportion of persons i n  each age group. The extre 
right-hand column of the table  shows the "sex ra t io"  -- tha t  i s ,  the number of males per 
100 females -- for  each age group. Some of the  principal fac t s  observable i n  the  table  
are  as follows : 

Men and boys s l i gh t ly  outnumber women and g i r l s  - 41,000 to  39,900 - as indicated 
i n  the overal l  sex r a t i o  of 103. Sex r a t i o s  for each age group, a s  presented i n  the 
table,  vary from one age to  the next in  a most unusual and e r r a t i c  fashion. In 
l a r  the r a t i o  for  the 20 t o  24 year-old group (44) i s  exceptionally low. The 1950 Cens 
a lso reports a tendency toward under-reporting of young men of t h i s  age. Some possible 
explanations of t h i s  deficiency of young men i n  t he i r  ear ly  20 's  a r e  suggested 
a t  the end of t h i s  chapter. 5J 

I n  each sex, almost a t h i r d  of the  population a re  children under 15 (about 28-30%) 
and a similar proportion are 30 t o  44 years. Between these i s  a r e l a t i ve ly  small number 
i n  the ages from 15 t o  29. This i s  the group accounting for  the bulk of marriages i n  t h  
present period and i n  the next few years. Their small numbers promise r e l a t i ve ly  few 
children for  several  years t o  come, u n t i l  the large groups now under 1 5  reach marriageab 
age. One cannot, however, attempt t o  project  the future s i ze  of  Washington's Jewish com 
munity from i t s  present age and sex composition alone. As the data of Chapter 3 make 
clear,  the bulk of the cornunity are  "in-migrants" from outside the area, brought here b 
the "New Deal", World War 11, and similar national developments. Presumably the growth 
of the Jewish community i s  re la ted  much more to  the growth of Washington as a whole than 
to  the b i r t h  Pate of present residents.  

Age Distribution i n  Each Area 

The seven sub-areas d i f f e r  t o  some extent i n  the age of t h e i r  Jewish populations 
(see Table 1-8). We have grouped these populations in to  10-year in te rva ls  for  the  most 
part ,  except t ha t  a l l  children under 15 are  combined. Montgomery County and Northeast 
D.C. both contain high proportions of children (39.C$ and 3 6 . 9 ,  respectively9 of a l l  
Jews i n  each area) ,  Northwest D.C. e a s t  of Rock Creek re la t ive ly  few (16 .9 ) .  Both 
sections of Northwest D.C.  contain high proportions of persons 45 and over (about 40% 
i n  each case), while both Maryland counties have re la t ive ly  few i n  t h i s  older group 
(about 12% each). 

Further de t a i l s  of the composition of each area 's  population i n  terms of sex and 
age groupings are  shown i n  Appendix Table 1-1. Perhaps the most s t r ik ing  fact  i n  the ' 
table  i s  tha t  both Northwest D.C. sections have more women than men - part icular ly  
the area eas t  of Rock Creek - unlike any of the other areas. 

Marital Status  

Tables 1-9 through 1-12 are  ccccerned with the 57,100 Jewish persons 1 5 ~ y c a r s  
of age and over. These tables  show the proportion of persons of each sex who are :  

Married a t  present (regardless of whether t h i s  i s  a f i r s t  or  subsequent marriage) 
Widowed 
Divorced or separated 
Never married (what we usually c a l l  " s ing lew)  

and also the proportions i n  each of these groups of persons a t  various ages, i n  each 
of the seven areas i n  the survey, and so on. 



TABLF: 1-8 

AGE BY AFG3A 
C _  

Area 
D. C. Virginia  ~ - Maryland 

N.E. N.W. N.W. S.E. (Metro- Prince Mont- 
West o f  E a s t  of  and p o l i -  Georges gomery 
Rock Rock S.W. tan Can ty  County I 

Creek Creek Area) (M.A.)  (M.A.) ~ 
3 6 . 9  22.4% 16.9% 2 32.4% 32.1% 39.Cfo 

I 
8.4 14.8 11.8 16.4 4.3 7.0 6.3 

I 
17.0 9.2 13.0 15.6 20.6 32.4 18.4 i 

I 

18.4 13.2 15.4 28.7 23.3 16.2 23.1 
8.7 21.9 18.0 6.5 12.6 5.8 8.4 
9.2 10.0 12.1 6.3 2.6 3.0 1.1 

65 years and over 1.0 8.5 9.5 4.4 3.2 3.2 2.3 ... . a .  ... ... ... Under 20 years 0.1 0.1 ... over 2 1  years 0.4 3.0 0.2 0.7 0.2 1.3 ... ... ~ o t  reported ... ... 0.3 ... 0.3 

Total population - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% LOO. 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
-IL (8100) (6400) (22,200) (3600) (6400) (8700) (25,500) - li- 

I 

TABLE 1-9 

MARITAL STATUS BY SEX 

(population 15 years of age and over) 

Sex 
Marital Status Male Female Total  

Married 79.6% 76.1% 77.9% 
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% - /{ (28,500) (28,600) (57,100) 



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 ( l m a n d  - 
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 02 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 8 times as high among 
women (9.5%) as among men (1.2$). A higher proportion of "never married" persons is 
found among the men and boys over 15 than among the women and girls (18.0% compared 
to 11-89). The percentage who are separated or divorced is higher among the women.9 

The relation between marital status and age is shown in Table 1-10. The young 
people 15-19 years old are virtually all (99.3%) unmarried. In the 20 to 24-year-old 
group, slightly over half (52.4%) are married, somewhat fewer (47.4%) are not yet 
married and there is already an occasional separation or divorce (0.1%). In the years 
from 25 through 44, over 9046 are married, the proportion who have never been married 
is under 1C$, the proportion divorced or separated is around 1%, and a few widowed 
persons are found. 

TABLE 1-10 

MARITAL STATUS BY AGE 

(population 15 years of age and over) 

Age Age Indefi- 
Marital Status 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 Years nite or Not 

Years Years Years Years Years Years and Over Reported 

Married 0.3% 52.4% 91.2% 93.3$ 87.1% 78.7% 56.9% 35.3% 
Widowed ... ... ... 0.4 4.5 14.3 42.2 13.0 
Divorced or separated ... 0.1 1.6 0.8 2.4 2.7 0.1 9.4 
Never married 99.3 47.4 7.2 5.5 5.6 3.9 0.8 32.9 ... ... Not reported 0.4 0.1 0.4 0.4 ... 9.4 

Total population, 
15 years and over - $ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% loo.@ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

- 1 (3800) ( 3500)(14,200)(15,600) (9800) (5000) (40cc) (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 64-year-old groups, but very low 
(0.1%) among those 65 and over. The proportion who are widowed rises steadily and 
sharply to 42.2% among those 65 or older, while the percentage of those still married 
declines to 56.9$. 



Those whose a:es were not  repor ted  d e f i n i t e l y ,  o r  a t  a l l ,  include var ious  
proportions i n  each m a r i t a l  s t a t u s .  

Table 1-11 compares t h e  r e l a t i o n  between m a r i t a l  s t a t u s  and age among t h e  two 
sexes. The upper p a r t  of t h e  t a b l e  shows t h e  d i s t r i b u t i o n  of t h e  male p o p l a t i o n ,  
the  lower p a r t  t h a t  of t h e  female. Let  us consider  f i r s t  t h e  proport ions shown 
as  married i n  t h e  two p a r t s  of t h e  t a b l e .  The few married persons under 20 a r e  
women; and t h e  percentage who a r e  married between 20 and 25 i s  over twice a s  high 
among women a s  among men (64.0% compared t o  25.7%). I n  shor t ,  t h e  women tend t o  
marry e a r l i e r  than t h e  men. On t h e  o the r  hand, i f  we compare t h e  two l i n e s  shoving 
the  widowed, we f i n d  t h a t  t h e  proport ions a r e  aga in  h igher  among t h e  women a t  each 
age. For example: a t  ages 35-44, t h e  percentages who a r e  widowed a r e  0.1% among 
men, 0.6% among women; a t  ages 45-54, t h e  percentages a r e  0.6% and 8.44; and by t h e  
time t h e  "65 and over" group i s  reached, f i v e  times a s  high a proport ion o f  t h e  
women a s  of t h e  men a r e  widowed (65.5% t o  12.9%). Considerat ion o f  t h e  proport ions 
never married, a s  well ,  supports  t h e  fol lowing gene ra l i za t ions :  t h e  women tend t o  
marry e a r l i e r  than  t h e  men;7/ a somewhat higher  proport ion of  t h e  men never marry; 
the men tend  t o  d i e  e a r l i e r  than  t h e  women, l eav ing  t h e  l a t t e r  more ofter.  widowed. 
Divorce without remarriage is found more o f t e n  among women than  mong  men: i n  each - - - 
succeeding age groups t h e r e  a r e  more women than men a v a i l a b l e  f o r  marriage o r  
remarriage. 

TABLE 1-11 

MARITAL STATUS BY AGE AND SEX d 
(popula t ion  15  years  of age and over)  

Age 
Sex and 15-19 20-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 years ! 

Mar i t a l  S t a t u s  Years Years Years Years Years Years & O v e r  

Male ... Married 25.7% 87.5% 92.6% 93.0% 90.0% 86.0% ... ... Widowed ... 0 . 1  0.6 2.4 12 .9  
... Divorced o r  separa ted  ... 0.5 0.4 0.7 2.4. 

Never married 99:k$ 73.9 12 .0  6.9 5.7 4.4 1.1 ... ... ... ... Not repor ted  0 .4  0 .4  0.8 

Tota l  male - $ 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% 
- # (2400) (1100) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500) ( iB00) 

Female 
Married 
Widowed 
Divorced o r  separa ted  ... 0.2 2.7 1 . 4  4.4 2.9 0 . 2  
Never married 98.9 35.8 2.5 3.8 5.6 3.4 0 .4  ... ... ... ... . . a  Not repor ted  0.4 0.9 

Tota l  female - $ 100.0% 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% l O O . O $  100.0% loo.% 
lI 

~ ~ - i i  (1400) (2400) (7200) (7300) (4700) (2500) (2200) 

Table does not  include 900 female, age "over 21", 200 male "over 21" and 
100 male, age not  repor ted .  



Distribution of l i a r i t a l  5 t a t u s  i n  E;ch Area - -- -- -- - 

I n  Table 1-12 we have shown 'cne d i s t r i b u t i o n  of aari 'cal s t a t u s  sinong persons o f  
eech sex, for each of the  survey sub-arezs, and sepa ra te ly  f o r  the  whole of the  
D i s t r i c t  and f o r  the  suburbs combined. :Is i n  the  preceding t a b l e ,  t h e  upper ha l f  pre- 
sen t s  f igu res  f o r  t h e  ;xiale, t he  lower h a l f  f o r  the  female, p a r t  of t h e  populat ion.  
Let us cc!:lpzre, f i r s t ,  the Disc r i c t  and the  suburbs. For both sexes, the  suburbs show 

higher  propor t ioc  of  i,larried persons, and l eve r  never married ( " s i n g l e " ) ,  widowed 
and d-ivorcecl. Dirferences e x i s t  tlie th ree  suburban a reas ,  but  not such as  cain 
be described i n  any genera l  fashion.  

tLWITAL STATUS BY A%3A NsID SEX 

(populat ion 15  years  of age and over)  

- -- 
Ares 

Sex and 
l l a r i t a l  S t a t u s  

-- 
D. C .  Vi rg in ia  ?<Iarylana 

11 .E . . 1 1 .  S .E. (Metro- Prince Plont- 
"lest Eas t  an6 To ta l  po l i -  Georges gonery T o t a l  

of of S.W. D.C. t a n  County County Suburbs 
Rock Rocli Area) (M.A.) ( X . A . )  
Creelr Creeli 

Male 
I . l ~ r r i e d  85.0$ 75.9; 65.9% 75 .2$ 71.5$ 85.6s 91.5$ 88 .q  88.97; 
IJidowed 1 . 0  0.8 1 .2  .. . 1 . 0  4.7 0.6 0.8 1 . 4  
Divorced o r  

separated 0.2 1.6 0.7 1.1 0.8 0.3 0.3 0.2 0 . 3  
Never imr r i ed  13.4 22.5 30.6 23.7 25.7 8.2 7.5 10.2 9 .2  
FJot repor ted  0 .4  ... 1 . 6  ... 1 . 0  1 . 2  0 . 1  * 0.2 

To ta l  n ~ z l e ,  
15 gears & over-$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0$100.0:~ 100.0$ 100.0$ 100.05 100.0$ 100.0$ 

-,;' (2500) (2500) (8700)(1500)(15,~00)(2200) (3100) (8000) (13,300) 

Fexmle 
M;rried 82.5$ 69.27; 59.4-$ 8 9 . 4 $ 6 7 , ~ $  B.4$ 90.3s 86.876 87. a$ 
Ididoved 3 .7  5.7 20.2 3.4 14.0 2.3 5 .1  3.5 3.6 
Divorced o r  

separsked 1 . 0  2.4 3.9 0 . 3  2.9 0.8 1.1 2.2 1 .7  
!?ever ]married 12.6 2 16 .3  6.9 15.8 8 .0  3.5 7.4 6.7 
Not repor ted  0.2 0.8 0.2 ... 0.3  0.5 ... 0.1 0.2 

To ta l  i'eilale, 
15  years  & over-$ 100.0$ 100.0;; 100.0$100.0$ 100.0$ 100.05 IOO.C$ 100.0:; 100.0:: 

-;:' (2600) (2500) (9800)(1300)(16,200)(2100) (2700) (7600) (12,400) 

---- 
* Less than .05$. 



The four  c i t y  a rezs  sllorr e  g r e a t e r  d i v e r s i t y .  I!orthezsi D .C . ,  '.rith i t s  hi&: 
pro20r'iioil of ~ a r r i e j  z n  r a t h e r  low progort ion of w m i r r i e d  d u l t s ,  almost reseigbles 
the subi;i.bs. I!oi-th~rest, went of rlock Creel:, has r e l v t i v e l y  hixh gropor t ions  of the  
unr,rlrrie3 of botll sexes; !<ort:?vrest, e a s t  of nccl: Crei!~, very high proport ions of 
never-nerr ied men and of widowe3 rromen; 2nd SouLhe~s-~-Sout'n~.restj a f z i r l y  :li;h pro- 
por t ion  of men never na r r i ed .  

Relat ion of Househol3 - IIe?,~bers t o  t h e  Sead of t h e  Iiousehr,ld -- -- 

INe s h a l l  have occasion, a t  var ious  poin ts  i n  t h i s  r egor t ,  t o  re;er t o  " h e ~ & s  o i  
househol3s," "inzri-ied heads of housel:olds," and so on. I t  i s  i i lportznt  f o r  us t o  
1na:ie c l e a r  whzi we nleii by these  terms. 

In terv iewers  were i n s t r u c t e d  t o  ask,  i f  tney had e s t n b l i s h e 3  t h a t  any Jewisli 
people l i v e d  i n  a  household, t h e  quest ion:  "Who i s  t h e  iiez3. of t h i s  household?" 
Then, having l i s t e d  i;l~e o.Lher nembers of the  household, tlley t ske3 :  "Pihat a r e  t h e i r  
r e l a t i o n s  t c  t h e  ilead of the  householdin Our instrucLions explsined chat  zhe "head 
of the  household i s  u sua l ly  t h e  'nmn of the  house, ' o r  'tile p ~ i n c i 2 a l  b ~ e ~ . d ~ . i i n n e r ,  ' I '  

and t h a t  i'ne he;d the re fo re  might be a  wonlzn supporting a  sic!; husband; a r e t i r e d  
mother w i t h  grown irorkiilg cili ldren; e t c .  13 2 iiousel~old cons i s t ing  of trro o r  more 
un re l a t e3  uru,larried persons of ille sane sex sliarin; 2 , d % r e l l i n ~  u n i t  a s  ~ i r t i i e r s ,  the 
person interviewed was c r b i t r a r i l y  designzted t h e  hed of Yhe household. A person 
l i v i n e  by llimself i s  the  head of ;:is housel?old. - 

Obviously, then,  not  a l l  hezds of households a r e  r d l e ,  nor a r e  t'ne:, necessa r i ly  
i l a ~ r i e d .  Tables 1-11 and 1-111, i n  t h e  Appendi::, show 'tile dis tr ibu-Lion of a l l  house- 
hold i-nerbe~s according t o  t n e i r  r e l a t i o n  t o  tlie he;d of the  h o u s e h ~ l d  .- th.tt is ,  
held; spouse (husband o r  wife of the  hezd);  ch i ld  of Vne bed; o r  o the r  rel&l;ion 
(any ofher  Jewish person i n  Cne household) .  From Table 1-11 it i s  c l e a r  t h a t  100 
men a r e  c l c s s i f i e d  z s  "spouses" - t h a t  i s ,  :lusbanl. s of feinzle heads - rrhile t h e r e  
a re  2400 fenldle ileads of households. Table 1-111 sl?or;s t h e  : r a r i i a l  s t d t u s  of per -  
soils of each se:: ~ c c o r d i n g  Lo t h e i r  r e l a t i o n  13 t : ~ e  llousehcl,i heaL. Heye i t  i s  ev i -  
dent t h a t  ..ji?ile v i r t u ~ l l y  211 inzle herds ( 0 '  a -  i i  the  bulk of  the fer.iale 
heads a r e  widowed (62.6$), 3ivoreeJ. o r  sel,;rated. (13.05) o r  never narried. (22.0;:). 

It sliouL3 21so be noted, a s  Table 1-111 ind ica t e s ,  t l ~ z t  "nezds of households" 
does not  include e l l  married persons. m e n  the  head of the  hou.sehol3 h a t  h i s  i n z r i e d  
chi ldren l i v i n g  with I l i a ,  they -?re c l a s s i f i e d  a s  "ch i ld ren , "  not  "lieads." F~bout 50 
younz ineri c lose  t o  300 young rromen Are SO l i s t e d .  



Notes - 
Like any est irrate  of a population based upon a sample, t h i s  est imate must be 
qua l i f i ed .  We may say t h a t  t h e  chances a r e  2 out  of 3 t h a t  t h e  t o t a l  Jewish 
population l i e s  wi th in  one "standard e r ro r , "  o r  6.24% of 80,900 ( t h a t  i s ,  between 
75,800 and 86,000). Estimates of t h e  populations of t h e  Jewish communities i n  
o ther  c i t i e s  c i t ed ,  which a r e  shown be1o:r i n  the footnote t o  Table 3-12 ( i n  
Chanter 3. Section B) were obtained from , the  summary by Alvin Chenkin, "Communi- 

A -, " " 

t i e s  with Jewish Populations of 100 o r  More (Estimated)," i n  American Jewish Year 
Book, Vol. 57 ( 1 9 5 0 ) ~  Morris Fine, Ed., pp. 126-130. - 
U. S. Bureau of the  Census. U. S.  Census of Population, 1950. Vol 11, 
Charac te r i s t i c s  of t h e  Population, P a r t  9, Dis t .  of Col., Chapter B, p. I X .  
Washington: U. S. Govermnent P r in t ing  Office, 1952. 

1/ Ib id .  - 
Age was determined by asking f o r  both - year of b i r t h  s a g e  a t  l a s t  b i r thday,  
and using the f i r s t  when i n  doubt. A s  may be seen it vas p r i n c i p a l l y  women who 
answered, i n  accordance with t r a d i t i o n ,  "Over 21." The proportior. n o t  repor t ing  
age a t  a l l  was somewhat higner i n i t i a l l y .  I n t e r n a l  evidence i n  the  quest ionnaire,  
such a s  da te  of a r r i v a l  i n  t h e  U .  S. o r  i n  Washington, Year of marriage, length  
of residence, e t c . ,  was used t o  c l a s s i f y  some respond en*.^ a s  "over 21" o r  
"uncier 20. " 

According t o  the  Census Bureau,". . . f o r  the  United S t i  e s  a s  a whole there  tends 
t o  be an underenumeration of . . . males between t h e  ages of 18 and 24 years." 
Op. c i t . ,  p. V I I .  Several  possible explanations f o r  t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  small  nurnber 
of 20 t o  24-year o l d  men i n  t h i s  survey may be suggested. In  t h e  f i r s t  place, 
a s  Tzble 3-2, i n  Chapter 3, Sect ion A, demonstrates, the  proportion of 15-24- 
year  o ld  males born i n  the  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia a s  contrasted t o  o the r  places i s  
much higher than t h e  corresponding f igure  f o r  females. This means t h a t  a con- 
s ide rab le  nufiber of young women have come t o  Washington, i n  t h i s  age-group, 
a t t r a c t e d ,  perhaps, by the  p o s s i b i l i t y  of government c l e r i c a l  jobs. This is one 
evident  source of the  excess of young women i n  t h e  ages 20-24. It may also b e  
t h a t  Dore Washington-born young Jewish men leave t h e  a rea  t o  f i n d  jobs than young 
women. A fu r the r  poss ib le  source of t h e  seeming def ic iency of males of t h i s  age 
may be found i n  the absence of a number of them e i t k e r  a t  col lege o r  i n  the armed 
forces .  Interviewers were ins t ruc ted  t o  obtain a coiilplete enumeration of a l l  
persons "usually" l i v i n g  i n  t h e  household. In  some ccses, e i t h e r  t h e  interviewer 
o r  the  interviewee may have f a i l e d  t o  l i s t  those away on a long-term bas is ,  a s  
i n  t h e  armed forces,  o r  v i r t u a l l y  a l l  year,  a s  a t  col lege  through a misunder- 
s tanding of the word "usually." 

I f  t h e  numbers of married men and of married woinen a r e  ca lcula ted  from the d a t a  
of  Table 1-9, they w i l l  be found not  t o  agree.  This i s  due t o  t h e  3100 Jewish 
persons married t o  Gent i les .  Since t h e  l a t t e r  a r e  not included i n  t h e  survey, the 
numbers of husbands and wives cannot balance. 

I/ This tendency i s  fu r the r  indica ted  by a comparison of t h e  ages of  the  husbands and 
wives i n  t h e  20,5130 married couples included. Ages were grouped i n  5-year i n t e r -  
v a l s .  The husband was o lder  than the  wife by one age-group (on the  average, 5 
yea r s )  i n  44.5% of t h e  cases; older  by two age-groups, 8.5%; o lde r  by more than 
two age-groups, 2.7%; i n  t h e  same age-group, 36.3$; and younger than t h e  wife, 5. j$, 
I n  2.5$ of the cases t h e  age of one o r  both was not  reported.  



CHAPTER 2 

SOME CHARACTERISTICS OF THE JEWISH POPULATION: 

EDUCATION, EMPLOM~'lENT, INCOME ANC I*lILITARY SFBVICE 

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 emplryer; 
occupation and industry; and income. .'i final brief section reports on 
military 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 
a.ttaiment of household heads in each sub-area. The last table in this 
section deals with the adolescent and young adult population (15-29 years 
old), showing not only the extent of their schooling but also the propor- 
tions attending school currently at each age level. 

In Section B, four tables show the distribution of Jewish persons 
according to their employment status - that is, whether they are currently 
"working for pay or profit" (employed), going to school, keeping house, 
unemployed, 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 Wdshington Jews by occupation and industry are 
discussed in Section C. Relations of each of theee 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 Washington area Jewish population. 



Sect ion  P 

Education 

i 

Education of  t h e  Adult Populat ion 

As Table 2-1 shows, t h e  educat ional  achievement of  Washington Jews i s  s t r i k i n g l y  
high. Such zchievement i s  t y p i c a l  of Jewish populations i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  q; it 
a l s o  r e f l e c t s  t h e  educat ional  l e v e l  of t h e  white  populat ion of t h e  'dashington a r e a  
genera l ly .  $ For t h e  "adu l t  population" we have s e l e c t e d  persons aged 25 and over, 
follorring Census Bureau procedure. By the  age of  25, most people have completed 
t h e i r  schooling.  According t o  Table 2-1, of t h e  t o t a l  (shown i n  the r ight -hana  
column), J u s t  10.0% have had no high school a t  a l l .  A t  t h e  o the r  extreme, over 
h a l f  (51.6$) have had a t  l e a s t  a year  of co l lege  (13. years  o r  more of school ing) .  
blare than  1 i n  3 (36.0s)  hEye. a col lege  degree, while  almost a ~ u a r t e r  (23.2$) have 
had some post-graduate co l lege  work. 

TABLE 2-1 

EDUCATION BY SEX 

(popula t ion  25 years  of age and over)  

Education: Sex 
Years of  School Male Female T o t a l  
Completed 

Four years  o r  l e s s  2.1% 5.5% 3.8% 
5-8 years  6.0 6.4 6 . 2  
9-11 years  7 . 9  7 2 7.5 
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*r3 
17 years  o r  more 36.0 10.3 23.2 
Not repor ted  2.9 4.2 3.6 

To ta l  populat ion 
25 years  and over - $ 1 0 0 . 0 ~  100.0% 100 . 0% 

- jj' (24,900) (24,800) (49,700) 

It should be noted he re  t h a t  t h i s  s tudy has def ined  educat ion i n  terms of  t h e  
number of years  of  schooling completed, i n  publ ic  o r  p r i v a t e  elementary, junior  
k g h  o r  high schools,  co l leges  o r  u n i v e r s i t i e s .  Attendance at t r a d e  o r  voca t ional  
schools was n o t  included. Foreign schooling was t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  equiva lent  American 
terms a s  f a r  as poss ib le .  

Education and sex. When we compare the  educat ional  achievement of men and of 
womenTstil1 i n  Table 2-1)--  a marked d i f fe rence  i s  apparent .  J u s t  about h a l f  o f  
t h e  men (49.05) have col lege  degrees, bu t  l e s s  than a qua r t e r  (22.9s)  of  the  women. 



s imi lar  proport ions of men and of vomen halie l e s s  than a high school eaucat ign (165; 
and 19.1$, r e s p e c t i v e l y ) .  More than twice a s  high a ppropcrtion of t h e  rromen (39.25 
to 16.55) have coripleted j u s t  12 years  of schooling. As a consequence of t h i s  i n -  
equalit;-  of educat ional  at tainment ,  Jewish husbands tend t? be b e t t e r  educated than 
their wives. 

Educatioil and age. A s  olle f i n d s i n  almost any populat ion,  so among 7;iashington 
Jews -- among t h e  a d u l t s ,  t h e  lower t h e  age, t h e  higher  t h e  educat ional  l e v e l  ( s e e  
Table 2-2 ) . 

TABLE 2-2 

EDUCATION BY AGE 

(populat ion 25 years  of age and over)  

Education: Age 
Years of School 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64. 65 years  "Over 21" 
Completed years  years  years  years  & over years  

Four years  o r  l e s s  O . l $  0.1$ 1.37% 11.4% 26.7$ 9.0$ 
5-8 years  0 . 2  2 . 6  6.7 22.9 21.6 0 . 4  
9-11 years  1.7 7 . 5  13 .3  11 .2  1 0 . 1  6.6 
12 years  ( ~ i g h  school)  2 6 . 3  31.5 29.4 22.2 1 5 . 3  28.2 
13-15 years  22.7 15.7 14 .0  9 . 3  3 .3  9 . 3  
16 years ( co l l ege )  16.11 1 5 . 5  11.7 6.3 2 .7  1r.0 
17 years  o r  more 30.5 26.6 21.2 11.0 3.3  21.7 
Not repor ted  2 . 1  0 .5  2 .k  5.7 16.5 20.8 

Tota l  populat ion 
25 years  and over - $ 100.0$ 100.0$ 100. 0% 100. C$ 100. C$ 100. C$ 

- ,I! (14,200) (15,600) (9800) (5000) (4000) (1100) 

Consider t h e  f i r s t  l i n e  of t h e  t a b l e  - t h i s  shorrs t h a t  the  propor t ion  rrith l e s s  
than 5 years  of schooling increases  s t e a d i l y  with age. Conversely, t h e  propor t ions  
opposite "17 years  o r  more" of schooling drop a s  age increases .  The o lder  groups in-  
clude higher  proport ion-  of foreigri born ( see  Chapter 3, Sect ion A)  and "self-made" 
business nen ( s e e  Table 2-11); t h e  younger generat ion have been a b l e  t o  ob ta in  more 
schooling. The con t ra s t  i s  sharpes t  i n  the  follorring tabula t ion ,  drawn from Table 2-2: 

Education i n  Years Age 25-34 Age 65 and Over 

8 o r  l e s s  
9-12 

13 o r  !nore 
Not repor ted  

T o t a l  100. 0% 100. 0% 

Even if a l l  those  65 o r  over :!hose educst ion r:as "not regorted" turned out  t o  have 
had 13 o r  more years  of education, t h e  s l i g h t  schooling of t h i s  group ~ rou ld  be 
markedly i n  con t ra s t  rrith t h e  education of the  younger group. 



Rela t ion  of education t o  age and sex. A more d e t a i l e d  ana lys i s  of the  r e l a t i o n s  
between education, age and sex may be obtained from e:canination of Table 2-3. 

TABLE 2-3 

EDUCATION BY AGE AND SEX 

( ~ o p u l a t i o n  25 years  and over)  

Age and Sex 
Education: 
Years of 25 -34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 years  
School years  years  years  years  & over 

- 

Completed Male Female Male Female Male Female Maie Female Male Female 

Four years  o r  l e s s  . . . 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 u.6 33.0 26.0 18.1 
9-11 years  1.1 2.3 9.5 5.2 11.0 16.0 14.2 8 .3  10.4 9.8 
12 years  

( ~ i g h s c h o o l )  10.8 41.3 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 2 13.8 6.3 12.2 3.4 3.3 
16 years  ( c o l l e g e )  13.3 19 .4  17.3 13.4 8.7 14.9 12.6 0.2 5 .4  0.5 
1 7 y e a r s o r m o r e  47.2 14 .4  38.3 13.0 34.9 6.2 19 .4  2.9 8.7 ... 
Not repor ted  1.9 2.3 0.2 0.8 2.0 2.7 7 .0  4.3 12.5 19.7 

Tota l  population 
25 years  & over-y;100.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0qb 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0$ 

-#(7000) (7200) (8300) (7300) (5100) (4700) (2500) (2500) (1800) (2200) 

Table does not  include 250 male and 900 female, age "over 21." 

Once more t h e  increase  of those with 4 years  o r  l e s s  of schooling, as age increases ,  
may be seen, bu t  we can a l s o  see t h a t  t h i s  group i s  l a r g e r  among women than among men. 
By con t ra s t ,  t he  proport ions with 17 o r  more years '  schooling increase  s t e a d i l y  a s  one 
looks from r i g h t  t o  l e f t  i n  the  t a b l e  ( i . e . ,  from older  t o  younger), e spec ia l ly  among 
t h e  men. Let  us sum up the  con t ra s t  once more, with da-ta from Table 2-3: 

Education i n  Years Age 25-34 Age 65 and Over 
Men \!omen Men - - Women - 

8 o r  l e s s  
9-12 
1 3  o r  more 85.9 53.8 17.5 3.8 
Not repor ted  1.9 2.3 12.5 19.7 

To ta l  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. O$ 

Thus a t  each age the  education of women l ags  behind t h a t  of men, 

Efiucation of Household Heads by Area 

To compare the  educat ional  l e v e l  of the  Jewish populat ions of t h e  seven a reas  i n  
t h e  survey, we have used information on heads of households only ( see  Table 2-4). 



TABLE 2 -4. 

EDUCATION BY AREA 

(~eads of households only) 

Area 
 ducati ion of Head: D.C. VA . MD . 
years of Sch071 North- N.W. N.W. Scuth-(M.A.) Prince Mont- Total 

east West East cast Georges gomery 
of of & County Couctj 

 ROC^  ROC^ ~outh- (M.A.) (M.A.) 
Creek Creek west 

6.2% ... 6.5 2.5$0.3$ 1.3% ... 3.4% 
6.2 4.5% 13.1 5.6 7.9 5.4 1.6% 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 17.2 11.6 17.7 
17.4 15.3 10.3 7.3 26.8 16.4 16.0 14.8 
24.0 10.8 12.1 13.1 11.3 13.4 10.4 12.7 
9.7 44.9 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 
households - $ 100. 0% 100.0% 100. O$ 100. 0% 100.0% l00.0$ loo.@$ 100. O$ 

/ I  - ~ - i i  (2300) (2200) (7800) (1300) (2000) (3000) (7400)(26,000) 
4 

ss than the nmber of households - 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 graduation froin college) reveals marked contrasts, which we present belori: 

Area $ of household heads 
with 17 or more years' schooling 

D.C. - N.E. 9.75 
N.W., W. of Rock Creek 44.9 
N.W., E. of Rock Creek 18.0 
S.E. & S.W. 22.3 

Va. (Metropolitan area) 41.6 
Prince Georges County 

(~etropolitan area) 39.7 
Montgomery County 

(Metropolitan area) 52.3 

Ail areas 33.9% 

Education and School Attendance of Adolescents and Young Adults 

The group whose educational achievement and current attendance is laid out in 
2-5 ranges from the 15 to 19-year-olds, some of whom have had all the schooling 
ever \rill have, through the 25 to 29-year-olds, a small proportion of whon are 

Still attending college. The table shows two sets of information for the group 



TABLE 2-5 

EDUCATIOPi AN2 PRESENT SCHOOL ATTEDTDANCE BY AGE N!D SEX 

(Population 15-29 years  of age)  

Years of 
School 

Four years  o r  l e s s  A t t .  

... 5-8 years  A t t .  1 . 1  0.31. 0.85 0.51. 
. . .  . . .  Not a t t .  0.2 ... 0 . 1  0.8$ 0.6 0.31. 

9-11 years  A t t .  44.6 52.0 47.2 ... ... ~ o t  a t t .  4 .4  . . .  2 . 8  19.6 6 .0  1 .3  0 . 8  1. 

12 years  
... ( ~ i g h  school) A t t .  25.1 9 .9  19 .7  2.4 0 .3  0 .9  

~ o t a t t .  3.8 4.7 4 . 1  18 .9  51.2 41.4 11.6 37.3 25. 

. . .  13-15 years  A t t .  5.5 18.4 10 .1  26.0 15 .2  18.5 8 .1  3. 
~ o t  a t t .  0.3 0 .8  0 . 5  6 .5  20.3 16.1 19 .2  13.3 16. 

. . .  16 years  ( co l l ege )  A t t .  ... . . .  1.9 1 . 9  1 .9  0 . 5  0 . 1  0. 
. . .  Not a t t .  . . .  . . .  12.2  6 .1  7 . 9  7 . 5  27.9 18. 

. . .  ... . . .  17 years  of more A t t .  . . .  1.8 0 . 5  5 . 9  . . .  
Not a t t .  . . .  . . .  . . .  5 . 6  0.6 2 .2  44.3 19.6 ,31. 

Not repor ted  A t t .  15 .0  13 .5  14.5 0 . 8  1 . 2  1.1 
Mot a t t .  ... 0.3  0.2 3.8 2 . 4  2 .8  

15-to 29 years  of age: education ( i n  years  of school completed) and whether o r  no t  
c u r r e n t l y  a t t end ing  school.  These a r e  presented sepa ra te ly  fo r  th ree  age groups, and 
wi th in  each of these  by sex. blhile a l l  t he  percentages i n  each column t o t a l  1 0 0 . ~ $ ,  the  
percentages shown a s  "attending" a t  each educat ional  l e v e l  a r e  shown a s  a sub- to ta l ,  and 
s i m i l a r l y  f o r  those  "not a t tending,"  j u s t  above the  column t o t a l s .  

Let us look f i r s t  at  these  sub- to ta ls .  Vie see  t h a t  
of those  aged 15  t o  ;19, over 9C$ of each sex a r e  s t i l l  going t o  school 
of those aged 20 t o  24, about a t h i r d  of the  men (33.4$) b u t  only 

18.6$ of t h e  women a r e  cu r ren t ly  a t t end ing  school  
of those  aged 25 t o  29, 14.55 of t h e  men and jus t  about none (0.4%) of 

t h e  women a r e  p resen t ly  going t o  school 



23.  

These figures represent  not  a l l  who may be t ak ing  one o r  two courses,  but  those 
whose p r i n c i p a l  a c t i v i t y  i s  a t t end ing  school.  That is ,  t h i s  i s  t h e i r  "er~p1oyt:;ent 
s t a tus , "  a s  defined i n  t h e  fol lowing s e c t i o n  of t h i s  chapter .  The f igu res  ic t h e s e  
sub- to ta ls  show once more t h a t  t h e  men ob ta in  more educat ion than  t h e  wcnen. 

Tne bulk of t h e  15- to  19-year-olds,  of course, a r e  i n  high school ,  wi th  a  few 
still f i n i s h i n g  up t h e i r  elementary schooling.  A small  propor t ion  of boys of t h i s  
age a r e  a l r eady  i n  co l lege  (5.5$), but  a  higher  propor t ion  of g i r l s  have entered  
(18.4::). About 7.4% of t h e  t o t a l  a r e  "not at tending" school --  presumably most o f  
these  have dropped out  of high school  p r i o r  t o  completing work t h e r e ,  o r  have 
ended t h e i r  schooling with a  high-school diploma. Some few a r e  "not  at tending" due 
t o  phys ica l  o r  mental a i lments  o r  o t h e r  causes.  Of t h e  group whose educat ion was 
"not repor ted ,"  most were apparent ly  a t t end ing  school  i n  t h e  grade appropr ia te  t o  
t h e i r  age. 

Among t h e  20 t o  24-year-olds,  two observat ions s tand ou t :  f i r s t ,  t h a t  almost 
a11 those  of  e i t h e r  sex s t i l l  a t t end ing  school  have completed 13-15 years  -- i . e . ,  
a l l  bu t  t h e  l a s t  year  of co l lege ;  and two, t h a t  over  h a l f  of t h e  women have had 
12 years ( i ,  a high school educat ion)  and a r e  no longer  a t t end ing .  

Amoilg t h e  25 t o  29-year group, t h e  w.en s t i l l  a t t e n d i n g  include almost equal  
p r o ~ n r t i o n s  with 13-15 years  (8.15) and with 17 o r  more years  (5.9%) of  schooling - 
t h a t  i s ,  completing ulldergraduate co l lege  courses o r  working toward graduate 
(probably p r o f e s s i o n a l )  degrees. Comparison of  t h e  womell of  t h i s  age and ages 20-24, 
inc identa l ly ,  shows a lower propor t ion  i n  t h i s  o lder  group who have stopped a t  t h e  
end of high school.  



Sect ion  E 

Employment S t a t u s  and Class of Employer 

Employment S t a t u s  

The term "employment s t a t u s "  r e f e r s  t o  t h e  way i n  which a person c h i e f l y  
"spends h i s  time." It T,ras a sce r t a ined  by asking, f o r  each person i n  
each household: " A t  present ,  i s  he working f o r  pay o r  pr: 'f i t ,  keeping house, going 
t o  school,  o r  what?" The answers t o  t h i s  quest ion were c l a s s i f i e d  a s  shown i n  
Table 2-6. Let  us take  a fe\r moments t o  exp la in  what t hese  terms mean, r e l y i n g  on 
Census Bureau d e f i n i t i o n s  i n  p a r t .  

TABLE 2-6 

EPPLOWlENT STATUS BY SEX 

(Populat ion 14  years  of  age and over)  

Sex 
Employment S t a t u s  Male Female T o t a l  

I n  l abor  fo rce  
C i v i l i a n  

Working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t  77.1% 27.9% 52.5% 
Unemployed 1.7 0 .9  

* 0 . 9  
M i l i t a r y :  i n  armed forces  4.7 2 .4  

Sub- to ta l ,  i n  l abor  force  (83.5) (28.8)  (55 .8)  

Not i n  l abor  fo rce  
Keeping hou.se . . . 60.4 30.6 
Going t o  school  12.5 7.6 10 .0  
Re t i r e d  3 . 1  2.0 2.5 
Other ic 0.4 0 . 2  

Sub- to ta l ,  not  i n  l abor  fo rce  (15.6)  (70.4) (43 .3)  

Not repor ted  0 .9  0.8 0.9 

To ta l  population, 
14 years  of age and over - 75 100.0% 100. 0$ 100.0$ 

- ii! (29,200) (29,100) (58,200) 

* Less than .05$ 

Over h a l f  (52.5$) of t h e  58,200 persons aged 14  and over a r e  shotm as "r.rorking 
f o r  pay o r  p r o l i t , "  o r  employed. This includes those  working f o r  o the r s ,  working 
f o r  themselves, o r  working a s  unpaid employees i n  family-operated businesses (e.g., 
t h e  v i f e  of a s tore-keeper  who rrorks i n  the  s t o r e  with her 'husband).  Within t h i s  
group a r e  those  who were a t  work a t  t h e  time of t h e  survey, and those  vho had jobs 
bu t  rrere t e ~ n p o r a r i l y  not  rrorking - f o r  example, on vacat ion,  ill, and so on. 
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Less than 1$ of t h e  t o t a l  rrere unemployed - t h a t  i s ,  d i d  not  have jobs but  were 
ac t ive ly  seeking work. 

Meilbers of t h e  armed forces  on a c t i v e  duty  co~ilprised 2.4% of  t h e  t o t a l .  

The labor  force  i s  composed of  t h e  t h r e e  groups above: the  employed and t h e  
who together  make up t h e  c i v i l i a n  labor  force,  p lus  those  who a r e  

cu r ren t ly  i n  t h e  armed fo rces .  A s  Tuble 2-6 shows, 55.86 of t h e  t o t a l  l o c a l  Jewish 
population were i n  t h e  l abor  fo rce .  

Those not  i n  t h e  l abor  fo rce  include women who were pr imar i ly  occupied with 
t h e i r  own home housework (.30.6% of  t h e  t o t a l ) ,  s tudents  who were pr imar i ly  occupied -.- - . - 
with a t t end ing  school (10.0$), '  r e t i r e d  persons (2.5%) and a very  s inal l  
(0.2$) of "others ."  I n  t h e  l a t t e r  category are unmarried young women who, having 
coillpleted t h e i r  schooling, were not seeking work; o lde r  women l i v i n g  with t h e i r  
married chi ldren ,  formerly "keeping house" and now v o l u n t a r i l y  i d l e ;  persons a t  
present i n  i n s t i t u t i o n s ,  and some o t h e r s .  

Relation of Sex and Age t o  Employment S t a t u s  

The two sexes,  of  course, show marked d i f f e rences  i n  t h e i r  employment s t a t u s  
(see Tdble 2-6) .  Of t h e  men, 83.5$ a r e  i n  t h e  l abor  force,  b u t  only  28.8% of  t h e  
women. The l a t t e r  f igu re  i s  considerably lower than t h e  1950 Census r e p o r t  f o r  t h e  
t o t a l  white populat ion.  The males i n  the  l abor  fo rce  a l s o  include 4.7$ on a c t i v e  
service i n  the  armed forces ,  and a proport ion of  unemployment about twice a s  high 
as among t h e  women. 

Among those not  i n  t h e  l abor  force ,  t h e  l a r g e s t  segment i s  t h e  60.4$ of the  
women engaged i n  housekeeping. Since we observed previously t h a t  men r ece ive  more 
education than  women, it i s  t o  be expected t h a t  a higher  propor t ion  o f  males than of 
females over 14  a r e  repor ted  a s  going t o  school  (12.5 t o  7.6%). The s l i g h t l y  h igher  
proportion of men than of  women show. a s  " r e t i r e d "  (3 .1  t o  2.@) r e f l e c t s  once more 
the g rea t e r  percentage of  men who work (outside t h e  home). 

Table 2-7 permits  us t o  examine the  " l i f e  h i s t o r y , "  occupat ional ly  speaking, of 
men and of women. Considering f irst  t h e  men: i n  t h e  l h - l g - ~ e a r  group, t h e  bulk 
(91.8%) a r e  s t i l l  i n  school,  a small  propor t ion  (4;k$) a r e  a l ready working; a smaller  
number s t i l l  (2.4%) a r e  i n  t h e  armed forces .  Betveen 20 and 24 years ,  almost a t h i r d  
(32.4%) a r e  going t o  school,  bu t  more (39.%) a r e  i i ~  the  armed se rv ices  and over a 
quarter (26.2%) a r e  working. From age 25 through age 64 almost a l l  a r e  working, 
although some of t h e  younger men a r e  s t i l l  completing t h e i r  educat ion o r  m i l i t a r y  
service, and i n  t h e  o lde r  group unemployment and re t i rement  a r e  increas ing .  Hardly 
more than ha l f  of those 65 and over (55.15) a r e  s t i l l  working, while three-e ighths  
(3'1'-0%) a r e  r e t i r e d .  

Tke p a t t e r n  fo r  women, of course, d i f f e r s  sorne~~hat .  Housekeeping i s  t h e  ch ief  
Status i n  a l l  ages above 20, except i n  t h e  45 t o  5 4 - ~ e a r - o l d  group. A h igher  propor- 
t ion  a re  working, a t  t h i s  age, t han  a t  any o t h e r .  Two p o s s i b i l i t i e s  suggest  them- 
selves: f i r s - t ,  t h a t  t h i s  represents  a cons i s t en t  p a t t e r n  i n  which women whose fan l i l ies  
are OOmpleted ( t h a t  is, whose ch i ld ren  a r e  &rown) tend  t o  seek einployrnent ou t s ide  the  

A second p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  t h a t  t h e  women i n  t h i s  age group, f o r  s p e c i f i c  reasons 
"Ot  immediately apparent,  have been working i n  g r e a t e r  proport ions than  those  o l d e r  
Or Younger than themselves, more o r  l e s s  a l l  o f  t h e i r  a d u l t  l i v e s .  



TABLE 2-7 

DIPLOYblENT STATUS BY AGE AID SM 
El 

( ~ o p u l a t i o n  1 4  years  of  age and over)  

Employxent S t a t u s  -- Age 

by Sex 14-19 20-24 2 35-114 45-54 55-64 6 5 y e a r s  
years  years years  gears  years  yea r s  & o v e r  

a l e  
\,lorking f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t  
Unemployed 
I n  armed forces  

Sub-total ,  i n  l abor  fo rce  

Going t o  school 
Re t i r ed  
Other 

Sub- to ta l ,  no t  in 1 - 
fo rce  

Not r epor t ed  

To l a1  r1!ale, 14  yrs.  & over - $ 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.O$ 100.05 100. C$ 100.0$ 
- (3100) (1100) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500) (1800) 

Female 
Working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t  
Unernployei 
I n  armed fo rces  

Sub- to ta l ,  i n  l abor  fo rce  
Keeping house 
Going t o  school  1 

R e t i r e d  
Other 

Sub- to ta l ,  not  i n  l abor  
fo rce  

Not repor ted  

Tot31 female, 
1 4  yea r s  and over - '' '; l00.0$ 100.og l00.0$ 100.0$ 100.05 100.0$ 100.cg 

- tt (1900) (2400) (7200) (7300) (11700) (2500) (2200) 

* Less than  .05$ 
Table does noi  include 200 n a l e  and 903 fei~mle,  age over 21. 

The o the r  age a t  :rhich a r e l a t i v e l y  high proport ion of  women a r e  "rrorking f o r  
pay o r  p r o f i t "  is from 20 t o  24 - t h a t  i s ,  while  a number of them a r e  wai t ing  t o  marry 
and. r e t i r e  from t h e  l abor  force  t o  keeping house. It i s  a t  t h i s  age, too,  t h a t  unem- 
ploynent among women i s  h ighes t  . 
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c lass  of  Zm~ployer 

of t h e  30,500 Jewish persons i n  t h e  !7ashington a r e a  who a r e  a t  present  working 
for pay o r  p r o f i t ,  s l i g h t l y  over a  t h i r d  (36.8;:) work f o r  t h e  goverment, about t h e  
salne proport ion (35.95) work f o r  p r i v a t e  employers and a l n o s t  a  qua r t e r  a r e  s e l f -  
employed ( s e e  Table 2-8) .  Twice a s  high a  proport ion of  men a s  of woinen a r e  s e l f -  
employed (27.7 and 13.6$), while  h igher  percentages of women than of Inen a r e  i n  both 
government and p r i v a t e  employment. 

TABLE 2-8 

CLASS OF EIJPLOYER BY SEX 

( ~ o p u l a t i o n  1 4  yea r s  of age and over, 
working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t )  

Sex 
Class  of Emplsyer 

Male Fernale T o t a l  

Government 34.85 42.0s 36.876 
Self-employed 27.7 13 .6  23.7 
P r iva te  e n t e r p r i s e  33.9 42.0 35.9 
~ o t  repor ted  3.6 2.4 3.6 

T o t a l  population, 
1 4  yea r s  and over 
working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t  - $ l00.0$ 100.0$; 100. G$ 

.I[ - i i ~  ( 22,400) (81.00) ( 30,500) 

The groups x:ho a r e  eaployed by p r i v a t e  businesses,  by government and by them- 
i f f e r  i n  aye, a s  Table 2-9 sho~rs.  Fur t h e  men, Tre can see t h a t  t h e  youngest 
under 25)  a r e  almost a l l  working f o r  p r i v a t e  e n t e r p r i s e s ,  while  t h e  ssme 
y-ei1iployed group shoris t h e  h ighes t  propor t ion  aged 65 and over .  These 

f i W r f s  suggest t h a t  rneil may e n t e r  governmeilt s e rv ice  l a t e r  t han  p r i v a t e  bus iness ,  
and begin t h e i r  orrn business  o r  p ro fes s iona l  e n t e r p r i s e s ,  i f  a t  a l l ,  even l a t e r  i n  
l i f e .  D i i f e re rces  i n  t h e  propor t ions  of men over 115 irorking f o r  t h e  government, f o r  
themselves o r  f o r  o the r  employers m y  be i n t e r p r e t e d  i n  var ious  ways. The sr.daller 
proPortsi3us of o l d e r  iileii i n  government s e r v i c e  may po in t  t o  r e l a t i v e l y  e a r l y  r e t i r e -  - 
ment; t o  a  s h i f t  froil goverment  t o  self-employment; o r  t o  t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  t h a t  rmst 
Of the Jews i n  government, da t ing  fi-om New Deal days o r  s ince ,  a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  yoUi;i;. 

For women t h e  p i c t u r e  i s  s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t .  The goverilmeilt i s  t h e  p r i n c i p c l  
of t h e  younger tiomen, and a l s o  seems t o  hold  a  h igher  proportio!l o f  i t s  

rrployees ikan of i t s  male through age 55. It may be t h a t  womec a r e  l e s s  
likely than ?lei? t o  leave  governnent t o  e s t a b l i s h  t h e i r  o ~ ~ u  e n t e r p r i s e s .  The s e l f -  

wot!leil a r e  sooewhat o l d e r  than s e l f  -erflployed men. The sarfle corlparison 
among t h e  privately-employed. 



CLASS OF W L O Y E R  BY AGE APE SEX 

(population 14 years of age and over, 
working fo r  pay or  p r o f i t )  

Age and Sex 
Class of Employer 

Govern- Se l f  - Pr iva te  
ment employed en te rp r i se  Total  

Male 
14-19 years 
20-24 years 
25-34 years 
35-44 years 
45-54 years 
55-64 years 
65 years and over 
"Over 21" years 

To ta l  male, 1 4  y r s .  & over 
working f o r  pay or  100.0$ 100. O$ 100.0% lO0.0$ 

-,Y (7800) (6200) (7600) d ( 2 2 , b o o )  

Female 
14-19 years 
20-24 years 
25-34 years 
35-44 years  
45-54 years 
55-64 years  
65 years and over 
"Over 21" years  

To ta l  female, 14  yrs .  & over 
working f o r  pay o r  p:-ofit-:: 100.0$ 100. O$ lO0.0$ 100. O$ 

- (3400) (1100) (3400) 21(8100) 

- - - 

a/ Includes 800 eases - employer not reported - not  shown i n  t a b l e .  - 

b/ Includes 200 eases - employer not  reported - not shown i n  t ab le .  - 



Section C 

Occupation and Industry 

occupational Distribution 

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

TABLE 2-10 

OCCUPATION BY SEX 

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

Sex 
Nale Female Total 

Accountants and auditors 2.6$ 0.3$ 2-05 
Engineers and architects 5.3 ... 3.9 

:. Lawders and judges .~ 7.6  0.7 5.8 
Medical professions 2.8 2.5 - .7 
Natural scientists 4.5 2.4 3.9 
: ocial scientists 5.5 1.4 4.4 
Teachers 0.5 3.2 1.2 
Other professional and technical 9.1 4.6 7.9 

Sub-total, professional and technical (37.9) (15.1) (31.8) 
Managers, officials and proprietors 24.5 7.8 20.1 
Bookkeepers 1.7 1.8 1.4 
Secretaries, stenographers and typists 0.1 33.9 9.1 
Other clerical 5.5 14.2 7.8 

Sub-total, clerical workers (6.8) (49.9) (18.3) 
Insurance agents and brckers 0.6 2.3 1.0 
Real estate agents and brokers 1.1 1.5 1.2 
Other salesmen and sales clerks 12.3 6.1 10.7 

Sub-total sales workers (14.0) (9.9) (12.9) 
Printing craftsmeil 3.4 . . . 2.5 
Other craftsmen, foremen, etc . 4.1 0.7 3.2 

Sub-total, craftsmen, foremen, etc. ("skilled" ) (7.5) (0.7) (5.7) 
Operatives, apprei~: j ce s, etc . ("~emiskilled" ) 0.9 1.6 1.0 
Service workers ("~emiskilled") 1.2 6.2 2.5 
Laborers ("~nskilled" ) * 0-2 0.1 
Not reported 7.7 8.6 7.6 

Total, 14 years of age and over 
working for yay or profit - $ l00.0$ l00.0$ 100. C$ 

- if (22,400) (8100) (30,500) 

* Less than ,057; 



Swmarizing Table 2-10, we learn that of this group: 

31.8$ are in professional and technical occupations. 
20.15 are managers, officials or proprietors 
31.$ are clerical or sales workers 
9.3% are manual workers 
7.674 are in the "occupation not reported" category 

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

A more detailed break-down of the occupation distribution, separately for each 
sex as well as for both sexes combined, is presented in Table 2-10. As might be 
anticipated, it is the men who are concentrated in the owner-manager-professional 
group, while the women are found chiefly in clerical jobs. While the meaning of most 
of these occu~ational titles is self-evident, a few words of additional explanation 
will be found in a note at the end of this chapter. - 101 

Table 2-11 shows the occupational distribution for each sex in four age groups: 
under 35; 35-44; 45-54; and 55 and over. In general, the proportion of professionals 
is higher in the younger (and better-educated) groups, lower among the older. Most 
of the variations from one age group to the next do not fit any particular pattern, 
suzgesting that many factors influence the distributions shown. 

TABLE 2-11 

OCCUPATION BY AGE AND SEX 

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

Sex and Occupation 
Under 35-44 45-54 55 years 
35 years years years and over Total 

Male 
Professional & technical workers 45.2% 38.879 32.4% 27.5% 37.8$ 
Managers, 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 11.4 9.7 5.9 12.1 9.7 
Not reported 4.1 11.3 7.8 2.2 7.2 

Total male, 14 years & over 
working for pay or profit - $ 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. G$ - # (6500) (8000) (4700) (3100) (22,400)9 

- -- - . - - - - - -- - 
Female 

Professional & technical workers 15.97; 28.05 8.5% - ?+I 15.1% 
Managers, officials & proprietors 1.1 7.1. 12.5 - &I 7.8 
Clerical & sales workers 61.9 55.5 68.7 - a/ 59.9 
Manual workers 14.9 1.3 7 .6  a 1 8.6 
Not reported 6.2 8.1 2 ~7 2 8.6 

Total female, 14 years & over 
working for pay or profit - $- 100. C$ 100. C$ 100. 0% IC, . c?;: 100. O$ 

- # (2700) (2100) (2300) ( Z C O )  (8100)d 

a/ Too few cases to show detail 

E/ Includes 100 cases "over 21" not shorm in table 
c '  Includes 200 cases "over 21" not shorm in table 
_I 



 lati ti on between Occupation and Class of Employer - 
The class of employer for ~ h o n  each occupation is practised is shown in 

Table 2-12. It will be seen that over half of the professional and clerical workers 
are goverment employees (respectively 56.4 an: 57.0%) as are the greater gart of the 
skilled craftsmen (43.2%) and those with occupations not reported (49.5%). Over 213 
of the  man,^ 2 ~ 6 ,  officials and proprietors (68.0%) are self-employed. Most of the 
sales workers (81.35) and of the semi-skilled and unskilled operatives, service 
workers and laborers (88.9%) are in private in6.ustry. 

TABLE 2-12 

CLASS OF EINPLOYER BY OCCUPATION 

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

A 

Profes- Maria- Crafts- Opera- 
Class of sional ger,, men, tives, Not 

Employer & tech- offi- Cleri- fore- service re- 
nical cials cal Sales men, ;-orkers, ported Total 
workers & pro- workers workers etc. laborers 

prie- 
tors 

Government 56.4% 7.7s 5 7 . @  4 43.2% 3.9$ 49.5$ 36.8$ 
Self -employed 21 .O 68.0 0.6 13.7 19.0 6.8 2.1 23.7 
Private enterprise 19.9 23.9 42.0 81.3 37.8 88.9 16.0 35.9 
Not reported 2.7 0.4 0.4 0.9 . . . 0.4 32.4 3.6 

Total population, 4'3 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.04'3 100.0% 100.0'$ 100.0% 100.0% 
14 years & over, 
working for pay # 700) (6100) (5600) (3900) (1800) (1100) (2300) (30,500) 
or profit 

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 trade (34.6$); business, repair or per- 
sonal services (13.2%); or medical, legal, welfare or related services (16.9$). The 
industries grouped under the headings are described in the footnotes to the table. 
In this and the following tvo 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. It 
thus becomes clear that the organizations and businesses grouped under "medical, 
legal, welfare and related services" employ the largest shares of professional 
workers (54.4%) 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 wholesale trade (18.8%) and finance, insurance and 
real estate offices (16.35). Retail trade accounts for over half the managers and 
Proprietors (54. s!) and two-thirds of the sales workers (65.2%). Craftsmen are n~ostly 
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. 



TABLE 2-13 

DIDUSTRY I N  WHICH EPIPLOYED 

(Populat ion 14  years  of  age and over, working f o r  pay o r  ' p ro f i t )  d 

Indus t ry  Percent 

Construct ion 4.9$ 
Manufacturing 5.5 
Glholesale t r a d e  8.1 
- ' . e t a i l  t r a d e  4 34.8 
Finance, insurance & r e a l  e s t a t e  8.1 
Business,  r e p a i r  & personal  s e rv ices  d 13.2 
Entertainment & r e c r e a t i o n  serv ices  3.0 
Medical, l e g a l ,  wel fare  & r e l a t e d  

se rv ices  eJ 16.9 
Other 1.8 
Not repor ted  3.7 

To ta l  d - % 
- # 

Table excludes goverm~ent  employees 

Includes bakery, beverage and o t h e r  food p lan t s ,  metal f a b r i c a t i o n ,  
p r i n t i n g  and publishing,  e t c .  

Includes r e t a i l  s t o r e s  genera l ly  ( e  . g., c lo th ing ,  department, drug, 
f u r n i t u r e ,  grocery, hardware, jewelry, l i q u o r  s t o r e s ) ,  au to  dea le r s ,  
gasol ine se rv ice  s t a t i o n s ,  r e s t au ran t s ,  e t c .  

Includes accounting, a d v e r t i s i n g  and o t h e r  business  se rv ices ;  a u t o  
r e p a i r  shops, garages and o the r  r e p a i r  s e rv ices ;  h o t e l s ,  rooming houses, 
laundry, c leaning,  dyeing, and other  personal  s e r v i c e s .  

Includes medical p rac t i ce ,  h o s p i t a l s ,  law f irms,  p r i v a t e  schools ,  
non-prof i t  o rganiza t ions ,  e t c .  

Includes a g r i c u l t u r e ,  f o r e s t r y  and f i s h e r i e s ;  mining; t r anspor t a t ion ,  
telephone, te legraph and o the r  publ ic  u t i l i t i e s ;  and domestic s e r v i c e .  



I 
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TABU 2-14 

INDUSTRY BY OCCUPATION 1 

(population 14 years of age and over, working for pay or profit) d ! 

Occupation 
I 

Managers, Opera- 
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% 7.2% 0.6$ 0.7% 19.1$ 1.4% 1 
Manufacturing 5.8 1.1 2.9 2.3 32.2 2.6 
Wholesale trade 0.2 10.4 18.8 7.3 ... 9.4 
Retail trade 5.0 54.9 7.7 65.2 14.7 21.0 
Finance, insurance & real estate 3.4 2.1 16.3 21.8 . . . 2.6 
Ensiness, repair and 
personal services 13.3 13.0 8.1 1.1 31.8 53.6 

Entertainment and recreation 
2.6 6.4 0.2 0.4 

! I 

services ... ... I 
I 

Medical, legal, welfare and i 

related services 54.4 0.7 36.2 0.1 ... ... 
2.1 1.1 4.0 . . . 2.2 6.8 

Not reported 7.2 3.1 5.2 1.1 ... 2.6 i 
- 100.og 100. 0g l00.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0g 
- (4000) (5600) (2400) (3700) (1000) (1100) 

ddes government employees and 500 cases, occupation not reported. 

F, lescription of the industries in these groups see footnotes b/ - f/ in 
T Le 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 princisal industries are retail 
trade; business, repair and personal services; and medical, legal, welfare 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 wcren are largely in clerical, 
the men in professional roles, in this industry. 

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

Among both sexes, the self-employed include fewer persons in manufactul 
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 



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 vork for them. 

TABLE 2-15 

INDUSTRY BY SEX AND CLASS OF EMPLOYER 

(Population 14 years of age and over, working for pay or profit) 3' 

Male Female 
Industry bJ Class of Employer Class 01 Employer 

Self - Private Self- Private 
einployed enter- Tutal employed enter- Total 

prise prise 

CcLis?;ruct ion 
Manufacturing 
Wholesale trade 
Retail trade 
Finance, insurance, & real estate 
Business, repair & personal 
services 

Entertainment & recreation 
services 

Medical, legal, welfare & 
related services 

Other 
Not reported 

4 Tzble excludes government employees and 1000 cases, class of employer not reported. 

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



Section D 

Family Income 

Distribution of Incomes 

Along with age, income is a "sensitive" topic for inquiry in surveys. As 
~ ~ b l e  2-16 shows, income was not reported for over 15% of the survey population. 
 his was in part due to refusal to reply; in part due to ~o::l:;si3n on the part of 
interviewees (some, for example, said that they had "no income"); in part due to 
the reluctance of the volunteer interviewers to ask about income. g,' 

TABU 2-16 

FAMILY INCOME 

F;mily Income Percent of 
Families 

'Jnder $2,000 1.8% 
$2000-2999 1.1 
3000-3999 2,8 
4000-4999 8.3 
5000-6999 16.4 
7000-9999 28.6 

l0,ooo-14, 999 17.1 
1 5 9  000-24, 999 5 -8 
25,000 and over 2.9 
Not reported 15.2 

Total families - $ 100.0% - # (27,200) 

It is probable thatpour 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, 
etc.). In general, it is assumed that income is underestimated here, as in surveys 
generally and as Census Bureau experience would suggest. Q/ 

T~ble 2-16, then, shows about one-quarter of the families with total annual 
incomes reported at $10,000 or over (25.8%). Slightly over one-quarter, in addition, 

incomes of $7,000 - 9,999 annually (28.6%). At the other extreme, 5.7% 
Of the families were reported having total annual incomes under $4,000. Evidence 
in the following tables suggests that most of the unreported incomes were relatively 



Family Income by Area 

Table 2-17 shows the distribution of incomes in the seven sub-areas. The most 
sali.ent fact is probably this: over half (51.6$) of tine reported incomes in Northwest 
D. C., west of Rock Creek, were $10,000 or over, with an additional 21.4% not re- 
porting. By contrast, nearly half the incomes in Southeast and Southwest D. C. were 
reported as under $5000 (47.65)) 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 : 

Area - 

Montgomery County(~etropolitan area) 
D.C. - N.W., West of Rock Creek 
Virginia (Metropolitan area) 
Prince Georges County (~etropolitan area) 
D.C. - Northeast 
D.C. - N.W., East of Rock Creek 
D.C. - Southeast & Southwest 

T ~ L E  2-17 

FAMILY INCOME BY AREA 

$ of Incomes Report 
$7,000 or Over 

D. C. VA . MD . 
North- North- North- South- ( ~ J . A .  ) Prince Mont- 

Family Income east west- west- east Georges gomery 
West East & County County 
o f of south (M.A.) (M.A.) 

Rock Rock 3fest 
Creek Creek 

Under $4000 5.3% 3.2% 10.9% 8 . 2  1 7.4$ 1.3$ 
$4000-4999 11.4 4.8 13.0 39.4 5.3 4.3 0.7 
$5000-6999 30.3 7.1 12.1 10.2 9.6 30.0 17.3 
$7000-9999 31.6 11.9 16.8 27.5 32.8 42.3 38.7 
$10,000-14,ggg 10.7 26.3 19.8 11.8 23.3 7.4 16.2 
$15,000 and over 5.0 25.3 8.4 0.3 4.1 1.1 10.7 
Not reported 5.7 2 1  19.0 2.6 23.0 7.5 15.1 

Total families - $ 100. 0% 100.0% 100.0% 100. O$ 100.0% 100.0% 100. O$ 
.I1 - 11- (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600) 

Family Incone and Occupation of Househcld Bead 

Family incor-c differs according to the occupation of the head of the household, a 
Table 2-18 shows. About one-third of the families whose heads are in the professions, 
or are managers, officials or proprietors report total incoines of $10,000 or over 
(35.5% and 35.1'$, respectively). Families of clerical workers, sales workers and 
manual workers follow with 21.2$, 20.5% and 7.1%, respectively, at this income level. 



37. 

TABL,Z 2-16 

FNLIILY INCOME BY OCCUPATION OF H E W  OF HOUSEHOLD 

(Famil ies  i n  which head of householc i s  working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t )  

Occupation of Head 
Profess ional  Managers, C le r i -  Not 

and o f f i c i a l s  c a l  Sa les  Flanual re- 
Family Income t echn ica l  & propr ie-  workers workers workers ported Tota l  

t o r s  

0.4$ 2,.d% 5,.9$ 3.574 6.6$ 1 . 3  2.5$ 
2 .3  6 .0  28.3 9.6 14.3 0.7 7.3 

22.1 14.8 18.1 19.8 20,J+ 7.8 18.5 
34.6 26.1 23.8 26.6 40.2 49.0 31.9 
22.9 21.8 21.0 10.8 5.6 12 .9  18.6 
12.6 13.3 0 .2  9.7 1 . 5  7.6 10.0 
5 1 15.2 2.7 20.0 11.4 20.7 11.2 

Total  f ami l i e s  - $ 100.0% 100. 0$ 100.0% 100.0% l O O . O $  100. C$ 100.0% 
with head working - ;j/ (8400) (5500) (1800) (3200) (1900) (1500)(22,300) 

Family Income and Class of En~ployer of Household Head 

Inco12e %?so d i f f e r s  according t o  the  c l a s s  of employer f o r  whom the  head of t h e  
houseliold wc ( s e e  Table 2-19). The higher  family incomes a r e  among the  s e l f -  
employed, of ~ium 26.9;; have incomes of $15,000 o r  over,  and 14.3% have incomes o f  
$10 - .L 300. More of t h e  lower incomes a r e  among those employed by p r i v a t e  enter- 
pr ise:  14.3% of these  earn  l e s s  than $5000, a higher  proport ion than i n  e i t k r  of 
the o t h e ~  tv? groups. Government employees' family incomes f a l l  between t k e  o the r  

e whole than those of the  p r i v a t e l y  employed, no t  near;y so high 
as those of the  self-employed. 

TABU 2-19 

FAMILY INCO?.IE. BY CLASS OF EMPLOYER OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

a /  ( ~ a m i l i e s  i n  which head of household i s  working f o r  pay o r  p r o f i t ) -  

Class of Employer of Head o f  Household 
Family Income Se l f -  P r iva te  

Government employed e n t e r p r i s e  

1.5% 2.7% 3.8$ 
5 . 4 6.7 10.5 

23.7 13.8 17.5 
41.7 18.1 33.0 
22.7 14.3 17.6 
1.8 26.9 4.6 

Rot repor ted  3 .2  17.5 13.0 

To ta l  f ami l i e s  with 
head working - ( 1  19 loo.@ 100.0;: 100. O$ 

. . - 71- (7900) ( 6100) (7400) 

a/ Table does n r t  include 900 cases, c l a s s  of emplayer not reported.  



Section E 

Military Service 

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

"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 of these are women. The rem$ining 
13,400 are exactly 50.0% of the total Jewish men of their age. The distribution of 
these men by age is shown in Table 2-20. 

The proportion of the 19 to ~ b - ~ e a r  group who have had military service with 
U. S. forces is 37.9%; in the 25-34 year group, G I C r  85%; at succeedirg ages the 
proportions drop off irregularly, reflecting the demands for military servlce maae 
on successive generations by the incidence of wars. 

TABLE 2-20 

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

Age 
Service in 19-24 25:34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 years Total 
Armed Forces years years years years years and over 
of United States? 

Yes 
No 
Not reported 

Total males - $ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% l00.0$ l00.0$ l00.0$ l00.0$ 
19 years and over - ,;i (1900) (7000) (8300) (5100) (2500) (1800) (26,800): - 
Includes 200 cases, age "over 21" not shown in table. 



Notes - 

~ l l  tables in Sections A, B, C and E, vhich 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 ' herican Jewish Year Book, Vol. 56 (1955), Ed. by Norris Fine, pp. 20-30, passim. 
See for 1950 educational level of Washington area population: U. S. Bureau of 
the Census. U. S. Census of Population: 1950. Vol. 11. Characteristics of the 
population, Part 9, District of Columbia, Chapter B, T-ble 20 (pages 9-15 and 
9-16). Washington: U. S. Government Printing Office, 1952. 

4/ Among the 20,500 married couples, 47.G$ of the husbands had inore education, 
33.4$ had the same amount of education and 15.3$ had less education than their 
wives. In the remaining 4.3$ of tne cases, education of husband, wife or both 
was not reported. 

Op.cit., p. X. 

Each person 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 jobs in this area. 

I/ Op. cit., Chapter B, Tables 25-27, PP. 9-17 and 9-18; Cha~ter <,Tables 66, 
m 6  and 9-47. 

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

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

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 an administrative 
job in a government agency was classified &Tong "managers, 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 a 
proprietor rather than a pharmacist. This conforms to Bureau of Census occupa- 
tional :c,lilg,. procedures, as do most other decisions made in this connection. 
An exception is our category of "medical professions," which includes, in addi- 
tion to physicians and surgeons, such specialized fields as dentistry, osteopathy, 
podiatry, chiropractice and optometry. "Natural scientists'' includes "mathe- 
maticians"; "social scientists"inc1udes 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, electricians, mechanics, painters, plumbers, radio and TV repairmen, 
tailors, etc. "Operatives" includes deliverpnen; dressmakers; bus, taxi and 
truck drivers; etc. "Service workers" includes beauticians, policemen, waiters 
and waitresses, etc. For further details see Bureau of Census, op. cit., p. XII. 



The apparent ly  anornalous 4.1% o r  s a l e s  ~ ro rke r s  who a r e  employed by Goverlment 
do have jobs i n  ~ r h i c h  they exe rc i se  a  s a l e s  funct ion;  e .  . s e l l i n g  governnent 
pub l i ca t ions .  

I n  t h e  Supplerrient on ilethods t h e r e  i s  a  more extended d iscuss ion  of  t h i s  
problem, which co,,~pares t h e  ex ten t  of non-response t o  t h e  quest ion on income 
repor ted  by the  volunteer  and by the  profess ional  in te rv iewers .  I n  &enera1 
t h e  l a t t e r  conducted 2/3 of the  i n t e r v i e w ,  the  former were t h e  source of  2/3 
of t h e  "not  reported" incomes. 

12/ See Bureau of  t h e  Census, op. c i t . ,  p. X I V .  



CHAPYE8 3 

RESIDENTIAL NOBILITY: PLAC3 OF BIRTH, PREVIOUS RESIDENCE, 

PRESENT HOI'!IE OCCUPAIdC!!, Fki4ILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE 

The f i v e  sec t ions  of t h i s  chapter  a r e  conceriled with v-ricrs a snec t s  of 
the movement of  t h e  Jewish populat ion of t h e  Clashington a r e a :  from abroad t o  
+.he United S t a t e s ;  from elsewhere i n t o  Washington and i t s  environs;  froln one 

of t h e  Metropoli tan a rea  t o  another .  The chapter dea l s  not  only wi th  t h e  
past, but  a l s o  with t h e  probable d i r e c t i o n  of  fu tu re  movement. 

Sec t ion  A d iscusses  ? lace  of  b i r t h ,  o r  n a t i v i t y  - rrhere Washington's 
present Jewish population, and t h e  parents  of  t h i s  population, were born - f o r  
the whole group, a s  wel l  a s  s epa ra t e ly  f o r  various age-groups. For the  fore ign-  
born, when they  a r r i v e d  i n  t h e  United S t a t e s  i s  shown, a s  we l l  a s  t h e  r e l a t i o n s  
between year  of a r r i v a l ,  p lace  of  b i r t h ,  and t h e  a r e a  i n  which they  now l i v e .  

I n  Sec t ion  B, we see where Washington's Jews l i v e d  j u s t  before  coming 
into t h i s  a r e a  - t h e  country o r  s t a t e ;  the  s i z e  and type of  community ( b i g  c i t y ,  
small town, farm, e t c . ) ;  i f  a b i g  c i t y ,  which one. Comparison of  year of 
a r r i v a l  i n  t h e  Washington a rea  s i t h  t h e  country o r  s t a t e  from lrhich they  came 
permits us t o  see  whether \ lashington's Jews have been corning from the  same 
places a s  t h e  years  have passed. S imi l a r ly  t h e  seven sub-areas a r e  compared 
to  see whether t h e r e  is  any r e l a t i o n  between when people c a r ~ ~ e  here ,  the  kind 
of community they  came from, and t h e  a r e a  i n  which they l i v e  a t  present .  

While t h e  two s e c t i o n s  above d e a l  wi th  indiv iduals ,  t h e  next  t h r e e  r e p o r t  
on fami l ies .  Sectioil  C shows where i n  t h e  Uashington a rea  (o r  elsewhere) 
families l i v e d  j u s t  before moving t o  t h e i r  present  res idences .  Sec t ion  D 
reports  on "type of home occupancy" - whether the  family l i v e s  i n  a house o r  
apartment and whether t h e  home i s  owned o r  ren ted .  

Sec t ion  E i s  concerned rrith those f ami l i e s  who were expect ing t o  move 
within t h e  s ix months immediately f o l l o ~ i i n g  t h e  survey: where they  l i v e d ;  
where they  were expect ing t o  move t o ;  t h e i r  "home occupancy" a t  t h e  time of 
the survey and whether they  were planning t o  buy o r  r e n t ;  t h e i r  income l e v e l ,  





Section A 

Nativity (Place of ~irth) 

Of the eight tables in this section, the first three treat the whole Jerrish 
population of the Washington area; the fourth, the native-born only; 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 lhp 4 show the distribution of the Jerrish population 
according to their places of birth. The 82.8% includes 43.1% born in the Southeastern 
states (among them are the District of Columbia, Virginia and flaryland); 35.3$ born - 
in the Northeastern states; and 4.4% born in the 7,lestern states, in U. S. possessions 
or territories, or in some unspecified part of the U. S. 

The reinaining 17.2$ consists of 11.4% born in Eastern Europe; 2.9% in Western 
Europe; 0.1% born in some unspecified European country; 2.4$ born in some other - 
place; and 0.476,lrith birthplace not reported. 

TABLE 3 -1 

PLACE OF BIRTH OF JEWISH POPULATION 

Place of Birth Fercent of Population 

New England States 
(~aine, N. H;, Vt., Mass., R. I., Conn.) 

New York 
New Jersey 
Pennsylvania 
East North Central States 

(~hio, Ind., Niich., Ill., Wisc.) 
Sub-total, Northeast 

District of Columbia 
Maryland 
Virginia 
Other Southeastern states 

Sub-total, Southeast 
Western states, U. S. poss. & terr. 
U. S. state not reported 

Sub-total, U. S. 
Russia 
Poland 
Other Eastern Europe 

Sub-total, Eastern Europe 
Germany 
Austria 
Other West European countries 

Sub-total, Western Europe 
Europe - country not reported 
All other places 
Not reported 

Total population 100.0% 
(80,900) 



\fiat s t a t e s  were grouped together  a s  Northeastern, Southeastern and Western, an 
which count r ies  were c l a s s i f i e d  a s  Eastern o r  $Jestern Europe, nlay be seen i n  p a r t  f~ 
Tabie 3-1. ( ~ u r t h e r  d e t a i l  i s  contained i n  a  note  a t  the  end of t h i s  chapter .  g) 
The f igu re  f o r  t h e  Southeastern s t a t e s  i s  p r i n c i p a l l y  t h e  33.3% born i n  t h e  Di s t r i c t ,  
with small  numbers cont r ibuted  by lvlaryland and Virg in ia .  New York's 23. j$ i s  t h e  
one o ther  l a r g e  nat ive-borr  group. The l a r g e s t  foreign-born element i s  o f  Russian 
o r i g i n  (6.2$ of  t h e  t o t a l ) .  

Since t h e  a c t u a l  p lace  of  b i r t h  was c l a s s i f i e d ,  r a t h e r  than t h e  parents '  U S ~ ~ : L ~  

residence,  two notes  should be added he re :  

1. Any c h i l d  born t o  American parents  ~ L r o a d  (e .  g. ,  diplomatic  o r  m i l i t a r y  
personnel)  is  shown a s  foreign-born. 

2. I n  a  number of  ins tances ,  a  Washington worn?.?? o r i g i n a l l y  from New York or 
Baltimore went "back home" t o  bear  a  ch i ld ,  almost immediately re turn ing  
t o  Washington. The c h i l d  i n  such cases was repor ted  by t h e  in terv iewer  
a s  not  born i n  Washington, and we have followed t h e  in t e rv iewer ' s  repor t .  

Place of  B i r t h  by Age and Sex 

I n  Table 3-2 we have presented information sepa ra t e ly  f o r  t h e  male and the  female 
p a r t s  of t h e  population, i n  t h e  upper and lower halves r e spec t ive ly .  

TABLE 3-2 

PLACE OF BIRTH BY AGE AND SEX 

Age 
Place of B i r th  Under 15-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 years  Total  

and Sex 15  years  years  years  years  years  yez r s  & over 

Male 
D i s t r i c t  of Columbia 
P!laryland & Virgin ia  
N . Y . , N . J . , P a .  
A l l  o the r  native-born 

Sub- to ta l ,  nat ive-born (96. ' (96.8) (87.6)  (89.4) (72.3)  (58.8) (30.4) (83.7) 

D i s t r i c t  of  Columbia 
Maryland & Virgin ia  
N . Y . , N . J . , P a .  12.0 27.0 47.2 45.1 34.9 14.4 12.2  29.0 
A l l  o t h e r  nat ive-born 

Eas tern  Europe 
Western Europe 0 . 1  5.5 3.2 1.3 2 .3  7.3 
A l l  o t h e r  places 0 .1  6.1 1.6 3.3 2.9 5.8 



F 
44. 

~~t us look f i r s t  a t  t h e  upper (male) h a l f .  The s u b - t o t a l  f o r  n a t i v e  born i s  from 
85$ t o  95% fo r  each age through 44 years ;  t h e  proport ion of foreign-born r i s e s  
,harply i n  t h e  ages from 45 up. A s i m i l a r  p a t t e r n  holds f o r  t h e  women, except  t h a t  
the proport ion of nat ive-born a f t e r  age 45 i s  even lower than among t h e  men. I n  
short, while over 90% of those  under 45 a r e  nat ive-born,  about 213 of those  over 65 
8nd about 112 of those  between 55 and 64 were born i n  Eas tern  Eurppe. 

Moreover, among t h e  native-born, t h e  propor t ion  born ou t s ide  t h e  D i s t r i c t  o f  
columbia r i s e s  s t e a d i l y  with age. While some 70% of each sex  under t h e  age  of 15  
were born i n  t h e  D i s t r i c t ,  t h e  comparable proport ions among those  55 and over  a r e  
from 2 t o  7%. I n  general ,  those under 25 a r e  mostly born i n  the  D.  C .  a r ea ;  t hose  
25-54 a r e  c h i e f l y  New Yorkers by b i r t h ;  and t h e  o l d e s t  group a r e  l a r g e l y  Eas t  
European ( ~ u s s i a n  and Po l i sh )  i n  o r ig in .  These gene ra l i za t ions  hold f o r  both  sexes .  

place of B i r t h  and P a r e n t ' s  Place o f  B i r t h  

About h a l f  of t h e  nat ive-born had American-born parents  (42.0%, among the  82.8% 
native-born),  a s  may be seen i n  Table 3-3. This  t a b l e  a l s o  shows t h a t  of  t h e  group 
with nat ive-born parents ,  about equal  propor t ions  were born i n  the  D i s t r i c t  and e l s e -  
where i n  t h e  U.  S.; while among those  o f  foreign-born parentage, on ly  about  1 i n  4 
were born i n  D. C.  I n  o t h e r  words, 2 out  of  3 born i n  Washington have nat ive-born 
parents, bu t  only  2 i n  5 of  t hose  born elsewhere i n  t h e  U. S .  - 21 

TABLE 3-3. 

NATIVITY: PLACE OF BIRTH BY PARENT'S PLACE OF BIRTH 

Na t iv i ty  Percent  of  Populat ion 

Native-born of  n a t i v e  parents  
Born i n  D i s t r i c t  of  Columbia 22.3% 
Born elsewhere i n  U .  S. 19.7 
Sub- to ta l ,  nat ive-born of na t ive  parents  (42.0) 

Native-born of fore ign  parents  
Born i n  D i s t r i c t  o f  Columbia 11.0 
Born elsewhere i n  U.  S. 29.8 
Sub- to ta l ,  nat ive-born of  fore ign  parents  (40.8) 

Foreign-born 16.8 
Not r epor t ed  0.4 

T o t a l  populat ion - $ 100.0% 
JL - j1- (80,900 ) 

Nat iv i ty  of household heads. The f igu res  c i t e d  above and shown i n  Tcible 3-3 a r e  
based on t h e  t o t a l  Jewish populat ion,  inc luding  ch i ld ren  as  wel l  as a d u l t s .  A slightly - - .  
d i f f e r e n t  p i c t u r e  of t h e  pop;lation's n a t i v i t y  emerges from cons idera t ion  o f  heads of 
households anly.  Excluding those  with a Gent i le  husband o r  wife, t h e r e  a r e  23,900 
heads, whose n a t i v i t y  i s  a s  follows: 

14.7% a r e  na t ive  born of  n a t i v e  parents  
56.9% a r e  n a t i v e  born o f  fore ign  parents  
1.3% a r e  n a t i v e  born, pa ren t ' s  b i r t h p l a c e  not  reported 

27.0% a r e  fo re ign  born 
0.1% a r e  of  unreported n a t i v i t y  



- :-.- F 
fn shdrt, FA- k.i@xr'prcpcrtion of the  adii l ts  t h a n ' o f - t k i e  children were born-oat-gid 
of-the-United States (as seerl a lso i n  Table 3-2); ard of the fiative-born, a-higher 
prdGcrtioni6f the adults than of the children had foreign-born parents.  

Detailed comparison of "own" and parent 's  place of b i r t h .  

For the native-born population only, Table 3-4 shows the country of b i r t h  of t 
parents of those born i n  various s t a t e s  i n  the United States .  For the t o t a l  of the 
native-born the extreme right-hand column of the table  shows s l i gh t ly  over one-half 
(50.776) have American-born parents, a l i t t l e  over a quarter parents born i n  Russia 
(26.1%) and most of the remainder (20.3%) parents born elsewhere i n  Europe. mese 
portions are  by no means the same among those born i n  various par ts  of the U.  S .  

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

Place of Birth 
Parent 's  New New New Pa. East D . C .  Mary- V i r -  Other A l l  U . 8 . - 1  
Place of Eng- York Jersey North land ginia  South- other s t a t e  g 
Birth land Central eas t -  U.  S. not 5 

States  States  ern re -  
States  ported 

United States 22.3% 30.7$ 35.4% 3 8 . 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 5.8 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 11.9 8.7 2.0 6:4 1 .2  2.7 4.1 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 4.6 8.6 5.5 3.2 0.3 0.5 0.9 8.2 1 .3  3.1 
Other Western 

Eunope 0.7 2.5 0.2 1 .5  1.1 0.8 1.0 1.8 1.1 1.1 14.3 
Europe, 

country not 
reported 0.9 1 .5  ... 2.3 0.7 0.2 0.6 0.8 1.6 0.3 4.9 

A l l  other 
places . . .  1 . 5  ... 1.2  0.6 3.0 0.4 ... 1.6 1.6 ... 

Notreported 6.7 1 . 4  0.7 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.7 0.7 0.8 0.3 2.8 

Total, native 
born - ' 100. 0% 100. C$l00. 0% 100. 0$100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. 0% 100. O$ 100. 0$ 100. 0% I 

- , (2500) (19000) (1900) (3500) (1800) (27000) (5300) (1400) (1200) (1400) (2100)(( 
- 

Those born i n  the Dis t r ic t ,  and even more those of Virginian b i r th ,  are pre- 
Clominantly the children of American-born persons (70.1% and 77.85, respect ively) .  
On the other hand, only 22.3$ of those born i n  the New England s t a t e s  had parents 
born i n  the U.  S. While B ~ s s i a  was the birthplace of most foreign-born parents 
6f thokc born in  msst sectiohs of the United S t a t e s , - t h ~ c f o r e i ' g n - b b r n  parents of, 
Ecrsons bcrn i n  V:irginia or i n  the other Southeasterii s t a t e s  were more l ike ly  t o  
be of  Gerrnan, Austrian or  Polish or igin .  



m e  Foreign-Born: Bi r thplace ,  Year of A r r i v a l  i n  U. S., Present  Residence - 

I O f  t h e  80,900 Jews i n  t h e  Washington area ,  about  13,500 were korn ou t s ide  of 
+he United S t a t e s .  A s  i nd ica t ed  by Table 3-5, almost two-thirds (63.85) had come u..- - ~. . - . .  
to t h i s  country before  1933. h o t h e r  10% came i n  t h e  period from t h e  r i s e  of H i t l e r  
to the beginning of World War 11. A small  propor t ion  (2 .7%) came cluring t h e  war 

I years, 1941-1944. Since then t h e  number a r r i v i n g  has  increased  s l i g h t l y  i n  each 
four-year period. 

TABLE 3-5 

FOREIGN-BORN: YEAR OF ARRIVAL ID1 UNITED STATES 

Percent  o f  
Year of  A r r i v a l  Foreign-born 

I 1951-1956 8.8% 

. 
1933 -1936 
Before 1933 

I Not repor ted  6.0 

Total,  fo re ign  born - '$ l00.0$ 
- +/ (U, 500) 

Almost a l l  (86.47b) of those >rho came t o  t h e  U .  S.  before  1933 rrere of  Eas t  Euro- 
pean b i r t h  ( s e e  Table 3 -6 ) .  Two-thirds of  those  who a r r i v e d  between 1933 and 1944 rrere 
Western Europeans. O f  those  a r r i v i n g  i n  t h e  post-war period, a h igh  propor t ion  (47.4%) 
were born ou t s ide  of  Europe. 

TABLE 3-6 

FOREIGN -BORN : PLACE OF BMTH 
BY YEAR OF AW(IVAL IN UNITED STATES 

Year of A r r i v a l  . -1 7 

1933- Before T o t a l  - - ,  , * --- Place  of  B i r t h  l Y + > -  
1956 I y 4 4  LYS 

Eastern  Europe 36.0% 28.7$ 8 6 . q  68.2% 
Western Europe 16.6 68.4 6.7 17.4 
Other 47.4 2.9 6.9 14.4 

Total ,  fore ign  born - $ lOO.0$ 1 0 0 . 0 ~  100. f l o  100.0% 
1 - ir (2300) (1800) (8600) (13 ,500)d  

- 

Includes 800 cases - year  of a r r i v a l  not  reported,  not  shown i n  t a b l e .  



Tables 3-7 and 3-8 show the  same geographical d is t r ibut ion-of  the  foreign-born 
i n  two ways. The " t o t a l "  column i n  Table 3-7 indicates  t h a t  over h a l f  the  foreign- 
born group l i v e  i n  the  Northwest sec t ion of D.C. ,  e a s t  of Rock Creek. This i s  t r u e  
f o r  those who a r r ived  p r i o r  t o  1933 - East  Europeans - and those who came t o  the 
U.S. s ince 1945 - East  Europeans and non-Europeans by b i r t h .  On the  other hand, 
the  West Europeans who came between 1933 and 1944 have tended t o  s e t t l e  i n  a l l  
o ther  sec t ions  of the  D i s t r i c t  and the  suburbs, r a t h e r  than i n  the sec t ion  eas t  
of Rock Creek. 

TABLE 3-7 

FOREIGN BORN: PRESENT PESIDENCE BY YEAR OF ARRIVAL I N  UNITED STATES 

Year of Arrival  

Present Residence 1945-1956 1933-1944 Before 1933 Tota l  

D .C .  - Northwest - East  
of Rock Creek 73.3% 21.7% 53.6% 51.6% 

D.C. - A l l  other  8.4 39.9 20.9 22.5 

Maryland & Virginia 
( ~ e t r o p o l i t a n  Area) 18.3 38.4 25.5 25.9 

Total,  foreign Born - % 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0$ 
- i;L (2,300) (1,800) (8,600) (13,500) a/ 

a /  Includes 800 cases - Year of a r r i v a l  not reported, not shown i n  table .  - 
TABLE 3-8 

FOREIGN BORN: PRESENT RFSIDENCE BY PL,ACE OF BIRTH 

Place of Bir th  

Present Residence Eastern Europe Western Europe Other p laces  

D.C. - Northwest 56.7% 
East  of Rock Creek 

D.C. - A l l  o ther  19.2 

Maryland & Virginia 
(Metropolitan Area) 24.1 

Total,  fore ign born - $ 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% 
- #  (9,200) (2,300) (2,000) 



Section B 

Residence Just 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 around" we meant (and so 
instructed our interviewers) not only our survey area, but also any place in 
Fairfax County, Montgomery County or Prince Georges County. In a few instances 
interviewers may have interpreted "in or around Washington" to include 
slightly more distant places (e.g., Loudoun County, Virginia). 

Answers to this question are tabulated in Table 3-9. Just over a third 
(34.7%) have lived in the Washington area all their lives (this includes, of 
course, both children and adults). An additional 11.4$, having arrived before 
1933, may also be viewed as all but native inhabitants. Thus a little over 
half' of Washington's present Jewish population came to the area from elsewhere 
during the past 24 years - as many as 30.1% since 1945. - 41 

TABLE 3-9 

YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA 

Year of Arrival Percent of Population 

1953 - 1956 9.9% 
1949 - 1952 9.9 
1945 - 1948 10.3 
1941 - 1944 8.4 
1.937 - 1940 7.2 
1933 - 1.936 5.1 
Before 1933 11.4 

Always lived in Washington 
Metropolitan Area 

Not 3eported 3.1 

Total p'opulation - $ 
- # 

Table 3-11, contained in the Appendix, shows the years of arrival in the 
'Jashington area of those currently living in each of the survey's sub-areas. 



Northwest D.C. on both side6 of Rock Creek contains the highest proportions of 
those who c m e  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 tile Virginia suburbs (24.%) and in Southeast and Southwest D.C. (24.7%). 
Differences in the length of residence in Greater TlJashington 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, etc. 
This table provides one of several bits of evidence suggesting that Southeast- 
Southwest is an area in which ne1.7 arrivals settle, but from which they move to 
other areas relatively soon. Virginia, on the other hand, appears to have a 
somewhat more stable population - the high proportion of newcomers being'attrs- 
butable, it would seem, to the recent large-scale development of the area. 

State or Country of Last Previous Residence 

Only 7.2$ of Washington's Jewish population ca6le here directly from places 
outside of the U.S., according to Table 3-10. 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.S. before coming to Greater IJashington. 
The principal source of "in-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 PREVIOUS RESIDENCE BEFORF COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA: 

STATE OR COUNTRY 

State or Country of 
Last Previous Residence 

Percent of Population 

Washington Metropolitan Area 34.7% 
a/ 

Maryland, ~irginia- 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania 
All other U.S. 

Sub-Total, U.S. (91.1) 

Eastern Europe 2.3 

Western Europe 2.6 

A11 other places 2.3 

Sub-Total, Outside U.S. (7.2) 

Not reported 1.7 

Total population - $ 100. O$ - 46 (80,900) 

0utsi.e of Washington metropolitan area. 



However, t h e r e  has  been some v a r i a t i o n  Ynroxgh t h e  i n  tine g r o p o r t i o ~ s  
who have corm t o  Washington from d i f f e r e n t  p lzces  ( s e e  Table 3-11). Before 1933 
and s ince  1953, a qua r t e r  o r  more have come frcm outs ide  of t h e  U.S. I n  t h e  
ea r l i e r  period, lg.Oq', came here  d i r e c t l y  fro- places i n  Ess tern  Europe; i n  t h e  
most recent  four  years ,  17.35 have come from non-European p laces  and 11.1% from 
vestern Europe. I n  between, over 90$ have c o n s i s t e n t l y  cone from places  i n  t h e  
united S t a t e s .  While over  h a l f  have come from New Yorli, IJew Je r sey  and Fennsyl- 
vania during t h e  per iod  1933-1952, considerable n w ~ ~ b e r s  have come from o t h e r  p e r t s  
of t h i s  couni;ry, es;3ecial ly s ince  1944. 

TABLF 3-11 

LAST PREVIOUS RESIDEIJCE (STAIT OR COU?'!TRY) BY YEAR OF ARRIVAL IK WASHINGTON 

b!XTROFOLIT.OI ARE.& 

- 

Year of Ar r iva l  i n  Washisgton Metropolitan Area 

Last Previous 1953- 1949- 1945- 1941- 1937- 1933- Before Alvays l i v e d  Not 
1956 1952 1948 1944 1940 1936 1933 i n  a r e a  r.eported 

Metropolitan 
. . . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . ... 99.5$ . . . 

.4$ 7.4% 7.qh 19.6$ 5.7$ 10.9% 30.1% 0.1 b/ 8.2$ 

.7 58.0 59.0 64.8 72.2 61.2 30.8 0.4 S/ - 32.7 
Al1BtherU.S.  l j . j  25.6 28.1 1 . 0  19.4 25.1 14.2 x 21.3 

(71.6)(91.0)(95.0)(96.4)(97.3)(97.2) (75.1)  (100.0) (62.2)  

Eastern Europe ... ++ 0.5 ... 0.4 0.8 l g . 0  ... 0.4 
Western Europ 11.1 8.2  1.9 2.4 1.6 0.4 1. j ... ... 

17.3 0.4 2.2 0.5 0.4 0.2 1.8 ... 0.9 

Total - out-  
(28.4)  (8.6) (4 .6)  (2 .9 )  (2 .4)  (1.4) (22.3)  . . . (1.3) 

... 0.4 0.4 0.7 0.3 1 . 4  2.6 . . . 36.5 

- 100.~100.@$100.q~100*~100.cqb100.0:, l00.0$ l00.0$ l00.0$ 
@opulation--:f (8000)(8000) (8300) (6700) (5800) (4100) (9200) (28300) (2500) 

- 

d Cutside of Washington metropoli tan a rea .  
See t e x t  f o r  explanat ion of these  f igu res .  

Small propor t ions  a r e  shown i n  t h e  t a b l e  a s  always having l i v e d  i n  t h e  Washington 
area, but  a s  having been born elsewhere. These a r e  cases,  r e f e r r e d  t o  on page 43, i n  
which women r e s i d e n t  i n  Washington r e tu rned  t o  previous homes i n  New York o r  Baltimore 
to bear t h e i r  ch i ldren ,  whom they brought back t o  t h i s  a r e a  immediately a f t e r  b i r t h .  



51. 

Last Previous Residence: Type of Community - - 
After establishing the state or country in which each person had lived "just 

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?" 51 - 

Table 3-12 shows the answers to these questions. The "big-city" answers 
plus the native Washingtonians account for 80.9 of the total. The biggest big 
city, Mew York, is second only to the Washingto11 area as a source of the present 
Washington Jewish population. Baltimore, Philaclelphia, Chicago and Boston also 
supplied small percentages of the local Jews. 6/ - 

TAPLE 3-12 

LAST PREVIOUS RESIDENCE BEFORE COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA 

TYPE OF COKMUNITY 

Previous Residence: 
Type of Community 

Washington Metropolitan area 
Big city: 

New York 
Baltimore 
Philadelphia 
Chicago 
Boston 0.8 
Other Big Sity 8.4 
City iict ?.eported 0.9 

Sub-Total, Big aity (45.8) 

Medium 8ity 
Small town 7.9 
Farm 0.2 
Other 0.2 

Appendix Table 3-1 shows the type of community from which each sub-area's 
population has come. Southeast and Southwest D.C. have the largest proportions 
from big and rnediurn cities; metropolitan Virginia the largest proportion from 
small towns. Southeast-Southwest has the highest proportion of ex-New Yorkers; 
the other sections of the District (Mortheast, Morthwest) the highest proportions 
from Baltimore. 



Section C 

Previous Family Residence i n  Washington Area 

Area From Which Family Moved to  Present Address - 
The information presented i n  Table 3-13 i s  derived from answers t o  a 

about the family, not i t s  individual members: "Where were you l iving 
just before you moved here?" Table 3-13 compares the answers received from those 
l iving i n  each survey sub-area, i n  order t o  learn what the direct ion of previous 
population movement has been. Those who had l ived a l l  t h e i r  l i ve s  as  a family a t  
the same address are  shown as  though they had moved from the area i n  which they now - 
l ive .  This i s  one, though by no means the chief reason tha t  in  f ive  of the seven 
areas the  la rges t  percentage of those now l iving there are  reported as  having 
moved from the same area.  The exceptions are  Northeast D.C., where the l a rges t  
proportion (41.8%) said they had moved from Northwest D.C.,  eas t  of Rock Creek; 
and Southeast-Southwest D.C.,  where 24.6% indicated the same answer. I n  addition, 

! 
substantial  proportions i n  Northwest Washington, t iest  of Rock Creek, and i n  
Montgomery County, reported having moved from Northwest, Sas t  of Rock Creek. About 'I 
a third  of the families i n  Southeast-Southwest D.C., i n  metropolitan Virginia and 11 

in  Prince Georges County, had l ived outside the metropolitan area just before moving 
to  the address a t  which they were interviewed. 

AREA IN WHICH NOW LIVING, BY ABEA FROM WHICH MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS 

Area 
From Which 
Moved 

Area i n  Which Now Living 
D. C. Va . Md . 

NW - W NW-E.of SE & Vetro. Prince Mtgy. Total  
JYE of Rk.Ck. Rk.Ck. SW Area Geo.Co.Co. (M.A. ) - 

Northeast 10.1% 4.8% 4.6% 2 5 . 2 $ 1 . 6  4 . 2  5.8% 
Northwest-WestofRockCk. 2.4 42.0 7.9 9.3 2.8 5.7 9.8 10.5 
Northwest-EastofRockCk. 41.8 19.8 59.9 24.6 5.0 10.9 14.6 29.7 
Southeast & Southwest 17.7 5.5 6.1 22.7 3.5 1 . 3  11.7 9.8 
V i r g i n i a ( ~ e t r o ~ o 1 i t a n A r e a )  2.4 7 . 1  1.0 1.6 26.2 7.2 5 .1  5.8 
PrinceGeorgesCo.(" " )  7.9 7.9 2.3 2.6 5.6 19.2 13.5 8.7 
Montgomeryco. ( "  " )  6.3 1.8 2.5 ... 1.1 1.3 15.9 6 .1  

Not reported 0.7 4.0 5.5 ... 12.2 0.4 5.4 4.7 

Total households - $ 100.0$ l00.0$ 100.0$ l00.0$ 100.0$ 100.0$ l00.0$ 100 .O$ 
- # (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600) (27,200) 

Factors Involved i n  Choosing A Neighborhood 

An addi t ional  question was asked: "\That was there about t h i s  neighborhood - 
that  made you move here?" Answers to  t h i s  were not c lass i f ied or  tabulated. Most 
frequently repl ies  contained one or  more of these three ideas: 



"It ~ r a s  a Jewish neighborhood - I wanted t o  be mriong Jews." 
"I hsve f r iends  ( o r  r e l a t i v e s )  who l i v e  there  - I wanted t o  be near 
" I t ' s  convenient ( o r  near)  schools, s tores ,  husband's job, e t c .  " 

Somehwat l e s s  o f t en  answers of t h i s  kind appeured: 

"Housing i n  t h i s  neighborhood was cheap - it was a l l  I could a f fo rd .  

Infrequently,  answers occurred l i k e  these :  

"I wanted t o  l i v e  i n  a mixed neighborhood - some Jews, but  some 
non-Jews too." 



Section D 

Type of Hone Occupancy 

Over half (52.7$) of the Washington area Jewish families 0r.m their own 
homes (see Table 3-14), while 40.8$ r-lt apartments, 4.7$ rent houses and the 
remaining 1.8% fall into a miscellaneous category. Tile latter includes fmilies 
vho live with relatives; receive lodgings as compensation for %~ork; or otherwise 
live rent free; or live in a furnished room, a trailer; or some other place 
neither house nor an apartment. 

TKsIE 3-14 

TYPE OF HObE OCCUPATJCY, BY AREA 

-- 

Area 
D.C. - Va . Md . 

PJW - W NW - E SE Metro. Prince Mont- 
NE of Rock of Rock & Area Ge5. gomery Total 

Creek Creek SW CO.(MA) CO.(MA) 

76.4% 54.9% 36.8% 2G.2$ 52.4% 38.8% 72.1$ 52.7% 
10.3 2.4 3.0 1 2 7  17.6 1.8 1.2 4.7 

Rent Apartr~nent 11.6 39.6 56.9 60.6 28.6 58.5 26.2 40.8 
1.7 3.1 3.3 0.5 1.4 0.9 0.5 1.8 

- 

Total Mouse- - $ 100.0% 100.0';j 100.05 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0$ ~ C O . C $  100. O$ - :! (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600) (27,200) 

Differences among the sevec areas are mzarked. Over three-fourths of those in 
Northeast D.C. (76.4$) and nearly the same proportion in Moi~tgomery County (72.1%) 
own houses. The lowest percentage owning houses is in Southeast-Southwest 1l.C. 
(26.2%). House-renting - a syrnbol of impermanence is highest in the Virginia 
suburbs (17.6%)~ Southeast-Southwest D.C. (12.7%) and Northeast D.C. (10,3$). 



Section E 

7 /  
Families Expecting to Move Within Six ~onths- 

To learn something about the extent and direction of Jewish population move- 
ed: "Do you expect now to move in the next six months?" Emphasis was - 
e word "now", and the time period limited to six months, because we 

ted to identify only those really intending to move, end not that larger group 
vho may have discussed moving, who may move at some time in the future, but who 
dso may never move. Those who indicated definite intentions of moving were asked 

questions: "Do you expect to buy or to rent?" and "Where do you expect. 

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

irection of Moves 

Where are they moving from? - 
Of the 27,200 families, 3,600 (or 13.2$) were planning to move. Where these 

families 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: 
Tntgornery County; Prince Georges County; and Northeast D.C. Relatively small 
numbers in Northwest D.C., west of Rock Creek, and in the Virginia suburbs, said 
they expected to move. 

TABU 3-15 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS: 

AREA IN WHICH NOW LIVING 

Area In Which Now Living Percent of families expecting to move 
- 

13.2% 
Northwest - West of Rock Creek 4.4 
Northwest - East of Rock Creek 33.8 
Southeast & Southwest 9.5 
Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 6.5 
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan Area) 14.3 
Montgomery County (Metropolitan Area) 18.3 

Total families sxpecting to move - $ 100. O$ 
Ji - 7r ( 3600 ) 





mere these families expect to move, and why, varies from one area to another. 
TO understand somewhat more completely the figures just shown, we must consider 
some others as well. 

1Where are they moving to? 

As Map 6 and Table 3-16 make clear, the two areas into which Jewish families 
hwest D.C., 
find 

5ng, homes in Iviontgomery County - mostly in the eastern part including Silver Spl 
Wheaton, etc. - which already contains so high a proportion of the area's 

?'Iortheast, 
percentages 

But we musl; also take into account the total nwnber of Jerrish families in 
each area, and consider what proportions of these plan to move. This is done in 
the following tabulation: 

Percent of Families T,Iori in Area 
Area - Who Expect To Move 

D.C. - Bortheast 20.8% - Northwest, tiest of Rock Creek 6.3 
- T'!orthwest, East of Rock Creek 15.5 
- Southeast & Southwest 24.6 

Virginia (Metropolitan Area) 9.9 
Montgomery County (N1etropolitan Area) 16.3 
Prince Georges County (Metropolitan Area) 8.7 

are moving heavily in the present period are Montgomery County and Plort; 
nest of Rock Creek. Of the 3600 "movers", no less than 40% expected to 

Jewish population. On the other hand, virtually none plan to move into 
or into Southeast and Southwest, D.C., the two areas heving the largest 
of families expecting to move. 

T ~ L F  3-16 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE W I T H I N  SIX MOIJTilS: 

AREA TO WRICH EXPECT TO MOVE 

Southeast and Southwest 0.9 
Virginia (i.~letropolitan Area) 3.1 

Montgomery County - East b/ (Metropolitan Area) 23.5 
Outside Metropolitan ~rea- 30.k 

Area to Which Percent of families 
Expect to Move expecting to ffiove 

Northeast 0.1% 
Northwest - West of Rock Creek 16.7 
Northwest - East of Rock Creek 4.0 

Prince Georges County (~etro~olitan ~rea) 4.8 
/ Montgomery County - West - a/ (Metropolitan Area) 16.5 

Total fdlnilies - $ 100.0% 
expecting to move - # ( 3600) 

a/ Bethesda, Chevy Chase, Rockville, etc. 
5/ - Silver Spring, Wheaton, etc. 





57. 

one more series of figures and we can assess the meaning of the preceding 

tsbles. The four largest groups of families expecting to move can be described 

Percentage of All Faoilies 
Moving From Moving To Expecting to Move 

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.C., M.W., E. of Rock Creek Montgomery County 11.1 
D.C., Northeast Montgomery County 9.7 - 

47.2% 

The following, then, seems to be the situation: Jews are moving from all 
sections of the metropolitan area (and from outside the area) into Montgomery 
county - especially from the older center of the Jewish population in the 

section east of Rock Creek. There is a secondary movement into the 
Northwest, west of Rock Creek - already showing a fairly high proportion of 
~ ~ w s  (see Chapter 1, Section A) - and again, particularly from the area across 
the Park. For the latter area and Northeast, the movement is almost entirely 
out. Prince Georges County shows some drift of population to Montgomery County, 
pbably compensated for partly by movement out from the city and partly by 
movement in from outside the metropolitan area. The latter factor also appears 
to be operating to maintain the size of the Jewish population in Southeast- 
Southwest D.C., and in the Virginia suburbs. 

Movement of School-Age Children 

The approximate numbers of school-age children involved in the movement of 
the 3600 families discussed above are shown in Table 3-17. Included here are 
only those who expected to move within the metropolitan area - about 3500 
children under the age of 17, about 213 of them under the age of 8. Approxi- 
mately 314 of these children (2600 of the 3500) were in the families planning 
to move to places in Montgomery County. 

TABLE 3-17 

FAMILIES EXPECTING M MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS WITHIN METROPOLITAN AREA: 

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

Number of Children 
Area to Which Expect to Move Under 5 5-6 9-12 13-16 Total bnder 

 ears years years vears 17 years 
Northwest-west of Rock Creek 200 H 50 50 

* 300 
Elsewhere in D.C. 50 50 100 200 
Virginia (~etro~olitan Area) 100 50 50 -x- 200 
Prince Georges Co. (M.A.) 150 x 50 x 200 
Montgomery Co. -West a/ (M. A. ) 350 350 100 300 1100 
Montgomery Co.-East %/ - (M.A. ) 350 650 250 250 1500 

1200 1100 600 600 3500 

Less than 25 children. 
d Bethesda, Chevy Chase, Rockville, etc. 

Silver Spring, Wheatoli, etc. 
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Comparison of "Movers" and  NO^-Movers" 

we have compared the  fami l ies  who s a i d  they expected t o  rfiove ("movers") with 
t h e  remaining famil ies  ("non-movers") with respect  t o  th ree  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  (2s  
shown i n  the  following th ree  t a b l e s ) :  how long they have been a t  t h e i r  most 
recent  address, t h e i r  income, and t h e i r  "home occupancy" (whether they own a 
house, r e n t  a house o r  r e n t  an apartment).  

Length of residence - 

Table 3-18 shows the  h ighes t  proportions of "movers" among those who have 
l i v e d  i n  t h e i r  present  homes b e t w e x d  years - somewhat fewer among those 
l i v i n g  under 4 years ,  fewer s t i l l  among those over 12 years, a t  the  same address. 
Since, however, most Washington Jewish famil ies  have moved r a t h e r  recently,  t h e  
l a r g e s t  numbers of those expecting t o  rnove have only recen t ly  s e t t l e d  a t  t h e i r  
present  address. Speci f ica l ly ,  41.8% of the  "movers" had l i v e d  l e s s  than four  
years ,  78% had l i v e d  l e s s  than e igh t  years ,  i n  t h e i r  present  homes ( s e e  Appendix 
Table 3-IV). 

TABLE 3-18 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO fil0.IOVE WITHIN SIX MONTHS: PROPORTION OF FAMILIES 

EXPECTING TO ?.$OW, BY YEAR MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS 

Whether O r  Not Expecting Y c 2 r  INoved t o  Present  Address 
- 

To Move 1953- 1949- 1945- 1941- 1940 o r  To ta l  
1956 1552 1348 1944 before fami l ies  

Expecting t o  move 1 1 . 9  16.7% 18.876 4.6% 7 9% 13.3% 

Not expecting t o  move 88.1 83.3 81.2 95.4 92 .1  86.7 

To ta l  fami l ies  - $ 100. 0 s  100. O$ 100. G$ 100. 0% 100. 0% 100.0% 
- it' (12,700) (7,800) (3,000) (1,600) (1,300) (27,200) a/ 

- 
a /  Includes 800 cases year  moved t o  present  address not  reported.  - 

Income 

The proport ion of "movers" i s  snlallest among the  fami l ies  with t h e  lowest 
incomes, according t o  Table 3-19 - those under $4,000. No c l e a r  r e l a t i o n  between 
income and l ike l ihood  of moving i s  suggested by the  t ab le .  The h ighes t  pro- 
por t ions  intending t o  move a r e  found i n  t h e  $4,000 - $4,999 and i n  the  $10,000 - 
$14,999 income groups. 



FAMILIES EXPECTII!G TO llOVE i,ETHIFI SIX MOTITHS: PROPORTIOFI OF FAMILIES 

IXPECTIPJG TO OfOvE, BY FAIIILY INCOMZ 

--C- 

Familv Income 

- 
gxpecting t o  mnve 4 . 1  18.6$ 14.2$ 9.9% 21.4s lo.?$ 11.4% 

~ o t  expecting t o  m3ve 95.9 81.4 85.8 90.1 78.6 89.1 88.6 

TABLE 3-20 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE II'ITHIPJ SIX PlO?JTHS: PROPORTION OF FAMILIES 

a/ 
EXPECTIMC- TO MOVE, BY PRESENT TYPE OF HON-E OCCUPANCY- 

blhafhau -* 7-i-k Present  ?ype o f  Home Occupancy 

Expecting t o  move 6.6$ 28.5% 20,6$ 

Not expect ing t o  move 93.4 71.5 79.4 

a/ T ~ b l e  does not  include 500 cases "other" home occupancy. - 



Table 3-21makes it clear that the fanlilies 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 
t'nose planning to leave the area completely) are not sure. 

TABLE 3-21 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX PIONTHS: EXPECTED T!L'PE OF HOME OCCUPANCY 

- 

Expected Type of Home Occupancy Percent of families Zxpecting to inove 

Expect to Buy 
Expect to rent 
Don't b o w  

Total Families - % 
expecting to ~:ove - #I 

Religious Identification 

Do those who were planning to move consider themselves Orthodox, Conservative 
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 6-14 
and 6-15). Here, in Table 3-22, we compare the religious identification of those 
families planning to move to various places. 

TABLE 3-22 

E l  
FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONTTIS: RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION 

BY AREA TO WHICH EXPECT TO MOVE 

Religious Identification of Family - 
Area to Which Expect to Move Orthodox or Total 

Conservative Other Yamilies 

Northwest-West of Rock Creek 18.9% 13.8% 16.7% 
Elsewhere in D.C. 6.7 2.9 5.0 
Virginia (~etro~olitan 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.-East c/ (M.A. ) 34.5 8-9 23.4 
Outside Metropolitan-Area 21.1 42.6 30.4 

Total i'anilies - % 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 itself" - - as Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or "None of these". For further 
explanation, see Chapter 6. 

b/ - Bethesda, Chevy Chase, Rockville,etc. c/ Silver Spring, Wheaton, etc. - 
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me larger proportion of those expecting to move (as of the whole Liashington 
jewish population) is Orthodox or Conservative; tile sz~ller proportion includes 
Reform Jews and those who indicate no Jewish religious identification. 

Of the Orthodox-Conservative group, half txpecLed to move into Montgomery 
county homes - especially in the Silver Spring-\heaton section. Northwest D.C., 

of Rock Creek, and places outside the metropolitan area, were mentioned by 
*bout 115 each. Of the "other" group, 215 planned to move away from IJashington, 
and the next largest proportion to the Bethesda-Chevy Chase section of Montgomery 
County. Six times as high a proportion of the "Others" as of the Orthodox- 
conservative group mentioned Prince Georges County destinations. 



Notes - 

Northeastern states, as shown in Table 3-1, include the Census Bureau's New Eng- 
land, Middle Atlantic and East North Central divisions; Southeastern states, its 
South Atlantic and East South Central divisions  el., Md., D.C . , Va., IJ. Va., 
N.C., S.C., Ga., Fla., Ky., Tenn., Ala., and Miss.). Western states are all 
others - the Census Bureau's West Norfn Central, West South Central; I4ountain and 
Pacific divisions. Eastern Europe, as used here, comprises the Soviet Union 
(~ussia, the Ukraine, White Russia); Poland; and Albania, Bulgaria, Estonia, Fin- 
land, Greece, Hungary, Latvia, Lithuania, Romania and Yugoslavia. All other 
countries of Europe are classified here as Western Europe. Some confusion may 
occur because of intermittent boundary changes. For uniformity's sake, we arbi- 
trarily selected the boundaries in effect during the period 1920-1938. 

Infc~zation 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. 'Wnere two 
countries were reported, the father's (if indicated) was selected; otherwise a 
systematic random procedure was used to 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; 12.57%, husband only foreign-born; 7.97% husband only native- 
born; . nativity of husband, wife or both not reported. 

Where a person's residence in the Washington area was broken by a period of absence 
of a year or more, unless the reason wds military service, we used the - last year 
of arrival. Ue have therefore slightly underestil~lated (by 1 or 2jb) the  proportion^ 
living here all their lives and for longer periods. It should be pointed out, alsc 
that the figure of 34.777 for those "born in or around Washington" is necessarily 
higher than the 33.3$ born "in the District of Columbia" reported in Table 3-1. 

Thus in general the interviewee classified 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 one larger than 250,000 population, we reclassified his answer 
to "big city." 

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

Distance (in miles) 
City - Size of Jewish Population* frorn Washington 

New York 2,050,000 225 
Baltimore 78,000 38 
Philadelphia 245,000 
Chicago 262,000 
Boston 140,000 

+22 
45 4 

*For source, see Chapter 1, note 1. 



Since interviei is  were conduc-ced between February and August of 1956, these  
I' fami l ies  have presumably a l l  move5 by t h i s  ~ i n e .  Properly speaking, then, these 

a r e  fami l ies  who expected t o  move from homes they then occupied. For convenience 
sake, I have sometimes re fe r red  t o  the  "present" holnes of these fami l ies ,  meaning 
those a t  which Vney were l i v i n g  a t  tine time of the  survey. 



CHAPTER 4 

PARTICIPATION IN THE JEIJISH COMMUNITY, AND IN THE COMMUNITY AT LARGE: 

ORG.4DIIZATIOII MEMBERSHIP, PHILANTHROPIC CONTRIBUTIONS, 

HID EATING I,JITH GEI'ITILES 

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

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

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

In Section 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 special "cross-tabulation" helps answer the question: "Do 
the same people belong to both Jewish and non-sectarian organizations?" 
The number of persons claiming membership in each of several i c  'r.-..n- 
iz .'~i:ns is ilso shown. 

Section D is concerned with contributions to major charitable campaigns 
and compares the proportions who report giving to the United Jewish Appeal, 
the Cornunity 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. 



Section A 

Membership i n  Jewish Organizations 

Extent of Membership Among Men and Pmong Women - 
Most Jewish men (60.9$) belong t o  no Jewish organizat ion;  but  most Jew- 

i s h  women belong t o  at  l e a s t  one ( s e e  Table 4-1). Ishether we compare the  
proportions of men and of women who belong t o  a s ing le  organizat ion,  cr to two 
or  t o  more, a higher percent  of women a r e  members. Moreover, few men belong 
t o  more than one group (8.3% out  of 35.4% belonging t o  any),  while a substan- 
t i a l  proport ion of t h e  women belong t o  two o r  more (23.25 out  of 56.4% who 
are  members a t  a l l ) .  What these  f i g u r e s  mean w i l l  be c l ea re r  i f  we specify 
the  men and women:, and t h e  organizat ions,  involved. 

TABLE 4-1 

PIUMBER OF JEWISH OFiGAMI7ATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX2/ 

Number of Jewish Organizations Sex 
Belonged To Male Female 

None 60.95 40.301. 
One 27.1 33.2 
Two 5 .9  14.5 
Three o r  hiore 2.4 8.7 
Not iieported 3.7 3.3 

To ta l  - 100.0% 100. @$ - $ (23,700) ( 23,600) 

. , 7 L _ .  -. - - a/ For Reads of households, aRid wijie? (8~:;:-husbands)--of r:.arrrkdfieads.. - 
.r 

Which men and women? 

Information on a d u l t  organi~at ion~membership  was obtained fo r  only t h e  
head of each household 11 and the  wife o r  husband of each m- d r i e d  head. We 
did  not  reques t  t h i s  ini'ormation f o r  o the r  poss ib le  a d u l t s  i n  the  household, 
such as parents  of the  head o r  h i s  wife, b ro the r s  o r  s i s t e r s ,  grown chi ldren  
o r  boarders. - 2/  

Which organizat ions? 

Each interviewee was handed a card with a numbered l i s t  of organiza t ion  
names, and asked ( f o r  t h e  appropriate persons):  "Are you ( i s  h e )  a inember of 
any of these? J u s t  t e l l  me the  number of each one, please." The l i s t  on t h e  
card was a s  follows: 



JEXJISH ORGATTIZATIOMS 

1. Amel-ican Jewish Cornittee 6. National Council of Jewish Vomen 
2. herican Jewish Congress 7. Fioneer Idomen 
3. B'nai B'rith 8. Sisterhood of Synagogue or of Temple 
4. Hadassah 9. Zionist Organization of America 
5. Jewish \,Jar Veterans 10. Any other Jewish organization? 

ifhich? 

Several dozen 3ther local and national organizations were mentioned. lie 
excluded organizations like the ).lasons and Boy Scouts, which may have local 
units almost wholly Jewish in composition but are basically non-sectarian. 
On the other hand, we added (from the replies to a question on membership 
in non-sectarian organizations) some g-oups which we felt were essentially 
Jewish though superficially non-sectarian (e.g., City of  ope) . 

TABLE 4-2 

a/ II'JILBER OF JTWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX MID AGE- 

Sex and Number of Age 
Jewish Organizations Under 25 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 pears 
Belonged To sears years years years years &&ijver 

!Me - TIone x 70.05 63.95 48.7% 61.0s 45.6$ 
One * 22.2 23.7 33.4 28.4 42.2 
Two or Nore 3c 7.0 7.4 11.4 9.5 8.2 
Not Xeported x 3.8 5.0 6.5 1.1 4.0 
~ o t a l d  - $ 100. O$ 100. 0$ 100.0$ 100. 0$ 100.0% 

- (300) (6200) (8200) (5100) (2300) (1500) 

Female - 
?Tone 53.6$ 52.2$ 36.0% 36.1$ 2 6  39.0% 
One 38.1 30.4 34.8 35.7 36.5 1-7.9 
Two or more 1.4 14.3 27.4 25.8 41.6 41.3 
Uot reported 6.9 3-1 1.8 2.11 0.3 1.8 
Total21 - $ 100.0$ 100. O$ 100, 0$ 100. qh l00.0$ 100. Og', - # (1500) (6800) (7000) (4300) (2300) (1100) 

a/ See footnote TO Table 4-1. Table dccs not include 100 male and 600 
fenale cases, age "over 21". 

* Too few cases 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 4-2. The high- 
est proporticns of each sex who are members of no Jewish groups are found 
under 35; the lowest, over age 55. At each age, a higher proportion of 
women belong than of men. But there are some exceptions to the general 
pattern. Elembership among men increases through 45 to 54 years, drops off 
sharply among the 55- to 64-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 people to belong to Jewish 
organizations as they grow older seems to be interrupted principally by the 
burdens of age. 
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The pattern for  the two sexes i s  quite dif ferent ,  when we examine the 
relation between membership and income. As Table 4-3 indicates, among men, 
gS income incrcases, so does non-membership -- up t o  $10,000 income. Among 
a o s e  with higher incomes, the proportion belonging t o  no organization drops 
* u o s t  by half ;  from 73.9% (among those with incomes $7,000-9,999) t o  44.3% 
among those with family earnings of $10,000-14,999. The figures go up not 
only for membership i n  one organization, but also for  two or  more. 

Among women, however, the proportion belonging t o  a t  l e a s t  one Jewish 
organization shows a steady increase from almost ha l f  (49.5%) i n  the "under 
$5,000" group t o  almost two-thirds (66.1%) i n  the group with $15,000 or larger  

TABLE 4-3 
4 

NUbBER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND FAMILY INCOME 

. . ~- 
Family ..Lnccme 

Sex and Number of Jewish Under $5,000- $7,000- $10,000- $15,000- Not 
organizations Belonged To $5,000 $6,999 $9,999 $14,999 and over neported 

Male - None 59.1% 63.5% 73.9% 44.3% 45.1% 64.1% 
32.1 30.5 20.5 38.9 24.9 18.2 

Two or More 2.5 5.0 4.4 13.2 23.6 8.2 
~ o t  fleported 6.3 1.0 1.2 3.6 6.4 9.5 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% loo.o$ loo.o$ 
(2500) (4100) (7300) (4500) (2300) (3000) 

Female - None 47.6% 43.8% 41.8% 33.5-$ 28.9% 40.0$ 
24.8 42.2 44.3 26.4 19.6 25.4 

TWO or more 24.7 13.0 12.0 36.9 46.5 26.1 
Not reported 2.9 1.0 1.9 3.2 5.0 8.5 

10o.oq6 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
(3600) (3800) (6800) ( 3900) (2000) (3500) 

Membership and Length of Residence 

Table 4-4 shows tha t  for  persons of e i ther  sex, the longer they have 
lived i n  the Washington area, the more l i ke ly  they are  t o  belong t o  a t  l e a s t  
one Jewish organization. The proportion reporting no memberships among those 
here four years or  l e s s  i s  about three i n  four. For those i n  the area before 
19339 only half  the men and a quarter of the women claim no organization 
membership. Those who have always l ived i n  the area include the re la t ive ly  
Young a s  well as  the re la t ive ly  old "native-born" Washingtonians, and a re  
therefore a very heterogeneous group. 



TABLE 4-4 

m E R  OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND YEAR OF 

a/ 
ARRIVAL I N  WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA- 

Year of Arrival i n  Washington Metropolitan Area 
Sex and Number of Jewish 1953- 1949- 1941- 1933- Before Always Lived- 
Organizations Belonged To 1956 1952 1948 1940 1933 i n  Area 

Male - None 74.7% 69.8% 59.3% 57.0% 50.8% 67.3% 
One 19.6 27.9 24.2 32.4 32.2 21.5 
Two or  more 1.6 123 9.9 9.1 14.0 9.2 
Not reported 4.1 1.0 6.6 1 .5  3.0 2.0 

a 
Total-/- $ 100.0% lO0.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

- # (2700) (2800) (5500) (5000) (4200) (2900) 

Female - None 76.0% 53.4% 33.2% 33.6% 24.9% 35.@ 
One 15.9 23.0 46.1 28.8 29.5 48.2 
Two or  rdore 4.3 U.8 16.2 35.2 43.1 15.0 
Not Zeported 3.8 1.8 4.5 2.4 2.5 1 - 2  

a 
Totali- % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - # (2900) (2600) (6100) (3700) (4300) ( 3100) 

a/ See Footnote t o  Table 4-1. Table does not include 600 male and 900 female - 
cases, year of a r r iva l  not reported. 

Membership and I t s  Relation t o  Religious Attendance 

Being act ive i n  organizations does not necessari ly imply in t e r e s t  i n  
Jewish re l igious a f f a i r s  - it might be expected to  r e f l e c t  i n  many cases a 
desire  for  social  or business contacts. We have therefore sought t o  learn  
whether there i s  any connection between belonging t o  Jewish organizations 
and frequency of attendance a t  Jewish re l igious services. The r e s u l t  i s  
shown i n  Table 4-5: the more often a man (or  a woman) attends synagogue 
services, the more l i k e l y  it i s  tha t  he belongs t o  Jewish organizations. 
Also, the more frequent the attendance, the more organizations he seems 
l i ke ly  t o  have joined. (synagogue membership, it w i l l  be recalled,  i s  
not inclkted i n  bur l i s t  of drganlz8tloh 2dmberships.) 

One difference between the figures for  the two sexes should be noted. 
Among the women, the proportion belonging to  one organization i s  about 30-40$ 
regardless of frequency of attendance, while the percentage claiming two 
or  more memberships r i s e s  a s  attendance becomes more frequent. For men, 
membership both i n  one group and i n  more than one increases with more 
attendance. 



TABLE 4-5 

NUMBER OF JEWISH ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND FREQ1UENCY 
a/ 

OF ATTEWDNSICE AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES- 

Frequency of Attendance a t  Religious Services 
Sex and >?umber of Jewish Not n t  1-2 times 3-11 times Once a mo. Not 
Organizations Belonged To a l l  a year a year or  more reported, 

Male - None 83.946 68.9$ 55.2% 36.9% n 
One 12.0 21.4 29.4 47.3 x 
Two o r  more 1.5 6.2 10.0 13.9 n 
Not reported 2.6 3.5 5 4 1.9 n 

Female - None 57.9% 45.8% 37 9% 16.8% 52.4% 
One 35.7 36.8 28.4 39.4 12.2 
Two o r  mgre 4.3 14.3 28.6 43.2 25.5 
Not reported 2.1 3.1 5 .1  0.6 9.9 

2 

T o t a l  - $I 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0 l00.0$ 
- # (4900) (5200) (7600) (4700) (1200) 

a/ See Footnote t o  Table 4-1 - * Too f e w  cases i n  this column t o  permit showing de t a i l s .  



Section B 

blembership In Jewish Teen-Agersf Organizations 

Sex and Age Differences Among 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'nai B'rith (A.Z.A., B'nai B'rith Girls) 

2. Fraternities or sororities 

3. Habonim 

4. Jewish Center Youth Groups 

5. Temple or Synagogue teen-age groups 

6. Young Judea 

7. Other Jewish teen-age 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 43.4 percent of girls 
between 13 and 15 years of age are members. This condition reverses rapidly. 
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 or more Jewish organizations. This 
information is shown in Table 4-6. 

TABLE 4-6 

NUMBER OF JEWISH TEEN-AGE ORGMIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AND AGE 

(population 13-19 Years of ~ g e )  -- - 
Sex iind ~~7 

Number of Jewish Male Female 
Teen-Age Organizations 13-15 16-19 13-15 16-19 
Belonged To Years years Total years years Total 

None 25.2% 31.G 28.1% 46.2% 21.1 36.6% 
One 28.0 46.3 36.4 38.3 51.6 43.4 
%o 12.1 11.4 11.8 5.1 15.6 9.1 
Three or more 11. 1.1 6.9 . . . 10.3 3.9 
Not reported 22.8 9.6 16.8 10.4 1.4 7.0 

Total population 7: LOO.O$ $00.0$ 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0% 
13-19 years of age (2000) (1800) (3800) (6700) (1000) (2700) 



71. 

Ue can compare these  teen-agers v i t h  a d u l t s  by r e f e r r i n g  back t o  Table 4-2. 
~ ~ t i c e  t h a t  f o r  t h e  f i r s t  age group f o r  men, ages 25-34 years ,  t o t a l  membership 
was only 29.2 percent .  Thus a higher percentage of teen-age boys 13 t o  15 o r  
16 t o  19 years  o ld  belong t o  Jewish organizat ions than do these  young a d u l t s .  

Although t h e  teen-agers and a d u l t s  do not belong t o  t h e  same organizat ions,  
there i s  value in t h i s  corjparison. In  each case we a r e  measuring t h e  r e l a t i v e  
~ u c c e s s  of t h e  Jewish cornunity i n  providing organized groups which can a t t r a c t  
i t s  cons t i tu ten t s  a s  members. 

S imi lar ly ,  g i r l s  i n  these  teen-age brackets  have a r igher  r a t e  of member- 
ship i n  Jewish organizat ions,  113.4 and 77.5 percent ,  than do young female a d u l t s  
under twenty-five years  (39.5 percent  of %?horn repor t  s imi la r  membership). 

Me~~bership  i n  Jewish teen-age organizat ions i s  r e l a t i v e l y  higher i n  each 
sect ion of t h e  D i s t r i c t  than i n  t h e  suburbs. This s i t u a t i o n  i s  shown in; 
Table 4-7. Montgomery County, t o  t ake  t h e  extreme case, with 29.0% of l o c a l  
Jewish teen-agers, accounts f o r  only 17.8% of memberships. By contrac t ,  North- 
west D.  C .  e a s t  of Rock Creek includes 36.8% of t h e  teen-agers and 38.9% of t h e  

TABLE 4-7 

?EMBERSHIP I?? JE!JISH TEE)!-AGE ORGAPJIZATIOP~S BY m A  

( ~ o p u l a t i o n  13-19 Years of Age) 

Membership i n  Teen-Age Organiz,ations 
Member of Not member 

any of any To ta l  

Northeast 10.2% 4.9$ 9.0% 
Northwest - West of Rock Creek 16.0 3.9 11.7 
Northwest - East of Rock Creek 39.9 34.0 36.8 
Southeast and Southwest 7.7 1 .4  4.8 
Virgin ia  (i.letropolitan Area) 5.1 6.5 5.2 
Prince Georges County (Met. Area) 3 .3  4.1 3.5 
rlontgonlery County (Met. Area) 17. 8 45.2 29.0 

Tota l  populat ion d lO0.0$ 100.0% ; 100.0% 
13-19 years  of age ( 3600) ( 2100 ) (6500) a/ 

a/ Includes 800 cases - membership no t  reported, not  shown i n  t ab le .  



Section C 

hIembership in Adult Don-Sectarian Organizations 

Extent of Membership Among 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 quite unlike 
the situation with respect to Jewish 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 only heads of households and their wives were asked for 
this information; and the nature of the organizations must be considered. 

TABU3 4-8 
51 

NUMBER OF NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX 

- 
Number of Mon-Sectarian Sex 
Organizations Belonged To Male Female 

None 36.q 45.2% 
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 organizations? 

With this question another list was handed the interviewee, who was asked 
to mention the numbers of organizations belonged to. This was the list: 

Local Non-Sectarian Organizations 

1. Board of Trade 
2. Citizens Association 
3. Junior Chamber of Commerce 
4. League of Women Voters 
5. Parent-teachers or Home and School Association 
6. Service club, like Rotary, Lions, Kiwanis 
7. Any other: Which? - 



athough it was intended to ask solely about groups such as those listed, 
interviewees mentioned under "Any other" an endless variety of organizations, 
both local and national. Perhaps too uncritically, we accepted and counted 
in all these answers. Thus the number of reported memberships per person 
is relatively high. 

comparison of ?Ion-Sectarian and Jewish Organization blemberships 

Examination of Tables 4-1 and 4-8 makes it evident that far more men 
belong to non-sectarian organizations (61.0%) than to Xewish groups (35.49). 
Among women, on the other hand, similar proportions claim membership in 
Jewish (56.4$) and non-sectarian groups (50.9$). What these tables cannot 
tell us is whether the lrembers of the+two-kirds 8fCbrganizati6ns are the 
same group of,people; or two-;seperatevsegclcnts of the population. 

Table 4-9 permits more detailed scrutiny of memberships in Jewish and 
other organizations, and helps answer our question. 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 organization, the bulk 
(26.4$) also do not belong to any Jewish group. 

TABLE 4-9 

PTUbIBER OF NON-SECTARIAII ORGAPJIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SEX AITD 

M E R  OF JEWISH ORG~JI~TIONS BELONGED TO 
54 

Number of I\ion-Sectarian 
Sex and Number of Jewish Organizations Belonged To 
Organizations Belonged To Itone One Two or more Not reported Total 

Male - IsIone 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 4.3 0.5 8.3 
Not reported 0.4 0.5 2.5 0.3 3.7 

a 
Total-/- $ 56.8$ 31.4% 29.6% 2.2 100.0% 

ii - ii (23,700) 

Female - iIone 23.1% 10.1$ 6.5% 0.6$ 40.3$ 
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 1.4 0.8 0.9 3-3 

a/ Total- - j: 45.$ 29.9$ 21.0% 3.95 100.0~ - +,L (23,600) 

$1 See footnote to Table 4-1. Each figure in this table is a percentage of the 
grand total (23,700 for the male and 23,690 for the female). Percentages 
nay therefore be added across or down. 



The implicat ions of such comparisons, a s  wel l  as t h e  s i t u a t i o n  among 
women, may be seen more c l e a r l y  i f  the  d a t a  of Table 4-9 a r e  summarized as 
shown here :  

Proport ion of 
Report Plembership i n :  Men - Women - 

Both Jewish and o ther  organizat ions 23. WO 32.1$ 
Jewish organizat ions only 10.0 21.9 
Other organizat ions only 34.4 16.6 
Neither Jewish nor o the r  organizat ion 26.4 23.1 
Not reported - o4 

5.6 6.3 
To ta l  10 100. C$ l00.0$ - # (23,700) (23,600) 

From t h i s  we can say: About one-fourth of e i t h e r  sex belong t o  no organizat i  
(men: 26.4$; women: 2 . 1 ) .  A t h i r d  of the men, b u t  half  a s  many women, be. 
long t o  ncn-sectarian organizat ions only ( 34.4$ and 16.6$, r e spec t ive ly ) .  A 
t e n t h  of the  men but  twice a s  many of the  women, belong t o  Jewish organizat io 
only (10.0% and 21.9$, r e spec t ive ly ) .  Almost a quar ter  of t h e  men and a  t h i r  
of the  women (23.6$ and 32.1%) claim membership i n  a t  l e a s t  one organizat ion 
t h a t  i s  Jewish and one t h a t  i s  not .  

Brief  considerat ion shows t h a t  the  Jewish and non-sectarian groups d i f f e  
widely from one another i n  t h e i r  aims, functions and appeals.  The non-sectar 
ones, f o r  example, include many business and profess ional  groups. It i s  prob 
b l y  t h i s  type of d i f ference ,  r a t h e r  than a  g rea te r  i n t e r e s t  i n  Jewish a f f a i r s  
t h a t  explains the  wornen's g rea te r  tendency t o  join Jewish organizat ions,  whil 
t h e  rnen belong iiore t o  n o n - s e c t a ~ i a n  groups 

Membership and Age 

Again, cont ras t ing  with Jewish organizat ion membership, belonging t o  0th 
groups i s  most frequent  of a l l  i n  the  35-44 year period (for the  men only, in  
t h e  45 t o  54-year age a s  we l l ) .  E a r l i e r ,  a person probabiy has  n o t  y e t  devel 
oped so many i n t e r e s t s ;  l a t e r ,  he begins giving up some of them. Table 4-10 
shows t h i s  development. 



a/ IIUIBER OF TION-SECTAqIAIJ OIIZAIIIZATIOT~S BELOITGED TO, BY SEX AKTD AGE- 

-- 

~ o n - S e c t a r i z n  Organi- Under 25 : 

- 
st;: and Is!umber of .~ . Age - 

25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 years  
Zat ions  Belonged To y e a r s  years  years  -- years  years  and over 
k l e  - Iione ii 45.55 25. 0$ 2 6 . - 2 m r - = r  .- 

One ++ 37.7 33.9 24. j 32.2 22.0 
TWO o r  more x. 1 5 . 1  40.7 44.2 15 .1  8.8 - , - 
Trot r epor t ed  w i . 7  0.4 .- 5 . 1  4 !2-. ... 
v-- 

- 3 ( 300) (6200') (8200) (5& (2300) - - - - -. . -. -. (1500) 
 ema ale-None 61.0s 45.6% 24.15 48.2s 71.5% 86.6% 

4~1.0 26.0 10.7 3.5 One 24.5 31.6 
TWO o r  more 0.7 22.0 33.3 20.9 6 .3  LI..~I 
?Tot repor ted  - 13.8  0 .8  1 . 6  -- 4.9 11.5 5.5 

Tota ld l  - $ 100.0:: 100.0$ 100.0$ 100.0$ 100.0$ 100. 0$ 
- ; (1500) (6800) (7000) (4300) (2300) 

-- --- -.~----A 
( 1100) 

a /  See footnote  t o  Table 4-1. 
3 

Table does not  include 100 male and 600 fernale cases,  age "Over 21" 
* Too few c-ses i n  t h i s  colw~m t o  permit showing d e t a i l s .  

Membership and Education - 

For t h e  women, the proport ion belonging t o  no group drops from a high of 
87.7$ airong those  i r i  El l e s s  than h i @  school,  t o 3 4 . z ;  among those  wi th  a t  
l e a s t  a year  of col lege,  and then l e v e l s  o f f .  b o n g  men t h e r e  i s  a s imi l a r ,  
though not  sc even, r e l a t i o n .  ( s e e  Table 4-11) I n  shor t ,  membership gene ra l ly  
increases with education. 

4 !!'.II.;YEF: OF 7T0ii-SECTARIAI: ORGAWIZATLOITS BELCITGEg TO, BY SEX MID EDUCATIOIT- 
-~ - 
Sex and lu.bei-  o f  Eil,.--.tion: Ye21.s of Scllocl Completed L<Lu 

~ -~ 

IIoi~-Sect-~.i?,r: Organi- 8 ,year,.s I i i ~ l ?  School - -- College - ~- 13 y r s .  
zationz l-l;llr:ed To -~- ~ ~ 

oy l e s s  9-11 y ~ , s .  1 2  j-cs. 13-15 yr; 1 6  y r s .  o r  more 
Male - i7o,ie 57.7; 5 6. c;: .em------ 1 .  1 %  27.2$ 

16 .0  19.9 24.2 5 . 1  36.1 
10  ' 3.5 . -2)- 3.6 0.6 0.3 - 

100. c , '  130.0;; 1c0. o:: 100.0:: 100.0,; 

i - a - i' (22~9 ' :  1 ( 6 0 )  ( 3 3 ~ ;  -- (3200) ( 2 5 ~ 0 ' )  
-1 See footnote  t o  Teble 4-1. 

m Labible does not  i n c l ~ j d e  5C0 i ~ s l e  aid 600 iexlale cases,  edr~cat ion  c o t  r e ~ o l - t e d .  



Membership and Family Income 

Income, too, i s  re la ted t o  organization membership among both sexes -- 
the higher the income, the higher the proportions belonging t o  some group, as  
i s  shown i n  Table 4-12. Among men whose family income i s  l e s s  than $5000, over 
half  (55.5$) belong t o  no organization and only 13.2$ t o  two or  more. Among 
those i n  the $15,000 and over range, the proportions a r e  just  about reversed 
(13.0$ and 59.07i). Among women the same sor t  of relationship may be observed. 

TABLE 4-12 

a/ NUMBER OF NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS BELONGED TO, BY SM AND FAMILY INCOMG 

Sex and Number of Family Income 
1)Jon-Sectarian Organi- Less than $5000- $7000- $10,000- $15,000 Not 
zations Belonged To $5000 $6939 $9999 $14,999 and over reported 

Male - None 55.5% 49.0% 33.8% 30.3% 13.0$ 3 9 . 8  
One 26.7 27.9 37.1- 31.3 22.7 33.0 
Two or more 13.2 20.4 28.4 38.2 59.0 23.7 
Not reported 4.6 2.7 0.7 0.2 5.3 4.1 

a/ Total- - $ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
- (2500) (4100) (7300) (4500) (2300) (3000) 

Female- None 65.4% 46.7% 42.2% 32.0% 32.6% 50.9% 
One 20.4 35.3 31.3 31.5 18.1 35.9 
Two or  more 7.0 14.4 22.2 33.3 47.8 10.9 
Not reported 7.2 3.6 4.3 3.2 1 .5  2- 3 

a/ Total- - % 100.0% lO0.0$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0% 100. 0% - (3600) (3500) (6800) (3900) (2000) (3500) 

a/ See footnote t o  Table 4-1. - 

Membership and Length of Residence 

Organization membership likewise increases with length of residence i n  the 
Washington area. Generally, the longer a person has l ived here the more l ike ly  
he i s  t o  belong t o  any organization; likewise the proportions belonging t o  two 
or  more groups tend t o  r i s e  (See Table 4-13). However, there are  some exceptions 
t o  t h i s  generalization: men who came before 1933, and women who came before 
1940, claim fewer memberships than those who came l a t e r .  Two possible explana- 
t ions  may be suggested. The more l i ke ly  i s  tha t  t h i s  i s  a re f lec t ion  of the  
greater age of those who came here earliei.; and especially i n  the case of the  
women, who belong to  Jewish organizations as  well and f ind themselves over- 
committed t o  organization a c t i v i t i e s  a t  a period i n  t h e i r  l i v e s  when they can 



no longer be a s  ac t ive  a s  they were. The o ther  p o s s i b i l i t y  i s  t h a t  those men 
who came before 1933, and the women who came then and i n  the years  before 1940, 
are  unl ike  t h e  l a t e i - a r r i v a l s  i n  some respec t  t h a t  influences t h e i r  tendency t o  
ioin non-sectarian organizat ions.  

T A B U  4-13 

NUMBER OF NON-SECTARIAN ORGAFIIZATIOMS BELOMGED TO, 

a /  BY SM AND YEAR OF ARRIVAL IF1 WASHINGTOPI NETROPOLITAN AREA- 

Sex and Number of Year of Ar r iva l  i n  Washington Metropolitan Area 
Non-Sectarian Organi- 1953- 1949- 1941- 1933- Before Always l i v e d  
zations Belonged To 1956 1952 1948 1940 1933 i n  a r e a  

Male - None 55.06 55.55 33.3% 20.9% 3 . 6 %  35.7:: 
One 29.9 25.4 30.4 36.2 30.8 36.5 
TWO o r  more 14.8 18.8 31.9 42.2 28.8 27.5 
Not repor ted  0 .3  0 .3  4.4 0.7 2.8 0 . 3  

Total- - $ 100. 0% 100 .o$ l00.0$ 100.0% 100. 0% l00.0$ 
- (2700) (2800) (5500) (5000) (4200) ( 2900) 

Female- None 66.6% 5 0 . 6  33.35 37.12 48.& 45.4% 
One 27.7 30.2 36.5 30.5 29.9 21.7 
Two o r  more 2.3 18.6 23.1 31.0 18.4 28.3 
Not repor ted  3.4 1 .2  7.1 1 . 4  3.5 4.6 

a/ See footnote t o  Table 4-1. Table does no t  include 600 male and 900 female - 
cases, year of a r r i v a l  not  reported.  

Membership Reported i n  Individual  Organizations 

Table 4-14 shows the  number of household heads and t h e i r  wives ( o r  hus- 
bands) who s a i d  they belonged t o  each of t h e  organizat ions on our l i s t .  I n  
addit ion,  we have added t h e  two other  groups most of ten  mentioned by i n t e r -  
viewees . 

The f igures  shown f o r  Ci t izens  and Parent-Teacher Associations a r e  un- 
fo r tuna te ly  too  high. Elembership i n  these  i s  f requent ly  (although no t  always) 
by family; and a number of our in terv iewers  r epor t  membership i n  these for  
both the  husband and the  wife. I t  may be t h a t  membership i n  these  should have - - 
been repor ted  uri ;L fsmily bas i s .  i,7e would f i n d  t h a t  the  number of fami l ies  



beloaging to a PTA or Home and School Association lies between 9000 and 17,90C 
that the number belonging to a Citizen's Association is between 5300 and 9050. 

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 4-14 

MEIBERSHIPS I?, SPECIFIED NON-SECTARIAN ORGANIZATIONS, BY SEX$/ 

Organization 

Number Re~orting Membership 
A - 

in Each Organization 
Male Female 

Board of Trade 
Citizens Associations 
Junior Chamber of Corrmerce 
League of Women Voters 
Parent-Teachers (or Home and School) 

Association 
Service Clubs (~iwanis, Lions, 

Rotery, etc. ) 
Masons (including Shriners,' 

Eastern Star, etc. ) 
Boy Scout or Girl Scout Leadership 

a/ Total- 23,700 23,600 

a/ See footnote to Table 4-1. Columns do not add to tots1 because the num- - 
ber of people reporting memberships in other non-sectarian organizations 
(or in none) is not shown. 



Section D 

Contributions to Local Charitable Campaigns 

Over 90% of the families surveyed reportedly contributed to the preceding 
"Red Feather'' campaign; almost as many to the Red Cross; and under 80% 

to the United Jewish Appeal (see Table 4-15). These figures appear somewhat 
inflated. They do, however, suggest the relative significance of the U.J.A. 

compared to the non-sectarian philanthropies. 

The table says that virtually all of those 'who contributed to U.J.A. also 
contributed to both of the non-sectarian campaigns (73.3s out of 79.3%) - 
that is, that they apparently give to "worthy causes," Jewish or not. In addi- 
tion, 14.3$ 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$) g a G t o  U. J.A. and refused 
both of the other campaigns. 

TABLE 4-15 

FAMILIES FEPORTIr,!G CONTRIBUTIONS TO MA.JOR LOCAL CHARITABLE CANPAIGNS 

CEimjaXgns to Which Percent of 
Ccntributi'cns Were Made d l  families 

Community Chest "Red Feather" Campaign 92.1% 
Red Cross 89.6 
United Jewish Appeal 
~. 79.3 

, . .  .ii ,n. .J I .I 

United Jewish Appeal and ,two other 7 3 . 3  
United Jewish Appeal and :onezo.th.er .5.6 
United-Jewish-Aspeal 2nd no -other- - 0.k ~ 

in,t.-' ':e .' ,..- I--. 
Rot United Jewish Appeal--two others 14.3 
Not United Jewish Appeal--:one other 0.9 
Sot United Jewish Appeal--no other - 5.5 

Total fmilies - $ 100.0$ - Sj! ('27,200) 



Section E 

Taking Meals With Gent i les  

"Breaking bread" with another person has long symbolized f r i end l iness ,  ac- 
ceptance as an equal, r e l a t i v e  intimacy. For t h i s  reason, the  extent  t o  rihich 
Jews br ing  Genti les  i n t o  C le i r  hornes t o  share t h e i r  meals, o r  e a t  i n  t h e  homes 
of Genti les ,  provides a s l i g k t  measure of the  extent  of Jewish - Gent i le  soc ia l  
in tercourse .  Tnis i s ,  of course, somewhat complicated by the  f a c t  t h a t ,  f o r  the 
Jew observant of the  ru les  of ICashruth, dining i n  the  horne of a Genti le  becomes 
qu i t e  awkward, i f  not  impossible. 

Eating i n  Genti le  Homes 

We asked two questions deal ing  with t h i s  subjec t .  The f i r s t  was: 

Of t h e  t i n e s  you have ea ten  a meal i n  someone e l s e ' s  home i n  
the  p a s t  year,  about what proportion were i n  the  hornes of - 
non-Jewish people? --  All of them, most, ha l f ,  few o r  none? 

Paswers received t o  t h i s  question a r e  shown i n  Table 4-16. About one-thi.rd 
each answered "Few" and "lJoneV, about one-sixth s a i d  "Half", and one-tenth 
r e p l i e d  "Most" o r  "All".  - 4/ 

TABLE 4-16 

FSLATIVE FREGUEPICY OF EATING I N  HOhlES OF NON-JEWISH PEOPLE 

Answers t o  t h e  question: "Of t h e  
times you have ea ten  a meal i n  
someone e l s e ' s  home i n  t h e  p a s t  Percent 
year ,  about what proport ion were of f ami l i e s  
i n  thehomes of - non-Jewish people?" 

A l l  2.*0 

~ o s t  8.0 
Half 16.1 
Few 33.3 
None 32.6 
Don't ea t  out 4.0 
Not repor ted  3.8 

Tota l  fami l ies  - $ 100. O$ 
- 1: (27,200) 



Having Genti le  Guests a t  Meals 

The sr3011d question asked was: 

Of the  times you have had guests  t o  e a t  with you i n  your home 
i n  the  pas t  y&r, about what proportion of the  guests  would 
you say were non-Jewish? -- A l l  of them, most, ha l f ,  few o r  
none '? 

Table 4-17 presents  the  answers t o  t h i s  question. It appears t h a t  "Few" and 
"p~one" account fo r  57.376 of the  answers, as compared t o  65.9$ of the  r e p l i e s  
t o  the  preceding question; while the  proportion of "Half" answers i s  corres- 
pondingly higher f o r  "ha-~ing guests" than f o r  "ea t ing out." - 51 

TABLE 4-17 

RELATIVE FmQmNCY OF HAVING NON-JEWISH G-UESTS AT MEALS 

Answers t o  the  question: "Of 
t he  times you have had guests  
t o  e a t  with you i n  your home 

rhat 
Percent 

of  famil ies  

A l l  
Most 
Half 
Few 
none 
Con't have guests 
Not reported 

Tota l  famil ies  - 
- # 

The s l i g h t  d i f ference  between the  two s e t s  of answers may r e f l e c t  e i t h e r  
the  reluctance of  observing Jews t o  e a t  where the  r u l e s  of Kashruth a r e  not  
kept; o r  a g rea te r  wil l ingness of Jews t o  i n v i t e  Genti le  guests  than of Gen- 
t i l e s  t o  accept Jews; o r  merely the  f a c t  t h a t  the  second question asks about 
$Be p.coportion of guests,-t_h_ f f i s t  about the  proport ion of occasions. 

Comparison of Adults and Children 

Is  eat ing with Genti les more or  l e s s  frequent  among the  children than 
among the  adu l t s?  I n  the  p i l o t  study conducted i n  IJorthezst D.C. ( s e e  In t ro -  
duction fo r  d e t a i l s ) ,  we asked questions separately fo r  adu l t s  and f o r  
children.  Of the  62 famil ies  interviewed, 53 indicated  the same frequency 
for  both generations; 3 reported the  children ea t ing  with Genti les more often,  
and 3 l e s s  of ten  ( t h e  remaining famil ies  included no ch i ld ren) .  The number 
of cases i s  ne i the r  l a rge  nor representa t ive  of the  whole Washington area;  

L but  the  r e s u l t  suggests no g rea t  d i f fe rence  between the  generations. 



Notes - 

For explanation of the term "head of household" see Chapter 1, Section A. 
Ihe 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 inquiry was that we did not believe the 
one person interviewed -- the head or wife -- would be able to give accu- 
rate information about other adults in the household. The effect of this 
procedure is that any estimates we night make of membership in individual 
organizations would probably be too low. 

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

In the Northeast Pilot Study, this question was a'sked 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 equat5d with 
answers quoted in the text as follows: 

"Often" -- "Half" 
"Seldom" -- "Few" 
"Never" -- "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 or 
never?'' Answers were treated as indicated in note 4. 

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



CHAPTER 5 

JEIJISH EDUCATION, 

The two sections 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 adolescents. 

In Section A, the type of Jewish education received by the 
population 17 and over is shown, separately for males and for 
females, and for ages 17-29, 30-44, and 45 and over. In addition, 
for each of the two types of education roost often reported - 
Sunday school and Hebrew afternoon school - the proportions of 
each sex attending for various lengths of time are presented. 

Section B contains 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-mitzvdh, bas-mitzvah and confirma- 
tion ceremonies are shown; and for the boys of this age, the 
proportion with each type of Jewish education who have had a 
bar-mitzvah ceremony. 



Section A 

Jewish Education of Adults 

Type of Jewish Education 

The types of Jewish 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 -cable) 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 person who has had as little as half a year of Sunday school, or of the services 
of a private tutor in preparation for a bar-mitzvah ceremony, will have been included 
here. Some persons, of course, have had two or more kinds of Jewish education; con- 
seq~ently, the proportions of the total shown as having each kind don't add up to 100%. 

TABLF 5-1 

TYPE OF JEWISH EQIJCATION BYAGE ANDISM. - - , . .  ..-. 

(~o~ulation 17 Years of Age and over) 

- 

Sex and Type of 17-29 30-44 45 ;rears 
Jewish Education years years and over Total 

Male - 
Sunday school 38.3% 32.5% 17.3% 28.0% 
Hebrew afternoon school 48.7 59.6 42.7 51.4 
Hebrew all-day school 0.6 3.7 17.9 8.0 
Private tutor 28.0 19.6 23.9 22.4 
Other 4.7 3.0 7.1 4.7 
Any at all - a/ 84.1 84.6 87.1 84.7 
None 12.7 12.2 8.4 11.0 
Not reported 3.2 3.2 4.5 4.3 

Total, male, 
17 years and overz/- $ 100.0% 100.0% 100. 0% 100.0% 

- 7" ( 4800) (12,700) ( 9400) (27,100)- 

Female - 
Sunday school 39.1% 42.1% 20.2% 33.7% 
Hebrew afternoon school 30.4 26.9 22.9 25.8 
Hebrew all'day school 
Private tutor 
Other 

Any at all 4 63.7 69.3 64.9 66.1 
None 30.5 28.0 27 5 28.3 
mot reported 5.8 2.7 7.6 5.6 - 
Total, f male 
17 ;rear; and o v e d -  % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

- # ( 6300) (11,300) ( 9400) (27,9~0)- c /  
a/ "Any at all" is not the sum of the percentages 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 "Plot reported" do not total 
100%. 

b/ Includes 200 cases - age "Over 21" not shown in this table. - 
c/ Includes 900 cases - age "Over 21" not shown in this table. - 



These f igures  a r e  probably l e s r  accurate than any other  s e r i e s  i n  t h i s  r epor t .  
An e f f o r t  was made t o  l e a r n  the  extent  of Jewish education of every person i n  the  
household from one interviewee. The l a t t e r  could repor t  fo r  himself or h e r s e l f ;  
presumably chi ldren  were reported f a i r l y  accurately;  but  information concerning 
other  a d u l t  members of the  household seel'ls f requent ly  t o  have involved guessing by 
%he person interviewed. (This  became apparent,  fo r  example, when we asked 
horr many years  of each kind of education a person had had; a s  w i l l  be seen i n  
Fables 5-2 and 5-3, the  proport ion no t  reported - which means, i n  t h i s  case, 
~cs:rc-rsof "I don ' t  know" - r an  q u i t e  high. The f igures  of Table 5-1 fo r  pro- 
port ions a t tending Hebrew a l l -day school, i n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  appear too high. These 
may r e f l e c t  confusion between "al l-day" and "afternoon" schools. 

What Table 5-1 appears t o  show, then, a r e  such f indings a s  these:  Between 80 
and 90:; of the  men a t  each age l e v e l  have had some Jewish education; fo r  t h e  women, 
the proportion i s  some 205 lower ( i . e . ,  b e t w e e a  and 70$). I n  each age group, 
Hebrew afternoon schools have occupied the  time of more of the  men than any o ther  
type of Jewish education. Among the  younger ones, Sunday school has been next  
most important,  b u t  among those 45 years  o ld  and over p r iva te  t u t o r s  and Hcbrcw 
al l-day schools reportedly t r a ined  a higher proport ion than among t h e  younger. 
Among the  younger uomen, S ~ n d a y  schooi has been at tended by t h e  highest  proport ion,  
followed by afternoon schccl .  Among those 45 and over, these two have been of 
equal i~r~por tance ,  followed c lose ly  by p r iva te  t u t o r s .  

hount of Jewish Education 

As j u s t  mentioned, information obtained on the  number of years  of each type 
if education i s  of l e s s  value because of the  high proportion not  ab le  t o  answer 
2orrectly. Tables 5-2 and 5-3 show, respect ive ly ,  t h e  proport ions of each sex 
receiving various amounts of Sunday school and Hebrew afternoon school education. 
Percentages i n  each t a b l e  a r e  of those who had any of t h i s  type of schooling, 
not of the  whole population. These may be summarized about a s  follows: 

Sunday School - Rela t ive ly  small proport ions of each sex at tended f o r  
more than e i g h t  years .  A t  l e a s t  h a l f  of the women and 
a t  l e a s t  a t h i r d  of the  men at tended l e s s  than f i v e  
years  (assuming t h a t  some of t h e  "not reported" f a l l  
::lt,- .:l,~.~r c,:: , 

TABLZ 5-2 

TJlJ!slBER OF YEARS OF SUNDAY SCHOOL, EY SEX 

(populat ion 17 Years of Age and Over, hTo Attended Sunday ~ c h o o l )  

Number of Years Attended Sex 
Male Female 

33.6s 46.6% 
37.9 28.7 
6.6 7.6 

21.9 17.1 

Total who a t t ended  
- $ 100. c$ 100. o$ , - ii (7600) ( 9400) 



Hebrew afternoon school - Between a t h i r d  and a h a l f  of t h e  men who 
at tended a t  a l l  went f o r  l e s s  than 5 years;  the  propor- 
t i o n  a t tending f o r  7 years  o r  more i s  between 20 and 40%. 
Of the  small number of women at tending,  t h e  inajority 
probably continued f o r  no Inore than four years .  

TABLE 5-3 

MJ~'IBES OF YEARS OF HEBREW AFTERNOON SCHOOL, BY SEX 

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

Sex 
Number of Years Attended 

IvIale Female 

1 - 4 years  
5 - 6 years  
7 years  o r  more 
Not repor ted  

To ta l  who a t tended 
Hebrew afternoon school  - $I 100.0% 100. O$ 

l! - 71r (13,900) (7200) 



Sect ion  B 

Ch i l i r en  and Adolescents 

Jewish E d ~ c a t i o n  of Children - 

For ch i ldren  aged 5-16 the re  was a l s o  some tendency not  t o  r epor t  t h e  ex ten t  
o l  Jewish education. Exarflinaticn of i n d i v i a u a l  ques t ionnai res ,  a s  wel l  a s  tine f a c t  
t h a t  t h i s  def ic iency  i s  h ighes t  among t h e  youngest ch i ldren ,  l eads  t o  t h e  b e l i e f  
t h a t  rr.ost of t h e  ch i ldren  shown as  "Not reported" had not  had any Jewish education. -- - 
The me te r i a l  presented i n  Table 5-4 suggests  such ~ 3 a t t e - m ~  a s  t h e s e :  Approximately 
h a l l  the  ch i ldren  un3er nine, boys a s  we l l  a s  g i r l s ,  have nad some Jewish education. 

JETiJISH EDUCATIOIT, BY AGE, SEX AND TYPE OF JEIJISH EDUCATION 

(popula t ion  5-16 Years of Age) 

-- Age 
Sex and Type of 5-8 9-12 1 3 - 1 6 ~  Tota l ,  
Jewish Education .. .- . yea r s  yea r s  - -- .- yea r s  5-16 y e a r s  

Male 
Sunday school 42.3% 71.1% 62.7$ 57.8% 
Hebreu af te rnoon school 0.6 4b.7 54.6 31.0 
Hebrew a l l - d a y  school 7 . 1  9 . 1  2 .8  6.5 
P r iva te  t u t o r  + .  4.4 37.9 12.6 
Other 2.6 0 . 3  0 . 1  1 .2  

a /  Any a t  311- 
ilone 
T!oz reporzed 

Tozal, 5-16 years  - a /  - $ 100. O$ l 0 0 . @  100.05 100.0% 
-1 - ,I ( 3600) ( 3100) ( 2800) (9500) 

Female 
Sunday school 49.3$ 78.1% 77 .5;h 65.7% 
Hebrew afternoon school 0 .7  31.1 22.0 16.0 
Hebrew a l l - d a y  school 3.6  1 . 4 -  1.1 2.3  
P r iva te  tu-Lor 0 . 1  2 , 4  3.1 1 .6  
Other ... C.2 * . .  ic 

a /  tcny -t allu 52 .1  81.5 83.6 69.5 
i1one 28.0 1 0 . 1  14.2 18.7 
Kot resorzed - 14.9 8.4 2.2 

~ ~~ 

11.6 
T3za.1, 5-16 year:; - a /  - $; 100,  0:; 100. C$ l00.O$ 100. 0$ 

~ ~ . . ( 3400) ( 2700) 
~ ( 2000 (8100) .- - 

a /  "Any a t  a l l "  i s  n c t  ahe sun of t l e  percentages shown f o r  each type of Jewish - 
erlucation sifice saxe childl-en have ha2 more 'ihar: one ty1:e. Similarly, t h e  
percen'nges nbove ,'Any a t  e l l , "  when a?ded Lo those Tor "I!onel' and "Ilot 
r e p c r t e i "  ?o r,ot t o t a l  1 0 ~ ~ : .  



88. 

This is nostly Sunday school, though more boys than girls have been in a Hebrew all. 
day school. In the 9-12-year group, over 80% of each sex have had some Jewish edu- 
cation; 73-80$ have had at least some Sunday school, while close to half the boys 
and a third of the girls have had some afternoon school. In the 13-16-year group, 
over 90% of the boys have had some Jewish schooling, but a little over 80% of the 
girls. Among the latter Sunday school is again the most significant by far, though 
afternoon school has had almost as high a proportion of the boys as has Sunday 
school. A rather high proportion of the 13-16-year-old boys have had private tutor. 
ing - -  possible in a last-minute spurt of training for anticipated bar-mitzvah cere- 
monies. 

Bar-blitzvah, Bas-Mitzvah and Confirmation - -- 

For each boy in the household over 12 and under 20 at his last birthday, the 
interviewer asked: "Has he had a bar-mitzvah ceremony, a confirmation ceremony, 
both, or neither of these?" A comparable question was asked for each &irl of Yne 
same age. Results of these questions are sho+m in Table 5-5.  The figures presented 
show that about 15-20% of tie boys, and probably upwards of 6074 of the girls, have 
had neither of these ceremonies. The proportion reporting a confirmation ceremony 
is about three times as high for the girls as for the boys. - 21 

TABLE 5-5 

BAR-MITZVAH, BAS-MITZVAH AY?D CONFIPJIATION CEREMOl?Y, BY SEX 

(Population 13-19 Years of Age) 
- 

Sex 
- 

Type of Ceremony Male Female 

Bar-mitzvah 71.0% 
Bas -mit zvah . . .  +:;$ 
Confirmation 5 4 14.3 
~ o t h  4.6 . . ~ 

Neither 15.3 58.6 
Not reported 3.7 19.9 

-- .- 

Total, 13-19 years - $ 100.0% loo.~$ 
- S- ( 3800) ( 2700) 

-- - 

Relation between Jewish Eiucation and Bar-Mitzvah Ceremony - 

From Table 5-6 in which percentages are to be added across, it appears tha'i. tile 
proportion of boys 13 to 19 years old who have not had a bar-mitzvah ceremony is 
aBout one in ten among those who have had any Sunday school; slightly lower among 
those who have attended Hebrew afternoon scl~ool at all; lower still among those who 
have had some private tutoring; and jusi; about zero for the small group >$no have 
attended a Hebrew all-day school. From this it cannot be concluded, however, that 





1/ It should be noted t h a t  the  category "Other" includes Yiddish schools - 
(workmen's Circ le ,  Sholem Aleichem, e t c .  ) ; Jewish education reported a s  
received i n  r egu la r  school periods i n  c e r t a i n  fore ign countr ies;  e tc .  

2 I n  the  Northeast P i l o t  Study, we asked about bar-mitzvah only. Boys - 
reported a s  not  having had a bar-mitzvah, and a l l  g i r l s ,  were tabula ted  
here a s  "not reported". 



CHAPTER 6 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP, FRESUENCY OF AFTENDANCE 

AND RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION 

This chapter consists of three sections, one devoted to each 
of the tapies 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 of 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. m e e  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 "religious identification" of families - whether they 
think of themselves as Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or "none of 
these" - is discussed in Section C. The "none of these" group is 
'furhher 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. 



Section A 

Synagogue Membership of Families 

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

What proportions belong to local Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or other congr 
gations? 

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

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

Synagogue Membership in General 

To ascertain whether the family belonged to a synagogue, the interviewer asked, 
in a series of questions about the family: "Are you members of a synagogue or 
temple?" The word "members" was underlined to remind the interviewer that attending 
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 
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 to a synagogue didn't 
mention its name. 1/ - 

The results of this question are shown in Table 6-1. More than half (53.3%) of 
the families claim no synagogue necibership; of the remaining 46.7%, over half (25.G) 
of the total) reportmembership in a Conservative congregation. Orthodox families 
are about half as numerous as Conservative, and Reform half as numerous as Orthodox. 

TABLE 6-1 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY 

Syn%ogue Percent 
Membership of Family of families 

Orthodox 11.9% 
Conservative 25.0 
Reform 6.3 
Other - a/ 2.8 
None 53.3 
Mot reported 0.7 

Total families - % 1~0. 0% 
- # ( 27,200) 

a/ "Other" includes non-denominational, out-of -town and unspecified - 
congregations. 



I For var ious  reasons a fami ly  may maintain membership i n  two o r  more congrega- 
I t ions .  I n  t h e  survey a r e a  approximately 500, o r  1.9% of t h e  f a m i l i e s ,  belong t o  a t  

. l e a s t  two synagogues; included among these  a r e  about 100, o r  0.4$, who claim t h r e e  
o r  more synagogue memberships. No e f f o r t  was made t o  t a b u l a t e  these  a s  Orthodox, 
conservat ive o r  Reform. 

Reasons f o r  Choosing a P a r t i c u l a r  Congregation - 
For each congregation named i n  answer t o  t h e  quest ion on membership, t h e  f u r t h e r  

question was asked: "How d i d  you happen t o  choose t h a t  congregation?" The answers t o  
t h i s  ques t ion  were not  c l a s s i f i e d ,  nor t abu la t ed ,  but  we d id  prepare a l i s t  of t h e  
answers occurr ing  with considerable frequency. The answers we found most o f t e n  were: 

1. '"We have f r i e n d s  who belong t o  it" o r  "People i n  t h e  neighborhood go the re" .  
2. " I t ' s  t h e  n e a r e s t  congregation t o  where we l ive" .  

Somewhat l e s s  f r equen t ly ,  answers were of t hese  types: 
3. "Our family has always belonged" o r  "That 's  where my f a t h e r  goes". 
4 .  " I t ' s  t h e  c l o s e s t  Orthodox ( o r  Conservative, o r  ~ e f o r m )  congregation". 

Much l e s s  o f t e n  we came across  answers l i k e  these :  
5. "It has a good Sunday school" o r  "Ve l i k e  t h e  se rv ices  t h e r e " .  

, Very r a r e l y ,  t h e  l a t t e r  type  of answer contained an added comment a long t h e  l i n e s  of :  
'Irde moved t o  t h i s  l oca t ion  i n  order  t o  be  near  it." 

Reasons f o r  Not Belonging t o  Any Congregation 

When a fami ly  belonged t o  no synagogue, t h e  in terv iewer  asked: "What would 
you say i s  your most important reason f o r  not  belonging t o  any?" These answers, too,  
were n e i t h e r  c l a s s i f i e d  nor t abu la t ed .  Again, t h e  answers given most o f t e n  were 
l i s t e d ,  a long with an i n d i c a t i o n  of t h e i r  r e l a t i v e  frequency. The answers we met 
most o f t e n  were: 

1. References t o  t h e  age of t h e  f ami ly ' s  ch i ld ren ,  such as :  "We don ' t  have 
any ch i ld ren  ye t ;  when we do, w i l l  probably join"; "We won't jo in  u n t i l  our  c h i l -  
dren a r e  o l d  enough f o r  Sunday school"; "Our ch i ld ren  a r e  grown now, so we 
no longer  need t o  belong". 

Next most f r equen t  were such answers a s :  
2. " I t ' s  t o o  expensive"; "We c a n ' t  a f ford  it"; "Belonging c o s t s  more than  

i t ' s  worth". 

Less of ten ,  answers were given l i k e  these :  
3. "We're not  r e l ig ious" ;  "'de don ' t  be l i eve  i n  it". 
4. "We're t o o  busy"; "We have no time f o r  it". 

And occas ional ly  t h e r e  were answers such a s :  
5. "Synagogue members a r e  too  class-conscious";  "Synagogues a r e  f o r  snobs 

who want t o  show off t h e i r  fancy  c lo thes" .  
6. "There's no synagogue near  by". 

s a t  t h e  "Reasons" T e l l  

Any proper  a t tempt  t o  f i n d  out  why people choose one congregation over 
another,, o r  why they don ' t  jo in  any, would have involved asking more quest ions 
than we could a f f o r d  i n  t h i s  survey. People jo in  a congregation p a r t l y  because it 
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has c e r t a i n  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  ( r e l i g i o u s  o r  s o c i a l ) ,  p a r t l y  because t h e i r  family, 
f r i e n d s  o r  acquaintances have t o l d  them about these c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  What the  
"reasons f o r  joining" t h a t  we have l i s t e d  seem t o  say i s  t h a t ,  f o r  most people, 
choosing a synagogue doesn ' tmean  weighing the  r e l i g i o u s  q u a l i t i e s  of seve ra l  and 
then choosing "the bes t  ." 

A s  t o  the  so-ca l led  "reasons" f o r  not joining,  these seem t o  b o i l  down to one 
general  s tatement:  "Synagogue membership is l e s s  important t o  me than o the r  things 
i n  my l i f e .  These o ther  th ings ,  therefore ,  have p r i o r  claim on my budget of money 
o r  time. When my ch i ld ren  a r e  of an age when t h e  s o c i a l  pressure of the  Jewish corn. 
munity w i l l  demand t h a t  I give them a Jewish education, I w i l l  j o i n  a synagogue i n  
order t o  do s o  ." 
Synagogue Membership by Area 

A s  Table 6-2 ind ica te s ,  t h e  proport ion of f ami l i e s  belonging t o  no congregation 
is lowest i n  Northeast and Northwest D . C . ,  and h ighes t  i n  Prince Georges County and 
SoutheastSouthwest  D . C .  The preponderance of Conservative congregation members ove 
o the r s  i s  e s p e c i a l l y  marked i n  a l l  three  of t h e  suburban counties ,  b u t  may be seen 
a l s o  i n  Northeast D . C .  High proport ions of Orthodox Jews a r e  seen i n  Northeast D.C. 
and Northwest e a s t  of Rock Creek. Reform Jews a r e  a high propor t ion  of the  t o t a l  
only i n  Northwest west of Rock Creek. 

TABLE 6-2 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBEESHIP OF FAMILY BY AP3A 

Area 

D.C.  V i rg in ia  Maryland 

Synagogue North- North- North- South- 
Membership e a s t  west, west, e a s t  ( ~ e t r o -  Pr ince  Mont - 
Of Family W .  of E .  of and p o l i t a n  Georges gomery 

Rock Rock South- a r e a )  County County 
Creek Creek west (M.A.)  (M.A.) 

Orthodox 2 2 .  1 22.4$ 13.5$ 1 .@ 4 -9 5.4$ 
Conservative 33.1 21.4 21.9 11.9 25.2 19.3 31.7 
Ref o m  0.4 24.6 5.6 1 . 2  11.1 1.3  4.2 
0 the r  0.7 0.8 1 . 7  4.6 0 .8 4.4 4.8 
None 42.8 46.1 46.4 68.8 60.0 70.7 53.8 
Not repor ted  0.4 . . . 2 .0  ... 1.1 . . .  0.1 

Tota l  f a m i l i e s 4  loo.@$ loo .@ loo.@$ loo .@ 1 0 0 . 9  1 0 0 . 9  
-# (2300) (2500) (7900) (1400) (2300) (3200) (7600) 



I n  genera l ,  one can say t h a t  as  income r i s e s ,  t h e  proport ion belonging t o  no con- 
p e g a t i o n  dec l ines ,  the  propor t ion  who a r e  Orthodox dec l ines ,  and the propor t ions  who 
a e  Conservative o r  Reform r i s e  ( see  Table 6-3) .  The p r i n c i p a l  exception t o  t h i s  
genera l iza t ion  i s  t h e  lowest income group (under $4,000), which shows r a t h e r  h igher  
proportions of Conservative and Reform Jews, and lower proport ions belonging t o  no  

than  might be a n t i c i p a t e d .  Appendix Table 6-1  shows i n  a s l i g h t l y  d i f -  
fe rent  way t h a t  the  Orthodox a r e  the  l e a s t  wealthy, followed by those who belong t o  
no congregation, the Conservative and then the Reform group - almost two-thirds of 
whom r e p o r t  family incomes of $10,000 o r  over .  

SYNAGOGUE MEMBEBHIP OF FAMILY BY FAMILY INCOME 

Family Income 
Synagogue Less 
Membership than  $4,000- $5,000- $7,000- $10,000- $15n 000 Not 
of Family $4,000 4,999 6,999 9,999 14,999 and over  r epor t ed  

Orthodox 19.76 16.3$ 13 .9  1 2 . q  7 .$ 8.0% 11 .% 
Conservative 17.4 9.5 25.3 21  .O 34.3 31.1 29.6 
~ e f o m  5 .1  1 . 9  1 .o 3 -7 11 .6  22.8 4 . 1  
Other . . .  1 . 6  8 .0  0.9 2.6 0.9 3.7 
None 57 -8 70.7 52.4 61.8 44.3 36.5 46.9 
Not r epor t ed  . . .  ... . . . . . . ... 0.7 4.7 

Total  f ami l i e s  - $ l o o . @  1 0 0 . 9  1 0 0 . 9  100.@ 1 0 0 . 9  1 0 0 . q  100.% 
- # (1500) (2300) (4500) (7800) (4600) (2400) (4100) 

Synagogue Membership of the  "All-Jewish" Famil ies  

It w i l l  be remembered t h a t  some 3,300 f ami l i e s  a r e  "mixed" - t h a t  i s ,  e i t h e r  the 
head of the  household o r  the husband o r  wife of the  head is not  Jewish, o r  n e i t h e r  i s  
Jewish. The remaining t a b l e s  of t h i s  s e c t i o n  a r e  based on the "al l -Jewish" f a m i l i e s  
i n  which n e i t h e r  husband nor wife i s  G e n t i l e .  Table 6-4 shows the  synagogue member- 
ship of these  f ami l i e s .  Comparison with Table 6-1 shows t h a t  e l i m i n a t i r g  t h e  "mixed" 
famil ies  has c u t  the  propor t ion  belonging t o  no congregation from 53.3 t o  49.146, thus 
increasing s l i g h t l y  the proport ions belonging t o  each type of congregat ion.  

TABLE 6-4 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBEFSHlP OF FAMILY, 

OMITTING "MIXED" (JEWISH -GENTILE ) FAMILIES 

S.ynagogue Membership of Family Percent  of Famil ies  
~~ 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
Other 
None 
Not r epor t ed  0 .6  

T o t a l  (omi t t ing  "mixed") f ami l i e s  - $I loo.$ 
- ?# (23,900) 
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Synagogue Membership i n  Relation t o  Age and Marital  S ta tus  
d 

Table 6-5 i s  designed t o  permit comparison of heads of households belonging to 
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform o r  no congregations, according t o  t h e i r  ages. The 
f i n a l  column of the  t a b l e ,  showing the  age d i s t r i b u t i o n  of the  t o t a l  of heads of 
"all-Jewish" households, may be used as  a standard of comparison f o r  the  other 
columns. 

TABLE 6-5 
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILIES BY AGE OF 

HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 
( ~ m i t t i c g  "Mixed" Families)  

Synagogue Membership of Family 
Age of 
Read of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform None Tota l  

15-24 years 2.9% 1-45 
25-34 

,, 1: : i% 1G:i3% 6 %  29.4 23.6 

35-44 29.4 35.3 32.7 33.1. 32.9 
45-54 " 18.7 30.3 28.1 14.7 20.5 
55-64 " 22.0 9.1 18.3 10.1 12.0 
65 years & over 16.8 5.5 11.7 8.0 

Y 
8.7 

Not reported ... 0.7 1.8 0.9 

To ta l  (omitt ing 
"mixed" ) f a r i l i e s - $  100.0$ l00.0$ 100.0$ l00.0$ ~ C O . O $  a/ - (3100) (6600) (1600) (11,700) (23,900)- 

* Less than .05?0. 
a /  Includes 700 cases belonging t o  "other"  congregations, and 200 cases, - 

membership not reported, not shown i n  t ab le .  

Compared t o  the  o thers ,  t h e  Orthodox group contains a high proport ion of per- 
sons aged 55 and over, and r e l a t i v e l y  low proportions i n  the  younger ages. The 
Conservative group, on the  o ther  hand, i s  r e l a t i v e l y  low i n  older people, re la-  
t i v e l y  high i n  younger ones. Reform Jews tend t o  include disproportionately 
low numbers under 35, and dispropor t ionate ly  high numbers from age 45 up. Final ly ,  
those belonging t o  no congregation a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  most numerous i n  the  ages up t o  
45. 

I f  age i s  r e l a t e d  t o  synagogue membership, one reason i s  t h a t  membership de- 
pends i n  p a r t  on whether a person i s  married o r  not.  Table 6-6 presents  the  e f -  
f e c t s  of age and of mar i t a l  s t a t u s  on synagogue membership. Note t h a t  percent- 
ages i n  t h i s  t a b l e  must be added across.  The upper pa r t  of the  t a b l e  concerns 
only the  married heads of households, and suggests t h a t  among married persons 
membership increases i n t o  the  e a r l y  50 's )  and then s t a r t s  decl in ing.  (Whether 
such decl ine  represents  decreasing i n t e r e s t  following the  maturation of c h i l -  
dren, o r  increasing physical  d i s a b i l i t y ,  or  some other  f a c t o r ,  cannot be deter -  
mtned from the  evidence here.)  



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

TABLE 6-6 
STAGCGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY MARITAL STATUS 

AND AGE OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 
a/ (omitting "Mixed" Families) - 

Synagogue Membership of Family 
Members of Members of Total Tamilies 

Head of Household some no 
- ~~ ~ 

Marital Status and Age synagogue synagogue % # 

Married: 
Under 25 years 
2 5-34 

I, 

35-44 
45-54 " 

55-64 " 
65 years & over 

Summary: 
Under 45 years 

Married 46.3 53.7 100. 0% 12,700 
Not married 24.7 75.3 100.0% 1,100 

45 years and over: 
Married 64.6 35.4 100.0% 7,600 
Not married 47.8 52.2 100.0% 2,200 

Too few cases to permit showing detail. 

a/ NOTE THAT PERCENTAGES TOTAL ACROSS. - 
Table does not include 300 cases age "over 21". 

Synagogue Membership and Nativity 3/ 
Table 6-7 shows the composition of the Orthodox, Conservative, Reform and 

"no congregation" groups, according to the nativity of heads of households, and 
permits comparison of each of these with the total population. Over half the 
Orthodox are foreign-born, but decreasing proportions of the Conservative and 
Reform groups. On the other hand, virtually none of the Orthodox (1.9%) are 
native-born of native parents, but increasing proportions of the Conservative 
and Reform. Appexdix Table 6-11 presents these data in a slightly different 
fashion. 



TABU. 6-7 
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY NATIVIW OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

(omit t ing  "Mixed" Famili'es ) 

Nativi ty  of Synagogue Membership of Family 
Head of 
Household Orthodox Conservative Reform None Tota l  

Native-born of 
nat ive parents  1 .% 17.7% 2 3  16.2% 14.7% 

Native -born of 
fore ign parents 44.2 61.5 66.7 55.4 56.9 

Native-born, parents ' 
n a t i v i t y  not reported 1 . 4  0.6 0.6 1 .7  1 .3  

Fore ign-born 52.4 20.2 9.1 26.7 27.0 
Nat iv i ty  not repor ted  0 .1  ... . . . x 0 .1  

Total  (omitt ing "mixed" 
fami l i e s )  - qb 100.0% 100.0$ ~ O C . O $  100.0% loo.@ 

- #  (3100) (6600) (1600) ( I  1,700) :23, 9 ~ ~ ) ~ 1  

* Less than .05$. 
a /  Includes 700 cases belonging t o  other congregations, and 200 cases - 

membership not reported, not shown i n  table .  

Synagogue Membership and Education 

The r e l a t i o n  between education of the  head of the  household and synagogue mem- 
bership  i s  indicated  i n  Table 6-8, organized l i k e  the  preceding t a b l e .  

TABLE 6-8 
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY EDUCATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

(omitting "Mixed" Families ) 

Education of Head Synagogue Membership of Family 
of Household: Years 
of School Completed Orthodox Conservative Reform None Total  

Eight years o r  l e s s  24.5% 4.6% 5.0% 12.4% 10.9% 
9-11 years 12.0 6.1 4 .1  11.1 9.0 
12 years (high school) 24.3 22.7 11.9 16.5 19.1 
13-15 years 7.5 21.2 9.8 11.4 13.3 
16 years ( co l l ege)  15.0 8.5 17.0 12.2 12.1 
17 years o r  more 11.2 34.8 52.0 34.0 33.1 
Not reported 5.5 2.1 0.2 2.4 2.5 

Tota l  (omitt ing "mixed" 
fami l i e s )  - $ l00.0$ 100. O$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% .I 

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

a /  Includes 700 cases belonging t o  'o ther '  congregations, and - 
200 cases, membership not reported, not shown i n  t ab le .  
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This shows the less educated high among the Orthodox, low among the Conservative and 
lowest among the Reform Jews. Conversely the most-educated (i.e., those who have 
had post-graduate college training) are disproportionately low among the Orthodox, 
about 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 6-111). The implications of this are further clarified in the 

Synagogue 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 occupations. Consideration of the remaining figures 
of the table suggests that these non-reporting cases occur mostly among the clerical 
and sales workers. Those belonging to no synagogue seem to include a disproportion- 
ately large number of clerical, sales and manual workers. 

TABLE 6-9 
SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY OCCUPATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 
(~eads Who are Working for Pay or Prof it, Omitting "~ixed" Families) 

Occupation of Synagogue Membership of Family 
Head of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform None Total 

Professional and 
technical 26.9% 33.9% 54.6% 34.7% 36.0% 

Managers, officials 
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,l 9.2 
Not reported 19.0 5.7 1.4 6.6 7.4 
Total (omitting) 
"mixed") families - $I 100.0% l00.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 4 

- # (2500) (5600) (1400) (10,100) (20,400) 
a/ Includes 700 cases, belonging to 'other' congregations, and 100 cases, 

membership not reported, not shown in table. 



"About how many times have you yourself attended synagogue or temple 
services during the past twelve months - not at all, just once or 
twice, once a month, or more often?" 

If the answer was "More often" the interviewer asked: "How often?" For married 
couples, the additiondl question was asked: 

"And about how many 
this- year?" 

The information obtained from these questions is presented in this section, 
which shows relations between synagogue attendance, on the one hand, and age, sex, 
nativity and synagogue membership on the other. 

Synagogue Attendance in Relation to Age, Sex and Nativity 1 
Frequency of attendance is shown in Table 6-10 separately for each sex, and 1 

3 
within each sex group, separately for those aged under 45, and those 45 years or 1 
over. 

I 
TABLE 6-10 i 

1 

FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES, BY AGE AND SEX i 
i 

(~eads of Households, and If Married, Their Wives or Husbands, 

cor.+inn R 

Frequency of Attendance at Jewish Religious Services 

For the head of each household, and for the wife or husband of each married 
head, the interviewer asked: 

- 

times would you say your husband (wife) has gone 

Omitting "Mixed" ~amilies) 

5 years Total Under 45 years Total 

34.6 35.7 35.0 31.9 35.1 33.5 
7.9 8.6 8.1 8.4 12.8 9.9 

Frequency of Attendance Male Female 
at Religious Services Under 4 

45 years & over 45 years & over 

~ o t  at all 23.3% 11.11. 18.8% 24.9% 10.1% 19.7$ 
1-2 times a year 22.7 19.7 21.6 22.8 2.2 22.6 
3-11 
Once 

kimes a year 
a month 

2-3 times a month 3.4 6.7 4.7 5 3 4.6 5.0 
4 or more times a month 6.2 13.9 9.0 4.3 10.0 6.0 
Not 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. O$ 
and spouses - #  (13500) ( 8100) (21600) (14700 ) (7300) (22700) 4 

a/ Includes 700 cases, age "over 21" not shown in table. - t 



If we compare f i r s t  the " to ta l"  columns for  each sex, we see that  close t o  one-fifth 
of each (18.8% of the men and 19.7% of the women) report  tha t  they never attend, and 
over half (56.6% and 56.1$, respectively) say they go l e s s  than once a month. Those 
who claim to  attend a t  l e a s t  once a month const i tute  s l i gh t ly  over a f i f t h ,  both of 
the men (21.8%) and of the women (20.9%). Differences between the two sexes a r e  
s l ight .  ij/ 

Now l e t  us examine the columns "Under 45 Years" and "45 Years and Over", f o r  
male and for  female. In  each case we see tha t  attendance i s  more frequent among 
the older than among the younger persons. This may mean tha t  the older generation 
have a l l  t he i r  l i ve s  been attending more often tG the i r  children have; o r  it - may 
mean tha t  as  people get older they attend more often. 

Some additional l i g h t  i s  shed by Table 6-11, i n  which we attempt to  see what 
effect  na t iv i ty  has on attendance. 

TABLE: 6-11 

FPXQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT FBLIGIOUS SERVICES, BY AGE, NATIVITY AND SEX 

( ~ e a d s  of Households and, If Married, Their Wives or  Husbands, 

a/ 
Omitting "Mixed" ~ ~ m i 1 i e s ) -  

Sex, and Frequency Age and Nativity 
of Attendance a t  Under 45 +ears 4-5 jrears and over 
Religious Services Native-Born 

Parents Parents Foreim- Native- Foreign- - - 
native-born foreign-born born born born 

Male - 
~ o t  a t  all 21.8% 24.1$ 23.65 14.1$ 7.6% 
1-2 times a 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 Yd.5 4.6 
2-3 times a month 5.0 3.2 2.3 11.3 1.8 
4 o r  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 mmle - $ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.05 100.0% 100.0% 
heads and spouses - i/ (2500) ( 9200 ) ( 1500 ) ( 4200 ) ( 3900) 

Female - 
Not at a l l  39.7% 19.7'$ 8.6% 16.9% 3. 1% 
1-2 times a year 24.2 23.9 14.5 23.3 20.8 
3-11 zimes a year 26.5 35.5 20.1 28.4 42.0 
Once a month 3.4 9.3 21.2 13.6 12.0 
2-3 times z month 3.5 4.1 19.3 2.7 6.6 
4 or m r e  times a mmth 2.3 4.7 9 .1  12.8 7.2 
Not reported 0.4 2.8 7.2 2.3 8.3 
Total Jewish female - $ 100.0% 100. O$ 100. O$ 100.0% 100.0% 
heads and spouses - {/ (4800) ( 8200 ) (1400) (3700) (3600) 

a/ Table does not include 100 male and 300 female, under 45 years of age, native- - 
born, parent ' s  na t iv i ty  not reported, and 700 female, age 'over 21' .  
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In this rather complex table, the upper half presents data for men, the lower half- 
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 45 years old or over, comparison was possible for all the native- 
born and the foreign-born. - 

Broadly, this table indicates a somewhat different pattern among the foreign, 
born as contrasted with the native-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 
more frequent attendance in the older than in the younger group. Amon 
born men this is paralleled by the fact that a lower proportion of the - 
never attend, and a higher proportion attend at least on the High Holy 
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 Synagogue 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 
synagogue members. 

TABLE 6-12 

FREQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE OF HEAD OF HOUSMOLD AT RELIGIOUS SERVICES, BY 
a/ 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY- 

Frequency of Attendance Synagogue Membership of Family 
at Religious Services Orthodox Conservative 

Not at all 1.5% 7.1% 
1-2 times a year, 13.2 10.6 
3-11 times a year 39.7 41.3 
Once a month 14.8 13.6 
2-3 times a month 4.0 12.1 
4 or more times a month 23.3 15.1 
Not reported 3.5 0.2 . . a 

Total families - % 100. 0% 100.0% - # (3,200) (6,800) 

Table does not include 700 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 
quite rarely ("3 - 11 times a year", which for the most part means only on the High 
Holy ~ays); 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 to no synagogue, not surprisingly, attend seldom or never. 
Whether membership leads to attendance, or the reverse - or whether, as seems more 
likely, membership and attendance reinforce one another - cannot be established 
from our data. 



Section C 

Religious Identification of Families 

In the first part of -this Chapter (Section A) we were concerned with actual 
membershi2 in Orthodox, Conservative or Reform congregations. Here we consider 
how people t'nink of themselves. In each interview, two questions were asked: 

"As a family, do you consider yourselves Orthodox, Conservative, 
Reform or none of these?" 

"When you say that you consider yourselves (whatever was answered 
to the preceding question), what do you have in mind?" 

Answers to the latter question 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 both are Gentile. Information on the identification of those families is 
presented in Chapter 8 (Tables 8-3, 8-12 and 8-14). 

Religious Identification of "All-Jewish" Families 

What Washington area Jews "consider themselves" is shown in Table 6-13. 
Roughly half (47.476) feel they are Conservative, about a quarter (24.7%) Reform, 
and 14.9% Orthodox. An additional 6.176 could not place themselves in one of these 
three groups: either because one family member considered himself (for example) 
Orthodox and another (for example) Conservative, or because they didn't care very 
much, or because (though concerned) they were unable to decide. 

T ~ L E  6-13 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY (Omitting "Mixed" ~amilies) 

Religious Identification of Family: 
"Do you consider yourselves . . . ? "  Percent of families 

Orthodox 14.9% 
Conservative 47.4 
Reform 24.7 
None of these - family undecided 6.1 
None of these - other religion 0.5 
None of these - no religion 3.9 
Not eeported 2.5 

Total (cmitting ".mixed") families - q'o lO0.0$ 
- # (23,900) 



The two remaining groups are of some interest. A small number (0.5% of all) 
,xplained that, although they thought of themselves as being Jews in terms of their 
,ultural background, they were adherents not of Judaism, but of some other 
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". 

Religious Identification and Synagogue Membership - 
Relations between actual membership in a synagogue and identification are 

displayed'in Table 6-14. Among the inore salient points are these: 

Of those identifying themselves as Orthodox, the greatest proportion 
(46.4%) are members of Orthodox congregations. 

Of those identifying themselves as Conservative, nearly equal proportions 
are members of Conservative (44.9%) or no congregations (40.8%). 

Of those identifying themselves as Reform, the greatest proportion (59.0%) 
are members of no congregation. 

Of those who are undecided, an overwhelming majority (84.9%) are members 
of no congregation. 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSIIIP OF FAMILY 
a/ 

(Omitting "Mixed" ~amili6s)- 

Religious Identification of Fainily Synagogue 
Membership of Family Orthodox Conservative Reform "None of These" 

family undecided 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
Other 
None 
Not reported 

Total (omitting "mixed" ) families-$ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.05 100. 0% 
-;I (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) 

a/ Table does not include 100 cases "Other Religion"; 900 cases "No Religion" - 
and 600 cases religious identification not reported. 
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Plot to be overlooked are the proportions who identify with one strain of Judaism 
but belong to a congregation of differing persuasion; for example, the 20.2% of 
those who consider themselves Orthodox but belong to Conservative congregations. 
These data are presented in a somewhat different way in Appendix Table 6-IV. 

The meaning of these feelings of identification would be made clearer if 
the answers to the second question 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 
those who say that they belong to no congregation but think of themselves-as Reform, 
seem to mean that although they were reared in traditional Orthodox homes, they now 
observe a minimumof 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 
(less than high school), Conservatism is rivalled by Orthodoxy - a reflection of 
the fact that the Orthodox are largely foreign-born, 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 identification. Those whose identification is 
"undecided" or who have "no religion" are most frequent among the groups with 
most schooling. 

TABLE 6-15 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY EDUCATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

(omitting "~ixed" Families )d 

Religious Identification - Education of Head of Household: Years of School Completed 
of Family 8 years High School College 

or less 9-11 years 12 years 13-15 Years 16 years or mre 
Orthodox 38.7% 21.0% 13.0$ 8.8% 
Conservative 42.5 52.9 52.6 63.9 
Reforrn 11.4 9.6 23.4 19.7 
None of these - family 

undecided 6.5 2.2 4.3 5.2 
idone of these-other rzligion . . . 0.2 0.1 0.6 
None of t hese-n3 religion 0.9 3.0 2.0 1.8 
Not reported ... 11.1 4.6 . . . 
Totzl (omitting "mixed1')-$ 100.0$ 100.0$ l00.0$ 100.0% 
families -# (2600) (2200) (4600) (3200) 

- 

a/ Table does not include 500 cases ecluczLion not reported. - 



Notes - 
Synagogue membership, we assumed, i s  2, family a f f a i r .  Where t h e  head of t h e  
household was s p e c i f i c a l l y  reported no t  a member, but some o the r  person i n  t h e  
household ( e . ~ . .  oarent  o r  brother  of the  head. o r  some unrelated oerson) . - , A  A 

claimed membership, we have reported the  f a n i l y  a s  not  synagogue members. 
This  may have resulced i n  an est imate of t o t a l  synagogue membership too  low 
a t  most by 200 - 300 famil ies .  

On the  assumption, again, t h a t  synagogue membership i s  a c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  t h e  
family, we chose c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of t h e  head of the household ( a s  the  most 
s i g n i f i c a n t  family member) t o  r e l a t e  t o  synagogue membership. 

For d e f i n i t i o n s  of "nat iv i ty" ,  "native-born", and "foreign-born", see Chapter 3, 
Section A. 

A comparison was a l s o  made of t h e  frequency of attendance of husbands with t h a t  
of t h e i r  wives (20,500 married couples) ,  which showed t h a t  72.5% at tended with 
the  same frequency; i n  15.5% of the  cases, t h e  husband at tended more often;  and 
i n  8.2% of the  cases, t h e  wife more of ten .  I n  3.8% of the  cases, frequency of 
at tendance was no t  reported f o r  one o r  both. I n  short ,  t he re  i s  a s l i g h t  
tendency f o r  the  husbands t o  a t t e n d  more often. 



CHAPTER 7 

OBSERVANCE OF CERTAIN TRADITIONAL PRACTICES OF JUDAISM 

The purpose of t h i s  chapter  i s  t o  present  a b r i e f  r e p o r t  on t h e  e x t e n t  t o  
which Washington's Jewish f ami l i e s  main ta in  c e r t a i n  t r a d i t i o n a l  p r a c t i c e s  of 
Judaism. I n  choosing a l i m i t e d  number of these p r a c t i c e s  t o  be asked about i n  
t h i s  survey, we were guided by s e v e r a l  cons idera t ions .  Some p r a c t i c e s  have ao 
manifes t ly  f a l l e n  i n t o  d isuse  i n  t h i s  community t h a t  a survey i s  ha rd ly  required 
t o  determine the f a c t ;  f o r  example, we know without i nqu i ry  t h a t  the propor t ion  
of Washington Jewish men who do not  shave i s  i n f i n i t e s i m a l .  Some p r a c t i c e s  
seemed too complex t o  be d e a l t  with i n  a survey of t h i s  s o r t  - f o r  example, 
Sabbath observance. With r e spec t  t o  c e r t a i n  o t h e r  p r a c t i c e s ,  same pe r sens  
f e l t  t h a t  t h e r e  would be community r e s i s t a n c e  t o  inqui ry  - f o r  example, whether 
the  circumcision of male c h i l d r e n  had been performed by a mohel o r  by a doctor .  

I n  the p i l o t  s tudy conducted i n  Northeast Washington, a ques t ion  on c i r c u -  
c i s i o n  was asked; but  t h i s  was e l iminated  from the  maJor p a r t  of the  s tudy.  11 
For t h a t  we s e l e c t e d  e i g h t  p r a c t i c e s .  One of these - having a bar-mitzvah ( o r  
r e l a t e d )  ceremony - was d iscussed  i n  Chapter 5 .  A second - having a r e l i g i o u s  
marriage ceremony - i s  t r e a t e d  i n  Chapter 8. The remaining s i x ,  which form the 
sub jec t  of t h i s  chapter, a r e :  

1. P a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  a Passover Seder  
2 .  Light ing  of Hanukah candles  
3. Light ing  of Fr iday  n ight  candles  
4 .  P lac ing  of mezuzahs a t  t h e  doors of t h e  home 
5 .  Buying of  kosher meats 
6. Use of s epa ra t e  d ishes  f o r  meat and d a i r y  foods 

The ma te r i a l  of t h i s  chapter  i s  presented i n  t h r e e  p a r t s .  S e c t i o n  A dea l s  
with the  r e l a t i v e  frequency of observance of these s i x  p r a c t i c e s ,  and with t h e  
ex ten t  of observance of each of the  f i r s t  four  by f ami l i e s  t h a t  i d e n t i f y  them- 
s e l v e s  a s  Orthodox, Conservative o r  Reform. 

S e c t i o n  B d iscusses  the  observance of the two major r u l e s  of kashruth 
numbered 5 and 6 above, and the  r e l a t i o n  between observance of these and e a t i n g  
i n  the  homes of Gen t i l e s .  

I n  S e c t i o n  C ,  we have t r i e d  the  experiment of combining f o r  each family the 
ex ten t  of i t s  obeervance of each of these s i x  p r a c t i c e s .  On a t e n t a t i v e  b a s i s  
we have assigned a "weight" t o  each observance and added these  up t o  provide a 
t o t a l  s co re .  The r e l a t i o n  of family sco res  t o  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  and t o  - 
synagogue membership i s  r epor t ed  here .  

It should be pointed out  t h a t  information on observance is on a "housekold" 
o r  "family" bas i s  - t h a t  i s ,  we asked about t h e  ex ten t  of observance iL each 
household. A household, a s  i nd ica t ed  i n  Chapter 1, may c o n s i s t  of a s i n g l e  
person l i v i n g  by h imsel f .  Such a person i s  un l ike ly  t o  engage i n  some p r a c t i c e s  
(e .g . ,  l i g h t i n g  of Fr iday  n ight  c a n d l e s ) .  The degree of observance of  some 
p r a c t i c e s  would probably be higher  i f  we confined our a t t e n t i o n  s o l e l y  t o  
married couples .  



S e c t i o n  A 

Passover Seder ,  Hanukah Lights ,  

Fr iday  Night Candles, Mezuzahs 

The ques t ion  asked about t h e  observance of each p r a c t i c e  necessa r i ly  v a r i e d  
s l i g h t l y .  I n  each case ,  one poss ib l e  answer was "No," "Never," o r  "None." Here is 

l i s t  of these  ques t ions ,  with t h e  propor t ion  g iv ing  such a negat ive answer to  each:  

Negative Percent  
Ques t ion  Answer Negative 

"Last Passover,  d i d  you have a Seder  i n  your 
own home, or  a t t e n d  one elsewhere, or  not  
a t  a l l ? "  Not a t  a l l  20 .go 

"Last Hanukah, d i d  you li&t Hanukah candles?" No 31.8 
"Do you l i g h t  Fr iday  n ight  candles slways, 

sometimes o r  never?" Never 50.4 
"Do you have mezuzahs on a l l ,  some o r  none of 

your doors?" None 53.9 
"Do you do each of these  th ings  always, 

sometimes or  never -- 
"Buy meats a t  a kos i e r  butcher? Never 48.0 
"Use sepa ra t e  d ishes  f o r  meat and 

d a i r y  foods?" Never 72.5 

It i s  beyond t h e  scope of  t h i s  r e p o r t  t o  attempt t o  exp la in  why some of these  
prac t ices  a r e  s o  widely observed, o thers  so widely disregarded.  We ma? merely sug-  
gest a t  t h i s  poin t  two kinds of explanat ion .  One of these  has  it t h a t  those customs 
which have tended t o  i s o l a t e  the  Jew have been the f i r s t  t o  weaken. The o t h e r  is 
couched i n  terms of  r equ i red  frequency of observance, and says t h a t  those p r a c t i c e s  
have tended t o  be discarded which r e q u i r e  most f requent  - t h a t  i s ,  d a i l y  - observance. 
Though n e i t h e r  of these  i s  wholly s a t i s f a c t o r y ,  each seems t o  make a v a l i d  p o i n t .  

I n  t h i s  s e c t i o n ,  we consider  those four  of the  above prac t iceswhich  were repoxtea 
be observed most by Washington Jews. For each p r a c t i c e  one t a b l e  i s  presented ,  showing 
the proport ions of f a m i l i e s  of various r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s  r e p o r t i n g  adherence t o  
the p r a c t i c e .  "Mixed" f ami l i e s  - those i n  which the husband o r  wife i s  not  Jewish - 
are omit ted from these  t a b l e s .  

2 1 Passover Seder- 

Table 7 - 1  shows the  proport ions of Jewish f ami l i e s  r epor t ing  p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  
; Seder during the  preceding Passover,  i n  t h e i r  own home, elsewhere, or  not  a t  a l l .  
Elsewhere" includes on the one hand p a r t i c i p a t i o n  a t  the  home of parents  and on t h e  

other hand p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  a publ ic  in s t i t u t iona l ly -a r r anged  Seder .  Only 20.% of  
the t o t a l  s a i d  they hadn' t  p a r t i c i p a t e d  a t  a l l ;  of the  remainder, s l i g h t l y  more had  
been "elsewhere" than  had had t h e i r  own Seder .  



110. 

The t a b l e  a l s o  provides comparisons according t o  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  
(d iscussed  i n  t h e  preceding chapter,  Sect ion C ) .  Ten t o  15% of those  who consider 
themselves Orthodox o r  Conservative s a i d  they had p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  no Seder, and 
about  a qua r t e r  (26.6%) of  t h e  Reform fami l i e s .  Those who were undecided o r  c la  
no Jewish r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  showed m a j o r i t i e s  not  p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  a Sede 
There i s  a l s o  a s teady drop i n  t h e  proport ion who had a Seder i n  t h e i r  own home, 
from Orthodox across  t o  "Other o r  no r e l ig ion . "  Among t h e  Orthodox, f a r  mar€ made 
t h e i r  own Seder than a t tended elsewhere. V i r t u a l l y  a l l  of those  i d e n t i f y i n g  With 
no o r  o t h e r  r e l i g i o n  who p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  a Seder a t  a l l  were "elsewhere." 

T ~ L E  7-1 

PARTICIPATION I N  PASSOVER SEDER BY PZLIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY 

(Cmit t ing  "Mixed" F u r i l i e s )  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of Family 

P a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  Nom of None of  these  - 
Seder on the Pre-  Ortho- Conser- these  - o the r  r e l i g i o n ,  
ceding Passover? .lox vz t ivo  Reform undecided no r e l i g i o n  T o t a l  

I n  own home 52.4% 4 2 . 2  27.1% 11.6% 1.7% 35 .% 
45.9 45.2 34.0 41  .O Elsewhere 32.4 23.7 

Not a t  a l l  14.3 10 .9  26.6 54.2 70.8 20.9 
Not r epor t ed  0.9 1 .O 1.1 0.2 3.8 2 -5 

To ta l  (omi t t ing  
"mixed" 
f a m i l i e s ) -  $ 1 0 0 . 9  lOO.C$ 1 0 0 . 9  lOO.C$o 100 .@ loo.$ 

- # (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) (23,900)"' 

a /  Inc ludes  600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  not  r epor t ed  - not  shown i n  t a b l e .  - 

3 1 Hanukah Candles- 

From Table 7-2, s i m i l a r  50 the  preceding t a b l e ,  we observe t h a t  c l o s e  t o  
213 of t h e  f ami l i e s  claimed t h a t  they lit candles  on the preceding Hanukah. 
This  propor t ion  was h ighes t  among t h e  Orthodox (83.7%), lower among the  
Conservative (74.2$),  the Reform ( 5 2 . s )  and the  undecided (46.5%). Those 
with no Jewish r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  almost all cases  d i d  not  l i g h t  
Hanukah candles .  



TABLE 7 -2 

LISHTING OF HANJKAH CANDLES BY R n I G  IOUS IDENTIFICATION 

OF FAMILY (Omitting "Mixed" Fami l ies )  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of Family 

L i t  Hanukah None of None of these  - 
candles on Ortho- Conser- these  - o the r  r e l i g i o n ,  
the Preceding dox va t ive  Reform undecided no r e l i g i o n  To ta l  
Hanukah? 

Yes 83.7% 74.% 52.9% 46.3% 8.6$ 65 .% 
NO l 4 . @  25.7 46.4 57.0 87.2 31.8 
Not r epor t ed  2.3 2 . 1  0.7 0.7 4.2 3.2 

Total  (omi t t ing  
"mixed" 
f a m i l i e s ) -  % l0O.G loo .% loo.@ 1 0 0 . 9  100. P/o 100 .C$ 

- # (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) ( 2 3 , 9 0 0 ) ~ '  

a /  Includes 600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  n o t  repor ted ,  not  shown i n  t a b l e .  - 

A t  f i r s t  blush i t  may seem paradoxical  t h a t  almost 9 of those who do 
not i d e n t i f y  themselves a s  Jewe i n  the r e l i g i o u s  sense ( i .  e . ,  who r e p o r t e d  
t h a t  t hey  have no r e l i g i o n ,  o r  one o the r  than  Judaism) should claim t h a t  
they l i t  Hanukah candles  on t h e  preceding Hanukah. A s  we s h a l l  see below, 
small propor t ions  of t h i s  group a l s o  say  t h a t  they  l i g h t  Fr iday  n igh t  candles  
(Table 7-3)  and have mezuzahs a t  some of t h e i r  doors (Table 7-41. "How can  i t  
be," you may ask ,  " t h a t  people who say  they  have r e j e c t e d  Judaism never the less  
observe i t s  p r a c t i c e s ? "  

To t h i s  t he re  a re  a t  l e a s t  t h r e e  answers. I n  t h e  f i r s t  place,  it should be 
remembered t h a t  these  a r e  a l l  people of Jewish backgrounds, who were included 
i n  t h i s  survey because they t h i n k  of themselves as  Jews (though not  i n  a  r e l i g i o u s  
s e n s e ) .  Such people a s  these  might f e e l  t h a t  Hanukah i s  a  "na t ional"  r a t h e r  t h a n  
a r e l i g i o u s  hol iday ,  and therefore  worthy of c e l e b r a t i o n .  Secondly, we asked f o r  
the fami ly ' s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  and got  a  r e p l y  from one member of the family.  But 
another member may be respons ib le  f o r  the observance of  Jewish p r a c t i c e s  - one who 
a t i l l  f e e l s  some i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  with the  Juda  which our in te rv iewee  has r e j e c t e d ,  ty 
This might exp la in  t h e  mezuzahs a t  the  doors.- 
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Friday Night Candles 

Half of t h e  Jewish f ami l i e s  say t h a t  they  never l i g h t  Friday n ight  candles 
(50.4$),  a s  shown i n  Table 7-3; c lose  t o  30$ say  they  ahrays do, while  t h e  r e s t  
(18.9$) r e p o r t  t h a t  they  do so "sometimes." The propor t ion  saying  "never" r i s e s  
s t e a d i l y ,  while  that answering "always" drops o f f ,  as we move from Orthodox 
through Conservative and Reform i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  t o  "None." 

TaBLE 7-3 

LIGHTING OF FRIDAY NIGHT CANDLES BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY 

(Omitting "Mixed" Fami l ies )  

- 
Religious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of Family 

None of None of these - 
Light  Fr iday  Ortho - censer - these  - o the r  r e l i g i o n ,  
Night dox ~ a t i v e  Reform undecided no r e l i g i o n  

Always 62.% 51.5% 13.9% 3.3$ 2.1% 
Sometimes 11.1 22.6 20.2 20 .O 4.7 
Never 26 .l 45.6 65.9 76.0 90.6 
Not r e p o r t e d  0.8 0 .3  .... 0.7 2.6 

T o t a l  (orai t t ing 
"mixed" 
f ami l i e s )  - % loo.@ loo .@ l00.C$ lOO.O$ loo.$ 

+i# (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) 

a /  Inc ludes  600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  not  repor ted ,  not  shown i n  t a b l e .  - 

Most p l a u s i b l e  t o  the  w r i t e r  i s  an explanat ion which emphasizes t h e  f a c t  
t h a t  we a r e  speaking of th ings  people do, and not  t h e i r  s t a t e  of mind a s  they 
do them. People r e p o r t  t h a t  they l i g h t  candles  on Fr iday  n igh t .  Is it because 
they a r e  observing a r u l e  of Judaism? O r  is i t  because they enjoy d in ing  by 
cand le l igh t ,  e s p e c i a l l y  on a l e i s u r e l y  Friday evening a t  t h e  end of the  work 
week? Nowhere have we asked people about t h e  meaning of t h e i r  behavior - only 
what t hey  do. 

Use of  Mezuzahs a t  Coors 

The use of mezuzahs a t  house doors is r epor t ed  by l e s s  than h a l f  t h e  
f ami l i e s  ( see  Table 7 - 4 )  - a t  most 46.1%. Almost a l l  (81.%) of those con- 
s i d e r i n g  themselves Reform say they have no mezuzehs a t  the  doors .  Severa l  
interviewees,  i n c i d e n t i a l l y ,  s t a t e d  t h a t  although t h e i r  doors had no mezuzahs, 
"I c a r r y  one on my person," o r  "around my neck," o r  "In my purse." 



TABLE 7 -4 

USE OF MEZUZAH BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY 

(Omitting "Mixed" Fami l ies )  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of Family 

None of None of these - 
Have Mezuzahs Ortho- Conser- these - other  r e l i g i o n ,  

on Doors? &ox va t ive  Beform undecided no r e l i g i o n  Tota l  

A l l  doors 40.9$ 16.5% 5.4% 2 -3% .... 15.5% 
Same or  one 33 .l 36.4 12.6 18.3 5 . 9  26.7 
None 24.9 44.4 81.9 78.5 92.5 53.9 
Not r epor t ed  1.1 2.7 0 . 1  0.9 2.5 3 . 9  

To ta l  (omi t t ing  
"mixed" 
f a m i l i e s ) - $  l O 0 . q  lOO,@ 1OO.G lOO.C$ 100. GID 100,  q0 - # (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) ( 23,900 )" 

a /  - Inc ludes  600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  not r epor t ed ,  not  shown I n  t a b l e .  

A h igher  propor t ion  s a i d  they  had a mezuzah a t  some doors ( e s p e c i a l l y  
jus t  t h e  f r o n t  door) ,  than claimed t o  have them a t  a l l  doors (26.7% compared 
t o  15.5%). Frequently the explanat ion  was o f fe red  t h a t  the door frames were 
of metal  and the re fo re  could not  have anything fas tened  t o  them. 

Once again ,  the  proport ions answering " a l l  doors" a r e  h ighes t  among the  
Orthodox and lowest among those  wi th  no Jewish r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  while  t h e  
proport ions answering "no doors" show t h e  oppos i te  r e l a t i o n s h i p  with iden t i f i ca t io l ? .  



Section B 

Observance of Two Rules of Kashruth 

The p r a c t i c e s  considered i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  - the r u l e s  of Kashruth - d i f f e r  
from those discussed i n  t h e  preceding s e c t i o n .  These - a r e  not  viewed as  ob l iga to ry  
upon Elefom Jews, a s  a r e  the o t h e r  p r a c t i c e s .  We may the re fo re  expect  even l e s s  
observance of t hese ,  e s p e c i a l l y  among those iden t i fy ing  as  Reform. 

The f i r s t  two t a b l e s  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  a r e  p a r a l l e l  i n  form t o  those of t h e  
preceding s e c t i o n .  They omit t h e  "mixed" (~ewish- ent tile) fal i i i l ies ,  and compare 
t h e  responses of  f ami l i e s  with various r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n s .  

Purchase of Kosher Meats 

A s  Table 7-5 shows, l e s s  than  h a l f  of t h e  f ami l i e s  (48 .9 )  say t h a t  t hey  
never buy Kosher meats,  while 27.@!! say  they always do, and 23.4% s t a t e  t h e y  
do sometimes. J u s t  two-thirds of  the  Orthodox r e p o r t  t h a t  t hey  buy kosher 
meats only, but  lower propor t ions  of the  Conservative and Reform f a m i l i e s .  
Here the "undecided" group fails between the Conservative and Reform. 

TABLE 7 -5 

PURCHASE OF KOSHER MEATS BY RFLIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY 

(Omitting "Mixed" Fami l ies )  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of  Family 

- 
Purchase meats None of None of these - 
a t  a  kosher Ortho - Conser - these  - o t h e r  r e l i g i o n ,  
butcher? dox va t ive  Reform undecided no r e l i g i o n  Tota l  

Always 6 6 . 4  29.7% 3 %  18.5% 2.6% 27 .% 
Sometimes 17 .l 27.6 23.2 24.6 9.9 23.4 
Never 15.4 42.7 73.6 56.6 87.1 48 .O 
Not r epor t ed  0.7 x 0 .1  0 .3  0 . 4  1 . 6  

T o t a l  (omi t t ing  
"mixed 
f ami l i e s )  - % 1 0 0 . 4  loo.% 1 0 0 . 9  loo .@ 100 .@ 1 0 0 . 9  

- $ (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) ( 2 3 , 9 0 0 ) ~ ~  

* Less than  .05% 
a/ Includes 600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  not  repor ted ,  not  shown i n  t a b l e .  - 



Use of Two S e t s  of Dishes 

Table 7-6 r evea l s  the o the r  s i d e  of t h e  co in  - the proport ions who use 
separate  d ishes  f o r  meat and f o r  d a i r y  foods.  Almost three  fou r ths  of the  
fami l ies  surveyed r e p o r t  t h a t  they  never make use of separa te  d i s h e s .  A small 
?roport ion say  they do "sometimes," and it i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  specula te  oL the 
02-asions t h a t  br ing o u t  t h e  two s e t s  of d i shes .  

TABLE 7 -6 

USE OF SEPARATE MFAT AND DAIRY DISHES BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OE FAMILY 

(Omitting "Mixed" Fami l ies )  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of  Family 

Use Separate  None of  None of  these  - 
dishes fo r  meat Ortho- Conser- these  - other  r e l i g i o n ,  
and da i ry  foods? dox va t ive  Reform undecided no r e l i g i o n  Total  

Always 66.1% 22 .6$ 2 .l% 2 .% 2.6% 22.3% 
Sometimes 1 .3  5.7 0.6 8 . 3  . . . .  3.6 
Never 31 -6 71.7 97.5 88.8 97.4 72 .5 
Not repor ted  0 .8 . . . .  * . . . .  . . . .  1 . 6  

To ta l  (omi t t ing  
"mixed" 
f a m i l i e s ) -  % 1 0 0 . 6  1 0 0 . 6  loo .% l00.flo 100.Cqo l O O . C $  

- # (3600) (11,400) (5900) (1400) (1000) ( 2 3 , 9 0 0 ) ~ ~  

* Less than .35% 
a Includes 600 cases ,  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  not  repor ted ,  not shown i n  t ab le  - 

I f  Tables 7-5 and 7-6 a r e  compared, i t  w i l l  be seen t h a t  the  same propor t ion  
66$+ of those i d e n t i f y i n g  themselves a s  Orthodcx claim t o  observe both of t h e s e  

yules .  There i s  a marked d i f fe rence  among t h e  Conservatives.  While L2.7$ of t h i s  
group say  t h a t  they never buy kosher meat, more than two-thirds (71.7%) r e p o r t  
never using separa te  d ishes .  Among t h e  Reform group, too,  t h e  23.2$ who 
"sometimes" buy kosher meat shr inks  t o  a  0.6% who "sometimes" use sepa ra t e  d i shes .  
The general  r e l a t i o n  between these two r u l e s  of kashruth may be seen i n  t h e  next  
t a b l e .  



Rela t ion  Between Using Separa te  Dishes and Buying Kosher Meats 

I n  Table 7-7, t h e  answers t o  the  two quest ions on kashruth have been com- 
bined f o r  a l l  f ami l i e s  ( inc luding  the  "mixed"). We see  here  t h a t  v i r t u a l l y  
a l l  of those who always use two s e t s  of d ishes  a l s o  always buy kosher meats 
( l a . @  o u t  of 1 8 . r O f  those, however, who do not always use two s e t s  
of d i shes ,  most never buy kosher meat and many buy kosher meats only some- 
times (51.7% and 22 .$, r e spec t ive ly ,  out  of 79 .7%).  

TABLE 7 -7 

USE OF SEPARATE MEAT AND DAIRY DISHES BY PURCHASE OF KOSHER MEATS 

Use of Separa te  Dishes and Purchase of 
Kosher Meats Percent  of Famil ies  

Always use sepa ra t e  dishes and 
Buy kosher meats always 

" sometimes 
Sub- to t a l ,  always use separa te  d ishes  

Do not  always use separa te  dishes and 
Buy kosher meats always 

" sometimes 
never 

Sub- to t a l ,  do not  always use separa te  
d ishes  , 

Not repor ted  

T o t a l  f a m i l i e s  - % 100. @ 
- # (27,200) 

Obs( rvance of Kashruth and Ea t ing  i n  Gent i le  Homes 

Ea t ing  i n  the home of a non-Jewish family may c r e a t e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  f o r  the 
scrupulous observer of the  r u l e s  of kashruth.  Table 7-8  compares observance of 
these  two r u l e s  with frequency of e a t i n g  i n  the  homes of non-Jews. About a fou r th  
of a l l  those interviewed (26.3%) s a i d  that ,  of those meals they  have ea t en  out, h a l f  
o r  more have been i n  t h e  homes of non-Jewish people. This propor t ion  i s  higher  
(38.4%) among those who never observe e i t h e r  r u l e ;  bu t  even of  t hose  who say  t h a t  
they always observe both,  9.3% a l s o  say  t h a t  t hey  have ea t en  i n  Gentile homes with 
some degree of frequency. 



TABLE 7-8 

OBSERVANCE OF TbJO RULES OF KASHRUTH BY RELATIVE FREQWNCY OF EATIIIG I N  

HObES OF TION-JEWISH PEOPLE 

Answers t o  the  question: 
" O f t h e t i r ~ ~ e s y o u h a v e e a t e n  0 b s e r v a n c e o f T w o R u l e s o f K a s h r u t h : U s e o f  
a meal i n  someone e l s e ' s  Separate Dishes and Purchase of Kosher Totdl  
home i n  t h e  p a s t  year,  about Meats 
what proport ion were i n  t h e  - - 
homes of =-Jewish people? - Both always I r r e g u l a r  Both never 
a l l  of them, most, h a l f ,  few observance 4 
or  none? 

Half o r  niore 
Few 
None 
Don't e a t  out 
Not reported 

Tota l  f ami l i e s  - $ 100.0% 100, 0$ 100. O$ 100.0% - # ( 4900) ( 8200) (13,700) (27,200) k /  

Includes one "always" and one "sometimes" o r  "never"; o r  both "sometimes"; 
o r  one "sometimes" and one "never". 

b/ Includes 400 cases observance no t  reported,  no t  shown i n  t ab le .  - 



Section C 

Score on Observance of Selected Traditional Practices 

It would be useful if we could compare the extent of observance of the 
practices we have singled out in different segments of the population. noes ob- 
servance increase with age? Are the better-educated less observant? How do 
synagogue members compare with non-members? To answer such ques-cions 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 to find some way to assign a summary score to each 
family, which could take into account the extent of its observance of each practice. 
Such a score we constructed by methods outlined below. Because this part o? the 
study is frankly tentative in character, we have used the scores here chiefly by 
way of demonstration. The tables presented in this section compare the scores of 
families identifying themselves as Orthodox, Conservative or Reform; of 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 scoring 
system is required. The details of this scoring are described at the end of the 
chapter. 51 In general, the procedure was this: the significance of each practice 
relative to the others was considered, and a "weight" or numerical value assigned 
for complete observance of each. Then a smaller weight was similarly assigned 
for partial observance, when appropriate. I should emphasize that the assignment 
of weights was made only after a half-day conference with Rabbi Simon Burnstein 
(Orthodox), Rabbi Tzvi H. Porath (conservative), and M r .  Isaac Franck, Executive 
Director of the Jewish Cornunity Council of Greater Washington, and further dis- 
cussion with Rabbi Balfour Brickner (Reform). The Vnought and the advice offered 
by these leaders of the Jewish community provided the basis for the weighting 
system adopted. 

In the final. analysis, the weights adopted are arbitrary. They are shown in 
note - 5 1  to this chapter so that the reader niay form his own conclusion as to their 
correctness. The total scores derived froill 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 religiosity in general, but merely to summarize behavior 
with respect to six standards. It should be noted that the weights adopted for 
Reform Jews are slightly different from those used for the Orthodox and Conservative. 
Scores for each group ranged from 0 (no observance ;t all) to 5 (con~lete observance). 

Observance Score According to Identification 

Table 7-9 compares the distribution of scores dmong those identifying as 
Orthodox, Conservative or Reform. While almost a third of the Orthodox 
(32.2$) report complete observance, very snlall percentages of the other groups 
do so. At the "no observance" end are found a fifth 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 tmong the Conservative 
- taking into account (as the score does) what each group is expected to 
observe. The Orthodox are more observant still. 



TABLE 7-9 

SCORE ON SELECTED TRADITIONAL PRACTICES BY RELIGIOUS IDEI?TIFICATIODI OF FAMILY 
4 

Score on Selected Religious Identification of Family 
Traditional Practices Orthodox Conservative Reform 

0 (no observance) 3.3$ 3.5% 19.9% 
1 10.6 25.4 0.9 
2 17.9 46.4 28.9 
3 18.9 15.6 32.6 
4 14.4 5.2 10.8 
5 (Complete observance) 32.2 2.0 1.8 
Not reported 2.7 1.9 5.1 

Total families - $ 
- # 

a/ For construction and meaning of the score, see the accompanying text. Scoring - 
system for Reform different from Orthodox and Conservative. 

Observance Score According to Membership 

Table 7-10 compares the scores of those actually members of an Orthodox, 
Conservative or Reform congregation, or none at all. Its data are quite parallel 
to those of Table 7-9. 

TMLE 7-10 

Score on Selected Synagogue Membership of Family 
Traditional Practices 0rthZox Conservative Reform None 

0 (PJO observance) 
1 

4 11.7 8.5 10.2 4.6 
5 (Complete observance) 28.3 3.5 4.8 3.3 
Not reported 4.0 2.8 0.6 3.3 

Total families - $ 
lL - it 

a/ Table does not include 600 cases, belonging to "other" synagogues. For - 
construction and meaning of the score, see accompanying text. Scoring system 
for Reform different from Orthodox and Conservative. 
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Observance Score According to Identification and Membership 

In the somewhat more complex Table 7-11we 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. Looking first 
at the two columns headed Orthodox, we can compare the observance of those who ape 
members of - any synagogue, whether Orthodox or other, with those who are not. A 
higher proportion 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 7-11 

SCORE ON SELECTED 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY 

Score on Religious Identification 
Selecked 
Traditional 
Practices 

- synagogue synagogue 

0 (NO observance) ... 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 (Complete observance) 36.7 
Not reported 

Total families - $ 100.0% l00.0$ lOO.O$ 100.0% l00.O$ 100.0% - # (2400) (1200) (6800) (5000) (2500) (4400) 

For construction and meaning of the score, see accompanying text. Scoring 
system for Reform different from Orthodox and Conservative. 
"Members of a synagogue" refers to membership in - any synagogue, whether 
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform or other. 

Of course, as 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 attendance and observance 
are mutually reinforcing. 



Notes 

In t h e  Northeast P i l o t  Study we asked t h e  question: "Have you had your s o n ( s )  
clrcurncised by a mohel?" Although i n  no sense thought of a s  representa t ive  of 
t h e  Washington area ,  the  62 famil ies  interviewed gave ra the r  uniform answers 
a s  follows: 

'Yes - a l l  sons 
One son yes, one son, no 
Not a t  a l l  

No sons i n  family 
Not reported 

To ta l  

46 
1 
3 (of  which one was a mixed marriage i n  

which t h e  son w a s  not being reared  
a s  a Jew) 

10 
2 

-65- 

I f  both " I n  own home" and "Elsewhere" were se lec ted ,  t h e  answer was c l a s s i f i e d  
a s  " I n  own home." I n  the  Northeast P i l o t  Study t h e  question was worded: 
"Have you done any of these  things? . . .  Conducted a Seder i n  your own home 
l a s t  Passover?" A "No" answer t o  t h i s  question was c l a s s i f i e d  as "Not 
reported,"  s ince  it might have meant "No - but elsewhere" o r  "Not - not a t  a l l . "  

No s imi la r  question asked i n  Northeast P i l o t  Study; a l l  cases from t h a t  S-kudy 
included i n  "Not Reported." 

Other poss ib le  explanations f o r  t h e  mezuzahs come t o  mind. They may have been 
placed a t  t h e  doors a t  an e a r l i e r  period,  when t h e  family was i d e n t i f i e d  with 
Judaism, from which it has s ince  d r i f t e d  away. O r  they may even have been 
fastened a t  t h e  doors by previous owners o r  t enan t s .  

The values of t h e  weights used was a s  follows: 

Item - Answer Crthodox Conservative Weight 
Passover Seder Yes 4 

No 0 
Hanukah candles Yes 2 

No 0 
Friday n ight  candles Always 2 

Sometimes 1 
Never 0 

Separate dishes Always 4 
Sometimes 2 
Never 0 

Kosher mea t Always 6 
Sometimes 2 
Never 0 

Mezuzahs a t  door A l l  5 
Some 4 
None 0 

Reform Weight -- 4:- 

* No weight assigned because observance i s  not required of Reform Jews 

Scores f o r  t h e  Orthodox-Conservative weights could range from 0 t o  23; l o r  t h e  
Reform weights, from 0 t o  14. The two s e t s  of scores were equated i n  t h e  
following fashion:  



Score on Orthodox- Score on F i n a l  
Conservative   eights Reform weights - Score 

0 0 0 
1-7 l " 2  1 
8-15 3 -6 2 

16-21 7 -10 3 
22 11-12 4 
23 14- 5 

Scores were assigned only i;o f ami l i e s  iden t i fy ing  themselves a s  Orthodox, 
Conservative o r  Refarm, and on t h e  b a s i s  of t h e i r  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n .  As indicate&, 
t h e r e  a r e  s i x  poss ib l e  scores  ranging from 0--complete absence of  observance-.- 
t o  5--complete observa.nce. 



CHAFTER 8 

IWTERf?ARRIAGE: HOUSEHOLD COMEOSITIOM, 

II'!ERMARRIAGE IN VARIOUS SEGMENTS OF THE POPULATION, 

RELIGIOUS BEHAVIOR OF THE IINTERblARRIED, CHILDREN OF INTERIWRRIAGE 

This chapter is an unanticipated by-product of the survey as originally 
planned. 'We had no intention of studying marriage between Jew and Gentile. 
ide deliberately refrained from obtaining information about Gentile members of 
households, except their relation to the household head. When examination of 
our data showed that 12.$ 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 is concerned with household "composition" - that is, whether 
all relat,ed persons in the household are Jewish; or, if not, which are Jewish 
and which are not. This household "composition" is shown separately for each 
of the survey sub-aress, to permit comparisons. Households which are "all- 
Jewish" are coixpaired with those in which only the husband or wife is Jeiqish, 
with respect to: 

the kind of wedding ceremony with which the family's life began 
the family's religious identification 
the extent of Jewish-Gentile marriage among related family members 

Section B shows the relative frequency of intermarriage reported for 
each sex at various age levels, and for the Jewish population classified 
according to education, occupation, income, nativity and type of Jewish edu- 
cation. 

In Section C the intermarries group are considered with respect to their 
religious identification, and the extent to which they belong to synagogues, 
attend synagogue services, and reported participating in a Sfder during the 
previous Passover. 

A few notes on the children of the intermarried are included in 
Section D. 



Section A 

Household Composition: "All-Jewish" or "I..lixedU 

How Many Jewish-Gentile "Mixed" Marriages in the Washington Area? 

The question just posed is one which the study's data do not answer directly, 
nor ccmpletely. We tray, however, be able to suggest the relative size of the answer 
fairly well. Let us begin with the figures in Table 8-1. Household composition is 
broken into two major categories -- "mixed" and'hll-Jewish" -- a distinction referred 
to in discussion of Table 1-5. By mixed households we mean those in which, of the - - 
persons related to one another by blood or marriage, at least one is Jewish and at - 
least one is not. All-Jewish households are those in which all related members are 
Jewish. 

TABIS 8-1 

COMPOSITION OF HOUSEHOLD: "ALL-JEWISH" OR "IflXED", BY AREA 

District of Columbia 
Composi-tion 
of Household east west- west- east- poLi- Georges gomery Tot 

West East and tan County County 
South- Area (M.A.) (M.A.) 

"Mixed" households 
(some related members 
Jewish, some not): 

Husband and wife Jewish . . .  
Iiusband Jewish, wife 
not 0.7% 7.9$ 2.5$ 2.3$ 16.3 

Wife Jewish, husband 
not 

Neither husband nor 
wife Jewish ... 7.9 

Sub-total "mixed" 
households ( 1 1  (18.2) (4.0) (10.2) (34.2) (20.8) (11.6) (12. 

"All-Jewish" households 
(all related members 
Jewish) 98.9 81.8 96.0 89.8 65.8 79.2 88.4 87. 



11 The mixed households comprise 12.2s of the total-, or approximately 3300, and 
fall into four groups: 

1. About 2100 cases (7.87; of all households) in which there are a Jewish hus- 
band and a Gentile wife. 

2. About 1000 cases (3.5$) in which there are a Gentile husband and a Jewish 
wife. 

3. About 200 cases (0.8$) in which neither husband nor wife is Jewish. That 
is, there are a Gentile man and wife, or a Gentile 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 note 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 
cases the child of a former mixed marriage. 

4. A handful of cases (0.1j:) in which both husband axil wife are Jewish, or in 
which there is a Jewish household head who is not now married, sharing a 
dwelling unit 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 previous marriage; or (in at least one instance) an adult 
child who changed religion and joined a Christian church. 

Some clarification of what these data mean is offered in the following paragraphs. 

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 purposes of this study) to be considered a Jew who said he was Jewish, 
regardless of his origins; and no other person, even if born of Jewish parents, 
was to be counted Jewish. 

We therefore based our count of mixed families on what our interviewees 
reported. If one of the latter told the interviewer that one related member 
of the household is Jewish, and another is not, we called that household mixed, 
and likewise the family in the household. If a person of Jewish origin 
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 
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 
not come to our attention because the potential interviewee simply stated that 
there were no Jews in the household. 

In short, these families are not included in our estimate of mixed 
families because they were not even within the survey. 

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 
definition, when the Gentile partner accepted Judaism, we had no alternative 
but to 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, as in the cases of conversions from Judaism, lie know that ou? estimat 
of mixed families is inadequate because it omits some number of 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 reportecl for the Virginia suburbs, Prince Georges County, and 
Northwest Washington, west of Rock Creek - respectively 34.2$, 20.85, and 18.2% 
of the total Jewish households. The proportions of the mixed households falling 
into each of the four groups described above and shown in the table vary from area 
to area in a fashion which cannot be accounted for at this point. Northeast D.C. 
shows practically no mixed households. 

Intermarriage, Mixed Marriage and Mixed Family 

We have tried here to distinguish among three terms, generally using each 
with a separate idea in mind. Intermarriage we have used to refer to the general 
phenomenon discussed here - marriage contracted across religious lines. A mixed 
marriage is a particular case or instance of intermarriage. When a Jew and a 
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, although they tell 
something about marriage as well. However, there are two important questions on 
which the data we have reported shed no light: 

1. Do these 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 tYe survey data, and it is 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 question cannot 
be answered by our findings, rihich only show the number of mixed 
families reported as existing at present. 

We ~tarted by asking how many mixed marriages there probably are in the area. 
The discussion above suggests that their number is higher than that of the mixed 
families we have found - probably closer to 4000 - with some of them completely 
lost tbthe survey, and others sho~m in the survey as currently "all-Jewish" 
families. 

Type of Wedding Ceremony and Household Composition 

With what kind of wedding ceremony did the "all-Jewish" and mixed 
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 &y a religious ceremony, compared with 5.35 who had only a civil 
ceremony - one, that is, performed by a local government cfficial - and 13.3;; 
h3d both. 

TAIJLE 8-2 

TYPE OF WEDDIIiC- CEREhIOEN, BY COPlPOSITIOIi OF HOUSEHOLD 
a/ 

(HOUSEHOLDS IN WHICH HEAD IS I\JOld MARRIED)- 

Type of Composition of Household 
\qe*li:~-. :;e~:e! T:J;~;,- All Jewish Husband Jewish Wife Jewish 

wife not husband not 

Civil only 
Religious only 
Both 
?Jot reported 

Total households - $2 100.0% 100. 0$ 100.0% 
with married heads - (20,500) (2,100) (1,000) 

a/ Not included in table are 200 cases, neither husband nor wife Jewish, and - 
3,400 cases, head of household Jewish but not married. 

By contrast, the rnixed 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 2O$ of those involving a Jewish bride and Gentile groom, 
had a religious ceremony. Indeed the majority had only a civil ceremony. 
Incidentally, the religious ceremony in these cases was presumably not Jewish 
(several interviewees specifically pointed this out by mentioning that they were 
married by a minister, or thet they had a Methodist, Unitarian or Presbyterian 
ceremony). 21 

Religious Identification and Household Compositian 

As may beseen from Table 8-3, household compositicn shows considerable 
variation according to family religious identification. Among those who think 
of themselves 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 (3.75) are intermarried. The proportions increase 
among those who say they are Reform Jews (14.65) and those who are undecided 
(21.). Abo'dt two fifths of those with no religion are intermarried. (see 
also Table 8-11, for Pdrther detail on identification of the intermarried.) 



TABLE 8-3 
a/ 

RELIGIOUS IDEI'ITIFICATIOW OF FAMILY, BY COl4POSITIO~? OF HOUSEHOLD- 

Coml~osition of Household Orthodox Conservative Reform Undecided Religion 3 

,d Total families - ,o 100. 0$ 100. 0;; 100.0$ 100. 0s 
I1 

100.0% % 
- ,, ( 3600) (11,800) ( 6900) (1900) (1500) 1 

the hbsband nor the wife, but only some other family member, was Jewish. 1 
Intermarriage of Other Fanily Members 

One of the survey questions asked: "Is any member of your immediate family 1 
married to a non-Jewish person? (IF YES) Which?" This was intended in part t.o 3 
provide information generally on the extent of intermarriage. In addition, wr 
hoped specifically to see whether mixed marriages occur at random in the popula- 
tion, or are more frequent in families in which there have been other mixed 
marriages. 

As Table 8-4 indicates, the latter is indeed the case. While 71.G of the 
"all-Jewish" families report that no close relative is intermarried, only 45.5% of 
the intermarried themselves say this. It also appears that more of the Jewish 
men in the mixed marriages (52.57b) have no intermarried relatives than of the 
Jewish women (30.1%). 3/ 

1 
i 
; 

TABLE 8-4 3 
i 

Which? " All Jewish wife not not 

45.5% None 

Brother or sister 
Other 
IIot r eported 

- 
2 does not include 200 cases, neither husband nor wife Jewish (for explanation 
iiscussion of Table 8-1). 
nns do not total 100;h because some interviewees mentioned more than one famiv 



Ile allowed the  interviewee t o  determine what "irmediate farflily" should 
include. As the  t a b l e  shows, we kept a separate count of children; of parents; 
of brothers  and s i s t e r s ;  and of "others" (which inclitdes uncles, aunts, nephews, 
n ieces  and co~si r . s  1. 4/ One might, of course, question whether the  l a s t  group 
should be ca l led  "immediate" family. Percentages show t h e  proportions who men- 
t ioned each family member. Since an interviewee could mention severa l ,  percentages 
need not t o t a l  100.0%. 

Bro thers~and  s i s t e r s  a r e  most of ten  mentioned a s  par tners  i n  mixed marriages, 
not  only by the  intermarried but by those married t o  Jews, a s  well .  On the  o the r  
hand, about a f i f t h  of the intermarried a r e  themselves the  offspr ing of mixed 
marriages, but  almost none of the  husbands o r  wives i n  "all-Jewish" households. 
The children i n  famil ies  i n  which only the  husband i s  Jewish seem solnewhat more 
l i k e l y  t o  choose a Genti le  i n  marriage than those who ha.ve a Jewish mother but a 
Genti le  f a the r .  - 5/ 



Sect ion  B 3 

Proport ion In termarr ied  i n  Various S e ~ n e n t s  of the  Jewish Populat ion 

Has in termarr iage  keen more f r e q l e n t  alilong t h e  younger generat ion,  a r  arnong 
t h e i r  e l d e r s ?  Have t h e  less -educated  o r  t h e  more-educated been nore l i k e l y  t o  
marry a Gent i le?  Questions such a s  these  a r e  answered i n  t h i s  s ec t ion .  61 Each 
t a b l e  shows t h e  proport ion of persons having a given c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  who a r e  married 
t o  a Gen t i l e .  Thus, Table 8-5 shows t h e  percentage married t o  a Gent i le  among 
males, and among females,  a t  each age. The base f i g u r e s  f r o r  which t h e  percentages 
were ca l cu la t ed  a r e  not  shown i n  t h e  t a b l e s  of t h i s  s ec t ion .  They be found 
i n  t h e  corresponding t a b l e s  i n  Chapter 2 (except  f o r  Jewish education, shown i n  
Chapter 5 ) .  

TABLE 8-5 

PROPORTION INTERMD.RRIED BY AGE AND SEX 

( ~ o ~ u l a t i o n  1 5  Years of Age and over)  

d 
Proport ion In termarr ied  

Age 1 Iale Female 

15 - 24 yea r s  0.1s . . . 
25 - 34 yea r s  
15 - 44 Years 
45 - 54 ;ears 
55 - 64 yea r s  
65 yea r s  and over 

Proport ion intermarried,  t o t a l  7.456 3.4$ 
populat ion 15 years  of age and over 

Proport ion In termarr ied  - by Age and Sex 

Of those 15  yea r s  of age and over - t h e  age group f o r  which t h e  Census Bureau 
r e p o r t s  marr iages - 7.4$ of t h e  rnales have married a Gen t i l e ,  bu t  on ly  1.4:b of t h e  
females ( s e e  Table 815)'. Since r e l a t i v e l y  few o f  those i n  t h e  1 5  t o  24 yea r  age 
range a r e  married a t  a l l ,  we might confine cur  a t t e n t i o n  t o  persons 25 y e a r s  o ld  
o r  over .  O r  we may p re fe r  t o  exalnine t h e  proport ion in t e r r r a r r i ed  amon& married 
persons only.  This  i s  t h e  way t h e  propor t ions  compare: 

A l l  persons 15 yea r s  of  age and over 7.4$ 3.4$ 
A l l  persons 25 yea r s  of age and over 8.4 3.9 
A l l  married persons 9 - 2  4.5 



Cf course, no one p a i r  of  t hese  f i g u r e s  i s  ;,lore accura te  th sn  t h e  o the r  two p a i r s ;  
each has  a s l i g h t l y  d i f f e r e n t  meaning, bu t  a i l  t h r e e  show about twice a s  h igh  a 
p o p o r t i o n  of men a s  of  women marrie3 t o  a  Gent i le .  

I1o r e l a t i o n  i s  d i s c e r n i b l e  between in termarr iage  and age. The h ighes t  
propor t ions  f o r  each sex a r e  among those 25 - 34 and 45 - 54 years  old.  This  
suggests  no t rend ,  bu t  r a t h e r  s p e c i f i c  h i s t o r i c a l  f a c t o r s  a f f ec t ing  these  
p a r t i c u l a r  groups. Comparable f i g u r e s  f o r  married persons only a r e  i n  Appendix 
Table 8-1. 

Froportion In termarr ied  by Education and Sex 

Table 8-6 shows t h e  propor t ions  of each sex a t  each educat ional  l e v e l  who 
a r e  r!arried t o  Gent i les .  ile have se l ec t ed  only tinose aged 25 and over - t h a t  i s ,  
who have l a r g e l y  completed t h e i r  formal education. Among t h e  men, t h e  propor t ion  
i s  very lorr f o r  those with a  high school educat ion o r  l e s s ,  and h igh  fo r  those  with 
any col lege  a t  a l l .  These f i g u r e s  i n  p a r t  r e f l e c t  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  l e s s  educated 
include r e l a t i v e l y  l a r g e  numbers of foreign-born, o l d e r  and Orthodox persons, 
among each of whom in termarr iage  i s  inf requent .  There i s  no t rend  evident  among 
women, in te rmarr iage  being Inore f requent  among high school graduates ,  and among 
those  who have done post-graduate co l lege  work, than among o the r s .  

TABLE 8-6 

(popula t ion  25 Years of Age and over)  

Education: Years of 
School. Completed 

Froport ion In termarr ied  
Male Female 

8 yea r s  o r  l e s s  
9 - ll yea r s  
1 2  yea r s  ( ~ i g h  school )  
1 3  - 1 5  yea r s  
16 yea r s  ( c o l l e g e )  
17 yea r s  o r  more 
T70t r epor t ed  

Proport ion In termarr ied ,  T o t a l  8.4; 3.95 
Population, 25 Years of Age and Over 

- - - - 

P r o ~ n r t i u n  In termarr ied  by Occupation and Sex 

The h ighes t  propor t ions  married t o  Gen t i l e s  a r e  found among p ro fes s iona l  men, 
and among both men and women i n  s a l e s  and c l e r i c a l  jobs, the lowest alnong manual 



workers ( see Table 8-7). The proportion among working women as a whole (5.8%) 
is somewhat higher than for all women (3.4$). 

TABLE 8-7 

PROPORTIOII INTERtiARRIED BY OCCUPATION MID SEX 

(population 15 Years of Age and Over, 
Working for Pay or prof it) 

Occupation 
Proportion Intermarried 
Male Female 

Professional and technical workers 11.97'~ 2.0% 
l~lanagers, officials, proprietors 4.5 ... 
Clerical and Sales biorkers 12.1 9.2 
Manual workers 1.6 0.3 
Not leported 0.3 ... 

Proportion intermarried, total 
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 frquent 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 rises. 

TABLE 8-8 

PROFORTION INTERMARRIED BY FAMILY INCOME 

Family Income Proportion Intermarried 

Under $5,000 
$5,000 - $69999 
$7,000 - $9,999 
:j10,000 and aver 
Tlot reported 

Proportion intermarried, total families 11.35 



Proportion Intermarried by Nativity 

Intermarriage, as shown in Table 8-9, is very infrequent among the foreign-born 
(0.8713). Among the native-born, those with American-born parents show a slightly 
greater tendency toward marrying a Gentile than those of foreign-born parentage 
(the proportions are respectively 7.4% and 6.6$). Once more this reflects the 
relation between nativity, age, education and Orthodox identification. 

PROPORTIOPJ I~TEF@lARRIED BY NATIVITY 

(population 15 Years of Age and over) 

Nativity Proportion Intermarried 

Native - Born of native-born p'arents 7.47'5 
Native - Born of foreign-born parents 6.6 
Foreign-born 0.8 

Proportion intermarried, p'opulation 15 years of age and over 5.3:: 

Proportion Intermarried by Type of Jewish Education and Sex 

As shown in Table 8-10, there is 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 proportion among men is 10 - 11$, among women about 
4 - 5%. 

TABLF 8-10 

PROFORTIOPJ IIMTERKGlRIED BY TYPE OF JEWISH EDUCATION AND SM 

(~arried Fopulation Only) 

Type of Jewish Education 
Proportion Intermarried 
Male Female 

Sunday school 
Hebrew afternoon school 
Hebrew all-day school 
Private tutor 
Other 

Any at all 
ITone 
Tiot reported 

Proportion intermarried, btal 9.2$ 4.5% 
rnwried population 



Proport ions a r e  higher  amocg those who have gone t o  Sunday School or  Hebrew 
af te rnoon school, l ove r  f o r  those  who have s tudied  a t  Hebrew a l l - d a y  school or  with 
a  p r i v a t e  t u t o r .  I t  cannot, obviously, be concluded t h a t  Sunday School at tendance 
i s  more l i k e l y  t o  l ead  t o  a  mixed marriage than going t o  a  Hebrew a l l - d e y  school.  
The t o t a l  f a n i l y  background, inc luding  i t s  p lace  of res idence ,  a s soc ia t ions ,  
and a t t i t u d e s  l ead ing  t o  t h e  c h i l d ' s  enrollment i n  one type of school o r  another ,  
must c l e a r l y  be taken i n t o  account, a s  they  cannot be here .  - 8/ 



Sect ion  C 

Rel ig ious  I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  and Jewish Rzl ig ious  Eehavior Among t h e  I ~ t e r n a r r i e d  

Does intermarriage mean a complete c u t t i n g  of t i e s  with t h e  Jewish 
corn-11unityl Obviously not ,  s ince  so many i n t e r n a r r i e d  people include5 thense lves  
i n  t h e  survey by iden t i fy ing  themselves a s  being Jewish. Then does in termarr iage  
mean ending a l l  contac t  with and p a r t i c i p a t i o n  i n  Jewish r e l i g i o u s  l i f e ?  The 
m a t e r i a l  presented i n  t h i s  s ec t ion  i s  intended t o  supply a p a r t i a l  answer t o  t h i s  
quest ion.  We s h a l l  consider he re  the  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  in termarr ied ,  
t h e  propor t ions  who belong t o  and a t t e n d  synagogues, t h e  r e l a t i o n  between 
i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  and synagogue at tendance,  and t h e  proportion of Yne i n t e r n a r r i e d  
who p a r t i c i p a t e d  i n  a Seder on t h e  preceding Passover.  

Rel igious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  by Sex of  Jewish Par tner  

Then we d iscussed  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  e a r l i e r  (Chapter 6, Sec t ion  C ) ,  
we spoke of  t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  family. I n  t h e  case of  t h e  niixed marriages, 
i t  i s  t h e  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of t h e  Jewish mernber t h a t  we r e f e r  t o .  Table 8-11 shows - 
t h a t  t h e  major i ty  of these  p e r s o s m f l  t h i n k  of thense lves  a s  Jewish i n  
r e l i g i o n  - though of these  about 1 i n  5 cannot decide whethe- Orthodox, Conserva- 
t i v e  or  Reform b e s t  descr ibes  him. O f  those who do not  i d e n t i f y  wi th  Judaism, 
about equal  propor t ions  c la i r .  some o the r  r e l i g i o u s  a f f i l i a t i o n  (19.95) o r  none 
a t  a l l  (17.6::). The -en more o f t en  profess  some o t h e r  r e l i g i o n ,  t h e  women none. 

TABLE 8-11 

INTERMARRIAGE: RELIGIOUS IDEIITIFICATIOI; OF FAMILY BY SEY, OF JEWISH PARTITER 

- 
Sex of  Jewish Partner - 

Rel ig ious  I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of Family r iale Female T o t a l  

Jewish: 
Orthodox, Conservazive, Reform 42.9;; 59 7: 48.1s 
Vat decided 18.7 . . .  12.9 

Not Jewish: 
Other r e l i g i o n  
P J 3  r e l i g i o n  

?lot reported 1 . 9  0.5 1 . 5  



Synagogue Membership by Sex of Jewish Partner  

\.Jell over 80':J of each sex claim no membership i n  a synagogue. Table 8-12 
contains fu r the r  d e t a i l s .  

TABLE 8-12 

I?lTEFOIARRIAGE: SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FMlELY BY SEX OF JEWISH PART?JER 

Sex of Jewish Partner  

Synagogue Membership of Family Male Female To ta l  

Members of scme synagogue 
Members of no synagogoe 
Not repor ted  

To ta l  in termarr ied  - $ 
I t  - 11 

Synagogue Attendance of Jewish Partner  by Sex 

Close t o  ha l f  of each sex say they never go t o  synagogue services  (48.4$ 
of the  men, 42.5% of t h e  women). J u s t  about a l l  of the  remaining men go no more 
than 3 - 11 times a year - i n  e f f e c t ,  only on the  High Holy Days. The saqe i s  - 
probably t r u e  of t h e  women, although 43.5% of them f a i l e d  t o  give t h i s  information. 
Table 8-13 summarizes answers on frequency of synagogue attendance. 

TABLE 8-13 

INTEmlARRIAGE: FFXQUENCY OF ATTENDANCE AT JEWISH RELIGIOUS SERVICES OF JEWISH 
PARTNER BY SEX 

Frequency of Attendance a t  
Religious Scrvices 

Sex of Jewish Partner  
Male Female To ta l  

Not a t  a l l  
1 - 2 times a year 
3 - 11 times a year 
Once a month 
2 - 3 times a month 
4 o r  more t imes a month 
Ilot repor ted  

To ta l  in termarr ied  - $ 100.0% l00.O;h 100.0:; 
J' - ,r (2,100) (1,000) (3,100) 



I Relation of Religious Identification and Synagogue Attendance 
I 

Table 8-14 shows that one can divide the inter~~arried into two major groups in 
terms of their ties with the Jewish community. 91 At one pole there are those who 
get to a synagogue at least once or twice a year, and think of themselves as Jews 
(97.3$ of them). At the other, there are those who have made a break with Judaism, 
never attend synagogue services, and have identified themselves with some other 
religion (44.6) or with no religion at all (28.7jj). 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 once 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 themselves as Jews in a religious sense (27.3$ of 
those who never attend). With these groups we are close to the margin of the 
Jewish community. - 10/ 

TABLE 8-14 

INTEBWIAGE: RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY BY ATTENDANCE AT JEWISH 
- 

.2 - . L a  L 81 
RELIGIOUS SERVICES OF JEWISH HEADS OF FAMILIES- 

Religious Identification of Attendance at Jewish Religious Services 
Family At Least Once or Twice A Year Not At All 

Jewish: 
Orthodox, Conservative, Reform 72.8% 
Not decided 24.5 

Not Jewish: 
Other religion 
No religion 

Mot reported +t Y 

Total Jewish heads - % 
of mixed households - # 

* Less than .05$ 
a/ This table includes only the mixed households in which a Jewish person - 

is reported as the head. See Note 9. 

Participation in Passover Seder, by Sex 

Of the traditional practices we considered in Chapter 7, the one most widely 
observed was participation in a Passover Seder. Even among the intermarried 



about 15-16$, regardless of the sex of the Jewtsh partner, reported having had 
their own Seder the preceding year (see Table 8-15). In addition, 4.0% of the 
intermarried Jewish men and 10.970 of the women said they had participated in 
a Passover Seder elsewhere. All but a handful of the remaining nen (80.9%) 
said they had participated in no Seder. Among the women almost a third 
(31.67;) failed to answer this question, while 41.3$ had not been to a Seder. 

TABLE 8-1.5 

INTERI.L%RIAGE: PARTICIPATION IN PASSOVER SEDER BY SEX OF JEWISH PARTNER 

Participation in Passover 
Seder Preceding Year 

Sex of Jewish Partner - 
Ilale Female Total 

In own home 
Elsewhere 
>Jot at all 
Not reported 

Total intermarried - $ 
1L - i i- 



Section D 

Children of Intermarriage 
i 

Among the  3,300 f a x i l i e s  i n  which the  husband, the  wife,or  both a r e  Genti le  
( s e e  Table 8-1)) 2,400 have children l i v i n g  a t  home. We have col lec ted  here  
severa l  small b i t s  of information concerning the  r e a r i n g  of these  chi ldren .  

/ Are They Jewish o r  I\Jot? 

A t  the very beginning of the  interview, we obtained a l i s t  of a l l  those i n  
t h e  household, and then asked: "Vhich of these people a r e  Jewish, and which a r e  
not?" On the  b a s i s  of the  answers t o  t h i s  question, we can say: 

I n  65.9% of the  2,400 f a x i l i e s ,  the  chi ldren  a r e  - no t  being reared  a s  Jews, 
i n  25.@,lthey a r e  being reared  a s  Jews, and - 
i n  8.7% of the  fami l ies ,  a t  l e a s t  one ch i ld  i s  being reared  as a Jew 
while another i s  being reared a s  a Genti le .  

"Being reared  as a Jew" presumably means t h a t  the  ch i ld  i s  being taught  t h a t  he i s  
a Jew; but  what meaning the  phrase has  beyond t h a t ,  it i s  hard  t o  say. 

Are They heceiving Jewish Education? 

The number of cases upon which t o  base any f u r t h e r  statements i s  so small 
t h a t  nothing very r e l i a b l e  can be reported.  I t  would seem t h a t  extremely few of 
these  children a r e  enrol led  i n  any program of Jewish education, and, s imi lar ly ,  
t h a t  none has  had a bar-mitzvah, bas-mitzvah o r  ccnfirmation ceremony. I n  some 
cases, of course, the  children a r e  s t i l l  qui te  young. One Jewish wife i n  a mixes 
marriage, i n  r ep ly  t o  our question on r e l i g i o u s  iden t i f i ca t ion ,  confided t o  the 
interviewer:  "'qe a r e  no t  a t p r e s e n t  observing Jewish customs. However, when the 
chi ldren  a r e  o lde r  we w i l l  have t o  make a decis ion  a s  t o  whether o r  not  we w i l l . "  
The l ike l ihood  t h a t  these children w i l l  be reared a s  observant Jews i s  small.  111 - 



Notes 

Studies of the Jewish communities in other cities have not shown so high 
a proportion of 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 methods used. In all other studies, reliance has been placed 
almost exclusively on a "master list" of known Jews. In - this study, our 
sample of families to be surveyed was derived in part from such a list, 
in part from a sample of all blocks in the area (see Introduction, 
Section B). As might be anticipated, the samples from the Jewish 
list showed a much lower proportion of mixed families than the sample 
of blocks. Of the 15,500 Jewish families identified in samples from 
the list of Jews, 5-25 were mixed, compared to 19.9% of the 11,700 
Jewish families identified in the block sample. Or, in other words, 
75.6$ of the 3,300 mixed families were found in the block sample, 
24.4% of them in samples derived from the list. 

2 The question asked on this topic in the Northeast 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 whether this would mean "Religious only" or "Both civil and 
religious", the answer was classified as "Not reported". 

3/ 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, when the Gentile partner's 
brother was mentioned - the answer was changed to "No". 

4/ A step-child we classified as a child; but a step-parent as "other". - 

5/ 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 families of the present. We do not know what proportion of Jews are 
intermarrying currently, nor do we have enough cases to compare the recent 
and the more remote past. 

The three pairs of percentages are drawn, respectively, from the totals 
shown in Tables 8-5, 8-6, and Appendix Table 8-1. 

In addition, our measure of Jewish education 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. 



9/ Synagogue attendance i s  shown only f o r  those intermarried persons who - 
-reported a s  head of household - t h a t  i s ,  the  2,100 men. 

101 These groups may be shown somewhat d i f f e r e n t l y ,  a s  follows: - 

Attend synagogue, iden t i fy  as  Jewish 51.0% 
----------------, do not i d e n t i f y  a s  Jewish 1 . 4  
Do not a t tend synagogue, i d e n t i f y  as  Jewish 13.0 -----------------------, do not iden t i fy  

a s  Jewish 34.6 

Total  

111 One might ask, a s  a f i n a l  question, whether these children a r e  l i k e l y  - 
t o  marry Jews or  Genti les.  We have, of course, no d i r e c t  answer; but 
two s e t s  of f igures  suggest the  p robab i l i t i e s .  The one i s  t h e  d a t a  of 
Table 8-4, which show t h a t  l e s s  than one percent ( O . q o )  of the  " a l l -  
Jewish" fami l i e s  r e p o r t  having a Genti le  parent ,  but  over 20 times as  high 
a proportion (19.8%) of the  intermarried Jews a r e  themselves the 
children of mixed marriages. S imi lar ly  2.5% of the  "all-Jewish" 
famil ies  repor t  children who have married Genti les,  b u t  four  times a s  
high a proportion (9.9%) of the  mixed famil ies .  The other r e levan t  
f a c t  i s  t h a t  two-thirds of the  mixed fami l i e s  a r e  rea r ing  t h e i r  
children a s  Gent i les .  
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Appendix A 

Additional Tables 

Title 

Age by Area and Sex 

Relation to Head of Household, by Sex 

Relation to Head of Household, by 
Sex and Marital Status 

Last Previous Residence Before Coming to 
Washington Metropolitan Area: Type of 
Community by Area of Present Residence 

Year of Arrival in Washington Metropolitan 
Area by Area of Present Residence 

Present Type of Home Occupancy: Total 
Families and Families Expecting to Move 
Within Six Months 

Year Moved to Present Address: Total 
Families Expecting to Move Within Six 
Months 

Synagogue Membership of Family by Family 
Income 

Synagogue Membership of Family by Nativity 
of Head of Household (omitting "mixed" 
marriages ) 

Synagogue Membership of Family by Education 
of Head of Household (Omitting "mixed" 
marriages ) 

Synagogue Membership of Family by Religious 
Identification of Family (Omitting "mixed" 
families) 

Proportion Intermarried by Age and Sex, 
Married Persons Only 



AGE BY ABEA AND SM 

Area and Sex 

Northeast Northwest Northwest Southeas t  V i rg in ia  P r ince  Montgomery 
Age West of Eas t  of and (Metro- Georges County 

Rock Rock Southwest o o l i t a n  County (M.A.) Tota l  Tota l  
Creek Creek Area) (M .A .j -- 

M F M F M F M F  M F M F M F M F 

Under 5 year s  

: -9 years  

10-14 years  

11-19 years  

20-24 years  

25-34 years  

35 -44 years  

45-54 years  

55 -64 years  

65-74 years  

75 years  and over 

"Under 20" years  

"Over 21" years  

Not r epc r t ed  

450 650 
650 550 
350 200 

50 * 

50 450 
1650 1.150 
850 600 
300 200 

100 150 
loo 150 

50 * 
* ... 

* ... 
... 

T o t a l  Populat ion 4300 3800 3150 3250 10600 11600 1900 1730 3500 2900 4600 4100 12950 12550 41000 39900 ti0900 

* Less than  25 cases .  



TABLE 1-11 

RELATION TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD, BY SEX 

-- -- - - - -- - 

Sex 

Relation to  Head 
Male Female 

# % # % % 

Head 
Spouse 
Child 
Other 

Total  population 41,000 100.0% 39,900 100.0% 80,900 100.0% 

TABLE 1-111 

RELATION TO HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD) BY SEX AND MARITAL STATUS 

Sex and Relation to  Head 

Marital Status  Head Spouse Child Other Total 

Male 
Married 95.0% 100.0% 0.4% 12.3% 55.4% 
Widowed 0.4 ... ... 18.9 0.8 
Divorced or  

separated 0.4 ... 0.2 4.0 0.4 
Never married 4.2 ... 98.1 51.2 42.5 
Not reported, ... ... 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 54.4 6.8 
Divorced or  

separated 13.0 ... 1.1 6.2 1.5 
Never married 22.0 ... 92.7 23.6 35 4 
Not reported ... ... 3.6 0.4 1.3 

- - - 

Total  female - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - # (2400) (21,200) (14,200) (2100) (39,900) 



TABLZ 3-1 

LAST PREVIOUS RESIDENCE BEFORE COMING TO WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA: 

TYPE OF C O W N I T Y  BY AREA OF PRESENT RESIDENCE 

-- 

Area of Present Residence 
North- North- North- South- Virginia Prince Montgomery 

east west, west, eas t  ( ~ e t r o -  Georges County 
Previous Residence: West East and po l i t an  County (M.A. ) 
Type of Community of o f  South- Area) (M.A. ) 

Rock Rock w e s t  
Creek Creek 

Big c i t y :  
New York 56.7% 48.6% 40.2% 75.4% 6 1 . G  60.4% 56.0% 
Bal t imore  1 . 3  18.2 20.5 4.4 4.8 16.6 10.7 . . 

Philadelphia 9.9 5.5 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 b i g  c i t y  4.6 17.4 26.2 9.6 19.1 12.9 18.2 
C i ty  not reported 7.4 3.2 0.9 0.8 2.5 0.5 1.7 

To ta l ,  big c i t y  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0% 

B i g  c i ty  39.5% 39.7% 48.0% 50.7% 37.7% 48.9% 47.6% 
Medium c i t y  8.5 9.1 7.9 25.4 11.5 6.4 6.5 
Small town 8.0 5.0 7.4 4.9 23.8 9.0 5.1 
Farm 0.1 0.6 0.3 ... . . .  0.2 x 
Other ... . a . 0.2 . . . 1.0 ... 0.1 
Not reported 1.6 5.3 5.1- 1.1 1.8 1.3 1.4 
Washington 

Metropolitanarea 42.3 40.3 31.1 17.9 24.2 34.2 39.3 

Total population - % 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% - Sf (8100) (6400) (22,200)(3600) (6400) (8700) (25,500) 

++ Less than .05$. 



TABLE 3-11 

YEAR OF ARRIVAL IN WASHINGTON METROPOLITAN AREA, 

BY AREA OF PRESENT RESIDENCE 

Area of Present Residence 

Year of Arrival 
in Washington 

Metropolitan Area 

North- North- North- South- Virginia Prince Montgomery 
east west, west, east (~etro- Georges County 

West East and politan County (M. A.) 
of of South- Area) (M.A.) 
Rock Rock west 
Creek Creek 

Before 1933 8.3 20.1 24.3 3.5 5.9 3.8 4.3 

Always lived 
in Washington 
Metropolitan area 42.1 40.3 30.4 17.8 24.3 35.4 39.2 

Not reported 4.9 5.0 4.0 0.2 6.3 1.7 1.4 

Total population-% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
-# (8100) (6400) (22,000)(3600) (6400) (8700) (~5~500) 



TABLE 3-111 

PRESENT TYPE OF HOME OCCUPANCY: TOTAL FAMILIES AND 

FhELIES EXPECTING TO MOVE WITHIN SIX MONT!dS 

Present Type of 
Home Occupancy 

Total  
f m i l i e s  

Families 
intending 
t o  move 

Own house 

Rent house 

Rent apartment 

Other 

Total families - % 
- # 

TABLE 3 - I V  

YEAR MOVED TO PRESENT ADDRESS: TOTAL FAMILIES AND 

FAMILIES EXPECTING TO MOVE W I T H I N  SIX MONTHS 

Year Moved t o  
Present Address 

Total 
families 

Families 
intending 
t o  move 

1.953 - 1956 

1949 - 1952 

1945 - 1948 

1941 - 1944 

1940 o r  before 

Not reported 3.1 1.6 

Total  families - $ 
- # 



SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY FAMILY INCOME 

Family 
Income 

Synagogue Membership of Family 

Orthodox Conservative Reform None 

Less than $4,000 9.5% 4.0% 4.6% 6.2% 

$49000 - 4,999 11.4 3-2  2.6 11.0 

$5,000 - 6,999 18.4 16.6 2.5 16.1 

$7,000 - 9,999 30.4 24.0 17.1 33.1 

$10,000 - 14,999 10.4 23.4 31.7 14.2 

$15,000 and over 5.9 10.8 31.7 6.0 

Not reported 14.0 18.0 9.8 13.4 

Total  famil ies  - $ 100.0% 100.0$ 100.0% 100.0% 
- # ( 3200) ( 6800) (1700 ) (14,500) 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY NATIVITY OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

(omitting "Mixed" Marriages) d 

Synagogue Nativity of Head of Household 

Membership Native-born of Native-born of Foreign- 
Of Family native parents foreign parents born 

Orthodox 

Conservative 

Reform 

Other 

None 

Not reported 

Total  (omitting 
"mixed") f amilies - % 100.0% 100.0% 100. O$ 

- # (3500) (13,600) (6500) 

4 Table does not include 300 cases, native born, na t iv i ty  of parent 
not reported. 



TABLE 6-111 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY EDUCATION OF HEAD OF HOUSEHOLD 

(Omitting "Mixed" Marriages) d 
- 

Education of Head of Household: Highest School Grade Compkted - 
Synagogue 8 years High School College 17 years 
Membership o r  9-11 12 13-15 16 or  
Of Family l e s s  years years years years mare 

Orthodox 29.4% 17.3% 16.6% 7.4% 16.2% 4.4% 

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 

None 55.8 60.3 42.6 2 1  49.6 50.3 

Not reported ... ... 2-5 ... 0.3 0.4 

Total  (omitting "mixed") 
families - $ 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

- # (2600) ( 2 2 ~ 0 )  (4600) ( 3200) (2900) (7900) 

a/ Table does not include 500 cases, education not reported. - 

SYNAGOGUE MEMBERSHIP OF FAMILY BY RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION OF FAMILY 

(omitting "Mixed" Families) 

Religious Synagogue Membership of Family 
Ident i f icat ion 

Of Family Orthodox Conservative Reform None 

Orthodox 52.9% 11. 0% 0.8% 9.7% 

Conservative 39.7 77.7 11.3 39.6 
i / 

Reform 2.3 9.6 83.0 29.6 

None of these - 
family undecided 1.6 1.7 2.4 10.5 

None of these - other ... religion or  no re l igion ... ... 8.9 

Not reported 3.5 ... 2.5 1.7 . . 

Total  (omitting "mixed") 
families - $ l00.0$ l00.0$ 100.0% 100.O$ 

- k  ( 3100) (6600) (1600) (11,700) 



TABLE 8-1 

PROFORTION INTERMARRIED BY AGE AND SEX, 

MARRIED PERSONS ONLY 

Proportion Intermarried 

Male Female 

15 - 24 y e a r s  

25 - 34 y e a r s  

35 - 44 y e a r s  

45 - 54 y e a r s  

55 - 64 years 

65 years  and. over  

Proportion intermarried, 
a l l  married persons 



List of Supplementary Tables 

These are tabulations, as they came from the tabulating 
machine, unrounded and unpercentaged. 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 2 

Class of employer: 

of head and spouse (both working) 
by occupation and sex (population 14 and over - working) 
by type of former community (population 14 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 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 3 

Families expecting to move: 
home occupancy by area 
size of household by present area, by intended area 
year of marriage 
year moved to present address, by area 

Home occupancy, by: 
class of employer of working heads 
income 
occupation of working heads 
size of household 
year of arrival of head in Washington metropolitan area 

Year moved to present address, by: 
area, by home occupancy, by previous 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 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 4 

Number of Jewish organizations belonged to, by: 
area and sex 
occupation and sex 
education and sex 
na t iv i ty  and year of a r r iva l  i n  United States  (foreign) 

(shows also numbers native to  Washington metro- 
pol i tan area)  

Number of non-sectarian organizations belonged to,  by: 
area  and sex 
occupation and sex 
na t iv i ty  and year of a r r iva l  i n  United States  (foreign) 

(shows also numbers native t o  Washington metro- 
pol i tan area)  



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 5 

Bar-mitzvah ceremony, etc.  of children age 13 - 19, by sex and: 
education of head 
income of family 
occupation of head 
synagogue membership of family 
type of wedding ceremony of parents 

Omits children (frequency of attendance of head a t  religious 
of mixed ( services 

marriages ( re l igious ident i f icat ion of family 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 6 

Religious identification by income 
(all families) 

Religious identification (omitting "mixed" marriages), by: 
age and marital status of head 
-fre.qcency of attendance of head at religious services 
nativity of head 
occupation of working heads 

Frequency of attendance of head and spouse at religious services, 
by income and sex (omitting "mixed" marriages) 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 7 

Eating in homes of non-Jews, by: 
age of head 
education of head 
frequency of attendance of head at religious services 
income 
nativity of head 
occupation of heads who are working 
religious identification (omitting "mixed" farflilies) 
synagogue membership 

Non-Jewish guests at meals, frequency of, by: 
age of head 
education of head 
frequency of attendance of head at religious services 
income 
kashruth - purchase of kosher meats and use of separate 

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 only), 
by: 

age of head 
education of head and spouse 
frequency of attendance of head at religious services 
frequency of attendance of spouse at religious services 
income 
nativity of head and spouse 
occupation of heads who are working, 

Religious 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 of head at religious services, 
by purchase of kosher meats and use of separate dishes. 



Supplementary Tables - Chapter 8 

Type of wedding ceremony by education and year of marriage of 
heads who are now married and their wives (or 
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 i n  This Report Were Gathered and Prepared 



Horr t h e  Data Vere Gathered: Sampling, G,uestionnaire, Interviewing 

This r epor t  i s  planined pr imar i ly  f o r  t h e  Jewish cornmunity and i t s  leaders ,  
r a t h e r  than f o r  the  s t a t i s t i c i a n  o r  s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t .  We have therefore  kept  
t echn ica l  d iscuss ion t o  a. minimum. The reader concerned with d e t a i l s  of sampling 
design, interviewing techniques znd s i n i l a r  matters r i i l l  f i n d  f u r t h e r  information 
i n  a t echn ica l  "Supplement on F.lethods" t o  t h i s  repor t  rihich w i l l  be ava i l ab le  
upon request  t o  the  Jewish Community Council of Greater \,.,lashington. 

In  general,  methods were se lec ted  with a view t o  y ie ld ing the  i~lformatiori 
required by t h e  Jewish Community Council, a t  lniniinuin expense and with maximum 
re l i ance  on volunteers .  

Se lec t ing  a sample of t h e  population 

The survey was intended t o  cover the  Jewish community of Greater i~lashingtoil. 
This community, a s  r.ie defined it, includes the  permanent Jewish r e s i d e n t s  of  the 
"urbanized," o r  bui l t -up ,  p a r t  of the  i~ ie t ropol i tan  Area, except persons l i v i n g  in  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  o r  on m i l i t a r y  reservat ions .  The boundaries of t h e  sec t ion  covered 
by t h e  study a r e  described i n  more d e t a i l  i n  Chapter 1, Section A .  

A cornplete census, o r  enumeration, of t h i s  Jewish population ~roulcl have been 
extremely expensive. It was not  necessary, however. A s  i n  a  l a r g e  proport ion of 
t h e  s tud ies  conducted by the  U. S. Census Bureau and s imi lar  agencies,  it was 
poss ib le  t o  accomplish our purpose by s e l e c t i n g  a sample ca re fu l ly  designed t o  
reproduce i n  r2iniature the  r.ihole populat ian we wished t o  s tudy.  This  sample had 
t o  be so designed a s  t o  permit two th ings :  

1. It had t o  be representa t ive  of - a l l  people - Jewish and Genti le  - 
i n  the  a rea .  From t h i s  sample we rrould then be ab le  t o  determniine 
the  percentage of Jews i n  t h e  t o t a l  population; and, mult iplying 
thispercentage by t h e  t o t a l ,  we could then f ind  out  how many 
Jews composed t h e  cornmunity. 

2 A t  the  same time, the  sample chosen had t o  contain a l a r g e  enough 
number of  Jews (we wanted about 2000 fami l i e s )  so t h a t  \re could 
make a f a i r l y  in tens ive  ana lys i s  of t h e i r  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s .  
Previous information indica ted  t h a t  Jews vere  about 5$ of the  
t o t a l ,  however, which meant t h a t  we could ilot expect a  reasonable- 
s i zed  samnple of t h e  whole population t o  contain very many Jews. 

What we d i d  was t o  s e l e c t  two s e t s  of samples, one t o  s a t i s f y  each of t h e  
above condit ions;  check them agains t  one another t o  prevent dupl ica t ion;  and use 
appropr ia te  s t a t i s t i c a l  techniques t o  combine t h e  two. For a r e p r e s e i ~ t a t i v e  
s a i ~ ~ p l e  of t h e  whole population, we u t i l i z e d  a sai?ple of a l l  blocks i n  the  area ,  
and se lec ted  spec i f i ed  numbers of "dwelling uni ts"  (apartments and p r i v a t e  
houses) on each block. The sample of blocks was ava i l ab le  from a previous study 
conducted by the  w r i t e r  and Reuben Cohen a.t t h e  Bureau of Socia l  Science Research. 
In  each of 154 blocks, from 16 t o  40 dwelling u n i t s  were se lec ted  so as t o  con- 
s t i t u t e  1 of each 100 dwelling u n i t s  i n  t h e  area .  This was supplemented by a 
sample of dwelling u n i t s  constructed between January 1, 1954 ( a s  of when the  block 
sample had been constructed) and June 30, 1955. 

To ob ta in  a l a rge  nurnber of Jewish i a n i l i e s ,  Ire cade use of a  "nas te r  l i s t "  
of known Jewish persons rnade ava i l ab le  through the  kindness of the United Jeiiish 
Appeal. This l i s t  of 23,600 names and addresses we arranged i n  order  geographically. 



while s imultaneously removing dup l i ca t ions ,  business  firms and bus iness  addresses,  
incorgplete addresses,  addresses ou t s ide  t h e  survey a rea  and on z i l i t a r y  r e se rva -  
t i o n s ,  e t c .  The remaining 15,500 addresses,  arranged i n  n ine  geographical  a rea- ,  
were sargpled a t  high r a t e s  vhere t h e r e  were few Jews ( f o r  example, every o ther  
address  i n  F a i r f a x  County, V i rg in i a )  and a t  low r a t e s  where Jews were numerous 
( e .  g . ,  every 20th address  i n  Northwest D .  C .  ) .  

Spec ia l  procedures were s e t  up f o r  handling apartment houses, f o r  inc luding  
srflall new cons t ruc t ion  p r o j e c t s  and e ; t ~ r - t i c r c ,  and f o r  cross-checking each 
p a r t  of t h e  sarrple aga ins t  t h e  o the r s  ( i n  t h e  elid t h e r e  were s i x  sub-samples t o  
be cross-checked and combined). The sample s e l e c t e d  came t o  7622 addresses;  a n  
a d d i t i o n a l  1088 addresses were added dur ing  t h e  s tudy,  following t h e  procedures 
s e t  up. I n  a l l ,  then,  c a l l s  had t o  be made a t  8710 addresses.  

The t echn ica l lv - inc l ined  reader  mav wish t o  consul t  t h e  following sources - 
f o r  f u r t h e r  information on t h e  sampling des ign .  For t h e  general  l o g i c :  
Llorris H .  Kansen, William N .  Hurwitz and Ti. G. Madow. Sample Survey Methods and 
Theory. Vol. I, Ch. 7, Sec. 10. New York: John Ialiley & Sons, 1954. For a 
d-escript ion i n  g r e a t  d e t a i l  of  a very s i m i l a r  design: Theodore 1.7. Woolsey. 
Sampling Iblethods f o r  a Small Household Survey. Publ ic  Health ivlonographs, No. 40. 
I~!ashiiigton: U. 3 .  Gcvt. P r i n t i n g  Office,  1956. For a desc r ip t ion  of t h e  a rea  
sample: Reuben Cohen. An Inves t iga t ion  of Modified P r o b a b i l i t y  Sampling Pro- 
cedures i n  Interview Surveys. Unpublished Master 's  Thesis! Arrerican Univers i ty ,  
1955. 

Designing t h e  Ques t ionnai re  

A d e t a i l e d  four  page o u t l i n e  of  types of information which might be gathered 
was prepared by t h e  w r i t e r  i n  December, 1954, a f t e r  d iscuss ions  with I saac  Franck, 
Executive Direc tor  of  t h e  Jewish Community Council. Between t h a t  t ime and 
February, 1956, when t h e  major p a r t  of t h e  interviewing was conducted, a quest ion-  
n a i r e  was prepared and went through f i v e  successive d r a f t s .  The f i r s t  was based 
on d iscuss ions  with Jewish l eade r s  i n  Washington and New York, and examination of  
s e v e r a l  s i m i l a r  s t u d i e s .  A conference was he ld  on J u l y  7, 1955, of  Rabbis, educa- 
t o r s ,  s o c i a l  agency executives and o the r  Jewish coimunity l eade r s ;  a t  t h i s  meeting, 
t h e  ques t ionnai re  was discussed i n  d e t a i l  and suggest ions o f fe red  f o r  add i t ions ,  
d e l e t i o n s  and r e v i s i o n s .  A second d r a f t  was prepared f o r  comment and c r i t i c i s m  by 
t h e  Technica1,Advisory Committee i n  August. The r e s u l t i n g  t h i r d  d r a f t  was u t i l i z e d  
i n  September t o  conduct about tiio dozen t e s t  in te rv iews.  As a r e s u l t ,  var ious  
rewordings, add i t ions ,  de l e t ions ,  s h i f t s  i n  t h e  order  of  questions, e t c . ,  were made. 

The p r i n c i p a l  t e s t  of t h e  quest ionnaire  was made ' ~ i t h  a fou r th  d r a f t  during 
October-Movenber, when a p i l o t  s tudy was conducted i n  Northeast Washingtoil. S i x t y -  
f i v e  interviews were completed. Subsequently, d iscuss ions  were he ld  v i t h  some of  
t h e  interviei!ers, wi th  a committee of  t h e  Jewish Con!nunity Council.'s Zxecutive 
Board and wi th  t h e  Technical  Advisory Committee. A f i n a l  d r a f t  was prepared i n -  
volving a complete change i n  format, f o r  use i n  February. 

A t  each po in t  one of  our problems was t o  w h i t t l e  doirn t h e  l i s t  of ques t ions .  
Jewish conrunity l eade r s ,  each with h i s  own s p e c i a l  concerns, des i r ed  t? obta in  
f u r t h e r  information on seine p o i n t s .  There Tiere mat te rs  ~ n t o  which s i l r i l a r  s t u d i e s  
had inqui red ,  and on ~ i h i c h  we should have l ikcd  t3 ob ta in  comparable d 2 . t ~ .  The 
v r i t e r  trished t o  s a t i s f y  h i s  c u r i o s i t y  a s  a s o c i a l  s c i e n t i s t  by looking i ~ t c  . i-. 
t i o i l a l  a r e a s .  The outccoe wes a compromise ainong these  various i n t e r e s t s .  If t h e  
reader ,  looking a t  t h e  study, says t o  himself ,  "They should have asked about such- 
and-such a m t t e r , "  r?e may suggest i n  advance t h a t  t h e  t o p i c  was probably con- 
s idered ,  and omit ted d e l i b e r a t e l y  with r e g r e t .  



Northeast p i l o t  study 

When plans for  sampling and the questionnaire seemed f a i r l y  f a r  along, the 
Technical Advisory Committee decided t o  conduct a small-scale study i n  one area t o  
t e s t  the  f e a s i b i l i t y  of our plans. This was done i n  Northeast Washington i n  
October and November of 1955. As a r e su l t  of t h i s  p i l o t  study a l l  aspects of the  
study plans were revised. The sampling plan was simplified; the questionnaire 
was thoroughly rewrit ten; writ ten instructions were boiled down t o  a f i f t h  of 
t h e i r  o r ig ina l  length; and interviewer t ra ining plans were changed. Withal, the  
65 interviews obtained were f a i r  to  excellent i n  quali ty and were included i n  
the findings reported here. 

Preparations for  interviewing 

The 7600-odd addresses selected were of course scattered a l l  over the  metro- 
pol i tan area. The task of combining these addresses into interviewer assignments, 
on the basis of geographical location,  was considerable. When t h i s  had been 
accomplished, each ass igment  was placed i n  a large envelope together with instruc- 
t ions ,  blank questionnaires and other forms and a l e t t e r  of ident i f icat ion.  Each 
interviewer was t o  receive one envelope. 

I n i t i a l l y ,  the Jewish Community Council planned t o  u t i l i z e  volunteer in te r -  
viewers. These were t o  be trained simultaneously a t  nine centers scat tered about 
the survey area on the morning of Sunday, February 2, 1956. In Section B of the  
Introduction, we have l i s t e d  the various persons, experienced for  the most par t  
i n  supervision of interviewers, who acted as  ins t ructors  i n  t h i s  large operation. 

The inst ructors  themselves spent two and a half hours, one evening l a t e  i n  
January, learning about the study and t h e i r  pa r t  i n  it. They received, i n  addi- 
t ion ,  detai led writ ten instructions.  They i n  tu rn  spent two hours on February 2 
t ra in ing  the volunteers, who were given condensed writ ten instructions as  well. 

On January 26 a l e t t e r  signed by Aaron Goldman, then President of t he  Jewish 
Cormuiiity Council, was sent t o  the  occupants of a l l  addresses selected from the 
United Jewish Appeal l i s t .  They were to ld  t o  expect an interviewer on February 2, 
"except i n  case of a bl izzard."  This l e t t e r  was useful i n  a l e r t i n g  many poten t ia l  
interviewees, who remained home t o  await an interviewer. In  addition, some 50 
l e t t e r s  were returned by the Post Office because they were addressed to  vacant o r  
non-existent dwellings, which helped us t o  avoid some unnecessary c a l l s .  

Conducting the interviews 

The interviewers were given in very abbreviated form the sor t  of ins t ruct icns  
usually given i n  surveys of t h i s  kind. They were asked t o  complete t h e i r  assign- 
ments, as nearly as possible, on Sunday, February 2, and t o  attempt t o  complete the 
rsnaining assigned ca l l s  during the following week. No interviews were t o  be made 
on Friday a f t e r  4 P .  M . ,  or  on Saturday. Where no one was a t  home, up t o  three 
addit ional ca l l s  were t o  be rrade. The interviewer was t o  speak t o  someone a t  each 
assigned address t o  determine whether any Jewish person l ived there .  I f  the 
answer was "Yes," an interview was t o  be conducted v i th  the head of the llousehold, 
or the  head's wife or husband. 

In general, t h i s  volunteer e f for t  was :!luch l e s s  successful than had been 
hoped. A re la t ive ly  small proportion of the t o t a l  ca l l s  were made on February 2, 
znd few of the volunteers vere iilcli?ied t o  continue interviewing beyond t h a t  day. 
They f e l t  i n  many cases tha t  nore ~iorl- was being asked of them than they had been 



l e d  t o  a n t i c i p a t e .  Although the  Jewish Community Council r e c r u i t e d  f u r t h e r  volun- 
t e e r s  f o r  evening t r a i n i n g  sess ions  between February 2 and 1 5 ,  it was almost imme- 
d i a t e l y  evident  t h a t  recourse t o  pa id  p ro fess iona l  interviewers would be necessary. 
When a l l  of t h e  volunteers  had returned t h e i r  assignments, it was found t h a t  l e s s  
than ha l f  of the  assigned addresses had been ca l l ed  a t .  

We the re fo re  h i r e d  experienced interviewers t o  complete t h e  job. These were 
given t r a i n i n g  f o r  t h i s  study by the  w r i t e r  f o r  two half-days a t  the  beginning 
of March, and worked u n t i l  May 10.  The r e s u l t s  of t h e i r  c a l l s  and those of t h e  
volunteers  were t a l l i e d  and assessed,  and it was decided t o  spend t h e  f i r s t  two 
weeks of August t o  complete c a l l s  a t  addresses where no person had previous ly  
been reached. On August 3 interviewers received th ree  hours of r e f reshe r  t r a i n -  
ing.  I n  t h e  succeecing two weeks, they covered approximately 1000 cases - mostly 
i n  apartment houses. 

Comparison of  the  volunteers  and t h e  profess ional  interviewers 

The volunteer  interviewers were, of course, Jewish. There was an uneasy 
f e e l i n g  t h a t  t h i s  might influence t h e  answers interviewees would give t o  questions 
about synagogue attendance, observance of t r a d i t i o n a l  p rac t i ces .  e t c .  The pro-  
f e s s i o n a l  interviewers included some with "Jewish-souding" names o r  who would 
probably have been judged t o  be Jewish from t h e i r  appearance; but  others,from 
t h e i r  names and appearance, would have impressed interviewees as not  Jewish. I n  
f a c t  some of t h e  interviewers were Jewish and some Gent i le .  This was probably 
fo r tuna te .  I f  interviewees tended t o  s u i t  t h e i r  answers t o  the  in terviewer ' s  
assumed expectat ions,  having both Jewish-appearing and Gentile-appearing i n t e r -  
viewers should have tended t o  balance out  d i s t o r t i o n s .  

Since t h e  paid  interviewers were experienced, and received more t r a i n i n g  than 
t h e  volunteers ,  one might expect the  former t o  have produced more and b e t t e r  
interviews.  We can make two shor t  comparisons. Approximately 1600 in te rv ievs  
were completed with Jewish famil ies ;  of these ,  one-third were made by volunteers ,  
two-thirds by profess ionals .  One of  our questions asked f o r  the  s i z e  of t h e  
fami ly ' s  income; 17% of t h e  volunteers '  interviews reported no information on t h i s  
item ( e i t h e r  a r e fusa l ,  o r  a "don't  know," o r  j u s t  no answer), but  only 8% of 
those conducted by profess ionals .  

In  addi t ion ,  i n  th ree  ins tances ,  a family was inadver tent ly  interviewed 
twice - f i r s t  by a volunteer ,  then  by a pa id  interviewer - about a month a p a r t .  - 
Dif fe ren t  interviewers were involved i n  each case.  A comparison of each p a i r  of 
interviews shows l i t t l e  discrepancy i n  t h e  information obtained, but  considerably 
l e s s  - information reported by t h e  volunteer .  The l a t t e r  was more l i k e l y  t o  r epor t  
ananswer refused;  o r ,  where we asked how much Jewish education a person had had, 
merely t o  check t h e  type ins tead  of r epor t ing  t h e  nulnber of years;  and so  on. 
In  general,  the  answers recorded by the  volunteers  seemed mostly a s  accurate a s  
those obtained by the  pa id  interviewers,  but  were f a r  l e s s  complete. 

How t h e  Data Were Prepared f o r  This Report 

A t o t a l  of 1590 interviews were completed. I n  addi t ion ,  d a t a  on key items 
i n  t h e  quest ionnaire were obtained by telephone f o r  another 50 fami l i e s .  For 
t h e  remaining 338 cases,  da ta  were reproduced from completed cases on a systerna- 
t i c  b a s i s .  Each case recorded a s  not ava i l ab le ,  refused t o  be interviewed, not  
found a f t e r  a t  l e a s t  four c a l l s ,  o r  otherwise not reached, was compared with 
t h e  "neares t  most s imi la r  case" - se lec ted  a s  p a r t  of the  same sub-sample, from 
t h e  same geographical a rea ,  and i n  the  sane assignment - which had been iden t i f i ed  



a s  Jewish o r  not  Jewish. The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  of the  colmpleted case iiere then 
a t t r i b u t e d  t o  the uncompleted one; and i f ,  on t h i s  bas i s ,  t h e  l a t t e r  was c l a s s i -  
f i e d  as Jewish, a.11 dcta  f o r  t h e  former case were reproduced and a t t r i b u t e d  t o  
t h e  l a t t e r .  

Edi t ing  and Coding 

Each quest ionnaire vas "edited" - t h a t  i s ,  checked t o  see  t h a t  a l l  questions 
had been answered, and t h a t  (so f a r  as could be determined) t h e  personal  d a t a  
supplied were cons is tent .  For example, i f  a person was reported a s  10  years  of 
age and married, answers t o  o the r  questions were examined t o  determine which of 
these  two answers was wrong; and, when poss ib le ,  a correc t ion  was ~ a d e .  

A t  t h e  same time answers were "coded" - ' a t  i s  c l a s s i f i e d  and then assigned 
a code number wr i t t en  on t h e  quest ionnaire,  i n  prepara t ion  f o r  t r a n s f e r  of  t h e  
da ta  t o  1EI.I punch-cards f o r  machine t abu la t ion .  Most quest icns had been "pre-  
coded" - c l a s s i f i e d  i n  advance and code numbers p r i n t e d  opposite each ailswer in  
a l i s t .  Some, however, had not  bpen pre-coded; o r ,  i f  they had, requi red  slight 
changes i n  t h e  code. 

Machine processing 

For each case, one IETl card was punched with household data ,  and one card 
with personal  da ta  f o r  each member of the  household. A t o t a l  of 1978 household 
cards and 6551 personal  cards were prepared. 

A s  explained above, households had been se lec ted  at  various r a t e s  i n  each 
sub-sample o r  geographical a rea .  To combine these  i n  proper fashion,  a numerical 
"weight" w a s  assigned t o  esch household, inverse ly  propor t ional  t o  i t s  o r i g i n a l  
r a t e  of s e l e c t i o n .  Like t h e  quest ionnaire da ta ,  these  "weights" were punched i n t o  
each household and personal  card.  

While coding and t h e  punching of cards were proceeding, plans were made fo r  
machine t abu la t ions ,  which a r e  t h e  source of the  t a b l e s  presented i n  t h i s  r e p o r t .  
From among a l a r g e r  number suggested by various persons co~?cerned with t h e  study, 
we se lec ted  those t abu la t ions  which gave prcmise of being most useful .  

The f i n a l  t a sks  i n  preparing the  survey da ta  involved s e t t i n g  up the  t a b l e s  
i n  t h e  r epor t  - t h a t  is, combining the f igures  from t h e  machine t abu la t ions  i n  t h e  
most appropr ia te  fashion, and computing percentages. 
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