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JEWISH WELFARE FEDERATION
of San Francisco, Marin County and the Peninsula
230 California Street
San Francisco 11, California

October 23, 1959

Mr. Walter D. Heller, Chairman
Social Planning Committee
Jewish Welfare Federation

230 California Street

San Francisco 11, Calif.

Dear Mr. lleller:

On behalf of the Population Study Advisory Committee, it is my
pleasure to submit herewith "A Report on the Jewish Population of San
Francisco, Marin County and the Peninsula’”. This report was prepared by
Fred Massarik, Ph.D., Resecarch Consultant and Director of the Research
Bureau, Jewish Federation-Council of Greater Los Angeles, under whose
direction the Population Study was conducted.

During the past year, our committee has worked closely with all
phases of the Study, including the definition of purpose, the technical
aspects, the interviewing and the review of reports. The most current
sclentific sampling procedures were utilized; a representative cross-
section of the Jewish prnpulation was Interviewed., Extreme care went into
every phase of this project and it is our belief that the findings will
wake a most effective contribution to community planning.

The Population Study Advisory Conmittee expresses appreclation
to Dr. Massarik for the excellence of his work. It expresses thanks to
the Federation for the privilege of working so closely with the first
project of its kind since 1939, It hopes that another twenty years will
not go by before a similar study iIs conducted.

~~RespectHully,
T
\\\Vﬁ LLI‘L<L4r1«,j
Rgbert M. Levis » Chairman
Population Study Advisory Committee




Research Service Bureau
590 N. Vermont Avemme
Los Angeles L, Califormia

Septermber 1, 1959

Hr. Robert 1i. Levison, Chairman
Population Study sidvisory Cormittee
Jewish Yielfare Federation
of San Franciseco, liarin County and the Peninsula
230 Californmia Street
San Francisco 11, Galifornia

Dear I'r. Levison:

The attached document summarizes the findings of the 1958-59
Jewish Population Study. It is hoped that the results will prove
to be materially helpful in the various phases of Jewish community
planning.

As is the case for most research projects, the present study
represents a product of cooperative effort. Particular thanks are
due to the Jewish Fopulation Study Advisory Committee, and teo its .
chairman, I'r, Robert 1!, Levison, for guwidance throughout the study
process; lir, Robert P, Forman, Social Flanning Assistant of the
Jewish Tlelfare Federation, for his conscientious and skilled ef-
forts in implementing a tremendous amount of study detail; and to
Mr. Louis Tleintraub and lir. Sanford M. Trepuboff, Associate Exec-
utive Director and Executive Director respectively of the Jewish
VWelfare Federation, for their consistent interest and helpful
advice.

Further, thanks are due to the Executive Directors of the
community apgencies who gave of their time and energy particularly
in the early stares of study nlanning; to the interviem staff nem-
boers vwho trudged with equal vigor through near and remote terri-
tories in quest of study information and vwho--as presumably is the
case for the employees of the U.S. Post Office——were stayed from
their appeinted rounds by neither sleet nor hail nor rain, nor by
difficulties of transportation, nor by hostile dogs.

{larm appreciation goes to the secretarial, clerical and
coding personnel, particularily to my secretary, lirs. Senja Gecdman,
and to Mrs, June Meuhaus for cooperation, consistency and care in
their multifarious tasks,

And finally, but not least, the entire study staff wishes to
expregs gratitude to the many members of the Jewish cowmunity of
San Francisco, Marin County and the Peninsula who gave freely of
their time to the Study intervierers,

This report is hereby respectfully submitted.
Sincerely,
Focd Witd pmze (0

Fred Massarik, Ph.D.
Techinical Consultant
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INTRCDUCTICN

The 1958-59 Study of the Jewish Populatien of San Francisco,
Marin County and the Peninsula, is the first such survey
conducted in some 20 years, With the aim of providing a back=
ground of facts to aid the community in teking stook of its
present and anticipeted needs; the 1958-59 study examines the
ossontial character of the Jewish population throughout San
Francisco and its surrounding areas. The methods employed,
(which will be described in some detail in a separate appendix,
to be published later), followed scientific social research
procedures, Lengthy interviews were conducted with some 1,000
carefully and representatively~-chosen Jewish housgholdg,e
Statistioal theory indicates that this information provides a
useful over-all picture concerning the mejor characteristics
of the Jewish population within reasonable accuracy limits,
Semples were so planned that biases resulting from interviewing
only well known and clearly identified Jewigh households were
minimizeds This was done by selecting households on a random
basis without prior knowledge as to whether the families were
Jewish, in sreas in which Jewish population density was reasonab;y
great, (Only families ‘identifying as Jewish were interviewad).
In other areas, augmented lists of lnown Jewish households were

employed %o supplement the other samples,
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In results reported on a community wide basis, e.g. San Francisce
or the Peninsula taken as a unit, the so oalled "area samples”
{with no prior identification of Jewish rosidence) are most heavily
represented, Data for Marin, however, are based on a sample

dravn from a list of knowm Jewlsh households. Likewise, in parts
of the report that make reference to geographical sub=-areas

within San Franeisco or within the Peninsula, information obtained

from lists of known Jewish households was wtilized as necessary,

A number of independent checks were made to establish the
level of accuracy of the data. By way of illustration, the sample
study estimated an enrollment of 3,048 Sunday School children

in San Franeisco; this compared with an "ectual" figure of 3,063,
as por available enrollment stotistics, Particularly for broad
categories and for total communities, awailable figures should be
highly satisfactory for most planning purposes. However, as
issues arise in planning for small geographical sub-areas or for
particular age groups, data beyond those provided by the present

investigation may be needed,
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PART A: BACKGROUZD AWD PUBLICATION PILAY:

In 1958, the Jewish Welfare Federation of San Francisco, Marin County, -and
the Peningula initiated a community-wide study of Jewish population.
This study was designed to furnish a background of information to assist

various phases of social planning.

The amount of data obtanined by the survey is very considerable. One way
to visualize the gquantity of information available is to think in terms

of interview hours and results obtained in their course. Some 3000 hours
were spent in direct discussion in the homes of a broadly-representative
sample of Jewish households, in follow-up calls on Jewish residents not
at home at the initiaml contact, in necessary contacts with non-Jewish
homes, eand in interviews with previously uncooperative Jewish respondents.
The information for Jewish households now appears in the form of some

10,000 IBM cards containing about 800,000 items of data.

Clearly this vast volume of inforamation is amenable to analysis from a
variety of different viewpoints. The following is the plan for presen-
tation that will be followed in order to make some selective sense of

the substantial quantity of raw results:

(I) BEstimates of total Jewish population size, and age distributions are

prepared for San Francisco, Peninsule, and Marin, and for S. F., and

Peninsula sub-arees.



(11)

(111)

(1v)

(V)

2

Community-wide survey findings are presented separately for the three

major geographical arees; San Frenciesoco, Peninsula, and Marin, The
findings for this phase of the report represent straight, total
tabulations, adjusted:in such a way that each of the sub-areas is
repregented proportionately so that we ere dealing with meaningfully=-
balanced cross-seotions. Here, emphasis is placed primarily on find-

ings for households and housshold heads,

Findings are presented by ege—-sex categories, partioularly for San

Frenoiegoo and to & more limited extent for Marin and for the Peninsule.
Theso results will give some indiocation of the extent to whioh wvarious
items covered by the study vary among age levels and between males and
females. Again, data of $his kind should provide insights into
variations in Jewish population charaoteristios relevaant to community

planning,

Survey findings are presented for eaoh of the geographis sub-areas
within Sen Francisco end within the Peninsula. No sub-arsa analyses
are cantemplated for Marin. This phase of the report will provide
data most useful from a scoial plenning standpoint, Analyses will
foous on household heads and on selected ege-sex groups.

It is tentatively intended, pending limitations of time and funds,

that selected findings Be translated into the form of "planning

memoranda', These memoranda are to relate study results to -

various arses of oommunity eativity euch cs culture and reorea=
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tion, famlly serviees, the aged, community relations, ete. It is
the task of planning memoranda to glean from the scurce book of
results, as constituted by parts (I) through(IV), more specific
guidelines for community planning. Hers, guestions may be

ralsed, and syntheses among disparats findings may be attempted.



PART I: JEWISH POPUIATION ESTIISATES

The following tables summarize estimates of Jewish population for San
Francisco, the Peningula and lMarin, as c¢btained by the 1958 - 1969
Jewmigh Population Study. The figures, while subject to further refine-
ment and revision, represent conservative "averagze" estimates.x Due to
the faot that no detailed breakdowns of total number of dwelling units
and total populetion are aveilable since the 1950 United Stetes Census,
shifts in these figures may reflect further changes in our Jewish

population estimates.

* It should be noted that different methods of Jewish population estima-
tion necesserily provide somewhat differing results, not solely because
of normal sampling variations and estimation errors, but more signifi-
camtly because they measure "Jewish population" by somewhat differing
definitions. Typieally, the most conservative measure will be provided
by the definition of Jewishness that requires some overt self-identifi-
cation as Jewish, as nust occur for o household to be classified as
Jewish in a direot personal-contact interview survey. One may assume
that those who wish to deny being Jewish may do so under these cirecum=
stances, with the total effeot cumulating in a relatively congervative--
though largely reslistic--estimate of Jewish population size.

Estimation methods of a pencil and paper type, which variously employ
distinctive Jewish namesa, death records and birth records as base, nor-
me lly yield hipgher estimates than personal interview sampling surveys.
This is so because these mothods in a sense "count" households which
mey be nominally classified as Jewish on some a priori basis, whether
or not amy members of these houscholds voluntarily may wish to be so
designated. Wbstimates based principally on the various pencil-and-
paper techniques would yield figures some 10-12% higher than results
reported. However, from a standpoint of Jewish community planning, the
assignment of some gipgnificant weight to minimal self-designation as
Jewish, as employed in the present study would seem to be a realistic
middle-ground.
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The present findings indicate that the Jewiah population in San Francisco

proper, is in excess of 46,000, 1960 census figures may show additional

growth of the population base affeocting our estimates in Areas O, P and
Q: Yest of Twin Peaks, Sunset Park-Merced, outer Sunset, while some
decreases may be indioated for Area B, larina~Pacific Heights and Area
J, Western Addition. Depending on the magnitude of these increases or
decreases, later Jewish population estimntes for San Francisco may be

revised,

For San Francisco, the Jewish population has increased slightly less
than 6,000 since 1939, an increase of about 14%. A s is shown by Table
3, the greatest shifts involve the decline in Area J, Western Additiom,
formerly the area accounting for the largest number of Jewish residents;
and the growth of Areas O, P and Q, ¥est of Twin Peaks, Sunset Park-
Meroed, and outer Sumset, Vhile in 1939, less than 11% of the total

San Franoisco Jewish populatien lived in these three areas, in 1959

the corresponding proportion is almost 27%.

The age distributions for San Francisco show a heavy concentration of
aged, particularly in Area A4, Downtown, While proportionately the
aged population is quite high ir Richmond, considersble toﬁal numbers
of Jewish senior citizens are found particularly in Area B, Mnrina—.
Pacific Heights and Area J, Testern Addition. Both proporticmately,
as well as in percentages, the largest child populations are foumd in

Sunset (0,P,Q) and Sea CLiff (E).
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The Jewish population of the Peninsula is conservatively estimated at

16,710, The largest number of Jewish residents is found in Athertone
Menlo Park =~ Palo Alto, and in the Burlingams-Hills=borough=-San Mateo
areas, The average family size in the Peninsule is conslderably greater
than that found in San Francisco. Indeed, sample interview results
suggest that the average Peninsula family size may even be somewhat
larger than previously estimated; it may approximate 3.7 persoms.

Under these conditions, an upward revision of Peninsula Jewish population
to a figure above 16,000 is indicated., The Peninsula age pattern is
characterized by a large number of younger people &nd by relatively

few older people. (The age distribution shown in Table 4-A may be
applied as a goeneral yardsiick in estimmrting the number of persons

in each age group for sub-areas of the Peninsula,)

The Jewish population of Marin is estimated at aporoximetely 2,700, with

en average family size of 5.0.(*%he ago distribution is showm in Table
5-A. The proportion of older people in karin is somewhat greater than
the corresponding proportion for the Peninsula, but smaller than the

equivalent measure for San Francisco proper.

The Marin child population also stands somewhere hetwsen San Francisco

and the Peninsula in its proportion to total Jewish population.
It should be noted that the final report will show sex distributions
as well as age distributions for geographic arecas.

(:7 Beoause of the use of list samples this figure rather than the slightly
higher empirically established walue is used,



Census Area and
Geographic Des-
cription

Total dwelling
units (1950 or
agtimated 1959
in 0,P,Q)

Table 1

San Franeisco

Total popu-
lation 1950
(excluding
c,F,R)

Jewish dwell-
ing units:
(avg. estimate
or approxi-
mations 1959)

Avg. number
of persons
per dJewish
dwelling
units, 1959

Preliminary
estimated
Jewish pop-
ulation,
1959

Area A:

Downtown, incl.
North Beach
Polk Guleh

Nob Hill
Chinatown
Embarcadero
Civic Center

42,537

108,175

2,190

1.56

3,416

Area B:

Marina
Pacific Heights

23,129

57,339

2,985

2.36

7,045

Area D:

Richmond

{north of Geary)

3,631

10,087

568

2.07

1,176

Aren E:

Sea Cliff
part of Park
Presidio

6,047

13,979

1,322

2.81

3,715

Area G:

Outer Riohmond
and part of
Park Presidio

10,040

28,087

2,008

2.78

5,082




Table 1 (contdd)

Census Area and Total dwelling Total popu- Jewish dwell- Avg. number Preliminary
Geogrophic Des- units (1950 or lation 1950 ing units: of persons estimated
eription estimated 1959 (excluding (avg. estimate per Jewish Jewish pop-
in 0,F,Q) C,F,R} or approxi- dwelling ulgtion,
mations 1959) wit, 1959 1959

Area H: 4,094 11,376 575 2.55 1,466
Riohmond
{south of Geary)
Area J: . 47,528 121,258 2,567 2.63 6,751
Vgstern Addition
Incl. Hayes
Valley, Haight,
Buena Vista
Areas K,L,M,N 81,964 275,870 1,890 2.63 4,871
South of HMarket,
Misgion, Outer
Mission,
Potrero Bernal,
Bayshorek eto.
Area 0: 27,418% 73,948 1,398 2.74 3,838
West of Twin Peaks
parts of Sumset,
Golden Gate Ilts.
St. Franeis ifood, eto.
Area P: 16,594* 44,538 2,047 3.05 6,243
Sunset-Park llerced
Area Q: 8,878% 25,356 640 3.77 2,413
Quter Sunset

TOTALS: 271,860 769,983 18,190 2.56 46,616

*Agsumes 15 % dwelling unit increase 1950-1959
HOTE: In these and other tables, 2all digits resulting from computations have been re-
Obviously, no olaim for precision is
made in connection with digits such as the last two numbers to the right of a four
digit figure; results represent statistical averages.

tained for the sake of statistical consistency.

As a breakdown beoomes more refined, oovering smaller and smaller geographic area, or
age group, greater caution must be exercised in its interpretation.



Table 2

Age Distribution, Jewish Population: Humber of persons (*)

O
San Franoisoo

No Info. 65 up  60-64  45-59  30-44 2029 15-19  5-14  under 5 Total
AREA
A 127 1,581 508 316 569 (ni1) {(mnil) 150 127 3,416
B 440 1,161 400 2,202 1,161 240 320 961 160 7,045
D a7 175 87 175 305 65 65 65 152 1,176
E 34 443 136 1,057 682 170 239 784 170 3,715
G 89 742 267 2,078 1,010 238 386 683 89 5,582
H (nil) 326 162 217 326 217 (nil) 109 109 1,466
J 216 1,005 61C 1,652 1,257 467 395 754 395 6,751
KL (nil) 829 368- 1,473 921 644 (nil) 460 276 4,971
0 21 426 213 831  k,003 171 171 746 256 3,838
P 122 671 244 1,261 1,464 447 468 1,159 407 6,243
Q 70 112 42 435 730 42 126 716 140 2,413

8.F.Total 1,136 7,471 3,035 11,697 9,428 2,701 2,170 6,627 2,281 x5 £a5 46,616(**)
’

*This table should be interpreted in light of the comments appearing or pege 1 ooncerning the possibility
of upward estimates, and in light of the footnote dealings with estimation methods also appearing on
that pages The need for cavtion ls stressed in the interpretation of date for specific age groups and
small sub-araas.

“#ertical total, as taken from original preliminary estimates, differ slightly from horizontal total,
due to rounding.



Age Distribution:

Jewigh Population:

TABLE 2-A

10

Percentage of Area's Jewish Population

San Francisco

No.Info. 66 up 60-84 45=F59 30=44 20=-28 15-19 5-14 TUndor 6 Total

AREA
A 346 4643 14.8 9.3 16,7 0 0 546 347 100,0
B 63 1645 5.7 31.2 16 .5 3e4 445 13.6 243 100,0
D Ted 14,8 Ted 14,8 2549 546 §.6 5.6 12.9 100.0
E o9 11,9 3a7 28.4 18.3 446 6.4 21l.1 4.5 100,0
G 1.7 13.3 4.8 372 18.1 4,2 6.9 12.2 1.6 100.0
H 0 2242 11.1 14.8 22.2 14.8 0 745 7ok 100,0
J 33 14,9 9.0 24.5 18,6 6.9 5.8 11.2 5.8 100.0
KLMN 0 1E.7 7.4 29.7 1846 13.0 0 9.2 545 100.0
0 o7 11.1 545 2147 26.1 4.4 4.4 19.4 6a7 100.0
P 2.1 10,7 3.8 20.2 23.4 742 745 18.6 645 100.0
Q 249 4.6 1.7 18.1 30.4 1,7 5.2 29.8 5.8 100.0

Total
S. Fa 24 16.1 65 25.1 20.3 5.8 4.7 14.2 4,9 100.0
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Table 3

Comparison of Jewish Population Distribution: San Francisco
1239 vs. 1959

(1959 Figures Preliminary)

Percent of San Francisco

Jevwrigh Persong Jewish Population
AREA 1?39 1859 1939%* 1959

A 3,588 3,416 8.8 7e3
B 6,457 7,045 15,7 15.1
D 2,003 1,176 4,9 245
E 5,656 3,715 8.9 8.0
G 5?654 5,582 13.8 12.0
H 1,722 1,466 4,2 3.1
J 9,877 6,751 24.1 14,5
HTMN 3,290 4,971 843 10,7
0 2,696 3,838 646 8.2
P 1,432 6,243 3e5 13.4
Q 198 2,413 5 5e2
Cther 357 ——e—- o7 -

40,910 46,618 100,0 100,0

* Derived from 1938 Study of S8an Franoisco Jewish Population;
S. Moment, Director,



Jewish Populations

Table 4

Peninsula

12

Geographic Total dwell- Total popu- Jewish dwell- Avg, number Estimated
Area ing units lationg ing units; of persons  Jewish pop-
(approxi- current (avg. esti- per Jewish ulation,
mated from estimates mate or dwelling 1959
total pop- (various approxima- units, 1959
ulation sources) tions 1959} (approx.
figures) figure used
for entire
Peninsula)
Daly city, ‘1) 10,312 33,000 599 3,72 2,228
Westlake,
Colma, Broadmoor
So. S.F., San (2} 20 900 72,500 527 3.72 1,960
Bruno, Millbrae
. 3
Burlingame, (3) 29,520 94,170 1,115 3.72 4,148
,Hillsborough,
5. Mateo
4
Beluwont, (4) 22,423 71,532 765 3,72 2,846
San Carlos,
Redwood City
Menlo Park, ¢O) 32,686 104,957 1,150 3.72 4,278
Palo Alto,
E. Palo Alto,
Mt. View,
Atherton
Los Altos, (6) 8,484 27,150 276 3.72 1,027
Los Altos Hills,
Woodside
Coastside (6,562) {21,000) (60) 3.72 223
(not formally
included in
study)
TOTALS 132,887 424,309 4,492 16,710

In Geographical Analysis, Part IV, communities listed above will be referred to

respectively as follows: (1) Daly City-Westlake,
(2) So. S.F.-San Bruno,
(3) San Mateo-Burlingame,
(4) Redwood City,
(5) and (6)

No data are available for Coastside,

Palo Alto-Menlo Park.
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TABLE 4eA
Age Distribution: Jewish Population

Peninsula

65 up 60-64 45-59 30-44 20=29 15«15 G5=~14 TUnder 5 Total

Daly City,(l) 147 85 363 582 140 127 6562 223 2228
Wesatlake,
Colma, Broadmoor

Soe S.F., San(2) 129 75 20 512 123  11I 494 196 1960
Bruno, Millbrae

Burlingame, (3) 274 i58 676 1083 261 236 1045 415 4148
Hillsborough,
San Mateo

p 2lmont, San(4) 188 108 464 743 179 i62 717 285 2846
tar-los, Redwood

City"

Memlo Park,(5) 282 163 697 1116 270 244 1078 428 4278
Palo Alto, E.

Palo Alto, Mt,

View, Atherton

Los Altos, (6) 68 39 167 268 65 59 259 103 1027
Los Altos Hills,
Woodside
Coastside(not 15 9 36 58 14 13 56 22 223
formally in-
oluded in study) _ )

- 16,710%
Number 1103 637 2723 4362 1052 952 4211 1672
Percent 66 3.8 16.3 26.1 6.3 5.7 25,2 10,0 100,0

* Deviations fram origional figures due to rounding.
Care nust be taken in interpretation of age group figures within geographio
sub-areas, Fipures shown are derived from application of over=all Peninsula
age peroentages, and local age differences as wall as sampling variations may
alter regults for narrow age and geographic sub~groups.



TABLE &

Jewish Population

Marin
Geogrephic Total Dwelling Total Population Jewish Dwelling Avg. Number Proliminary
Area Units (Approx. Current Estimates Units: (Avg. of Persons Estimated
From Total Popu=- (Various Sources) Estimate or Per Jewish Jowish Popu=
lation Figures) Approx, 1959) Dwelling lation,1959
Units, 1959
(Approx.
Figure Used
For Entire
Peninsula)
Marin 42,750 136,800 900« 3.00% 2,700
TABLE 5=A
#Age Distribution: Jewish Populatiocn
Marin
No Info, 85 Up 45=59 30=44 20=-29 15-19 5-14 Under S Total
Number 35 221 733 586 132 140 537 235 2700%
Parcent 1.3 8.2 2742 21 .7 4.9 5.2 19,9 8.7 100,0

* DBeoause of exclusive use of list samples for Marin, this more conservative figure is used

rather than the empirical estimate appearing on Page 1l5a.

* ¥ Deviations from originel figures due to rounding.

here,
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Table A
Pergsons Per Household - Averapre Household Size
{(As Estimated From Survey Data)
1 2 b1 ¢ 56 6 7 8 or Total Avg. Household
’ ’ More ' Sige
Sen Francisco 22,0 32.0 19,6 19.2 6,4 B == ~-=  100,0 . 2458
Poninsula 2.0 29,0 13.0 24,0 23.0 2.0 6,0 1,0 100,0 3.72
Marin 10.0 25,0 18,0 31l.0 12,0 3.0 1.0 =— 100.0 3.23

NOTE: Unless indicated otherwise, results shovm are percentages

JEVISH POPULATION: SUMMARY

uvan Francisco 46,616
Perdinsula - a6;710
Merin 2,700

66,026

Total:
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TABLE A

Persons Per Household - Average Household Sice
(As Estimated From Survey Data)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 or Total Average House-
More hold Size {*)

Sen Franocisco 22,0 32,0 19,6 19.2 6.4 o8 === === 1000 (2.58)

Poninsule 2.0 29,0 13,0 24,0 23,0 2,0 6,0 1.0 100,0 (3.72)

Marin 10,0 25,0 18,0 31,0 12,0 3.0 1.0 =--- 100.0 (3.23)

(*) Estimated numoricsl velue of persons per household; not a percentage.
When parantheses appear in body of table, they designate a figure that
elther is a numerical valuse, or a relevant sub~total of percentages.
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PART 1I: COMMUNITY-WIDE FIWDINGS:

8217 FRAWCISCO, PENINSULA, MARIN

Part II, summarizing straight tabulations, provides community-wide base
lines of results and a broad baokdrop of facts concerning major charac-
teristios of the Jewish population. Much as community-wide age distri-
butions in each sub-part of town, ths tebulations in this section des=-
cribe a set of standards ageinst which findings for sub-arees (as will

be presented later) may be compared.

Seotion 1: Stabllity and Hobility

Ons index of population stability is presumed to be the extent of home

ownership. Table 6. summarizes patterns of homs ocwnership for the

three major areas. A striking finding is the extremely high ownership
percentaze in the suburban areas of Peninsula and Marin. On the other
hand, home owmership in San Francisco proper is substantially lower,

acoounting for less than half of total Jewish households.



Table 6.

Home Ovmership

Home Owners Renters
San Francisco 47.6 52 .4
Peninsula 82.0 18.0
Marin 86.0 14.0

Note: All percentages rounded.

Total

100.0

100.0

100.0

17
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Further, we find that the frequency of prior moves among San Franciaco

Jewish households shows a pattern significantly different froem that

found in the suburban areas. (Table 7., "Times moved within last ten

years"). Almost one-third of San Francisco households (*) have not
changed their place of residence within the last tem ysars. In contrast,
such stability is found in only about one-twelfth of Peninsula households
end in less than one-fifth of Jewish homes in Marin. Looking at these
data somewhat differently, we note that the average number of "moves" by
Sen Franoisco households in the last ten years was 1.58, followed by
Marin with 1.86, and in turn followed by Peminsula with 2.35. In part,
these results are related to the recent gromth of the guburbs, while

the urban core, of course, has showed no corresponding population upswing.

Having examined past frequency of Jewish population movement, we may be
interested in moving plans as contemplated for future years. (Table 8.;

"Plans to move"). It becomes apparent that the Peninsule ranke somswhat,

lower than the other areas in stability as measured by intent to remain
indefinitely in the presently-occupied home. Sixty-five perceat of
Penlnsula household are plenning to remain in their present home indef-
initely; San Francisco follows with 72%, while 85% of Marin households

indicate that they have no plans to move.

(*) To avoid repetition, unless otherwise noted "households", etc., is
uged synomymously with Jewish households, etc.
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Sen Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

32.8
8.0

19.0

1
28.0
24,0

36.0

12.8

26,0

17.0

Table 7.

Times Moved withia last Ten Years

A 4 5 2] i 8 or more no
answier
10s4 5.2 248 1e6 LleB 146 342
£3.0 10,0 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
11.0 5.0 4.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 2.0

Total
1000
100.0

100.0

Ave.Ho.Moves
1,58
2435

1,86



Teble 8

FPlans to Move

Till Remain Plans to Move Plans to Maove
Indefinitely Within 5 ¥Yrs., Within- 1 ¥r.

S8an Francisco 72,0 10 .4 10.8
Peninsula 65,0 21,0 8.0
Marin 85 .0 8 .0 3 .D

Summary: "Any Plens to Move"
San Francisco 24,8
Peninsula 3340

Marin 14,0

Now laldng
Plans to
Move
3.6
4,0

3.0

20

NA-DK

32

1,0

Total

100.0
100,0

100,0
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Data concerning plans to move must be interpreted in the light of home
ownership statistics. Relative instability of Peninsula, which probably
implies a good deal of future shifting within the Peninsula area, is
particularly interesting in the light of the high perceatage of home own-
ership. The Peninsula age distribution suggests that moving plans within
five years (as contemplated by 21% of households} may become a realistioc
necessity as more children are born and as housing demands inorease. The
fact that 72% of San Francisco households have no moving plans is note-
worthy in view of the relatively low percentage of home ownership. This
finding suggests that a substantial portion of the San Francisoo Jewish
population may be grouped as "stable renmters", who have becoms accustomed

to ronting their home, remainming in the same rented unit for many years.

We may inquire as to the potential destinmations of those Jewish households
who contemplate moving at some future date. (We must note, of course,
that their moving plans may be effective now, may be implemented within

one or five years, or indeed ultimately may not be implemented at all.)

Table 9., summarizes the destinations of potential movers. Many of those

who contemplate moving have no clear picture of possible specific destina-
tions. However, more than half of San Francisco potential movers intend
to remein in San Francisoo. Smaller proportions are considering moving
to Peninsula and karin, although as translated into total numbers, these

proportions represent oonsiderable numbers of families.(*)

(*) Each San Francisco percentage point represents about 182 Jewish fami-
lies; each Peninsula percentage point represents some 45 Jewish fami-

lies; while each Marin percentage point stands for roughly 9 Jewish
families.
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Tables 5.

Destination of Potential Movers

no destina- plane to move plans to move plans to move plans to move
tion mentioned to or rewsin to or remain to or remain to other
in SankF. in Peninsuls in Marin area
Sen Francisco 6.4 13.2 2.4 2.0 2.0
Peninsuls 4.0 2.0 24.0 - 3.0
Harin 4.0 2.0 - 9.0 -

(*) Total of destinations mentioned may slizhtly exceed "totanl movers" peroentage because
ofmultiple mentions of possible destinationa.

Totel
(*)

6.0
33.0

15.0

Totel
Movers

(24.4)
(33.0)

(14.0)
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Among Peninsula potential movers, we find again that the largest portion
intend to meke their next home on the Peninsulae. There is a negligible
number of mentions of possible moves to Marin, while a small proportion

intends to move to San Francisco proper.

In Marin a similar pattern of potential moving within the area is
reflected. Again, there is a small group thinking about finding their
next home in San Francisco, while there appears to be no significant

interest in movement to the Peninsula.

A further element in the study of trends in Jewish population stability

ooncerns homs buying or renting plans of potential movers; (Table 10.)

Throughout, greater weight falls in the direction of plans teo buy as
against plans to rent. This tendency is somewhat more pronounced in
the suburban areas than in San Francisco itself. A continuing rise

in home ownership levels probably is suggested by this result, even in

instances in which home ownership alreedy is considersable.

A rough measure of the sociological "newness" or "oldpess" of an area

may be gauged by the number of years that household heads have resided

in the particular area. (Table 11.) The results obtained are not sur-

prising and corroberate common belief. Both in Peninsula and Marin
almost two-thirds of household heads indicate that they arrived in the
respective areas during the past ten years. For San Francisco the

corresponding proportion of arrivals in the last decade is much smaller,




24

Table 10.

Home Buying or Rentinz Plens of Potential Movers

Plans to Buy Plans to Rent Don't Know Total Movers
San Francisco 12.8 6.8 4.8 2444
Peninsula 26.0 3.0 4.0 33.0
Yarin 9.0

2.0 3.0 14.0



a5

Sen Francisco
Peningulse

Marin

less than
10 years

16.8
65.0

62.0

Table 11.

Number of Years in Area (tlousehold heads only)

10-19
years

22.4
27.0

22.0

20=29
years

12.4
2.0

12.0

30-39
years

18.4
2.0

3.0

40-49
years

10.0
1.0

1.0

50=59
years

10.0

60 years
and up

746

no
answer

2.2

3.0

Totel

100.0
100.0

100.0
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only about one-gixth. At the other end of the scale, we find that more
then one-fourth of San Francisco Jewish household heads have lived in
San Francisco itself forty years or more. This pattern of results dram-
atizes the stability and extensive historical tradition of Jewish popu=-
lation settlement in Sen Francisco, in contrast to the rapid growth and

suburban newnegs of Peninsula and Marin.

In tracing the points of origin of Jewish population in-movement,

questions viere asked concerning place of residence of Jewish household

heads in 1951; (Table 12.}) B80% of San Francisco household heads did

indeéd live in San Francisco during 1951. New residents came from such
places as New York, Chioago, and other cities in the U.S. as well as

from foreign countries.

Among present Peninsule household heads 30% lived in San Francisco
during 1951, a percentage closely similar to that found for Marin.
Thus a substantial portion of suburban growth is due to migration from
San Francisco to the suburbs. Still, a further significant segmemt of
growth may be accounted for by in-migration from other parts of the
country. This is the case particularly for the Peninsula, in which
28% of household heads lived in New York, Chicago, or in other U. S.

oities during 1951.
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San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

Table 12.

Place of Residence in 1551: Major Cities

Other U.S. Foreign

8.F. P. M. NYC Chicago Cities Cities
80.0 2.8 - 2.0 1,0 942 LY
30.0 37.0 - 5.0 1.0 22.0 3.0
28,0 2.0 £4.0 1.0 3.0 7.0 2.0

no

gngwer

1.8

240

3.0

Total

100.0
100.0

100.0
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Section 2: Religious Patterns

The religioud aspect of Jewish life is ome crucially-important force
conditioning the direotion of its development. Of course, relevant
religious patterns include not only formal oongregation membership
and attendence but also the voluntary observance of rituals and

feelings of personal identifiocation.

To examine the nature of religious identifioation, which does not nec-
essarily represent actual membership or participation, the survey,
inquired as to whether Jewish household heads regarded themselves as
Reform, Conservative or Orthodox, or whether they identified with none
of these three major divisions of Jewish religious life. Other replies
permitted explicit identification with Reconstrutionism or Sephardi
religioug setivity, or identification with a religion other than

Judaism (as in intermarriage). Results are shown in Table 13; Religious

Identification".

It emerges that in San Francisco and Peninsula Reform Judaism constitutes
the major preference in identification; while in Marin, Non-identifica-
tion dominates. The proportion of Conservative identification for all
three areas is about one-fifth of the total. The only area in which a
significent percentage of Orthodox identification appears is San Fran-

cisco itself.
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San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

non-identifying

21.6
27.0

3.0

Table 15.

Religious ldentifioation

Reforr: Conservative Orthodex Other Jewish

38'8 19-6 13-6 100
39.0 22.0 3.0 -
30.0 21.0 1.0 1.0

HonwJewish no answer

4.4

5.0

2.0

1.0

4.0

2.0

Total

100.0
100.0

100.0
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Table 14; Congrogation membership, shows explicitly that identification

as Reform, Conservative, Orthodex, and membership do not nscessarily go
hand in hand, 'hile in San Francisco 72% of the households identify with
one of the three major religious divisions, only 37.6% indicate that they
belong to a congregation. (ie must recall that an indication by a respon-
dent that the family belongs to a congregation, doeés not inevitably mean
that in fact the family holds a dues paying membership in a particuler

Temple or Synagogus),

On the Peninsula 64% "identify" and 44% belong to a congregation. One
may spsculate that the somewhat higher percentage of membership, in part,
may reflect religious education needs, generated by the incidence of a
large child population on the Peninsula., In Marin, while only 52% iden-

tify, 34% belong to e congregation,

In considering future trends, we are interested in assessing the plans

of non-members of congregations to join at some later time., (Table 15,)

The relative propertions emong non-members who indiocate that they def-
initely will not join are about equal in San Francisceo and in Marin,
On the other hand, on the Peninsula some 19% of the total either are

planning to join in the near future or, more frequently, intend to join
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TABLE 14

Conpropgation Membership

Beleng Do Bot Belong NA Total
San Francisgco 376 59,2 8.2 10040
Peninsula 44,0 49.0 7.0 100,0
Marin 34,0 6340 3.0 100.0

Congregation MNembership vs. Total Relipious Identification

Identify as Reform Percent of Thosge
or Who Identify(as
Congservative or Orthodox Roeform or Conser=-

vative or Orthodox)
Who are Congregation

Mombers
San Francisco 7240 52.2
Peninsula 64,0 88.8

Marin 52.0 65 o4&
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San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

will not

join

39.2
26.0

41.0

Table 15.

Congregation Non~kembers' £lans to Join Congregation

plans to plans to

Join within join within

5 years ocne year
6.0 8.4
14.C 4,0
10.0 5.0

now in don't know
process of
Joining no answer
w8 4.8
1.0 4,0
1.0 6.0

Total
non

members
59.2
49,0

63.0
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within five years. This proportion of potential long-range joiners

may reflect eventual Jewish educational and social needs.

A summary of current congregation membership and joining plans appears

in Table 18.

Table 173 deals with attendance at religious services. In San Fran-

cisco and Peninsula approximately one-third of household heads indi-~
cate that they never attend religious services; the corresponding pro-
portion for Marin is approximstely one-half, Somewhere near 30% in
each of the three areas indicate that they attend services on the

High Holidays only. The proportions of those attending "oocasionally,
monthly, frequently, weekly or daily" range from 13% (Harin) to 22%

(Peninsula).

Next, we may consider & number of speoific ritual observances and

their prevalencs.

Data concerning the observance of Kashruth are shown in Table 18. For

the three areas, the proportions indicating that their homes are
"strietly Kosher" is small, ranging from 3% to 4.4%. In San Francisco
an additional 11.6% indicate they observe some aspects of Kosher while
the corresponding percentages in Peninsula and Horin ars somewhat
smaller. It is obvious that traditional Hashruth quantitetively is
not a major factor in the San Francisco-Peninsula-Marin area. This

is supported by the relatively small percentage of Orthoedoxy reported

previously.
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San Francisoco
Peninsuleg

MHarin

Belong

5746
44.0

34.0

Table 16.

Congregetion Membership and Joining Plans: Summary

do not
belong!
will not join

39.2
2t.0

41.0

do not
be long:
may join

15.2
19.0

16.0

do not
balong:
no answer
re Jjoining
4.8
4.0

6.0

no answer
re whether
or not
beleng

3.2

7.0

3.0

Total

100.0
100,90

100.0
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TABLE 17

Religious Service Attendance

Never Ho?isgys Occasionally uonthly Frequently Weekly Deily NA Total

(0) {(1-¢) (5-11) .. (12-18) (19-51) (52-98)(99-365)
San Francisco 32 .4 30.8 17.6 644 6.0 1.8 i.B 3.4 100,0
Peninsula 33.0 27.0 10.0 8.0 9.0 5.0 —— 8.0 100.0
Marin 49.0 27 .0 11.0 2.0 9.0 —— 2.0 - 100.0

Cumulztive Summary: Religious Service 4ttendance

:fover or High Holidays Only High Holldays or More  Occasionally to Daily
Combined Total

San Francisco 63 .2 70.2 3344
Peninsula 60.0 59,0 3240

Marin 76.0 81,0 24.0
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Table 18

Observance of Kashruth

Non~Kosher  Strictly Scme Kosher WA Total (Some or Strictly

Kosher Cbservancea Kosher)
San Francisco 82,8 4.4 11.6 1.2 100,0 (16.0)
Paninsula 84,0 3,0 940 4,0 100.,0 (12,0)

Marin 89,0 3,0 740 1,0 100.0 (10,0)
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Teble 19; concerns the lighting of Friday Might Candles., Between about

one=sevanth and one-~fifth of the Jewish households say that they light
Friday Night Candles "regularly", the somewhat higher percentage being

found in San Francisco itself.

Table 20; deals with lighting of Chanukeh Candles. The proportions

engaging in this ritual are considerably greater than those lighting
Fridey Night Candles, as show above, In the several areas, from 36%
to 40% report that Chanukeh Candles are 1it each year in their home,
Cn the other hand, in San Frencisco and Marin more than one-half never
engaps in this ritual behavior, while in Peninsula the percentage o?
those who never observe Chanukeh in this manner is somewhat smaller,
39%. 1t may be that Chanukah is more likely to be observed, at least
occasionally, in families with children, than in families composed

solely of adults,

Table 21; summarizes data concerning attendance at a Seder. Here we

note the appearance of a wide variety of different patterns ranging from
attendance each year to Seder atiendance never. In all areas, hawever,
those who attend Seder attend yearly or in some years predominate over
those who never attend., Apparently the observance of the Seder, at
least as an occasional matter, is rejected less frequently than either

the lighting of Friday Night Candles or the lighting of Chanukeh Candles,



S8

San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

regularly

20.4
14.0

14.0

Teble 19.

Lighting of Friday Hight Candles

sometimes never no answer
1G.0 68.8 B
20.0 61.0 5.0
8.0 75.0 3.0

Total

100.0
10040

100.0
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Sen Franoisco
Peninsule

Marin

sach year

36.4
44.0

40.0

Table 20.

Lighting of Chanukah Candles

SOmE yOars never no answer
10.8 52 o4 o2
12.0 39.0 5.0

5.0 54.0 1.0

Total

100.0
100.0

100.0
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San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

sach year

46.4
38.0

37.0

Table 21.

Seder Attendance

some years never
24.8 28.0
32.0 25.0
24.0 38.0

noe answer

8

5.0

Total

100.0
100.0

100.,0
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Tables 22. and 23.; pertain to the observance of the High Holidays.

llore than one-half of households celebrate Rosh Hashanah, and more
than one-half observe Yom Kippur. Generally, differences among geo~
graphic areas are moderate, slthough apparently in San Francisco a
somevhat higher proportion obgerve Yom Kippur, than in the suburbs.
Almost one-third of San Francisco household heads fast on Yom Kippur,
while the percentage of thoge fasting in Peninsula and Marin are pro-

gresgively smaller.

Findings concerning intermarriapge are shown in Table 24. In general,

the intermarriage rate obtained in San Francisco, Peninsula, and Marin
1s considerably higher than that found by Jewish population studies

in urban and suburban locations elsewhere in the country. For San
Francisco, more than 17% of Jewish homes indicate that intermarriage
has taken place. The corresponding proportions for Peninsula and
Marin respectively are 20% and 37%. As in all typical instances
elsewhere, it is observed that intermarriage with the wife being the
non-Jewish partner is considerably more frequent than intermarriage
with the husband being the non-Jewish partnmer. This is particularly

true for Marin.

Table 25.; summarizes findings concerning the Jewish education of

hougehold heads. Much has been revealed by studies on other parts

of the West Coast, approximately three-fourths of Jewish household

heads have been exposed to some form of Jewish education. The extent



Table 22

Ubservance of Rosh Hashanah

Yes Nov NA
San Frencisco 55.6 32e4 12,0
Peninsula 55,0 38.0 7.0
Marin 53,0 47,0 -

NOTE: This table and the following table, deal with High
Holiday observances in any form, as interpreted by

Total
100.0
10040

100,0

reapondent, while Table 17,prior, conteins data
specifically concerned with religious service

attondance on High Holidays,.
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San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

Yes

68 .4
57.0

52.0

Ho

29.6

36 .0

48.0

Table 23.

Observance of Yom Kippur

No answer

2.0

7.0

Total

100.0
100.0

100.0

Tom Kippur Fast

328
26.0

16.0
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no

Sen Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

intermarriscge

78.8
7640

61.0

Table 24.
Intermarriapge
intermarriage
wife husband
not Jewish not Jewisgh
11.2 6.0
13.0 7.0
33.0 4,0

total
intermarr.

17.2
20.0

37.0

no
answer

4.0

4.0

2.0

Total
100.0
100.0

100.0
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Table 25.

Jevish BEduoation: Housshold Heads Only

has had proportion Hes not had no Bar
Jewish having hed Jewish
Education more than HEducation answer Litzvah? Total

six years of
Jewist Eduo.

San Francisco 762 20.4 3e2 100.0
(22.8) (5146)

Peninsula 77.0 13.0 10,0 100.0
(10.0) (52.0)

Marin 72.0 28.0 .- 100.0

(11.0) (47.0)
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of this education has varied, and shows some geographic differences,
with more than 20% of household heads in San Francisco having had
six or more years of Jewish education, while the appropriate percent-

ages for Marin and Peninsula are substantially lower.

The frequency of observance of Bar Mitzvah is about equal for house-
hold heads in the three areas, falling about the 50% mark. (We must
remember, of course, that a small percentage of household heads may
be women, and that indeed there will be some age and sex variations
in Jewish education, which will be cousidered in later parts

of the report).
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Section 3: Ianguages and General Education

Table 26.; indicates languages used in the home as well as language
Imowledge of household heads. It is found, consistently, that the
actual speaking of Yiddish in the home is a relatively infreguent
pattern: about 12% in San Francisco and Peninsula, and 5% in Marin.
Indeed in San Frencisco and Marin, German appears to be 1n use as a
spoken language with somewhat greater frequency. The speaking of
Russien and Polish is negligible. In all three areas the knowledge
(as contrasted with use} of Yiddish and German is fairly prevalent,
although the percentage of Yiddish knowledge in Marin does fall below
the level found in San Francisco and Peninsula. Substantial propor-
tions of household heads in all three areas heve lknowledge of other
foreigh languages. This reflects . nowledge attained through
schooling, as well as knowledge through childhood learning and foreign

birth.

General education for household heads is summarized in Table 27.

Education, of course, varies among different age-sex groups in the
population. However, the educational level of the household head

may be indicative of the family's general social milisu.

As compared to the general population the education level of the
Jewish population is very high. For instance on the Peninsula and
Marin more than 40% of Jewish household heads are either college

graduates or hold post-graduate degrees. In San Francisco ghout ¢ne-
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fourth of hougehold heads fall in this category of high educational
attainment. At the lower end of the scale, relatively the greatest
percentage is found in San Francisco itself, where some 27% of house=
hold heads have not gone beyond grammar schoeol or junmior high school;
corrgsponding figures for Peninsula and Marin are 14% and 15%. The
differences among the areas likely mirror the different age
distributions; the younger household heads in Peninsula and Marin
have had considerably pgreater opporturities for advanced education

than older household heads in San Francisco.
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Table 26.

Foreipgn languapge Patterns

Yiddish Russian Polish Germanp Other F.lang. ilo F.lang. Total (*)

used in home 12.8 2.0 2.0 14.0 ( 6.2) 72.0 109.2
San Franeisco

knowledze only 34.8 7.2 5.2 32.4 (50.0) 25.6 155.2

used in homs 12.0 2.0 - 4.0 ( 9.0) 81.0 108.0
Peninsulsa

knowledge only  37.0 8.0 3.0 28.0 (72.0) 27.0 167.0

used in home 5.0 1.0 - 11.0 ( 2.0) 84.0 103.0
Merin

knowledge only 15.0 6.0 - 28.0 (46.0) 43.0 138.0

(*) Totals add to more than 100.0 because of use of lmowladge of several languages.
Bracketed figures may represent vse or knowledge of several foreign languages by seme person.



50

San Franocisoo
Peninsula

Marin

No formal
schooling

6,0

Table 27.

Geperal Bducation: Household Heads only

Gramner or Jr.
High £chool
20.4
10.0

11.0

High School Some College
Graduate College Grad.

(non zrad)
33.6 2.6 10.4
24.0 15.0 21.0
37.0 4,0 19.0

Post Grad Wo
Legree  Answer

14.8 9.2
21.0 5.0
23.0 2.0

Total

100.0

10C.0

10G.0
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Section 4: Occupational Status

Among housshold heads, 90% of the total in Peninsula are members of the
labor force: employed or seceking employment; (Table 28). The propor-
tions in San Francisco and llarin are B81.6% and 78% respectively. In
part these differences in labor force size can be explained by the
relatively higher number of retired household heads in San Franeisco
and iarin; of course this somewhat pgreater incidence of retired

further is a reflection of the age distribution.
Self~employment is sizable in all three areas, ranging from 36% in
Peninsula, to 38.8% in San Francisco, to 42% in Marih. The propor-

tion of unemployed household heads consistently is small.

In considering the family pattern in occupation, (Table 29.), we find

supporting the analysis of Table 28, that the proportion of housseholds
with no gainful employment is smallest on the Peninsula. Indeed, in
Peninsula and Marin the overwhelmingly typical pattern is that of one
gainfully employed person per household; nearly three-fourths of house-
holds in these areas fall in this category. The San Francisco area
shows the greatest number of households with many persons employed:
more than one-fourth of San Francisco households find two or three
poersons in the labor market, while the corresponding percentages for

Peninsula and larin are somevwhat lower, approximately 17%.
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Table 28.

Status in labor Force; Heads of Households

Not in labor Force In labor Force :
Total Employed by Employed by Unempl. no
not in Self other privt other: answer
Housewife Student Retired L. F. Employed  Enterprise Govt. Total
Sen Francisco 72 - 11.2 (18.4) 3848 32.8 8.8 le2 == 10040
Peninsula 2.0 2.0 6.0 (10.0) 36.0 46.0 6.0 2.0 - 10040

Marin 7.0 1.0 11,0 {18.0) 42,0 31.0 4.0 1.0 3.0 100.0
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Table 29.

Cocupation: Family Pattern

Ho persons Ons person two persons three or more Total one or mere

employed employed employed employed women employsd
San Francisco 15.2 59.2 19.2 6.4 100.0 {22.0)
Peninsula 10.0 73 .0 16.0 1.0 100.0 (21.0)

Marin 12.0 71.0 14,0 3.0 10049 ( 3.0)
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In San Francisco and Peninsula, slightly more than one-fifth of house-
holds have one or more women in the labor force; on the other hand neg-

ligible numbers of women in ligrin are gainfully employed.

Table 30.; providex a more detailed occupational analysis for house-

hold heads. The following are some salient findings: in general
ref'lecting statistical averages without necessarily dealing with the
extremes, the occupational status of Peninsula and Marin appears to be
somewhat higher than ocoupational status in San Francisco proper. This
is indicated by the fact that in the two suburban areas between 28%
and 30% of household heads are classified as professionals while in
San Francisco only 19.2% are so classified. The relative frequency

of semiprofessional employment-~the next highest status category in
accordence with the United States Census classification--also is

greater in Peninsula end Marin than in San Francisco.

The proprietor-manager category, which includes small business as well
as major enterprise, appears to be reflected in approximately even
proportions in the three study areas. On the other hand the clerical-
sales category is represented more heavily in San Francisco and Penin-
sula than in larin, probably a consequence of the smaller proportion

of womnen in the labor forse in the latter area.

As has been found to be a typical pattern in many Jewish population
studies, the proportion of household heads employed in relatively low
status occupations,--such as craftsmen, foremen, operatives, service

workers, and unskilled labor,--is relatively small. In Sen Francigoo
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Table 30

Occupational Analysis: Head of Households (fhether or Not in Labor Force)
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these oocupational classifications at the lower runs of the status
soale involve less than 10% of Jewish household heads; the corres-

ponding percentages in Peninsula and Marin are 12% and 7%, respectively.

A further indiocation of the economic level of the community may be

given by respomse to the so-called "economic inventory", {Table 31.),

which was completed by a majority, although not by all, respondents.
The results of the economic inventory may be summarized as follows:
The Jewish population of all three areas ranks high in economio
status as contrasted with the total population. (Acourate compara-
tive figures for the total population, however, will not be available
until after the completion of the 1960 United States Census). The
income level in San Francisco shows greater variation than that in
either of the two suburban areas. In light of findings of other
Jowish population studies, this presumably mirrors the greater heter-
ogeneity of large urban centers as compared to relatively new subur-

ban areas.

In Peninsula and Uarin 23.8% and 20.6%, respectively, indicate that
their annual income during the last year exceeded £15,000; a like
claim was mede by only 13.2% of San Francisco houssholds. The next
highest income bracket agains shows greater proportions in the

suburbs.
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San Francisco
Peninsula

lHarin

15 and up

13.2
23.8

20.6

Table 31.

Eoonomic Inventory (those responding only)

10-15

11.4

19.1

28.6

5=10

(vigures in Thousands)

3=5

20.4

14.3

1.8

under 3

21.6

8.0

Total

100.0
10040

100.0
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This finding of income differential between city and suburbs must not
obscure the fact that, as is common lnowledge, there are significant
subareas within San Francisoo of extremely high economic level. Further
the relative size of the San Francisco Jewish communlty, with each per-
oentage point reflecting many more households than in the suburbs, must

be kept in mind in interpreting these data.

The interviewers also were asked to prepare an economic rating, (Table

32.), using a scale from A, indicating highest economic status; to F
indicating lowest economic status. In general, these results corrobe
orate those found by the economic inventory, although one is by no

means justified in making a direct dollar translation from the econ-

omic rating to income data.

The economic rating, beyond the limitations of interviewer judgment,
also indicates "style of life" which is only in part related to actual
income, as defined by our limited data. For instanoe, there may be
households of average income who are "stretching” to keep up with the
proverbial Joneses--thus arranging themselves within a relatively higher
economic rating category; on the other hand very wealthy families living
on a relatively modest scale as judged by ocutward appearance would fall

within a somewhat lower brecket of economic rating.

The two highest categories, A and B , constitute 76% of the Marin

population, 49% of the Peninsula population end about 40% of the San



San Francisco
Peninsula

Marin

Table 32.

Economic Rating

A B c D

]

14.0 26.8 4l1.2 12.8 .8
11.0 38.0 38.0 8.0 -

28.0 48.0 16.0 4.0 -

unclassglifiable
5.4
5.0

4.0

5%

Total
100.0
100.0

100.0
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Frencigoo population.* As a logical oonsequence, we note once again
the somewhat greater frequency of low economic ratings, particularly
D and F, in San Fragcisco as compared with the suburban ..Areas, However,
the middle category, C, ranks highest within San Frencisco itself,
The lower ratings often reflect the presence of retired in a particular

area,

The occupational distribution among industires is summarized in Table

53, The highest proportions of manufacturing employment are found on
the Peninsule and in San Francisco., Likewise, wholesale trade and
government employment are represented more heavily in San Francisco

and the Peninsula than in Marin. Retail trade on the other hand is
greatest in San Francisco followed by Marin, while retail trade employ-

ment on the Peninsula i3 somowhat smaller.

The professional services category, as might be expected from an analysis
of occupation, appears more frequently on the Psninsula and Marin than
in San Freancisco, It must be noted that not all “professionals", as
showm in Table 30, are olassified as falling within the profesgional
sorvices category. In many cases, particulerly in the suburbs, pro-
fossionals are employsd in manufacturing or in other industry groups,

as might be illustrated by an engineer working in an aircraft plant,

* 1In the interpretation of the llarin data it should be noted that,
in contrast to San Francisce end Peninsula, a reletively small
number of interviewers were employed, thus magnifying any possible
unconseious bias that might exist with reference to Marin ratings.
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Table 33.

Oocupation: Industry Distribution {%)

Govt, Const. Manfg. Transp. Whosl Retall Finence DBus.:Repeir Amuse- Prof. Agri. Totel

Trade  Trade Insur. Services ments Serv.
San Francisco 8.8 1.6 100 2.4 848 2540 Tel 4,8 8 16.8 ok (86.6)
Peninsula 5.0 4.0 14.0 7.0 11.0 15.0 10.0 3.0 - 18.0 - (87.0)
Mﬂ.rin 2-0 3-0 3-0 5-0 4-0 21!0 9.0 7.0 1.0 24-0 - (71.0)

(*)

excludes those not in labor force, and those not replying; includes small proportion employed in
several industries. Tables in later reports will summarize data for those employed and replying only.
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The snalysis of work location (Table 34.) provides some measure of the

flow of day-by-day activity involving household heeds. Some rather
striking differences are found. In excess of 70% of San Franeisco
household heads work within San Francisco itself, leaving aside house=
hold heads who are unemployed, not in the labor force, or who did not
respond to this questioh. Following a similar analysis, we find that
in Peningule and Marin substantially smaller proportions, 40% and 374,
respectively, find employment within their owmn general areas of resi-
dence. In fact, as far as the Peninsula is concerned, a somewhat
greater proportion, 45%, work in San Francisco; the same relationship
holds for Marin, with 41% working in San Francisco. There is a
negligible amount of "crossing"” San Francisco by Peninsula household
heads or Marin household heads in order to find employment in the
opposite suburbs: that is, few iarin residents work on the Peninsuls

or vice versa.

Table 36; which concerns time needed to get to work, shows the rela-

tively greater traveling times of Peninsula and Marin household heads
as compared to those living in San Francisoo: 19% of those on the
Peninsula require more than 40 minutes to travel to work; the corres-
ponding figure for Marin is 28%, while among Sen Francisco residemts
only somewhat above 3% require travel times greater than 40 minutes.
Of course even some relatively long travel times may ooccur within the
local suburban area, as, for instance, among distant Peninsula points

or as among more remote seotions of Marin gounty.
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San Franclsco
Peninsula

Marin

S. F.
70.8
45.0

41.0

Peninsula
1.6
40,0

4.0

TABLE 34

Work Leocation

Marin East Bay

<4 3.2
- N -O
37.0 ---

San Jose

N

Cther
2.4

No Answer,
Doesn't Apply

20 .8
12.0

18.0

eoémw
100,90
100.0

100.0
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loss then 10=19

10 min. min.
San Francisco 8.8 25.2
Peninsula 9.0 18.0
Marin 2040 11.0

20-29
min

19.6

17.0

Tableo 35.

Time needed to Got to Work

I0-39 40=49 50=59 60-69
min min min min
12.8 2.0 «8 -~
16 .0 9.0 3.0 5.0
1540 18.0 1.0 6.0

70=-79

80=89
min

1.0

90 min
up

+8

1.0

no Bns.
not

gpply
29.6
22.0

23.0

Total

100.0
1C0,0

100.0
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Section 5: Organizational Membership

In considering membership in organizations, (Table 36), we find rela-

tively higher involvement in organizational life of all kinds in the
suburbs than in San Francisco proper. This is true both for membership
in Jewish and non-Jewish organizations, as well as in terms of the
number of organizations to which household heads belonge. In all areas,
the proportions of membership in general organizations exceeds the

corresponding proportions for Jewish organizatioms.

In Sen Francisco, if a household head is at all a member of one or more
Jewish organizations, the average number of Jewish orgenizations to
which he (statistically) belongs is 1463; the corresponding figures

for Peninsula and Larin are higher, 1.93 and 1.83.

The greatest numerical frequency of involvement in general organizations
oceurs in the Peninsula: here the average Jewish household head, if

he belongs to general organlizations at all, is a member of between

two end three such associations; (2.39 happens to be the statistical

average).

Another measure of organizational involvement is constituted by the

number of organization meetings attended monthly, (Teble 37.). Here
roportion
we find that in Sen Francisco the /attending no organization meet-

ings typically is greater than the corresponding proportion in the

suburbs; in other words, intensity of organizational involvement



appears to be quantitatively greater in the suburbs than in the city.
Once more, attendance at general organization meetings appears to be

more frequent than attendance at Jewish organization meetings.

66
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Sen Francisco
Peninsule

Marin

(*} Computed only

belongs to

one or more

Jewish orgs.
37.2
46.0

52.0

Table 36.

Membership in Orgonizations

(Household Heeds)

belongs to

one or more

Generel orgs.
46 .4
62.0

65.0

LT [ s e Y of
Jewiish orgs.
belonged to (*)
1.63
1.93

1.83

Avze no of
general orgs.
belonged to ()
1.60
2439

1.97

for those belonging to one or more organizations; this is e measure of smount

of membership for members considered separately.



68

Table 37.

Number of Orpanization Meetings Attended per iignth! {Household heads)

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 up ne answer Totel

Jewish Orgs. 82.0 8.8 2.8 1.8 2.0 ok 1.6 «8 100.0
San Franeisco )

Genera.l Orgs. T4.8 11.2 4.4 32 4,0 ok 2.0 - 100.C

Jawi sh Orgs . 74,0 9.0 4.0 3.0 240 1.0 7.0 - 100.0
Peninsula

General Orgs . 56 0 15.0 T«0 5.0 710 4.0 5.0 1.0 100-0

Jewish Orgs. 79.0 8.0 8.0 2.0 2.0 -— 1.0 - 100 .0
HMarin

General Ol"gS. 64.0 13.0 6.0 2,0 2.0 2.0 11,0 - 100.0
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Section 6: Attitudes

One important ospeet of a full understanding of the Jewish community is
the pattern of attitudes of its members. The present analysis provides
a partial indication of attitudes toward a variety of topics, as pro-
vided by the person (or persons) who responded to the interviewer's
guestions. One reobgnizes, of course, that attitudes do not necessarily
imply behavior consistent with the attitude itself; people often
express opinions which differ from their actions. Still, the web of
attitudes significantly conditions the orientations of human activity

and therefore is of interest.

Table 38.; summarizes attitudes toward the necessity of Jewish educa~
tion. It is found that in all three areas, though to a lesser degree
in Marin, the opinion is expressed by a majority that Jewish children
must have some Jewish education. This more compulsory attitude con-
trasts with the somewhat more permissive notion that Jewish children
should have some Jewish education. It is this more permissive approach
that is endorsed to a greater extent in llarin. At the more negative
end of the scale, only small minorities opine that Jewish children need

not or should not have Jewish education.

Table 39.; concerns attitudes toward the severity of anti-Semitism

in the local area. Anti-Semitism is judged to be an exiremely serious
or a fairly serious problem more often in San Francisco than in the
suburbs. There are substantial differences among the three areas as

to whether anti-Semitism is no problem at all. Liore than 60% in the
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Table 38.

Attitude toward necessity of Jewish Education (*)

Jowish children

must have sghould have "need not" or no answer
Je €duc, J. educ. "ghould not" have

J. education

San Francisco 6240 3240 2.4 3.6
Feninsula 65.0 28,0 6.0 1.0
Marin 50.0 42,0 5.0 3.0

(#) all attitude tables reflect answers of prinbipal respondent in household: head of household
member if only ome respondent was present. Future analyses will attempt age-sex breakdowng,
oontrasting different respondent sub-groups.-
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Table 39.

Attitude toward Severity of Anti Semitism (in area)

Anti-Semitism is

an extremely a frirly a slight no problem no answer
serious problem serious problem problem
San Francisco 6.4 16.0 4742 21.6 848
Peninsula - 10.0 2540 €10 4,0
Marin 1.0 2.0 40.0 42.0 8.0

Total

10040

10040

100.0
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Peninsula hold that anti-Semitism as a problem is negligible; in Marin
42% believe that anti-Semitism is no problem, while the percentage in San
Francisco is only 21.5%. Clearly the social climate of the suburbs
appears to be less affected by a concern with anti-Semitism than holds in
the urban area, but differences of some size even distinguish the two

suburbs.

It is interesting to observe that this attitude toward the severity
of anti-Semitism is reflected only mildly when we examine recollections

of personal experience with anti-Semitism, (Table 40J. It is true that

somewhat greater proportions in San Francisco indicate that they have
had personal experience with anti-Semitism, (29.6%), but the ocontrast
with Peninsula and liarin is slight; 22% and 20%, respectively, reported
anti-Semitic experiences. This finding suggests that concern with anti-
Semitlism is the result of a more complex system of expectations and
events of which direct contact with anti-Semitic incidents is only a

relatively small part.

An inquiry was directed toward the respondents concorning impact of

Jewishness on their occupational life, (Table 41.). Here we must con-

sider that some respondents had not been members of the labor market and

that therefore this question does not fully apply to them.

In all areas, the vast majority agrees that being Jewish had made no
difference either in their seeking a job or in their advancement on

the job. In San Francisco and Peninsule the small minorities who viewed




73

San Franoiagco
Peninsula

Harin

Table 40.

Personal Sxperience with Anti-Semitism

Has had pers. exper.
with /nti-Semitism
29.6
22.0

20.0

Bas not hed pers. exper. Ho answer
with Anfi- Semitism

66.8 3.6
74.0 4.0
7540 5.0

Total

100.0
100.0

10040
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San Francisco

Poninsula

Marin

in job

Table 41.

Attitude towerd Impact of Jewishness on Ooocupational Life

seeking

in job edvance.

in job

f=n
=
[N

seeking

advance .

seeking

advance.

helped
2.4

«8

4.0

heing Jewish has

hindersd
546

4.4

940

6.0

3.0

1.0

made no 4diff.
T4 .0

T72.8

68.0

66.0

8140

70.0

does not apply
or IO answer

2840

22,0

20,0

26.0

12.0

25.0

Total
100.0

100.0

1000

100.0

100.0

100.0



75
Jewighness as having hindered them exceeded the small minorities who
viewed Jewishness as & positive aid in their occupational adjustment.
On the other hend, in Karin (though the difference is probably not
very significant) a somewhat greater proportion considered their Jewish~

ness 8 help rather than a hindrance.

There are rather substantial differences among the three areas in

views concerning relations with non-Jewish neighbors, (Table 42). On

the Peninsula, 41% stated that relationships with non-Jewish neighbors
have been unusually warm and pleasant. A somewhat smaller proportion,
28%, of Marin respohdents viewed their contacts with non-Jewish neigh~
bors as being unusually warm end pleasant, while the proportion in San
Francisco shrinks to 19.2%. In part, the difference involving San
Francisco may be accounted for by the finding that in San Francisco
11.6% indicated that either they had had no contact with their non-
Jewish neighbors, or that their immediate neighborhood was almost

entirely Jewigh.

The proportion of respondents expressing clearly negative feelings con=-
oerning relations with non-Jewish neighbors is very small, being less

than 2% in San Francisco and Marin and nil on the Peainsula.

In the measurement of attitudes toward Jewish Community agoncies, an

attempt was made to assess the awareness of and contact with Jewish

communi ty agencies among adult members of Jewish households. ({Table 43.).
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San Prancisco
Peninsula

ldarin

Table 42.

Attitude toward Relations with Won~Jdewish Neighbors

Unusually reagonably neither

warm and
pleasant

19.2
41,0

2840

warm end
pleasant

49.6
43.0

49.0

pleasant

occaaionally
(or somswhat)

nor unplea- unpleasant

scnt

1440
1340

14.0

1.6

2o~

always no contact
(or seriously)with non-J
unpleasatt neighbors

vt 10,0

neighbrhd no
almost alla-
entirely J. wer

l.6 346

- -—-

Total

100,0
100.0

100.0
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Results reported in this table pertain to San Francisco only. Two
measures are provided; one of contact with and/or awareness of the
agency, and one of actual contact with the agenoy. Obviously any kind
of ocontact implies awarsness while the rewerse is not necessarily trus.
For present purposes, contact with the agency may involve use of its
facilities, service on its boards, casuasl visits, or anmy other direct
"meeting" of respondent end agency; clearly this measure is not a ser-

vice statistice

The agencies fall within four fairly distinect groups of ™visibility",
as defined by contaot plus awareress. The two most visible are Mount
Zion Hospital and the San Francisco Jewish Commumnity Center: more

than 80% of adult Jewish household members have had contact with

either of these agencies or had been aware of their existence. Further,
almost one-third have had contect with liount Zion Hospital and almost

one-fifth with the San Francisco Jewish Community Center.

In the second visibility bracket we find the following: The Hebrew
Home for Aged Disabled, the Jewish Welfare Federation, and Homewood
Terrace: between 55% end 62% are mware of and/or have had contact
with each of these three agencies. (It should be noted in oonmection
with the percentage for the Jewish Welfare Federation that the identi-
fication of the interviewer lndiocated that the survey was being con-

ducted under the muspioces of the Jewish Welfare Federation so that this



78

Table 43.

(San Francisco only): Awareness of, end Contact with Jewish Commmity Agencies (adult members of household)

Contact with Contaot
and / or with
awarensss of Ageonoy

agency
Mount Zion Hospital BG,9 31a6
S.F. Jeuigh Community  Center 80.1 18.3
Heb. He for Aged Dise yled 61.9 4.0
Jowish lielfare Federczion 59.6 6.4
Homewopod Terrace 5543 243
Jewlsh Family Service 42.6 6.8
Emenu-3il esidence Club 3843 3.0
Hobrew Free Loan Assoc. 3643 2.8
S.F.Com for Service to Fmigres 5043 4.4
S.F.Vetoruns Service Com. 18.6 245
Jews Comnunity ilelations Council 17.4 1.7
Bureau of Jewish Jducation 16.8 13

Jew. Com.for Personal Service 14.1 «8
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may have increased the "awareness guotient" for this agency as shown

in the present anmalysis.

The third bracket of visibility is composed of the Jewish Family Service,
the Emanu-El Residence Club, the Hebrew Free Loan Association, and the
San Francisco Committee for Service to Emigres. Between 30% and 43%

had awareness of, or oontact with these agencies.

The least visible agency group, with awareness quotients ranging from
14% to less then 19%, is composed of the San Francisco Veterans Service
Committes, the Jewish Community Relations Council, the Bureau of Jewish

Education and the Jewish Committee for Personal Service.

It is apparent that the existence of physical facilities substantially
contributes to an agency's visibility, and that the higher the degree
of specialization of an agency the lower its obvious impact on the

perceptions of the Jewish population.
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Section 7: HMarital Status and Nativity

Data concerning liarital Status -~ persons 15 yrs and up are shownm

in Table 44, The proportions for males vary Dbut little among

the three areas, The incidence of widwwhood i1s greatest in

San Francisco., Supporting results of many other studies, in all
three areas, the number of widowed females far exceeds that of
widaved males. In addition, the proportion of divorced or separated

roportion of
ferales is consistently greater than the/Aivorced or deparated males,

TADLE 44

Marital Status

Hales 18 Yrs,., 01d Females 15 Yrs. Cld
and Up and Up
3. F, Peningula Mar@n Se. Fy Poninsula Marin
Mearried 7949 81,9 77 42 6249 71l.4 7643
Single 12,8 15,2 15,2 16.4 13,1 Be2
Widowad 545 nil 547 15,6 D8 10,0
Divorced 1,8 2.9 1.9 5l 5,7 545

or Separated

100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100,0



Teble 45 gompareés Place of Birth among the three counties of

the study. The greatest proportion of foreign birth is found
in Sen Francigeco proper, while proportions on the Peninsule and

in Marin are nearly equal,

TABLE 45

Place Of Birth

Uy Se¢ Bom Foreign Born No Answer Total
S. Fe. 7145 26,0 2e¢b. 100,0
Peninsula Bl.l 15.1 3.8 100,0

Narin 82.4 14,5 3.1 100,40
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Section 8: Opinions Concerning Community Needs

A Number of survey questions dealt with quelitative matters foous-
ing particularly on needs of the aged and on general religious,

recreational and medical needs,

Cne question {question 64)Vconcernsﬂ; itself with recent illness

of persans 60 years old and up and with facilities used in meeting
the domands of the illness. }4l¥ssses: mentioned most frequently
were those of the heart, intestinal disorders and musoular dis-
orders. M, Zion was the hospital resource utilized most frequently,
however, Raiser and the Kaiser health plan was mentioned often,

In most e¢ases, it was the rospondent or his family whe bore the
cost of medical care and when no hospital was required, private

doctors were typically used,

Question 66 directs itself to community services and facilities
reqguired by the aged. The need for recreational and social facil=-
ities by far out ranks any other needs as mentioned, Next in
frequency was the need for more: homes for the aged and rest
homes, followed by request for low cost medical and health care

and ' by other rehabilitation, education and job guidance activitiess
General housing needs, relisious nesds and transportation require-

ments were noted less often.
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Question 66=~A deals with Jewish family religious needs; expanded or
improved religious education for children as well as adults
received the greatest number of mentions. There was much dis=
cussion of financial problems connected with Synagogues and Temples.
In this comnnection, concern was expressed both with high cost of
regular membership, as well as cost of High Heliday tickets.
Other metters that were mentioned included various philoscphical
controversies and confliot, demands for edditional Temple bulldings
and feelings that relationship between congregation and Rebbi needed to

be closer.

Question 66~B directs itself to recreational needs. There were

demands for expanded and improved recreation centers, including

both Jewish community centers and facilities within the frame work

of Sypagogues and Temples. There was scattered mention of need for
swimming pools, playgrounds and & variety of other physical facilities.
Also there were many mentions requesting improved clubs and organization
programs. However, financial problems restricting leisure activities
were stressed by many, An emphasis on contacts within the Jewish

community predominated.

Question 66-C dealt with general medical and health needs. By far

the most frequently mentioned needs concerned low cost medical care.
Next in frequency was concern for improved health insurance coverage and
other insurance progreams. l!iiscellaneous expressions fooussed on health
needs of the aged and on domends for bolbter hospiilals, doctors and

preventive mediocine,
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PART IIT: AGE-SEX AVALYSIS

This portion of the report is designed to pregent selected items of
survey information as amalyzed in terms of are-sex categories. It

is the purpose of this analysis to consider variations amcng young
people and older people, and among men and women, that may prove
helpful te social planning, MNecessarily, the information provided
needed to he selective, In some instances dgta are previded only for
San Franciscoj; in others, results are comnuted separatel: for San
Francisco, Marin County, and the Ferinsula. Likerise, for specific
questions relatively broad are categeries are employed, and data for
men and women are combined when there 'as no reason to expect major
sex differenccs. In general, the broader the age bracket chosen, and
the fewer the items incorporated in a given breakdown, the greater the

reliability of results.

Table L6% shows the breakdown of marital status for San Francisco

males and females, are 15 years and up. In each group the proportion
of married persons under age 19 is nil. For males, the prevalence of
existing marriage is greatest in the 1,5-59 age rance, for femzles,
the greatest frequency of existing marriage appears in the 30-Lh age
range. This, of course, reflects the usual age differential between

husband ard wife.

# In tables that follow, the word "nil" desigrates very small percentages
(less than one per cent). It does not necessarily mean a complete absence
of responses,
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Widowhood becomes significant in the 45«59 age rangs in which 11,.5%

of females are widows, The proportion grows to 18,87 for ages 60-64

and rises to an extremely high 56,9% beyond the 65 age mark, As is

typical, the proportion of widows substantially exceeds the proportion

of widowers; among men age 65 and up, only 23,1% are widowers.,

The incidence of divorce or separation appears somewhat greater for

females than for males, although the relationship for the older age

bracket reverses by a small margin.

significant proportion of divoreed (5.8 - 6.5%) is

of unmarried, (single), drops substantially beyond

both for men and women,

Married
Single
Widowed

Divorcad
(or Seps)

Married
Single
ilidowed

Divorced
(or Sep,)

found.

Particularly, for ages 30-64, a

The proportion

the 29 year point

TABLE 46
Marital Status (S.F.)
Males
15-19 20=-29 30-44 45-59 60-64  65-up
nil*w* 4642 872 9543 B7.,0 66.7
100.0 53.8 10.0 4,7 nil 5.1
nil nil 1.4 nil 8.7 23.1
nil nil* 1,4 nil 4,5 5,1
100,0 T00,0 T100,0 100,0 100.,0 710040
Females
1519 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64  65e~up
nil#* 62.5 85-1 74.6 56.1 2904
100,.0 34,4 9,1 Bal 18,8 9,8
nil nil 1.3 11,5 188 56,9
nil 3.1 645 5.8 Ge3 349
T00,0 100e@ 10040 100,0 100,0 - 10040

City-ride
Average
7945
12,8
S5¢5
1.8
100,40
City-~Tide
Average
6249
16,4

15,6

100,40

*There may not be an exact mathematiocal relationship between the weighted
average and the "City-Wide Average™ if the latter represents household
Date for household heads only will be designated by H,H.

heads only,

*%Nil indicates percentages which are negligible or less than 1% according to
sample resultss
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Table 47 summarizes results conccrming place of birth. The assump=
tion that the younger population is becoming almost entirely native-
born is substantiated. In excess of 94% of those 29 years and under
are U.S. born., The proportion of native-born bocomesz smaller, and

of course, the proportion of foreign-born increases with increasing

age.
TABIE 47
Place of Birth (S. F.)

29 yra. old 30-64 65 yrs. old City-Wide

and under and up Averagos
U. S. Born 9491 66.2 41.1 71.8
Foreign Born 3.9 51.7 57.8 26.3
No A.nswer 20 2.1 lll 109

100:0 100.0 10040 10040
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An index of Jewish population mobility measuring the frequency of changes in
residenoce ig provided by Teble 48, It appears that the age range from 20-44
is characterized by the relatively greatest number of prior moves. This is
also shown by the proportion of those having moved three or more times in
the preceding ten years: 40,5% in the 20-29 age bracket and 37.6% in the
30-44 age brecket. Among young children, the very fact of youth limits
the number of years available within which changes in residence may have
occurred. Stability of a mors conventional sort can be noted to oommence
at the 45 year age point, becoming increasingly pronounced in the older age
categories.

TABLE 48

Times Moved Within last Ten Years (S. F.)

14 Yrs. 0ld 15-19 20-29 30-44 45-58 60-64 65 Up City-Vide

and Under Avorages
Avg. No, «55 1.28 2.14 2.19 1,18 1.12 +86 1,58
of Moves
Peroent 14.6 2342 40.5 37.6 14,4 13.5 7ol 2342
Having Moved
3 or More

Times
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An analysis of religious identification in San Francisco, considered
in terms of age, is shavm in Table 49. The datae indicate the family's
religious identification - as provided by the comments of the respon=
dent - for all age groups, including children, who, of course, were not
directly interviewed. The greatest proportion of identification of any
sort appears in thoge families having children between the ages of
15-19, 4lso, within this age range Reform identification dominates by
& significant margin, However, Reform identification also c anstitutes
the largest single orientation for all other age categories, Thg propor=
tion of Non-identifiying is highest in the families of the young, for
the 30-44 age group, and among the aged. Orthodox identification is
highest for those beymnd age 45. It should be noted that these statistics
roflect identificetion for the family unit as measured by the respondent'sa
self-dascription and do not reflect fact of non-Jewish or Jewish birth,

TABLE 49

Religious Identification (5. F.)

14 yrs, old 15-19 20=-29 30-44 45-59 60=54 65 up City-Wide

and under Averages(H.H.)
Non~identifying 2140 el 17 .8 23.1 11,2 10.0 26,41 21,6
Reform 39.9 59,1  40.0 40,1 316 30,0  34.8 3848
Jonservative 275 13.6 17.8 23.1 2843 15,0 12,0 1946
Irthodox dod 13,6 13,3 Set 19.1 2745 17.4 13.5
Hher Jewisgh nil 4,6 nil o7 o7 245 242 1.0
jon=Jewish -7 nil 11,1 5e4 446 T o5 nil 4 44
[dentification*
No Answer 645 nil nil 2 o2 4,5 7eb 7 o5 140

100.,0 T00.0 10G.0 100,0 100,.0 100,0 100 0 10040

¥Ag distinguished from Non~Jewish birth,
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Teble g0 analyzes congregation membership and plans to join a

congregation. It 1s found that for San Franocisco families having

children between the age of 5~19, congregation membership appears
with greatest frequenoy: in excess of 60% belong to a comgregation.
The 20-28 year range shows & clear dip in congregation membership
with only 20% belonging. There is & moderate upswing in the older

are breckets with a minor rise at age 60-64,

The figures in bracka#s indicate proportions planning to join a congre-
gation in the future, It is noteworthy that both the 20-29 year
group and the under=-4 year group, showing léw present congregation
mombership, most frequently reveal plans for eventual congregatiom
membership. Specifically, in families with children under 4,

59,7% say they may join a congregation soon or within five years,
Likewige, in families with members in the 20-29 year group, in excess
of 42% have plans to join a congregation. On the other hand it would
appear that typically the "die is ocast" once the 30 year age mark is
reached; from this point on, smaller proportions intend to join &
congregation and the variations in membership and nam-membership.
are relatively small, The findings suggest a substantial relation=
ship between age and congregzation membership with particularly

high membership in the 5-19 year range, and significant "readiness"
to join by young families whose adult members are age 20-29, and

whose children are under the age of 4,
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TABLE 50

Congregotion Membership and Joining Plans (S F.)

Belong

Do not
Beleng

DEK-NA re,
Belonging

Will Nct
Join

Joln Within
& Years

Join Within
1 Yoar.

Now Jolning

"DKH * ""NA" *
re. Jolning

4 gand 5-~14 15=19 20-29 30=44 45-59 60=-64 65 up
under

79 64.0 62,0 20,0 3B.1 45.7 46.2 35.6

89.5 33.0 2806 75 .5 58 .5 51 .0 5368 64.4

2.6 3.0 9.4 4,5 3ed 3.3 nil nil

Clty-wlde
Average (HH)

37 «6

5942

32

100,06 100-0 100.0 10G.0 100,0 100.0 100,0 10040

(18.4) (15.0) (28.6) {22.2) (365.4) (27.2) (41.0) (48B.9)
(26.3) ( 2.0) (nil ) (22.2) ( 6.8) ( 4.6) (nil ) ( 3.3)
(31.6) (10.0) (nil ) (20.0) (210.2) ( 8.6) { 2.6) ( 4.4)

(nil ) ( 3.0) (nil ) (=11 ) ( 2,0) ( 7)) (uil ) (nil )

(13.2) ( 2.0) (nil1 ) (11,1) ( 4.1) ( 9.9) (10.2) ( 7.8)

#*"DK" abbreviation of Don't Know

*"NA" abbreviation of No Answer

100.0

3942

6.0

8.4

«8

4,8
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Findings ooncerning atdendance at religlous services are shown in Table 5l.

If wo vegard as a relevant measure the proportion of religious serviose
attendance beyond High Holiday attendanes, only (e.g. "oocasionally" to
"daily"), we find that the most active age groups are these with members be=
twoon the ages of 5-19 (religious sohool and immediate post~religious
school age) and adults, ages 45-64. Whils there 1s a relative dip in
attendanoce for those between the ages of 20-44, an upward swing oocurs at
the 40 year mark whioh conmtinues through age 64, and then deolines for
those beyond age 65.

TABLE 51

Religious Servios Attendance (S. ¥.)

4 and 5-14 15~19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 up Clty-wids
under Average (HH)

Never 73,7 39,0 28.6 28,9 6.7 24.5 17.9 36.6 32.4

gi%h Holidays 21,1 24,0 14,3 44.4 33,53 25,2 33.3 26.7 30,8
nly

Occasionally 2.6 18,0 33,3 13.3 16.0 2645 25.6 10,0 17 .6

Monthly 2.6 14,0 14.3 8.9 8,2 9,3 2.6 7.8 6 o4
Froquently nil 5.0 9.5 nil 2.0 3.3 12,8 15,6 6.0
Weekly nil nil  nil nil nil 2.0 2.6 1,1 1.6
Delly nil nil nil nil nil nil nil 1,1 0.8
NA nil  nil  nil 4.5 4.8 9.2 5.2 2.1 4.4

100,0 100.0 100.0 100,0 100.0 100,0 100,0 100,0 100.,0

"Cocaedonala( 642) (37.0) (57.1) (22.2) (25.2) (41.1) (43.6) (35.8) (33.4)
. %o Taily"
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Table 52 provides & summary of holiday and ritual obsgervences,

Among young children age 4 end under, it is the lighting of Chanukgh
candles and attendance at Seder that are most frequently practiced.
For ailldren 5-1%, by & narrow margin, the High Holidays, Yom Kippur
and Rosh Hashana, come to be the most frequently observed, For
teenagers, 15-19, it is Seder attendanoce onoe more that has the
highest incidence, although the difference betwgen Seder and High
Holideys is small, In the other age categories, the High Holidays
and attendance of Seder continue to be the most Lrequont obserwances,
Some minor holidays, such as Purim, Sukkoth and Siwhat Torah also

are oelebrated often by those in the 5~19 groupe

e find a general pattern vwith two slight peaks of observence
frequency, ons emong the young, currently or recently exposed to
Jewish educatlon; and one among the older, many of wham have grown

up in the cultural frame work stressing ritual observances, This

is indiocated by "Ritual Index II", which shows average proportions
observing rituals in each age oategory., This pattern is similar

to one encountered previously in congregation membership and religious

sarvice attendance,

The vertical column, headed "Ritual Index I", attempts to measure

the reletive frequency of specific holiday and ritual obgervance
regardless of age ocategories, As expected, the High Holideys and
Seder cbeservances predominate, with an average well in excess of 2/3
observing these events and rituals. Following 1in frequency are the
lighting of Chanulmh candles, the lighting of Friday night oandles,
the celebration of Purim, the celebration of Sukkoth and the celebrae

tion of Simhat Torah,
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The proportions of those fasting on Yom Kippur range from 28.6% to 46.2%,

with the highest proportions found in the older age brackets.

For males, substantial proportions at all age levels have been Bar Mitzvah,
Currently some 3/4 of young men beoome Bar Mitzvah. The lowest proportion
is found in the 30=-44 age group,

TABLE 52

Holiday and Ritual Chservances

4 and 5-14 15-=19 2029 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 up Ritual Index I
under Avg, by Ritual

Percont Regu-
larity or Some-
times Cbserving
the Following

" Rituals

Friday Night 22,7 34.0 33.3 26.7 <£I7:9 39.7 ¥6,9 33.3 tl.8
Candles

Chanuksh 63.2 T4.0 66,7 44.4 58.5 53.0 48.6 38,9 55.8
Candles

Attend A 6647 73,0 90.5 75.6 70¢1 74,2 69.2 65.6 73,1
Seder

Celebrate 13,2 32,0 23.8 11.1 13.8 17.9 25.6 26.8 20,4
Sukkoth

Celsbrate 13.2 30.0 23.8 8,9 14,3 17.2 25.6 24.4 19.7
Simhet Torsh

Celebrate 13.2 35,0 28.6 22,2 15.0 23.2 28,2 2647 24,0
Purim

Observe Rosh 44,7 75,0 66,7 68,9 659.9 66,9 69.2 74.4 68.1
Hashanah

Observe Yom 50,0 78,0 85.7 68.9 €8 .0 69,5 76,9 74 .4 Tl.2
Kippur

———

Ti¥ual Index IT :
Avg. by Age 36,0 53,9 B54.8 40,8 40,7 45,2 46.8 45,4 HH:45.F

Percent Fasting - insuff, 28,6 33,3 29.3 38.4 46,2 42.2 HH:32.8
on Yom Kippur data

Porcent Males = 76.1% 77,8 6l.5 57.1 73.4 73.9 66,7 HH:69,5
Bar Mitzvah (*13-14 yr. age range)
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The frequemcy of Jewish education for children age 5-14, is shown in Table 53.

At present, relatively the highest proportion in this age group enrolled in a
Jewish school is found in Sen Franciseo, 52%. The corresponding proportions
on the Peninsula and Marin are 41.9% and 37,8%. In all.areas, Sunday school
predominates by an overwhelming margin over any other Jewish education
epproach, It is, of course, the case that many Jewish children not enrolled
in a Jowish sshool, either had been enrolled, or will enroll in the future;

(see Table 55).

Some evidence of accuracy of present estimates is provided in Table 54, whioch
shows & survey estimate of Sunday School enrocllment of 4,944 as against a
reported "actual" figure of 4,948.

TABLE 53

Jewish Education: Children (5-14)(*)

Now Enrolled Sunday Hebrew

Tn Jewish School School School Other
San Francisco 52.0 (46 .0) (6.0) (3.0)
Poninsula 41.9 (40.0) (3.4) (nil)
Marin 37.8 (37.8) {nil) (nil)

* BSome children may be attending more than one type of school, Beyond
sampling fluetuations, this fact accounts in part for the difference
between the percentage of sample Hebrew school enrollment, 6.0%, and
offical statistics, estimating 8.3%. Some children attend Hebrew
school as well as Sunday school.
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TABLE 54

Correspondence Between Sample Results and Aveilable "Actual"
school Enrollment Statlistics

Accarding to the study's sample results

46,0% of an estimated San Francisco child population of 6,627 are enrolled
in Sunday School,

This yields an enrollment figure of 3048

Compared to "actual"” figure of 3063

For Peninsula, similarly
40,0% of 4211 1684

Compared to "aotwal" figure of 1635

For Marin, similarly
37.8% of 561 212

Compared to "actual®™ figures of - 250

Survey estimate total 4944

"Acturl" eostimate total 4948
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Turning to enalysis of Jewish education for persons 15 years old and up,

wo note the results of Table 56. Again, it is San Franclisco that reflects

the greatest proportion of prior enrollment in a Jewish school (72.6%),
followed in turn by the Peninsula (65.5%) and by Marin (63.4%). Unlike the
current situation, in San Francisco and on the Peninsula, previous attendance
in n Hebrsw School or Cheder .redominates over attendance in a Sunday School,

It is only in Marin that the situation is reversed,

Almost 1/4 of the persons of 15 years and up have had more than six years of
Jewish education while corresponding proportions on the Peninsula and Marin
are somewhat lowar,

TABLE 65

Jowish Education: Personsg 15 Yrs, 0ld and Up

Ever Enrolled in 6Bunday Hebrew School  Other* More than Six

K Jewish School Sechool  (or Cheder) Yrs, Jewish
Education
S. F. 7246 (34.5) (38.1) (11.0) 24,7
Peninsula 65,5  (32.3) (36.2) (12.2) 14,0
Marin 63 +4 (35.8) (20.8) (12.5) 21.8
Avorage 70,7 (34.1) (37.0) (11.3) 22.2

* Some persons may have attended more than one type of School: "Other"
includes: Yeshiva, private inmstruction, full-day school, adult Jewish
oducation, eto, "Privato instruction" a pears with greatest frequency.
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Table 56 summarizes the incidence of Non-Jewish personsl(defined by birth).

In all ¢hree arsas,San Francisco, Pemirgula and Marin, in excess of 10% of
persons under the age of 29 are ochildren of intermarriage, or part Jewish,

The highest proportion of lmcwn Non-Jewish persons is found in the 30~64 age
group with particularly high proportions appearing in Marin and on the Peninsula.
This bears out prior findings oconcerning intermarriage rates, whioh were found
to be highest in the suburbs,

TABLE 56

Ineidence of Non-Jewish Persons (defined by birth)

29 Yrs. 0l1d -80=-64 65 up Average

e . and Under

Non=Jowish 6.4 9.2 l.1 6.9
S. Fo.

Part-Jawish* 12,3 2.7 l.1 5.2

Non=Jewish 3,8 16,0 Ba7 9.8
Peninsula - -

Part=Jewlsh 13.1 1.2 nil 6.7

Non=Jewish 9,8 20.5 20,0 1643
Marin

Part-Joewish 10.6 nil nil 4,1

* Inoludes children of intermarriaga.

1 This includes non-Jewish persons in households identiftcd ae Jewish, such as

intermarried spouses, non-Jewish relativer, cvhe.
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Pata concerning general &ducation levels are summarized in Table 57, and

shawn in detail in Table 58, For San Francisco males, the 30=-44 year age
group is composed of a remarkably high proportion of college educated males,
47 .,2% having obtained a college degree or post graduate diploma. The 20-29
year age group presently contains 30.4% of college graduates; this figure may
be expected to increase as males in their early 20's who are presently in
college, graduate, Beyond the 45 year mark the proportion of male college
graduateg deolines. Among females, there is a current vogue of oollege

attendance whioch had not been in existence in the past,

Examining the negative measure of eduoation status, attendance in grammar
school only or less, we note that it is among the older meles and females that

the greatest proportions with limited education attainment are found,

TABLE 57
General Eduoation: Summary (S. F.)
‘ . City-wide
A, College Graduate or Post-Graduste Degree Average (HH)
, 20«29 30=-44 45-59 60-64 65 up
Males 3044 47 .2 2344 21 .8 5.1
2642
Femnles 3l.2 15.6 11.5 6e3 240
B. Grammar School or Less
20=29 2044 45=59 60-64 65 up
Males nil 11.4 23.4 34,8 46,1
2644

Fomales 3.1 15.6 26 .4 28.8 52.9
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TABLE 58

Goneral Education (S. F.)

2029 30=44 45=-59 60=64 65 up City-wide
M F - M F M F i F M F Average(HH)
IoeSB Than nil nil ni]. 2.6 3-1 6a9 B.? 6g5 2005 17.6 610
Grammer Soh.
Gremmar nil 3ol 11,4 13.0 20,3 19,5 26,1 22,5 25,6 856.3 2044

Sch. Cnly

High Sch, 4651 43,8 24,3 50,6 35,9 49.4 34.8 0500 33.3 23.56 33.6

.Some 23.1 21,9 17.1 11.7 9.4 4,6 4,4 12.5 nil 39 9.6
College

College 15.4 28.1 18.6 11.7 78 6.9 4.4 6.3 246 nil 10.4
Grad,

Post= 15 o4 3.1 28.6 509 15 .6 4-6 1?.4 nil 501 200 14.6
Grad,

NA nil nil nil 6.5 7.9 Bl.1 4,3 2.4 12,9 1747 5.2

100,0 100.0 100,0 100,00 100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.,0 100,0 100.,0
M is abbreviation for Males

F is sbbreviation for Females
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An analysias of occupation for persons 15 years old and up 1s shown in
Table 59 with a comparison between males and females appearing in
Table 60, In reviewing the occcupation pattern for the Jewish labor
force, we must recmll thet the relative psrcentege of families among
the employed has partiocular 1mpaot in inoreaging the size of the ¢lorical
and sales category, while reducing somswhat the magnitude of the proprietor=
manager category. However, taken as e whole, very substantial proportions
of professional and semi=-professional persons are found in all three major
geographlcal areas, with particularly high proportions noted in Merin
and on the Peninsula (38.7% and 33% of the labor force respectively).
The proprietor-manager category varies little among the three areas
with somewhat more than 1/@ employed in these oooupations. (n the
other hand, the olsrlcal and sales group is greatest in San Franoisco,

in part due to the greater number of employed women in San Franoisoo,.

Other Jrben &occupations, suoh as oraftemen, foremen, operatives,
sorvice workers and laborers, account for but a small proportion of
the total Jewish labor force in all three areas. Likewise, unemploye
ment wae relatively low, considering that survey interviewing took

place during the 1958 roceassion.

Table 60 showing age comparisons underlines the great frequenoy of pro=-
fossional and geml=professional employment. In exoess of 35% of gub-
urban males 15 years old and up fall within the professional and geml=-
professional oategories. Among women, too, professional employment

is frequent, ranging from 22,3% in Sam Frencisco to 33.5% in Marin.
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Among men, 3/4 or more of the total population ere members of the labor
force. For women 21,1% are in the labor force on the Peninsula, 24.3% in
Marin, and 33.8% in San Francisco.
TABLE 59

Ocoupation {Total Jewish Labor Force) Persons 15 Yrs. Old and ¥p

Be Fo Peninsula Marin Average
Prof. & Seml=-Prof, 25,1 33.3 38,7 27 .4
'rop. Manag,.,, Offic, 26.6 25.0 28,3 2643
Clericnl, Sales 3541 277 18.8 32.9
Craftsmen, Foremen 5.5 7 o nil 5.7
Opsratives 1.8 nil 3.8 1.5
Serrice Workars 3.0 2.8 8.5 3.2
Laborers o7 1.9 nil} «9
Unemplnyed 22 1.9 1.9 2.1

100,0 100.0 100.0 1c0,0



TABLE 60

Occupation (Persons In Labor Force Only)

Males 15 Yrs. 0Old
and Up

S.F.

Professional 26 .6
and Semi-~Frof.

Proprietors, 33.9
Managers, Offic.

Clerical, Sales 24.9

Craftamen, 7.5
Feremen
Operatives 1.7

Service Workers 2.8

Laborers 1.1
Unemployed 1.1
160,0

Percent In

labor Foroe (81.2)

(*) Reminder: 1In this and other tables, "HH" stands for household heads.

35.4

28.0

22.0

9.8
nil
nil
2.4

2.4

1600

(77.4) - (75.2) (33.8)

Peninsula Marin

40.5

32.9

16,5

nil

5.1
3.8
nil

1.2

100.0
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Females 15 Yrs. 0ld Avg. Average(*)
end Up (Persons (HH)
15 Yrs.
Se F. Peninsula Marin and Up)
2243 26.9 33.3 27.4 28.8
12.8 15.4 14.8 26 .3 29.0
54.3 46,2 25.9 32.9 28.7
1.0 nil nil b.7 6.8
2.1 nil nil 1.5 1.3
3.2 11.5 22.2 3.2 3.0
nil nil nil «5 1.2
4.3 nil 3.8 2.1 l.2
100.0 100.,0 100.,0 100,C 100.0
(21.1) (24.3)
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An enalysig of lanpuage petterns, as presented in Table 61 demonstrates

the relatively more frequent use of Yiddish and German in the older
age groupse. This, of course, is a refleotion of immigration and foreign
birth emong members of the clder age groups, While there are irregular
variations, between 12.8% end 21.1% of persoms over 45 speak Yiddish in
every=-day oconversation at home; the corresponding range of figures for
Gorman is 14.6 to 23.1%. TReletively small proportions speak Russian,
Polish, French and Spanigh, with foreign language use found more often
smong o¢lder porsonas 30 yoars old and upa.

TABLE 61

language Patterns (Every-dey Conversation in Home)

14 and 15-19 20=29 30~44 45~69 60«64 65 up Clty~wide

Under Average (HH)(#*)
Yiddish 2.9 4.8 6.7 B.2 17.9 12.8 2l.1 12.8
Russlan nil ni]l 2.2 o7 4.0 2.6 2,2 2.0
Polish l.4 nil nil 2,0 3.3 2.8 nil 2.0
Goerman 5.1 nil nil 8.8 14,6 23.1 1647 14.0
French 1.4 nil ril 3ok 2.0 5.1 1.1 (X)
Spanish l.4 4.8 nil l.4 343 nil nil (X)

(*) Not weighted by mge; data for households only.

(X} ¥ot computed,
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Table 62 provides an age-sex breaskdown, as well &s an area com-

parison, of membership in organizations. By and large, in the

the younger age groups and in the adult range, fregquency of
mombership in general organizations exceeds frequency of membership
in specifically Jewish orgenizations. Slight exceptions te this

are found for San Francisco femsles, Among older persons, member—
ship in Jewish organization predominstes by a margin that is slight
for mnles but substantial for females, An excepbtion is found among
senior citizens in Marin, who appear more oftten as members of general

organizetions,

General organizetion membership rises somewhat with inoreasing agee
Among'adults, Jewisgh organization membership ranges from 30,6% to
54,4%, end among the aged it ranges from 42,5% to 52,6%., Thus in
the adult group roughly between 1/3 and l/? belong to cne or more

Jewish organigations,



TABLE 62

Maembership In Orgenizations

{Percent Belonging)
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5«19 Males 5=19 Females
5. F. Peninsula Marin S. F. Peninsula Marin
Belong to 10«9 1719 28.6 34.8 22.1 30.6
Jewish Org's.
Belong to 29.1 4l.1 31.0 25.8 33.8 33.3
General Org's.
20=59 Males 20-59 Females
S. F. Peninsula Marin B. F. Peninsula Marin
Belomg to 30.6 48.] 52.6 37.2 50.5 54.4
Jewish Org's.
Belong to 56.5 67.1 60.5 35.2 62,1 55.6
General Org's.
60 Up Males 60 Up Females
S. F. Peninsula  Marin S. F. Peninsule Marin
Belong to 45,2 - 5040 52.6 51.5 5040 42,9
Jewish Org's.
Belong to 33.9 45.8 73.7 13.6 15.0 3547
General Orpg's.
Average (HH)
Belong %o 37.2 46.0 52.0
Jewish Org's.
Belong to 46,4 62.0 6540

General Org's.
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Table 63, concerns veteran status for San Francisco males. The highest
proportion of veterans is found in the 30-44 age group (72.9%), reflecting
primarily the World War II service period. Korean veterans undoubtedly meke
up & substantial proportion of the 20-29 age group, while among those ages

of 60~64, we find the bulk of World War I veterans.

TABLE 63

Votoran 3tnbus
{iialos (nly)

20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 656 Up Average

Percent Veterans 38,5 T2.9 2344 39,1 12.8 36.5



In the studies of attitude, reaction toward severity of anti-Semitism is

considered in Table 64, Here, rather striking variation among geographic
areas appaar, There are additicnal differences in attitude among ags
groups, On the Peninsula, the proportion of those who believe that enti-
Semitism is no problem, is highest for all age categories, although
frequency of this judgment declines somewhat with increasing age; older
pecple are less lilely to feel that antl-Semitism is not a problem on
the Peninsula, In San Francisoo, anti-Semitism is regarded as being of
little ooncern by only 15.6% to 23.3%. The predominent attitude both in
San Franoisco and Marin tends to be & view of anti-Semitism ag & slight
problem,

TABLE 64

Attitude Toward Severity of Anti-Semitism
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20 - 29 30 - 59 60 Up Average
S . F. Penin. Marin S . F. Penin . Marin S . F. Penin » M&rin (H:H.)
Extremely 24.4 8.3 21.7 23.8 8,0 13.3 20.9 22 .2 18,2 18,0
or Fairly
Serious
Problem
Slight 53.3 8.3 43 .5 51.0 29.3 31.5 43 .4 11,1 36 & 42 .7
Problem
No Froblem 15.6 79.2 26,1 19.5 58,0 44 .8 23.3 50.0 27.3 29,9
NA 6.7 4,2 8,7 5.7 4,7 10.4 12 .4 16.7 18.1 9.4
100.0 100,00 100,0 100.0 100,0 100 ,0 100.0 100.C 100.0 100.0
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Attitudes toward the necessity of Jewish education are shown in Table 85.

In general, thers is little articulate, expressed opgosition to Jewish

education, The differences that appear primarily separate those who

believe that Jewish children must have Jewish education ass against those

whose feelingsare more permissive, indicating that Jewlsh children should

have Jewish education.

over the "should® view.

In most instances the "must" view predominates

is greater among the older p2ople than among the young.

This predominance of the more compulsory attitude

The contrast is

less striking in Marin than either in San Francisco or on the Peninsula.

Attitude Toward Necessity of Jewish FRduoation

TABLE 85

Jewigh Children
Must Have
Jewish Education

Jowish Children
Should Have
Jewisgh Edueation

Jowish Children
Should Not or
Nesd Not Have
Jewish Education

NA-DK

20=29 30-59 60 Up Avg.

S. F. Penin. Marin S. F. Penin Marin S, F. Penin. Marin (HH)
53.3 62 .5 39.1 60.1 62.7 51.7 TOS T2.2 48,5 62.1
40.0 20.8 43.5 35.9 29.3 38.6 23.3 19.4 30.3 31.6
nil 16,7 nil 1.7 5.3 6.3 3l 2.8 12.1 3.1
GeT nil 17 .4 2.3 2.7 3.5 3.1 5.6 9.1 3.2



109

The analysis of evenings at home as a partial measure of leisure

appears in Table 668, llost likely to be at home two nights a
week or less i§ the group of young women between the ages of
20-29; more than 1/3 in this category are at home on rare
occasions only. The highest percent of presence in the home
6=T nights a week appears in the young age group, ages 5-14,
followed by the aged, age 65 and up; here, 2/3 or more remain

at home for the period indicated.

Summarizing the data by means of & "Stay At Home" Index,
average proportions are ocomputed for each of the various age
categories regardless of sex. Here, we find further substantiae
tion of the pattern showing most frequent stay-at-home behavior
for the young and the o0ld with a lover plateau in the middle

age range.
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5=14

0 =2 nil nil
5 - 5 26.1 13.0
6.« 7 6542 T9.6

NA 8.7 Te

15«19
i F

11,1 ~nil
3323 66.7
5546 3343

nil nil

TABLE 66

Evenings At Home (S. F.)

20=29
M F

1544 3444
3048 3444
4642 3l.2

7«6 nil

30=-44

12,9 T8
5040 51,9
3547 3561

lad  5e2

45=-59
M F

1546 649
51,6 42,45

2841 47,1

447 FeS

60=-64

nil 1244
43,5 438
5242 4348

4:.3 nil

66 Up

10,3 748

23e1 2745

C6e6 6447

nil nil

100.0 10040

"Stay
At Home
Index™ 7244

100,0 100,40

44,5

100,0 100,0

3847

10040 100,40

3649

10040 1000

3706

10040 100,40

AB.0O

10040 10040

6547
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A detailed picture of leisure use is provided in Table 67, for.

Children and Teenegers, and in Table 68 for Adults _and the Aged,

San Francisco and Peninsula. Undoubtedly, specific purposes will
reguire a detailed examination of particular leisure time activities.
Some broad generalizeations, however, are possible, For all age
groups, the watching of TV ranks high as a leisure activity, There
is some tendency for it to become more frequent with increasing age,
although the pattern is not a regular one; presently, the highest
instance of TV as a recreational medium appears for aged males on

the Peninsula,.

Various participant sports are mentioned frequently among young
people with a decreass of mentions with increassing age. As expected,
meles consistently show higher proportion in the selection of

participant sports as a form of recreation,

Club activities appear to be the chosen form of recreation,
especially among youngor age groups 5-14 and among adult- age groups
20-59 on the Peninsula, Participative hobbies such as stamp collec=
tion, photography, and the playing of musical instruments are
mentioned frequently in the younger groups, notable in the 15-19
age rangg, and to a lesser extent among adults, age 20~59, There

is gome decrease in this hobby type for the aged,

Card playing is a chosen aotivity among a substantial proportion of
the adult population in Sen Francisco, somewhat more so. than on

the Peninsulsa,
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Tatching TV
Social Activities
Sports

Reading
Gardening

flork Around Housse
Clubs

Stamps, Photog. Instruments,etc.
Attends Theatre
Homework

Social Dancing
Cards

Music, Hi-Fi,

TABLE 67

laisure Use: Children, Teenmpgers

San Francisco

5-%414 15--'19
M F M F
23.9 2549 33e3 33s3
43 546 11,1 8e3
5242 2044 44 .4 33e3

B.7 Tad 11,1 843
242 nil nil nil
nil nil nil nil
15,2 37 11,1 8e3
15,2 Tad 2242 3343
nil 1.9 nil nil
4,3 7,4 22,2 25,0

4,3 546 nil 2540
nil nil nil nil
242 347 nil 8e3

5 - 14

M

2040
BeS
333
200
nil
Al
2849
13,3
nil
nil
2,2
242

nil

Peninsula
15 - 19

F 4 F
3107 18e2 26e0:7
10.0 18,2 1245
11,7 6396 5040
2843 27«3 1245
nil nil nil
33 nil nil
1647 el nil
2540 36e4 3745
nil nil 12,5
nil nil nil
540 nil 2540
nil nil nil
Ga7 nil 1245
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Tfatching TV
Social Activlities
Sports

Reading
Gardening

Tork Around House
Clubs

Stamps., Fhoto., music
Attends Theatre
Homework

Social Dencing
Cards

Musio, Hi-Fi

TABLE 68

Leisure Use: Adults, Aged

San Francisoco

20~ 59
u

40.1
8.8
28,6
34,0
3.4
2.0
4,8
1643

15.6

2e7
14,3

10.2

F
3742
10.2
13.8
3542

2.0

1.5

6.6
2044
18,4

nil

4.1
1844

13.8

60 Up
M

48 .4
12,9
8.1
41,9
4,8
nil
65
1.6
645
1.6
nil
19,4

16,1

F
5542

13,4

34,3
340
nil
940

13,4

10.4
145
nil

2040

18,4

u
6245
18.8
18,8
43,8
18.8

nil

nil

63
12,5

nil

nil

18,8

Peninsula
20 - 59
M F
3647 33.7
2043 2l.1
31l.6 13.7
43,0 52,6
849 1045
5.1 4,42
177 18,9
177 12,6
13,9 12,6
245 2.1
143 1.1
5.1 945
12,7 104b

nil

60 Up
F

45,0
2540
nil
30.0
5.0
nil
15.0
150
2040
nil
nil
15.0

10.0
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PART 1IV: GECGRAPHICAL AREA ANALYSIS

This portion of the report considers survey findings for various
census areas in San Francisco and for major Peninsule sectionsg.*

The area breakdomnsin San Francisco are comparablq to those employed
in the 1938 San Francisoo Jewish Population Study, directed by

Dr. Samuel Moment, The data reported in this part of the report
must be 1nterpreted in light of the wvarying number of Jewish
household heads and persons in these areas as indicated respectively
by Tables I and IV, The smaller the Jewish population in a given
area, the more variable are the study results likely to be; in other
words, greatest reliability may be assumed to exist in the larger
geographical sections, Also it should be noted that for heterogensous
Area A, Downtown, and for Arga KIMN, the large but sparsely Jewish
gection. ysouth of Market St,, information is based solely on

samples of lmown Jawish household heads (as necessitated by oconsideras
tions of economy). All other areas made use of mors broadly repre=-

sentative sample approaches, augmented by sempling from available listse

Areas are designated in acoordance with the names shown in Table 69,
The reader should consider the names used as shorthand expressions

and should keep in mind actusl areas boundaries,

* k%

*If goographical area data were to be adjusted to reflect their
appropriate proportions of Jewish population size so that a city-wlde
composite would result, comparison with data reported in Part 1I
would show some small discrepancies. This is due to the fact that
the city-wide data of Part II are based on a cross-gection sample,
using proportionately more representative "area sample' data, while
geographical area analyses neoesgsarily needed elso to utilize

samples drawn from lists of known Jewish households in addition to
more representative random samples,
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Table 69 summarizes e number of fectors concerning Jewish population stability

and mobility: Time in Area, Time in Home, Home Cwnership and Plansg to Move.

The over-all picture shows considsrable proportions of household heads
(21-52%) who heve resided in Sen Francisco for 30 years or more. Relatively,
the erees which have received signifiocant Jewish population influx from out
of town in recent years, are Richmond=-§outh, Richmond-North, Ses Cliff and
the Waegtern Addition. The Westorn Addition, all parts of Richmond, Sunset-
Park Merced, Outer Sunset and West of Twin Peaks, also, ere characterized by
high proportion of Jewish household heeds, who have lived in their present
home less than 10 yemrs. It may well be thet the reason for high incidence
of relatively short tenure in the present homes in Richmond end the Western
Addition is related to relatively low home ownership, making possible more
ready changes in place of residemce. On the other hand, Sunset and Weat of
Twin Peaks have grown in recent years, so that the greater proportions of

brief tenure in the home may be reflections of the influx of the past decade.

The area with the lowest proportion of home ownership is Downtown, followed
by Riochmond-North, Richmond-South, Western Addition and Manrina., Rospondents
in these areas also indicated often that in the future they may move away
from the ourrent place of residence. This follows the frequently noted
connection between low home ownership and population instability. On the
other hend, some San Francisco areas appear to be composed of "stable

renters" who have lived in & given home for meny years.

Cn the Peninsula, the proportion of old time residents is very small in
all areas. Substential Jewish population influx has occured during the
past 10 years. Between 80 and 90% of Peninsula Jewish families have lived

in their pregent home less than 10 years.
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TABLE 69

Time In Area, Time In Home, Home Ownership, and Plans To Move

In Area More In Present
Less Than Than Home less Home Planning
10 Yrs,. 30 Yrg. Than 10 Yrs. Ownership To Move

A-Downtown 11.8 50,0 58.8 8.8 26.5
B=-Marina-Pac. Hts. 20.5 43 .6 59,0 30.8 30.8
D-Richmond-North 28.6 21.4 7846 28 .6 28.6
E-3ea Cliff- 31.2 0.0 43.8 50.0 256.0

Park Pregidio
G-Outer Richmond 14,3 47 .6 71.4 57.1 19.0
H-Richmond-South 38.3 2647 66 .7 26.0 43 .4
J-Wegtern Addition 30.0 48,9 80.0 30.0 30.0
ELMN-Area So, of Market 4.5 36 +4 40.9 773 13.6
0-West of Twin Peaks 15.8 48,3 73.7 63.2 21.1
P-8unset, Park Merced 14.6 51.9 78.0 T0.7 14 .6
Q~Outer Sunset 2.9 30.8 69.2 92.3 15.4

Avg.: S. F, (8)  16.8 46.0 69.2(b) 47.6 24.8
Daly City-Westlake 92.3 nil 90.3 69,2 38.5
Sos S.F.=5an Bruno 63.7 9.1 89.3 85.3 16.3
San Mateo-Burlingame 66 .7 4.1 88,7 7640 25.0
RedwoodCity-Belmont 56.3 1.3 81,0 78.0 37«2
Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 66.7 _3.6 B86.4 88.9 33.3
Los Altos

AVE.: peninsula(®) 65.0 3.0 g8.7(P) 82.0 33.0

(a)nors "Avg."-data based on weighted sample, not om weighting computations of
sub-area data. Some differences will exist between statistios derived
by these two methods.

() For "in present home less than 10 years" average, median value of
sub-area date is given; weighted sample datum was not computed.
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Table 70 summarizes Times Moved 7ithin 10 Years. Richmond, the

Testern Addition and part of Sunset rank high in the proportion of
three or more moves by Jewish household heads during the past decade,
Again, this population movement generally appears in areas with low
proportiona_of home ownership end as a symptom of recent population

in-movement,

Peninsula Jewish population instability and influx as shown by three
or more moves in the last 10 yrs., generally exceeds that of San
Franoisoo, It is greatest in the southerm part of the Peninsula in
the area inoluding Palo Alto-Menlo Park; and in the north, in the
area of Daly City-Testlake, However, in Sen lateo, relatively few

Jewish household heads have moved thrse or more times since 1949,

Concerning eventual destinations of those who expressed intention

to move, one finds few olear-out responses, (not tabulated), The
prevailing pattern is one of unoertainty, A fairly substantial

group expects to find the next home within the same general aresa,

A sprinkle of San Frencisco Jewish families did indicate interest

in moving to the Peninsula, and a smaller fraction indicated that they
were considering moving to Marin or to some other Californie site,
There also appears continued interest in the Sunset area, Feninsule
residents generally expect to remain on the Peninsula, although e

very few are considering e return to San Franoisco proper,



TABLE 70

Times Moved Within Last 10 Years

A=Downtown
B=Marina-Pac. Hts.
D=-Richmond=North

E-Sea Cliff-Park Fresidio
G=Outer Richmond
H-Richmond-South
JNestern Addition
KIMN~Area So, of Market
O-Wost of Twin Peaka
P-Sunset, Park Merced
Q=-Cuter Sunset

A‘\Terage 5 S F.

Daly City-Westlake

So. S, F.-San Bruno
San Mateo-Burlingame
Rodwood City=-Belmont

Palo Alto-Menlo Park=-
Los Altos

Average ; Peninsula

Moved 3 or More Times

14,3
15.4
42 .9
18.7
19.0
38.3
30.0
18.1
38.6
22.0
10.95

———

23.2
46.2
27.2
20.8
34.2

6l.1

———

40.0
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(Footnote conocerning “"average"-statistic, appearing on p. 116, appliea to
"average'-statistics shown in this table.)
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A geograrhical summary of Harital Status is shown in Table 7l.

This analysis, whioh attempts to differentiate between males and
females by four categorises of marital status, "stretchea thin"
much of the available data, so that caution must be exceroised in

interpretation, The following general results appear to hold:

In all but two San Francisco areas, the proportion of married males
exceeds the proportion of married females, In seven San Franocisoco
areas, the proportion of single females exceeds the proportion of
single males, and in all but two San Franoisco areas the prqportion
of widowed femmnles exceeds the proportian of widowed males, Highest
proportions of widowed females appear egpecially Downtown, in Sea

Cliff=Park Presidic and in Cuter Sumset,

In three of the five Peninsula areas the proportion of married males
exceedsthe proportion of married females. Results dealing with single
marital status for widowed, with divorced and separation are too

spotty to permit meaningful interpretation.



TABLE 71

Marital Status ("Adults" - 15 Years And Up)

A-Downtown
B-Marina~Pacifioe Hts,
D-Hichmond~North

E-Sea Cliff=-
Park Presidio

G-Outer Richmond
H-Richmond-South
J-estern Addition
KMN-Area So, of Market
O-West of Twin Peaks
P=Sunset~Park Meroed
Q=Outer Sunset

Averape: S. F.

Daly City-Westlake
80+ S.Fe=-San Bruno
San Mateo-Burlingame
Redwood City-Belmont

Palo Alto-Menlo Parl=
Los Altos

Average: Peninsula
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Divoraed
or

Married Single Widowed Separated

M F M F M F M F
78.9 48.4 1.0 19.4 15.8 29,0 4.3 3.2
84.0 47.7 16,0 20,5 =nil 20.5 nil 11.4
75.0 T75.0 16,7 B.3 B.3 18.7 nil nil
64,3 50.0 357 5.6 nll 33.3 nil 11.1
73.9 50,0 17.4 23,5 4.3 20.6 4.3 5.9
99.9 83.3 nil 16.7 nil nil nil nil
80.8 73.3 11.5 13.3 7.7 6.7 nil 6,7
86.7 68,7 16.7 16.7 12.5 16.7 4,2 nil
88.9 84.2 5,6 15,8 nil nil 5.6 nil
82,6 74.5 13.0 15,7 4.5 7.8 nil 2,0
73.3 73.3 26.7 nil nil 26.7 nil nil
79.9 62,9 12.8 16.4 5.5 15.6 1.8 5,1
99,9 47,1 nil 23.5 nil 11,8 nil 17.8
90,0 99,9 10.0 nil nil nil nil nil
7244 81.5 24.1 T4 nil 7.4 3.4 nil
99.9 62,5 nil 12.5 nil 12.5 nil 12.5
69.6 68.0 21,7 12,0 nil 12.0 4,3 8.0
81.9 71.4 15.2 13.1 nil 9.8 2.9 5.7

(Footnote concerning "average™-statistic, appearing on p. 116, applies to

Yeverage"-statistios shown in this table.)
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Table 72 concerns Religious Identification, Congregation Membership

and Congregation Joining Plans, Some variations among geographical

areas appear in 8an Francisco in the pattern of Jewish identifica=
tion and in congregation membership, The proportions of Non-identify-
ing are highest in Downtown, Richmond -North, Sea Cliff~Park Presidio,
and in the Yestern Addition, The Reform orientation predcominates in
most other areas, although the picture is not clear cut in Cuter
Riohmond and Test of Twin Peaks, In Sea Cliff-Park Presidio, and
South of HMarket, the Conservative orientation slightly exceeds Reform,
Geogravhic variations in Orthodox identification are small, although
this orientation is found infrequently in Marina-Pac. Hts. and

Yiest of Twin Peaks .

Congregation membership is sqmawhat above average in Sea Cliffe
Park Presidio, Outer Richmond, Sguth of Market and Sumaset, It isa
below average in Richmond = South, However, in Richmond=South, &
large proportion of families revealed plans for joining a congrega~

tion in the future,

The variations in religious identification on the Peninsula in the
apparance of the Non-identifying are small, ranging from 21.8%_in

South Sen Franecisco=San Bruno, to 33,3% in Palo Alto-Menlo Park,

The Reform orientation predominates in Daly City~‘Testlake, South San
Francisco=San Bruno and San Hateo, while in Redwood City end Palo
Alto-Menlo Park, the Conservative orientation is slightly more prevalent
then the Reform. The appearance of Orthodox is scattered, never

exceeding 7.4% and falling much below this figure in some instances,
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TABLE 72
Religious Identification, Congregation Memborship And Congrepation Joining Plana

Congre-

Congre- gation
Non-Identi- Conser- gation Joining

fying Reform vative  Orthodax Membership Plans

A=-Downtown 32.4 41.2 8.8 17.6 29.4 8.8
B-Marina=-Poc, Hts. 20,5 56 .4 15.4 2.6 38.5 12.8
D-Richmond -North 28.6 33.3 20.8 15,7 28.6 14.3
E-Sen Cliff-Park Presidio 31.2 25.0 31.2 12.5 43,7 12,5
G-Outer Richmond 14,3 33.3 33.8 15.8 42.9 19.0
H-Richmond-Scuth 20.0 3343 28.3 18.3 8,3 38.8
J-Wastern Addition 30.0 40.0 6.7 10.0 333 10.0
KLMN-Arca So. of Markot 18.2 27.3 31.8 186 600 13.6
O-Wast of Twin Poaks 26.3 31.86 31.6 5.3 31.6 1045
P-Sunset, Park Mercod 12.2 48.8 22.0 14.5 43.9 14 .6
Q-Outer Sunset _1.5 53.8 38,5 13.3 46.2 38.5
Average; 8. F, 21.6 35.8 1%.6 13.6 37.6 15.2
Daly City-Westlake 23.0 40.5 15.6 6.2 41 .5 31.0
So. S. F.~San Bruno 21.8 39.8 18.1 74 33.3 18.0
San Mateo-Burlingame 29,2 54.8 1846 5.1 83.3 15,6
Redwood City-Belmont 22.8 31.5  42.5 4,0 49.9 16.6
Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 33.3 27.8 28 .4 2.7 55.6 11.1
Los Altos - —_— -
Avorage: Peninsgula 27.0 39.0 22.0 3.0 44,0 17.0

[,

(Footnote concerning "average"-statistic, appearing on p. 116, applias to
"average"-statistice shown in this table.)
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Teble 73 sumrarizes findings concerning Attendance at Religious

Serviceg and the Cbservance of Kashruth, The highest proportion

of religious service attendance, considering High Holldays and'
attondance at other times during the year is found in Richmond,
South, followed by Sunset-Park lerced, The lowest proportions is
found in Western Addition. However, generally, inter-area variations

are not excessive, ranging from 50% to 73%.

-

On the Peninsula, the percentage range runs from 46.8% attendance in
the Daly City-Testlake areea to somevhat more than 65% in the South

San Francisco area and in the Palo Alto=llenlo Park area,

Some Kosher observances or strict Kosher homes are reported most
frequently in Richmond, South, and Outer Richmond, The lowest

proportion appears in Marina-Pac, Htge

On the Peninsula the highest proportion of Kosher appears for the

Daly City-iestlake area and the lowest around San Mateo,
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Attendance At Religious Services and Cbservance of Hashruth

A-Downtown
B-Marina-Pac, Hts.
D=-Richmond-North

E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio
G-Outher Richmond
H-Richmond~South
J-Wostern Addition
KIMN-Area So. of Market
O0-West of Twin Peaks
P=Sunset, Park Meroced
Q=Outer Sunset

Average: S, F.

Daly City-Westlake

So. 8. F.-San Bruno
San Mateo-Burlingame
Redwood City-Belmont

Palo Alto-Menlo Park-
Los Altos

Aversge: Peninsula

High Holldays
Cnly
29.4
30.8
28.6
313
28 .6
45.0
26.7
22.7
29.6
41.5

30.7

30.8

29.8
45.5
22,6
20.1

18.1

27 .0

High Holidays And Strietly Kosher

Additional
Attendance

64 .7
§59.0
64.3
62.5
6647
80,0
50.0
59,1
57.8
75.2

6145

70.2

46 .8
65.3
50.0
62,5

65 .4

59.0

or "some" Kosher
(bservances

B.8

2.7
17.8
13.8
2840
30.0
18.6
2743
17.7
12.2
15.4
16.0
18.1

7.2

4.2
16.6

11.1

12,0

(Footnote conaorning "average"-statistic, appearing on p. 116, applies to
"average-statistiocs shown in this table,)
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Table 74 concerns Exposure To Jewish Education, by Children and

Adults. In a number of areas, data for children arevinsufficient to
permit meaningful interpretation, In COuter Riohmond, Sumset-Park
Morced and Sea Cliff-Park Presidio, more than 607 of the areas!
Jewish children have had or are curremtly emrolled in a Jewish
educational program, (It must be noted that this figure includes‘
past attendance as well as current attendance,) On the Peninsula,
the highest proportions of children exposed to Jewish education
appear in ﬁhe San Mateo, Daly City-'Testlake and Palo Alto=-HMenlo

Park areas,

fithin San Francisoo typically, 2/3 to 3/4 of adults have been exposed
to Jewish education, The lowest proportion is found in Sea Cliff=

Park Fresidig, and the highest in Ouber Richmond.

In the Daly City~estlake areas more than 80% of adults have been
exposed to Jewish education, while lower percentages are shom for

South San Francisco and Palo Alto=Menlo Park,

For children, Sunday Schocl is by far the most typical current
Jewigh education type. However, some Hebrew school enrollment
appears particulgriy in the Sunset area, and on the Peninsule's
southern portion, For adults, in San Francisco Hebrew school was
the most predominant type of Jewish education in eight of eleven
areas, while on the Peninsula Hebrew school predominates in three

to five areas,
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TABLE 74

Jewish Education

Area.'s( lgh:l.ldren (5-14) Area'(: )Adults

Having, Had, or Having daving Had

Jewish Eduoation Now Jewish Education
A-Dovntown * 66 40
B-Marina=-Pac. Hts, 5040 71.0
D=Richmond-North * 75.0
E=Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 6040 5942
G-Cuter Richmond 7046 8047
H=-Richmond=South x 6346
J=-Western Addition 3845 6942
KIMN=-Area S50, of Market * 7249
O-Test of Twin Peaks 3544 703
P-Sunset, Park Herced 6049 T4 e2
Q~Outer Sunset 5761 7040
Daly City-"eatlake 53,6 8440
So, S, F.=San Bruno 40,0 5246
San Mateo~Burlingame 7748 7342
Redwood City-Delmont 57.1 5544
Palo Alto-Menlo Pk,~- 6040 52.1

Los Altos

(1) Sunday School is typical Jewish education type. Some inoidence of
Hebrew Sohool appears particularly in Sunset area, and in Central
and Southern parts of Peninsula,

(2) In s, F,, Hebrew School predominates in 8 of 1l arsas; on the Peninsula,
Hebrew Sohool predominates in 3 of 5 areas,

* Data olearly insufficlent



127

Table 75 summarizes geographical variations in Intermarriage. Inter-

marriage rates in excess of 20% in Sen Francisco are found in Marina-Pac.
Hts., Outer Richmond, Richmond-South, the Western Additiom, West of Twin
Peaks, and in Outer Sunset. The hipghest intermarriage rates are found

in the South San Francisco and Palo Alto-Menlo Park areas, (in exoess of 27%).

TABLE 75
Intermarriage
Total Intermarriage

A-Dowvmtown 5.9
B-Marina-Pac, Hts. 20,5
D-Richmond-North 14,3
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 6.2
G-Cuter Richmond 23.8
H=-Richmond-South 20.0
J-Western Addition 23.3
KlM¥—-Area So, of Market 9.l
O0-West of Twin Peaks 2643
P=Sunsget, Park Merced 17.1
Q-Outer Sunset gﬁ:l

Average: S. F. 17.2
Daly City-Westlake 10.5
So, S. F,=San Bruno 27.5
San Mateo-Burlingame 20.8
Redwood City-Belmont 16.6
Palo Alto-Menlo Park-l.os Altos 27.8

Average: Peninsula 20.0

(Footnote oomcerning "average"-statistio, appoaring on p. 116, applies to
"average"-gtatistics shown in this table.)
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Patterns of Organizational Hembgzgpig for household heads are shown

in Table Té; 7ith few exceptions in Sgn Francisco the range of
geographioal variation is a narrow one, with Jewish organization
membership varying from about 30% to about 50%, and with general
organi zation membership falling within a similar span, In San
Francisco, the highest proportion of Jewish orggnization membership
appears in Marina-Pac, Hts., in Richmond North, and in the Vestern
Addition, The highest proportions of membership in general organiz%-
tims are found in Swunset, Sea Cliff—Park Presidio, Richmond South,

YTest of Twin Pealts and Cuter Sunset.

Peninsula results indicate that the highest proportion of membership
in Jewigh organizatlons is found in the Daly City area and in the
Palo Alto-HMenlo Park area, while membership in general organizations

is greatest in South San Francisco, llenlo Park and San lMateoc,

In all but +three San Francisoco areas, msmbership in general organiraw-
tions exceeds membership in Jewish orgenizations. A similar relation=-
ship holds for four of #he five Peninsula areas, The exoceptions

are San Francisco areas, Harina-Pacific Heights , Western -

Addition and South of lMarkets On the Peninsula, it is the Daly
City~ilestlake area in which Jewish organization mombership is more

prevalent than membership in general organizations,



128
TABLE 76

Orgenizational Membership (Housshold Heads)

Members of Members of
Jewish Org's. Genseral Org's.

A-Downtown 41.2 44.1
B-Merina-Pac, Hts. 51.3 46.2
D=Richmeond-North 42.9 50,0
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 21,2 56,2
G=Outer Richmond 33.0 42.9
H-Richmond-South 16.7 36.7
J-Western Addition © 40.0 0.0
KIMN=-Area So. of Market 36.4 3l.8
O0-Wast of Twin Peaks 26.3 47.4
P-Sunget, Park Merced 31.7 58.5
Q-Outer Sunset 38.5 46.2

Average: §,F., (HH) 37.2 46.4
Daly City-Westlake 61.6 46.2
So. 5. F.-San Bruno 35.9 72.9
San Mateo-Burlingame 45.8 62.5
Redwood City-Belmon% 42 .4 53.2
Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.-Los Altos 56.5 70.2

Average ; Peninsula,(HH) 46,0 62.0

(Footnote concerning "average"-statistic, appearing on . 116, applies to
"average"-statistics shown in this table,)
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Goneral Education and Ccoupational lLevel of household heads is

summarized in Table 77, The San Francisco areas with the highest
proportions of household heads who are college grgduates and post=-
greduates are Sunset=-Park Merced, larine=Pac. Hts,, and Sea Cliff=-
Park Presidio, Sea Cliff ranks highest in proportion of professiocnal
and semi-professional.households, followed by Sunset-Park Meroced and °

by Test of Twin Peaks,

Both the proportion of college graduates and proportion of professiomal
and semi-professional household heads is highest in the Palo Alto-

Menlo Park area followed by +the Redwood City area.

Throughout, e fairly substantial correlation is found between the
proportion of collsege graduates gnd the proportion of professional
end semi-professional households., This is, of course, a typical
pattern, partially reflecting prerequsite college eduocation as

preparatory for professional or semi-professional empl oyment,
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TABLE 77

General Education And Ocoupational Level (Household Heads)

College Graduate Professionals and
and Post-Graudate  Semi-Professionals

A-Dowmtown 11.8 11.8
B-Marina-Pac. Hts. 33.3 2b 6
D=-Richmond~-North 21.4 14,3
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 3l.2 31.2
G—-Outer Richmond 15,0 4,8
H=-Richmond=South B.3 10.0
J-Western Addition 26.7 16.7
K1MN-Area So, of Market 18.2 18,2
0-West of Twin Peaks 26,3 263
P-8unset, Park Merced 39.0 26.8
Q-Outer Sunset 11.2 7.7

Average: S.F.,(HH) 25.2 2l.8
Daly City-Hestlake 23.1 23.1
So. S. F.=San Bruno 33.3 22.2
San Mateo=-Burlingame 29.2 18.3
Redwood City-Bolmont 34.2 37.8
Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 6l.1 55.6
Los Altos

Aveyago: Peminsula,{HH) 42,0 31.0

(Footnote concerning "average"-statistio, appearing on p. 116, applies to
"average"-statistics shown in this table.)
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Tle may Turther oonsider occupation patterns for all Jewish Adults

Cver Age 15, vho are Members of the Labor Force, shom in Teble 78,

The ocoupation figures are not nevesserily identical for employment
of household heads, because they inelude other segments of the

labor forece such a3 women, secandary wage earmers, eto.

If the Jewish laebor force is considered in these broad terms, the
greatest proportion of professional or semi-professional employment
appears in Marinae-Pac, Hts,, Test of Twin Peaks, and in Sunset=-
Park Merced, The greatest frequency of employment in proprietor =
manager occupations is found in Sunget-Park Merced, followed by the
area to the south of Market, Sea Cliff-Park Presidio and Richmond-

North,

The Palo Alto=-llenlo Park area .apain ranks beyond all others in the
proportion of professicnal and semi=professional employment, while
the Sen Mateo mree stands highest in the proportion of the Jewish

labor force finding employment as proprietors and manageras



TABLE 78

Occupation {Adults Over 15 Yrs. In labor Force)

Professional and  Proprietors, Clerical- Others
Semi-Professional Managers, and Sales

Officials

A-Downtown 22.7 13.6 50.0 6.8
B-Marina~Pac. His. 43.6 20.5 30.8 5.1
D-Richmond-Noxrth 15.4 30.8 30.8 23.0
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 26.3 31l.6 31.8 10.5
G-Cuter Richmand 3.0 24.2 5746 15.2
H-Ri chmond -South 14.3 nil 5741 28.6
J-Western Addition 22.2 22.2 37 .0 18 .6
KIMN-Area Sc. of Market 17.2 34.5 34,5 13.8
O0-7est of Twin Peaks 35.0 30.0 30.0 5.0
P-Sunset, Park Merced 31.1 40,0 22.2 11.7
Q-Outer Sunset 13.3 B6.7 26.7 333

Average: S.F.(a) 54,5 E§:§ 22;2 12.3
Daly City-Westlake 33.3 25.0 33.3 8.7
So. 8. F.~San Bruno 27.3 9.1 36 .4 27.2
San Mateo-Burlingame 18.0 36.0 32.0 14.0
Redwood City-Belmcnt 17.1 16.7 53.4 13.3
Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.- 57.9 15.8 26,3 nil
Los Al%tos R - -

Average: Peninsula 31 .2 21.7 29.0 18,1

(a) @verage datg assume equal ratic , males and females, while other data
include empirical eampleo-dotlerwmined rex-ralios. Also, see roolnote on

p. 116,
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Dased on partial returns, Table 79 summarizes results of an

"Economic Inventory", giving information of estimated annual

dollar income, Sea Cliff—?ark-Presidio ranks first in the propor-
tlon of incomes above $10,000, with 35% reporting incomes in this
range, It is followed by Sunset~Park Herced and by llarina-Pac. Hts,
The Palo Alto=lenlo Park area stands above the other Peninsula areas

in incomes above {10,000,

Looking at the low end of the inoome scale, incomes under $3,000,
are found most often in Richmond =South, and in the Downtown area,
Cn the Peninsula, the very low income brackets are reported but rarely,

r

The "Economio Rating" is made by the interviewer in accordance with

a carefully devised rating schedule, Results are shown in Table 80,
Vthen A and B ratings representative of lwrury homes and well-to=do
upper middle class homes are considered together, it is Marinae=
Pacific Heights that ranks highest followed by Sunset-Park Merced

and Jest of Twin Peaks. The latter area and Sea Cliff-Park Presidio
are the San Francisco areas with the most A-rated humss, With the
exception of the Daly City area, all parts of the Feninsula have

between 40 and 57% ranking in the 4 and B rating range.
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 TABIZ 79

Econcmic Inventory

Income Income
$10,000 and Up Under {3,000

A-Dommtown 8.8 26.5
B-iarina--Pac, Hts. 23.1 7.7
D-Richrond-Horth 13.5 19.h
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 35.0 15.0
G-Outer Richmond 11.hL 5.9
H-Richmond-South 5.0 36.6
J-Vestern Addition 6.7 16.7
KIMN-Area So. of Market 9.1 13.6
O-West of Twin Peaks 2.1 10.5
P-Sunset, Park lierced 2li.h 9.8
Q-Outer Sunset 15.L nil
Daly City-iiestlale 7.7 7.7
S0. 5, F,-San Bruno 22.2 nil
San liateo-Burlingame L0.0 nil
Redwood City-Belmont 12.2 1.k
Palo Alto-lenlo Pk.- 50,0 3.6

Ios Altos



Zconomic Rating

TABLE 80

A-Downt owm

B-lUarina-Pac., Hts,
D-Richmond=-North

E=Sea Cliff-Park Presidio
G=Cuter Richmond
H-Richmond=South
J-llestern Addition
KIMN-Ares So, of larket
O-Test of Twin Peaks
P=Sumsget, Park Merced

Q-Outer Sunset

Dely City-Westlake

Soe S, Fe=5an Bruno

San Mateo=Burlingame

Redwiood City-Belmont

Palo Alto=Menlo Plk,=
Los Altos

A= Luxury Homes

A
14,7

2547
nil
18,7
4,8

nil

nil
nil
12,5
nil

2748

Rating Lsvel
B C
~8.,8 TH0.0
33.3 30.8
2l.4  57.1
18.7 5040
38,1 42,9
20,0 600
26,7 36.7
18.2  45.5
26,3 26?3
48.8 3940
299 6l.4
TeT T3e8
4444 44.4
37e5 3745
46,9  47.8
27.8 3343

v
Othor Rating
26?5 &009d
10.2 59.0
21,5 2led
12.6 37 o4
14,2 4249
2040 2040
29.9 3344
272 2743
274 4643
9.8 512
8e7 2949
1845 7.7
11.2 4444
1245 40.0
8.1 46.9
11.1 5646

B Upper Middle Class Homes -"Comfortable Homes"
Co iliddle Class Homes - "Average Comforts"
Other=Lower, or Lower Middle Class Homes = "Below Average™

136
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If we wish to summarize the various measures of eccnomic level
as reported in the preceding tables, we may arrange in rank order,
separately for San Franeisco gnd for the Peninsula, certain selected
results, as shown in Table 8l. The factors chosen for this purpose
were proportions of the following:

1, College graduastion or post-graduate degree

2. Professional and semi-professional employment,
household head

3+ Professional or semi-professional employment, labor force
4, A and B ratings on economic rating

5, Incomes over £10,000, on economic inventory

If all San Francisco areas are ranked by each of these five criteria,
and if the total rank score is divided by five, a kind of Economioc
Index results, In turn it is possible to rank this Economic Index;

& low figure in the index is indicative of high economic ranke.

If this prooedure is followed, the four San Francisco areas with
the highest economic levels are Sunset-Park lerced, Marina-Pac, Hts.,
Sea Cliff-Park Presidio, Test of Twin Peaks, The lowest level is . -

found in Richmond=-South,

Top economic level for Peninsula Jewish households is found in the

Palo Alto-lenlo Park area, followed by the Redwood City area.



Rank Summaries: Economic Measures

TABLE 81

A=Downt own

B-Marina ,-Pac, Hts,
D-Richmond=North

E~Sea Cliff=-Park Precidioc
G-Outer HRichmond
H~-Richmond~-South
J=egtern Addition
KIMN-Arega S5o0. of Market
O-Wesgt of Twin Peaks
P-Sunset, Park Merced

Q=0Outer Sunset

Daly City-Ylestlake

So, S, Fe=San Bruno
Sen Mateo=Burlingame
Redwood City=-Belmont

Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.-
los Altos
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As prior tabulations have indicated, there appears an overwhelming

positive Attitude Toward The Necessity of Jewish Education for

Jewish Children, As Table 82 reflects, inter-area differences are

relatively small, both for San Francisco proper, as well as on the
Peninsula, Relatively low sentiment for Jew@sh eduycation as an
absolute necessity appearsin Marina=Pac¢ Hts, Kichmond-North and in
Western Addition, The Peninsula is virtuelly homogeneous with
respect t9 the central affirmaetive attitude toward Jewish
education, with the San lateo area apparently ranking slightly above
the others in this respect. Only very small proportions in all
areas are indifferent or openly hostile to Jewish education for

Jewish children (datea not showm),.
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TABLE 82

Attitude Toward Necessity of Jewish Education

Jewish Children "Must"
Heve Jewish Education

A-Downtiown 70.6
B-Marina-Pac, His. 46,2
D-Richmond~-North 52.4
E-Sea Cliff=Park Presidio 6245
G-Outer Richmond 61.9
H-Ri¢hmond-South 73.3
JWestern Addition 53.3
KIMN-Area So, of Market 68.2
O-West of Twin Peaks 61.8
P-Sunsget, Park Merced 65.9
Q-Outer Sunset 35:2

Average: S.F, EE;Q
Daly City-Westlake 61.5
So0. §. F«=San Bruno 66 +6
San Mateo-Burlingame 75 .0
Redwood Clty-Belmont 61,7
Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.-Los Altos 61.9

Average: Peninsula 65.0

{(Footnote concerning "average'"-statistio, appearing on p. 116, applies to
"average"-~statistics shown in this table.)
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Teble 83 concerns Attitude Tovard The Severity Of fnti-Semitism

end Toward Personel Experience With Anti-Somitism., For the

various San Francisco areas, between 157 and about 29% express

the belief that anti-semitism is an extremely serious and fairly
serious problem, Differences among areas are not pronocunced, although
the lowest proportions believing anti-semitism to be a relatively
serious matter appear in Harine-Pac, Ets., Richmond-South, and in

Sunset-Park llerced,

Likewise, inter=-area differences on the Peninsula are not especially
great, although the total pattern reveals somewhat less concern with
anti-~gemitism, particularily in the Daly City-lestlake area in Palo

Alto-lMenlo Parlk,

Personal experiences with anti-semitism, are reported in Sap Franeisco
by about 1/% of' the respondents in the area South of ngkﬁt, an area
in whioh the density of Jewish population is quite low, In Cuter
Sunset, in excess of 46% report that anti-semitic experiences have
taken place at one or another time in their lives, For the Peninsula,
the greatesgt incidence of experiqnce with enti-gsemitism appears in
Daly City-ilestlake and San Mateo, The Daly City result  is somewhat

surprising in view of the small proportlon who believe anti-semitism

to be a sericus problem,
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TABLE 83

Attitude Toward Severity of Anti-Semitism
and Personal Experience with Anti-Semitism

Anti-Semitism is an Extremely Has Had Personal

Serious, or a Fairly Serious Experience with
Problem. Anti-Semitism.

A-Downtown 20.6 29.4
B-Marina-Pac. Hta. 15.4 15.4
D=Richmoend~North 28.6 28.6
E~Sea Cliff~Park Presidio 25.7 18.7
G-Outer Richmond 28.6 33.3
H~Richmond~South 16.7 16.7
J-Western Addition 26.7 30.0
KIMN-Area So, of Market 22.7 50.0
O-West of Twin Peaks 26.3 31.8
P~Sunget, Park Merced 17.1 31.7
Q-Outer Sunset 28.1 46.2

Average: S.F. 22.4 29.6
Daly City-Westlake 7.7 375
So. 3. F,-8an Bruno 11.1 2242
San Mateo-Burlingams 16.7 33.3
Redwood City-Belmont 17.7 9.5
Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.- _5.6 16.7
Loz Altos

Average: Peninsula 10.0 2240

(Footnote concerning "average"-statistio, appearing on p. 116, applies to
"average"-statistics shown in this table.)
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Throughout, attitudes concerning the Relationship of Jewish

Families with Non-Jewish Neishbors, are positive; see Table 84,

The highest frequency of reports that relationships between

Jewish and non-Jewish families in the neighborhood are warm and

plesasant, a pears in Sunset-Parlr lerced, in Richmond=South, 'est

of T™win Peaks and in Outer Sunset,

The lowest proportions of

reports of positive relationships are foumd in Richmond-~North, and

Sea Cliff-Parl Fresido,

Unpleasant reletionships or indifferent

relationships appear most frequently in Richmond-North and in Western

Addition. On the Peninsula the differensces among areas are slight,

TABLE B4

Attitude Toward Relationship 1Tith Non~Jewish Neighbors

A-Dovmtown
B=ilarina-Pac, Hts,
D=FRjchmond-North

E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio
G=Outer Richmond
H-Rishmond=South
J-lestern Addition
KillN-Area So. of Market
C-tfest of Twin Peaks
P-Sunset, Park Merced
Q-0Outer Sunset

Daly City-Testlake

So; S. F,=~San Bruno
San llateo=-Burlingame
Redwood City-Belmont

Palo lgoxyig%o Pk,=

Relationship Unusually
or Reasonably Pleasant
79f4
64?1
50.0
5040
7642
800
6343
54,5
7849
92,7
7649
769
98.2
7540
83.3

B33

Relationship Indifferent
or Unpleasant
8.8
15.4
2846
1847
4,8
nil
2647
2287
2l.l
12,2
15.4
15.4
1.8
16,7
16,7

11,1
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