


JEW IS^ WELFARE FEDERATION 
of San Francisco, h r i n  County and the  Peninsula 

230 Ca l i fo rn ia  S t r e e t  
San Francisco 11, Ca l i fo rn ia  

October 23, 1959 

M r .  Walter D. Hel ler ,  Chairman 
Socia l  Planning Comnittee 
Jewish Welfare Federat ion 
230 Ca l i fo rn ia  S t r e e t  
San Francisco 11, Ca l i f .  

Dear M r .  I Iel ler :  

On behalf of the  Population Study Advisory Conmittee, i t  is my 
pleasure t o  submit herewith "A Report on the Jewish Population of San 
Francisco,  Marin County and t h e  Peninsula". This r epor t  was prepared by 
Fred Massarik, Ph.D., Research Consultant and Direc tor  of the  Research 
Bureau, Jewish Federation-Council of Greater  Los Angeles, under whose 
d i r e c t i o n  the Population Study was conducted. 

During t h e  pas t  year,  our  conanittee has worked c lose ly  with a l l  
phases of the  Study, including the  d e f i n i t i o n  of purpose, t he  technica l  
a spec t s ,  t h e  interviewing and the  review of repor ts .  The most cu r ren t  
s c i e n t i f i c  sampling procedures were u t i l i z e d ;  a  r ep resen ta t ive  cross-  
sec t ion  of the  Jewish population was interviewed. Extreme ca re  went i n t o  
every phase of t h i s  p ro jec t  and it is our be l i e f  t h a t  t h e  f indings w i l l  
make a most e f f e c t i v e  cont r ibut ion  t o  connnunity planning. 

The Population Study Advisory C a m i t t e e  expresses apprec ia t ion  
t o  D r .  Massarik f o r  the  excel lence of h i s  work. It expresses thanks t o  
the  Federat ion f o r  t h e  p r i v i l e g e  of working s o  c l o s e l y  with the  f i r s t  
p r o j e c t  of i ts  kind s ince  1939. It hopes t h a t  another  twenty years  w i l l  
no t  go by before a  similar s tudy is conducted. 

L..5vr&, 4 4  
R b e r t  M. e v i s  . Chairman .~ - 

~ d p u l a t i o n  Study Advisory Committee 



Research Sertrice Bureau 
590 N. Vernont Avenue 

Los Aneeles b ,  California 

September 1, 1959 

1k. Robert I:. Levison, Chairman 
Population Study .idvisory Conmittee 
Jewish ':elfare Federation 

of San Francisco, iiarin County a d  the Peninsu-la 
230 California S t ree t  
San Francisco ll, California 

Dear i;r. Levison: 

The attached document summarizes the findings of the 1958-59 
Jevish Population Study. It i s  !loped tha t  the resu l t s  w i l l  prove 
t o  be ma te r i ap r  helpful i n  the various phases of Jewish c o m i t y  
planning. 

As is the else f o r  most research projects, the present study 
represents a product of cooperative e f fo r t .  Particular thanks are  
due t o  the Jelvish Fopulation Study Advisory Ccmittee, and t c  its . 
chairman, ik. Robert I:. Levison, f o r  guidance throuehout the study 
process; lir. Robert P. Forman, Social  Planning Assistant of the 
Jenish ' lelfare Federation, f o r  h i s  conscientious and sk i l l ed  ef- 
f o r t s  i n  implementing a trenendous amount of study de ta i l ;  and t o  
1.k. Louis 'Jeintraub and lir. Sanford ll. Treguboff, Associate Exec- 
ut ive Directnr and Executive Director respectively of the Jewish 
Ljelfare Federation, f o r  t h e i r  consistent i n t e re s t  and helpful 
advice. 

Further, thanks are due t o  the Executive Directors of the 
community aoencies who gave of t h e i r  time and enerey par t icular ly  
i n  the ea r ly  staces of study planning; t o  the in te rv ie~r  s t a f f  riem- 
bors 1.rllo trudged with equal vigor through near an?. remote t e r r i -  
t o r i e s  i n  quest of study information and vho--as presumably i s  the 
case f o r  the employees of the U.S. Post Office-were stayed frcm 
t h e i r  appointed rounds by neither s l e e t  nor ha i l  noy rain,  nor by 
d i f f i c u l t i e s  of transportation, nor by hos t i le  dogs, 

. . 
; ;am appreciation goes t o  the secretar ia l ,  c l e r i ca l  and 

coding personnel, par t icu lar i ly  t o  my secretary, i!rs. Sonja Gocdrmn, 
and t o  jlrs. June Neuhaus f o r  cooperation, consistency and care i n  
t h e i r  multifarious tasks.  

And f ina l ly ,  but not leas t ,  the  en t i r e  study s taff  wishes t o  
express grati tude t o  the many members of the Jewish cornunity of 
San Francisco, Elarin County and the Peninsula who gave f r e e l y  of 
t h e i r  t i n e  t o  the Study in te rv ie le rs .  

This report is hereby respectfully submitted. 

Sincerely, 

Technical consultant 
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The 1958-59 Study of t h e  Jewish Population of San Francisco, 

Marin County and the  Peninsula, i s  t h e  f i r s t  suc!~ survey 

conducted i n  some 20 years .  Ui th  t h e  aim of ,~roviding a back- 

ground of f a c t s  t o  a i d  t h e  community ir. ta!:ing s tock o f  i t s  

present  and an t i c ipa ted  needs; t h e  1958-59 study examines t h e  

e s s e n t i a l  charac ter  of t h e  Jewish population throughout San 

Franoisco and i t s  surrounding areas .  The methods employed, 

(which w i l l  be described i n  some d e t a i l  i n  a separa te  appendix, 

t o  be published l a t e r ) ,  followed s c i e n t i f i c  soc la l  research 

procedures. Lengthy i n t e r v i m s  were conducted with some 1,000 

c a r e f u l l y  and representatively-chosen Jewish households. 

S t a t i s t i c a l  theory ind ica tes  t h a t  t h i s  information provides a 

useful  over-all  p i c tu re  concerning the  major c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s  

of t h e  Jevdsh population wi th in  reasonable accuracy l imi t s .  

Samples s e r e  s o  planned t h a t  b iases  r e s u l t i n g  from interviewing 

only wel l  known and c l e a r l y  i d e n t i f i e d  Jewish households were 

minimized. This was done by s e l e c t i n g  households on a random 

b a s i s  without p r i o r  knowledge a s  t o  whether t h e  fami l ies  were 

Jewish, i n  a reas  i n  which Jewish population dens i ty  was reasonably 

great .  (Only fami l i e s  iden t i fy ing  a s  Je~vish  were interviewed). 

In  other  a reas ,  augmented l i s t s  of known Jewish households were 

employed t o  supplement the o the r  samples. 



In resu l t s  reported on a community wide basis ,  e.g. San Francisoo 

or the Peninsula taken as  a unit, the so oalled "area samples" 

(with no prior ident i f ica t ion  of Jewish residenoe) a re  most heavily 

represented. Data f o r  lh r in ,  h m v e r ,  a r e  based on a sample 

drawn from a l i s t  of known Jewish households. Likewise, i n  p r t s  

of the report t ha t  mke reference t o  geographical sub-areas 

within San Franoisco or within the Peninsula, information obtained - 
from l i s t s  of known Jewish households was ut i l ized a s  necessary. 

A number of independent checks were made t o  es tabl ish the 

level of accuracy of the data. By m y  of i l lus t ra t ion ,  the sample 

study e s t i m t e d  an enrollment of 3,048 Sunday School children 

i n  San Francisoo; t h i s  compared with an "actual" figure of 3,063, 

a s  per available enrollment s t a t i s t i c s .  Particularly f o r  broad 

categories and for  t o t a l  comunities,  available figures should be 

highly sat isfactory for  most planning purposes. However, as  

issues a r i se  i n  planning for  small geograptiical sub-amas or for  - 
part icular  age groups, data beyond those provided by the present 

investigation may be needed. 
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PART A: BACKGROLb!il Aim PUBLICATIObl PWI: 

I n  1958, t h e  Jsvrish Tielfare Federat ion of San Francisco, @rin .Comty,  .and 

t h e  P e n i n s u l a i n i t i a t e d  a community-wide study of Jewish population. 

This study was designed t o  f u r n i s h  a background of information t o  a s s i s t  

var ious  phnses of s o c i a l  planning. 

The amount of da ta  obtained by the  survey i s  very considerable. One way 

t o  v i s u a l i z e  the  quant i ty  of information a v a i l a b l e  i s  t o  t h i n k  i n  terms 

Of interview hours and r e s u l t s  obtained i n  t h e i r  course. Some 3000 hours 

were spent  i n  d i r e c t  d iscuss ion i n  t h e  homes of a broadly-repreeentative 

sample of Jervish households, i n  f ol lm-up c a l l s  on J m i s h  r e s i d e n t s  not  

a t  home a t  t h e  i n i t i a l  contac t ,  i n  necessary contac ts  wi th  non-Jewish 

homes, and i n  interviews vrith previously uncooperative Jewish respondents. 

The information f o r  Jewish households n w  appears i n  the  form of some 

10.000 IW6 cards containing about 800.000 items of data.  

Clear ly  t h i s  v a s t  volume of information i s  amenable t o  ana lys i s  from a 

v a r i e t y  of d i f f e r e n t  v im~poin t s .  The fo l lmring i s  the  plan f o r  presen- 

t a t i o n  t h a t  w i l l  be follorred i n  order t o  mke some se lec t ive  sense of 

t h e  s u b s t a n t i a l  quant i ty  of raw r e s u l t s :  

(I) Estimates of t o t a l  Jewish population s i ze ,  and age d i s t r i b u t i o n s  a r e  

prepared f o r  San Francisco. Peninsula. and Marin, and f o r  S. F. and 

Peninsula sub-areas. 



(11) C o r n u n i t v i d e  s u m e y  f indings  a r e  presented sepa ra te ly  f o r  t h e  t h r e e  

ma:sr geographioal a roas ;  San Fwncisoo,  Peninsula, and Marin. The 

f indings  f o r  t h i s  phase of t h e  r epor t  represent  s t r a i g h t ,  t o t a l  

t a b u l a t i o n s ,  ad jus ted: in  suoh a way t h a t  eaoh of t h e  sub-areas i s  

represented propor t ionate ly  s o  t h a t  we a r e  dea l ing  w i t h  maningful ly-  

balanced oross-seot ims.  Here, emphasis i s  plaoed pr imar i ly  on find- 

ings  f o r  households and household heads, 

(111) Findings a r e  presented by age-sex oa tegor ies ,  p r t i o u l a r l y  f o r  San 

Franoieoo and t o  a more l imi t ed  ex ten t  f o r  & r i n  and f o r  the  Peninsula, 

?heso r e s u l t s  w i l l  give some ind ioa t ion  of t h e  ex ten t  t o  whiah var lous  

i tems covered b y  t h e  s tudy vary among age l e v e l s  and between males and 

females. Again, da ta  of +hie kind 8hould provide i n s i g h t s  i n t o  

v a r i a t i o n s  i n  Jewieh population o t a r a o t e r i s t i o s  re levant  t o  oommunity 

planning, 

(1V) Survey f ind ings  a r e  presented f o r  eaoh of t h e  geographio sub-areas 

wi th in  San Franoisoo and wi th in  t h e  Peninsula. No sub-area analyses  

a r e  omtemplated f o r  Marin. This phase of t h e  r epor t  w i l l  pravlde 

da ta  most usefu l  from a s o c i a l  planning standpoint.  Analyses w i l l  

fOow m household heads and on se l ea ted  age-sex groups. 

(v) It i s  t e n t a t i v e l y  intended, pending l i m i t a t i o n s  of t i m e  and funds, 

t h a t  se leoted  f indings  be t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  t h e  form o f  "planning 

memoranda", Theee memoranda a r e  t o  r e l a t e  s tudy r e s u l t s  t o  

varrloue areae of oonm~unftiy c o t i v i t y  suoh a s  c u l t a r e  and reorea- 
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tion, family servioes, the aged, oommunity relations, etc. It is 

the task of planning memoranda to glean fromthe source book of 

results, as constituted by parts (I) through(IV), more specific 

guidelines for community planning. Here, questions may be 

raised, and syntheses among disparate findings may be attempted. 
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PART I: JEKCSH POPULATION ESTIIrIliTES 

The following t a b l e s  summarize e s t i m t e s  of Jewish populat ion f o r  San 

Francisoo, t h e  Peninsula and l h r i n ,  a s  obtained by t h e  1958 - 1959 

Jewish Populat ion Study. The f igures ,  while subject  t o  f u r t h e r  r e f ine -  

ment and revisiou,  represent  conservative "average" estimates.* Due t o  

t h e  f a o t  t h a t  no de ta i l ed  breakdowns of t o t a l  number of dwelling un i t s  

and t o t a l  populat ion a r e  ava i l ab le  sinoe t h e  1950 k i t e d  S t a t e s  Census, 

s h i f t s  i n  these  f i g u r e s  may r e f l e o t  f u r t h e r  changes i n  our Jewish 

populat ion est imates.  

* It should be noted t h a t  d i f f e r e n t  methods of Jewish populat ion e s t i m -  
t i o n  neoessa r i ly  provide s-rhat d i f f e r i n g  r e s u l t s ,  not so le ly  because 
of normal sampling v a r i a t i o n s  and es t imat ion  e r r o r s ,  but  more s i g n i f i -  
can t ly  because they measure "Jetvish population1' by s o m h a t  d i f f e r i n g  
de f in i t ions .  Typically, t h e  most conservative measure w i l l  be p rwided  
kr t h e  d e f i n i t i o n  of J m ~ i s h n e s s  t h a t  requi res  some we* se l f - iden t i f i -  
ca t ion  as Jevrish, a s  n u s t  occur f o r  a household t o  be o l a s s i f i e d  as 
Jsrrish i n  a  d i r e c t  ~ e r s o n a l - c o n t a c t  interview survey. One m y  assume 
t h a t  those who wish t o  deny being Jewish may do so  under these  circum- 
s tances ,  w i t h  t h e  t o t a l  e f f e o t  cumulating i n  a  r e l a t i v e l y  conservative-- 
though l a r g e l y  rea l i s t ic - -es t imate  of Jewish populat ion s i ze .  

Est imation methods of a  penc i l  and paper type, which va r ious ly  employ 
d i s t i n c t i v e  Jewish names, death records and b i r t h  records a s  base, nor- 
mally y ie ld  h igher  est imates than  personal  interview sampling surveys. 
This i s  so because these  methods i n  a sense "count" households vhich 
may be nominally c l a s s i f i e d  a s  Jewish on some a p r i o r i  bas i s ,  whether 
o r  not  any members of these  households vo lun ta r i ly  m y  wish t o  be so 
designated.  G s t i m t e s  based p r i n c i p a l l y  on t h e  var ious  pencil-and- 
paper techniques rrould y i e l d  f i g u r e s  some 10-1246 higher than  r e s u l t s  
reported.  However, from a standpoint  of Jewish community planning, t h e  
assignment of some s i g n i f i c a n t  weight t o  minimal se l f -des ignat ion  a s  
Jewish, a s  employed i n  the  present  study would seem t o  be a r e a l i s t i c  
middle-ground. 



The present  f i n d i n g s  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  t h e  Jewish population i n  San Francisoo 

proper, i s  i n  excess of 46,000. 1960 census f i g u r e s  may show a d d i t i o n a l  

growth of the  population base affecting our  es t imates  i n  Areas 0. P and 

Q: !'rest of m i n  Peaks, Sunset Park-Ierced, o u t e r  Sunset, whi le  some 

decreases  may be ind ica t ed  f o r  Area B, Uarina-Pacific Heights  and Area 

J, Western Addition. Depending on t h e  mgn i tude  of t heee  inc reases  or  

deoreases,  l a t e r  Jmrish population es t imates  f o r  San Francisco may be 

revised. 

For San Francisco, the Jewish population has  increased s l i g h t l y  l e s s  

t h a n  6,a)O s ince  1939, an increase  of about 14%. A s i s  s h m  by Table 

3, t h e  g r e a t a s t  s h i f t s  involve t h e  dec l ine  i n  Area J, Western Addition, 

formerly t h o  area  accounting f o r  t h e  l a r p s t  numbor of Jmrish r e s iden t s ;  

and t h e  g r m t h  of Areas 0, P and Q, ?lest of Twin Peaks, Sunset Park- 

Meroed, and outer  Sunset. VMle  i n  1939, l e s s  t h a n  11% of t h e  t o t a l  

San Francisco Jewish populat ion l i ved  i n  these  t h r e e  a reas ,  i n  1959 

t h e  corresponding propor t ion  i s  almost  2%. 

The age d i s t r i b u t i o n s  f o r  San Francisco  show a heavy cancent ra t ion  of 

aged, p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  Area A, Downtown. While p ropor t iona te ly  t h e  

aged population i s  qu i t e  high i n  Richmond, considerable t o t a l  numbers 

of Jewish s e n i o r  o i t i z e n s  a r e  found p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  Area B, Marina- 

Pac i f i c  Heights  and Area J, % s t e r n  Addition. Both proport ionately,  

a s  we l l  as i n  percentages, t h e  l a r g e s t  c h i l d  populations a r e  f o m d  i n  

Sunset (O,P,Q) and Sea C l i f f  (E). 
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The Jewish population of t h e  Peninsula i s  conaervat ively est imated a t  

16,710. The l a r g e a t  number of Jevrish r ea iden t s  i a  found i n  Atherton- 

Nenlo Park - Palo  Alto,  and i n  tho Burlingame-Hilla-borough-San Mateo 

areas .  The average family s i z e  i n  t h e  Peninsula i s  oonsiderahly g r e a t e r  

t han  t h a t  found i n  San Francisco. Indeed, sample in terv iew r e s u l t s  

suggest t h a t  the  average Peninsula family s i z e  m y  even be somewhat 

l a r g e r  than  previous ly  est imated;  it m y  approximate 3.7 persons. 

Under t h e s e  condit iona,  an u p ~ a r d  r e v i s i o n  of Peninsula Jewish population 

t o  a f igu re  a b w e  16,000 i s  indica ted .  The Peninsula age p a t t e r n  i a  

cha rac te r i zed  by o l a r g e  number of younger people and by r e l a t i v e l y  

few o l d e r  people. (The age d i s t r i b u t i o n  shovrn i n  Table 4-A nay be 

appl ied  a s  a general  ya rds t i ck  i n  e s t i m t i n g  t h e  number of persons 

i n  each age group !?or sub-areas of t h e  Peninsula.) 

f i e  Jewish population of Marin i s  est imated a t  approximately 2,700, wi th  

an average fami ly  s i z e  of 3.0.(*hhe age d i s t r i b u t i o n  i s  shown i n  Table 

5-A. The proport ion of o lder  people i n  Vi r in  i s  somewhat g r e a t e r  t han  

t h e  corresponding proport ion f o r  t h e  Peninsula,  but  s m l l e r  t h a n  t h e  

equivalent  measure f o r  San Francisco proper. 

The Marin c h i l d  population a l s o  atands somvrhere between San Francisoo 

and t h e  Peninsula i n  i t s  proport ion t o  t o t a l  Jewish population. 

It should be  noted t h a t  t h e  f i n a l  r epor t  w i l l  show sex d i s t r i b u t i o n s  

a8 wel l  a s  age d i s t r i b u t i o n 8  f o r  geographic a reas .  

Tq Beoause of t h e  use  of l i s t  samples t h i s  f i g u r e  r a t h e r  t han  t h e  s l i @ t l y  
h ighe r  empi r i ca l ly  e s t a b l i s h e d  value i s  used. 



Table I 

San Franoisoo 

Census Area and T o t a l  dwelling T o t a l  popu- Jewish dwell- Avg. number Prel iminary 
Geographic Des- units (1950 o r  l a t i o n  1950 ing  uni t s :  of persons est imated 
c r i p t i o n  es t imated  1959 (excluding (avg. es t imate  per  Jewish  Jewish pop- 

i n  0,P.Q) CJJ) o r  approxi- dwell ing u l a t i o n ,  
na t ions  1959) units.1959 1959 

Area A: 42,537 108,175 2.190 1.56 3,416 

Dmtown,  i n o l .  
Worth Beach 
Po lk  Gulch 
Hob H i l l  
Chinat own 
Embarcader o 
Civ ic  Center 

Area B: 23.129 57,339 2,985 2 -36 7,045 

Marina - 
P a c i f i c  Heights 

Area D: 3,631 10,057 568 

Richmond 
( n o r t h f  ~ea1-y)  

Area E: 6,047 13,979 1,322 2.81 3,715 

Sea C l i f f  
p a r t  of Park  
P r e s i d i o  

Area G: 10, MO 28,087 2,008 2 .78 5,582 

Outer Riohmond 
and p a r t  of 
Park  P r e s i d i o  
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Table 1 (contdJ 

Census Area a d  T o t a l  dwelling To ta l  popu- Jewish dv~e l l -  Avg. number P re l imimry  
Geographic Dee- u n i t s  (1950 or  l a t i o n  1950 ing  uni t s :  of persons est imated 
c r i p t i o n  est imated 1959 (excluding (avg. est imate per  Jewish Jewish pop- 

i n  0 . p . ~ )  C.F,R) or approxi- dwelling u la t ion ,  
na t ions  19593 u n i t .  1959 1959 

Area H: 4,094 11,376 575 2.55 1,466 

Area J: 47,528 121,258 2,567 2.63 6,751 

Tiestern Addit ion 
I n c l .  Hayes 
Valley,  b i g h t ,  
Busna V i s t a  

Areas K,L,Y,N 81,964 275.870 1,890 2 -63 4,871 

South of h r k e t ,  
Il ission, Outer 
Mission, 
Pot rero  Bernal, 
Bayshorek e t o .  

Area 0: 27,418* 73.948 1,398 2.74 3.838 

West of Twin Peaks 
p a r t s  of Sunset,  
Golden Gate Ilts. 
S t .  Francis  Ylood, e t o .  

Area P: 16,594* 44,538 2,047 3 -05 6,243 

Sunset-Park b r o e d  

Area Q: 8,878* 25,356 640 3.77 2,413 

Outer Sunset 

TOTALS: 271,860 769.983 18,190 2.56 46,616 

*Assures 15 % dwelling u n i t  increase  1950-1959 
NOTE: In t h e s e  and o the r  t a b l e s ,  a l l  d i g i t s  r e s u l t i n g  from computations have been re- 
t a i n e d  f o r  t h e  sake of s t a t i s t i c a l  consistency.  Obviously, no olaim f o r  p rec i s ion  i s  
made in oonneotion w i t h  d i g i t s  such a s  the  l a s t  two numbers t o  t h e  r i g h t  of a four  
d i g i t  f igu re ;  r e s u l t s  represent  s t a t i s t i c a l  averages. 

As a breakdcwn beoomes more r e f ined ,  oovering smaller  and smaller  geographic area ,  o r  
age group, g r e a t e r  cau t ion  must be exerc ised  in  i t s  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  



Table 2 

Age Dis t r ibut ion ,  Jewish Population: Pumber of persons (*) 

San Franoisoo 

No Info. 65 up 60-64 45-59 30-44 20-29 15-19 5-14 under 5 T o t a l  

mi 
A 127 1,581 506 316 569 ( n i l )  ( n i l )  190 127 3,416 

B 440 1,161 400 2.202 1.161 240 320 96 1 160 7.045 

H (n i  1 )  326 162 217 326 217 ( n i l )  109 109 1,466 

S.F.Tota1 1,136 7,471 3,035 11,697 9,428 2,701 2,170 6,627 2,281 46,616(**) 
46,546 

*This t a b l e  should be in t e rp re ted  i n  l i g h t  of t h o  ooments  appearing on page 1 ooncerning the  p o s s i b i l i t y  
of upward es t imates ,  and i n  l i g h t  of the  footnote  dea l ings  wi th  es t imat ion  methods a 160 appearing on 
t h a t  page. The need f o r  c a r t i o n  i s  s t r e s sed  i n  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of da ta  f o r  speo i f io  age groups and 
amall sub-areas. 

**Vertical t o t a l ,  a s  taken frors o r i g i n a l  p r e l i m i ~ r y  estimates, d i f f e r  s l i g h t l y  from hor i eon ta l  t o t a l ,  
due t o  rounding. 



TABLE 2-A 

Age Distribution: Jewish Population: Percentage of Area's Jewish Population 

San Francisco 

No.InPo. 65 up 60-84 45-69 30-44 20-29 15-19 5-14 Undor 5 Total 

AREA 

Total 
S. F. 2.4 16.1 6.5 25.1 20.3 5 -8 4.7 14.2 4.9 100.0 



Table 3 

Comparison of Jewish Population Distribution:  San Francisco 
1939 v s .  1959 

(1959 Figures preliminary) 

Percent of San Francisco 
Jewish Persons Jewish Population 

AREA 1939 1959 1939: 1959 

* Derived from 1938 Study of San Franoisco Jmish Population; 
S.  Moment, E r e c t o r .  



Table 4 

Jewish Population: Peninsula 

Geographic To ta l  dwell- Tota l  popu- Jewish dwell- Avg. number Estimated 
Area ing  u n i t s  l a t i o n ;  ing  u n i t s ;  of persons Jewish pop- 

( approxi- cu r ren t  (avg. e s t i -  per Jewish u l a t ion ,  
mated from es t imates  mate o r  dwelling 1959 
t o t a l  pop- (va r ious  approxima- - u n i t s ,  1959 
u l a t i o n  sources) t i o n s  1959) (approx. 
f i g u r e s )  f i g u r e  used 

f o r  e n t i r e  
Peninsula)  

Daly C i t y ,  (1  10,312 33,000 599 3.72 2,228 
Westlake, 
Colma, Broadmoor 

So. S.F., San (') 22,900 72,500 527 3.72 1,960 
Bruno, Mil lbrae 

Burlingame, ( 3 )  29,520 94,170 1,115 3.72 4,148 
Yillsborough. . 

sL?n Mateo 

Be lnzont, ( 4 )  22,423 71,532 76 5 3.72 2,846 

San C a r l o s ,  
Redwood C i t y  

Menlo Park, ( 5 )  32,686 104,957 1,150 3.72 4,278 

Palo Alto, 
E.  Palo Alto, 
M t .  View, 
Atherton 

Los ~ l t o s ,  ( 6 )  8,484 27,150 276 3.72 1,027 
Los Altos H i l l s .  

2 

Woodside 

Coasts ide (6,562) (21,000) (60)  3.72 
( n o t  formally 
included i n  

TOTALS : 132,887 424,309 4,492 16,710 

I n  Geographical Analysis,  P a r t  I V ,  communities l i s t e d  above w i l l  be r e f e r r e d  t o  
r e spec t ive ly  as  follows: ( 1 )  Daly City-Westlake, 

( 2 )  So. S.F.-San Bruno, 
(3)  San Mateo-Burlingame, 
(4)  Redwood Ci ty ,  
( 5 )  and ( 6 )  Palo Alto-Menlo Park. 

No da ta  a r e  a v a i l a b l e  f o r  Coastside. 



TABLE 4-A 

Age Dis t r ibu t ion :  Jewish Population 

Peninsula 

65 up 60-64 45-59 30-44 20-29 15-19 5-14 Under 5 Total 

Daly City,  147 85 363 582 140 127 562 223 2228 
Tes t l ake ,  
Colma, Broadmoor 

SO. s.F.,  an(') 129 75 820 512 123 111 494 196 1960 
Bruno, Mil lbrae 

Burlingame, (3) 274 158 676 1083 261 236 1045 415 4148 
Hillsborough, 
San Mateo 

Bc'lrnont,~an(4) 188 108 464 743 179 162 717 285 2846 
car'los, Redwood 
Ciw 
Menlo Park,(5) 282 163 697 1116 270 244 1078 428 4278 
Palo Al to ,  E. 
Palo Alto,  M t .  
View, Atherton 

Los Altos,  (6) 68 39 167 268 65 59 259 103 1027 
Los Altos B i l l s ,  
Woodside 

Coastside(not  15 9 36 58 14 1 3  56 22 223 
formal ly  i n -  
cluded i n  study) - .-- - - - - . . - -  - 

16,710* 
Number 1103 637 2723 4362 1052 952 4211 1672 

Percent 6.6 3.8 16.3 26.1 6.3 5.7 25.2 10.0 100.0 

* Deviations f rm  or ig iona l  f i g u r e s  due t o  rounding. 
Care must be taken i n  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of age group f i g u r e s  wi th in  geogra&ic 
sub-areas. Figures shown a r e  derived from app l i ca t ion  of over-al l  Peninsula 
age percentages, and l o c a l  age d i f f e rences  a s  we l l  a s  sampling v a r i a t i o n s  may 
a l t e r  r e s u l t s  f o r  narrow age and geographic sub-groups. 



Jewi sh Population 
Marin - 

Geogrrphio Total  b e l l i n g  Total  Population Jewish Dwelling Avg. Number Preliminary 
Area Uni ts  (Approx. Current Estimates Units :  (Avg. of Persons E s t i m t e d  

From Total  Popu- (Various ~ o u r o e s )  Estimate o r  Per Jewish Jewish Popu- 
l a t i o n  Figures)  Apprax. 1959) Dwelling lation,1959 

Uni ts ,  1959 
( A P P ~ ~  
F i e r e  Used 
For En t i r e  
Peninsula) 

TABLE 5-A 

Age Dis t r ibu t ion  : Jewish Population 
Marin - 

No Info.  65 Up 60-64 45-59 30-44 20-29 15-19 5-14 Under 5 Total  

Number 35 221 81 733 586 132 140 537 2 35 2700* 

Percent 1.3 8.2 3 -0 27.2 21.7 4.9 5.2 19.9 8 07 100 -0 

* Beoause of exc lus ive  use of l i s t  samples f o r  I.brin, t h i s  more o m s e r v a t i v e  f i g u r e  i s  used here, 
r a the r  than t h e  empir ical  es t imate  appearing on Page 150. 

* * Deviations from o r i g i n a l  f i g u r e s  due t o  rounding. 



Table A 

Persons  Per Household - Averace Household Size 
(As Es t im ted  From Survey Data) 

1 2 S 4 5 6 7 8 o r  Total  Avg.Household 
More Size  

San Franoisco 22.0 32.0 19.6 19.2 6.4 .8 --- --- 100.0 ' 2-56 

Peninsula 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 9.0 1.0 -- 100.0 3 -23 

NOTE: Unless indioated otherwise, r e s u l t s  shmm a r e  percentages 

L-\an Franoi so o 

pedinsula 

Marin 



TABLZ A 

Persons Per Household - Average Household Size  
(As E s t i m t e d  From Survey Data) 

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 o r  Total  Average House- 
More hold 6 ize  (*) 

San Franoisco 22.0 32.0 19.6 19.2 6.4 .8 --- --- 1 0 0 ~ 0  (2.58) 

Peninsula 2.0 29.0 lSoO 24.0 23.0 2.0 6.0 1.0 100.0 (3.72) 

(*) Estimated numerioal value of persons per  household; no t  a peroentage. 
When parantheses appear i n  body of t a b l e ,  they  des ignate  a f i g u r e  t h a t  
e i t h e r  i s  a numerioal value, or  a relevant  sub-total  of percentages. 



PART 11: CO?PMJ~BITYWIDE FIiDINGS: 

&kiJ FRkiJCISCO, PEVII?SULk, MWLIbJ 

P a r t  11, summarizing s t r a i g h t  tabula t ions ,  provides community-wide base 

l i n e s  of r e a u l t s  and a broad baokdrop of f a c t s  concerning lmrjor charac- 

t e r i s t i o s  of t h e  Jewish population. Much a s  community-wide age d i s t r i -  

butions i n  eaah sub-part of town, the  t abu la t ions  i n  t h i s  s e c t i o n  des- 

c r ibe  a s e t  of s tandards aga ins t  which f indings  f o r  sub-areas (as  m i l l  

be presented l a t e r )  may be compared. 

Seotion 1: S t n b l l i t y  and Yobi l i ty  

One index of populat ion s t a b i l i t y  i s  presu~lled t o  be  t h e  extent  of horns 

ownership. Table 6. summarizes pa t t e rns  ~f horn m ~ n e r s h i e  f o r  t h e  

t h r e e  lrmjor areas .  A s t r i k i n g  f ind ing  i s  t h e  e x t r e m l y  high wnersh ip  

peroentage i n  t h e  suburban a reas  of Peninsula and Marin. On the  other  

hand, home ownership i n  San Francisco proper i s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  lower, 

aacounting f o r  l e s s  than hal f  of t o t a l  Jewish households. 



Table 6. 

San Francisco 

Peninsula 

Marin 

Home Chmership 

Home Owners Renters 

47.6 52 -4 

82.0 18 -0 

86 -0 14 -0 

Total 

100.0 

100.0 

100.0 

Note : A l l  percentages rounded. 
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Further, we f ind tha t  the frequency of prior moves among San Francisco 

Jevrish households shows a pattern sign5ficnntly different  from tha t  

found i n  the suburban areas. CTable 7 . .  "Times moved within l a s t  ten  

years"). Almost one-third of San Francisco households (*) have not 

changed the i r  place of residence within the l a s t  ten  years. I n  contrast. 

such s t ab i l i ty  i s  found i n  only about one-twelfth of Peninsula households 

and i n  less  than one-fifth of Jewish homes i n  Marin. hoking a t  these 

data s o m h a t  differently,  r e  note tha t  the average number of nmovea" by 

San Francisco households i n  the l a s t  t e n  years was 1.58, follorred by 

h r i n  with 1.86, and i n  turn followed by Peninsula with 2.35. I n  part, 

these r e su l t s  a r e  related t o  the recent g r w t h  of the suburbs, while 

the urban core, of acurse, has ehwed no oorresponding population upswing. 

Having examined past frequency of J m i s h  population movement, me may be 

interested in  moving plans as  contemplated for  future years. (Table 8.j 

"Plans t o  move"). It becomes apparent that  the Peninsula ranks somewhat, 

lower than the other areas i n  s t ab i l i ty  a s  measured by intent  t o  remain 

indefinitely i n  the presently-occupied home. Sixty-five peroent of 

Peninsula household are planning t o  remain i n  t h e i r  present home indef- 

initely: S e n  Pranoisoo f o l l m s  n i t h  7296, while 8% of Marin households 

indicate that they have no plans t o  move. 

(+) To avoid repetition, uuless otherwise noted "households", etc., i s  
used synonymously with Jewish households, eta.  



Table 7 .  

Times Moved n i t h i 3  Last Ten Years 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 or more no Total Awe .iJo.Mwes 
answer 

San Francisco 32.8 28.0 12.8 10.4 5.2 2.8 1.6 1.6 1.6 3 -2 100.0 1.58 

Peninsula 8.0 24.0 26.0 23.0 10.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2 .O 100.0 2.35 



Table 8 

Plans t o  Yme 

m i l l  Remain Plans t o  EIove Plans t o  Mwe Now &king lL4-DK Total 
Indef ini te ly  Mithin 5 Yrs. Within. I Mr .  Plans t o  

Move 

San Francisco 72.0 10 .4 10.8 3.6 3.2 100.0 

Peninsula 65.0 2 1  .O 8 .O 4.0 2.0 100.0 

Mar in 85 .O 8 .O 3 .O 3 SO 1.0 100.0 

Sumrrmry: "Any Plan& t o  Moue" 

San Francisco 24.8 

Peninsula 33.0 

%rin 14.0 
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Data concerning plans t o  move must be in te rp re ted  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of home 

ownership s t a t i s t i c s .  Rela t ive  i n s t a b i l i t y  of Peninsula, which probably 

implies a good dea l  of f u t u r e  s h i f t i n g  w i t h i n  the  Peninsula area ,  i s  

p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n t e r e s t i n g  i n  t h e  l i g h t  of the  high percentage of home own- 

ership .  The Peninsula age d i s t r i b u t i o n  suggests t h a t  moving plans w i t h i n  

f i v e  years  (as  contemplated by 21% of households) m y  become a r e a l i s t i c  

necess i ty  as more chi ldren  a r e  born and as housing demands increase.  The 

f a c t  t h a t  7% of San Francisco households have no moving p lans  i s  note- 

worthy i n  view of t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  lmf percentage of home ownership. This 

f ind ing  suggests tht a s u b s t a n t i a l  por t ion  of t h e  San Francisco Jewish 

populat ion may be grouped a s  " s t ab le  renters",  who have become aocustomed 

t o  r en t ing  t h e i r  home, remaining i n  t h e  same rented un i t  f o r  many years.  

We may i nqu i re  as t o  the  p o t e n t i a l  des t ina t ions  of those  Jewish households 

who aontemplate moving a t  some fu tu re  date.  (Ple must note, of course. 

t h a t  t h e i r  moving p lans  may be e f f e c t i v e  now, may be implemented w i t h i n  

one or f i v e  years ,  or indeed u l t ima te ly  may not  be implemented a t  a l l . )  

Table 9., summarizes t h e  des t ina t ions  of p o t e n t i a l  movers. Many of those 

who contemplate moving have no c l e a r  p i c t u r e  of poss ib le  speo i f i c  des t ina-  

t i o n s .  However, more than ha l f  of San Francisco p o t e n t i a l  movers intend 

t o  remain i n  San Francisoo. Smaller propcrt ions a r e  considering moving 

t o  Peninsula azd G r i n ,  al though a s  t r a n s l a t e d  i n t o  t o t a l  numbers, these  

proport ions represent  oonsiderable numbers of famil ies .(*)  

(*) Each San Francisco percentage point  represents  about 182 Jewish fami- 
l i e s ;  each Peninsula percentage point  represents  solee 45 Jewish fami- 
l i e s ;  while each Marin percentage point  s tands f o r  roughly 9 Jewish 
fami l i e s .  



Table 9. 

Dest ina t ion  of P o t e n t i a l  Movers 

no des t ina-  plans t o  loove plans t o  move plans t o  move p lans  t o  move 
t i o n  mentioned t o  or r e l ~ a i n  t o  or remain t o  or remain t o  other  

i n  SanF. i n  Peninsula i n  ldarin a rea  

San Franoisoo 6 -4 13.2 2.4 

Peninsula 4 -0 2 .O 24 .O 

l i a r in  4 .O 2 .O -- 

Total  Tota l  
(*I Movers 

(+) Tota l  of des t innt iona  mentioned may s l i z h t l y  exceed " t o t n l  movers" peroentage beoause 
ofmult iple  mentions of poss ib le  des t ina t ions .  
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Among Peninsula potential  movers, we find again that the largest portion 

intend t o  make the i r  next home on the Peninsula. There i s  a negligible 

number of mentions of possible moves t o  Marin, while a small proportion 

intends t o  move t o  San Francisco proper. 

I n  Marin a similar pattern of potential  moving vrithin the area i s  

reflected. Again, there i s  a small group thinking about finding the i r  

next home i n  San Pmncisco, ah i l e  there appears t o  be no signifioant 

in teres t  i n  movement t o  the Peninsula. 

A further element in  the study of trends i n  Jewish population s t ab i l i ty  

ooncerns home buying o r  renting plans of potential  movers; (Table 10.) 

Throughout, greater weight f a l l s  i n  the direction of plans t o  buy as  

against plans t o  rent. This tendency i s  somewhat more pronounced i n  

the suburban areas than i n  San Francisco i t s e l f .  A continuing r i se  

i n  home m e r s h i p  levels probably i s  su~gested by t h i s  resul t ,  even i n  

instances i n  which home ownership alrendy i s  considerable. 

A rough measure of the sociological "nevtness" or "oldness" of an area 

may be gauged by the number of years t h a t  household heade have resided 

i n  the particular area. (Table 11.) T h e  resul ts  obtained are  not sur- 

prising and corroberate oommon belief.  Both i n  Peninsula and Marin 

almost ho- th i rds  of household heads indicate that  they arrived i n  the 

respective areas during the past ten  years. For Snn Francisco the 

correspondix proportion of a r r iva ls  i n  t h e  l a s t  decade i s  much smaller. 



Table LO. 

San Francisco 

Peninsula 

Marin 

Home Buying or Rentin: P l ~ n 6  of Potent ia l  Movers 

Plans t o  Buy Plans t o  Rent Don't Know 

12 -8 6 -8 4 a8 

26 .O 3 -0 4 .O 

9 .o 2.0 3 .o 

Total Movers 

24.4 

33 .o 

14.0 



Table 11. 

San Francisco 

Peninsula 

&rin 

Number of Years in Area (Sousehold heads only) 

l e s s  than 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60 years no 
10 years years years years years years and up am~ter  

16.8 22.4 12.4 18.4 10.0 10.0 7.6 2.2 

65 .O 27 .O 2 .O 2 .O 1 .O -- -- 3 -0 

62 .O 22.0 12 .O 3 -0 1 .O -- -- -- 

Total 
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only about one-sixth. A t  t h e  other  end of t h e  sca le ,  we f i n d  that more 

than  one-fourth of San Francisco Je-o~ish household heads have l ived  i n  

San Francisco i t s e l f  f o r t y  years  or  more. This p a t t e r n  of r e s u l t s  dram- 

a t i z e s  t h e  s t a b i l i t y  and e-xtensive h i s t o r i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  of Jewish popu- 

l a t i o n  se t t lement  i n  San Francisco, i n  con t ra s t  t o  t h e  r ap id  growth and 

suburban newness of Peninsula and Marin. 

In t r a c i n g  t h e  po in t s  of o r i g i n  of Jevisn populat ion in-movement, 

quest ions were asked concerning p l a c e  of residence of Jewish household 

heads i n  19511 (Table 12.) 8% of San Francisco household heads d id  

indeed l i v e  i n  San Francisco during 1951. Iiew r e s i d e n t s  c a m  from such 

places a s  l?ew York. Chioago, and other  c i t i e s  i n  t h e  U.S. a s  w e l l  a s  

from f o r e i g n  c o m t r i e s  . 

Among present  Peninsula household heads 3% l i ved  i n  San Francisco 

during 1951, a percentage c lose ly  s imi la r  t o  t h a t  found f o r  Marin. 

Thus a s u b s t a n t i a l  po r t ion  of suburban growth i s  due t o  migrat ion from 

San Francisco t o  t h e  suburbs. S t i l l ,  a f u r t h e r  s i g n i f i c a n t  segment of 

growth may be accounted f o r  by in-migration from other p a r t s  of t h e  

country. T h i s  i s  t h e  case p a r t i c u l a r l y  f o r  t h e  Peninsula, i n  vihich 

2% of household heads l ived  i n  lievr York, Chicago, o r  i n  other  U. S. 

c i t i e s  during 1951. 



Tnble 12.  

Place of Residence i n  1951: biajor Ci t ies  

Other U.S. Foreign no 
S.F. P. I .  iiYC Chicago Ci t iee  Ci t ies  enewer 

San Francisco 00.0 2.8 -- 2.0 1.0 9.2 3 -2 1.8 

Peninsula 30.0 37.0 -- 5 .O 1.0 22 -0 3 .O 2 .O 

Marin 28.0 2.0 E4.0 1.0 3 .O 7.0 2 .O 3 .O 

Total 
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Section 2: Religious Pat terns  

The re l ig ioud aspect  of Jewish l i f e  i n  one crucially-important force  

conditioning t h e  d i reo t ion  of i t s  development. Of course, re levant  

r e l i g i o u s  pa t t e rns  include not  only formal oongregation membership 

and attendance but  a l s o  t h e  voluntary observnnce of r i t u a l s  and 

f e e l i n g s  of personal i d e n t i f  ioat ion.  

To examine the  nature  of r e l i g i o u s  iden t i f ioa t ion ,  which does not  nec- 

e s s a r i l y  represent  a c t u a l  membership or pa r t i c ipa t ion ,  the  survey, 

inquired a s  t o  Jeuish household heads regarded themselves a s  

Reform, Conservative or Orthodox, or whether they i d e n t i f i e d  wi th  none 

of these  t h r e e  major d iv i s ions  of J e r ~ i s h  r e l i g i o u s  l i f e .  Other r e p l i e s  

permitted e x p l i c i t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  n i t h  Reconstrutionism or Sephardi 

r e l i g i o u s  a c t i v i t y ,  or i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  wi th  a r e l i g i o n  other  than 

Judaism (as  i n  in termarr iage) .  Resul ts  a r e  shown i n  Table 13: 'Re1ip;ious 

Iden t i f i ca t ion" .  

It e m r g e s  t h a t  i n  San Francisco and Peninsula Refom Judaism c o n s t i t u t e s  

t h e  major preference i n  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ;  while i n  Marin, - Nan-identifica- 

t i o n  dominates. The proport ion of Conservative i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  a l l  

t h r e e  a r e a s  i s  about one-fif th of the t o t a l .  The only a rea  i n  vihich a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  percentage of Orthodox i d e n t i f i o a t i o n  appears i s  Son Fran- 

c i sco  i t s e l f .  



Table 13. 

Reli~ious Identifioation 

non-identifying Refom Conservative Orthodox Other Jewish iqon-Jewish no answer Total 

San Franoisoo 21.6 38 -8 19 -6 13.6 1 .O 4.4 1.0 100 .O 

Peninsula 27 -0 99 .O 22 .O 3 .O -- 5.0 4.0 100 .O 

Narin 23 .O 30.0 21.0 1 .O 1.0 2.0 2 .O 100.0 



Table 14: Congre~at ion  membership, shows e x p l i c i t l y  t h a t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  

a s  Reform, Consertrative, Orthodox, and mmbership do not  necessa r i ly  go 

hand i n  hand. l'lhile i n  San Francisco 72% of t h e  households i d e n t i f y  with 

one of t h e  t h r e e  w j o r  r e l i g i o u s  d iv is ions ,  only 37.6% ind ica te  t h a t  they 

belong t o  a congregation. (T!e must r e c a l l  t h a t  an  ind ica t ion  by a respon- 

dent  t h a t  t h e  family belongs t o  a congregation, does not inev i t ab ly  mean 

t h a t  i n  f a c t  t h e  family holds a dues paying membership i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  

Temple or Synagogue). 

Cn t he  Peninsula 64% " ident i fy"  and 44% belong t o  a congregntion. h e  

may s ~ e c u l a t e  t h a t  t h e  somewhat higher percentage of membership, i n  part ,  

may r e f l e c t  r e l i g i o u s  education needs, generated by the  incidence of a 

l a rge  ch i ld  population on t h e  Peninsula. In  Marin, while only 5 8  iden- 

t i f y ,  34% belong t o  a congregation. 

In  considering f u t u r e  t rends ,  me a re  in te res ted  i n  assess ing  t h e  plans 

of nm-members of congregations t o  jo in  a t  some l a t e r  time.  a able 15.) 

The r e l a t i v e  propcrt ions among non-members ,!rho i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they def- 

i n i t e l y  w i l l  not  jo in  a r e  about equal i n  San Francisco and i n  Marin. 

Cn t he  o ther  hand, on the Peninsula som 1% of t h e  t o t a l  e i t h e r  a r e  

planning t o  j o i n  i n  the near fu tu re  or ,  more frequently, in tend t o  j o i n  



TABLE 14 

Congregation Idembership 

B e l a  Do Not Belong NA Total 

San Francisco 37.6 59.2 602 100.0 

Peninsula 44 .O 49 .O 7 .O 100 .O 

Congregation Membership vs. Total Religious Ident i f ioat ion 

Ident i fy  a s  Reform Peroent of 'Phose 
or Who Identify(es 

Consemt ive  or Orthodax Refarm or Conser- 
vat ive  or Mhodox) 
PVho a re  Congregation 
Members 

San Francisao 72 .O 52.2 

Peninsula 64 "0 BBF8 



Table 15. 

Congregation Mon-Members' r'lans t o  Join Cowregation 

w i l l  not plans t o  plans t o  now i n  doa' t  know 
jo in  wi th in  jo in  wi th in  process of 

jo in  5 years  one year joining no answer 

San Francisco 39.2 6 .O 8 -4 -8 

Peninsula 26 .O 14 .C 4.0 1 -0 

f i r i n  41.0 10.0 5 a0 1.0 

Total  
non 

members 
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wi th in  f i v e  years .  This proporbion of p o t e n t i a l  long-range joiners  

may r e f l e c t  e v e n t m l  Jev i sh  educational  and s o c i a l  needs. 

A summary of current  congregation membership and joining plans appears 

i n  Table 16. 

Table 17, deals  wi th  attendunce a t  r e l ig ious  servioes .  I n  San Fran- 

c i sco  and Peninsula approximateljj one-third of household heads indi -  

ca te  that they never a t t end  r e l i g i o u s  services;  t h e  corresponding pro- 

por t ion  f o r  ldarin i s  approximately one-half. Somenhere near  3% i n  

each of t h e  t h r e e  a reas  ind ica te  that they a t t end  services  on the  

High Holidays only. The proportions of those a t tending "oocasionally. 

monthly, frequently,  neekly or da i ly"  range from 13% (blurin) t o  2% 

(Peninsula).  

Next, we may consider a number of s p e a i f i c  riturrl observances and 

t h e i r  prevalence. 

Data concerning the  observance of Ifashruth a r e  shown i n  Table 18. For 

the  t h r e e  a reas ,  the  proportions indica t ing  that t h e i r  Ilomes a r e  

" s t r i c t l y  Kosher" i s  small, ranging from 3;; t o  4.4%. I n  San Francisco 

an a d d i t i o n a l  11-63'. ind ica te  they obscrve some aspects  of Kosher while - 
t h e  corresponding percentax-s i n  Peninsula and Llarin a r e  somevrhat 

smaller.  It i s  obvious t h a t  t r a e i t i o n a l  ;Cashruth quan t i t a t ive ly  i s  

no t  a major f a c t o r  i n  the  Sun Francisco-Peninsub-Elarin area.  This 

i s  supported by the  r e l a t i v e l y  small percentage of Orthodoxy reported 

previously. 



Table 16. 

Congregetion Membership and Jo in ing  Plans: Summary 

do n o t  do n o t  do n o t  no  ans~\ver 
belong: be long: belong: r e  whether 

Belong w i l l  n o t  j o i n  may j o i n  no answer or  not  
r e  joining belong 

San Francisoo 37.6 

Peninsula 44.0 

liarin 34.0 

Tota l  



TABLE 17 

Religious Servlce Attendance 

High 
Never Holidays Occasionally ldonthly Frequently Weekly Daily NA Total 

(0)  (1-4) ( 5 1  : (12-10) (19-51) (52-98)(99-365) 

San Francis00 32.4 30.8 17.6 6 .4 6 .O 1.6 1.8 3.4 100.0 

Peninsula 33 .O 27 .O 10.0 8 .O 9 .0 5.0 --- 8.0 100.0 

San Francisco 

Peninsula 

Marin 

Cumul?tive S u m r y :  Religious Service Attendance - 
Iever or  High Holidays Only High Holidays or  More Occnsionelly t o  Daily 

Combined Total 



Table 18 

Observance of Kashruth 

Non-Kosher S t r i c t l y  Same Kosher NA Total (some or S t r i c t l y  
Kosher Observances ~ o s h e r )  

San Francisco 82.8 4.4 11 .6 1.2 100.0 (16.0) 

Peninsula 84.0 3.0 9 .O 4.0 100.0 (12.0) 

I'arin 89 .O 3.0 7 .O 1.0 100.0 ( 1 0 ~ 0 )  



Table 19; concerns the l i & t i n c  of Fr iday IT i~h t  Candles. Between about 

one-seventh and one-fif th of t h e  J m i s h  households say t h a t  they l i g h t  

Friday Night Candles "regularly", the  somewhat h i & e r  pamentage being 

found i n  San Francisco i t s e l f .  

Table 20; deals  w i t h  l i g h t i n g  of Chanukah Candles. The proportions 

engaging i n  t h i s  r i t u a l  a r e  considerably g rea te r  than those l i g h t i n g  

Friday Night Candles, a s  show above. In  the severa l  a reas ,  from 36% 

t o  4% r epor t  t h a t  Chanukah Candles a r e  lit each year  i n  t h e i r  home. 

I& t h e  other  hand, i n  San Francisco and Marin more t h a n  one-half - never 

engage i n  t h i s  r i t u a l  behavior, while i n  Peninsula t h e  percentage of 

those who never observe Chanukah i n  t h i s  mnner  i s  somewhat sna l l e r ,  

39%. It may be t h a t  Chanukah i s  more l i k e l y  t o  be observed, a t  l e a s t  

occasionally, i n  f ami l i e s  wi th  children,  than i n  f ami l i e s  composed 

s o l e l y  of adul ts .  

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

note t h e  appearance o f  a wide v a r i e t y  of d i f f e r e n t  pa t t e rns  ranging from 

attendance each gear  t o  Seder attendance never. I n  a l l  a reas ,  hmever, - 
those who a t t e n d  Seder a t t end  year ly  o r  i n  some years  predominate over 

those  who never a t t e n d .  Apparently t h e  o b s e m n c e  of t h e  Seder, a t  

l e a s t  a s  an  occasional matter ,  i s  re jec ted  l e s s  f requent ly  than  e i t h e r  

t h e  l i g h t i n g  of Fr iday N i $ t  Candles o r  t h e  l i & t i n g  of Chanulosh Candles. 



regularly 

San Francisco 20.4 

Peninsula 14 .O 

h r i n  14.0 

Lighting of Friday ilinht Candles 

sometimes Total 



Table 20. 

San Franoisoo 

Peninsula 

bkrin 

fighting of Chanukah Candles 

each year som years never no anmer Total 



eaoh year 

San Francisco 46.4 

Peninsula 38 .O 

Marin 37 .O 

Table 21. 

Seder Attendance 

some years never no answer Total 



Tables 22. and 23.; p e r t a i n  t o  t h e  observance of t h e  High Holidays. 

Llore than  one-half of households ce leb ra te  Eosh Hashanah, and more 

t h a n  one-half observe Yam Kippur. Generally, d i f f e rences  among geo- 

graphic a reas  a r e  moderate, although apparent ly  i n  San Francisco a 

somewhat higher  propor t ian  observe Yom Kippur, t han  i n  the  suburbs. 

Almost one-third of San Francisco household heads fast on Yom Kippur, 

whi le  t h e  percentage of those  f a s t i n g  i n  Peninsula and Marin a r e  pro- 

g r e s s i v e l y  smaller.  

Findings concerning in termarr iage  a r e  s h m n  i n  Table 24. I n  general,  

t h e  intermarriage r a t e  obtained i n  San Francisco. Peninsula,  and Marin 

i s  considerably higher than  t h a t  found by J m i s h  populntion s t u d i e s  

i n  urban and suburban loca t ions  elsewhere i n  the country. For San 

Francisco, nore than  17% of Jewish homes i n d i c a t e  t h a t  in termarr iage  

has  taken place.  The corresponding proport ions f o r  Peninsula and 

Marin r e spec t ive ly  a r e  20b and 3%. A s  i n  a l l  t y p i c a l  in s t ances  

elsewhere, it i s  observed t h a t  intermarriage w i t h  t h e  wife  being the  

non-Jwrish pa r tne r  i s  considerably more f requent  than  intermarriage 

wi th  t h e  husband being t h e  non-Jewish par tner .  This  i s  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

t r u e  f o r  Marin. 

Table 25.; summarizes f ind ings  concerning the  Jfflvish educat ion of 

household heads. Much has been revealed by s tud ies  on other  p a r t s  

of t h e  Biest Coast, approximately three-fourths of Jewish household 

heads have been exposed t o  some form of Jewish education. The ex ten t  



Table 22 

Observance of Rosh Hashanah 

Ye s No NA Total 

San Francisco 55.6 32.4 12 .O 100 .O 

Peninsula 55.0 38.0 7.0 100 .O 

k r i n  53.0 47.0 ---- 100.0 

NOTE: This tab le  and the f o l l m i n g  tab le ,  deal with High 
Ifoliday observances i n  any form, a s  interpreted by 
respondent, while Table 17,prior, contains data 
specif ical ly  concerned mith religious service 
attendance on High Holidays. 



Table 23. 

Observance of Yom gippur 

Yes No No answer 

San Francisco 68.4 29.6 2 .0 

Peninsula 57.0 36 .O 7.0 

Marin 52 -0  48 .O -- 

Total Yom Uippur Fast 
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of t h i s  educat ion has var ied ,  and shmrs some geographic differences.  

w i t h  more than  20Ch of household heads i n  San Francisco having had 

s i x  or  more years  of Jewish education, rrhile t h e  appropr ia te  percent- 

ages f o r  ldarin and Peninsula a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  lower. 

The frequency of observance of Bar Mitzvah i s  about equal f o r  house- 

hold heads i n  t h e  t h r e e  a reas ,  f a l l i n g  about t h e  5@ mark. @ie must 

remember, of course, that a small ~ e r c e n t a ~ e  of household heads may 

be rromen, and t h a t  indeed t h e r e  m i l l  be some age and sex v a r i a t i o n s  

i n  Jav~ i sh  education, which m i l l  be oousidered i n  l a t e r  p a r t s  

of t h e  r e p o r t ) .  
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Sect ion  3: Ianguages and General Education 

Table 26.; i n d i c a t e s  languages used i n  t h e  home a s  w e l l  a s  language 

howledge of household heads. It i s  found, cons i s t en t ly ,  t h a t  t h e  

a c t u a l  speaking of Yiddish i n  t h e  home i s  a r e l a t i v e l y  inf requent  

pa t te rn :  about 1% i n  San Francisco and Peninsula, and 5% i n  Ebarin. 

Indeed i n  San Francisco and Uiarin, German appears t o  be i n  use a s  a 

spoken language r r i th  somewhat g rea te r  frequency. The speaking of 

Russian nnd Po l i sh  i s  negl ig ib le .  In a l l  t h ree  a reas  t h e  knowledge 

(a s  cont ras ted  n i t h  use)  of Yiddish and Gernan i s  f a i r l y  prevalent ,  

although t h e  percentage of Yiddish h m ~ l e d g e  i n  hiarin does f a l l  below 

t h e  l e v e l  found i n  San Francisco and Peninsula. Subs tan t i a l  propor- 

t i o n s  of household heads i n  a l l  t h ree  a reas  have howledge of other 

f o r e i g n  languages. This r e f l e c t s  .. 'amfledge a t t a i n e d  through 

schooling, a s  w e l l  a s  knmfledge through childhood learn ing  and f o r e i g n  

b i r t h .  

General education f o r  household heads i s  s m a r i z e d  i n  Table 27. 

Education, of course, v a r i e s  among d i f f e r e n t  age-sex groups i n  the  

population. Hw~ever, t h e  educntional  l e v e l  of t h e  household head 

may be i n d i c a t i v e  of t h e  fami ly ' s  genera l  s o c i a l  mil ieu.  

As compared t o  t h e  general  populat ion t h e  education l eve l  of t h e  

Jewish populat ion i s  very  high. For ins tance  on t h e  Peninsula and 

l h r i n  more than 4% of Jewish household heads a r e  e i t h e r  col lege  

graduates o r  hold post-graduate degrees. I n  San Francisco about one- 
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f o u r t h  of household heads f a l l  i n  t h i s  category of high educational  

at tainment.  A t  t h e  lmrer end of t h e  sca le ,  r e l a t i v e l y  the  g rea tes t  

percentage i s  found i n  San Francisco i t s e l f ,  where some 2% of house- 

hold heads have not gone beyond grammr school or junior  high school; 

corresponding f i g u r e s  f o r  Peninsula and Marin a r e  14% and 15%. The 

d i f fe rences  among t h e  a reas  l i k e l y n i r r o r  t h e  d i f f e r e n t  age 

d i s t r i b u t i o n s ;  the  younger household heads i n  Peninsula and & r i n  

have had considerably g rea te r  oppor tuni t ies  f o r  advanced education 

than o lder  household heads i n  San Francisco. 



Table 26. 

F o r e i ~ n  L a n ~ u a ~ e  P a t t e r n s  

Yiddish Russian Po l i sh  German Other F.lang. Ilo F.lang. 

used i n  home 12.8 2 .O 2 .O 14 .O ( 6-41 72 .O 
San Franoisco 

knowledge only 34.8 7.2 5 -2 32.4 (50.0) 

used i n  home 12.0 2 .O -- 4 .O ( 9-01 81  -0 
Peninsula 

knowledge only 37.0 8 -0 3 .O 28 .O (72 -0)  

used i n  home 5.0 1 .O -- 11.0 ( 2.0) 84.0 
Marin 

knoviledge only 15.0 6 .O -- 28.0 (46 .O) 43.0 

Tota l  (*) 

(*) Tota l s  add t o  more t h a n  100.0 because of use of howlodge of severa l  languages. 
Braoketed f i g u r e s  may represent  cse or howledge of s eve ra l  f o r e i g n  languages by same person. 
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Sec t ion  4: Occupatioml S ta tus  

Among household heads, 9& of t h e  t o t a l  i n  Peninsula a r e  members of t h e  

labor force:  employed or seeking employment; (Table 28). The propor- 

t i o n s  i n  San Francisco and Marin a r e  81.6% and 78% respeotively.  I n  

p a r t  t hese  d i f f e rences  i n  labor f o r c e  s i z e  can be explained by t h e  

r e l a t i v e l y  Pigher number of r e t i r e d  household heads i n  San F r m o i s c o  

and iiarin; of course this somewhat g rea te r  incidence of r e t i r e d  

f u r t h e r  i s  a r e f l e c t i o n  of t h e  age d i s t r i b u t i o n .  

Self-employment i s  s i zab le  i n  a l l  t h r e e  a reas ,  ranging from 36% i n  

Peninsula, t o  38.8% i n  San Francisco, t o  42% i n  Marib. The propor- 

t i o n  of unemployed household heads cons i s t en t ly  i s  small. 

I n  considering t h e  family p a t t e r n  i n  occupation, (Table 29.). we f i n d  

supporting t h e  a m l y s i s  of Table 28, t h a t  t h e  proport ion of households 

wi th  no ga in fu l  employment i s  smal les t  on t h e  Peninsula. Indeed, i n  

Peninsula and Marin the  overrrhelmingly t y p i c a l  p a t t e r n  i s  t h a t  of one - - 
ga in fu l ly  employed person per  household; near ly  three-fourths of house- 

holds i n  these  a r e a s  f a l l  i n  this category. The San Francisco a r e a  

shows t h e  g r e a t e s t  number of households wi th  3 persons employed: 

more thnn one-fourth of San Francisco households f i n d  two or  t h r e e  

persons i n  t h e  labor market, while  t h e  corresponding percentages f o r  

Peninsula nnd Marin a r e  somewhat lover ,  approximately 1%. 



Table 28. 

S t a t u s  i n  Labor Force: Heads of Households 

Not i n  Labor Force In Labor Foroe 
T o t a l  Employed by Employod by Unempl. no 
not  i n  Se l f  other  p r i v t  other: anm~er  

Housewife Student Ret i red  L. F. Employed Enterpr i se  Govt. To ta l  

San Francisco 7.2 -- 11.2 (18.4) 38 .8 32.8 8.8 1.2 -- 100.0 

Peninsula 2 .O 2 .O 6.0 (10.0) 36 -0 46 .O 6 -0 2.0 -- 100 a0 

Marin 7 .O 1.0 11.0 (18.0) 42.0 31.0 4 -0 1.0 3.0 100 .O 
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I n  San Francisco and Peniusula, s l i g h t l y  more than one-fifth of house- 

holds have one or more vromen i n  the  labor force;  on t h e  other hand neg- 

l i g i b l e  numbers of vlomen i n  Liarin a r e  ga in fu l ly  employed. 

Table 30.; provider  a more de ta i l ed  occupational ana lys i s  f o r  house- 

hold heads. The following a r e  some s a l i e n t  f indings:  i n  general  

r e f l e c t i n g  s t a t i s t i c a l  averages without necessar i ly  deal ing w i t h  t h e  

extremes, the  occupational s t a t u s  of Peninsula and Karin appears t o  be 

somevrhat higher than  occupationsl s t a t u s  i n  San Francisco proper. This 

i s  indica ted  by the  f a c t  that i n  the  imo suburban a r e a s  between 28% 

and 3@ of household heads a r e  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  profess ionals  ~ h i l e  i n  

San Francisco only 19.2% a r e  so c l a s s i f i e d .  The r e l a t i v e  frequency 

of semiprofessional employment--the next h ighes t  s t a t u s  category i n  

accordance wi th  t h e  United S ta tes  Census c lass i f ica t ion--a lso  i s  

g rea te r  i n  Peninsula and Marin than  i n  San Francisco. 

The proprietor-mnager category, vrhich inc ludes  small business a s  we l l  

a s  major en te rp r i se ,  appears t o  be re f l ec ted  i n  approximately even 

proport ions i n  the  th ree  study areas .  On t h e  other  hand the  c l e r i c a l -  

sa l e s  category i s  represented more heavily i n  San Francisco and Penin- 

su la  than i n  LIarin, probably a consequence of tho  smaller proport ion 

of vlmen i n  t h e  labor fcroe  i n  the  l a t t e r  a rea .  

A s  has been found t o  be a t y p i c a l  p a t t e r n  i n  many Jewish populat ion 

s tudies ,  the  proport ion of household heads employed i n  r e l a t i v e l y  low 

s t a t u s  occupations.--such a s  craftsmen, foremen, operat ives,  serv ice  

workers, and unski l led  labor.--is r e l a t i v e l y  small. I n  San Francisco 



Table 30 

Occupational Artalysis: Head of Households @$ether or  Not i n  Labor Force) 

SanFranc i sco  19.2 1.6 23.2 23.2 5.2 1.2 2.4 .8 1.6 18.4 3.2 100.0 

Peninsula 28.0 3.0 23.0 20.0 8.0 -- 2.0 2.0 2.0 10.0 2.0 100.0 

Marin 30.0 4.0 26.0 12.0 --- 3.0 4.0 --- 1.0 19.0 1.0 100.0 

Cccupational kna lvs i s :  Head of Household(1abor Force Only) 

San Francisoo 

Peninsula 

Edarin 
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these  oocupational c l a s s i f i c a t i o n s  a t  t h e  lower runs of t h e  s t a t u s  

soa le  involve l e s s  than  1% of Jenish household heads; the  corres-  

ponding percentages i n  Peninsula and Marin a r e  12% and % respect ive ly .  

A f u r t h e r  ind ioo t ion  of the  economic l e v e l  of the  c o m m i t y  m y  be 

given by response t o  t h e  so-called "economic inventory", (Table 31.). 

which mas completed by a majori ty,  although no t  by a l l ,  respondents. 

The r e s u l t s  of t h e  economic inventory may be summarized a s  f o l l w ~ s :  

The Jmiish populat ion of a l l  t h r e e  a reas  ranks high i n  economio 

s t a t u s  a s  cont ras ted  viith the  t o t a l  population. (Acourate compara- 

t i v e  f i g u r e s  f o r  t h e  t o t a l  population, however, w i l l  no t  be a v a i l a b l e  

u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  completion of t h e  1960 United S t a t e s   ensu us). The 

income l e v e l  i n  Sen Francisco shows g r e a t e r  v a r i a t i o n  than  t h a t  in 

e i t h e r  of the  two suburban areas.  I n  l i g h t  of f indings  of o ther  

J m i s h  populat ion s tud ies ,  t h i s  presumably mir rors  t h e  g r e a t e r  he ter -  

ogeneity of l a r g e  urban cen te r s  a s  compared t o  r e l a t i v e l y  new subur- 

ban areas .  

I n  Peninsula and k r i n  23.6% and 20.6%. r e spec t ive ly ,  i n d i c a t e  t h a t  

t h e i r  annual income during the  l a s t  year  exceeded $16,000; a l i k e  

claim was made by only 13.2% of San Francisco households. The next  

h ighes t  income bracket  agains  shows g rea te r  proport ions i n  t h e  

suburbs. 



Table 31. 

Economic Inventory (those responding only) 
(L,'igures i n  Thousands) 

15 and up 10-15 5-10 3-5 under 3 

San Francisco 13.2 11.4 33.4 20 .4 21.6 

Peninsula 23.8 19.1 40.4 14.3 2 -4 

liar i n  20.6 28 -6 41.2 1.6 8.0 

Total 
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This f inding of income d i f f e r e n t i a l  betmeen c i t y  and suburbs must not 

obscure t h e  f a c t  t h a t ,  a s  i s  common knowledge, t h e r e  a r e  s i g n i f i c a n t  

subareas wi th in  San Francisoo of extremely high economic level .  Further  

t h e  r e l a t i v e  s i z e  of the San Francisco Je~r i sh  community, w i t h  each per- 

oentage point  r e f l e c t i n g  many more households than i n  the  suburbs, must 

be kept i n  mind i n  i n t e r p r e t i n g  these  data.  

The in terviewers  a l s o  were asked t o  prepare a n  economic r a t i q ,  (Table - 
32.). using a sca le  from A, i nd ica t ing  highe6.t economic s t a tus ;  t o  F - 
i nd ica t ing  lowest economic s t a t u s .  I n  general,  t hese  r e s u l t s  corrob- 

o r a t e  those  found by t h e  economic inventory, although one i s  by no 

means j u s t i f i e d  i n  mking  a d i r e c t  d o l l a r  t r a n s l a t i o n  from the  econ- 

omic ratin(: t o  income data.  

The economic r a t i n g ,  beyond t h e  l imi ta t ions  of i n t e r v i m e r  judgment, 

a l s o  ind ica tes  " s t y l e  of l i f e "  which i s  only i n  p a r t  r e l a t ed  t o  a c t u a l  

income, a s  defined by our l imi ted  data.  For inatanoe, the re  may be 

households of average income who a r e  "s t re tching"  t o  keep up wi th  t h e  

proverbia l  Joneses--thus arranging themselves wi th in  a r e l a t i v e l y  higher 

economic r a t i n g  category; on t h e  o ther  hand very wealthy fami l i e s  l iv ing  

on a r e l a t i v e l y  modest s c a l e  a s  judged by outvrard appearance viould f a l l  

w i t h i n  a somevihat lower bracket  of economic ra t ing .  

The two highest  categories.  A and B . c o n s t i t u t e  76% of the  ldarin 

population, 49% of t h e  Peninsula population and about 4% of t h e  San 



Table 32. 

San Francisco 

Peninsula 

hiarin 

Economic Rating 

A B C D F unclassif iable  Total 

14.0 26.8 41.2 12.8 .8 5.4 100 .O 

11.0 38.0 38.0 8.0 -- 5 -0 100.0 

28.0 48.0 16.0 4.0 -- 4 -0 100 .O 
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Francisoo population.* A s  a l o g i c a l  consequence, we note  once again 

t h e  s o m h a t  g rea t e r  frequency of l m v  economic r a t i n g s ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

D and F, i n  San Francisco a s  conpared r d t h  the suburban ..areas. Hcwever, 

t h e  middle category, C, ranks h ighes t  ~ r i t h i n  San Francisco i t s e l f .  

The l m e r  r a t i n g s  o f t en  r e f l e c t  t h e  presence of r e t i r e d  i n  a p a r t i c u l a r  

area.  

The occupational d i s t r i b u t i o n  among i n d u s t i r e s  i s  summrized in - Table 

53. The h ighes t  proport ions of manufacturing employment a r e  found On - 
t h e  Peninsula and i n  San Francisoo. Likewise, wholesale t r a d e  and 

government employment a r e  represented more heav i ly  i n  San Francisco  

and t h e  Peninsula than  i n  Lhrin. Re ta i l  t r a d e  on t h e  o ther  hand i s  

g r e a t e s t  i n  San Francisco followed by l h r i n ,  while  r e t a i l  t r a d e  employ- 

ment on the  Peninsula i s  somewhat smaller.  

The profess ional  s e r v i c e s  category,  a s  mi&t be  expected from an ana lys i s  

of o c c u p t i o n ,  appears  more f r equen t ly  on t h e  Peninsula and Marin than 

i n  San Francisoo. It must be noted t h a t  not  a l l  "professionals" ,  a s  

shown i n  Table 30, a r e  c l a s s i f i e d  a s  f a l l i n g  w i t h i n  t h e  profess ional  

s e r v i c e s  category. I n  many cases ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  suburbs, pro- 

f e s s i o n a l s  a r e  employed i n  mnufac tu r ing  o r  i n  o ther  i n d u s t r y  groups, 

a s  might be i l l u s t r a t e d  by a n  engineer vrcrking i n  an a i r c r a f t  plant .  

* I n  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  of t h e  Llarin da ta  it should be  noted t h a t ,  
i n  c o n t r a s t  t o  San Franciscc  and Peninsula,  a r e l a t i v e l y  m a l l  
number of in te rv iewers  were employed, thus  magnifying any poss ib le  
unconscious b i a s  t h a t  might e x i s t  with re ference  t o  DBarin r a t ings .  



Table 33. 

Occupation: Industry Dis t r ibut ion (*) 

G&. Const. Dihnfg. Transp. Whosl Re ta i l  Finance Kus .&Bepair A m u s e  Prof. A g r i .  Total  
Trade Trade Insur. Services ments S e n .  

San F'ranoisco 8.8 1.6 10.0 2.4 8.8 25.0 7.2 4.8 -8 16.8 .4 (86.6) 

Peninsula 5.0 4.0 14.0 7.0 11.0 15.0 10.0 3 -0 - 18.0 - (87.0) 

hTar in  2.0 3.0 3 .O 5 .O 4 -0 21.0 9.0 7 -0 1.0 24.0 - (71.0) 

(*) excludes those not  i n  labor forae,  and those not replyine; includes small proportion employed in 
several  indust r ies .  Tables i n  l a t e r  repor ts  w i l l  summarize data f o r  those employed and replying only. 
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The a n a l y s i s  of work l o c a t i o n  (Table 34.) provides some measure of t h e  

flow of day-by-day a c t i v i t y  involving household heads. Some r a t h e r  

s t r i k i n g  d i f f e rences  a r e  found. I n  excess of 7% of San Francisco 

household heads work w i t h i n  San Francisco i t s e l f ,  leaving a s i d e  house- 

hold heads who a r e  unemployed, not  i n  t h e  labor  fo rce ,  or  who d id  not  

respond t o  t h i s  quest ioh.  Following a s i m i l a r  ana lys i s ,  w e  f i n d  t h a t  

i n  Peninsula and Marin s u b s t a n t i a l l y  smal le r  proport ions,  4% and 3%. 

r e spec t ive ly ,  f i n d  employment w i t h i n  t h e i r  own general  a r e a s  of r e s i -  

dence. I n  f a c t ,  a s  f a r  a s  t h e  Peninsula i s  concerned, a somewhat 

g r e a t e r  proportion,45%, work i n  San Francisco; t h e  same r e l a t i o n s h i p  

holda f o r  Marin, w i th  4 s  working i n  San Francisco.  There i s  a 

n e g l i g i b l e  amount of "crossingn San Francisoo by Peninsula household 

heads or Marin household heads i n  order  t o  f i n d  e m p l o p n t  i n  t h e  

opposi te  suburbs: t h a t  is ,  few irlarin r e s i d e n t s  work on t h e  Peninsula 

or  v ice  ve r sa .  

Table 35; which concerns time needed t o  g e t  t o  work, shows t h e  r e l a -  

t i v e l y  g r e a t e r  t r a v e l i n g  t imes of Peninsula and h r i n  household heads 

as compared t o  those  l i v i n g  i n  San Francisoo: 1% of those  on t h e  

Peninsula r e q u i r e  more than 40  minutes t o  t r a v e l  t o  work; t h e  corres-  

ponding f i g u r e  f o r  h r i n  i s  26$, vrhile among San Francisco r e s i d e n t s  

only somewhat above 3% r e q u i r e  t r a v e l  t imes g r e a t e r  t h a n  4 0  minutes. 

Of course even some r e l a t i v e l y  long t r a v e l  t imes may occur wi th in  t h e  

l o c a l  suburban area, a s ,  f o r  ins tance ,  among d i s t a n t  Peninsula po in t s  

or a s  among more remote seot ions  of k r i n  county. 
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Table 35. 

T i m e  needed t o  Gat t o  Work 

l e s s  than 10-19 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60-69 70-79 80-89 90 min no ans. Total 
10 min. min. min min min min min min min up not 

@P 1~ 

San Franoisco 8 -8 25.2 19.6 12 -8 2 .O -8 -- .4 -- .8 29 -6 100 -0 

Peninsula 9 -0 18.0 17.0 16.0 9.0 3.0 5.0 1.0 -- -- 22 .O 100 .O 

Marin 20.0 11.0 3.0 15.0 18.0 1.0 6.0 2 .O 1.0 1.0 23 .O 100 .O 
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Sect ion  5: Organizat ional  Membership 

I n  considering membership i n  organizat ions,  (Table 36). we f i n d  r e l a -  

t i v e l y  higher  involvenent i n  organiza t ional  l i f e  of a l l  kinds i n  t h e  

suburbs than  i n  San Francisco proper. This  i s  t r u e  both  f o r  membership 

i n  Jen i sh  and non-Jerrish organizat ions,  a s  ~ ' rel l  a s  i n  terms of t h e  

nunber of organizat ions t o  which household heads belong. I n  a l l  a reas ,  

t h e  propor t ions  of membership i n  genera l  organizat ions exceeds t h e  

corresponding propor t ions  f o r  Jevrish organizat ions.  

I n  Sen Francisco, if a household head i s  a t  a l l  a member of one or more 

Jenish  organizat ions,  t h e  average number of Jewish organiza t ions  t o  

which he ( s t a t i s t i c a l l y )  belones i s  1.63; t h e  corresponding f i g u r e s  

f o r  Peninsula and i i a r in  a r e  higher ,  1.93 and 1.83. 

The g r e a t e s t  numerical frequency of involvement i n  genera l  organizat ions 

occurs i n  t h e  Peninsula: h e r e  t h e  average Jewish household head, i f  

he belongs t o  genera l  organizat ions a t  a l l ,  i s  a member of between 

two and t h r e e  such a s soc ia t ions ;  (2.39 happens t o  be t h e  s t a t i s t i c a l  

average).  

Another measure of organiza t ional  involvement i s  cons t i t u t ed  by t h e  

number of organizat ion meetings a t tended monthly, (Table 37.). Here 
ropor t ion  

vre f i n d  t h a t  i n  San Francisco t h e  A t t e n d i n g  no organiza t ion  meet- - 
ings t y p i c a l l y  i s  g r e a t e r  than  t h e  corresponding propor t ion  i n  t h e  

suburbs; i n  other  words, i n t e n s i t y  of organiza t ional  involvement 
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appears t o  be quant i ta t ively  greater i n  the  suburbs than i n  the  c i ty .  

Once more, attendance a t  general organization meetings appears t o  be 

more frequent than atteadance a t  Jevriah organization meetings. 



Table 36. 

Membership i n  Orgnnizations (Household Heads) 

belongs t o  belonss t o  Av g. no. of kvg. no of 
one or more one or more Jewish orgs. general orgs. 
Jewish orgs. General orgs. belonged t o  (*) belonged t o  (*) 

San Francisco 37.2 

Peninsula 46 .O 

ldarin 52 -0 

(*) Computed only f o r  those b e l o n g i q  t o  one or more organizat ions; ,  t h i s  i s  a measure of amount 
of membership f o r  members considered separately.  



Table 37. 

Number of Organization ivIeetings Attended per Month 1 (Household heads) 

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 UP no answer Total 

Jmi shOrgs .  82.0 8.8 2.8 1.6 2.0 -4 1.6 -8 100.0 
Ssn Franoisco 

General Orgs. 14.8 11.2 4.4 3.2 4.0 .4 2.0 -- 100.0 

Jewish Orgs. 74.0 9.0 4.0 3.0 2.0 1.0 7.0 -- 100.0 
Peninsula 

General Orgs. 56.0 15.0 7.0 5.0 7.0 4.0 5.0 1.0 100.0 

Jevrish Orgs . 79.0 8.0 8.0 2.0 2.0 -- 1.0 -- 100 .O 
Marin 

General Orgs. 64.0 13.0 6.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 11.0 -- 100.0 



Sec t ion  6: A t t i t u d e s  

One important aspec t  of a f u l l  understznding of t h e  Jewish cornunity i s  

t h e  p a t t e r n  of a t t i t u d e s  of i t s  members. The present  a n a l y s i s  provides 

a p a r t i a l  i n d i c a t i o n  of a t t i t u d e s  t m a r d  a v a r i e t y  of t o p i c s ,  a s  pro- 

vided by t h e  person (or  persons)  who responded t o  t h e  in terv iewer ' s  

quest ions.  One recognizes,  of course, t h a t  a t t i t u d e s  do n o t  necessa r i ly  

imply behavior cons i s t en t  w i t h  t h e  a t t i t u d e  i t s e l f ;  people o f t en  

express  opinions vrhich d i f f e r  from t h e i r  ac t ions .  S t i l l ,  t h e  web of 

a t t i t u d e s  s i g n i f i c a n t l y  oondit ions t h e  o r i en ta t ions  of human a c t i v i t y  

and the re fo re  i s  of i n t e r e s t .  

Table 38.; summarizes a t t i t u d e s  t m a r d  t h e  necess i ty  of Jev~ish educa- 

t i o n .  It i s  found t h a t  i n  a l l  t h r e e  a reas ,  though t o  a l e s s e r  degree - 
i n  Marin, t h e  opihion i s  expressed by a major i ty  t h a t  Jewish chi ldren  

must have some Jewish education. This more compulsory a t t i t u d e  con- - 
t r a s t s  w i t h  t h e  somewhat more permissive no t ion  t h a t  Jewish chi ldren  

should have some Jewish education. It i s  t h i s  more permissive approach 

t h a t  i s  endorsed t o  a g r e a t e r  ex ten t  i n  Llarin. A t  t h e  more negat ive  

end of t h e  sca l e ,  only small minor i t i e s  opine t h a t  Jewish chi ldren  need 

n o t  or  should not  have Jewish education. 

Table 39.; concerns a t t i t u d e s  toward t h e  s e v e r i t y  of anti-Semitism 

in t h e  l o c a l  a r ea .  Anti-Semitism i s  judged t o  be an e d r e m e l y  se r ious  

or  a f a i r l y  se r ious  problem more of ten  i n  San Francisco than  i n  the  

suburbs. There a r e  s u b s t a n t i a l  d i f f e rences  among t h e  t h r e e  a r e a s  a s  

t o  whether anti-Semitism i s  no problem a t  a l l .  Liore than  6@ i n  t h e  



Table 38. 

At t i t ude  tcward necess i ty  of Jewish Eduontion (*) 

Jewish ohi ldren  

must have - should have "need not"  or  - no answer 
J. educ. J. eduo. "should - not" have 

J. educat ion  

San Francisco 62 .O 

Peninsula 65 .O 

Marin 50.0 

(+) a l l  a t t i t u d e  t a b l e s  r e f l e c t  answers of p r inb ipa l  respondent i n  householdr head of household 
member if only one respondent was present .  Future ana lyses  w i l l  attern$ age-sex breakdowns, 
oont ras t ing  d i f f e r e n t  respondent sub-groups.. 
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Peninsula hold t h a t  anti-Semitism a s  a problem i s  negl ig ib le ;  i n  k r i n  

42% believe t h a t  anti-Semitism i s  no problem, vrhile t h e  percentage i n  San 

Francisco i s  only 21.5%. Clearly the soc ia l  climate of t h e  suburbs 

appears t o  be l e s s  af feoted  by a concern wi th  anti-Semitism than holds i n  

t h e  urban area,  but d i f ferences  of some s i z e  even d i s t ingu i sh  the tvro 

suburbs. 

It i s  i n t e r e s t i n g  t o  observe t h a t  t h i s  a t t i t u d e  toward t h e  sever i ty  

of anti-Semitism i s  r e f l ec ted  only mildly when we examine recol lec t ions  

of personal  experience with anti-Semitism, (Table 403. It i s  t r u e  t h a t  

somewhat g rea te r  proportions i n  San Francisco i n d i c a t e  t h a t  they have 

had personal  experience with anti-Semitism, (29.6%). but the  contras t  

wi th  Peninsula and ihrin i s  s l i g h t ;  22% and 20%, respectively,  reported 

anti-Semitic experiences. This f ind ing  suggests t h a t  concern with a n t i -  

Semitism i s  t h e  r e s u l t  of a more complex system of expectat ions and 

events of vrhioh d i r e o t  contact with anti-Semitic inc idents  i s  only a 

r e l a t i v e l y  small pa r t .  

An inquiry  was d i rec ted  toward the  respondents concerning impact of 

Jwrishness on t h e i r  occupstional l i f e ,  (Table 41.). Here we m u s t  ccn- 

s i d e r  t h a t  some respondents had not  been members of t h e  labor market and 

t h a t  therefore  t h i s  quest ion does not f u l l y  apply t o  them. 

I n  a l l  a reas ,  the  vas t  majori ty agrees t h a t  being Jewish had made no 

di f ference  e i t h e r  i n  t h e i r  seeking a job or i n  t h e i r  advancenent on 

the  job. In San Francisco and Peninsula t h e  small minor i t ies  who viewed 



Table 40. 

San Franoisco 

Peninsula 

b r i n  

Personal Sxperience with Anti-Semitism 

Has hnd pers. exper. Has not had pers. exper. 110 ansvrer Total 
with linti-Semitism with hiti- Semitism 
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Je~rishness a s  having hindered them exceeded the small minorities vrho 

v i c ~ e d  Je~rishness as  a posit ive aid i n  t h e i r  occupational adjustment. 

On the  other hand, i n  h r i n  (though the difference i s  probably not 

very s ignif icant)  a somrhat greater proportion considered t h e i r  Jewish- 

ness a help rather than a hindrance. 

There are  ra ther  substantial  differences among the three areas i n  

views concerning relat ions with non-Jewish neighbors, (Table 423. On 

the Peninsula, 4% stated tha t  relationships with non-Jevrish neighbors 

have been unusually warm and pleasant. n somewhat smaller proportion, 

28$, of Marin respohdents viewed t h e i r  contacts with non4ewish neigh- 

bors a s  being unusually warm and pleasant, while the proportion i n  San 

Francisco shrinks t o  19.29b. I n  part ,  the  differenoe involving San 

Francisco m y  be accounted f o r  by the finding that i n  San Francisco 

11.@ indicated tha t  e i ther  they had had no contact with t h e i r  non- 

Jewish neighbors, or t ha t  the i r  immediate neighborhood was almost 

en t i re ly  Jewish. 

The proportion of respondents expressing clearly negative feelings cm- 

oerning relat ions with non-Jewish neighbors i s  very small, being l e s s  

than % i n  San Francisco and Marin and n i l  on the Peninsula. 

I n  the measurement of a t t i t udes  t m ~ a r d  Jmiish Community agoncioe. an 

attempt was made t o  assess  the awareness of alld contact with Jewish 

community agencies among adult  members of Jewish households. (Table 43 .) . 



Table 42. 

At t i tude  twrard Relat ions wi th  lion-Jwiish Ne ibbors  

Unusually reasonably n e i t h e r  occaeionally always no contact  neighbrhd no To ta l  
warm and warm and pleasant  (o r  somewhat) (or  ser iously)  wi th  non-J almost a n s  
p leasant  p leasant  nor  unplea- unpleasant unpleasa i t  neighbors e n t i r e l y  J . vrer 

ec n t  

San Francisco 19.2 49 .6 14.0 1.6 

Peninsula 41.0 43 -0 1390 -- 
Yarin 28 -0 49.0 14.0 2.- 



Results reported i n  this table pertain t o  San Francisco only. Two 

measures are  provided; one of contact with and/or awareness of the 

agency, and one of ac tua l  contact n i t h  the agenoy. Obviously any kind 

of oontact implies awareness while the reaerse i s  not neoessarily true.  

For present purposes, contact with the agency may involve use of i t s  

f a c i l i t i e s ,  service on i t s  bonrds, casual v i s i t s ,  or n q  other d i r ec t  

"meeting" of respondent and agency; clearly t h i s  measure i s  not a ser-  

vice s t a t i s t i c .  

The agenoies f a l l  within four f a i r l y  d i s t inc t  groups of "vis ibi l i ty" ,  

a s  defined by contact plus awareness. The two most v i s ib le  are  Mount 

Zion Hospital and the  San Francisco Jevrish Commmity Center: more 

than 8% of adult  Jewish household members have had contact with 

e i ther  of these agenoies or had been alriare of t he i r  existence. Further, 

almost one-third have had contact with Mount Zion Hospital and almost 

one-fifth with the San Francisco Jevrish Community Center. 

I n  the seoond v i s i b i l i t y  bracket we find the following: The Hebrew 

Home f o r  Aged Disabled, the Jewish Welfare Federation, and Homewood 

Terrace: between 55% and 6296 a re  aware of and/or have had contact 

with eaoh of these three  agencies. ( I t  should be noted i n  oonnection 

vdth the peroentage f o r  the Jewish Vielfare Federation tha t  the ident i -  

f i ca t ion  of t he  interviewer indioated that  the survey was being con- 

ducted under the auapioes of the Jewish Welfare Federation so t h a t  t h i s  



Table 43. 

(San Francisco only): Aviareness of, and Contact with Jewish Community Agencies (adult  members of household) 

Mount Zion Hospital 

S.F. Je~rish Cornmunit: Centr r 

Ileb. H. for  Aged Diar  ]led 

. . 
Jewish !<elfare Feder~. :ion 

Iiome~.iocd Terrace 

Jeviish Family Service 

Emanu-21 hs idence  Club 

H e b m  Free Loan issoc. 

S..F.Com for  Service t o  j h g r e s  

S.F.\Teter~ns Service Corn. 

Jew. Community 1;elations Council 

Bureau of Jewish Gducation 

Jeu. Com.f o r  Persona 1 Service 

C ontact with 
and / o r  
awareness of 
agenoy 

Contact 
with 

Agenoy 
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m y  have increased t h e  "awareness quotient" f o r  t h i s  agency a s  shown 

i n  the  present  analys is .  

The t h i r d  bracket  of v i s i b i l i t y  i s  composed of t h e  Jewish Family Service. 

t h e  Emanu-El Residence Club, t h e  Hebrw Free Loan Association, and t h e  

San Francisco Committee f o r  Service t o  Emigres. Between 3% and 43% 

had awareness of, or contac t  wi th  these  agencies. 

The l e a s t  v i s i b l e  agency group, wi th  awareness quot ients  ranging from 

14% t o  l e s s  than  l9$, i s  composed of t h e  San Francisco Veterans Service 

Committee, t h e  J w i s h  Cornunity Rela t ions  Council, t h e  Bureau of Jewish 

Education and the  Jenish  Committee f o r  Personal  Service. 

It i s  apparent t h n t  the  existence of physical  f a c i l i t i e s  s u b s t a n t i a l l y  

cont r ibutes  t o  an agency's v i s i b i l i t y ,  and that t h e  higher the  degree 

of s p e c i a l i z a t i o n  of an  agency t h e  lower i t s  obvious impact on the  

perceptions of t h e  Jewish population. 



Sect ion  7: ZIarital  S t a tus  and Na t iv i ty  

Data concerning LIarital S t a t u s  - persons 15  y r s  and up a r e  shorn 

i n  Table 44. The proport ions f o r  males v a r y  bu t  l i t t l e  amag  

t h e  t h r e e  a reas .  The incidence of widowhood i s  g r e a t e s t  i n  

San Francisco. Supporting r e s u l t s  of many o ther  s t u d i e s ,  in a l l  

t h r e e  a r e a s ,  t h e  number of vridmed females f a r  exceeds t h a t  of 

widawd males. I n  addi t ion ,  t h e  proport ion of divorced o r  separa ted  

f e m l e s  i s  c o n s i s t e n t l y  g r e a t e r  than t h  males. 

TABLE 44 

Mari ta l  S t a t u s  

Hales  1 8  Y r s .  Old Females 16 Y r s .  Old 
and Up and Up 

S. F. Peninsula Marin S. F. Peninsula &ria 

Married 79.9 81.9 77.2 62.9 71.4 76.3 

Single  12.8 15.2 15  .2 16.4 13.1 8.2 

lylidowed 5.5 n i l  5.7 15.6 9.8 10.0 

Divorced 1.8 2.9 1 a9 5.1 5.7 5 a5 
o r  Separated - - - - - - 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



Table 45 oape Place of B i r t h  among t h e  t'nree count ies  of 

t h e  study. The g r e a t e s t  proport ion of fo re ign  b i r t h  i s  found 

i n  San Francisco proper, 17hile proport ions on t h e  Peninsula and 

i n  Marin a r e  n e a r l y  equal. 

TABLE 45 

S. F. 

Peninsula 

Marin 

Plaoe Of B i r t h  

U. S. Born Foreign Born No Answer Total  

71.5 26.0 2.6. 100 .O 



Section 8: Opinions Concerning Community Needs 

A Number of survey questions d e a l t w i t h  q u a l i t a t i v e  matters  focus- 

ing  p a r t i c u l a r l y  on needs of t h e  aged and on general  r e l ig ious ,  

r ec rea t iona l  and medical needs. 

h e  quest ion (quest ion 64) concern@; i t s e l f  w i t h  recent  i l l n e s s  

of persons 60 years  o ld  and up and wi th  f a c i l i t i e s  used i n  meeting 

t h e  demnds of +he i l l n e s s .  2%Wii?iiiaee: mentioned most f requent ly  

were those of the  h e a r t ,  i n t e s t i n a l  d isordere  and musoular d is -  

orders. N t .  Zion ms t h e  hosp i t a l  resource u t i l i z e d  most frequently,  

however, Raiser  and t h e  Kaiser hea l th  plan was mentioned often. 

In  most oases,  it was t h e  respondent o r  h i s  family who bore t h e  

c o s t  Of medical care  and when no hosp i t a l  rras required, p r iva te  

doctors  were t y p i c a l l y  used. 

quest ion 65 d i r e c t s  i t s e l f  t o  community se rv ices  and f a c i l i t i e s  

reouired by t h e  aged. The need f o r  r ec rea t iona l  and s o c i a l  f a c i l -  

i t i e s  by f a r  out  ranks any other  needs a s  mentioned. Next i n  

frequency was t h e  ne& for more. homes f o r  the  aged and r e s t  

homes, follmred by request f o r  low cost  medioal and h e a l t h  care 

and by o ther  r e h a b i l i t a t i o n ,  education and job guidance activities 

General housing needs, r e l i g i o u s  needs and t r anspor ta t ion  require-  

ments were noted l e s s  often. 



Question 66-A d e a l s  7i~ith Jewish family r e l i g i o u s  needs; expanded o r  

imprwed r e l i g i o u s  eduoation f o r  ch i ld ren  a s  wel l  a s  a d u l t s  

received t h e  g r e a t e s t  number of mentions. There was much d i s -  

cussion of f i n a n c i a l  problems connected wi th  Synagogues and Temples. 

I n  t h i s  connection, concern was expressed both wi th  high c o s t  of 

r egu la r  membership, a s  wel l  a s  c o s t  of High Holiday t i o k e t s .  

Other r ra t te rs  t h a t  were mentioned included var ious  phi losophical  

con t rove r s i e s  and c o n f l i o t ,  demands f o r  additional Tenple building6 

and f e e l i n g s  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between congregation and Rabbi needed t o  

be c lose r .  

Question 66-B d i r e c t s  i t s e l f  t o  r ec rea t iona l  needs. There were 

demands f o r  expanded and imprwed rec rea t ion  c e n t e r s ,  inc luding  

both Jewish community c e n t e r s  and f a c i l i t i e s  w i th in  t h e  frame work 

of Synagogues and Temples. There was sca t t e red  mention of need f o r  

swimming pools, playgrounds and a v a r i e t y  of o ther  physical f a c i l i t i e s .  

Also t h e r e  were many mentions roqueet-g improved clubs and organiza t ion  

programs. Hawever, f i n a n c i a l  problems r e s t r i c t i n g  l e i s u r e  a c t i v i t i e s  

were s t r e s sed  b y  many. An em,,hasis on con tac t s  w i t h i n  t h e  Jewish 

community predominated. 

Quest ion 66-C d e a l t w i t h  general  medical and h e a l t h  needs. By f a r  

t h e  most f requent ly  mentioned needs concerned low c o s t  medical oare. 

Next i n  frequency was concern f o r  improved hea l th  insurance coverage and 

o ther  insurance programs. i i iscel laneous expressions fooussed on h e a l t h  

needs of t h e  aged and on dornandn f o r  b o t t e r  h o ~ l v i t a l s ,  doc tors  and 

preventive medicine. 



PART 111 : AGE-SEX AirxLYSIS 

This portion of the report is  designed t o  present selected items of 

survey information a s  analyzed i n  terms of aze-sex categories. It 

is the purpose of this analysis t o  consider variations among young 

people and older people, and among men and worflen, t ha t  nlay prove 

helpful t o  soc ia l  planning. IJecessaril:~, the infomation provided 

needed t o  he selective.  In some instances data are  prcvided only f o r  

San Francisco; i n  others, r e su l t s  are  comruted separatel.: f o r  San 

Francisco, 1:arin County, and the Fecinsula. Likerrise, f o r  specif ic  

questions re la t ive ly  broad a::e categories are  enployed, and data f o r  

men and women are  conhined when there ,!as no reason t o  expect major 

sex differenccs. I n  eeneral, the  broader the age bracket chosen, and 

the fewer the items incorporated i n  a given breakdown, the greater the 

r e l i a h i l i t g  of resul ts .  

Table L6*- shows the brea1:dovm of marital  s ta tus  f o r  San Francisco 

males and females, aTe 15 years and up. I n  each group the proportion 

of married persons under age 19 is n i l .  For males, the prevalence of 

exis t ing narriage i s  greatest  i n  the h5-59 age range, f o r  f emles ,  

the greatest  frequency of e ~ s t i n g  marriage appears i n  the 30-WI age 

range. This, of course, r e f l ec t s  the usual age d i f f e ren t i a l  between 

husband aral wife. 

* In  tables  t h a t  follow, the word "ni l"  designates very m a l l  percentages 
( less  than one per cent).  It does not necessarily mean a complete absence 
of resnonses. 



Widwrhood becomes s i s n i f i o a n t  i n  t h e  45-59 age range i n  which 11.58 

of females a r e  vridows. The proportion grows t o  lt3.8$ fo r  ages 60-64 

and r i s e s  t o  an extremely high 5 6 . s  beyond t h e  65 age mark. A s  is 

t y p i c a l ,  t h e  proport ion of s idmrs s u b s t a n t i a l l y  exceeds t h e  proport ion 

of widowers; among men age 65 and up, only 23.1% a r e  vridmrers. 

The incidence of divorce o r  separa t ion  appears somewhat g rea te r  fo r  

females than  f o r  males, a l though t h e  r e ln t ionsh ip  f o r  t h e  o l d e r  age 

bracket  reverses  by a small margin. P a r t i c u l a r l y ,  f o r  ages 30-64, a 

s i g n i f i c a n t  proport ion of divoroed (5.8 - 6.5%) i s  found. The proport ion 

of unmarried, ( s i n g l e ) ,  drops s u b s t a n t i a l l y  beyond the  29 year  point 

both f o r  men and vromen. 

i 'hr i tal  S ta tus  (S.F.) 
Males City-Vide 

15-19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65-up A v e r a ~ e  

Single  100.0 53.8 10.0 4.7 n i l  5.1 12.8 

!'{id wred n i l  n i l  1.4 n i  1 8.7 23.1 5.5 

Divorced n i l  n i l *  1.4 n i l  4.3 5.1 1.8 
( o r  Sep.) ------ - 

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 .o 

Females CityJTide 
15-19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65-up Average 

Married ni l** 62.5 83.1 74.6 56.1 29.4 62.9 

Single 100.0 34.4 9.1 8 , l  18.8 9.8 16.4 

midowed n i l  n i l  1.3 11.5 18.8 56.9 15.6 

Divorced n i l  3.1 6.5 5 -8 6.3 3.9 5.1 

*There may not  be  an exact  mathematioal r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  weighted 
average and t h e  "City47ide Average" i f  t h e  l a t t e r  represents  household 
heads only. Data f o r  household heads only w i l l  be designated by H.H. 

**Nil i n d i c a t e s  fisrcontages whioh a r e  neg l ig ib le  o r  l e s s  than  1% aocording t o  
sample r e su l t s .  



Table 47 summarizes r e s u l t s  conccming place of b i r t h .  The assump- 

t i o n  t h a t  t h e  younger population i s  becoming almost e n t i r e l y  na t ive-  

born i s  subs tan t i a t ed .  I n  excess  of 94% of those 29 years  and under 

a r e  U.S. born. The proport ion of native-born becomes s m l l e r ,  and 

of course,  t h e  proport ion of foreign-born increases  wi th  inc reas ing  

age. 

TABLE 47 

Place of B i r th  ( S .  F.) 

29 y r s .  old 30-64 65 y r s .  old City-Wide 
and under and up Averages 

U. S. Born 94.1 66.2 41.1 71.8 

Foreign Born 3.9 31.7 57.8 26.3 



An index of Jewish population mobi l i ty  measuring t h e  frequency of changes i n  

residenoe i s  p r w i d e d  by Table 48. It appears  t h a t  t h e  age range from 2 0 4 4  

i s  cha rac te r i zed  by t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  g r e a t e s t  number of p r i o r  mwes. This i s  

a l s o  shown by t h e  proport ion of those having moved t h r e e  o r  more t imes i n  

t h e  preceding t e n  years :  40.5% i n  t h e  20-29 age bracket  and 37.6% i n  t h e  

30-44 age bracket .  Among young ch i ld ren ,  t h e  very  f a c t  of youth limits 

t h e  number of yea r s  a v a i l a b l e  wi th in  which changes i n  residence may have 

occurred. S t a b i l i t y  of a more conventional s o r t  can  be noted t o  oormnence 

a t  t h e  45 year  age point ,  becoming inc reas ing ly  pronounced i n  t h e  o lder  age  . 

oategor ies .  

TABLE 48 

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

14 Y r s .  Old 15-19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 Up City-Wide 
and Under Averages 

Avg. No. .95 1.28 2.14 2.19 1.18 1.19 .86 1.58 
of Mwe a 

Peroent 14.6 22.2 40.5 37.6 14.4 13.5 7.1 23.2 
Having Moved 
3 or More 
Times 
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An a n a l y s i s  of r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i n  San Francisco, considered 

i n  terms of age,  i s  shmm i n  Table 49. The data  i n d i c a t e  t h e  family's 

r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  - a s  provided by t h e  comments of t h e  respon- 

dent - f o r  a l l  age groups, including chi ldren ,  who, of course, were n o t  

d i r e c t l y  intervievred. The g r e a t e s t  proportion of i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  of any 

s o r t  appears  i n  t h o s e  fami l ios  having ch i ld ren  between t h e  ages of 

15-19. Also, w i th in  t h i s  age range Reform i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  dominates by 

a  s i g n i f i c a n t  margin. However, Ref o m  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  a l s o  c  m s t i t u t e e  

t h e  l a r g e s t  s i n g l e  o r i e n t a t i o n  fo r  a l l  o ther  age categories .  The propor- 

t i o n  of Non-identifiying i s  h ighes t  i n  t h e  f a m i l i e s  of t h e  young, f o r  

t h e  30-44 age group, and among t h e  aged. Orthodm i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  i s  

h ighes t  f o r  t h o s e  beyond age  45. It should be noted t h a t  t hese  s t a t i s t i c s  

r e f l e c t  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  f o r  t h e  family u n i t  a s  measured by t h e  respondent's 

s e l f -desc r ip t ion  and d o  not  r e f l e c t  f a o t  of non-Jewish or  Jewish b i r th .  

TABLE 49 

xe l ig ious  I d e n t i f i c a t i o n  (S. F.) 

14 yrs .  old 15-19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 up City-Wide 
and under ~vera~es(H.H.)  

Xher  Jewish n i l  4.6 n i l  7  .7 2 -5 2.2 1 .O ' 
Jon-Jsmish .7 n i l  11.1 5.4 4.6 7.5 n i l  4.4 
Ident i f ica t ion* 

No Answer 6;5 n i l  n i l  2.2 4.5 7.5 7.5 1.0 
l o o . o m m o l i r l o o ; o m m  - 100 .o 

*Be d i s t i n m i s h e d  from Ncm-Jewish b i r t h .  



Table 50 analyzes congregation membership and plans t o  jo in  a 

congregation. It i s  found t h a t  f o r  San Francisco f ami l i e s  having 

ch i ld ren  between t h e  age of 5-19, congregation membership appears 

with g r e a t e s t  frequenoy: i n  excess of 60% belong t o  a congrep t ion .  

The 20-29 year range sharrs a c l e a r  d i p  i n  congregation membership 

w i t h  only 20% belonging. There i s  a moderate upswing i n  t h e  older  

age brackets  wi th  a minor r i s e  a t  age 60-64. 

The Mgures  i n  brackats  i n d i c a t e  proportions planning t o  jo in  a oongre- 

ga t ion  i n  the  future. It i s  noteworthy iAat both  t h e  20-29 yea r  

group and t h e  under-4 year group. shwving lcw present congregation 

membership, most f r equen t ly  reveal  plans f o r  eventual  congregation 

membership. Spec i f i ca l ly ,  i n  f ami l i e s  wi th  ch i ld ren  under 4, 

59.7% say they  may j o i n  a congregation soon o r  wi th in  f i v e  years. 

Likewise, i n  f ami l i e s  w i t h  members i n  the 20-29 year group, i n  excess 

of 42% harm plans t o  jo ln  a congregation. On t h e  other hand it would 

appear t h a t  t y p i c a l l y  t h e  "die i s  o a s t "  once t h e  30 year  age mark is  

reached; from t h i s  point  on, s m l l e r  proportions in tend t o  jo in  a 

congregation and t h e  v a r i a t i o n s  i n  membership and nm-~mbelship . '  

a r e  r e l a t i v e l y  s m l l .  The f indings suggest a s u b s t a n t i a l  r e l a t i o n -  

sh ip  between age  and congregation membership w i t h  p a r t i c u l a r l y  

high membership in  t h e  5-19 yea r  range, and s i g n i f i c a n t  "readiness1' 

t o  jo in  by young fami l i e s  whose a d u l t  members a r e  age  20-29, and 

whose c h i l d r e n  a r e  under t h e  age of 4. 



Congregation Membership and Jo in ing  Plane (s. F.) 

4 and 5-14 15-19 20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 up City-wide 
under Average (HB) 

Belong 7.9 64.0 62.0 20.0 38.1 45.7 46.2 35.6 37.6 

Do n o t  89.5 33.0 28.6 75.5 58.5 51.0 5308 64.4 59.2 
Belong 

DK-NA r e .  2 .6 S.0 9.4 4.5 3.4 3.3 n i l  n i l  3 -2 
Belonging 

I I------ 

10060 100-0 100,o 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 r00,o 

w i l l  BcC (18.4) (15.0) (28.6) (22.2) (35.4) (27.2) (41.0) (48.9) 39.2 
Jo in  

J o i n  \Vithin (26.3) ( 2.0) ( n i l  ) (22.2) ( 6.8) ( 4.6) ( n i l  ) ( 3.3) 6.0 
5 Years 

Jo in  Within (31.6) (10.0) ( n i l  ) (20.0) (10.2) ( 8.6) ( 2.6) ( 4.4) 8.4 
1 Year. 

N w  Jo in ing  ( n i l  ) ( 3.0) ( n i l  ) ( n i l  ) ( 2.0) ( .7) ( n i l  ) ( n i l  ) .8 

"DKtl*-"NA"* (13.2) ( 3.0) ( n i l  ) (11.1) ( 4.1) ( 9.9) (10.2) ( 7.8) 4.8 
r e .  Jo in ing  

*"DK" abbrevia t ion  of Don't b o w  

*"NA" abbrevia t ion  o f  No Answer 
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Findings oonoerning at8endanoe a t  r e l i g i o u s  se rv ices  a r e  s h m  i n  Table 51. - 
If we regard a s  a r e l evan t  measure the  proport ion of r e l i g i o u s  serv ioe  

at tendanoe beyond High Holiday at tendanoe,  only (e.g. "oooasionally" t o  

"dai ly") ,  we f i n d  t h a t  t h e  most a c t i v e  age group8 a r e  those  wi th  members be- 

tween t h e  ages of 5-19 ( r e l i g i o u s  soh001 and i m e d i a t e  pos t - re l ig ious  

soh001 age)  and a d u l t s ,  ages 45-64. 1,mile t h e r e  i s  a r e l a t i v e  d i p  i n  

at tendanoe f o r  t hose  between t h e  ages of 20-44, an u p a r d  swing oocurs a t  

t h e  40 year  m r k  which continues through age 64, and then  deol ines  fo r  

t hose  beyond age 65. 

TABLE 5 1  

Religious Servioe Attendanoe (S?,:F.) 

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

Never 73.7 39.0 28.6 28.9 36.7 24,5 17.9 36.6 32.4 

High Holidays 21.1 24.0 14.3 44.4 33.3 25.2 33.3 26.7 30.8 
Only 

Ooonsionally 2.6 18.0 33.3 13.3 16.0 26.5 25.6 10.0 17.6 

Monthly 2.6 14.0 14.3 8.9 8.2 9.3 2.6 7.8 6 -4 

Frequently n i l  5.0 9.5 n i l  2.0 3.3 12.8 15.6 6 .O 

Weekly n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  2.0 2.6 1.1 1.6 

Dai 1 y n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  1,l 0.8 

NA n i l  n i l  n i l  4.5 4.8 9.2 5.2 2.1 4.4 



Table 52 provides a sumrmry of holiday and r i t u a l  obserwnces. 

Among young children age 4 and under, it is  t h e  l igh t ing  of Lhanuhh 

candles and attendance a t  Seder t h a t  a re  most frequently practiced. 

For oTiildren 5-14, by a narraw aargin, the  High Holidays, Y m  Kippur 

and Rosh Heshana, came t o  be the most frequently observed. For 

teenagers, 15-19, it is Seder attendance onoe more t h a t  has the  

highest incidence, although t h e  differenoe between Seder and H i &  

Holidays i s  small. In the other age categories, the High holidays . . 

and attendance of Seder continue t o  be the most fYequoM o b s e m c e s .  

Some minor holidays, such a s  Purim, Sukkoth and Sinhat Torah a l s o  

are  oelebrated often by those i n  the  5-19 group. 

Tfe f ind a general pattern with two s l igh t  peaks of obsemnoe 

frequenoy, one among t h e  young, currently or recently exposed t o  

Jewish education; ard one among the older, many ~f whm have gram 

up i n  the  cu l tura l  frame work stressing ritual observances. This 

i s  indicated by "Ritual Index II", which shwrs average proportions 

observing r i t u a l s  i n  each age category. This pattern i s  s imilar  

t o  one encountered previously in congregation mmbershlp and religious 

asmice attendame. 

The ve r t i ca l  column, headed "Ritual Index In, attempts t o  measure 

the r e l a t i ve  frequency d spec i f ic  holiday and r i t u a l  observance 

regardless of age categories. A s  expected, the  High Holidaya and 

Seder o b e e m w e s  predominate, with an average w e l l  i n  excess of 2/9 

observing these events and r i tua l s .  Following i n  frequency a re  the 

l igh t ing  of Chanukah candles, the l i gh t ing  of Friday night candles, 

the  celebration of Pulim, the  celebration of Sukkoth and t h e  oelebra- 

tion of Simhat Torah. 



The proport ions of t hose  f a s t i n g  on Yom Kippur range from 28.6% t o  46.2%, 

wi th  t h e  h ighes t  proport ions found i n  t h e  older  age brackets .  

For males, s u b s t a n t i a l  i~ ropor t ions  a t  a l l  age l e v e l s  have been Bar Mitzvah. 

Current ly some 3/4 of young men beoome Bar Mitzvah. The lawest  proportion 

i s  found i n  t h e  30-44 age group. 

TABLE 52 

Holiday and R i tua l  Observanaes 

4 and 5-14 15-19 20-29 50-44 45-59 60-64 65 up R i tua l  Index I 
under Avg. b y  Ri tua l  

Peroent Regu- 
l a r i t y  o r  Some- 
t imes Observing 
t h e  F o l l m i n g  
Ri tua ls  

Fr iday  Nighk 23.7 34.0 33.3 26.7 Z7r9 59.7 3609 33.3 81.8 
Candlea 

Chanukah 63.2 74.0 66.7 44.4 58.5 53.0 43.6 38.9 55 .5 
Candles 

Attend 
Seder 

Celebrate 13.2 32.0 23.8 11.1 13.6 17.9 26.6 26.6 20.4 
Sukkoth 

Celebrate 13.2 30.0 23.8 8.9 14.9 17.2 25.6 24.4 19.7 
Simhat lorah  

Celebrate 13.2 36.0 28.6 22.2 15.0 23.2 28.2 26.7 24.0 
Purim 

Observe Rosh 44.7 75.0 66.7 68.9 59.9 66.9 69.2 74.4 68.1 
Ha shanah 

Observe Ym 50.0 78.0 85.7 68.9 66.0 69.5 76.9 74.4 71.2 
Xi ppur 
R i t u a l  Index 

- - - - - - -  - 
Avg. by Age 36.0 53.9 54.8 ' 40.8 40.7 45.2 46.8 45.4 RH:45.f 

Peroent Fhnting - i n su f f .  28.6 33.3 29.3 38.4 46.2 42.2 HEI:32.8 
on Yom Kippur d a t a  

Peroent h!ales - 76.1* 77.8 61.5 67.1 73.4 73-9 66.7 FIH:69.5 
Bar Mitevah ('13-14 yr. age range) 



The frequency of Jewish education fo r  ch i ld ren  age 5-14, i s  shown i n  Table 53. 

A t  p resent ,  r e l a t i v e l y  t h e  h ighes t  proport ion i n  t h i s  age group en ro l l ed  i n  a 

Jewish school i s  found i n  San Francisco,  52%. The corresponding proport ions 

on t h e  Peninsula and hlarin a r e  4l.% and 37.8%. I n  a l l  . a reas ,  Sunday school 

predominates by an wemhelming margin over any o the r  Jewish educat ion 

approach. It i s ,  of course,  t h e  case t h a t  many Jewish ch i ld ren  not  enro l led  

i n  a Jcmish sohool, e i t h e r  had been en ro l l ed ,  o r  w i l l  e n r o l l  i n  t h e  fu ture :  

( see  Table 55) .  

Some evidence of accuracy of present  es t imates  i s  provided i n  Table 54, which 

shows a survey es t imate  of Sunday School enrollment of 4,944 a s  aga ins t  a 

repor ted  "actual"  f igu re  of 4,948. 

T A B U  53 

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

Now Enrolled Sunday Hebrew 
X ~ e x v i  sh School School School Other 

San Francisco 52 .O (46 .0) (6.0) (3.0) 

Peninsula 41.9 (40.0) (3.4) ( n i l )  

Marin 37.8 (37.8) ( n i l )  ( n i l )  

* Some ch i ld ren  may ba a t t end ing  more than  one type of school. Beyond 
sampling f l u c t u a t i o n s ,  t h i s  f a c t  accounts i n  p a r t  f o r  t h e  d i f f e rence  
between t h e  percentage of sample Hebrew school enrollment.  6.0%, and 
o f f i c a l  s t a t i s t i c s ,  es t imat ing  8.3"h. Some ch i l~dron  attend Hebrew 
school e.s wel l  a s  Sunday school. 



TABLE 54 

Correspondence Between Sample Results  and Available "Achal"  
School Enrollment S t a t i s t i c s  

According t o  t h e  s tudy 's  sample r e s u l t s  

46.0% of a n  e s t i & t e d  San Francisco c h i l d  population of 6,627 a r e  en ro l l ed  
i n  Sunday School. 

This  y i e l d s  an enrollment f igu re  of 3048 

Compared t o  "actual"  f igu re  of 3063 

For Peninsula, s i m i l a r l y  

40.M O f  4211 

Compared t o  "aotual" f igure  of 

For Marin, s i m i l a r l y  

37.H of 561 

Compared t o  "actual"  f i g u r s  of 

Survey e s t i m t e  t o t a l  4944 

"Actual" e s t i w t e  t o t a l  4948 



Turning t o  a n a l y s i s  of Jewish education f o r  persons 15  years  old and up, - 
we note t h e  r e s u l t s  of Table 55. Again, it i s  San Francisco t h a t  r e f l e o t s  

t h e  g r e a t e s t  prop or ti^ of p r i o r  enrollment i n  a Jewish school (72.6%), 

follcwred i n  t u r n  by t h e  Peninsula (65.5%) and by Mflrln (63.4%). Unlike t h e  

cu r ren t  s i t u a t i o n ,  i n  San Francisoo and on t h e  Peninsula, pre%ious attendanoe 

i n  e Hebrew Sohool or  Cheder ;redominates over attendance i n  a Sunday School. 

It i s  only i n  Marin t h a t  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i s  reversed. 

Almost 1/4 of t h e  persons of 15  years  and up have had more t h a n  s i x  years  of 

Jewish educat ion while  corresponding proportions on t h e  peninsula and Marin 

a r e  somewhat lower. 

TABLE 66 

Jewish Education: Persons 15 Yrs. Old and UP 

Ever Enrolled i n  Bmday Rebrew Sohool Other* More than  Six 
=ish School School (o r  Cheder) Yrs, Jewish 

Education 

Peninsula 65.6 (32.3) (36.2) (12.2) 14.0 

* Some persons may have at tended more than  one type  of School 1 "Other" 
inc ludes :  Yeshiva, p r iva te  i n s t r u c t i o n ,  ful l -day sohool, a d u l t  Jewish 
education, e-L-o. "rrivato i n s  trnotion" a .  p a r s  wi th  g r e a t e s t  frequency. 
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Table 56 summarlees t h e  inoidenoe of Xon-Jewish persons (defined by b i r t h ) .  

IP all *tee areas,San Franaisoo, Penicsula and Marin, i n  excess of 1% of 

persons under t h e  age of 29 a r e  oh i ld ren  of intermarriage,  o r  p a r t  Jewish. 

The h ighes t  proport ion of knm Non-Jewish persons is found i n  t h e  30-64 age 

group wi th  p a r t i o u l a r l y  high proportione e i~pea r ing  i n  Marin and on t h e  Peninsula. 

This beare  out p r i o r  f indings  oonoerning i n t e m r r i a g e  r a t e s ,  whioh were found 

t o  be h ighes t  i n  t h e  suburbs. 

TABLE 56 

1ncldeT.ao of Non-Jewiah Persons (defined by b i r t h )  

29 Yrs. Old -80-64 65 up Average 
, ) .  . and Under 

Non-Jewish 6 -4 9.2 1.1 6 -9 
S. F. 

Part-Jewish* 12 -3 2 -7 1.1 5 a2 

Non-Jewish 3.8 16 .O 8.7 9 .8 
Peninsula 

Part-Jewish 13.1 1.2 n i  1 6.7 

Non-Jewish 9.8 20.5 20 .O 16.3 
Marin 

Part-Jewish 10.6 n i  1 n i  1 4.1 

* Inoludes oh i ld ren  of intermarriage.  

This inc ludes  non-Jewish persons i n  households i d e n t i f l c d  as .Tcwish,  such as 
in termarr ied  t ipo:~s~s ,  i ~ . ~ r ~ - ~ . T c e i i  nh 1 .~ ln t ive f ,  ck?. 



Cata ooncerning ~ e n e r a l  ed.ucation l e v e l s  a r e  surmrarieed i n  Table 57, and 

s h m  i n  d e t a i l  i n  Table 58. For San Francisoo males, t h e  30-44 year  age 

group i s  composed of a  remarkably h igh  proport ion of o o l l e p  eduoated males, 

47.2% having obtained a  ool lege  degree or  post graduate d ip lo ra .  The 20-29 

year  age group p resen t ly  conta ins  30.4% of  co l l ege  graduates;  t h i s  f igu re  may 

be expeoted t o  inorease  a s  males i n  t h e i r  e a r l y  20's who a r e  present ly  i n  

co l lege ,  graduate.  Beyond t h e  45 year  mark t h e  proport ion of male co l l ege  

graduates  deol ines.  Among females, t h e r e  i s  a  cu r ren t  vogue of ool lege  

attendanoe h i o h  had not  been i n  ex is tence  i n  t h e  past .  

Ekamining t h e  negat ive measure of eduoation s t a t u s ,  attendanoe i n  granmnrr 

school only o r  l e s s ,  we note  t h a t  it i s  among t h e  o lde r  males and females t h a t  

t h e  g r e a t e s t  proport ions wi th  l imi t ed  educat ion a t ta inment  a r e  found. 

TABLE 57 

General Eduoation: S m r y  (s. F.) 
Citv-wide 

Males 

Females 

" 
A. College Graduate or  Post-Gradunte Degree Average (MI) - 30-44 - 

t 
60-64 65 up 

B. G r a m r  School or  Less 
20-29 65 UP 

n i l  11.4 23.4 34.8 46.1 



TABLE 58 

General Eduoation (S. F.) 

Less Than n i l  n i l  n i l  2.6 3.1 6.9 8.7 6.3 20.5 17.6 6.0 
Gramrnar Soh. 

Grammar n i l  3.1 11.4 13*0 20.3 19.5 26.1 22.5 25.6 S 5 ~ 5  20.4 
Sch. Only 

High Soh. 46.1 43.8 24.3 50.6 35.9 49.4 34.8 50.0 33.3 23.5 33.6 

Some 23.1 21.9 17.1 11.7 9.4 4.6 4.4 12.5 n i l  3.9 9.6 
College 

College 15.4 28.1 18.6 11.7 7.8 6.9 4.4 6.3 2.6 n i l  10.4 
Grad. 

Post- 15.4 3.1 28.6 3.9 15.6 4.6 17.4 n i l  5.1 2.0 14.8 
Grad. 

NA ni 1 n i l  n i l  6.5 7.9 8.1 4.3 2.4 12.9 17.7 5.2 

M i s  abbrevia t ion  f o r  Males 

F i s  abbrevia t ion  f o r  Females 



An analysis of occupation f o r  persons 15 years old and up i s  aham i n  

Table 59 with a oomparison between males and females appearing i n  

Table 60. In reviming the moupation pattern f o r  the Jewish labor 

foroe, we must reoel l  tha t  the re la t ive  percentage of families among 

the employed has pnrtioular impaot i n  inoreasing the s i se  of the c lo r i cd -  

and sa les  oategory, while reducing sonewhat t he  magnitude of the proprietor- 

manager oategory. However, taken a s  e whole, very substantial  proportions 

of professional and semi-professional persons a re  found i n  a l l  three major 

geographioal arena, with par t icular ly  high proportions noted i n  Marin 

and on the Peninsula (38.7% and 33% of the labor force respeotively). 

The proprietor-manager category var ies  l i t t l e  among the three areas 

with somewhat more than 1/4 employed i n  these oaoupations. Q t he  

other hand, the o le r ioa l  and sales  group i s  greatest  i n  Son Franoisoo. 

i n  pert  due t o  the greater number of employed women i n  San Franoisoo. 

&her j~b & oooupations, suoh a s  oraftsmen, foremen, operatives, 

servioe workers and laborers, aooount f o r  but a small proportion of 

the t o t a l  Jewish labor foroe i n  a l l  three areas. Likewise, unemploy- 

ment was re la t ive ly  low. considering tha t  survey interpiewing took 

plaoe durfng the 1958 recession. 

Table 60 showing age oomprisons underlines the great frequenoy of pro- 

fessional and semi-professional employment. In exoess of 35% of sub- 

urban males 15 years old and up f a l l  within the professional and semi- 

professional oategories. Among women, too, professional employment 

i s  frequent, ranging from 22.346 i n  Ran Frenoisoo t o  33.3% i n  h r i n .  
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Among men, 3/4 o r  nore  of t h e  t o t a l  po;~ulat ion e r e  members of  t h e  l abor  

force.  For women 21.1% e r e  i n  t h e  l abor  force  on t h e  Peninsula,  24.3% i n  

Marin, and 33.8% i n  San Fmnoisoo. 

TABLE 59 

Occupation (Tota l  Jewish Labor ~ o r o e )  Persons 15 Yrs. Old and UP 

6. F. Peninsula Marin Average 

Prof. & Semi-prof. 25 a 1  33.3 38.7 27.4 

Prop. Manag., Offic. 26.6 25 .O 28.3 26.3 

Cler ica l ,  Sa le s  35.1 27.7 18.8 32.9 

Cyaftsmen, Foremen 5.5 7.4 n i l  5.7 

Operatives 1.8 n i  1 3.8 1.5 

S e n i o e  Forkers  3 .O 2.8 8.5 3 -2 

Label-era .7 1.9 n i l  .9 

Unemployed 2.2 1.9 1.9 2.1 



TABLE 60 

Occupation (Persons I n  Labor Foroe Only) 

Mnles 15 Yrs. Old Females 15 Yrs. Old Avg. ~ v e r a ~ e  (*) 
and Up end Up (Persons (BE) 

15 Yrs. 
S. F. Peninsula Marin S. F. Peninsula Marin and Up) 

Profess ional  26.6 35.4 40.5 22.3 26.9 33.3 27.4 28.8 
and Semi-prof. 

P ropr i e to r s ,  33.9 28.0 32.9 12.8 15.4 14.8 26.3 29.0 
Managers, Offio. 

C le r i ca l ,  Sa les  24.9 22.0 16.5 54.3 46.2 25.9 32.9 28.7 

Craftamen, 7.9 9.8 n i l  1.0 n i  1 n i l  5 -7 6.8 
Foremen 

Operatives 1.7 n i  1 5.1 2.1 n i l  n i  1 1.5 1 .3 

Service Workers 2.8 n i l  3.8 3.2 11.5 22.2 3.2 3 -0 

Laborers 1.1 2 -4 n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  .9 1.2 

Unemployed 1.1 2.4 1.2 4.3 n i l  3.8 2.1 1.2 

Peroent In 
Iabor Foroe (81.2) (77.4) (75.2) (33.8) (21.1) (24.3) 

(*) Reminder: I n  t h i s  and o ther  t a b l e s ,  "EHn s tands  f o r  household heads. 



An a n a l y s i s  of language pnt te rns ,  a s  presented i n  Table 61 demonstrates 

t h e  r e l a t i v e l y  more f requent  use of Yiddish and German i n  t h e  o l d e r  

age groups. This,  of course, i s  a r e f l e o t i o n  of immigration and fo re ign  

b i r t h  among members of t h e  older  age groups. l f i i l e  t h e r e  a r e  i r r e g u l a r  

v a r i a t i o n s ,  between 12.8% and 21.1% of persona over  45 speak Yiddish i n  

every-day oonversnt ion a t  home; t h e  corresponding range of f i g u r e s  f o r  

German i s  14.8 t o  23.1%. Rele t ive ly  small proport ions speak Russian. 

Pol i sh ,  Frenoh and Spanish, wi th  f o r e i g n  language use found more o f t en  

among o lde r  persons 30 years  old and up. 

TABLE 61 

Language Pa t t e rns  (Every-dey Conversation i n  Home) 

14 and 15-19 20-29 30-44 45-69 60-64 65 up City-wide 
Under Average (E-I)(*) 

Yiddish 2.9 4 -8 6.7 8.2 17.9 12.8 21.1 12.8 

Russian n i l  n i  1 2.2 .7 4 -0 2.6 2.2 2 .O 

Pol i sh  1.4 n i  1 n i  1 2 .O 3.3 2.6 n i l  2 .O 

German. 5.1 n i l  n i  1 8.8 14.6 23.1 16.7 14 .O 

Frenoh 1.4 ni 1 n i l  3.4 2 .O 5 -1 1.1 (XI 

Spnniah 1.4 4.8 n i l  1.4 3.3 n i  1 n i  1 (XI 

* N u t  weighted by age; d a t a  f o r  households only. 

(X) Nut oomplted. 



Table 62 provides a n  age-sex breakdnvn, a s  wel l  a s  an a r e a  com- 

parison,  of membership i n  organizat ions.  By and l a r g e ,  i n  t h e  

t h e  younger age groups and i n  t h e  a d u l t  range, frequency of 

membership i n  general  organizat ions exceeds frequenoy of membership 

i n  s p e c i f i c a l l y  Jmvish organizat ions.  S l i g h t  exceptions t o  t h i s  

a r e  found f o r  San Francisco females. b o n g  o lder  p r s o n s ,  member- 

s h i p  i n  Jewish organizat ion predominates by s margin t h a t  i s  s l i g h t  

f o r  males b u t  s u b s t a n t i a l  f o r  females. An excel t ion  i s  found among 

s e n i o r  c i t i z e n s  i n  Karin, who appear more often a s  members of genera l  

organizations. 

General organizat ion membership r i s e s  somevrhat vrith inc reas ing  age. 

Among a d u l t s ,  Jewish organizat ion membership ranges from 30.6% t o  

54.4%, and among t h e  aged it ranges from 42.9% t o  5 2 . 6 .  Thus in 

t h e  a d u l t  gmup roughly between 1/3 and 1/2 belong t o  one o r  more 

Jewish organigations. 



Belong t o  10.9 
Jewish Orgts.  

Belong t o  29.1 
General Orgls. 

Belong t o  30.6 
J m i s h  Olgts .  

Be1 ong t o  56.5 
General Org' s . 

Belong t o  45.2 
Jewish Org7s. 

Belong t o  33.9 
General Orgf s. 

TABLE 62 

Membership I n  Organizations 
(Percent  Belonging) 

5-19 Males 

Peninsula ldarin S. F. 

17.9 28.6 34.8 

41.1 31 .O 25.8 

20-59 Males 

Peninsula Marin 8. F. 

48.1 52.6 37.2 

60 Up Males 

Peninsula Narin S. F. 

50 .O 52.6 51.5 

Average (HH) 

Belong t o  37 .2 46.0 52 .O 
Jewish Orgts. 

5-19 Females 

Peninsula Marin 

22.1 30.6 

33.8 33.3 

20-59 Females 

Peninsula Marin 

50.5 54.4 

60 Up Females 

Peninsula Marin 

50 .O 42.9 

Belong t o  46.4 62 .O 65 .O 
General Orgts. 
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Table 63, concerns ve teran  s t a t u s  f o r  San Francisco males. The h ighes t  

proport ion of ve terans  i s  found in t h e  30-44 age group (72.9%), r e f l e c t i n g  

p r imar i ly  t h e  World War I1 se rv ice  period. Korean ve terans  undoubtedly make 

up a subs tan t i a l  proport ion of t h e  20-29 age group, whi le  among those  ages 

of 60-64, we f ind  t h e  bulk of World War I veterans .  

TABLE 63 

20-29 30-44 45-59 60-64 65 Up Average 

Percent Veterans 38.5 72 -9 23.4 39.1 12.8 36 -5 



I n  t h e  s t u d i e s  of a t t i t u d e ,  r e a c t i o n  toward s e v e r i t y  of anti-Semitism i s  

considered i n  Table 64. Here, r a t h e r  s t r i k i n g  v a r i a t i o n  among geographic 

a r e a s  appear.  There a r e  add i t iona l  d i f f e rences  i n  a t t i t u d e  among age 

groups. On t h e  Peninsula,  t h e  proportion of those who be l i eve  t h a t  a n t i -  

Semitigm Is no problem, i s  h ighes t  f o r  a l l  age ca t egor i e s ,  although - 
frequency of t h i s  judgment d e c l i n e s  somewhat with inc reas ing  age;  o lde r  

people a r e  l e s s  l i k e l y  t o  f e e l  t h a t  anti-Semitism i s  not  a problem on 

t h e  Peninsula.  I n  San Francisco, anti-Semitism i s  regarded a s  being of 

l i t t l e  concern by only 15.6% t o  23.5%. The predominant a t t i t u d e  both i n  

San Francisco and Marin t ends  t o  be a view of anti-Semitism a s  a s l i g h t  

problem. 

A t t i t u d e  Toward Sever i ty  of Anti -Semiti- 

20 - 29 30 - 59 60 Up Average 
S. F. Penin. Marin S. F. Penin. Marin S. F. Penin. Marin (HH) 

Extremely 24.4 8.3 21.7 23.8 8.0 13.3 20.9 22.2 18.2 18.0 
o r  F a i r l y  
S a r i  ous 
Problem 

S l i g h t  53.3 8.3 43.5 51.0 29.3 51.5 45.4 11.1 36.4 42.7 
Problem 

No Problem 15.6 79.2 26.1 19.5 58.0 44.8 23.3 50.0 27.5 29.9 



A t t i t u d e s  toward t h e  necess i ty  of Jewish educat ion a r e  shmn i n  Table 65. 

In  general ,  t h e r e  i s  l i t t l e  a r t i c u l a t e ,  expressed opposi t ion t o  Jewish 

education. The d i f ferences  t h a t  appear primari ly separa te  those  who 

be l i eve  t h a t  Jewish ch i ld ren  must have Jewish educat ion a s  aga ins t  those  - 
whose f e e l i n e a r e  more permissive, i nd ica t ing  t h a t  Jewish ch i ld ren  should 

have Jewish education. I n  most ins tances  t h e  "must" view predominates 

over t h e  "should" view. This predominance of t h e  more compulsory a t t i t u d e  

i s  g r e a t e r  among t h e  o lder  psople than among t h e  young. The con t ra s t  i s  

l e s s  s t r i k i n g  i n  Marin than  e i t h e r  i n  San Francisco o r  im t h e  Peninsula. 

TABLE 65 

At t i tude  Tomrd Necessi ty of Jewish Fduoation 

20-29 30-59 60 Up Avg . 
S. F. Penin. Marin S. F. Penin Marin S. F. Penin. a r i n  (HB) 

Jewish Children 53.3 62.5 39.1 60.1 62 .7 51 .? 70.5 72.2 48.5 62.1 
Hust Hnvo - 
Jewish Education 

Jewish Children 40.0 20.8 43.5 35.9 29.3 58.5 23.3 19.4 30.3 31.6 
Should Have 
Jewish Education 

Jewish Children n i l  16.7 n i  1 1.7 5.3 6.3 3.1 2.8 12.1 3.1 
Should Not or  
Need N d t a a v e  - 
Jewi 8h Eduaati on 

NA-DK 6.7 n i l  17.4 2.3 2.7 3.5 3.1 5.6 9.1 3.2 

---------- 
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 



The a n a l y s i s  of evenings a t  home a s  a p a r t i a l  measure of l e i m r e  

appears  i n  Table 66. ?:Iost l i k e l y  t o  be a t  home two n i g h t s  a 

week o r  l e s s  i s  t h e  group of young women betweon t h e  ages of 

20-29; more t h a n  1/3 i n  t h i s  category a r e  a t  home on r a r e  

occasions only. The h ighes t  percent of presence i n  t h e  home 

6-7 n i g h t s  a week appears  in t h e  young age group, ages 5-14, 

followed by t h e  aged, age 65 and up; here,  2/3 o r  more remain 

a t  home f o r  t h e  period indica ted .  

S m a r i z i n g  t h e  da ta  by means of a "Stay A t  Home" Index, 

average propor t ions  a r e  computed f o r  each of t h e  varioua age 

ca t egor i e s  regard less  of  sex. Here, we f i n d  f u r t h e r  subs tant ia -  

t i o n  of t h e  p a t t e r n  showing most f requent  stay-at-home behavior 

f o r  t h e  young and t h e  o ld  wi th  a l a v e r  p l a t eau  i n  t h e  middle 

age range. 



TABLE 66 

Evenings A t  Home (s. F.) 

0 - 2 n i l  n i l  11.1 n i l  15.4 34.4 12.9 7.8 15.6 6.9 n i l  12.4 10.3 7.8 

NA 8.7 7.4 n i l  n i l  7.6 n i l  1.4 5.2 4.7 3.5 4.3 n i l  n i l  n i l  

"Stay 
A t  Home 
Index" 72.4 44.5 38.7 35.9 3706 4BcO 65 -7 



A d e t a i l e d  p i c tu re  of l e i s u r e  use i s  provided i n  Table 67, f o r .  

Children and Teenagers, and i n  Table 68 f o r  Adults and tho  A ~ o d ,  

San Francisco and P e ~ i n s u l a .  Undoubtedly, spec i f i c  purposes w i l l  

r equ i r e  a d e t a i l e d  examination of p a r t i c u l a r  l e i s u r e  time a c t i v i t i e s .  

Some broad gene ra l i za t ions ,  hmever ,  a r e  poss ib le .  For a l l  age 

groups, t h e  watching of TV ranks h igh  a s  a l e i s u r e  a c t i v i t y .  There 

i s  some tendency f o r  it t o  become more frequent  w i t h  inc reas ing  age, 

although t h e  p a t t e r n  i s  not  a r e g u l a r  one; present ly,  t h e  h ighes t  

i n s t ance  of TV a s  a r e c r e a t i o n a l  medium appears  f o r  aged males on 

t h e  Peninsula.  

Various p a r t i c i p a n t  s p o r t s  a r e  mentioned f requent ly  a ~ o n g  young 

people wi th  a decrease of mentions wi th  inc reas ing  age. A s  expected, 

males c o n s i s t e n t l y  s h w  higher  proport ion i n  t h e  s e l e c t i o n  of 

p a r t i c i p a n t  s p o r t s  a s  a form of  recreat ion.  

Club a c t i v i t i e s  appear t o  be t h e  chosen form of r ec rea t ion ,  

e s p e c i a l l y  among younger age groups 5-14 and among a d u l t -  age groups 

20-59 on t h e  Peninsula.  P a r t i c i p a t i v e  hobbies such a s  stamp col lec-  

t i o n ,  photcgraphy, and t h e  playing of musical instruments  a r e  

mentioned f r equen t ly  i n  t h e  younger groups, notable  i n  t h e  15-19 

age range, and t o  a l e s s e r  ex ten t  among a d u l t s ,  age 20-59. There 

i s  s m e  decrease i n  t h i s  hobby type  f o r  t h e  aged. 

Card playing i s  a chosen a c t i v i t y  among a s u b s t a n t i a l  proport ion a f  

t h e  a d u l t  populat ion i n  San Francisco, somewhat more s o  t h a n  on 

t h e  Peninsula. 



!:'atchine TV 

Socia l  A c t i v i t i e s  

s p o r t s  

Reading 

TABLE 67 

Leisure User Children, Teenagers 

San Franci  sco Peninsula 

5 - k 1 4  15. - '19 5 - 14 15 - 19 
1:I F M F M F M F 

Gardening 2.2 n i l  n i l  n i  1 n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  

TIork Around House n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  ;all 3.3 n i  1 n i l  

Clubs 15.2 3.7 11.1 8.3 28.9 16.7 9 a 1  n i l  

Stamps, Photog. Ins t runents ,e tc .  15.2 7.4 22.2 33.3 13.3 25.0 36.4 37.5 

Attends Theatre n i  1 1.9 n i l  n i l  n i  1 n i l  n i l  12.5 

Homevrork 

Socia l  Dancing 

Cards 

Music, Hi-Fi. 

4.3 7.4 22.2 25.0 n i  1 n i  1 n i l  n i l  

4.3 5.6 n i l  25.0 2.2 5 -0 n i l  25.0 

n i  1 n i l  n i l  n i l  2.2 n i l  n i l  n i l  

2.2 3.7 n i l  8.3 n i  1 6.7 n i l  12.5 



TABLE 68 

Leisure Use: Adults, k g ~ d  

1-latching TV 

Social  A c t i v i t i e s  

Sports  

Reading 

Gardening 

I7ork Around House 

Clubs 

Stamps. Fhoto., music 

Attends Theatre 

Homework 

Soc ia l  Dancing 

Cards 

Muaio, Hi-Fi 

San Francisoo 

2 .O 1.5 n i l  n i l  

4.8 n i l  1.6 1.5 

2 -7 4.1 n i l  n i  1 

14.3 18.4 19.4 20.0 

Peninsula 

59 60 Up 
F Lf F 

33.7 62.5 45.0 

21.1 18.8 25.0 

13.7 18.8 n i l  

52.6 43.8 30.0 

10.5 18.8 5.0 

4 -2 n i l  n i l  

18.9 n i l  15.0 

12.6 6.3 15.0 

12.6 12.5 20.0 

2.1 n i l  n i l  

1.1 n i l  n i l  

9.5 18.8 15.0 

10.6 n i l  10.0 



PART I V r  GECGTUL?HICnL AREA ANALYSIS 

This portion of t he  report  considers survey findings f o r  var ious  

census areas i n  San Francisoo and f o r  major Peninsula sections.* 

The area b r e a k d m i n  San Francisco a r e  comparable t o  those employed 

i n  the  1938 San Francisoo Jewish Population Study, directed by 

D r .  Samuel I~Ioment. The data reported i n  t h i s  par t  of the  reporb 

must be interpreted i n  l i gh t  of the varying number of Jewish 

household heads and persons i n  these areas a s  indicated raspeotively 

by Tables I and IV. The smaller the Jewish population i n  a given 

area, the  more var iable  are  the  study resul ts  l i ke ly  t o  be; i n  other 

words, greates t  r e l i a b i l i t y  may be assumed t o  ex i s t  i n  the  larger 

geographical sections, Also it should be noted t h a t  f o r  heterogeneous 

Ama A, Downtown, and for  Area !M, the  large but sparsely Jewish 

section. :south of Market St., information i s  based solely on 

samples of h m n  Jewish household heads (as necessitated by oonsidera- 

t i ons  of economy). A l l  other areas made use of more broadly repre- 

8entativ-e sample approaches, augmented by sampling from available l i s t s .  

Areas a r e  designated i n  acoordanoe vfith t he  names shcwn i n  Table 69. 

The reader should consider the  names used as  shorthand expressiona 

and should keep i n  mind actual  areas boundaries. 

e e * 
*If geographical area  data were t o  be adjusted t o  r e f l ec t  t h e i r  
appropriate proportions of Jewish population s ize  so tha t  a oity-wide 
composite would resu l t ,  comparison with data reported i n  Part I1 
would show some small discrepancies. This i s  due t o  the fao t  t h a t  
the city-wide data of Part I1  a r e  based on a cross-section ample, 
using proportionately more representative "area sample" data, while 
geographical area analyses neoessarily needed a l so  t o  u t i l i z e  
samples d r d  from l i s t s  of h c w n  J&sh households i n  addition t o  
more representative randm smples. 
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Table 69 s m r i e e s  a number of f a c t o r s  oonoerning Jewish population s t a b i l i t y  

and mobil i ty:  Time i n  Area, Timo i n  Home, Home h o r s h i p  and Plans t o  Move. 

The over-al l  p i c tu re  s h m s  considerable proport ions of household heads 

(21-52%) who have res ided  i n  Sen Francisco f o r  90 years  or  more. Rela t ive ly ,  

t h e  a r e a s  which have received s i g n i f i c a n t  Jewtsh population i n f l u x  from out 

of town i n  r ecen t  years ,  a r e  Richmond-South, Richmond-North, Sea C l i f f  and 

t h e  Western Addition. The Western Addition, a l l  pa r t s  of Richmond, Sunset- 

Park Merced, Outer Sunset and llr'est of Twin Peaks, a l s o ,  a r e  charac ter ized  by 

high proport ion of Jewish household heads, who have l i ved  i n  t h e i r  present  

home l e s s  than  10 years .  It m y  we l l  be t h a t  t h e  reason f o r  h igh  incidence 

of r e l a t i v e l y  s h o r t  tenure  i n  t h e  present  homes i n  Richmond and t h e  Western 

Addition is r e l a t e d  t o  r e l a t i v e l y  l a r v  home ownership, making posoible more 

ready changes i n  p lace  of residenoe.  On t h e  o the r  hand, Sunset and West of 

W i n  Peaks have grown i n  r ecen t  years ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  g r e a t e r  proport ions of 

b r i e f  tenure  i n  t h e  home may be  r e f l e c t i o n s  of t h e  i n f l u x  of t h e  pas t  deoade. 

The a r e a  w i t h  t h e  lowest proport ion of home ownership i s  Downtown, f o l l m e d  

by Richmond-North, Richmond-South, Western Addition and WF-. Respondents 

i n  these  a r e a s  a l s o  ind ica t ed  of ten  t h a t  i n  t h e  f u t u r e  they  may nave away 

from t h e  cu r ren t  plaoe of residence.  This  f o l l m s  t h e  f r equen t ly  noted 

c o m e o t i o n  betareen l m  h m e  ownership and population i n s t a b i l i t y .  On t h e  

o ther  hand, some San Francisco a r e a s  appear  t o  be oompoeed of " s t ab le  

r en te r s "  who have l i v e d  i n  a given home f o r  meny years .  

Cn t h e  Peninsula,  t h e  proport ion of old time r e s i d e n t s  i s  very  small i n  

a l l  a r eas .  Subs tan t i a l  Jewiah populat ion i n f l u x  has  oocured during t h e  

pas t  10 years.  Between 80 and 90% of Peninsula Jewish f ami l i e s  have l i v e d  

i n  t h e i r  present  home l e s s  than  10  years .  



TABLE 69 

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

In Area More In Present 
Less Than Than Home Less Zome Planning 
10 Yrs. 30 Y r s .  Than 10 Yrs. Ownership To Mope 

B-Marina-Pac . Hts. 20.5 43.6 59.0 30.8 30.8 

E-Sea Cliff-  31 .2 50 .O 43.8 50.0 25 .O 
Park Presidio 

G-Outer Richmond 14.3 47.6 71.4 57.1 19.0 

J-Western Addition 30 .O 48.9 80 .O 30 .O 30 .O 

U - A r e a  So. of Market 4.5 36.4 40.9 77.3 13.6 

O-West of Twin Peaks 15.8 48 -3 73.7 63 -2 21.1 

P-Sunset. Park Merced 14.6 51.9 78.0 70.7 14.6 

Q-Outer Sunset 2.9 - 30.8 - 69 -2 - 92.3 - 15 -4 - 
Avg.: S. F. (a)  16.8 - 6 9 . ~ ( ~ )  - 47.6 - 46 .O - 24.8 - 

Daly City-Westlake 92.3 n i  1 90.3 69.2 38.5 

So. S.F.-San Bruno 63.7 9.1 89.3 85.3 16.3 

San Mateo-Burlingame 66 .T 4.1 88.7 75 .O 25 -0 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 66.7 3.6 - 86.4 - 
Los Altos 

( a ) ~ ~ ~ ~  : "Avg ."-data based on weighted sample, not on weighting oomputations of 
sub-area data. Some differences w i l l  ex is t  between a t a t i s t i o s  derived 
by these two methods. 

(b For "in present home l e s s  than 10 years" average, median value of 
sub-area data i s  given; weighted sample datum was not computed. 



Table 70 summarizes Times Plwed %thin  10 Years. Richmond, the 

Vestern Addition and prt of Sunset rank high i n  the proportion of 

three or more mwes by Javish household heads during the paat decade. 

Again, t h i s  population movement generally appears i n  areas with 1m 

proportions of home ownership and a s  a symptom of recent population 

in-movement . 
Peninsula Jewish population in s t ab i l i t y  and influx a s  shown by three 

or more mwes i n  the  l a s t  10 yrs., generally exceeds t h a t  of San 

Franoisoo. It i s  greatest  i n  the  southern part  of the Peninsula in 

the area inoluding Palo Alto-Menlo Park; and i n  the  north, in the  

area of Daly Ci tydest lake.  However, i n  San Mateo, re la t ive ly  few 

Jewish household heads have moved three or more times since 1949. 

Concerning eventual destinations of those who expressed intent ion 

t o  move, one f inds  few clear-out responses, (not tabulated). The 

prevailing pattern i s  one of unoertainty. A f a i r l y  substantial  

group expects t o  find the next home within the same general area. - 
A sprinkle of San Francisoo Jewish families did indicate i n t e r e s t  

i n  moving t o  the  Peninsula, and a amaller f ract ion indioated t h a t  they 

were considering moving t o  Marin o r  t o  some other California s i t e .  

There a l so  appears continued in t e r e s t  i n  the  Sunset area. Peninsula 

residents generally expect t o  remain on the Peninsula, although a 

very few are  considering a return t o  San Framisco proper. 



TABLE 70 

Times Moved F i th in  Last 10 Years - 
Moved 3 o r  More Times 

A-Downt own 14.3 

B-Narina-Pao . Sit a.  15.4 

D-Riohmond-North 42.9 

E-Sea Clif f-Park Fresidio 18.7 

G-Outer Riohmond 19 .O 

H-Richmond-South 

J-Western Addition 

XIW-Area So. of Market 

0-Test of Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Average; S. F. 

Daly City-Westlake 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 

San ?Aateo-Burlingam 

Redwood City-Belmont 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 
L O 5  Altos 

Average : Peninsula - 40 .O 

(Footnote oonoerning "averagem-statistic, appearing on p. 116, applies t o  
"averagew-statist ics shown i n  t h i s  table.) 



A geogra*ioal summary of Har i ta l  Status i s  shown i n  Table 71. 

Thia analysis,  whioh attempts t o  d i f f e r en t i a t e  between males and 

females by four oategories of marital s ta tus ,  "atretches thin" 

much of the  available data, so  t h a t  caution must be excemised i n  

in terpreta t ion.  The following general r e su l t s  appear t o  hold: 

I n  a l l  but  two San Franoisco areas,  the proportion of married males 

exoeeds the  proportion of married females. I n  seven San Franoisoo 

areas,  the  proportion of s ingle  females exoeeds the  proportion of 

s ingle  males, and i n  a l l  but two San Franoiaco areas  the  proportion 

of widowed females exceeds the  proportion of widowed males. Hi$hest 

proportions of widowed females appear especial ly  Downtown, i n  Sea 

Cliff-Park Presidio and i n  Cuter Sunset. 

In  th ree  of the  f i ve  Peninsula areas  the  proportion of married mles 

exceedsthe proportion of married females. Results dealing with s ingle  

marital  s t a tu s  f o r  widowed, with divorced and separation a re  too 

spotty t o  permit meaningful interpretation.  



TABLE 71 

Mar i ta l  S ta tus  ("Adults" - 15 Years And Up) 

Divomed 
o r  

Married Single Bid mve d Separated 
M F M F Y F M F 

A-Downt own 78.9 48.4 1.0 19.4 15.8 29,O 4.3 3.2 

D-Richmond-North 75.0 75.0 16.7 8.3 8.3 16.7 n i l  n i l  

E-Sea C l i f f -  64.3 50.0 35.7 5.6 n i l  33.3 n i l  11.1 
Park P res id io  

G-Out e r  Richmond 73.9 50.0 17.4 23.5 4.3 20.6 4.3 5.9 

H-Richmond-South 99.9 83.3 n i l  16.7 n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  

J47estern Addition 80.B 73.3 11.5 13.3 7.7 6.7 n i l  6.7 

KUN-Area So. of Market 66.7 66.7 16.7 16.7 12.5 16.7 4.2 n i l  

O-Ylest of Twin Peaks 88.9 84.2 5.6 15.8 n i l  n i l  5.6 n i l  

P-Sunset-Park Iaeroed 82.6 74.5 13.0 15.7 4.3 7.8 n i l  2.0 

Q-Cuter Sunset 73.3 73.3 26.7 n i l  n i l  26.7 n i l  n i l  -- ---- -- 
Averap :  S. F. 79.9 62.9 12.8 16.4 5.5 15.6 1.8 5.1 -- ---- -- 

Daly City-IVestlake 99.9 47.1 n i l  23.5 n i l  11.8 n i l  17.6 

So. S.F.-San Bruno 90.0 99.9 10.0 n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  n i l  

San Mateo-Burlingame 72.4 81.5 24.1 7.4 n i l  7.4 3.4 n i l  

Redwood City-Belmont 99.9 62.5 n i l  12.5 n i l  12.5 n i l  12.5 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 69.6 68.0 21.7 12.0 n i l  1 . 0  4.3 8.0 -- ---- -- 
Los Altos 

Average: Peninsula 81.9 71.4 15.2 13.1 n i l  9.8 2.9 5.7 -- ---- -- 
(Footnote ooncerning "ave ragew-s ta t i s t i c ,  appearing on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"ave ragen-s t a t i s t io s  shown i n  t h i s  table.)  



Table 72 conoerns Religious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  Congre@tion Membership 

and Congregation join in^ Plans. Some v a r i a t i o n s  among geographical 

a r e a s  appear  i n  San Francisco i n  t h e  p a t t e r n  of Jewish iden t i f i ca -  

t i o n  and i n  congregation membership. The proport ions of Non-identify- 

i n g  a r e  h i g h e s t  i n  Downtam. Richmond -North, Sea Cliff-Park Preeidio,  

and i n  t h e  '/Testern Addition. The Reform o r i e n t a t i o n  predominates i n  

most o the r  a r e a s ,  a l thou& t h e  p i c tu re  i s  not  c l e a r  c u t  i n  Outer 

Riohmond and Vest  of  Twin Peaks. In Sea Cliff-Park Pree id io ,  and 

South of Harket, t h e  Conservative o r i e n t a t i o n  s l f & t l y  exceeds Reform. 

Geographic v a r i a t i o n s  i n  Orthodox i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  a r e  small, al though 

t h i s  o r i e n t a t i o n  i s  found in f r equen t ly  i n  Marina-Pac. Hts. and 

Ves t  of !Twin Peaks . 
Congregation membership i s  somewhat above average i n  Sea C l i f f -  

Park Pres id io ,  Outer Richmond, South of Market and Sunset. It i e  

below average i n  Richmond -South. Hewever, i n  Richmond-South, a 

l a r g e  propor t ion  of f d l i e s  revealed plans f o r  jo in ing  a congrega- 

t i o n  i n  t h e  fu ture .  

The v a r i a t i o n s  i n  r e l i g i o u s  i d e n t i f i c a t i o n  on t h e  Peninsula i n  t h e  

apparance of t h e  Non-identifying a r e  emall, ranging from 21.6% i n  

South San Francisco-Sen Bruno, t o  33.3% i n  Palo Alto-Menlo Park. 

The Reform o r i e n t a t i o n  predominates i n  Daly City-Yrestlake, South San 

Franoisco-San Bruno and San l!hteo, whi le  i n  Redwood City and Pa10 

Alto-Menlo Park, t h e  Conservative o r i e n t a t i o n  i s  s l i g h t l y  more prevalent  

than  t h e  Reform. The appearance of Orthodox i s  soa t t e red ,  never  

exceeding 7.4% and f a l l i n g  much belorr t h i s  f igu re  i n  some instanoes.  



T A B U  72 

Religious I d e n t i f i c a t i o n ,  Congrogation Membership And Congropntion Jo in ing  P l m s  
Congre- 

Congre- gabl%n 
Non-Identi- Conser- gnt ion  Jo in ing  
f y i n g  Rof o m  va t ive  Orthodax Membership Plans  a 

A - D c l ~ t  WJU 32.4 41 -2 8.8 17.6 29.4 8.8 

B-Marina-Pnc . Hts . 20.5 56.4 15.4 2.6 38.5 12.8 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P res id io  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  .O 

J-Western Addition 30 .O 40 .O 6.7 10.0 33.3 10.0 

RLEiPI-Aroa So. of Markot 18.2 27.3 31.8 1886 60 .O 13.6 

0-!Vest of Twin Peaks 26.3 31.6 31.6 5.3 31.6 10.5 

P-Sunset , Park h r c o d  12.2 48.8 22.0 14.6 43.9 14.6 

Q-Outer Sunset - 1.5 - 53.8 38.5 - 13.3 - 46.2 - 38.5 - 
Average: S. F. 21.6 - 38.8 19.6 - - 13.6 - 37.6 - 15.2 - 

Doly City-Westlako 23 .O 40.5 15.6 6.2 41.5 31 -0 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 21.8 39.8 18.1 7.4 33.3 1800 

San Mateo-Burlingame 29.2 54-8 18.5 5.1 33.3 15.6 

Redwood City-Belmont 22.8 31.5 42.5 4 .O 49.9 16.6 

Pa lo  Alto-Menlo Park- 
Los Altos 

Average: Peninsula 27.0 - 39.0 22.0 - - 3 .O - 44 .O - 17.0 - 
(Footnote concerning "average"-s ta t i s t ic ,  appoaring on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"nve rageW-s ta t i s t i c s  shown i n  t h i s  tab le . )  



Table 73 sumceriees findings concerning Attendance a t  Religious 

Services and the Cbservance of Kashruth. The highest proportion - 
of religious service attendance, considering High Holidays and 

attendance a t  other times during the year i s  found i n  Richmond, 

South, followed by Sunset-Park lJerced. The lovrest proportions is  

found i n  I'lestern Additlon. However, generally, inter-area variations 

are  not excessive, ranging from 5% t o  7%. 
. 

On the  Peninsula, the  percentage range runs from 46.6% attendance i n  

the  Daly Cityd7estlake area t o  somevhat more than 65% i n  the South 

San Francisco area and i n  t he  =LO Alto-Lfenlo h r k  area. 

Some Kosher observances or  s t r i c t  Kosher homes a re  reported most 

frequently i n  Richmond, South, and Outer Richmond. The lowest 

proportion appears i n  Marina-Pac. H t s .  

011 the  Peninsula the highest proportion of Kosher appears for  the 

Daly City-Westlake area and the lowest around San hkteo. 



TABLE 73 -- 
Attendance A t  R e l i g o u s  Services and Observance of Kashruth 

High Holidays E g h  Holidays And S t r i c t l y  Kosher 
Only Addit ional  o r  "some" Kosher 

Attendance Observances 

A - D m t  own 29.4 64.7 8.8 

B-Marina-Pac . Hts. 30.8 59.0 2.7 

E-Sea C l i f  f-Park P r e s i d i o  31 :,3 62.5 1 3  .8 

G-Outher Richmond 28.6 66.7 28 .O 

J-Western Addition 26.7 50 .O 18.6 

KW-Area So. of Market 22.7 59.1 27 -3  

0-West of Twin Peaks 29.6 57.8 17.7 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 41.5 73.2 12.2 

Q-Outer Sunset 30.7 61.5 - - 15.4 - 
Average: S. F. 30.8 70.2 - - 16 .O - 

Daly City-Westlake 29.8 46.8 18.1 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 45.5 65.3 7 .2 

San Mateo-Burlingame 22.6 50.0 4.2 

Redwood City-Belmont 20.1 62.5 16.6 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 18.1 - 
Los Al tos  

Average: Peninsula 27 .O - 59 .O - 12 .o - 

(Footnote conoorning "averagef ' - s ta t i s t ic ,  appearing on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"ave ragew-s t a t i s t i c s  shown i n  t h i s  table.)  



Table 74 concerns Exposure To J w n s h  Eduoation, by Children and 

Adults. I n  a number of a reas ,  da t a  f o r  ch i ld ren  a r e  i n s u f f i c i e n t  t o  

permit meaningful i n t e r p r e t a t i o n .  I n  Outer Riohmond, Sunset-Park 

Merced and Sea C l i a P a r k  Pres id io ,  more than  605 of t h e  a reas '  

Jwr ish  c h i l d r e n  have had o r  a r e  c u r r e n t l y  en ro l l ed  i n  a Jewish - 
educat ional  program. ( I t  muat be noted t h a t  t h i s  f i g u r e  inc ludes  

p a s t  a t tendance a s  w e l l  a s  c u r r e n t  attendance.) Ca t h e  Peninsula,  

t h e  h ighes t  proport ions of ch i ld ren  exposed t o  Jewish educat ion 

appear i n  t h e  San Mateo, Daly City-lTestlake and Palo Alto-Uenl0 

Park areas.  

lTithin San Franoisoo t y p i c a l l y ,  2/5 t o  3/4 of a d u l t s  have been exposed 

t o  Jewish education. The luwest proport ion i s  found i n  Sea C l i f f -  

Park Bemid ig  and t h e  h i g h e s t  i n  Outer Richmond. 

I n  t h e  Daly City-:Yestlake a reas  more than  80% of a d u l t s  have been 

exposed t o  Jewish education, wfrile lower percentages a r e  shown f o r  

South San Franaisco and Palo Alto-Itenlo Park. 

For ch i ld ren ,  Sunday School i s  by far t h e  most t y p i c a l  cu r ren t  

JeKi sh educat ion  type. However, some Hebrew school enrollment 

appears  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  Sunset a rea ,  and on t h e  Peninsula 's  

southern port ion.  For a d u l t s ,  i n  San Francisco Hebrew school was 

t h e  most predominant t ype  of Jewish educat ion i n  e i g h t  of eleven 

a reas ,  whi le  on t h e  Peninsula Hebrew school predominates i n  t h r e e  

t o  f i v e  areas.  



TABLE 74 

Jewish Education 

( 1  
 ruts b i l d r e n  (5-14) 
Having, Had, or  Having 
Jswish  gat^ Naw 

A - D m t m  * 
B-Marina-Pac . H t s .  50 .O 

D-Richmond-North * 
E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 60.0 

G-Outer Richmond 70.6 

H-Richmond-South * 
J a e s t e r n  Addition 

IUMN-Area So. of Market 

0-17est of Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset, Park Llerced 

Q-Outer Sunset 

(2) 
Area's Adults 
aaving Had 
J M s h  Education 

Daly City-Festlake 63.6 84 .O 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 40 a 0  52.6 

San Idatec-Burlingame 77.8 73.2 

Redwood City-Delmont 57.1 55.4 

Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.- 
Los Altos 

(1) Sunday School i s  typical  Jewish education type. Same incidence of 
Hebrew Sohool appears partioularly i n  Sunset area ,  and i n  Central 
and Southern parts of Peninsula. 

(2) In  S. F., Hebrew Sahool p r e d d n a t e s  i n  8 of 11 areas; on t he  Penineula, 
Hebrew Sohool predominates i n  3 of 5 areas. 

Data o lear ly  insuff ic ient  



Table 75 swm8rimes geographical v a r i a t i o n s  i n  I n t e m r r i a g e .  I n t e r -  

marriage r a t e s  i n  excess of 20% i n  San Francisco a r e  found i n  Marina-Pac. 

Bts., Outer Richmond, ftichmond-South, t h e  Western Addition, West of W i n  

Peaks, and i n  Outer Sunset. 'Phe h ighes t  in te rmarr iage  r a t e s  a r e  found 

i n  t h e  South San Francisco and Palo Alto-Menlo Park a r e a s ,  ( i n  exoess of 27%) 

TABU 75 

Intermarriage 

Total  Intermarriage 

E-Sea C l i f  f -Wrk P r e s i d i o  6.2 

GOute r  Richmond 23.8 

J-Western Addition 23.3 

KLUN-Area So. of Market 9.1 

0-West of W i n  Peaks 26 .S 

P-Sunset, Park Merued 17.1 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Average: S. F. 

Daly City-Westlake 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 27.5 

San Mateo-Burlingame 20.8 

Redwood City-Belmont 16.6 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park-1.0s Al tos  27.8 - 
Average : Peninsula 

(Footnote ooncerning "averagen-s ta t i s t io ,  appoaring on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"averagen-stat i  stids shown i n  t h i s  t a b l e  .) 



Pat torns  of OrfanizaLional LIembcrship f a r  household heads a r e  shorn - - -- 
i n  Table 76. T!ith f m  exceptions i n  San Francisco t h e  range of 

geagraphioal v a r i a t i o n  i s  a nnrrovr one, vrith J w i s h  organizat ion 

membership v a ~ j i n g  from about 30% t o  about 50$, and with general  

organizat ion membership f a l l i n g  vrithin a s imi la r  span. I n  San 

Francisco, t h e  h ighes t  proportion of Jewish organization membership 

appears i n  IJarlna-Pac. Hts., i n  Richmond North, and i n  t h e  Vestern 

Addition. The h i & e s t  proportions of membership i n  general organiza- 

t i o n s  a r e  found i n  Sunset, Sea Cliff-Park Presidio,  Richmond South, 

Vest  of M n  Peaks and Outer Sunset. 

Peninsula r e s u l t s  ind ica te  t h a t  t h e  h ighes t  proportion of membership 

i n  Jewish organizations i s  found i n  t h e  Daly City area  and in t h e  

Palo Alto-Menlo Park area,  v h i l e  membership i n  general organieat ions 

is  g r e a t e s t  i n  South Sari Francisco, Llenlo Park and San lh teo .  

I n  a l l  but  th ree  San Francisco areas, membership i n  general  organiea- 

tions exceeds membership i n  Jewish organizations. A s imi la r  re la t ion-  

s h i p  holds f o r  f o u r  of t h e  f i v e  Peninsula areas. The exoeptions 

a r e  San Franaisco areas ,  Llarina-Pacific Heights , Western 

Addition and South of Market. Cn t h e  Peninsula, it i s  t h e  Daly 

City-?Jestlake area i n  which Jewish organization membership is  more 

prevalent  than membership i n  general organizations. 



Organizational Membership (Household ~ e a d s )  

Members of Members of  
Jewish Org's. General Org' s. 

B-&rina-Pac. Hts  . 51.3 46.2 

D-Richmond-North 42.9 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P r e s i d i o  31.2 

G-Outer Richmond 33 .O 

H-Richmond-South 16.7 

J-lvestern Addition 

W - A r e a  So. of Market 

0-!Test of Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Average : S.F., (HH) 

Daly C i t y q e s t l a k e  

So. S. F.-San B N ~ O  

San Mateo-Burlingame 

Redwood City-Belmont 

Polo Alto-Menlo Pk.-Los Al tos  56.5 - 70.2 - 
Average : Peninsula,  (HH) 46 .O 62 .O - - 

(Footnote concerning "average"-stat is t ic ,  appearin! on ?. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"average"-s ta t i s t ics  shown i n  t h i s  table.)  



General Education and Ccoupational Level of household heads i s  

sumnarieed i n  Table 77. The San Francisco a reas  with t h e  h ighes t  

proport ions of household heads who a r e  oollege graduates and post- 

graduates a r e  Sunset-Park Nerced, ?,Jarin&-Pac . Hts., and Sea Cl i f f -  

Park Presidio. Sea Cl i f f  ranks h ighes t  i n  proportion of professional  

and semi-pro?essional households, follorpred by Sunset-Park Merced and ' 

by Vest of Twin Peaks. 

Duth t h e  proportion of col lege  graduates and proportion of professicmal 

and semi-professional household heads i s  h ighes t  i n  t h e  Palo Alto- 

Nenlo Park a rea  fol lo~ved by t h e  Redwood City area. 

Throughout, a f a i r l y  s u b s t a n t i a l  oor re la t ion  i s  found between t h e  

proport ion o f  co l l ege  graduates and t h e  proportion of professional  

and semi-professional households. This is ,  of course, a t y p i c a l  

pa t tern ,  p a r t i a l l y  r e f l e c t i n g  prerequsi te  col lege  eduoation a s  

preparatory f o r  professional  o r  semi-professional emplcryment. 



TABLE 77 

General Education And Oocupational Level (Household ~ e a d s )  

College Graduate Profess ionals  and 
and Post-Graudate Semi-Prof e s s i o n a l s  

A-Domtoran 11.8 11.8 

B-Marina-Pao. Hts .  33.3 25 -6 

D-Richmond-North 21.4 14.3 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P res id io  31.2 31.2 

G-Outer Richmond 19.0 4 -8 

H-Richmond-South 8.3 10  .O 

J-IVestern Addition 26.7 16.7 

Km-Area So. of Market 18.2 18.2 

W e s t  of Twin Peaks 26.3 26 .3 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 39 .O 26.8 

Q-Outer Sunset - 11.2 7 -7 - 
Average: S.F.,(HH) - 25.2 - 21.8 

Daly City-lvestlake 23.1 23.1 

So. S. F.-Sen Bruno 33.3 22.2 

San Mateo-Burlingame 29.2 18.3 

bdwood City-Belmont 34 .2 37 -8 

Palo Alto-Menlo Park- 
Los Al tos  

Averago : Peninsula.  (HH) 42 .O - 31 .O 
7 

( ~ o o t n o t e  concerning "averagen-s ta t i s t io ,  appearing on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
w a v e r a g e w - s t a t i s t i c s  shown i n  t h i s  tab le . )  



Ue m y  f u r t h e r  oonsider  occupation pat terns  f o r  a l l  Jewish Adults 

her Age 15, rrho a r e  Members of t h e  Labor Force, shcwn i n  Table 78. 

The ocoupation f igures  a r e  not  neoessar i ly  i d e n t i o a l  f o r  employment 

of household heads, becauee they include other segments of t h e  

l abor  foroe suoh a s  mmen, seccoldary wage earners,  eto. 

I f  t h e  Jewish l abor  force  i s  considered i n  these  brard terms, t h e  

g r e a t e s t  proportion of professional  or semi-prof e s s i  onal employment 

appears i n  Marina-Pac. Hts . ,  Yest of Tvrin Peaks, and i n  Sunset- 

Park Meroed. The g rea tes t  frequency of employment i n  p ropr ie to r  - 
menager occupations is  found i n  Sunset-Park Lleroed, follovred by t h e  

a r e a  t o  t h e  south of l k r k e t ,  Sea Cliff-Park Pres id io  and Richmond- 

North. 

The Palo  Alto-lienlo W r k  a r e a  .again ranks beyond a l l  o thers  i n  t h e  

proport ion of professional  and seml-professi onal employment, while 

t h e  San Ulateo a rea  stands h ighes t  i n  t h e  proportion of t h e  Jewish 

l abor  foroe f inding employment a s  p ropr ie to r s  and managera. 



TABLE 78 

Occupation (Adults Olrer 15  Yrs. I n  Labor Force) 

Professional  and P ropr i e to r s ,  C le r i ca l -  Others 
Semi-Professional Managers, and Sales  

O f f i c i a l s  

A-Downt own 22.7 13.6 50 .O 6.8 

B-Uarina-Pac. H t s .  43.6 20.5 30.8 5 .1 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P r e s i d i o  26.3 31.6 31.6 10.5 

GOute r  Richmond 3 .O 24.2 57.6 15.2 

J-lnlestern Addition 22.2 22.2 37 .O 18.6 

KW-Area So. of Market 17.2 34.5 34.5 1 3  a 8  

OJrfest of Twin Peaks 35 .O 30 .O 30 -0 5 .O 

P-Sunset, Park Iderced 31 .1 40 .O 22.2 11.7 

Q-Outer Sunset 13.3 E6.7 26.7 - - 33.3 - 
Average: s .F . (~ )  24.5 23.3 - - 39.9 - 12.3 - 

Daly City-Westlake 33.3 25 .O 33.3 8.7 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 27.3 9.1 36.4 27.2 

San Mateo-Burlingame 18 .O 36 .O 32 .O 14  .O 

Redwood City-Belmmt 17.1 16.7 53.4 13.3 

Pa lo  Alto-Menlo Pk.- 
Los Al tos  

Average : Peninsula .- 

26.3 n i l  - 

( a )  Average da ta  assume equal  r a t i o  , males and females, bile o the r  da t a  
inc lude  empir ical  mnmplq d o L c x e ~ i  nod no*- idLi  oa. A1 so. soe i'ootnote ~n 

p. 116. 



Dased on p a r t i a l  r e tu rns ,  Table 79 s w n r i e e s  r e s u l t s  of an 

"Economic Inventmy",  giving i n f o r m t i o n  of est imated annual 

d o l l a r  income. Sea Cliff-Park Tres id io  ranks f i r s t  i n  t h e  propor- 

t i o n  of incomes above $10,000, w i t h  35% repor t ing  incomes i n  t h i s  

range. It i s  followed by Gunset-Park EJerced and by Ihrina-Pac. H t s .  

The Palo Alto-ldenlo Park a r e a  s tands above the  o the r  PeninsulB a r e a s  

i n  incomes above [?10,000. 

Looking a t  t he  l m  end of the  income scale,  incomes under $3,000, 

a r e  found most o f t e n  i n  Richmond -South, and i n  t h e  Dmtm area.  

Ck t h e  Peninsula, t h e  very  low income brackets  a r e  reported b u t  ra re ly .  

r 

The "Economic Rating" i s  m d e  by t h e  in terv iewer  i n  accordance with 

a c a r e f u l l y  devised r a t i n g  schedule. Results  a r e  shwm in Table 80. 

M e n  A and I1 r a t i n g s  r ep resen ta t ive  of luxury homes and well-to-do 

upper middle c l a s s  homes a r e  considered together ,  it i s  Marina- 

P a c i f i c  Heights t h a t  ranks h ighes t  followed by Sunset-Park Nemed 

and Uest  of R i n  Peaks. The l a t t e r  a rea  and Sea Cliff-Park P res id io  

a r e  t h e  San Francisco  a reas  w i t h  t h e  most A-rated homes. Ui th  t h e  

exception of t h e  Daly Ci ty  area ,  a l l  p a r t s  of t h e  Peninsula have 

between 40 and 5% ranking i n  t h e  k and D r a t i n g  range. 



TABm 79 

Economic Inventory 

A-Downtown 

B-klarina- .Pat. H t s  . 
D-Richnond-1,Iorth 

E-Sea Cliff-Park Presidio 

G-Outer Richmond 

H-Richmnd-South 

J-Tlestern Addition 

KLEIN-Area So. of IIarket 

O4iest of Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset, Park Bierced 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Daly City-:.iestla!:e 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 

San Ilateo-Bur1ingm.e 

Redwood City-Belmont 

Palo Alto-kienlo Pk .- 
Ios Altos 

Income 
$10,000 and Up 

8.8 

23.1 

13.5 

35.0 

l l . L  

5.0 

6.7 

9.1 

21.1 

2& .L 

15.L 

Income 
Under $3,000 

26.5 

7.7 

19.L 

15 .O 

5.9 

36.6 

16.7 

13.6 

10.5 

9.8 

nil 

7.7 

n i l  

n i l  

1 .& 

3.6 



TABLZ 80 

Zcononic Rating 

Rating Level 
A B 

Afi .  
C Mhor Rat in  

A - D m t  own T4.7 t).tl 50 -d 2205 

B-Marina-Pac . H t s .  

D-Richmond-North 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P res id io  

G-Cuter Richmond 

H-Richmond-South 

J-l 'festen Addition 

KIdWT-Area So. of Market 

W r e s t  of  Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 

Q-Cuter Sunset 

25.7 33.3 30.8 

n i l  21.4 57.1 

18.7 18.7 50.0 

4.8 30.1 42.9 

n i l  20.0 60.0 

6.7 26.7 36.7 

9.1 10.2 45.5 

20.0 26.3 26.3 

2.4 48.8 39.0 

n i l  29.9 61.4 

Daly City-Westlake n i l  7.7 73.8 18.5 7.7 

So. S. F.-San Druno n i l  44.4 44.4 11.2 44.4 

San Ehteo-Durlingame 12.5 37.5 37.5 12.5 40.0 

Redvrood City-Belmont n i l  46.9 47.8 8.1 46.9 

Palo Alto-Llenl o Pk.- 27.8 27.8 33.3 11.1 56.6 
Los Al tos  

A- Luxury Homes 
B- Upper Middle Class Homes -"Comfortable Homes" 
C- Middle Class Homes - "Average Comforts" 
Other-Lower, or  Lower Middle Class Homes - "Below Average" 



I f  rre wish t o  surmnarize t h e  var ious  measures Of economic l e v e l  

a s  reported i n  t h e  preceding t a b l e s ,  vre may arrange i n  rank order, 

separa te ly  f o r  San Francisco and f o r  t h e  Peninsula, c e r t a i n  se lec ted  

r e s u l t s ,  a s  s h m  in Table 81. The f a c t o r s  chosen f o r  t h i s  purpose 

were proportions of t h e  follovring: 

1. College graduation o r  post-graduate degree 

2. Professional  and semi-professional employment, 
household head 

3. Professional  or semi-professional employment, labor force 

4. A and D r a t i n g s  on economic ra t ing  

5. Incomes over !::10,000, on economic inventory 

I f  a l l  San Francisco a reas  a r e  ranked by each of these  f i v e  c r i t e r i a ,  

and i f  t h e  t o t a l  rank score i s  divided by f i v e ,  a kind of Economic 

Index r e s u l t s .  In  t u r n  it i s  possible t o  rank t h i s  Economic Index; 

a law f i g u r e  i n  t h e  index i s  ind ica t ive  of high economic rank. 

I f  t h i s  procedure i s  fol lwred,  t h e  f o u r  San Francisco a reas  vrith 

t h e  h ighes t  economic l e v e l s  a r e  Sunset-Park llerced, Ibrina-Pac . Hts. ,  

Sea Cliff-Park Presidio.  Vest of Tmin Peaks. The lowest l e v e l  i s  

found i n  Richmond-South. 

Top economic l e v e l  f o r  Peninsula Jevrish households i s  found i n  t h e  

Palo Alto-Nenlo Park area ,  followed by t h e  Redvrocd Ci ty  area. 



TABTU 81 

Rank Summariesr Economic Measures 

B-Marina ,-Pac . H t  s. 

D-Richmond-North 

E-Sea C l i f f  -Park Presidio 

G-Outer Richmond 

H-Richmond-South 

J-I'festern Addition 

U.W-Area So. of Uarket 

0-Vest of !Twin Peaks 

P-Sunset , Park ESerced 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Daly City-Westlake 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 

San Mateo-Burlingame 

Redwood City-Belmont 

Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.- 
Los Altos  

m 
0 
0 

g 
9 
I.'. 
0 



As pr ior  tabulations have indicated, there appears an ovenhelming 

posit ive Atti tude Toward The 13ecessity of iJemish Education f o r  

Jewish Children. Aa Table 82 re f lec t s ,  inter-area difference8 are  

re la t ive ly  small, both for  San Francisco proper, a s  well a s  on t he  

Peninsula. Relatively low sentiment f o r  Jewish education a s  an 

absolute necessity appears i n  Uarina-?ace Hts, Iiichmond-North and i n  

\Jestern Addition. The Peninsula i s  v i r t ua l ly  hmogeneoua with 

respect t o  the  central  affirmative a t t i t ude  toward J m i s h  

education, with the San tk t eo  area apparently ranking s l igh t ly  above 

the others i n  t h i s  respect. Cnly very small proportions i n  a l l  

areas a r e  indifferent  or o p e ~ l y  hos t i l e  t o  Jewish education f o r  

Jewish children (data not shown). 



TABLE 82 

A t t i t u d e  Tward  Necessity of Jewish Education 

Jewish Children "Must" 
Have Jewish Education 

B-Marina-Pac . H t s  . 46.2 

E-Sea Cliff-Park P res id io  62 -5 

G-Outer Richmond 61.9 

JJRes tern  Addition 53.3  

KIA!N-Area So. of Market 68.2 

0-West of Twin Peaks 61.8 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 

Q - h t e r  Sunset 

Average: S.F. 

Daly City-Westlake 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 66.6 

San IvIateo-Burlingame 75 .O 

Redwood C i  ty-Belmont 61.7 

Palo Alto-Menlo Pk.-Los Al tos  61.9 - 
Average : Peninsula 65 .O - 

(Footnote concerning "ave ragev- s t a t i s t i c ,  appearing on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"ave ragem-s ta t i s t i c s  shown i n  t h i s  tab le . )  



Table 83 conccrns A t t i t ude  Tmarcl The S e v e r i t y  Of finti-Semitisn -- 
and Twrard Personal  Ekperienco Viith hti-Somitism. For  t h e  

v a r i o u s  San Franc isco  a reas ,  botvreen 15% and about  29% express  

t h e  b e l i e f  t h a t  ant i -semit ism i s  an  extremely se r ious  and f a i r l y  

s e r i o u s  problem. Differences among a r e a s  a r e  no t  pronounced, a l though 

t h e  lowest propor t ions  bel ieving:  ant i -semit ism t o  be a r e l a t i v e l y  

s e r i o u s  mat te r  appear  i n  LIarina-Prrc. Ets., Richmond-South, and i n  

Sunset-Park llerced. 

Likewise, i n t e r - a rea  d i f f e r e n c e s  on t h e  Peninsula  a r e  not  e s p e c i a l l y  

g rea t ,  a l though t h e  t o t a l  p a t t e r n  r evea l s  somewhat l e s s  concern wi th  

anti-semitism, p a r t i c u l a r i l y  i n  t h e  Daly Cibfl lest lake a r e a  i n  Pa lo  

Alto-1Lnlo Park. 

Personal  experiences wi th  anti-semitism, a r e  repor ted  i n  San Franc isco  

by about  1/2 of  t h e  respondents i n  t h e  a r e a  South of Narket, an  a r e a  

i n  which t h e  d e n s i t y  of Jewish popula t ion  i s  qu i t e  low. I n  Outer 

Sunset,  i n  excess  of 46% r e p o r t  t h a t  an t i - semi t ic  experiences have 

taken  p lace  a t  one o r  ano the r  t ime i n  t h e i r  l i ves .  For t h e  Peninsula,  

t h e  g r e a t e s t  inc idence  o f  experience wi th  ant i -semit ism appears  in 

Daly City-9est lake and San Mateo. The Daly C i t y  r e s u l t .  i s  somswhat 

s u r p r i s i n g  i n  view of t h e  small  proport ion d o  be l i eve  a n t i - s e m i t i w  

t o  b e  a s e r ious  problem. 



Att i tude  Toward Seve r i ty  of Anti-Semitism 
d m  

Anti-Semitism i s  an Extremely 
Ser ious ,  o r  a F a i r l y  Ser ious  
Problem. 

A-Damtown 20.6 

B-Marina-Pac . Hts. 15.4 

D-Richmcnd-North 28.6 

E-Sea Clif  f-Park P res id io  25.7 

G-Outer Richmond 28.6 

H-Fiichmond-South 16.7 

J-YPestern Addition 26.7 

FMN-Area So. of Market 22.7 

O-West of Twin Peaks 26.3 

P-Sunset, Park Merced 17.1 

Q-Outer Sunset 

Average : S.F. 

Daly City-Westlake 

So. S. F.-San Bruno 

San Mateo-Burlingame 

Redwood City-Belmont 

Pa lo  Alto-Menlo Pk.- 
Los Al tos  

Average: Peninsula 

Has Had Personal 
Experience wi th  
Anti-Semitism. 

29.4 

15 -4 

28.6 

18.7 

33.3 

16.7 

30 .O 

50.0 

31.6 

31.7 

(Footnote concerning "averagew-s ta t i s t io ,  appearing on p. 116, a p p l i e s  t o  
"average"-s ta t i s t ics  shown i n  t h i s  tab le . )  



Throughout, a t t i t u d e s  concorning t h e  Rela t ionship  of Jewish 

Famil ies  w i t h  ?Ion-Jevrish Nei&bors, a r e  pos i t i ve ;  s ee  Table 84. 

The h ighes t  frequency of r epor t s  t h a t  r e l a t i o n s h i p s  between 

Jev~ i sh  and non-Jewish f ami l i e s  i n  t h e  neighborhood a r e  warm and 

p leasan t ,  a-)pears i n  Sunset -Park Uerced, i n  Richmond-South, !'rest 

of  Twin Peaks and i n  Outer Sunset. The lowest proport ions of 

r e p o r t s  of pos i t i ve  r e l a t ionsh ips  a r e  found i n  Richmond-North, and 

Sea Cliff-Park Presido. Unpleasant r e l c t i o n s h i p s  o r  i n d i f f e r e n t  

r e l a t i o n s h i p s  appear most f r equen t ly  i n  Richmond-North and i n  Western 

Addition. Ch t h e  Peninsula tfie d i f f e renoes  among a r e a s  a r e  s l i g h t .  

TABLE 84 

A t t i t u d e  Toward Rela t ionship  Ui th  Non-Jewish Heighbors 

Rela t ionship  Unusually Rela t ionship  I n d i f f e r e n t  
o r  Reasonably Pleasnnt  o r  unpleasant  

A-Downtown 79.4 8.8 

E-Sea Cliff-Park Pres id io  50 .O 18.7 

G-Outer Fiichmond 76.2 4.8 

H-Richmond-South 80.0 n i l  

J+,restern Addition 63.3 26.7 

KLL~-Area So. of Lhrket 54.5 22.7 

W r e s t  of 'hrin Peaks 78 -9 21.1 

P-Sunset , Park Herced 92.7 12.2 

Q-Outer Sunset 76.9 15.4 

So. S. F.-San Druno 98.2 1.8 

San Ilateo-Burlingame 75 .O 16.7 

Redwood City-Delmont 

Pa lo  l to- . I  n l o  Pk.- 
&a L t o s  
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