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F O R W A R D 

The r e s pon s i b i l i t y o f a c e n t r a l p l a n n i n g body c h a r g e d by the J e w i s h c ommun i t y to 

a l l o c a t e the funds i t ra ises in an i n t e l l i g e n t w a y , requ i res that as much da t a as 

poss ib le be g a t h e r e d to a l l o w for a pp r op r i a t e de c i s i on s to be m a d e . Because o f 

th is r e qu i r emen t , i t was deemed essen t i a l by the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h W e l f a r e Fund 

to k now more abou t the c o m m u n i t y i t serves a n d the p e o p l e that make up that 

c o m m u n i t y . 

The Women ' s D i v i s i o n o f the W e l f a r e Fund was a s k ed to c a r r y ou t the task o f 

g a t h e r i n g a nd t r a i n i n g a c o r p o f v o l un t ee r s to c o n d u c t a s tudy o f the J e w i s h 

c o m m u n i t y . M o r e than 400 women we re e n l i s t e d unde r the c h a i r m a n s h i p o f M r s . 

N a t h a n Rak i t a a n d d i r e c t i o n o f M i s s Ruth S h a p i r o . To a l l these w o m e n , our p r o -

f ound t h an k s . 

W e c on s i d e r ou r se l ve s f o r t una t e to have the d e m o g r a p h i c e xpe r t i s e possessed by 

D r . A l b e r t J . M a y e r a v a i l a b l e to us . D r . M a y e r is Professor o f S o c i o l o g y a t 

W a y n e S t a t e U n i v e r s i t y in D e t r o i t , M i c h i g a n . H is s k i l l s and ins igh ts a c c o m -

p a n i e d b y his k e en w i t , e n r i c h e d the c ommun i t y w i t h m e a n i n g f u l d a t a , so that 

wha t we have now is a s tudy o n w h i c h o the r s tud ies c a n be bas sed . The ma t e r i a l 

in these reports w i l l e n a b l e the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y to d i s c e r n trends a nd from 

these t rends , imp l emen t a nd d e v e l o p a pp r op r i a t e s e r v i c e s , p rograms , a nd i n s t i -

tu t ions to mee t the needs o f the J e w i s h p eop l e o f M i l w a u k e e . 

M a r v i n E . K l i t s n e r , P res iden t 

So l K o e n i g s b e r g 

As s i s t an t D i r e c t o r 

M e l v i n S . Z a r e t 

E x e c u t i v e V i c e - P r e s i d e n t 

M r s . Rober t A . A g u l n i c k 

D i r e c t o r , Women ' s D i v i s i o n 



I N T R O D U C T I O N 

The f i nd i ngs o f th is p opu l a t i o n s tudy cons t i t u tes a d e t a i l e d ana l y s i s o f the s o c i a l 

a n d e c o n o m i c c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s o f the J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n o f M i l w a u k e e . 

The p r i n c i p a l purpose in mak i n g this s tudy of the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h p opu l a t i o n is 

to a s c e r t a i n the impor tan t s o c i a l and e c o n o m i c c ha r a c t e r i s t c s o f the p o p u l a t i o n 

a nd to use the i n f o rma t i on thus g a i n e d to a i d p l a nn i n g c ommuna l f a c i l i t i e s and 

de c i s i on s c o n c e r n i n g communa l a c t i o n . This s tudy c a n a l so be used as a basis to 

g a i n unde r s t and ing o f the ma jo r trends a f f e c t i n g the p o p u l a t i o n in o r de r to a n t i c i -

pa te the fu ture c ompos i t i o n o f the c o m m u n i t y . 

H o w e v e r , the re is a b i t more than that c o n t a i n e d in the hundreds o f i tems o f 

f a c t u a l i n f o rma t i on w h i c h compr i se the r epo r t . Benea th the su r face is the 

story o f the r ema r kab l e l e ve l s o f a t t a i nmen t a c h i e v e d by the y ounge r g r oup 

in the c o m m u n i t y . W i t h f ew e x c ep t i o n s the present c o m m u n i t y is d e s c ended 

from humb le a n d penn i less immigrants ; p eop l e w i t h no m o n e y , no e d u c a t i o n , 

just a bu rn ing des i re that d rove them a w a y from the i r f a m i l i a r v i l l a g e s a nd 

towns i n Europe to a s t range A m e r i c a . They we re pu sh - c a r t p edd l e r s , a nd 

ga rmen t wo rke r s , a nd bake r s , a nd propr ie to rs o f c a n d y stores a n d a thousand 

o t he r o c c u p a t i o n s , none o f w h i c h p a i d much , a nd a l l o f w h i c h meant ha rd w o r k . 

They must h a ve d reamed o f a t ime when t he i r c h i l d r e n and g r a n d c h i l d r e n wou־ld 

have a be t t e r l i f e a nd an o p p o r t u n i t y to l i v e in f r eedom and p r o spe r i t y . In 

persu ing the r epo r t , the r eade r c a n see tha t these dreams we re not in v a i n . 

Th is repor t is p resen ted as two vo l umes i n o n e . The f i rs t v o l u m e " P r e l i m i n a r y 

Repor t " was o r i g i n a l l y m imeog r aphed and r e c e i v e d l i m i t e d d i s t r i b u t i o n . In 

o r de r to a f f i rm the a c c u r a c y o f th is f i rs t phase o f the s t udy , s e ve r a l c h e c k s 

we re made w h i c h a re d e s c r i b ed in the a p p e n d i x . V o l u m e II is the resu l t o f 

a s amp l i n g o f the J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y to o b t a i n its c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . A s no t ed i n 

that s e c t i o n o f th is r epo r t , the results o f the census we re p r o v ed to be c o r r e c t . 

The f i n d i ng s o f th i s p o p u l a t i o n s tudy con s t i t u t e a d e t a i l e d ana l y s i s o f the s o c i a l 

a n d e c o n o m i c c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s o f the J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n o f M i l w a u k e e . The 

p r i n c i p a l purpose i n m a k i n g th is s tudy o f the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n is 

to a s c e r t a i n the impor tan t s o c i a l a nd e c o n o m i c c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s o f the p o p u l a t i o n 

a n d to use the i n f o rma t i on thus g a i n e d to a i d p l a n n i n g c ommuna l f a c i l i t i e s a n d 

de c i s i o n s c o n c e r n i n g c ommuna l a c t i o n . Th is s tudy c an a l s o be used as a basis to 

g a i n unde r s t and i ng o f the ma j o r t rends a f f e c t i n g the p o p u l a t i o n i n o rde r to a n t i c i -

pa te the fu tu re c ompo s i t i o n o f the c o m m u n i t y . 

A l b e r t J . M a y e r 

J u n e , 1967 



M I L W A U K E E J E W I S H P O P U L A T I O N : 1964 

( P r e l im i na r y Report) 

I n t r oduc t i on 

This report״ is based on the results o f a census o f the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n . 

The basis o f the census was the c a m p a i g n l ist o f the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h W e l f a r e 

Fund supp l emen t ed by o t he r J e w i s h o r g a n i z a t i o n a l l ists a n d fu r ther s upp l emen t ed 

by i nqu i r i e s c o n c e r n i n g a d d i t i o n a l J ew i s h househo lds made by the census takers a t 

the t ime of e n u m e r a t i o n . 

H o p e f u l l y , an e xhau s t i v e p rocedu re as de s c r i b ed a b o v e , w i l l u n c o v e r a lmost a l l 

J ew i s h househo l d s . In f a c t i t does n o t . J e w i s h f am i l i e s i n M i l w a u k e e a re just 

too g rea t in number , too t h i n l y d i spe r sed among the n o n - J e w i s h f a m i l i e s , a nd 

in some cases so u n a t t a c h e d to the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y tha t they s imp l y are 

unknown to o the r Jews and to the c o m m u n i t y . A d e s c r i p t i o n of J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y , 

i f it is to have a n y rea l mena i ng or use in s o c i a l p l a n n i n g , must i n c l u d e these 

persons and f a m i l i e s . In M i l w a u k e e , the s i z e o f this g r oup is u n known at th is 

t i m e . It may be just a few hundred persons, or i t may be s e ve r a l t housand 

persons. D e t a i l e d a nd pa i n s t a k i n g ef for ts are now under w a y to i d e n t i f y and 

measure th is g r oup and shou ld be c o m p l e t e d w i t h i n a f ew months . In the 

mean t ime , because o f its i nhe ren t usefu lness as w e l l as the immed i a t e need 

for p l a n n i n g data this p r e l i m i n a r y repor t is be i ng w r i t t e n and c i r c u l a t e d to a 

I im i t ed r e ade r s h i p . 

How much w i l l the f i n d i n g s , as r epo r t ed h e r e , d i f f e r f rom the resul ts o b t a i n e d 

a f t e r the a d d i t i o n a l f am i l i e s a re u n c o v e r e d a nd i n c l u d e d ? For e x a m p l e , it is 

obv i ou s that the to ta l p o p u l a t i o n s i z e w i l l c h a n g e . O n the o the r h and , the 

a v e r a ge f a m i l y s i z e and pe r c en t age age d i s t r i bu t i ons as shown here are p r o bab l y 

v e r y c l o se to those that w i l l be o b t a i n e d a f t e r the miss ing p e o p l e a re a d d e d . The 

reason for th is is that when we do f i n d the a d d i t i o n a l f a m i l i e s we do not e x p e c t 

them to d i f f e r v e r y much in t he i r o b j e c t i v e c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s f rom the f a m i l i e s now 

i n c l u d e d in the census . E ven i f t hey we re d i f f e r e n t , t hey represent such a 

sma l l p r opo r t i on o f the w h o l e they w i l l c h ange the p e r c en t age d i s t r i bu t i on s 

v e r y l i t t l e . If this is so , y o u m igh t a sk , " W h y bo the r t r y i ng to f i n d the 

a d d i t i o n a l p e o p l e ? " The po i n t here is that the a d d i t i o n a l persons , w h i l e 

r ep re sen t i ng a sma l l p r opo r t i on o f the t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n are p r o bab l y g r e a t l y 

d i f f e r en t in t he i r b a c kg r ound s , t he i r r e l a t i o n to the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y , a nd 

t he i r g ene r a l a t t i t u de s , f rom the known J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n . This rema ins to be 

seen , but i t is s t i l l poss ib le to a n a l y z e c e r t a i n c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s a t th is po i n t w i t h 

at least some reassurance that the c o r r e c t e d a nd ad j u s t ed f i n a l resu l t w i l l be l i t t l e 

d i f f e r e n t . 



Before c o n c l u d i n g th is i n t r o d u c t i o n a f ew words on the u t i l i t y o f the census 

i t se l f a re in o r d e r . T a k i ng th is census o f the J ew i s h p opu l a t i o n o f M i l w a u k e e 

was a ma jo r unde r t a k i n g on the par t o f a l a rge number of d e vo t ed persons. 

O f wha t v a l u e was the t ime a n d e f fo r t s p e n t ? The census is o f g rea t v a l u e fo r 

i t y i e l d s c e r t a i n v i t a l p o pu l a t i o n i n f o rma t i on w h i c h is not o b t a i n a b l e f rom any 

s amp l i ng p r o c e d u r e . It p rov ides a w e a l t h of d e t a i l . For e x a m p l e , we know 

the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n by s i n g l e years o f age ; we know the e x a c t 

amount o f t ime e v e r y f a m i l y has l i v e d a t its present address . These items o f 

i n f o rma t i o n g i v e us a more p re c i s e base o f p r e d i c t i o n and hence p l a nn i n g 

basis than i f w e h ad to depend o n s amp l i ng i n f o rma t i on o n l y . Thus the census 

w i l l more than r epay the e f f o r t w h i c h i t c o s t . 

Numbe r s o f Persons 

A c c o r d i n g to the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h census the J ew i s h p opu l a t i o n was 2 2 , 9 2 2 

persons . This number re su l t ed f rom a c o u n t o f a l l f am i l i e s in the f i l e s o f the 

M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h W e l f a r e Fund as w e l l as a c o n c e r t e d e n d e a v o r to c o n t a c t 

a n y persons o r f am i l i e s sugges ted by the persons who we re i n t e r v i e w e d i n i t i a l l y . 

The impor tan t ques t i on is whe t he r th is number does i n c l u d e e v e r y one who 

cons ide r s themse l ves J e w i s h o r whe t he r the census c oun t has o v e r l o o k e d an 

a p p r e c i a b l e number o f f a m i l i e s a n d i n d i v i d u a l s . 

A p p l i c a t i o n o f an i n dependen t method p rov ides some e v i d e n c e that the census 

p r o cedu re has unde re s t ima ted the to ta l M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n . P rev ious 

e x p e r i m e n t a t i o n has shown there are 35 s o - c a l l e d " J e w i s h names" that t end not 

o n l y to be u n i q u e l y J e w i s h but t a k e n t oge the r compr i se a r e a sonab l y cons tan t 

p r opo r t i on o f the to ta l o f a l l J e w i s h names . The number o f persons bea r i ng 

these 35 names a re c o u n t e d a nd the to ta l d i v i d e d by 11 pe r cen t (this is the 

p resumed cons t an t p r opo r t i o n ) . The resu l t is a rough es t imate o f the t o t a l 

number o f J e w i s h f am i l i e s in the a r e a . In M i l w a u k e e 1 , 0 4 7 " J e w i s h names" 

we re f o u n d . D i v i d i n g by 11 pe r c en t y i e l d s a to ta l o f a lmost e x a c t l y 3 0 , 0 0 0 

persons . W h i l e th is me thod l eaves much to be des i r ed inso fa r as a c c u r a c y is 

c o n c e r n e d , i t does suggest t ha t the J ew i s h p opu l a t i o n is g r ea t e r than the 

census i n d i c a t e s . 

Fur ther e f for ts to " u n c o v e r " a d d i t i o n a l J e w i s h f am i l i e s a re i n d i c a t e d . Such 

e f fo r t s a r e now unde r w a y a nd h o p e f u l l y w i l l be c o m p l e t e d w i t h i n the nex t 

f ew months . In the i n t e r im the f i gu r e o f abou t 2 3 , 0 0 0 persons is to be 

r ega r ded as a m in imum number fo r the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y . 

Persons per F a m i l y 

D a t a on househo lds as o b t a i n e d in the census is o f a d i f f e r en t k i n d than the 

t o t a l number o f persons . The census r e v e a l e d that the a v e r a ge s i z e o f 
M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h househo l d was 3 . 0 1 persons . There w i l l be l i t t l e c h ange 
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in th is f i gu re e v e n i f a number o f a d d i t i o n a l persons a r e f ound by fu r the r f i e l d 

w o r k . S hou l d the n e w l y f ound f am i l i e s be o f somewhat d i f f e r e n t s i z e , t hey w i l l 

not be s u f f i c i e n t l y g rea t in number to s e r i ou s l y a f f e c t t he f i g u r e shown h e r e . 

The best wa y to i l l u s t r a t e the s i z e o f M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h f a m i l i e s is to c ompa r e 

i t w i t h o t he r J e w i s h c o m m u n i t i e s . This is shown in T ab l e 1. 

T A B L E 1 

A v e r a g e F a m i l y S i z e , S e l e c t e d J e w i s h C o m m u n i t i e s 

C o m m u n i t y A v e r a g e Hou seho l d S i z e Y e a r o f S u r v e y 

M i l w a u k e e , W i s c o n s i n 3 . 0 1 1964 

D e t r o i t , M i c h i g a n 3 . 2 2 1963 

P r o v i d e n c e , Rhode Is land 3 . 2 5 1964 

P i t t sbu rgh , P e n n s y l v a n i a 3 . 4 1 1963 

W a s h i n g t o n , D . C . 2 . 9 7 1956 

Roches te r , N e w Y o r k 3 . 0 8 1961 

San F r a n c i s c o , C a l i f o r n i a 2 . 8 2 1959 

It c a n be seen that the a v e r a ge f a m i l y s i z e in M i l w a u k e e is nea r the l owe r m i d d l e 

end o f the r a nge . A r e l a t i v e l y sma l l a v e r a g e hou seho l d has a number o f poss ib l e 

mean i n g s . F i r s t , i t c a n mean tha t the p o p u l a t i o n is o l d e r than u s u a l . S e c o n d , i t 

c a n mean that f am i l i e s in M i l w a u k e e have f ewe r c h i l d r e n . T h i r d , i t c a n mean tha t 

the e c o n o m i c l e v e l o f the M i l w a u k e e p o p u l a t i o n is qu i t e h i g h , r e su l t i ng in an 

a lmos t c o m p l e t e a b s en ce o f " d o u b l e d up" f a m i l i e s , or o f parents a nd o t h e r r e l a t i v e s 

l i v i n g w i t h the " p r i m a r y f a m i l y " . A n a l y s i s o f o t he r aspec t s o f the census s hou l d 

y i e l d some c l ue s as to the reasons fo r the sma l l f a m i l y s i z e . 

A g e 

The census p r o v i d e d an o p p o r t u n i t y to do some th i ng w h i c h is r a r e l y done in 

c o m m u n i t y s t ud i e s . We a re a b l e to present the ages o f the p o p u l a t i o n by 

s i n g l e y e a r (Tab le 2 ) . This a l l o w s a g e n c y p l anne r s , p a r t i c u l a r l y those a g e n c i e s 

s e r v i ng y ou t h , to a n t i c i p a t e just wha t t h e i r " m a r k e t " w i l l be in years to c o m e . 

O f c ou r s e , T ab l e 2 w i l l h a ve to be c o r r e c t e d a f t e r the a d d i t i o n a l f a m i l i e s a r e 

f ound but fo r the moment T a b l e 2 c a n be c o n s i d e r e d to g i v e m i n imum f i gu res for 

e a c h age g r o u p . A n o t h e r p r ob l em w h i c h s hou l d be no t ed is the " h e a p i n g up " 

o r p i l i n g up o f persons a r ound ages e n d i n g in " 5 " o r " 0 " . Th is is o b s e r v e d in 

a l l census ope r a t i o n s a n d represents a t e n d e n c y fo r persons to g i v e t h e i r age i n 

round f i g u r e s . It c a n be c o r r e c t e d by va r i ou s methods , a n d th is w i l l be done in 

fu r the r r epo r t s . O n e w a y to do th is is to g r o u p the da t a i n f i v e y e a r i n t e r v a l s 

a n d th is is done i n T ab l e 3 . 
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TABLE 30 

P o p u l a t i o n by S i ng l e Yea r s o f A g e : 1964 

Y e a r s o f N o . o f Y ea r s o f N o . o f Y ea r s o f N o . o f 

A g e Persons A g e Persons A g e Persons 

U n d e r ! 2 8* 33 239 66 156 

6 240 34 244 ו 7 154 

2 389 35 284 6 8 177 

3 311 36 305 69 132 

4 337 37 308 70 266 

5 335 38 292 71 86 

6 352 39 276 72 140 

7 384 40 351 73 112 

8 382 41 294 74 82 

9 413 42 326 75 151 

10 425 43 434 76 51 

11 458 44 282 7 7 58 

12 481 45 390 78 60 

13 459 46 351 79 4 5 

14 435 4 7 252 80 52 

15 416 48 324 81 29 

16 454 49 339 82 28 

17 485 50 470 83 26 

18 442 51 332 84 16 

19 324 52 341 85 13 

20 302 5 3 343 86 18 

21 345 54 278 87 11 

22 243 55 376 88 11 

23 203 56 276 89 5 

24 179 57 305 90 10 

25 190 58 434 91 2 

26 199 59 253 92 6 

2 7 190 60 446 9 3 6 

28 192 61 180 94 1 

29 201 62 218 95 -

30 230 6 3 222 

31 201 6 4 209 

32 229 65 293 

* I n comp l e t e c oun t due to pass ing o f t ime i n t e r v a l be fo re a b i r th da te is 

e n c o u n t e r e d . 
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T A B L E 3 

A g e by F i v e Y e a r G roup ings 

A g e N u m b e r o f Persons Pe r cen t T o t . P op . M i l w . M e t r o . A r e a 

Unde r 5 1 , 3 09 5 . 8 1 1 . 9 
5 - 9 1 , 866 8 . 2 1 0 . 3 
10 - 14 2 , 2 5 8 1 0 . 0 8 . 5 
15 - 19 2 , 1 2 1 9 . 4 6 . 5 
20 - 24 1 , 2 72 5 . 6 6 . 1 
25 - 29 972 4 . 3 6 . 5 
30 - 34 1 , 1 3 9 5 . 0 7 . 0 
35 - 39 1 , 4 6 5 6 . 5 6 . 9 
40 - 44 1 , 6 8 7 6 . 5 6 . 4 

45 - 49 1 , 6 56 7 . 3 6 . 1 
50 - 54 1 , 7 6 4 7 . 8 5 . 6 
55 - 59 1 , 6 4 4 7 . 3 5 . 0 
60 - 64 1 , 2 7 5 5 . 6 4 . 3 

65 - 69 912 4 . 0 3 . 5 

70 - 74 686 3 . 0 2 . 6 

75 - 79 365 1 . 6 1 . 6 

80 - 84 151 . 7 . 8 
85 a n d o v e r 83 . 4 . 4 

To ta l 2 2 , 6 2 5 1 0 0 . 0 1 0 0 . 0 

T A B L E 4 
Pe r cen t D i s t r i b u t i o n by a g e , S e l e c t e d J e w i s h C o m m u n i t i e s 

M i Iw. L . A . De t r o i t P r o v . W a s h . D C Roches te r , N Y P i t t s . 
1964 1959 1963 1964 1956 1961 1963 

Unde r 15 24 29 31 25 30 25 28 

1 5 - 2 4 15 10 11 14 9 12 14 

25 - 44 23 30 25 24 38 24 25 

45 - 64 28 23 25 27 18 26 26 

65 10 8 8 10 5 13 7 

To ta l 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 



A compar i son b e t w e e n M i l w a u k e e a n d some o t he r J e w i s h commun i t i e s d i sc loses 

that the p eop l e i n M i l w a u k e e are a b i t o l d e r than in the o t he r c ommun i t i e s . 

M i l w a u k e e , P r o v i d e n c e , Rhode I s l and , a nd Roches te r , N e w Y o r k are v e r y much 

a l i k e in this r e s pe c t . M i l w a u k e e is c h a r a c t e r i z e d b y the r e l a t i v e l y g r ea t e r 

p ropo r t i on o f persons 4 5 - 6 4 years o f age c ompa r ed w i t h persons 2 5 - 4 4 years o f 

a g e . W h i l e the p r opo r t i on o f persons o v e r 65 years o f age is not p a r t i c u l a r l y 

l a rge as y e t , i t is c l e a r tha t w i t h i n a f ew years i t w i l l b eg i n to r ise r a p i d l y . 

It was p o i n t e d ou t p r e v i o u s l y that the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h p opu l a t i o n h ad a 

ra the r sma l l f a m i l y s i z e . O n e o f the reasons for th is is the age o f the p o p u l a t i o n . 

In turn th is a c c oun t s for the r e l a t i v e l y l ow p ropo r t i on o f c h i l d r e n unde r 15, a nd 

the c o r r e s p o n d i n g l y h i g h p ropo r t i on o f t een agers a n d young adu l t s . Because 

they are o l d e r , M i l w a u k e e f am i l i e s h a ve a l a rge p ropo r t i on o f o l d e r c h i l d r e n , 

than the o t he r J e w i s h c o m m u n i t i e s . 

In summary , i t is seen tha t the d i f f e r e n c e be tween M i l w a u k e e and o the r J ew i s h 

c ommun i t i e s a r e not v e r y g r e a t . W i t h the poss ib le e x c e p t i o n o f Wa sh i n g t on , D . C . 

w h i c h c on t a i n s an unu sua l l y h igh p ropo r t i on o f y oung adu l t s , the J e w i s h c ommun i t y 

e x a m i n e d he re seems p re t t y much the p roduc t o f the same s o c i a l a n d e c o n o m i c 

t r ends . 

M a r i t a l Status 

The M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h Census d i d not r e c o r d the ma r i t a l status o f e v e r y o n e , just 

the ma r i t a l status o f f a m i l y heads , a nd t he i r spouses, i f p resen t . N e v e r t h e l e s s , 

the da ta a re use fu l w h e n s u b d i v i d e d by age because t h e y show trends o v e r a long 

p e r i o d o f t i m e . It s hou l d be p o i n t e d ou t that a l l o f the ma r r i ed are i n c l u d e d in 

the ana l y s i s f o r t hey are f a m i l y heads by d e f i n i t i o n . H o w e v e r , a number o f 

unma r r i ed persons who may be s i n g l e , w i d o w e d or d i v o r c e d and who are not 

f a m i l y heads are not shown in Tab l e 5 because we do no t know t h e i r ma r i t a l 

s ta tus . Some i d e a o f the numbers o f persons i n v o l v e d c a n be o b t a i n e d from the 

f o l l o w i n g t a b l e . 

T A B L E 5 

M a r i t a l Status K n o w n a n d U n k n o w n b y A g e 

M a r i t a l Status Unknown 

A g e M a r i t a l Status K n o w n C h i l d o f H e a d O t h e r R e l a t i v e 

2 5 - 2 9 9 1 5 140 1 

3 0 - 3 4 1 , 3 3 3 104 1 

3 5 - 3 9 1 , 4 6 7 58 3 

4 0 - 4 4 1 , 5 4 9 69 4 

4 5 - 4 9 1 , 7 2 0 57 10 

5 0 - 5 4 1 , 6 0 6 35 4 

5 5 - 5 9 1 , 3 8 4 23 9 

6 0 - 6 4 1 , 0 2 3 15 9 

6 5 1 , 7 2 5 0 14 

To ta l 1 2 , 7 2 2 501 55 

 ־ 6 -



It c a n be seen that v e r y f ew " o t he r r e l a t i v e s " res ide in M i l w a u k e e J ew i sh hou se -

ho l d s . That is , f ew aunts , cous ins , or e ven m o t h e r s - i n - l a w , or f a t h e r s - i n - l a w l i v e 

w i t h the p r imary f a m i l y . This s i t ua t i on is wha t soc i o l og i s t s and an th ropo log i s t s 

u sua l l y have in m ind when they t a l k o f d i s appea rance o f the " e x t e n d e d f a m i l y " , 

and an a lmost to ta l t rans fo rmat ion into the " n u c l e a r " f a m i l y ( i . e . mothe r , f a t he r , 

a nd g r ow i ng c h i l d r e n ) . This s i t u a t i on has many impor tant imp l i c a t i o n s for 

c ommun i t y p l a n n i n g . It is e v i d e n t from the e x t r eme l y sma l l numbers o f " o t he r 

r e l a t i v e s " that J ew i s h persons in M i l w a u k e e t end to l i v e i n sma l l f a m i l y un i t s , 

a nd that the commun i t y ra ther than the i n d i v i d u a l f a m i l y is l i k e l y to p l a y the 

p r i n c i p a l r o l e in the i r l i v i n g s i t ua t i on as they a g e . 

W h i l e some c h i l d r e n in the i r l a te twent ies a nd th i r t i e s r ema in w i t h the i r parents , 

it is o n l y sma l l numbers of persons who are unmar r i ed (this means w i d o w e d and 

d i v o r c e d as w e l l as s ing le ) in the M i l w a u k e e J ew i sh p o p u l a t i o n . Thus we see 

that a l t hough the data o n ma r i t a l status are not c o m p l e t e , the numbers o f persons 

for w h i c h we do not have i n f o rma t i on compr i se a smal l p ropo r t i on o f a l l a du l t s . 

Tab l e 6 con ta ins the i n f o rma t i on on the persons whose mar i t a l status was 

r e c o r d e d . It c a n be seen that most eve r yone is m a r r i e d . D i v o r c e seems to run 

abou t an a ve r age o f 3 pe r cen t fo r a l l age g roups , a nd s ing leness about 4 

p e r c en t . In this r e spec t , M i l w a u k e e is v e r y s im i l a r to the o the r J e w i s h 

commun i t i e s for w h i c h i n f o rma t i on is a v a i l a b l e . 
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TABLE 30 

M a r i t a l Status o f F a m i l y Heads by A g e 

A g e M a r r i e d * S i n g l e W i d o w e d D i v o r c e d To ta l 

1 5 - 1 9 2 2 

2 0 - 2 4 300 10 2 5 317 

2 5 - 2 9 441 18 1 14 474 

3 0 - 3 4 641 25 6 20 692 

3 5 - 3 9 706 22 11 22 761 

4 0 - 4 4 723 37 28 38 826 

4 5 - 4 9 796 41 55 32 924 

5 0 - 5 4 723 54 90 16 883 

5 5 - 5 9 585 4 7 148 19 799 

6 0 - 6 4 396 4 5 174 12 6 2 7 

6 5 - 6 9 288 32 184 5 509 

7 0 - 7 4 136 18 212 4 370 

7 5 - 7 9 4 4 8 144 — 196 

8 0 - 8 4 16 1 75 1 9 3 

85 & o v e r 6 6 5 4 1 6 7 

(Pe rcen t ) 

A g e M a r r i e d S i n g l e W i d o w e d D i v o r c e d To t a l 

1 5 - 1 9 1 0 0 . 0 100 

2 0 - 2 4 9 4 . 6 3 . 2 . 6 1 . 6 100 

2 5 - 2 9 9 3 . 0 3 . 8 3 . 2 100 

3 0 - 3 4 9 2 . 6 3 . 6 . 9 2 . 9 100 

3 5 - 3 9 9 2 . 8 2 . 9 1 . 4 2 . 9 100 

4 0 - 4 4 8 7 . 5 4 . 5 3 . 4 4 . 6 100 

4 5 - 4 9 8 6 . 1 4 . 4 6 . 0 3 . 5 100 

5 0 - 5 4 8 1 . 9 6 . 1 1 0 . 2 1 . 8 100 

5 5 - 5 9 7 3 . 2 5 . 9 1 8 . 5 2 . 4 100 

6 0 - 6 4 6 3 . 1 7 . 2 2 7 . 8 1 . 9 100 

6 5 - 6 9 5 6 . 6 6 . 3 3 6 . 1 1 . 0 100 

7 0 - 7 4 3 6 . 8 4 . 9 5 7 . 3 1 . 0 100 

7 5 - 7 9 2 2 . 4 4 . 1 7 3 . 5 — 100 

8 0 - 8 4 1 7 . 2 1 . 1 8 0 . 6 1 . 1 100 

85 & o v e r 9 . 0 9 . 0 8 0 . 6 . 4 100 

*The f i g u r e in th is c o l umn refers to ma r r i e d c o u p l e s . Tha t i s , the f i g ure 300 

fo r the m a r r i e d 2 0 - 2 4 years o f a ge re fers to 300 men a n d t h e i r w i v e s . It is 

the c o u p l e , h o w e v e r , tha t is the un i t o f ana l y s i s h e r e . 
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A rea s o f Res i dence 

A . G e n e r a l D e s c r i p t i o n - T h e M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h c ommun i t y has been s u b d i v i d e d 

in to e i gh t r e s i d en t i a l areas as shown an the a c c o m p a n y i n g map . Two of the 

areas - 2 a n d 9 - c o n t a i n v e r y few J ew i s h f am i l i e s a nd c a n be c on s i d e r e d 

t oge the r as " M i l w a u k e e - O t h e r " , a c a t c h - a l l t i t l e . A r e a s 8 , 7 a nd 6 c a n 

be c on s i d e r ed the " W e s t S i d e " , a nd c a l l e d he r e i n a f t e r A r e a 7 - " O l d West 

S i d e " , A r e a 8 - " W e s t S i d e " , a nd A r e a 6 - ״ N o r t h w e s t S i d e " . A r ea s 3 , 4 

a n d 5 c a n be named as: A r e a 3 "Eas t S i d e " , A r e a 4 - "Eas t S i de Subu r b s " , 

a n d A r e a 5 - " Ea s t S i d e , N e w Suburbs" . N a m i n g the areas in this manner 

makes the ana l y s i s somewha t more m e a n i n g f u l , s i n c e the names have a 

c o n s i d e r a b l e s o c i a l mean i ng to M i l w a u k e e J e w r y . 

B . G e o g r a p h i c D i s t r i b u t i o n o f F am i l i e s - The f o l l o w i n g t a b l e g i ve s the 

g e o g r a p h i c d i s t r i b u t i on o f M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h f am i l i e s : 

T A B L E 7 

D e t a i l e d G e o g r a p h i c D i s t r i b u t i o n o f Househo lds 

N o . Pe r cen t 

East S i d e 

East S i d e 735 9 . 7 

East S i d e Suburbs 1 , 5 3 6 2 0 . 4 

East S i d e - N e w Suburbs 1 , 0 9 9 1 4 . 6 

To ta l East S i de 3 , 3 7 0 4 4 . 7 

West S i d e 

O l d West S i d e 606 8 . 0 

West S i d e 3 , 0 6 6 4 0 . 7 

N o r t h w e s t S i d e 276 3 . 7 

To ta l Wes t S i d e 3 , 9 4 8 5 2 . 4 

O t h e r M i l w a u k e e 222 2 . 9 

To ta l 7 , 5 4 0 1 0 0 . 0 

(1) 
F a m i l y Heads i n Ins t i tu t ions 189 

(1) This is a l so the number o f i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d i n d i v i d u a l s s i n c e the i n s t i t u t i o n 

in th is case a l so is the person 's pe rmanent address 
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A l t h o u g h the c en t r a l focus a nd most popu lous J ew i s h a rea is the West S i d e , the 

g e o g r a p h i c e x t e n t o f the to ta l M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h c ommun i t y is v e r y l a rge a n d 

a p p a r e n t l y g r o w i n g l a r g e r . It ex tends from W i s c o n s i n A v e n u e to a b i t b e yond the 

N o r t h e r n bounda r y o f M i l w a u k e e c o u n t y , a nd from Lake M i c h i g a n to the West 

bounda r y o f M i l w a u k e e . P r o v i d i n g c ommun i t y s e r v i c e s to such a r e l a t i v e l y sma l l 

number o f f a m i l i e s d i s t r i bu t ed t h i n l y o v e r an a r ea o f many square m i l e s is a 

f o rm i d ab l e task i f g e o g r a p h i c p r o p i n q u i t y is a c o n s i d e r a t i o n , as i t s u r e l y i s . In 

a d d i t i o n to the g e o g r a p h i c d i spe r s i on subsequent ana l y s i s w i l l show that the s i x 

s u b - c ommun i t i e s d i s t i ngu i shed here have d i s s im i l a r c ha r a c t e r i s t i c s a n d m igh t 

be v i e w e d as sepa ra te en t i t i e s f o r s o c i a l p l a n n i n g . 

C . J e w i s h C o n c e n t r a t i o n - A n impor tan t c on s i d e r a t i o n is the degree o f J e w i s h 

c o n c e n t r a t i o n o f p ropo r t i on o f J e w i s h f a m i l i e s to a l l f am i l i e s in a g i v e n 

a r e a . This is shown in Tab l e 8 w h i c h g i v e s the degree o f c o n c e n t r a t i o n 

fo r the s i x J ew i s h s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s . 

TABLE 8 

Pe r cen t J e w i s h F a m i l i e s o f a l l F am i l i e s for the 

S i x J e w i s h S u b - C o m m u n i t i e s 

S u b - C o m m u n i t y A l l F am i l i e s J e w i s h F am i l i e s Pe r cen t J ew i s h 

East S i d e 2 0 , 6 9 0 735 3 . 6 

East S i d e Suburbs 11 , 171 1 , 5 3 6 1 3 . 7 

East S i d e N e w Suburbs 6 , 2 1 8 1 , 0 99 1 7 . 7 

O l d West S i d e 6 9 , 3 2 7 606 . 9 

West S i d e 4 2 , 2 0 7 3 , 0 6 6 . 7 

N o r t h w e s t S i d e 2 9 , 4 4 8 276 . 9 

The most c o n c e n t r a t e d s u b - c o m m u n i t y is the East S i d e N e w Suburbs whe re more 

than one ou t o f s i x f a m i l i e s is J e w i s h . In g e n e r a l , the East S i d e S u b - C o m m u n -

i t i es a re more c o n c e n t r a t e d than the West S i d e . 

It is e v i d e n t tha t the " J e w i s h s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s " a re not v e r y J e w i s h in the sense 

that J ews a re p r edom inan t in the o v e r a l l a r e a . O f course the areas themse lves 

are q u i t e l a r g e , a n d i t is h i g h l y poss ib le that in s p e c i f i c l o c a t i on s w i t h i n the 

areas the c o n c e n t r a t i o n o f J e w i s h f am i l i e s rises to r e l a t i v e l y h i gh peak s . 

C o n s e q u e n t l y , the census t racts (smal l g e o g r a p h i c areas) we re a n a l y z e d 

(Tab le 9 a n d M a p 1). 

The resul ts a re most i n t e r e s t i ng . It appears that J e w i s h f am i l i e s do not e v e n 

come near c omp r i s i n g a ma j o r i t y a n ywhe r e in me t r opo l i t a n M i l w a u k e e . J e w i s h 

f a m i l i e s compr i se o n l y a bare o n e - t h i r d o f the p o p u l a t i o n in o n l y two census 

t r a c t s , a n d abou t o n e - q u a r t e r o f the p o p u l a t i o n i n o n l y th ree more t r a c t s . 

Th i r t e en more t rac ts that a re b e t w e e n ten a n d twen t y pe r cen t compr i s e the 

r ema i n i n g areas o f a n y J e w i s h c o n c e n t r a t i o n a t a l l . 
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T A B L E 9 

H i gh Dens i t y J ew i s h A r e a s 

To ta l F a m i l i e s To ta l J e w . F am i l i e s J e w . Den s i t y 

2 , 3 7 9 3 2 3 1 3 . 6 

1 , 5 4 8 161 1 0 . 4 

1 , 7 1 3 192 1 1 . 2 

1 , 2 2 0 124 1 0 . 2 

1 , 3 1 4 234 1 7 . 8 

1 , 7 9 4 377 2 1 . 0 

1 , 9 7 0 251 1 2 . 7 

1 , 1 2 0 165 1 4 . 7 

830 190 2 2 . 9 

1 , 2 6 0 4 2 5 3 3 . 7 

861 280 3 2 . 5 

1 , 7 2 7 290 1 6 . 8 

1 , 9 5 8 380 1 9 . 4 

2 , 1 9 4 3 4 7 1 5 . 8 

1 , 0 2 5 215 2 1 . 0 

8 79 145 1 6 . 5 

1 , 2 3 5 160 1 3 . 0 
2 , 9 2 9 340 1 1 . 6 

East S i d e 

T rac t 4 

East S i d e Suburbs 

S H 158 

159 

160 

161 

W B 1 5 5 

157 

East S i d e - N e w Sub . 

G L 2 2 3 A 

FP 154A 

154B 

B 225 

O l d Wes t S i d e 

N o n e 

West S i d e 

91B 

92 

93 

96 

9 7 
172 

173 

N o r t h w e s t S i d e 

N o n e 

 ־ 11 -



O n e t h i ng c a n be s a i d w i t h c e r t a i n t y ; the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h c ommun i t y is not 

l i v i n g in a g h e t t o , a t least i n a n y g e o g r a p h i c sense . O n the c o n t r a r y , the J e w i s h 

p o p u l a t i o n is by a nd la rge t h i n l y d i s t r i bu t ed o v e r a r e l a t i v e l y l a rge g e o g r a p h i c 

a r e a , a n d most J e w i s h f am i l i e s a re l i v i n g in most l y n o n - J e w i s h ne i ghbo rhoods . 

O f a d d i t i o n a l i n te res t is the f a c t that the areas h ighes t in J e w i s h c o n c e n t r a t i o n are 

r e l a t i v e l y n e w , h i gh i n come suburbs . This is some i n d i c a t i o n that the des i re fo r 

Jews to l i v e in J e w i s h areas is not n e ce s s a r i l y d im i n i s h i ng as the o l d e r g ene r a t i o n 

d ies o u t . The dens i t y o f J e w i s h l i v i n g c on cen t r a t i o n s is not ne ce s sa r i l y an 

e v o l u t i o n a r y p roces s . Tha t i s , there is no p a r t i c u l a r e v i d e n c e that J e w i s h c o n -

cen t r a t i on s are d e c l i n i n g from p rev ious h ighs to new lows as Jews d isperse t h e m -

se l ves in the g ene r a l p o p u l a t i o n . Ra the r , i t appears that new con cen t r a t i o n s are 

fo rm ing as o l d c on cen t r a t i o n s a re d i l u t e d due to movement to new and p resumab ly 

" b e t t e r " n e i ghbo rhood s . If s t ronger J e w i s h i d e n t i f i c a t i o n is dependen t in a n y w a y 

on l i v i n g in " J e w i s h n e i g hbo r hood s " , there is no reason to suspect that the number 

of p e o p l e who compr i se the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h c ommun i t y is d e c l i n i n g at th is t i m e . 

O n the c o n t r a r y , Jews seem most anx i ous to sus ta in J ew i s h ne ighborhoods as they 

en te r new g e o g r a p h i c a r e a s . 

D . A g e o f Head o f Househo l d - K n o w l e d g e c o n c e r n i n g the age o f the h ead o f 

househo ld is v e r y usefu l i n c h a r a c t e r i z i n g areas o f r e s i d e n c e . That i s , 

whe the r an a r e a is " y o u n g " o r " o l d " i n terms o f its res idents c a n be 

a s c e r t a i n e d b y a n a l y z i n g the age o f the househo ld heads . This is done 

in T ab l e 10, w h i c h g i v e s the med i an age o f househo ld head s . 

Tab l e 10 is v e r y i l l u m i n a t i n g because the age d i f f e r e n c e be tween areas 

is not o n l y v a r i e d but the d i f f e r en ce s a re e x t r e m e l y sha rp . Whe rea s , the 

med i an age fo r the to ta l M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h c ommun i t y is 5 2 . 6 yea r s , the 

range b e t w e e n the d i f f e r en t areas is from 3 7 . 3 years to 6 2 . 9 y ea r s . 

I n te re s t i ng l y enough the re seems to be three ma jo r breaks in g r oup i ng s . 

In two a reas , O l d West S i d e , a nd East S i d e , the med i an age o f f a m i l y 

heads is o v e r 60 yea r s , i n two a r ea s , East S i de Suburbs , a nd West S i d e , the 

med i a n age o f f a m i l y heads is o v e r 50 y ea r s , a nd in two a reas , East S i d e 

N e w Suburbs , a n d N o r t h w e s t S i d e , the med i an age o f f a m i l y heads is much 

l o w e r , i n the fo r t i e s a nd th i r t i e s r e s p e c t i v e l y . 

This measu re , med i an age o f f a m i l y needs , v e r y c l e a r l y expresses three 

stages i n the d e v e l o pmen t o f the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h c ommun i t y - y ou t h , 

m i dd l e a g e , a n d o l d . The th ree stages a r e sha rp l y d i f f e r en t f rom one 

ano t h e r , and as such p r o v i d e a d e f i n i t e basis fo r c ommun i t y p l a n n i n g . 

Persons per Househo l d by S u b - C o m m u n i t y 

T ab l e 11 c on t a i n s the da ta on persons per househo l d by the s i x s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s . 

A l t h o u g h the measure is hou seho l d s i z e i n s t ead o f a g e , the i n f o rma t i on g l e a n e d 

f rom th is t a b l e is e s s en t i a l l y the same as f rom age i n f o r m a t i o n . This is not 
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su rp r i s i ng , s i n c e it is most obv i ous that o l d e r f am i l i e s h a v e the fewes t c h i l d r e n at 

home , but it is i n te res t i ng to obse rve how c l o s e l y the age da ta are c o r r e l a t e d w i t h 

the data on f a m i l y s i z e . The same pat te rn p r e va i l s in both ca se s . East s i de N e w 

Suburbs and N o r t h w e s t S i d e have the largest househo l d a v e r a ge s i z e s , 3 . 8 7 and 

3 . 4 6 persons r e s p e c t i v e l y . East S ide Suburbs a n d West S i d e are in the m i d d l e a n d 

O l d West S ide ha ve v e r y sma l l househo l d s i z e s , in f a c t t hey are so sma l l tha t 

c h i l d r e n are l i t e r a l l y rare i n these two s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s . 

It is e v i d e n t f rom Tab l e 11 that M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h househo lds a re qu i t e sma l l 

g e n e r a l l y . O n l y 70 f am i l i e s had more than s i x members . (1) S i n c e ou r da ta has 

p r e v i o u s l y shown that not many peop l e o the r than the h e a d , w i f e a n d c h i l d r e n 

l i v e in a hou seho l d , p r a c t i c a l l y a l l f am i l i e s must cons i s t o f husband , w i f e a n d 

b e tween one a n d four c h i l d r e n . W h i l e this is a rough i n d i c a t o r , there is l i t t l e 

doubt that the f e r t i l i t y o f M i l w a u k e e J e w r y is r a the r l o w , p r obab l y somewha t l o w e r 

than the a v e r a ge for the U . S . J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n . The truth o f this c o n t e n t i o n 

undoub t e d l y mer i ts fu r ther i n v e s t i g a t i o n . 

Leng th o f Res i dence by S u b - C o m m u n i t y 

W e have e x p l o r e d the age o f the s i x s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s i n terms o f the age o f the 

p eop l e who compr i s e t hem. W h a t abou t the age o f the s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s i n terms 

o f the l eng th o f t ime that J e w i s h f am i l i e s h a ve l i v e d t h e r e ? L o o k i n g at the to ta l 

J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y (Tab le 12) i t c a n be seen tha t be t t e r t han 60 pe r c en t o f the 

f am i l i e s have l i v e d a t t h e i r present r e s i d ence less than ten years a n d a lmos t 40 

pe r cen t have l i v e d a t t h e i r present address less than f i v e y ea r s . O n the o t h e r 

e n d o f the s c a l e f ewe r than one in ten f am i l i e s h a ve l i v e d a t t h e i r present 

address more than twen t y y ea r s . The med i a n l eng th o f r e s i d en ce is abou t seven 

y ea r s , a f i gu re w h i c h agrees a lmos t e x a c t l y w i t h the p r opo r t i on c h a n g i n g 

r e s i d en ce du r i ng the past y e a r . That i s , 1 3 . 4 pe r c en t moved du r i ng the past 

y e a r , a n d i f we m u l t i p l y this by 7 . 0 1 years i t comes ou t c l o s e to o n e hund r ed 

p e r c e n t . This means tha t abou t one f a m i l y in s e ven moves du r i ng the course o f 

a y e a r . O f course some o f these moves i n v o l v e d m e r e l y c h a n g i n g r e s i dences 

w i t h i n a s u b - c o m m u n i t y , ra the r than i n t e r - a r e a moves . N e v e r t h e l e s s , i t does 

a d d up to an impress i ve deg ree o f r e s i d en t i a l m o b i l i t y . 

L o o k i n g at d i f f e r en ce s b e t w e e n s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s , i t c a n be seen tha t the re a r e 

c o n s i d e r a b l e v a r i a t i o n s w i t h r e spec t to the l e ng t h o f r e s i d en c e o f J e w i s h 

f a m i l i e s . O l d Wes t S i d e is the " o l d e s t " , w i t h a m e d i a n l eng th o f r e s i d en c e o f 

9 . 3 y ea r s . H o w e v e r , med i a n length o f r e s i d en c e in the East S i d e Suburbs is 

a lmos t as l a r g e , b e i n g 9 . 0 y ea r s . The N o r t h w e s t S i d e has the shortest l e ng t h 

o f r e s i d ence - 4 . 1 y e a r s . A l t h o u g h the East S i d e s u b - c o m m u n i t y is l o c a t e d in 

(1) It is f a i r l y easy to be come con fu sed o v e r d e f i n i t i o n s h e r e . It is poss ib l e 

that some mothers may have had f i v e o r s i x o r s e ven o r e i g h t c h i l d r e n , but 

we are o n l y c o u n t i n g here the ones now l i v i n g a t h o m e . 
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TABLE 10 

A g e o f A l l Heads by S u b - C o m m u n i t y 

West S i d e To ta l * 

2 
90 

320 

4 8 3 

698 

801 

835 

1,000 
958 

865 

668 

545 

342 

133 

81 

7 , 8 2 1 

5 2 . 6 

41 

99 

162 

218 
311 

366 

444 

412 

343 

265 

218 
141 

30 

16 

3 , 0 6 6 

5 3 . 8 

O l d West 

S i d e 

7 

23 

13 

9 

16 

24 

70 

86 
98 

89 

85 

61 

17 

8 

606 

6 2 . 9 

N o r t h w e s t 

S i d e 

10 

58 

51 

42 

32 

21 

12 

12 

9 

14 

10 

3 

2 

276 

3 7 . 3 

East S i d e 

N e w Suburbs 

3 

50 

119 

204 

194 

151 

129 

108 
90 

37 

12 

1 

1 

1 , 0 9 9 

4 4 . 5 

East S i d e 

Suburbs 

1 

12 

4 6 

88 
146 

164 

202 
231 

212 
145 

128 
99 

40 

13 

9 

1 , 5 3 6 

5 1 . 9 

East S i d e 

1 

13 

25 

23 

4 2 

4 7 

37 

62 
82 

119 

105 

95 

51 

21 

12 

735 

6 1 . 5 

A g e 

15 - 19 

2 0 - 2 4 

2 5 - 2 9 

3 0 - 3 4 

3 5 - 3 9 

4 0 - 4 4 

4 5 - 4 9 

5 0 - 5 4 

5 5 - 5 9 

6 0 - 6 4 

6 5 - 6 9 

7 0 - 7 4 

7 5 - 7 9 

8 0 - 8 4 

85 & O v e r 

To ta l 

M e d i a n 

1 

* Inc ludes " O t h e r M i l w a u k e e " 



TABLE 11 

Persons Per Household by Sub-Community of Residence 

Household Size 

Area (י) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) (9) Total Size 

East Side 324 255 ^ 63 28 28 8 2 744 1.99 
East Side Suburbs 194 423 268 373 224 51 13 2 1 1,549 3.15 
East Side New Sub. 15 216 163 329 298 78 17 2 — 1,103 3.87 
Northwest Side 13 72 56 77 38 17 4 — ! 278 3.46 
O ld West Side 125 170 52 27 12 8 1 — — 395 2.14 
West Side 292 950 618 636 375 103 17 5 — 2,996 3.08 

Six Sub-
Communities 961 2 ,068 1,213 1,505 960 265 54 9 2 7,055 3.07 

, * Tofal 
A l l Households 3.01 22,922 18 80 406 1,722 5,040 6,216 3,858 4,372 210׳ן 

*Includes "Other Milwaukee" 

TABLE 12 

Length of Residence 

East East Side East Side Northwest O ld 
Age Side Suburbs New Sub. Side West Side West Side Total* 

1 yr. or less 119 179 157 66 54 343 963 
2 - 4 171 281 307 87 69 706 1,714 
5 - 9 142 364 440 84 73 812 1,995 
10 - 19 158 527 143 17 91 865 1,881 
20 - 29 64 119 10 — 40 167 434 
30 Yrs. or 
more 26 31 2 2 45 52 180 

Total 680 1,501 1,059 256 372 . 2,945 7,167 

Median 6 .8 9.0 5.8 4.1 9.3 7.6 7.01 

11.6 13.4 
24.0 23.9 
27.6 27.8 
29.3 26.2 
5.7 6.1 

1.8 2.6 

100.0 100.0 

Percent 

25.8 14.4 
34.0 18.4 
32.8 19.5 
6.6 24.8 

1Q.8 

.8 12.1 

100.0 100.0 

11.9 14.8 
18.7 29.0 
24.3 41.5 
35.1 13.5 

7.9 .9 

2.1 .2 

100.0 100.0 

Age 

1 yr . or less 17.4 
2 - 4 25.2 
5 - 9 20.9 
10 - 19 23.3 
20 - 29 9.4 
30 Yrs. or 

more 3.8 

Total 100.0 
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TABLE 35 

S u b - C o m m u n i t y o f Present Address by S u b - C o m m u n i t y o f Former Address 

East 

East S i d e N o r t h - O l d A l l 

East S i de N e w west West West O t h e r 
S i d e Subs . Subs . S i d e S i d e S i de M i l w . Tota 

S u b - C o m m u n i t y o f 

Former Address N u m bers 

East S i d e 301 262 7 7 9 26 97 22 794 

East S i d e Subs . 100 638 465 19 32 45 11 1 , 310 
E . S i d e N e w Subs . 33 38 96 8 1 6 2 184 

N o r t h w e s t S i de 2 17 34 38 9 106 4 210 
O l d West S i de 6 8 113 33 39 160 705 70 1 , 1 8 8 
West S i d e 6 2 229 306 111 63 1 , 6 1 3 119 2 , 5 0 3 

A l l O t h e r M i l w . 16 27 21 10 6 121 70 271 

To ta l 5 8 2 1 , 3 2 4 1 , 0 3 2 234 2 9 7 2 , 6 9 3 298 6 , 4 6 0 

Pe r cen t 

East S i d e 52 20 7 4 9 4 7 12 

East S i d e Subs . 17 48 46 8 11 2 4 20 

E . S i d e N e w Subs 6 3 9 3 3 

N o r t h w e s t S i de — 1 3 16 3 4 1 3 

O l d West S i d e 12 9 3 17 5 4 26 24 18 

West S i d e 11 17 30 4 8 21 60 40 40 

A l l O t h e r M i l w . 2 2 2 4 2 4 24 4 

To ta l 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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the c i t y it is the t h i r d " y ounge s t " s u b - c ommun i t y represents a " b a c k to the c i t y " 

movement on the part o f o l d e r coup l e s and the w i d o w e d , for the a v e r a g e age o f 

persons in th is s u b - c ommun i t y is qu i t e h i g h . 

If we l ook at ve ry r e cen t movement (less than one yea r ' s r e s idence) we see that 

N o r t h w e s t S i d e is the h i ghes t , for o ve r one quar te r o f its present res idents m o v e d 

there du r i ng the past y e a r . East S i d e w i t h one ou t o f s i x o f its res idents l i v i n g 

there less than one yea r was s e c o n d . These a re the most a c t i v e areas o f m o v e m e n t . 

This movement is more d e e p l y e x p l o r e d in the nex t s e c t i o n . 

Present S u b - C o m m u n i t y o f Res i dence a nd S u b - C o m m u n i t y o f Former Re s i dence 

The d i r e c t i o n of trends in p o p u l a t i o n movemen t c a n be a s c e r t a i n e d by r e l a t i n g the 

fo rmer s u b - c o m m u n i t y o f r e s i d en ce o f f am i l i e s l i v i n g in e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y . This 

is shown in Tab l e 13 . Tab l e 13 g i v e s the s u b - c o m m u n i t y o f o r i g i n o f the present 

res idents o f e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y . L o o k i n g a t Tab l e 13 i t is seen that o f the 

f a m i l i e s l i v i n g in the East S i d e s u b - c o m m u n i t y t o d a y , a lmost h a l f (48 percent ) 

o r i g i n a t e d w i t h i n the same s u b - c o m m u n i t y , that is , t hey are i n t r a - a r e a move s . 

This is t rue a l so fo r East S i de Suburbs , West S i d e , N o r t h w e s t S i d e , a nd O t h e r 

M i l w a u k e e . It is not true for the East S i d e N e w Suburbs , whe re a lmos t h a l f o f 

the f a m i l i e s c ame f rom the East S i d e Suburbs , a nd N o r t h w e s t S i de whe r e a lmost 

h a l f o f the f a m i l i e s c ame from the West S i d e . O v e r o n e - q u a r t e r o f the persons 

mov i ng to the East S i d e N e w Suburbs c ame f rom West S i d e , but th is was no t ; ״ ׳ ' 

as t rue o f the West S i d e Subu rbs . O n l y t w e l v e pe r c en t c ame f rom the East S i d e 

Suburbs and East S i d e c o m b i n e d ; that i s , Wes t S iders move to the East S i d e , but 

East S iders a re much less l i k e l y to move to the West S i d e . 

The p re c i s e e f f e c t o f e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y on e v e r y o t he r s u b - c o m m u n i t y c a n be 

measu red in s t i l l a no t he r w a y . Let us f i rs t assume tha t e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y is 

e q u a l l y a t t r a c t i v e to e v e r y o the r s u b - c o m m u n i t y . Tha t i s , e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y 

ga ins as many persons p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y f rom e a c h o the r s u b - c o m m u n i t y as i t sends 

t h em . This is shown by the numbers in parenthes i s i n T ab l e 14 . 

The numbers w i t h ou t parenthes i s represent the a c t u a l number o f f a m i l i e s tha t c ame 

f rom e a c h a r e a . The f igures e n c l o s e d by parentheses a r e the number o f f a m i l i e s 

e x p e c t e d by c h o i c e , o r to put i t ano the r w a y , the number e x p e c t e d i f e a c h s u b -

c ommun i t y e x e r t e d a n equa l pu l l on e a ch o the r s u b - c o m m u n i t y . A h i gh p o s i t i v e 

f i gu r e means that the s u b - c o m m u n i t y a t t r a c t e d many more f am i l i e s than e x p e c t e d 

by c h a n c e . A h i gh n ega t i v e f i gu r e means tha t the s u b - c o m m u n i t y a t t r a c t e d many 

f e w e r f a m i l i e s than e x p e c t e d by c h a n c e . 

It c a n be seen tha t e a c h s u b - c o m m u n i t y was most a t t r a c t i v e to i t s e l f , e x c e p t fo r 

East S i d e N e w Suburbs; tha t i s , most moves a re w i t h i n a g i v e n s u b - c o m m u n i t y . It 

is su spec ted that th is is l a r g e l y a f u n c t i o n of the number o f r en t a l un i ts in an a r e a . 

If there are many ren ta l un i t s , f a m i l i e s t end to move f rom apa r tmen t to apa r tmen t 

w i t h i n an a r e a . The most powe r f u l pu l l b e t w e e n s u b - c o m m u n i t i e s was East S i d e 
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N e w Suburbs on East S i de Suburbs . This was r e a l l y the o n l y power fu l magnet , 

a l t hough No r t hwes t S i de a lso p u l l e d f am i l i e s from the West S i d e , and West S ide 

in turn p u l l e d f am i l i e s from O l d West S i d e . O n the o the r s ide o f the l edge r , far 

f ewe r f am i l i e s came to the East S i de from the West S ide than e x p e c t e d . A l s o 

f ewe r f am i l i e s came to both the East S ide Suburbs and East S i de N e w Suburbs from 

the West S ide than one w o u l d e x p e c t from c h a n c e . 

A number o f c on c l u s i on s have been drawn from these d a t a . Perhaps a sub - commun i t y 

by s ub - c ommun i t y ana l ys i s is the best way to summar i ze : 

East S i d e - Mos t moves are w i t h i n the a r e a . The East S i d e r e c e i v e s far f ewe r 

than e x p e c t e d from the West S i d e . 

East S i d e Suburbs - Mo s t moves are w i t h i n the a r e a . L i k e East S ide i t r e ce i ves 

fa r f ewe r than e x p e c t e d from the West S i d e . 

East S i d e N e w Suburbs - The o n l y s ub - c ommun i t y whe re i n t e rna l moves do not 

p r edom i na t e . S t r ong l y pu l l s f am i l i e s from East S ide Suburbs . N o t qu i te as many 

as e x p e c t e d from West S i d e , a l t h ough a la rge number o f f am i l i e s is rep resen ted . 
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TABLE 30 

Actual and Expected Number of Families for Each Sub-Community by Present Address and Former Address 

Sub-Community of Present Address 

Sub-Community of 
Former Address 

East 
Side 

East 
Side 
Subs. 

East 
Side 
New 
Subs. 

North-
west 
Side 

O ld 
West 
Side 

West 
Side 

A l l 
Other 
Mi lw. 

Actual and Expected Numbers of Families 

East Side 301(72) 262(163) 77(127) 9(29) 26(37) 97(331) 22(37) 

East Side Subs. 100(118) 638(268) 465(210) 19(47) 32(60) 45(546) 11(60) 

E.Side New Subs. 33(17) 38(38) 96(29) 8(7) 1(8) 6(77) 2(8) 

Northwest Side 2(19) 17(43) 34(34) 38(8) 9(10) 106(88) 4(10) 

O ld West Side 68(107) 113(243) 33(190) 39(43) 160(55) 705(495) 70(55) 

West Side 62(226) 229(513) 306(399) 111(91) 63(115) 1613(1043) 119(115) 

A l l Other Mi lw . 16(24) 27(56) 21(44) 10(10) 6(12) 121(113) 71(13) 

Net Gains and Losses 

East Side 229 99 50 20 15 234 ח 

East Side Subs. 18 370 255 28 28 501 49 

E.Side New Subs. 16 - - 67 1 7 71 6 

Northwest Side 17 26 ~ 30 1 18 6 

O ld West Side 39 130 157 4 105 210 15 

West Side 164 284 93 20 52 570 4 

Al l Other Mi lw. 8 29 23 _ _ 6 8 57 
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PART ו 

The N u m b e r o f J ew i sh Persons in the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h C o m m u n i t y 

The e x a c t s i z e o f the commun i t y is a lway s of in te res t , and in the case of a 

J ew i s h c ommun i t y , su rp r i s i ng l y d i f f i c u l t to a s c e r t a i n . There is no cen t r a l a g e n c y 

or f i l e o r census or any o the r source that p r e - e x i s t s , and any study of a J ew i s h 

c ommun i t y is d i r e c t e d f irst to f i n d i ng out the number o f p e o p l e . 

Due to a number of c i r cums tances w h i c h have been de s c r i b ed in the f i rst repor ts , 

the M i l w a u k e e S tudy had an unusua l oppo r t un i t y to do an e s p e c i a l l y thorough 

job o f de t e rm in i ng an a c c u r a t e c oun t o f the res iden t p o p u l a t i o n , and the f i n a l 

c oun t o f 2 3 , 0 0 0 persons is b e l i e v e d to be ve ry e x a c t . 

This is a somewhat sma l l e r popu l a t i o n s i z e than was c ommon l y b e l i e v e d pr io r 

to the s tudy , and as such seemed d i s appo i n t i ng to a number o f p e o p l e . Part 

o f this d i sappo in tmen t is because there is the t e nden c y to f ee l that the p o p u l -

a t i o n was la rger i n the past and that the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h C o m m u n i t y is 

b e com ing sma l l e r . This c o u l d ve ry w e l l be , but it i sn ' t n e ce s sa r i l y t rue 

because we have no a c c u r a t e benchmark to measure the pas t . This study is 

now the benchmark , and we w i l l know the answer to this ques t ion o n l y a f te r 

we have re -measu red the popu l a t i o n in a few yea r s . 

The ques t ion o f numbers o f persons is a l so a b i t more c o m p l i c a t e d than if f i rst 

appea r s . N o t eve ryone who is a t t a c h e d to a c ommun i t y res ides t he r e . In a 

J ew i s h commun i t y such persons may cons t i t u te a subs tan t i a l and impor tant 

componen t of the p o p u l a t i o n . To be s p e c i f i c , in a J ew i sh p opu l a t i o n young 

persons be tween the ages o f 18 and 29 go a w a y to s choo l in l a rge numbers . 

W h i l e these persons are not a c t u a l l y present as res idents they c a n be c on s i d e r ed 

" a t t a c h e d " in the sense they have no o the r permanent home . T rue , some may 

not re turn to M i l w a u k e e a f t e r the i r e d u c a t i o n is c o m p l e t e d , but on the o the r 

hand others may return and br ing a w i f e from out o f town as w e l l . Thus a c oun t 

o f the res ident popu l a t i o n at a g i v e n t ime does not ne ce s sa r i l y r e v ea l the w h o l e 

p i c t u r e of the commun i t y ' s f u t u r e . 

This study a sked a ques t ion about where the c h i l d r e n o v e r e i g h t e en were 

res i d ing at the t ime of the study and it was f ound that abou t one thousand 

persons we re a t an ou t o f c i t y s c h o o l , in the a rmed forces or we re a w a y for some 

o the r reason . 

If we a d d these one thousand persons, the " M i l w a u k e e a t t a c h e d " p opu l a t i o n 

rises to a round 2 4 , 0 0 0 . It r e a l l y takes k now l e dge o f the e x i s t e n c e o f both 

res ident a nd non - r e s i den t p opu l a t i o n to t ho rough l y i n te rp re t the to ta l M i l w a u k e e 

J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n . O f cou r se , the ana l y s i s o f the c ha r a c t e r i s t i c s o f the 
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o f the popu l a t i o n must ne ce s sa r i l y be c o n f i n e d to the res ident popu l a t i on s i n ce 

there is no p r a c t i c a l way to o b t a i n i n f o rma t i on from those who are t empo ra r i l y 

r e s i d ing e l s ewhe r e . Thus the rema inder of this study w i l l desc r ibe o n l y the 

2 3 , 0 0 0 res idents o f M i l w a u k e e . 

Be fo re tu rn ing to ano the r t o p i c , it might be in te res t ing to note that the M i l w a u k e e 

J ew i s h commun i t y is the 16th largest J ew i s h commun i t y in the Un i t e d Sta tes . It 

is p r a c t i c a l l y i d e n t i c a l in s i ze w i t h P r o v i d e n c e , Rhode Is land ( 19 , 600 ) , a 

community w h i c h was s tud ied in 1964 , thus mak i ng f requent compar isons poss ib l e . 

Throughout this s tudy we w i l l o c c a s i o n a l l y l ean on compa ra t i v e da ta , both w i t h 

o the r J ew i sh commun i t i e s and w i t h the M i l w a u k e e n o n - J e w i s h commun i t y 

because to state that the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h commun i t y has X numbers of 

p ro fess iona l persons, or con ta ins Y p ropor t i on of O r t h o d o x Jews has no mean ing 

unless i t c a n be v i e w e d in the pe r spec t i ve of o the r commun i t i e s and where they 

s t and . 
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PART II 

A G E A N D M A R I T A L STATUS 

The two e lements o f popu l a t i o n s t ruc ture , age a nd mar i t a l s tatus, c a n be c on s i d e r ed 

as a un i t , for together they compr i se the b i o l o g i c a l base upon w h i c h the c ommun i t y 

rests. A g e is the most impor tan t , p a r t i c u l a r l y in c ommun i t y p l a nn i ng , fo r the 

va r i ous communa l se rv i ces are focused and d i r e c t e d towards p a r t i c u l a r age g roups . 

This study has the rare oppo r t un i t y to be ab l e to present the ages o f the p opu l a t i o n 
by s i ng l e yea r s . This is because the door to door census d i d f i nd e v e r y o n e , as 
la ter p roven by the sample s tudy . The data a re shown in Tab l e 1. This t ab l e 
d i f fe rs from the one shown in the P re l im ina r y Report i n that a ma thema t i c a l f o rmu la 
has been emp l o y ed to " smooth" the heap ing up o f i n d i v i d ua l s a t the p i v o t a l ages o f 
4 0 , 4 5 , 50 , e t c e t e r a . Peop l e tend to repeat t he i r ages i n terms o f e v en numbers , 
a nd this has been c o r r e c t e d . W h i l e Tab le 1 is i n te res t ing a nd usefu l i n terms o f 
commun i t y p l a nn i ng , i t is too d e t a i l e d to permit mean ing fu l ana l y s i s . The re fo re , 
the s i ng l e years o f age are c omb i ned into f i v e yea r i n t e r va l s , a nd shown in Tab l e 
2 in compar i son w i t h s im i l a r age groupings in the M i l w a u k e e M e t r o p o l i t a n a r ea 
to ta l p opu l a t i o n . 

It c a n be seen that the M i l w a u k e e Jew i sh popu l a t i o n is o l d e r than the M i l w a u k e e 
to ta l p opu l a t i o n . Whereas the med ian age in the J ew i s h popu l a t i o n is 3 6 . 2 , in 
the to ta l popu l a t i on o f M i l w a u k e e i t is 3 0 . 1 . The M i l w a u k e e to ta l p opu l a t i o n 
con ta ins la rger proport ions o f c h i l d r e n under 15 years o f age and young adu l t s 
be tween 25 and 44 years o f a g e . 

It is a lso mean ing fu l to compare the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h popu l a t i o n w i t h some 

o ther J ew i s h commun i t i e s where recent studies have been made . A compar i son 

be tween M i l w a u k e e and some o the r J ew i sh commun i t i e s d i sc loses that the peop l e 

i n M i l w a u k e e are a b i t o l d e r than in the o the r c ommun i t i e s . M i l w a u k e e , P r o v i d e n c e , 

Rhode Is land, and Roches te r , N e w Y o r k are ve r y much a l i k e i n this r e spec t . 

M i l w a u k e e is c h a r a c t e r i z e d by the r e l a t i v e l y g rea the r p ropor t i on o f persons 4 5 - 6 4 

years o f age compa red w i t h persons 2 5 - 4 4 years o f a g e . W h i l e the p ropo r t i on o f 

persons ove r 6 5 years o f age is not p a r t i c u l a r l y l a rge as y e t , i t is c l e a r that 

w i t h i n a f ew years i t w i l l b eg i n to rise r a p i d l y . 

It was po i n t ed out p r ev i ous l y that the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h popu l a t i o n h ad a 

ra the r sma l l f a m i l y s i z e . O n e o f the reasons for this is the age o f the p o p u l a -

t i o n . In turn this a c coun t s for the r e l a t i v e l y l ow p ropor t i on o f c h i l d r e n under 

15, a n d the co r r e spond i ng l y h i gh propor t ion o f teen agers a nd young adu l t s . 

Because they are o l d e r , M i l w a u k e e f am i l i e s have a l a rger p ropor t ion o f o l d e r 

c h i l d r e n , than the o the r J e w i s h commun i t i e s . 
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TABLE 30 

P O P U L A T I O N BY S I N G L E Y E A R S O F A G E : 1964 

Y ea r s N u m b e r o f Yea r s N u m b e r o f Yea r s Numbe r o f 
o f A g e Persons o f A g e Persons o f A g e Persons 

Unde r 1 28* 32 232 64 205 
1 244* 33 247 65 204 
2 320 34 258 66 192 
3 331 35 271 67 198 
4 330 36 278 68 181 
5 356 37 294 69 159 
6 359 38 301 70 152 
7 375 39 307 71 142 

8 393 40 326 72 138 
9 414 41 322 73 127 

10 4 29 42 336 74 97 
11 436 43 347 75 93 
12 441 44 333 76 80 
13 461 45 337 77 71 
14 470 46 339 78 64 

15 4 6 7 47 344 79 46 
16 4 4 5 48 351 80 43 

17 4 2 3 49 344 81 37 

18 395 50 343 82 30 
19 371 51 347 83 26 

20 334 52 354 84 20 
21 291 53 345 85 18 
22 255 54 322 86 14 
23 2 3 7 55 336 87 12 
24 221 56 324 88 10 
25 199 5 7 338 89 9 

26 193 58 324 90 7 

27 197 59 302 91 6 

28 200 60 294 92 4 

29 206 61 280 93 3 

30 212 62 260 94 2 

31 219 63 246 95 1 

* Incomp le te coun t due to passing o f a t ime i n te rva l before a b i r th date 

is c o u n t e d . 
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TABLE 35 

AGE BY FIVE YEAR GROUPINGS 

Number of Percent Total Percent Mi l waukee 
Age Perso ns Jewish Population Metropolitan Area 

Under 5 1,253 5.5 23.8 11.9 30.7 
5-9 1,897 8.4 10.3 
T0-T4 2, 237 9.9 8.5 

15-19 2,101 9.3 15.1 6.5 12.6 
20-24 1,338 5.8 6.1 

25-29 995 4.4 6.5 
30-34 1,168 5.2 23.3 7.0 26.8 
35-39 1,451 6.4 6.9 
40-44 1,664 7.3 6.4 

45-49 1,715 7.6 6.1 
50-54 1,711 7.6 5.6 
55-59 1,624 7.2 28.1 5.0 21.0 
60-64 1,285 5.7 4.3 

65-69 934 4.1 3.5 
70-74 656 2.9 2.6 
75-79 354 1.6 9.7 1.6 8.9 
80-84 156 .7 .8 
85 & over 86 .4 .4 

Total 22,625 100.0 100.0 

Median Age 36.2 30.1 

TABLE 3 

PERCENT DISTRIBUTION BY AGE, SELECTED JEWISH COMMUNITIES 

Milwaukee Los Angeles Detroit Providence Washington Rochester Pittsburgh Camde 
Wise. Cal i f . Mich. R.I. D.C. N . Y . Penna. N . J . 

AGE 1964 1959 1963 1964 1956 1961 1963 1965 

Under 15 24 29 31 25 30 25 28 30 
15-24 15 10 11 14 9 12 14 13 
25-44 23 30 25 24 38 24 25 23 
45-64 28 23 25 27 18 26 26 28 
65 tind over 10 8 8 10 5 13 7 6 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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TABLE 4 

M A R I T A L S T A T U S BY A G E A N D SEX 

F O R P E R S O N S 20 Y E A R S O F A G E , A N D O V E R 

M a r r i e d S i n g l e W i d o w e d D i v o r c e d Tota l 

M a I e 

2 0 - 3 4 49 51 — — 100 

3 5 - 4 4 98 2 — — 100 

4 5 - 6 4 98 1 — 1 100 

65 and o v e r 78 4 15 3 100 

Tota l 86 10 3 1 100 

Fema le 

2 0 - 3 4 56 42 — 2 100 

3 5 - 4 4 88 2 2 8 100 

4 5 - 6 4 83 4 12 1 100 

65 a nd o v e r 62 4 30 4 100 

To ta l 81 9 7 3 100 
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In summary, It Is seen that the d i f f e r en ce be tween M i l w a u k e e and o ther J ew i s h 
commun i t i e s are not ve ry g r ea t . W i t h the poss ib le e x c e p t i o n of Wash i ng ton , 
D . C . , w h i c h conta ins an unusua l l y h igh p ropor t i on o f young adu l t s , the J ew i s h 
commun i t y e xam ined here seems pret ty much the product o f the same s o c i a l a n d 
e conom i c t rends. 

M a r i t a l Status 

Among the commandments for Jew i sh males is the m i t z v ah that e ve r y J ew i s h ma l e 

sha l l ma r r y . The J ew i s h women of M i l w a u k e e have seen to i t that the men h e e d 

that commandment . O f the males be tween 35 and 64 years o f a ge , 98 pe r cen t 

a re ma r r i e d . How e f f i c i e n t c an you g e t ? (See Tab l e 4 . ) 

The f a c t is that there are substant ia l numbers o f s i n g l e , d i v o r c e d , and w i d o w e d 

women be tween 35 and 64 years o f age w i t hou t spouses. O v e r 65 years o f a g e , 

30 pe rcen t o f the women are w i dows , whereas o n l y 15 pe rcen t o f the men are 

w i dowe r s . Unusua l l y in te res t ing is the f igure o f 8 pe r cen t for d i v o r c e d women 

be tween 3 5 - 4 4 years o f a g e . The i r ex -husbands e i the r mar r i ed someone e l se o f 

l e f t t own because our da ta show a lmost no men o f this age a r ound . 

W e see a to ta l p i c tu re where most eve ryone is ma r r i ed , or has been ma r r i ed . 

S i ng l e persons compr ise o n l y a smal l p ropor t ion o f the adu l t p o p u l a t i o n . 

Howeve r , d i v o r c e d and w i d owed women are far more numerous than men . 

Thus a c e r t a i n co re o f women w i thou t spouses does e x i s t , and this shou ld be 

cons i de red in p l a nn i n g . 

Tab le 5 compares the mar i t a l status of M i l w a u k e e w i t h De t ro i t and P r o v i d e n c e . 

It is rather c l e a r that M i l w a u k e e is s t r i k i ng l y l i k e the other two J ew i s h c o m m u -

n i t i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the ma le p opu l a t i o n . Among the women the p ropor t i on 

of w idows is h igher i n both De t ro i t and P rov i dence than i t is in M i l w a u k e e . 

A p p a r e n t l y the same factors a re o pe r a t i v e in a l l three commun i t i e s . 
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TABLE 15 

M A R I T A L S T A T U S F O R P E R S O N S O V E R 20 Y E A R S O F A G E BY SEX F O R 

S E L E C T E D CIT IES 

M a r r i e d S i n g l e W i d o w e d D i v o r c e d To ta l 

M a l e 

M i l w a u k e e 86 10 3 1 100 

P r o v i d e n c e 86 11 2 1 100 
De t r o i t 86 11 2 1 100 

Fema le 

M i l w a u k e e 81 9 7 3 100 

P r o v i d en c e 79 8 11 2 100 

De t r o i t 76 8 13 3 100 
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PART III 

E C O N O M I C A S P E C T S 

The e conom i c l i f e o f the J ew i sh commun i t y is among the most impor tant fac tors 

l e ad i ng to an unders tand ing o f the c ommun i t y . This study has devo t ed an unusua l 

amount of a t t en t i on to th is quest ion in an a t tempt to f u l l y e xp l o r e the e c onom i c 

base of the J ew i sh c ommun i t y . I nd i v i dua l quest ions were asked c on c e r n i n g f a m i l y 

i n come , e x a c t l y who in the f am i l y was wo r k i n g , t he i r o c c u p a t i o n , the type o f 

industry in w h i c h they w o r k e d , whe the r they wo r k ed for r e l a t i ve s or no t , and 

whethe r the i r work i n v o l v e d o the r J ew i s h persons. The l a t t e r two quest ions we re 

un ique to this s tudy (as far as we know) and were a i m e d at the i n te res t i ng 

quest ions o f nepot ism and whe the r J ew i sh peop le d i d most o f the i r business w i t h 

o the r J ews . These quest ions w i l l be e x a m i n e d one by o n e , and f i n a l l y toge the r 

to form a to ta l p r o f i l e o f the e conom i c aspects o f l i f e i n the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h 

C o m m u n i t y . 

Income 

Before the study began there was some t r epeda t i on about ask ing a ques t ion on 

i n come under the assumpt ion that i t is a sens i t i ve ques t i on . It is s en s i t i v e , but 

we s t i l l asked i t , and the resul t was c h e e r i n g . W h i l e a f ew persons d i d not c a r e 

to answer , most persons responded r e a d i l y . 

F a m i l y i ncome is shown in Tab le 6 and by age o f ma le f a m i l y head in Tab l e 6 A . 

The med ian i ncome for a l l f am i l y heads is $ 9 , 4 8 5 . Howeve r , there are sharp 

d i f f e rences when age o f the head is c on s i d e r ed . The peak i ncome was found in 

the 3 5 - 4 4 y ea r o l d age g roup where i t a ve r aged $ 1 2 , 5 0 0 per y e a r . It may seem 

somewhat surpr i s ing that the peak i ncome is r e a ched so e a r l y but it c a n be 

po in ted out that the o l de r ha l f o f the 4 5 - 6 4 yea r age g roup is s t i l l l a r ge l y f o r e i g n -

born . A l s o this age group conta ins many w idows w i t h r e l a t i v e l y l ow i n c omes . The 

r e a l l y l ow incomes o c c u r i n the o v e r 65 years age g roup where the med i an is o n l y 

$ 5 , 1 3 9 . S i n c e a l l incomes be l ow the ' $ 5 , 0 0 0 c a t e g o r y were l umped t oge the r , we 

don ' t know how low it goes . It is e v i den t that a y e a r l y i n come o f e ven $ 5 , 0 0 0 is 

not e x a c t l y a l av i sh one a t today ' s hous ing , m e d i c a l a nd food p r i c e s . A lmos t 

ha l f o f the persons o ve r 65 years of age l i v e a t this l e v e l or b e l o w . 

Thanks to D r . Henry Sharpe o f the Un i v e r s i t y o f W i s con s i n who ran a s p e c i a l 

t abu l a t i on o f his data for ou r b ene f i t , we are a b l e to compa re the J ew i s h 

popu l a t i on w i t h the n on - J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n . The med i an income o f a l l 

M i l w a u k e e a n s in 1964 was $ 7 , 9 0 0 . Thus the i n come o f J ew i sh f am i l i e s was 

20 percent h i g he r . 
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TABLE 15 

F A M I L Y I N C O M E L E V E L 

P E R C E N T 

U N D E R $ 5 , 0 0 0 22 

5 , 0 0 0 - 7 , 4 9 9 1 6 

7 , 5 0 0 - 9 , 9 9 ן 9 6 

1 0 , 0 0 0 - 1 4 , 9 9 ן 9 9 

1 5 , 0 0 0 - 1 9 , 9 9 ן 9  ן

2 0 , 0 0 0 - 2 4 , 9 9 9 5 

2 5 , 0 0 0 - 2 9 , 9 9 9 3 

3 0 , 0 0 0 8 

T O T A L 100 

M E D I A N I N C O M E $ 9 , 4 8 5 

M I L W A U K E E S M S A (1964 $ 7 , 9 0 0 
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G r a n t e d that the M i l w a u k e e Jew i sh f a m i l y had a h igher a ve rage i n come than 

the M i l w a u k e e n o n - J e w i s h f a m i l y , our da ta c e r t a i n l y d ispe l any no t i on that 

" a l l Jews are r i c h . " It is apparent that not o n l y are they not a l l r i c h , but 

a substant ia l number are c l o se to or be l ow the pove r t y l e v e l . This is w i t hou t 

ques t ion q f un c t i on o f the number o f persons who were f o re i gn born a nd a lso 

the peop l e who are today o v e r 65 that spent most o f the i r p r oduc t i v e wo r k i n g 

years in the g rea t depress ion . Mode r n pens ion and bene f i t ar rangements d i d 

not touch most o f these p e o p l e . 

There is an a d d i t i o n a l f a c t o r in unders tand ing the i ncome d i s t r i bu t i on . M a n y 

households are headed by women , most ly w i d o w s . Tab l e 7 g i ve s the i n come o f 

these households or f a m i l i e s . It is obv ious that a l t hough i t is h i ghe r than the 

i n come o f persons o v e r 65 , the i ncome o f f ema le f a m i l y heads is not v e r y h i g h . 

Thus we have two groups i n the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h popu l a t i on whose i n come is 

p robab l y b e l ow standards necessary to susta in the " g o o d l i f e . " That these two 

groups (o lder persons and f am i l i e s headed by a woman 1) have substandard 

incomes is not un ique to the J ew i s h popu l a t i o n , but we have t r i ed to document 

here the broad scope o f the p rob lem in this p o p u l a t i o n . 

O c c u p a t i o n 

W e now pass on to the second aspec t o f the e conom i c base o f the M i l w a u k e e 

J ew i sh C o m m u n i t y — t h e o c c u p a t i o n a l d i s t r i bu t i on . O c c u p a t i o n is in many 

ways more important than i n come in its a b i l i t y to stand as an i ndex of the to ta l 

l i f e s t y l e o f the f a m i l y . That i s , know ing the o c c u p a t i o n of the head o f the 

househo ld , te l l s us more abou t the househo ld than any o ther s i ng l e f a c t . 

In the l i gh t o f the p r e ced i ng remarks it is i n te res t ing to note that the p r opo r -

t i on of pro fess iona l o c cupa t i on s increases w i t h dec reas ing age , r e a ch i ng a 

h igh of 36 percent among those under 35 years o f a g e . This compares w i t h 

10 percent for men ove r 65 years o f a g e . C l e a r l y there are vast d i f f e r ences 

be tween gene r a t i on s . The propor t ion o f these o w n i n g the i r own business or 

manag ing a business is r ough l y the same for a l l age groups e x c e p t those under 

35 years o f a g e . Howeve r , i f the t r ad i t i ona l ways p r e v a i l , some o f these 

younge r peop l e w i l l go into business for themse lves . O n the o the r hand , this 

may not be so easy to do in the M i l w a u k e e o f t oday , and thus i t remains an 

in te res t ing ques t i on . 

^Most o f the f am i l i e s headed by women a re w idows l i v i n g a l one and in the i r 

60 's and 70 ' s . Thus the two groups (women and o l d e r persons) a re not r e a l l y 

two groups at a l l , but r e a l l y o l d e r w i d o w s . 
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TABLE 15 

I N C O M E O F F E M A L E HEADS O F H O U S E H O L D S 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N ) 

Income Percent 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 46 

$ 5 , 0 0 0 - $ 7 , 4 9 9 22 

$ 7 , 5 0 0 - $ 9 , 9 9 9 17 

$ 1 0 , 0 0 0 - $ 1 4 , 9 9 9 6 

O v e r $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 9 

To ta l 100 

M e d i a n $ 5 , 4 4 6 
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TABLE 8 

O C C U P A T I O N B Y A G E 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N A L L H O U S E H O L D H E A D S ) 

A g e 

2 0 - 3 4 3 5 - 4 4 3 4 - 6 4 65 To ta l 

P ro fess iona l 36 26 21 10 22 
Manage r s a nd O w n e r s 30 43 36 44 36 
C l e r i c a l 4 4 3 3 4 
Sa les 15 19 23 24 23 
C r a f t smen 15 6 11 16 10 
O p e r a t i v e s - - 2 ו 2 
S e r v i c e Workers - 1 3 - 3 
Laborers - - 2 3 1 

Tota l 100 100 100 100 100 

B lue c o l l a r o c c u p a t i o n s , n e ve r v e r y p r e v a l e n t in the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h 

C o m m u n i t y , have s t ayed a t abou t the same l e v e l , e x c e p t i n the 3 5 - 4 4 yea r 

o l d age g r oup . A m o n g the persons under 35 years o f a g e , the 15 pe r cen t 

that were b l ue c o l l a r a re a l l c r a f t smen , jt is h i g h l y poss ib le that these young 

men may l a t e r es tab l i sh businesses a nd become propr ie to rs a nd owne r s . 

O c c u p a t i o n and Income 

When o c c u p a t i o n is r e l a t ed to i n come we a g a i n f i n d ma rked d i f f e r en ce s 

be tween groups that appea r (Tab le 9 ) . Seve ra l o c c u p a t i o n a l groups have been 

c o m b i n e d because the i n d i v i d u a l ca t ego r i e s are too sma l l . A l s o i t shou ld be 

remembered that the r e t i r ed a re e x c l u d e d from this t ab l e because b y d e f i n i t i o n 

they have no o c c u p a t i o n . This e xp l a i n s the h i ghe r med i an f a m i l y i n comes 

e n c oun t e r e d in this t a b l e . 
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TABLE 15 

O C C U P A T I O N B Y I N C O M E 

( E M P L O Y E D M A L E F A M I L Y H E A D S ) 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 - $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 -
$ 5 , 0 0 0 $ 1 4 , 9 9 9 $ 2 9 , 9 9 9 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 + M e d i a n 

P ro fess i ona l — 38 39 23 $ 1 9 , 4 7 7 

M a n a g e r s a n d 

P ropr ie to rs 7 54 29 10 1 2 , 9 2 5 

W h i t e C o l l a r 17 64 17 2 1 0 , 2 1 8 

B lue C o l l a r 20 72 8 - 9 , 2 4 3 

M a n y th ings f a l l in to a pa t te rn when we a n a l y z e the f i nd i ngs in th is t a b l e . 

F i r s t , the med i a n i n c ome , w h i c h may have seemed to be ra the r low when 

v i e w e d in t o t a l , does not seem so l ow when s u b - d i v i d e d by these b r oad 

o c c u p a t i o n a l g r oups . The r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n the med i an i n comes o f the 

va r ious o c c u p a t i o n a l groups seems e x t r e m e l y r e a s onab l e . The p ro fess i ona l 

g roup has a h i gh med i an i n c ome and seems to a c c o u n t for the appa r en t h igh 

l e v e l o f p ro spe r i t y in the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y . Y e t , as we de s cend 

the o c c u p a t i o n a l s c a l e we f i n d that the m e d i a n i n come o f the o the r o c c u p a -

t i o n a l groups is fa r more mode r a t e . S t i l l b e l o w this a re the i n comes o f the 

o l d e r r e t i r e d persons a n d the o l d e r women f a m i l y heads . 

It a l l adds up to a p i c t u r e of the c o m m u n i t y as one w h i c h on one hand 

con t a i n s a y o u n g , p r o f e s s i ona l , prosperous g r oup , and on the o the r hand 

an o l d e r g r oup w h i c h is not n e a r l y as w e l l o f f f i n a n c i a l l y . W h i l e the 

l a t t e r g r oup is n u m e r i c a l l y l a r g e r , the younge r a nd more a c t i v e persons 

doubt less set the tone for the c o m m u n i t y . 

M i l w a u k e e C o m p a r e d 

H o w does the o c c u p a t i o n a l s t ruc tu re i n M i l w a u k e e compa re w i t h o the r J e w i s h 

c ommun i t i e s a n d w i t h the n o n - J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n o f M i l w a u k e e ? T ab l e 10 

g i v e s the a n swe r . 

W h i l e there is c o n s i d e r a b l e v a r i a t i o n b e tween the J ew i s h commun i t i e s they 

are s t i l l much more l i k e one ano the r than they are l i k e the n o n - J e w i s h 

c o m m u n i t y . The p r i n c i p a l d i f f e r e n c e l i e s in the heavy c o n c e n t r a t i o n of 

the J e w i s h c ommun i t i e s in the w e l l p a i d h i gh status p ro fess iona l a nd 

manage r i a l o c c u p a t i o n s a n d the r e l a t i v e ab sence o f b l ue c o l l a r o c c u p a t i o n s . 

Rather c l e a r l y the J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n o c c u p i e s a un ique pos i t i on in the 

o c c u p a t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e . 
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Look i ng at the d i f f e ren t J ew i sh commun i t i e s , we see that the pe r cen tage of 

those emp l o y ed in pro fess iona l o c cupa t i o n s ranges from a h igh o f 28 pe r cen t 

in San F ranc i s co to a l ow o f 14 percent in C a n t o n , O h i o and Des M o i n e s , I owa . 

M i l w a u k e e is square l y i n the m idd l e w i t h 22 pe r c en t . In the p ropr i e to r a nd 

manage r i a l c a t ego r y the range is from 27 pe r cen t in San F ranc i s co to 5 7 p e r -

cen t in South Bend , I nd i ana . A g a i n M i l w a u k e e is near the m idd l e w i t h 35 

pe r cen t . This is a lso true for the b lue c o l l a r c a t e g o r y . 

TABLE 10 

C O M P A R A T I V E O C C U P A T I O N A L D I S T R I B U T I O N O F M A L E S I N 

M I L W A U K E E A N D SELECTED C O M M U N I T I E S 

O w n e r s and W h i t e B lue 
Profess iona ls Manage r s C o l l a r C o l l a 

J ew i s h 

M i l w a u k e e (1964) 22 35 26 15 
De t ro i t (1963) 23 54 13 10 

P r ov i dence (1963) 21 41 25 12 

Trenton (1961) 27 54 13 5 

South Bend (1961) 18 57 15 11 

Des M o i n e s (1956) 14 53 24 7 

C a n t o n (1955) 14 55 14 12 

Rochester (1961) 27 30 24 20 

Los A n g e l e s (1959) 25 31 24 20 

San F ranc i s co (1958) 28 27 34 11 

N e w O r l e a n s (1958) 25 49 18 8 

C a m d e n , N . J . (1965) 34 31 22 13 

N o n - J e w i s h 

M i l w a u k e e S M S A 12 8 26 54 

U . S . Wh i t e Urban M a l e 14 14 18 64 

Thus M i l w a u k e e might be c h a r a c t e r i z e d , a t least i n terms o f o c c u p a t i o n a l 

s t ruc tu re , as the moderate o r m idd l e t ype c ommun i t y . Ano t he r way to say this 

is that i t is a near ave rage J ew i s h c ommun i t y , to the ex ten t that such an 

ave rage has an y mean ing a t a l l . 
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TABLE ו  ו

E M P L O Y M E N T BY INDUSTRY FOR MILWAUKEE A N D SELECTED C O M M U N I T I E S 
(PERCENT D ISTR IBUT ION—EMPLOYED MALE HEADS) 

Detroit 
Jewish 

17 

43 

8 
15 
15 
2 

100 

Mi lwaukee 
Non-Jew ish 

48 

7 
19 

5 
7 

ו  ו
4 

100 

Mi lwaukee 
Jewish Community 

9 
14 

 ו
9 

34 

8 
6 

17 
2 

100 

Industry 

Construct ion 
Manufactur ing 
Transportation, 

Publ ic Ut i l i t ies 
Wholesale Trade 
Retai l Trade 
F inance , Insurance 

et cetera 
Serv ice Industries 
Professions 

Publ ic Administrat ion 

Total 

TABLE 12 

INDUSTRY BY A G E 
(PERCENT DISTRIBUTION E M P L O Y E D MALE HEADS) 

65 
20-34 35-44 45-64 and o 

12 10 7 

16 15 16 2 

_ 2 1 _ 
3 2 9 24 

34 30 36 33 

9 6 7 12 

6 8 5 10 

32 23 14 10 

- 2 2 2 

100 100 100 100 

Construct ion 
Manufactur ing 
Transportation, 

Publ ic Ut i l i t i es 
Wholesale Trade 
Retai l Trade 
F inance , Insurance 

Real Estate 
Services 
Professional 

Services 

Publ ic Administrat ion 

Total 
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Emp l o ymen t by Industry 

Industry d i f f e r s f rom o c c u p a t i o n i n that i t desc r ibes the k i n d o f bus iness in w h i c h 

a person performs a c e r t a i n k i n d o f w o r k , w h i c h we c a l l h is o c c u p a t i o n . The 

d i s t r i b u t i o n by indus t ry fo r M i l w a u k e e is shown a l o n g w i t h c o m p a r a t i v e d a t e d 

for the De t r o i t J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y a nd the t o t a l M i l w a u k e e S M S A (Tab l e 11) . 

O n e is i m m e d i a t e l y s t ruck w i t h the obv i ou s s i m i l a r i t i e s b e t w e e n the two 

J e w i s h c o m m u n i t i e s , a n d the c o n s i d e r a b l e d i s s i m i l a r i t y b e t w e e n the M i l w a u k e e 

J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y a nd the M i l w a u k e e S M S A ( n o n - J e w i s h ) . The g rea te s t 

d i f f e r e n c e is seen in the a r ea o f c on s t r u c t i o n and manu f a c t u r i n g whe re 4 8 

pe r c en t o f the t o t a l M i l w a u k e e p o p u l a t i o n is w o r k i n g i n these c a t e go r i e s versus 

o n l y 23 pe r cen t i n the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n . Ins tead, the J e w i s h 

worke rs a re more h e a v i l y r ep resen ted i n w h o l e s a l e a n d r e t a i l t r ade , a n d the 

p ro fess ions . Th i s , o f c ou r s e , is the t r a d i t i o n a l pa t t e rn for U n i t e d States J e w r y 

a n d i t is i n t e r e s t i ng to not.e tha t i t s t i l l ho lds t r u e . 

W i l l i t c h a n g e ? Some i n d i c a t i o n o f wha t w i l l h appen c a n be f o r e t o l d i f we 

e x a m i n e indus t ry by age to see i f the y oung p eop l e a re c l i n g i n g to the o l d 

p a t t e r n . It c a n be seen in T ab l e 12 tha t the ma jo r sh i f t b e t w e e n the new a n d 

the o l d g e n e r a t i o n l i e s in de c r ea se i n w h o l e s a l e t rade a nd the i n c r ea se i n 

p ro fe s s i ona l s e r v i c e s . Re t a i l t r ade does not seem to h a ve d e c l i n e d . A l s o 

c o n s t r u c t i o n seems to h a ve lost g r ound among the y ounge r head s . The b i g 

p i c t u r e is q u i t e c l e a r , t h o u g h . I n c r e a s i ng l y the J e w i s h e m p l o y e d person is 

someone who p rov i de s p ro fe s s i ona l s e r v i c e s to the c o m m u n i t y . This r o l e f i t s 

in w i t h the to ta l l i f e pa t t e rn o f i n c o m e , status a n d e d u c a t i o n . 

S e l f Emp loymen t 

Due to many fac to rs i n his pas t , ano the r t r a d i t i o n a l e c o n o m i c t r a i t i n a 

J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n is " t o be i n business fo r one ' s s e l f . " How does 

M i l w a u k e e s tand in r e l a t i o n to t h i s ? T ab l e 13 c on t a i n s the d a t a . 

T A B L E 13 

T Y P E O F E M P L O Y M E N T F O R M I L W A U K E E B Y A G E 

F O R D E T R O I T A N D M I L W A U K E E S M S A 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N M A L E F A M I L Y H E A D S ) 

Type o f 6 5 & D e t r o i t M i l w a u k e e 

Emp l o ymen t 2 0 - 3 4 3 5 - 4 4 4 5 - 6 4 O v e r To ta l T o t a l S M S A 

S e l f 4 8 61 59 73 59 61 7 

O t h e r s 5 2 39 41 27 41 39 9 3 

To ta l 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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It c a n be seen that the key d i f f e r e n c e is b e t w e e n the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y and the 

g e n e r a l c o m m u n i t y . In both o f the J e w i s h c ommun i t i e s shown here ( M i l w a u k e e 

a n d De t ro i t ) s i x ou t o f t en persons a r e se l f e m p l o y e d , w h i l e i n the to ta l 

c o m m u n i t y ( M i l w a u k e e S M S A ) se l f emp l o ymen t cons t i t u t e s o n l y 7 pe r cen t 

o f a l l e m p l o y m e n t . The impo r t an ce o f th is vas t d i f f e r e n c e c anno t be 

e m p h a s i z e d e n o u g h . 

If we c on s i d e r a t o t a l p o p u l a t i o n , t hen e v e r y o n e o r e v en s i x out o f ten 

c anno t be se l f e m p l o y e d . There a re o n l y so many profess ions a n d business 

en te rp r i ses poss ib l e i n a c o m m u n i t y , and most p e op l e must work for someone 

e l s e . O n l y a m i n o r i t y c a n be se l f e m p l o y e d . W h i l e not e v e r y member o f 

th is m i n o r i t y g r oup (the s e l f - e m p l o y e d ) is J e w i s h , a n d w h i l e not a l l members 

o f the J e w i s h m i n o r i t y g r oup a re members o f the s e l f - e m p l o y e d g r oup , the 

J e w i s h g r o u p is c h a r a c t e r i z e d by se l f e m p l o y m e n t . Does s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t 

h e l p m a i n t a i n the J e w i s h i d e n t i t y ? Does m a i n t a i n i n g a J e w i s h i d e n t i t y 

p r omu l ga t e s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t ? P r o bab l y bo th th ings are m u t u a l l y r e i n f o r c i n g . 

If s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t d e c l i n e s , w i l l J e w i s h i d e n t i t y d e c l i n e ? W e do not k n o w , 

a n d i t rema ins in the fu tu re to f i n d a n answer to th is que s t i on . O n e th i ng 

w e c a n do is to k e e p w a t c h i n g . 

O n e poss ib l e c l u e is c o n t a i n e d in T a b l e 13 i n age d i f f e r e n t i a l s . The ma les 

unde r 35 years o f a ge t end to wo r k fo r others more than the o l d e r f a m i l y 

h ead s . Is th is a pe rmanen t r e d u c t i o n o r w i l l t h e y go in to business for 

themse l ves in the f u t u r e ? N a t u r a l l y w e don ' t k n o w the answer y e t , but 

i t s hou l d be pursued f u r t he r . 

U p to th i s p o i n t a l l d i s cuss ion o f the e c o n o m i c base o f the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h 

C o m m u n i t y has b een in terms o f e i t h e r the t o t a l househo ld o r the ma l e head o f 

t he h o u s e h o l d . N o t h i n g has b e e n s a i d o f o t he r earners i n the househo l d o r o f 

the househo lds whe re the f ema l e h e a d is the o n l y e a r n e r . There has been the 

i m p l i c i t a s sumpt i on tha t e a c h househo l d is h e a d e d by one ma l e ea rne r a n d 

tha t this person is the so l e sou rce o f i n c o m e . Th is is f a r from the t r u t h . In 

r e a l i t y t he re is e x t e n s i v e s e conda r y emp l o ymen t i n the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h 

f a m i l y . The f e m a l e h e a d , i f there is no ma l e h e a d who a l so wo r k s . Perhaps 

i t is p a r t - t i m e w o r k , but more o f t e n i t is f u l l - t i m e e m p l o y m e n t . 

A c c o r d i n g l y , the f o l l o w i n g ana l y s i s d i v i d e s the e m p l o y e d in to th ree c a t ego r i e s : 

F i r s t , e m p l o y e d ma les ; s e c ond , e m p l o y e d f ema l e f a m i l y heads; a nd t h i r d w o r k i n g 

w i v e s . The w i f e c a n be c on s i d e r e d to be a " s e c o n d ea rne r " because i f there we re 

no ma l e present she w o u l d be c a t e g o r i z e d as a " f e m a l e f a m i l y h e a d . " Thus, in 

the f o l l o w i n g tab les the ma l e f a m i l y heads a n d the f ema l e f a m i l y heads c a n be 

c o n s i d e r e d to be the " f i r s t e a r ne r " w h i l e the w i v e s c a n be c on s i d e r e d as " s e c o n d 

e a r n e r s , " a l t h o u g h the re a re a f ew cases whe r e a ma l e f a m i l y head is present 
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bu t not w o r k i n g so tha t the w i f e is r e a l l y the f i rs t e a r n e r . H o w e v e r , for the s a ke 

o f s i m p l i c i t y i t w i l l be assumed tha t the w o r k i n g w i f e is the " s e c o n d e a r n e r . " 

C a t e g o r y o f Ea rne r 

Type o f E m p l o y m e n t — W h e n we l o o k a t a l l o f the e m p l o y e d i n the J e w i s h 

c o m m u n i t y we ge t a fa r d i f f e r en t p i c t u r e than tha t p r e v i o u s l y shown in 

T ab l e 14 . 

The c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t among J ews is p r e v a l e n t o n l y among 

ma l e f a m i l y heads , a n d to a c e r t a i n e x t e n t a m o n g f ema l e f a m i l y heads , 

w h i l e the w o r k i n g w i v e s a r e abou t a lway s e m p l o y e d by o t h e r s . O f course 

i t stands to reason tha t this w o u l d be the c a se g i v e n the e c o n o m c s t ruc tu re 

o f the t o t a l c o m m u n i t y . Th is p i c t u r e o f s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t among a l l worke r s 

in the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y serves to na r r ow the g a p b e t w e e n the 

J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y a n d the t o t a l c o m m u n i t y , b e c au se w h e n w e c on s i d e r a l l 

J e w i s h e m p l o y e d , less than h a l f a re s e l f - e m p l o y e d . 

T A B L E 14 

T Y P E O F E M P L O Y M E N T B Y C A T E G O R Y O F E A R N E R 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N ) 

S e c o n d Ea rne r F i rs t Earner 

A l l 

W o r k i n g W i v e s Earners 

46 

M a l e F e m a l e 

F a m i l y Heads F a m i l y Heads 

31 59 

E m p l o y e d by 

S e l f 

54 96 69 41 

E m p l o y e d b y 

O t h e r s 

100 100 100 100 To ta l 

O c c u p a t i o n by C a t e g o r y o f E a r n e r — I n a d d i t i o n to the s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t f a c t o r , 

the o c c u p a t i o n s o f the va r i ous c a t e go r i e s o f e m p l o y e d are o f ma jo r i m p o r t a n c e . 

In fo rmat i on is g i v e n in T ab l e 15 . 
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Look i ng a t the indus t ry o f emp l oymen t for e a c h c a t ego r y of ea rne r , i t is seen 

that the bu l k o f the emp loymen t in the women as w e l l as the men is in e i t h e r 

r e t a i l t rade o r p ro fess iona l s e r v i c e s . H o w e v e r , the women , both f ema le heads 

and wo r k i n g w i v e s , were more h i g h l y c o n c e n t r a t e d in these two groups than 

we re the men . In f a c t , among the f ema l e f a m i l y heads a lmost 80 pe rcen t we re 

c on c en t r a t e d in these two groups , and among the wo r k i ng w i v e s a lmost 70 

pe r cen t a lso we re i n these two c a t e g o r i e s . There appears to be l i t t l e d i v e r -

s i f i c a t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y among the f ema l e heads . 

Sa les a nd c l e r i c a l pos i t ions o c c u p i e d most o f the r ema in i ng women worke r s , 

a l t h ough among f ema l e heads abou t one out o f s i x was the owne r o f a bus iness. 

Emp loymen t by Industry and C a t e g o r y o f E a r n e r — L o o k i n g at the industry o f 

emp l o ymen t fo r e a c h c a t ego r y o f ea rne r i t is seen that the bu l k o f the 

emp l o ymen t in the women as w e l l as the men is i n e i t he r r e t a i l t rade o r 

p ro fess iona l s e r v i c e s . Howeve r , the women , both f ema le heads a nd w o r k i n g 

w i v e s , we re more h i g h l y c o n c e n t r a t e d in these two groups than we re the 

men . In f a c t , among the f ema l e f a m i l y heads a lmost 80 pe rcen t were 

c o n c e n t r a t e d i n these two groups , and among the wo r k i ng w i ves a lmost 

70 pe r cen t a lso we re in these two c a t e g o r i e s . There appears to be l i t t l e 

d i v e r s i f i c a t i o n , e s p e c i a l l y among the f ema l e heads . 
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TABLE 15 

O C C U P A T I O N BY C A T E G O R Y O F E A R N E R 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N ) 

S e c ond Earner F i rst Earner 

Wo r k i n g W i ve s 

M a l e F ema l e 

F a m i l y Heads F a m i l y Heads 

30 

5 

23 

24 

6 

12 

31 

17 

14 

24 

14 

21 

36 

3 

24 

10 

2 
2 
2 

Profess iona l 

M a n a g e r , O w n e r s 

C l e r i c a l 

Sa les 

C r a f t smen 

O p e r a t i v e s 

S e r v i c e Workers 

Laborers 

100 100 100 Tota l 

The results are e x t r eme l y i n t e r e s t i ng . It appears that not o n l y is the p ro fess iona l 

c a t ego r y the most common among the f ema l e heads and wo r k i ng w i v e s , but the 

p ropor t i on ex ceeds that o f ma l e s . This means seve ra l t h i ngs . The women are 

o b v i o u s l y engag i ng in work that i n vo l ve s e d u c a t i o n , t r a i n i ng and c omm i tmen t . 

A l s o profess iona l work pays f a i r l y w e l l , a t the l eas t , the re fo re t he i r e c o n o m i c 

c on t r i b u t i o n must be f a i r l y h i g h . M a i n l y , t hough , these women are do i ng 

work w h i c h they p robab l y wan t to do , ra ther than w h i c h they must do out o f 

e c o n o m i c n e c e s s i t y . 
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TABLE 16 

I N D U S T R Y O F E M P L O Y M E N T B Y C A T E G O R Y O F E A R N E R 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N ) 

F i rs t Ea rne r S e c o n d Earner 

M a l e F ema l e 

F a m i l y Heads F a m i l y Heads W o r k i n g W i v e s 

C o n s t r u c t i o n 9 - 4 

M a n u f a c t u r i n g 14 - 6 

T ranspo r t a t i on a nd 

U t i l i t i e s 1 4 1 

W h o l e s a l e T rade 9 - 10 

Re t a i l T r ade 34 46 42 

F i n a n c e , Insu rance , 

Rea l Estate 8 - 3 

S e r v i c e s 6 4 5 

P ro fe s s i ona l 

S e r v i c e s 17 32 27 

P u b l i c A d m i n i -

s t r a t i on 2 14 2 

To ta l 100 100 100 

Emp l o ymen t by Re l a t i v e s 

A r e l a t e d f a c t o r is c o n t a i n e d in the ques t i on : " t o wha t e x t en t a re J e w i s h 

persons e m p l o y e d by the i r r e l a t i v e s ? " A l t h o u g h there is c o n s i d e r a b l e f o l k -

l o re c o n c e r n i n g th is s u b j e c t , i t has g e n e r a l l y been b e l i e v e d that the J e w i s h 

g r oup has e x h i b i t e d a h i gh deg r ee o f f a m i l y s o l i d a r i t y and f a m i l y h e l p . In 

a hos t i l e a n t i - S e m e t i c s o c i e t y o ne s hou l d e x p e c t that J ews w o u l d be l a r g e l y 

s e l f - e m p l o y e d o r w o r k i n g fo r o t he r J e w s . There is no doubt there is some 

e l e m e n t o f th is in the J e w i s h h i s to ry in the U n i t e d S t a t e s . It has been s a i d 

tha t l a rge c o r po r a t i o n s h a ve he s i t a t ed to h i re J e w s — a t leas t in the pas t . 

U n f o r t u n a t e l y the re is no b en chma r k by w h i c h w e c an e x a m i n e the pas t . In 

th is s tudy we a s k ed those who we re e m p l o y e d by o the rs , whe t he r t hey we re 

r e l a t e d to t h e i r e m p l o y e r . T ab l e 17 g i v e s the resu l t s . 

W e see that a lmos t h a l f o f the ma l e f a m i l y heads are e m p l o y e d in n o n -

J e w i s h o w n e d bus inesses . E ven l a rge r p ropor t i ons o f f ema l e f a m i l y heads 

a n d w o r k i n g w i v e s a re e m p l o y e d by n o n - J e w i s h emp l o ye r s . 
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TABLE 30 

W H E T H E R R E L A T E D T O E M P L O Y E R O R N O T B Y C A T E G O R Y O F E A R N E R 

( P E R C E N T ) 

F i rs t Earner S e c o n d Ea rne r 

W o r k i n g W i v e s 

49 

17 

34 

100 

M a l e F e m a l e 

F a m i l y Heads F a m r l y Heads 

6 7 

29 

4 

100 

46 

41 

13 

100 

E m p l o y e d b y 

N o t r e l a t e d , n o n -

J e w i s h e m p l o y e r 

N o t r e l a t e d , J e w i s h 

E m p l o y e r 

R e l a t e d , J e w i s h 

e m p l o y e r 

To ta l 

L o o k i n g at emp l o ymen t by r e l a t i v e s , i t is seen tha t o n l y 13 pe r c en t o f the m a l e 

f a m i l y heads a n d 4 pe r cen t o f the f ema l e f a m i l y heads a re e m p l o y e d b y r e l a t i v e s . 

H o w e v e r , the w o r k i n g w i v e s show a d i s t i n c t l y d i f f e r e n t pa t t e rn s i n c e o v e r o n e -

t h i r d are e m p l o y e d b y r e l a t i v e s . T ab l e 17 does not show this d e t a i l but e x a m i n -

a t i o n o f the t a b u l a t i o n i n d i c a t e d tha t most o f these w i v e s a re e m p l o y e d b y t h e i r 

husbands . 

The da t a p re t t y w e l l destroys the i d e a that nepo t i sm is rampant i n the M i l w a u k e e 

J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y , w i t h the e x c e p t i o n o f h u s b a n d - w i f e w o r k i n g r e l a t i o n s h i p s . 

H o w e v e r , o n e t h i ng is c l e a r . A b o u t h a l f o f the ma l e f a m i l y heads a re w o r k i n g 

fo r J e w i s h e m p l o y e r s . S i n c e the J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n is less than 3 p e r c en t o f the 

t o t a l M i l w a u k e e p o p u l a t i o n , i t is e v i d e n t that J ews c o u l d n ' t be the owne r s o f 

h a l f o f M i l w a u k e e ' s business en te rp r i s e s , o v e r - r e p r e s e n t e d though t h e y m i gh t 

b e . So i t is o b v i o u s that J e w i s h persons t end to be e m p l o y e d f a r more o f t e n by 

J e w i s h e m p l o y e r s . Thus there is c o n s i d e r a b l e t ruth i n the s ta tement tha t J e w s 

e m p l o y one a n o t h e r , but a p p a r e n t l y l i t t l e v a l i d i t y to the i d e a that e m p l o y e r a n d 

e m p l o y e e a re o f t e n r e l a t e d . 
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The C l i e n t s a nd Cus tomers o f J ew i s h Business and Profess ions 

There was o n c e popu l a r a joke abou t how the res idents o f Te l A v i v made a l i v i n g 

s e l l i n g e a c h o t h e r o r ange j u i c e . M i l w a u k e e i sn ' t Te l A v i v a nd the J ew i s h 

p o p u l a t i o n i sn ' t e x a c t l y in a m a j o r i t y , so we c an e x p e c t that most J ew i sh e c o n o m i c 

en te rp r i s e w i l l be l a r g e l y dependen t on a n o n - J e w i s h c l i e n t e l e . H o w e v e r , we were 

i n t e r e s t ed i n the e x t en t o r how much J e w i s h business a nd pro fess iona l endeavo r 

was c o n f i n e d to o t h e r J e w s . Th is ques t i on is a l so un i que to th is s tudy so we have 

no c o m p a r a t i v e d a t a . 

W e a s k ed the s e l f - e m p l o y e d , " A r e y ou r c l i e n t s (pa t i en t s , cus tomers , e t ce te ra ) 

(a) a l l J e w i s h , (b) mos t l y J e w i s h , (c) h a l f a nd h a l f , (d) mos t l y n o n - J e w i s h , 

(e) a l l n o n - J e w i s h ? " Results are shown in Tab l e 18. 

It is qu i t e d i f f i c u l t to e v a l u a t e these responses, because we have no th i ng to 

c o m p a r e , a nd because i t was ha rd to assess wha t i t " s hou l d " b e . By this is 

mean t , how much o f the e c o n o m i c base o f the J e w i s h c ommun i t y c o u l d be 

l o g i c a l l y e x p e c t e d to be d e r i v e d from J e w s . H o w e v e r a f ew obse rva t i ons 

c a n be made s i n c e J ews compr i se less than 3 pe r cen t o f the M i l w a u k e e S M S A . 

If the va r i ous c l i e n t s , pa t i en t s a n d customers tha t compr i se the " m a r k e t " for 

J e w i s h businesses a nd profess ions we r e spread a c c o r d i n g to c h a n c e , then o n l y 

th ree ou t o f a hund red cus tomers , p a t i e n t s , a n d c l i e n t s w o u l d be J e w i s h . Thus 

e v e r y o n e i n t e r v i e w e d w o u l d have ma r ked down "mos t l y n o n - J e w i s h " o r " a l l 

n o n - J e w i s h . " A c t u a l l y o n l y a bou t three ou t o f fou r chose those c a t e g o r i e s . 

O v e r o n e - f o u r t h sa[$} e i t h e r " h a l f a n d h a l f , " "mos t l y J e w i s h , " a n d a f ew s a i d 

" a l l J e w i s h . " This i n d i c a t e s , i n a c r ude w a y , that there is a c e r t a i n d e p e n d e n c y 

in the e c o n o m i c l i f e o f the J e w i s h C o m m u n i t y . 

TABLE 18 

P E R C E N T A G E O F J E W I S H C O N T A C T I N B U S I N E S S 

F i rs t Earner V 

( M a l e F a m i l y Head) 

Pe r cen t 

A l l J e w i s h 1 

M o s t l y J e w i s h 2 

H a l f J e w i s h 25 

M o s t l y N o n - J e w i s h 54 

A l l N o n - J e w i s h 18 

To ta l 100 

^There we r e a n i n s u f f i c i e n t number o f s e cond earners who we re se l f e m p l o y e d 

to present t a b u l a t i o n . 
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PART IV 

E D U C A T I O N 

E d u c a t i o n has a t r a d i t i o n a l l y impor tan t r o l e in the J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . W h i l e 

e d u c a t i o n fo r its own sake is h ono r ed among many J e w s , the p r a c t i c a l c on sequence s 

o f e d u c a t i o n , that is , as a means to a p ro fe s s i on , has b een c r u c i a l in the 

c o n t i n u i n g d e v e l o pmen t o f the A m e r i c a n J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . A s a g r oup A m e r i c a n -

born J ews a re among the most h i g h l y e d u c a t e d persons in thris c o u n t r y w i t h h i g he r 

rates o f c o l l e g e a t t e n d a n c e a n d g r a d u a t i o n , as w e l l as p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n g r adua t e 

e d u c a t i o n a nd p ro fess iona l deg ree s . We have seen that the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h 

c o m m u n i t y has a l a rge number o f p ro fess iona l persons, so we k n o w a l r e a d y tha t 

the e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l is bound to be h i g h . How does i t c ompa r e w i t h o the r p l a c e s ? 

It is seen in T ab l e 19 that M i l w a u k e e is just abou t i n the m i d d l e in co rnpar i sbn 

w i t h o the r J e w i s h c o m m u n i t i e s . E x a c t l y 50 pe r c en t a t t e nded c o l l e g e , a v e r y h i gh 

f i g u r e c o n s i d e r i n g that the f o r e i gn born a re i n c l u d e d . It is i n t e r e s t i ng to no te 

how the n o n - J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n o f M i l w a u k e e ( M i l w a u k e e S M S A ) has such a 

v a s t l y d i f f e r e n t e d u c a t i o n a l p a t t e r n . Thus i t is seen that e d u c a t i o n , e v e n more 

than i n c o m e , d i f f e r en t i a t e s the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n f rom the M i l w a u k e e 

g ene r a l p o p u l a t i o n . 

; TABLE 19 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF MILWAUKEE JEWISH COMMUNITY 
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Elementary School or Less 11 9 21 11 14 12 35 
Attended High School 11 37 12 43 7 25 25 20 
High School Graduate 28 30 32 52 34 22 25 
Attended College 23 54 30 46 19 10 24 ח 
College Graduate & 

28 Post Graduate 27 23 28 23• 30 33 10 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 
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Education of Males Compared with Females 

The next question that might be asked is, how does the education of M i lwaukee 
males compare with females? (Table 20) 

TABLE 20 

E D U C A T I O N A L LEVEL BY SEX 
(PERCENT) 

Males Females 

Elementary School O n l y 13 9 
High School 35 44 
Co l l ege 34 38 
Graduate School 18 9 

Total 100 100 

It can be seen that the males represent the extremes. They have a higher 
percentage of persons who went to elementary school on ly , and a lower 
proportion who went to high school and to co l l ege , but this is because so 
many more went beyond the B . A . l e ve l . Eighteen percent went to graduate 
school as compared with 9 percent of females. This is probably in accord with 
the concept of the economic u t i l i t y of educat ion. The male, who must provide 
more often goes on in school to get the training that w i l l make him a l i v i ng . 

Educat ion by Age 

The analysis of educat ion has been c louded by the fact that adults of a l l ages 
have been represented, and that educat ion varies great ly with the generations. 
A f te r a l l , the majority of the immigrants d id not have the benefit of formal 
schoo l ing. Despite this the educat ional leve l has been seen to be very h igh. 
What is it l i ke when the age groupings are examined i nd i v i dua l l y ? 

TABLE 21 

E D U C A T I O N A L LEVEL O F MALES BY A G E 

20-34 35-44 45-64 65 

Elementary School O n l y - 9 10 37 

High School 17 24 41 35 
Co l l e ge 43 41 34 23 

Graduate School 40 26 15 5 

Total 100 100 100 100 
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This t ab l e p r obab l y more than the p rev ious ones i l l u s t ra tes the e x t r e m e l y h i gh 

e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l o f the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n . A m o n g the men under 

35 years o f age o n l y 17 pe r cen t had not had some c o l l e g e w o r k . O b v i o u s l y 

f a i l u r e to go to c o l l e g e puts y ou in a m i n o r i t y c a t e g o r y in the J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n 

t o d a y . A l s o the f a c t that 40 pe r c en t wen t on to do g r adua t e wo r k (most 

o b t a i n e d g r adua te degrees) is p a r t i c u l a r l y imp re s s i v e . A m o n g the ma les 3 5 - 4 4 

years o f a g e , two ou t o f three had been to c o l l e g e , a nd among the s t i l l o l d e r 

ma les 4 5 - 6 4 years o f a g e , o v e r h a l f had been to c o l l e g e . Even among the men 

o v e r 65 years o f a g e , o ve r one quar te r have been to c o l l e g e . It's not too fa r 

f e t c h e d to assume that the upwa rd t r end w i l l c o n t i n u e a nd tha t i n ano the r ten 

or f i f t e e n years the younge r g e n e r a t i o n w i l l h ave a t t a i n e d an e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l 

whe re from 70 to 80 pe r cen t have g r adua t e deg ree s . 

O n e c a n n o t h e l p r e f l e c t on the v a l u e system tha t unde r l i e s th is r e m a r k a b l e 

demons t r a t i on o f e d u c a t i o n a l a c h i e v e m e n t . It's not just the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h 

c o m m u n i t y (Tab le 19 shows t ha t ) . The d r i v e to e d u c a t i o n a l a t t a i n m e n t must 

be c l o s e to the most s i g n i f i c a n t a nd power fu l f o r c e in A m e r i c a n J e w i s h l i f e 

t o d a y . A t a t ime when the demands for the e d u c a t e d p ro fes s i ona l a re b e c o m i n g 

g r e a t e r , a nd the rewards a re c o r r e s p o n d i n g l y g r e a t e r , the younge r g e n e r a t i o n o f 

A m e r i c a n J e w r y is s p l e n d i d l y e q u i p p e d to f i l l these po s i t i o n s . 

L e v e l o f Deg r ee 

S i n c e so many have c o l l e g e degrees i t is i n t e r e s t i ng to e x p l o r e just wha t l e v e l 

o f degrees are i n v o l v e d . T ab l e 22 p rov i des th is i n f o r m a t i o n . It s hou l d be k ep t 

in m i nd that these a re adu l t s o f a l l ages; t he r e f o r e the p ropor t i ons w i t h degrees 

a re smal l e r . 

T A B L E 22 

L E V E L O F C O L L E G E D E G R E E 

M a l e s Fema l e s 

N o Deg r ee 69 81 

C o l l e g e Deg r ee 31 19 

Bache l o r s Deg r ee 14 14 

Mas t e r s Deg r ee 2 5 

Doc to r s Deg r e e 8 

L aw Degree 7 

M e n and women h a v e the same pe r c en t age a t the b a c he l o r s l e v e l (14 p e r c e n t ) . 

W o m e n have a h i g h e r p ropo r t i on of Mas te r s d eg r ee s , but a b o v e this l e v e l the 

men t a ke o v e r w i t h 8 pe r cen t h a v i n g doc to r ' s degrees o f some t y p e , a n d 7 

pe r c en t h a v i n g l e ga l deg rees . O u r samp le is too sma l l to pe rm i t s u b d i v i s i o n by 

a g e , but its not too ha rd to r e a l i z e tha t the y o u n g e r the p e o p l e the g r e a t e r 

the p r opo r t i on o f h i ghe r deg r ee s . 
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E d u c a t i o n by Income 

Is the e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l a s s o c i a t e d w i t h the i n come l e v e l ? T a b l e 23 p rov i des an 

e x t r e m e l y r e v e a l i n g an swe r . 

T A B L E 23 

E D U C A T I O N A L L E V E L BY I N C O M E 

( P E R C E N T D I S T R I B U T I O N , M A L E HEADS ) 

Income 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 - $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 - M e d i a n 

$ 5 , 0 0 0 1 4 , 9 9 9 1 9 , 9 9 9 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 + Income 

E l emen t a r y S c hoo l 26 14 5 8 $ 9 , 3 4 8 

H i gh S c hoo l 45 23 10 13 9 , 3 4 3 

C o l l e g e 16 41 63 25 1 2 , 7 2 7 

G r a d u a t e S c h o o l 13 22 22 54 1 2 , 9 7 3 

To ta l 100 100 100 100 

L oo k i n g f i rs t a t the med i an incomes for the va r i ous e d u c a t i o n a l l eve l s a s t r i k i ng 

f a c t emerges . The p o p u l a t i o n is sp l i t i n to two r e a l l y ma rked g roups . If you 

wen t to c o l l e g e you r i n c ome was s ub s t an t i a l l y h i ghe r than i f you d i d n o t . O n e 

l e v e l o f i n c ome was a s s o c i a t ed w i t h the c o l l e g e p o p u l a t i o n , a nd the o t he r w i t h 

the n o n - c o l l e g e p o p u l a t i o n . There we re a lmost no d i f f e r en ce s based o n the 

two n o n - c o l l e g e subgroups ( e l emen ta r y a n d h igh s choo l ) , and l i t t l e d i f f e r e n c e 

b e tween the two c o l l e g e groups ( c o l l e g e a nd g radua te s c hoo l ) . 

This w o u l d l e a v e one to suspect that the p r e v a l e n c e o f c o l l e g e a t t e ndan c e i n 

the J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n has s o l i d e c o n o m i c i m p l i c a t i o n s . Whe the r peop l e know 

th i s , suspec t t h i s , o r just assume it as a f a c t o f l i f e , c anno t be s a i d . Howeve r , 

i t is c l e a r l y a n d o b v i o u s l y based on f a c t . 

A l s o the d i s t r i b u t i o n o f pe r cen tages b e t w e e n the e d u c a t i o n a l l eve l s at va r i ous 

i n c ome l e ve l s is most p r o v o c a t i v e . G r a d u a t e s choo l is the p r e v a l e n t e d u c a t i o n a l 

l e v e l fo r ma l e f a m i l y heads w i t h i ncomes o v e r $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 per y e a r , w h i l e c o l l e g e 

a t t e n d a n c e is c h a r a c t e r i s t i c o f those w i t h incomes in the $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 to $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 a 

y e a r i n c ome g r o u p . S i m i l a r l y those who a t t e nded c o l l e g e a re the la rgest g roup 

in the $ 5 , 0 0 0 to $ 1 4 , 9 9 9 i n c ome g r o u p , w h i l e h igh s choo l is the l a rge g roup 

among those i n the lowest i n come c a t e g o r y . 
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PART V 

R E L I G I O U S I D E N T I F I C A T I O N 

A n ana l y s i s o f i d e n t i f i c a t i o n w i t h the th ree b ranches o f J u d a i s m , O r t h o d o x , 

C o n s e r v a t i v e , a n d Reform as w e l l as those who do not i d e n t i f y w i t h an y b r an ch 

is o f ma jo r impo r t an ce i n unde r s t and ing the na tu re o f the J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y . 

Pe rhaps , more than we c a r e to a d m i t , the b ranch o f J uda i sm w i t h w h i c h o n e is 

i d e n t i f i e d de te rm ines a person 's a t t i t udes a nd o p i n i o n s , f r i ends a n d a s so c i a t e s , 

as w e l l as o r g a n i z a t i o n a l a f f i l i a t i o n s both fo rma l a n d i n f o r m a l . The re fo re a n 

ana l y s i s o f the v a r i a b l e o f r e l i g i o u s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n has r ea l mean i ng in p l o t t i n g 

the commun i t y h s f u t u r e . 

Re l i g i ou s I d e n t i f i c a t i o n by A g e 

A n a l y s i s o f r e l i g i o u s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n by age o f the ma l e h e a d o f the f a m i l y 

enab l e s us to g a i n some i d ea o f whe re the i n d i v i d u a l b ranches o f J u d a i s m 

a r e " g o i n g " i n the sense o f whe t he r they are a t t r a c t i n g y ounge r p e o p l e . 

By th is means we c an " p r o j e c t " the fu ture r e l i g i o u s c ompo s i t i o n o f the 

c o m m u n i t y . T a b l e 24 p rov i des the d a t a . 

T A B L E 24 

R E L I G I O U S I D E N T I F I C A T I O N B Y A G E 

( P E R C E N T , M A L E F A M I L Y H E A D S ) 

2 0 - 3 4 3 5 - 4 4 4 5 - 6 4 65 To t a l 

O r t h o d o x 4 2 ו 9 5  22 ו

C o n s e r v a t i v e 33 68 49 36 49 

Reform 52 ו ו 26 9  24 ו

O t h e r ו ו ו  5 2 6 ו

To ta l 100 0 ו 0 ו 0 0 ו 0 0 ו 0 0 

The ou t s t and i ng f a c t c o n t a i n e d in T ab l e 24 is the v e r y sma l l p r opo r t i on o f persons 

unde r 45 years o f age who subsc r i be to O r t h o d o x J u d a i s m . A l t h o u g h t o d a y the 

O r t h o d o x compr i s e o v e r o ne ou t o f f i v e J e w i s h ma l e hou seho l d heads , a lmos t 

h a l f o f them a re o v e r 65 years o f a g e , and a lmos t a l l o f the o thers a re o v e r 4 5 

years o f a g e . Un less mass ive c h a n g e o c c u r s , the O r t h o d o x J e w in M i l w a u k e e 

twen t y years h e n c e w i l l be r e d u c e d to a v e r y sma l l g r o u p . 

L oo k i n g at the r e l a t i v e pos i t i ons o f the C o n s e r v a t i v e a n d O r t h o d o x groups i t c a n 

be seen that among the younges t f a m i l y heads ( 2 0 - 3 4 y e a r o l d s ) , o v e r h a l f a r e 
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Refo rm, whereas among o l d e r f a m i l y heads ( 3 5 - 4 4 years o f age) the C o n s e r v a t i v e 

g roup is the la rges t (68 pe r c en t ) , and the Reform are o n l y 19 p e r c en t . O n the 

o the r hand , in the nex t o l de s t a ge g roup ( 4 5 - 6 4 years o f age) the pe r c en t age o f 

Reform has r i sen to 26 p e r c e n t . 

This a l l adds up to a ra ther m i x e d s i t u a t i o n w h i c h is p a r t i c u l a r l y i n t e re s t i ng 

because of its i m p l i c a t i o n s . If we l ook at just the younges t age g roup i t appears 

tha t the Reform b r an ch is " g e t t i n g " the young p e o p l e . Y e t the Reform g roup 

is not as g rea t a p r opo r t i on o f the nex t o l de s t age g r o u p . This c o u l d be due to 

the f a c t that th is is a v e r y r e c en t t rend that is just b e g i n n i n g to a f f e c t the v e r y 

younges t f a m i l y heads , o r i t c o u l d be the resu l t o f the past pat terns o f i m m i g r a -

t i o n w h i c h ha ve o p e r a t e d to p roduce th is d i s t r i b u t i o n , o r i t c o u l d be the resu l t 

o f the f o und i ng o f n e w Reform Temp l e s . Fu tu re d e ve l opmen t o f trends i n the 

a rea o f r e l i g i o u s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n shou l d be w a t c h e d . 

Re l i g i o u s I d e n t i f i c a t i o n by Income 

The r e l a t i o n s h i p b e t w e e n i n c ome a n d r e l i g i o u s i d e n t i f i c a t i o n c a n be guessed 

ra the r q u i c k l y f rom ou r p rev ious k n o w l e d g e o f the r e l a t i v e a ge o f the four 

g r oups . T ab l e 25 con f i rms t h i s . 

T A B L E 25 

R E L I G I O U S I D E N T I F I C A T I O N BY I N C O M E 

( P E R C E N T , M A L E F A M I L Y H E A D S ) 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 - • $ 1 5 , 0 0 0 -

$ 5 , 0 0 0 1 4 , 9 9 9 2 9 , 9 9 9 $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 + T o t a l M e d i a n 

O r t h o d o x 38 41 16 5 100 $ 8 , 0 0 0 

C o n s e r v a t i v e 10 59 26 5 100 1 3 , 4 7 6 

Reform — 46 33 21 100 1 6 , 7 8 5 

O t h e r — 76 14 10 100 8 , 4 3 7 

The pa t te rn o f i n c o m e is just abou t wha t w o u l d be an t i c i p a t e d . The Reform have 

the h ighes t i n comes f o l l o w e d by the C o n s e r v a t i v e , a nd then there is a sharp d rop 

d o w n w a r d to the " O t h e r " a n d the O r t h o d o x . Da t a on o c c u p a t i o n s a nd e d u c a -

t ions c a n be c o n s i d e r e d par t o f the same pa t t e r n . C o n s e q u e n t l y t hey a re shown 

in Tab les 26 a n d 2 7 . 
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TABLE 30 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION BY OCCUPATION 

(PERCENT, MALE FAMILY HEADS) 

Professional Owners Clerical Sales Craftsmen Operators Service Laborers Total 
Workers Managers 

100 
100 
100 
100 

3 
12 

18 
10 
2 

13 

37 
25 
18 
21 

16 
4 

22 
38 
35 
33 

4 
17 
42 
21 

Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
Other 

TABLE 27 

RELIGIOUS IDENTIFICATION BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

(PERCENT, MALE FAMILY HEADS) 

Elementary High Graduate Total 
School School College School 

Orthodox 32 45 14 9 100 
Conservative 10 39 36 15 100 
Reform 3 15 47 35 100 
Other 36 32 14 18 100 

T a b l e s 2 4 , 2 5 , 26 a n d 2 7 w h e n t a k e n t o g e t h e r s how a c l e a r p o r t r a i t . The 

O r t h o d o x g r o u p is r e l a t i v e l y e l d e r l y , has the l owe s t m e d i a n i n c o m e o f $ 8 , 0 0 0 , 

less t h an o n e - f o u r t h h a v e b e e n to c o l l e g e , a n d a r e r a r e l y i n p r o f e s s i o n a l 

o c c u p a t i o n s . The C o n s e r v a t i v e h a v e a m e d i a n i n c o m e o f o v e r $ 1 3 , 0 0 0 , a r e 

i n t e r m e d i a t e i n a g e , o v e r h a l f h a v e b e e n to c o l l e g e , a n d o n e o u t o f s i x a r e 

p r o f e s s i o n a l l y e m p l o y e d . The Re fo rm a re the y o u n g e s t , t he best e d u c a t e d 

w i t h o v e r 80 p e r c e n t h a v i n g b e e n to c o l l e g e , a n d o v e r 40 p e r c e n t p r o f e s s -

i o n a l l y e m p l o y e d . The "O the r 1 • g r o u p f i t s b e t w e e n the O r t h o d o x a n d 

C o n s e r v a t i v e w i t h r e s pe c t to these c a t e g o r i e s . 

S u m m a r i z i n g a l l th i s m a t e r i a l , i t is a p p a r e n t t ha t i n s o f a r as m a t e r i a l " a c h i e v e -

m e n t " is c o n c e r n e d the Re fo rm a r e ou t i n f r o n t , f o l l o w e d a t no t too g r e a t a 

d i s t a n c e by t he C o n s e r v a t i v e , w i t h a sha rp d r o p to the p o s i t i o n o f t he O t h e r 

a n d O r t h o d o x g r o u p s . It is l i k e l y t ha t w h e n p e o p l e a c h i e v e m a t e r i a l s u c c e s s , 

in t he f o rm o f h i g h i n c o m e , l e n g t h y e d u c a t i o n a n d " p r o f e s s i o n a l " o c c u p a t i o n s , 

t h e y tu rn to t he Re fo rm i d e n t i f i c a t i o n w i t h t he f e e l i n g t ha t i t best mee t s t h e i r 

n e e d s . W h i l e we m i g h t s p e c u l a t e o n th i s p o i n t f o r a v e r y l o ng t i m e w e h a v e 

t h e d a t a to do s o m e t h i n g more c o n c r e t e . 
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PART VI 

P L A C E O F BIRTH 

O n e o f the most s a l i e n t c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s o f the J e w has been his status as a 

w a n d e r e r , a m ig ran t (o f ten fo rced) o v e r the f a c e o f the e a r t h . In a l l o f h i s to ry 

p r obab l y o n l y a sma l l p ropo r t i on o f Jews have been born and l i v e d and d i e d in 

the same p l a c e . For that ma t te r , much o f mank i n d is o n the move , but fo r the 

J e w g e o g r a p h i c movement has a s p e c i a l m e a n i n g . A l t h o u g h the J e w has been 

in A m e r i c a f rom the ea r l i e s t t imes , the b u l k o f the J ew i sh p opu l a t i o n has been 

r e l a t i v e l y r e c en t m ig ran t o r i g i n . Y e t s u f f i c i e n t t ime has lapsed s i n ce the days 

o f the g r ea t m ig ra t i ons from Europe for a subs tan t i a l n a t i v e g roup to g row to 

a d u l t h o o d . A t the same t ime the f o r e i g n born a re a g i n g r a p i d l y . In ano the r 

twen t y years the J ew i s h p o p u l a t i o n o f the U n i t e d States w i l l be a lmost w h o l l y 

n a t i v e . W e c a n c e r t a i n l y e x p e c t ma r ked changes i n the A m e r i c a n J ew i s h 

c o m m u n i t y as the f o r e i g n born e l de r s w i t h t he i r roots in Europe a re r e p l a c e d 

by the A m e r i c a n born J e w whose l i f e e x pe r i e n c e s have been so d i f f e r e n t . 

This c h ap t e r e xp l o r e s the e x t e r n a l aspec ts o f this c h a n g i n g s i t u a t i o n . 

The f o l l o w i n g t ab l e shows the p l a c e o f b i r t h o f a d u l t males a nd f ema l e s . 

TABLE 28 

P L A C E O F B IRTH O F A D U L T M A L E S A N D F E M A L E S 

M a l e s Fema les 

M i l w a u k e e 40 40 

O t h e r W i s c o n s i n 5 8 

N o r t h e a s t e r n States 7 4 

N o r t h c e n t r a l S ta tes 12 14 

O t h e r U . S . a n d C a n a d a 1 1 

Ru s s i a - P o l a nd 28 27 

O t h e r Eu rope 7 6 

To ta l 100 100 

It c a n r e a d i l y be seen that there are f ew d i f f e r en ce s be tween the p l a c e o f 

b i r th o f males and f e m a l e s . Perhaps a more d i r e c t a pp r o a ch c o u l d be 

r e v e a l i n g o f mean i ng f u l d i f f e r e n c e s . The re fo re the b i r t h p l a c e o f e a c h 

husband a n d e a c h w i f e was t a b u l a t e d . 
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T A B L E 29 

P L A C E O F BIRTH B Y H U S B A N D BY P L A C E O F BIRTH BY WIFE 

P l a c e o f 

B i r th of W i f e M i l w a u k e e O t h e r U . S . F o r e i g n 

M i l w a u k e e 6 7 (54) 45 (37) 27 (48) 

O t h e r U . S . 41 (33) 29 (22) 14 (29) 

F o r e i g n 12 (33) 9 (24) 66 (30) 

T ab l e 29 needs some e x p l a n a t i o n . The numbers ou t s i de the parentheses a r e the 

a c t u a l numbers o f ma r r i e d c o u p l e s . The numbers e n c l o s e d w i t h i n the parentheses 

a re the number that shou l d be ma r r i e d i f pure c h a n c e o p e r a t e d to b r i ng them 

t o g e t h e r . O f cou r se , pure c h a n c e hasn ' t b rought p e o p l e t oge the r fo r i t is 

o b v i ou s that i f a c o u p l e we re born a nd l i v e d a b r o a d , say i n P o l a n d , t h e i r 

c h an ce s o f mee t i ng a n o n - P o l i s h mate are not g r e a t . T h e r e f o r e , i t c a n be 

e x p e c t e d tha t in 66 cases both ma r r i age partners we re f o r e i g n bo rn , a l t h o u g h 

pure c h a n c e w o u l d have b rought o n l y 30 t o g e t h e r . The case o f the f o r e i g n 

born is so obv i ou s that i t needs no fu r the r e l a b o r a t i o n . The i n t e r e s t i ng par t 

o f the t a b l e c on ce r n s whe t h e r M i l w a u k e e peop l e mar ry n o n - M i l w a u k e e 

p eop l e a n d v i c e v e r s a . The f o r e i g n born c a n be e l i m i n a t e d a n d the t a b l e 

c onden s ed to: 

Husband 

Born in Born in U . S . O u t s i d e 

M i l w a u k e e M i l w a u k e e 

W i f e / 

Born i n M i l w a u k e e 6 7 (67) 45 (45) 

Born in U . S . • O u t s i d e 

M i l w a u k e e 41 (41) 29 (29) 

This resu l t is v e r y i n t e r e s t i n g . The d i s t r i b u t i o n o f ma r r i e d c oup l e s does not 

d i f f e r f rom pure c h a n c e . T r an s l a t ed from " s t a t i s t i c e s e " (the au tho r ' s n a t i v e 

tongue) i t says , i n E n g l i s h , tha t a M i l w a u k e e born person has just as g o o d 

a c h a n c e o f g e t t i n g a mate not born i n M i l w a u k e e as t h e y have o f ma r r y i ng 

a M i l w a u k e e - b o r n pe r son . It is an i ndex o f the f ree f l o w o f g e o g r a p h i c 

m o b i l i t y o f the U n i t e d S ta tes J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n . Th is w i l l be d i s cus sed i n 

its o the r aspec ts s h o r t l y . 
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Income 

W h i l e the re is l i t t l e d i f f e r e n c e i n the med i an i n c ome (Tab le 30) b e tween n a t i v e 

M i l w a u k e e a n s a n d persons born e l s ewhe r e than the U n i t e d States a nd now r e s i d i ng 

in M i l w a u k e e , the i n c ome o f the f o r e i g n - b o r n is c o n s i d e r a b l y less. H o w e v e r , i f 

we c ompa r e the med i a n i n come o f f o r e i g n born g r oup ($8 ,654 ) to the n o n - J e w i s h 

p o p u l a t i o n m e d i a n i n c ome ( $ 7 , 9 00 ) , we f i n d the med i a n i n come o f the J e w i s h 

f o r e i gn born is h i g h e r . A t the same t ime , a lmos t o n e - t h i r d o f the f am i l i e s h e a d e d 

by a f o r e i g n born ma l e have i n comes b e l o w $ 5 , 0 0 0 per y e a r . It is appa ren t that 

l ow i n c ome ( i f l ow i n c ome c a n be d e f i n e d as under $ 5 , 000 ) is p r i m a r i l y a s so c i a t ed 

w i t h f o r e i g n b i r t h because o n l y v e r y sma l l p ropor t ions o f persons n a t i v e to the 

U n i t e d States (7 p e r c en t o f those b o m in M i l w a u k e e a n d 6 pe r cen t o f those born 

e l s ewhe r e i n the U n i t e d States) have incomes b e l o w $ 5 , 0 0 0 . This is a ra ther 

impor tan t f a c t . It means that a lmos t a l l J e w i s h f am i l i e s h eaded by a U n i t e d States 

born ma l e a r e ou t o f the " p o v e r t y " r a nge . V e r y low i n come is just not a p rob l em 

in the n a t i v e J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . A t the same t ime i t is e v i d e n t that v e r y h i gh 

i n comes , o v e r $ 3 0 , 0 0 0 per y e a r , a r e not tha t c ommon , e i t h e r . The p i c t u r e that 

emerges o f the n a t i v e p o p u l a t i o n , a nd hence the future p o p u l a t i o n , is one o f 

a lmost t o ta l e c o n o m i c a d e q u a c y . A r e n ' t there a n y " f a i l u r e s " ? O n e c a n o n l y 

s p e cu l a t e tha t pos s i b l y those who do f a i l in the e c o n o m i c r e a l l y may t end to 

shr ink a w a y from th is m o n o l i t h i c e c o n o m i c a d e q u a c y ( eve r ybody ' s a " success " ) 

a nd to lose t h e i r J e w i s h i d e n t i f i c a t i o n ; i n short to b l e nd in w i t h the gene r a l 

c o m m u n i t y w h e r e to be a $95 a w e e k p r o du c t i o n wo r k e r is the norm a n d not a 

mark o f f a i l u r e . A n o t h e r hypothes i s is tha t the " f a i l u r e s " have moved ou t o f 

M i l w a u k e e to C h i c a g o o r Los A n g e l e s , whe re perhaps e c o n o m i c oppo r t un i t i e s 

may be g r e a t e r , o r e v e n i f o ppo r t un i t i e s a r e not g r ea t e r there is a t leas t the 

w e l c o m e a n o n y m i t y o f the l a r ge r c o m m u n i t y whe re the newcome r w i l l not be 

so c o n s p i c u o u s . 
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A g e 

The age v a r i a b l e is d r ama t i c for i t shows that the f o r e i g n born are a lmos t e n t i r e l y 

o v e r 45 years o f a g e , a n d that o v e r h a l f a r e a l r e a d y o v e r 65 years o f a g e . This 

means the ne x t t w e n t y - f i v e years w i l l w i tness the a lmos t c o m p l e t e d e c i m a t i o n o f 

the f o r e i g n born g r o u p , a nd that by 1990 the c o m m u n i t y w i l l be composed a lmos t 

e n t i r e l y o f persons n a t i v e to the U n i t e d S ta te s . The persons who have l i n k e d the 

J e w i s h c u l t u r e o f Europe to A m e r i c a n J ew i s h c u l t u r e w i l l no l onger be p resen t , 

and the A m e r i c a n J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y w i l l be o n its o w n . Du r i ng these nex t 

t w e n t y - f i v e years c u l t u r a l pat terns w i l l be e s t ab l i s hed that w i l l b e c ome the 

g u i d e - l i n e s o f the f u t u r e . 

E d u c a t i o n 

E d u c a t i o n c a n be t r e a t ed b r i e f l y because by th is t ime the results w i l l be o b v i o u s . 

N e v e r t h e l e s s the results a re imp re s s i v e . A lmo s t two ou t o f three n a t i v e 

M i l w a u k e e a n s as w e l l as o thers n a t i v e to the U n i t e d States h a ve been to 

c o l l e g e . O n e qua r te r o f those n a t i v e to M i l w a u k e e have been to g r adua t e 

s c h o o l . E ven among the f o r e i gn born o n e - t h i r d have been to c o l l e g e . 

Re l i g i ou s I d e n t i f i c a t i o n 

A b o u t o n e - t h i r d o f the f o r e i g n - b o r n are O r t h o d o x a nd a lmost o n e - h a l f a r e 

c o n s e r v a t i v e . This w o u l d be as e x p e c t e d . M o r e i n t e r e s t i ng is the f a c t tha t 

o f the persons born i n the U n i t e d States o t he r than i n M i l w a u k e e o n l y 8 p e r -

c en t a re O r t h o d o x , and o v e r o n e - t h i r d Re fo rm. This w o u l d seem r e a s o n a b l e , 

fo r w e c a n e x p e c t tha t U n i t e d States born O r t h o d o x a re less l i k e l y to move 

g e o g r a p h i c a l l y fo r such reasons as o c c u p a t i o n a l pat terns a n d i n s t i t u t i o n a l n eed s . 

This is fu r the r c o n f i r m e d w h e n i t is seen tha t o f those p eop l e n a t i v e to M i l w a u k e e 

i t s e l f , 17 pe r cen t a r e O r t h o d o x . This beg ins to b r i ng abou t an i n t e r e s t i ng 

s i t u a t i o n whe re l o c a l l y born O r t h o d o x Jews be come " t h e " O r t h o d o x g r o u p . 

The p rev i ous da ta has shown this to be a sma l l g r o u p , p a r t i c u l a r l y among the 

y o u n g , but neve r the l e s s i t shows the e x i s t e n c e o f a new but u n d o u b t a b l y un i que 

subg roup in A m e r i c a n J ew i s h l i f e . The wo rd A m e r i c a n is stressed here because 

in many o t he r coun t r i e s o f the w o r l d the n a t i v e O r t h o d o x represent the d om i nan t 

g r o u p . R e a l l y , i t is o n l y i n the U n i t e d S ta tes tha t there is a t e n d e n c y to e qua t e 

Reform a n d C o n s e r v a t i v e w i t h n a t i v e b i r t h a n d O r t h o d o x y w i t h f o r e i g n b i r t h . 

S e l f - E m p l o y m e n t a nd O c c u p a t i o n 

Just as w i t h e d u c a t i o n the patterns o f s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t a nd o c c u p a t i o n a re r a the r 

obv i ou s and do not n e e d too much e l a b o r a t i o n . It c o u l d be e x p e c t e d tha t the 

n a t i v e o f M i l w a u k e e w o u l d be most o f t e n s e l f - e m p l o y e d , a n d t hey a r e . The 

f o r e i gn born a re a l s o more o f t e n s e l f - e m p l o y e d . The o c c u p a t i o n a l i n f o rma t i o n 

makes th is c l e a r . The la rgest p r opo r t i on o f f o r e i g n born a re owners o f 
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businesses w h i c h accounts for the s e l f - e m p l o y m e n t . Persons na t i v e to the U n i t e d 

States but not to M i l w a u k e e are far less o f t en pro fess iona ls than the n a t i v e 

M i l w a u k e e a n s . S i n c e most o f the profess iona ls a re in the t r ad i t i o na l do c t o r and 

l awye r c a t e go r i e s , i t is not su rp r i s i ng . Such profess iona ls o f t e n a f t e r s c hoo l i n g 

re tu rn home to p r a c t i c e where they are k n o w n . The o c c u p a t i o n a l d i s t r i bu t i on 

o f the n a t i v e M i l w a u k e e a n s is a lmost i d e n t i c a l w i t h the o c c u p a t i o n a l d i s t r i bu t i on 

o f those born e l s ewhe re in the U n i t e d States w i t h the e x c e p t i o n o f the a f o r e m e n -

t i o n ed p ro fess iona l g r oup , and the wh i t e c o l l a r g r oup . The n o n - M i I w a u k e e a n s 

p redom ina te in this l a t t e r g r o u p . Inspec t ion o f d e t a i l e d da ta not shown here 

i n d i c a t e that most o f these persons are sa l e smen . 
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TABLE 30 

P L A C E O F BIRTH B Y S E L E C T E D S O C I A L A N D E C O N O M I C C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S 

(Pe r cen t D i s t r i b u t i o n M a l e F a m i l y Head ) 

O t h e r F o r e i g n 

M i l w a u k e e U n i t e d States Born 

Income 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 7 6 31 

$ 5 , 0 0 0 ־ $ 1 4 , 9 9 9 53 61 52 

$ 1 5 , 0 0 0 ־ $ 2 9 , 9 9 9 27 23 13 

$ 3 0 , 0 0 0 a n d o v e r 13 10 4 

To ta l 100 100 100 

M e d i a n Income $ 1 3 , 1 1 3 $ 1 2 , 3 7 7 $ 8 , 6 5 4 

A g e 

2 0 - 3 4 15 16 1 

3 5 - 4 4 24 22 2 

4 5 - 6 4 5 4 60 50 

6 5 a n d o v e r 7 2 4 7 

To ta l 100 100 100 

E d u c a t i o n 

E l e m e n t a r y 2 6 30 

H i g h S c h o o l 35 31 37 

C o l l e g e 38 4 4 24 

G r a d u a t e S c h o o l 25 19 9 

To ta l 100 100 100 

Re l i g i o u s I d e n t i f i c a t i o n 

O r t h o d o x 17 8 36 

C o n s e r v a t i v e 46 53 46 

Re fo rm 27 36 13 

O t h e r 10 3 5 

To ta l 100 100 100 
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TABLE 3 0 — c o n t i n u e d 

O t h e r Fo re ig 

M i l w a u k e e Un i t e d States Born 

69 45 62 

31 55 38 

100 100 100 

33 20 8 

36 37 38 

16 30 33 

15 13 21 

100 100 100 

Se l f Emp loyment 

Se l f Emp l o yed 

Emp l o yed by O t h e r s 

Tota l 

O c c u p a t i o n 

Pro fess iona I 

M a n a g e r s , O w n e r s 

W h i t e C o l l a r 

B lue C o l l a r 

To ta l 
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PART V I I 

M I G R A T I O N 

P l a c e o f b i r th o f the f a m i l y heads has b een d i s cussed but ou r i n f o r m a t i o n has 

not shed l i gh t d i r e c t l y o n the s p e c i f i c p r ob l em o f ga ins a n d losses o f p o p u l a t i o n 

in the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y . The purpose o f th is s e c t i o n is to e x p l o r e 

m i g r a t i o n f rom the v i e w p o i n t o f d i r e c t p o p u l a t i o n loss o r g a i n . 

From the ea r l i e s t t imes to the m i d - 1 9 2 0 ' s the U n i t e d States a t t r a c t e d immig ran t s 

from Eu rope , a n d i n d i v i d u a l c i t i e s g a i n e d p o p u l a t i o n from th is s o u r c e . H o w -

e v e r , i n the past f o r t y years m i g r a t o r y i n c r ea se has been l a r g e l y c o n f i n e d to 

the movemen t o f ru ra l peop les to the c i t y . Th is doesn ' t wo r k i n terms o f a 

J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y b e c a u s e , e x c e p t for sma l l numbers , J e w i s h persons a r e a l r e a d y 

l i v i n g in c i t i e s . Thus i f a J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y i n a g i v e n c i t y grows th rough 

m i g r a t i o n i t must n e c e s s a r i l y be a t the expense o f a J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y in 

o the r c i t i e s . Los A n g e l e s and its r e cen t g r e a t g r ow th o f J e w i s h p o p u l a t i o n 

is a ca se i n p o i n t . The J e w i s h migrants to Los A n g e l e s c ame f rom o t h e r A m e r -

i c a n c i t i e s — i n c l u d i n g M i l w a u k e e . W i t h this in m i nd we c a n e x a m i n e the 

m i g r a t i o n p i c t u r e i n M i l w a u k e e . 

M i g r a t i o n in to M i l w a u k e e 

To b e g i n , i t s hou l d be p o i n t e d o u t tha t the da t a on w h i c h the subsequen t 

ma t e r i a l is based pe r ta ins to a l l adu l t s o v e r 20 yea rs o f a g e , a n d no t just 

hou seho l d heads a n d spouses as in the p r ev i ous t a b l e s . Thus we h a v e a 

c o m p l e t e d a c c o u n t i n g o f i n d i v i d u a l s . It s h ou l d a l so be s t a t ed that th is 

represents a c o m p l e t e r e c o r d o f s u r v i v i n g i n - m i g r a n t s ( s u r v i v i n g , b e cau se 

someone c o u j d have moved to M i l w a u k e e ! a n d sub sequen t l y d i e d ) . T a b l e 

31 shows the r e c o r d o f i n - m i g r a t i o n as w e l l as those born i n M i l w a u k e e . 

S i n c e w e a re c o n c e r n e d w i t h ga ins a n d losses in terms o f numbers o f persons 

the da t a a r e i n the fo rm o f numbers ra ther t han p e r c e n t a g e s . 

Th is t a b l e i n d i c a t e s that the p e r c en t n a t i v e to M i l w a u k e e va r i e s f rom 6 7 . 8 

among the younges t to 1 4 . 0 among the o l d e s t . C o n v e r s e l y , abou t o ne ou t 

o f th ree persons among the younges t was a m i g r an t to the c o m m u n i t y , a n d the 

p r opo r t i on o f m ig ran t s g rows g r ea t e r w i t h i n c r e a s i n g a g e . Th is is as e x p e c t e d . 

The impo r t an t t h i ng is tha t o b v i o u s l y M i l w a u k e e has been a b l e to a t t r a c t 

p e op l e f rom ou t s i de the c o m m u n i t y (m ig ran t s ) . 

N e x t , a t t e n t i o n must be t u rned to the ques t i on o f who has l e f t the c o m m u n i t y ? 

A t f i rs t g l a n c e it w o u l d seem this is an imposs i b l e t a s k . How do y o u s e a r c h 

the c oun t r y to f i n d e x - M i l w a u k i a n s ? There is a no t h e r w a y , a n d to th is e n d , 

e v e r y o n e was a s ked whe re a l l o f t h e i r c h i l d r e n w e r e . Th is e nab l e s us to 
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TABLE oil 

P L A C E O F BIRTH O F P E R S O N S O V E R T W E N T Y Y E A R S O F A G E 

O t h e r O t h e r Fo re i gn Pe rcen t N a t i v e 

A g e M i Iwaukee W i s cons i n East M i d w e s t U n i t e d States Born Tota l to M i l w a u k e e 

2 0 - 3 4 2293 426 98 398 122 46 3383 6 7 . 8 

3 5 - 4 ו 4 8 ו 2 231 293 586 — 230 3152 5 7 . 5 

4 5 - 5 ו 4 6 ו 4 3420 681 3 482 233 410 ו 7 . 1 

5 5 - 6 4 607 271 111 400 62 1468 2919 2 0 . 8 

65 and 

o ve r 308 15 15 116 15 1728 2197 14 . 0 

Tota l 6631 1353 750 1982 202 4153 15071* 4 4 . 0 

*Sample data have been ad jus ted to con fo rm w i t h c omp l e t e census d a t a . 
•o 



recons t ruc t a m in ima l f i gu re for o u t - m i g r a t i o n from the c o m m u n i t y . M i s s i n g f rom 

this es t imate of o u t - m i g r a t i o n are cases where the en t i r e f a m i l y ( i n c l u d i n g parents 

o f peop l e i n the i r t h i r t i e s , for t ies and f i f t i e s ) moved ou t o f M i I w a u k e e . A l s o 

miss ing are cases where the parents o f migrants a re d e a d . Howeve r , i t is 

e q u a l l y true that the parents o f " ch i l d ren" 1 who are s t i l l l i v i n g i n M i l w a u k e e 

are a l so d e a d . Thus it w o u l d seem that no p a r t i c u l a r b ias is i n j e c t e d from th is 

s ou r ce . A c c o r d i n g l y , the present whereabouts o f a l l " c h i l d r e n " o v e r twen t y 

years o f a ge , as r epo r ted by the i r parents , was made (Tab le 32) . 

TABLE 32 

N U M B E R A N D P E R C E N T O F P E R S O N S L I V I N G I N M I L W A U K E E A N D 

ELSEWHERE ( O U T M I G R A N T S ) A S R E P O R T E D BY THEIR P A R E N T S 

L i v i n g In M i l w a u k e e L i v i n g O u t O f M i l w a u k e e 

A g e N u m b e r Pe r cen t N u m b e r Pe r cen t To ta l 

2 0 - 3 4 1639 53 . 1 1446 4 6 . 9 1 0 0 . 0 
3 5 - 4 4 1812 7 0 . 7 752 2 9 . 3 1 0 0 . 0 
4 5 - 5 4 829 5 6 . 6 636 4 3 . 4 1 0 0 . 0 
65 a nd 

o v e r * 

*There we re i n s u f f i c i e n t numbers o f percents o f persons 65 years o f age a nd o v e r 

s t i l l l e f t a l i v e to c a l c u l a t e a f i g u r e . 

It c a n be seen that o n l y s l i g h t l y more than h a l f o f the c h i l d r e n now 2 0 - 3 4 years 

o f age born to parents l i v i n g in M i l w a u k e e have s t ayed in M i l w a u k e e . A m o n g 

persons in the next age g roup , o ve r 70 pe r cen t have s t a y ed , w h i l e among those 

4 5 - 5 4 years o f age o n l y 57 pe r cen t have s t a y ed . It s hou l d be p o i n t e d ou t that 

this was the g roup most e xposed to the m ig ra to r y forces o f W o r l d W a r II, and the 

r e l a t i v e l y h igh rate o f m i g r a t i o n e v i d e n c e d here seems to make sense . H o w e v e r , 

the essence o f the p rob l em l ies in the b e h a v i o r o f the 2 0 - 3 4 y ea r o l d age g r o u p . 

A c c o r d i n g to Tab l e 32 o v e r ha l f do not s tay in M i l w a u k e e . Is th is c o n s e q u e n -

t i a l to the u l t ima te s i z e o f the J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y ? O f course i t has been seen 

in Tab l e 31 that M i l w a u k e e at t rac ts subs tan t i a l numbers o f i n -m ig r an t s as w e l l . 

The impor tan t ques t i on , t hen , is: does the f l o w o f m i g r a t i o n out o f M i l w a u k e e 

e x c e e d the f l ow i n , or does the reverse p r e v a i l ? To f i n d th is ou t the number 

of persons shown in Tab l e 32 is r e l a t ed to the number o f i n -m i g r an t s shown in 

Tab l e 2 9 . 
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It's r e a l l y o n l y the two youngest age groups for w h i c h the s l ightest v a l i d i t y c a n 

be assumed. They show a comp l e t e r enewa l o f the migra to ry p i c tu re whe r e i n 

there seems to be a sma l l net o u t f l o w from the c ommun i t y . 

TABLE 33 

N U M B E R O F I N A N D O U T M I G R A N T S B Y A G E 

N e t G a i n 

A g e In M i g r an t s O u t M i g r an t s or Loss 

2 0 - 3 4 1090 1446 - 3 5 6 

3 5 - 4 4 1340 752 + 588 

4 5 - 5 4 1809 636 + 1 1 7 3 

5 5 - 6 4 1885 58 + 1 8 2 7 

Howeve r , the p i c tu re is not i n c o m p l e t e . Throughout this report r e f e rence has 

been made to a s o - c a l l e d " a t t a c h e d " p o p u l a t i o n — t h o s e young persons away 

at c o l l e g e or i n the a rmy . These peop l e canno t be s a i d to be res idents o f 

M i l w a u k e e because they do not l i v e in the commun i t y ; ye t they are not 

migrants because for a l l we know they may i n t end to return to M i l w a u k e e . 

The to ta l number of such young persons from 2 0 - 3 4 years o f age was 1080 , 

most o f whom were m a l e , be tween 2 0 - 2 4 years o f age and away at c o l l e g e . 

It shou ld be r e a l i z e d that this represents o ve r 25 pe rcen t o f the en t i r e 2 0 - 3 4 

yea r o l d age g r oup . A l s o this phenomenon is the consequence o f the e n o r -

mous ly h igh ra te o f c o l l e g e a t t endance on the part o f young J ew i sh p e o p l e . 

O f course this w i l l c o n t i n u e . 

N o w if the " a t t a c h e d " popu l a t i o n is l o o ked at in r e l a t i o n to the res ident 2 0 - 3 4 

yea r o l d age g roup the p i c tu re is c h a n g e d . Shou l d a l l 1080 persons re turn to 

" home " in M i l w a u k e e the to ta l s i z e o f the 2 0 - 3 4 yea r o l d age g roup w o u l d 

i n c rease from 3383 to 4 4 6 3 . 

Among the 2 0 - 3 4 y ea r o lds res ident i n M i l w a u k e e , 5 3 . 1 pe r cen t we re n a t i v e 

to M i l w a u k e e and s t i l l l i v i n g the re , and 4 6 . 9 pe rcen t were m ig ran t s . If we 

assume that in a c c o r d w i t h this past e x p e r i e n c e 5 3 . 1 return to M i l w a u k e e and 

4 6 . 9 pe r cen t m ig ra te 5 07 persons w i l l return to make a to ta l coun t o f 3890 

persons in the 2 0 - 3 4 yea r o l d age g r o u p . 
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In summary it is seen that a l t hough a s i g n i f i c a n t number o f persons l e f t M i l w a u k e e 

as p resumab ly permanent m ig ran ts , a number o f persons c ame in to the c o m m u n i t y 

to t ake up r e s i d en c e . The net loss was 356 persons but th is was sp read o v e r 

f i f t e e n years ( in a sense). It resu l ted in a net loss o f abou t 25 persons 

(presumably future f a m i l y heads) per y e a r , not a v e r y g rea t net loss. O f much 

more import is the e v en t u a l r e s i dence o f the a lmost 1100 young peop l e now 

a w a y at c o l l e g e . Future p opu l a t i o n ga ins a nd losses in M i l w a u k e e w i l l 

d epend on where this g roup and the i r successors in subsequent years w i l l 

f i n a l l y d e c i d e to s e t t l e . 
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PART VII I 

FERT I L ITY 

Unde r s t and i ng o f the f e r t i l i t y p i c t u r e is impor tan t to a J ew i s h c o m m u n i t y because 

b i r ths are a lmos t the so le sou rce o f s upp l y o f future c ommun i t y members . S i n c e 

the J ew i s h r e l i g i o n is in no sense a p r o s e l y t i z i n g o n e , w e must r e l y on the f e r t i l i t y 

o f ou r f am i l i e s to p roduce the nex t g e n e r a t i o n . This is a l w a y s a sou r ce o f c o n c e r n 

because for many years and in many p l a c e s the J ews as a g roup have u s u a l l y been 

fa r less f e r t i l e than the rest o f the p o p u l a t i o n . Thus the J ews in a d d i t i o n to be i ng 

a m i n o r i t y g r oup , h a v e been s h r i n k i n g r e l a t i v e to the r ema i nde r o f the p o p u l a t i o n . 

W h i l e t he i r numbers c o u l d and have been e n h a n c e d by m i g r a t i o n , the p rev ious 

s e c t i o n has shown that g rowth from th is source is u n l i k e l y . C l e a r l y , t h en , the 

p e o p l e o f the M i l w a u k e e J e w i s h c o m m u n i t y a re f a c e d w i t h a " d o i t y ou r s e l f " 

p r o j e c t i f t hey w i sh to adhe re to the b i b l i c a l a dmon i t i o n to " b e f r u i t f u l . " 

If the M i l w a u k e e c o m m u n i t y is to e n h a n c e o r e v e n m a i n t a i n its numbers the 

present g e n e r a t i o n must p r oduce an adequa t e supp l y o f b i r t h s . How a re they 

d o i n g ? U n f o r t u n a t e l y a c o m p l e t e l y a d equa t e answer c a n n o t come out o f a 

s tudy whe re the samp le is as sma l l as the one used h e r e . It is h oped tha t such 

a s tudy e v e n t u a l l y w i l l be u n d e r t a k e n . H o w e v e r , some e v i d e n c e is a v a i l a b l e 

n o w . 

T A B L E 34 

N U M B E R O F C H I L D R E N EVER B O R N E F O R A L L W O M E N 

N u m b e r Unde r O v e r 

o f 40 Y e a r s 40 Y e a r s P e r c e n t , 

C h i l d r e n o f A g e o f A g e A l l W o m e n 

N o n e 5 10 10 

O n e 21 12 13 

Two 35 37 36 

Three 19 26 24 

Four 14 9 11 

F i v e 4 4 4 

S i x 2 1 ו 

S e v e n o r M o r e — 1 1 

To ta l 100 100 100 

A v e r a g e 2 . 3 4 2 . 3 4 2 . 3 4 
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The a ve r age o f 2 . 3 4 is not too b ad . It i nd i ca te s that the p opu l a t i o n is a ppa r en t l y 

r ep roduc i ng i t s e l f . The f i gu re o f 2 . 3 4 must be sp l i t a p p r o x i m a t e l y in h a l f (ha l f 

these births were male) and it c a n be seen that e a c h i n d i v i d u a l woman p r odu ced 

1. 17 o f her k i n d to form the nex t g e n e r a t i o n . G r a n t i n g that a f ew deaths w i l l 

o c c u r (of e v e r y 100 J ew i s h fema les born t oday abou t 97 w i l l be a l i v e at age 

45) i t c a n be seen that there is c l o se to 14 o r 15 pe rcen t po t en t i a l i n c rease per 

g e n e r a t i o n . W h i l e this is modest i t is at least fa r from n e g a t i v e . 

H o w e v e r , the d i s t r i bu t i on as shown i nc l udes women o f a l l ages a nd it is poss ib le 

that the younger women have not c on t r i b u t ed the i r sha re . C o n s e q u e n t l y number 

o f c h i l d r e n eve r borne was shown fo r women above and b e l ow 40 years o f a g e . 

The s i z e o f the samp le does not pe rmi t any fur ther age s ubd i v i s i o n s . The women 

o v e r 40 years o f age represent c omp l e t e d f e r t i l i t y , and thus the a v e r age o f 2 . 3 4 

c h i l d r e n is a l l they w i l l h a v e . The women be l ow 40 have e x a c t l y the same 

a ve r age number o f c h i l d r e n but they ha ven ' t c o m p l e t e d c h i l d b e a r i n g so i t c a n 

be assumed that they w i l l h ave e v e n more c h i l d r e n . Thus this present a v e r a ge o f 

2 . 3 4 c h i l d r e n represents a m in imum, ye t i t means they have a l r e a d y more than 

r e p l a c e d themse l ves . The M i l w a u k e e commun i t y has no th i ng to fea r f rom 

r e du c t i o n in number due to l ow f e r t i l i t y . O n the o the r hand increases in 

p o p u l a t i o n , at least s i z e a b l e i nc reases , a re not v e r y l i k e l y . 

D i f f e r e n t i a l F e r t i l i t y Income 

The t r a d i t i o n a l i n come d i f f e r e n t i a l w i t h r ega rd to f e r t i l i t y is that the l owe r the 

i n come the h i ghe r the f e r t i l i t y . In r e cen t years th is d i f f e r e n t i a l has been s o m e -

what reversed w i t h the h i ghe r i n come f am i l i e s h a v i n g as many c h i l d r e n as those 

less e c o n o m i c a l l y w e l l o f f . T ab l e 35 i nd i c a t e s that the l a rge r f am i l i e s (4 o r more 

ch i l d r en ) a re more c h a r a c t e r i s t i c o f l ower i n come f a m i l i e s . O n the o t he r hand 

l a rge r f am i l i e s o c c u r r e d more f r equen t l y in the o l d e r f o r e i gn born w o m e n , a n d 

these now are the w idows w i t h l ow i n comes . Thus the i n c ome v a r i a b l e is not 

v e r y c o n c l u s i v e . 

O c c u p a t i o n 

If f e r t i l i t y is s u b d i v i d e d by o c c u p a t i o n we ge t the f e r t i l i t y o f women whose 

husbands a re present a nd w o r k i n g , so the i n dex is p r o bab l y more v a l i d than the 

i n come i n d e x . The results are c u r i o u s , ye t they are cons i s t en t w i t h A m e r i c a n 

J ew i s h v a l u e s . The la rger f am i l i e s (4 o r more c h i l d r e n ) a re f ound a t bo th ends 

of the o c c u p a t i o n a l s c a l e , w i t h pro fess iona ls and b l ue c o l l a r workers both h a v i n g 

s l i g h t l y la rger f am i l i e s than persons . in the m i dd l e o c c u p a t i o n a l r anges . Thus the 

p i c t u r e i n the M i l w a u k e e J ew i s h c ommun i t y represents both the h igh a nd l ow 

status groups hav i ng the h ighes t f e r t i l i t y . In o the r words i t ' s m i x e d up . 
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TABLE 35 

N U M B E R O F C H I L D R E N EVER B O R N B Y S E L E C T E D S O C I A L A N D E C O N O M I C 

C H A R A C T E R I S T I C S 

Four o r 

N o n e O n e Two Three M o r e To ta l 

Income 

Unde r $ 5 , 0 0 0 10 10 33 10 37 100 
$ 5 , 0 0 0 - $ H , 9 9 9 13 16 34 27 10 100 

$ 1 5 , 0 0 0 - $ 2 9 , 9 9 9 4 15 36 29 16 100 

$ 3 0 , 0 0 0 a n d o v e r 4 11 42 36 7 100 

O c c u p a t i o n Husband 

P ro fess iona l 5 5 52 20 18 100 

M a n a g e r O w n e r 8 21 23 34 14 100 

W h i t e C o l l a r 5 13 39 29 14 100 

B lue C o l l a r 10 15 40 17 18 100 

Synagogue Membe r sh i p 

M e m b e r 8 16 35 25 16 100 

N o n - M e m b e r 10 14 36 24 16 100 

Edu c a t i o n W i f e 

E l emen ta r y S choo l 12 9 40 24 15 100 

H i g h S choo l 20 10 35 25 10 100 

C o l l ege 13 18 32 27 10 100 

G r a d u a t e S c hoo l 18 9 45 9 18 100 

Re l i g i ou s I d en t i f i c a t i o n W i f e 

O r t h o d o x 11 13 29 19 28 100 

C o n s e r v a t i v e 7 10 40 30 13 100 

Reform 8 18 36 26 12 100 

B i r t h p l a c e W i f e 

M i l w a u k e e 5 12 36 31 16 100 

O t h e r U n i t e d States 13 16 46 17 8 100 

F o r e i g n Born 9 14 29 23 25 100 
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Edu ca t i o n 

Edu c a t i o n o f the w i f e shows the same pat te rn as o c c u p a t i o n o f husband , n ame l y the 

h i - l o e f f e c t whe r e i n the women o f the h ighest a nd lowest e d u c a t i o n a l l e ve l s e x h i b i t 

the h ighest f e r t i l i t y . W h y is this s o ? A n answer c a n be h ypo the s i z ed : Women at 

the lowest (e l ementa ry schoo l ) e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l t end to have l a rge r f am i l i e s 

because they are the o l d e r f o r e i gn born women whose t r a d i t i o n a l r o l e in the home 

was p redominan t w i t h t hem. Women a t the h ighes t e d u c a t i o n a l l e v e l had more 

c h i l d r e n for e n t i r e l y d i f f e r en t reasons. S i n c e they had a much be t te r than 

ave rage e d u c a t i o n they sought c on s c i o u s l y to have la rge f am i l i e s in the in teres t 

o f good eugen i c s and " g o o d f a m i l y l i v i n g " a c c o r d i n g to the la tes t p s y c h o l o g i c a l 

a nd p s y c h i a t r i c a d v i c e . M e a n w h i l e these women o f l owe r e d u c a t i o n a l a t t a i n -

ment and where the husband was ne i t he r p ro fess iona l nor b l ue c o l l a r f e l t more 

re s t r a i ned abou t l a rge r f a m i l i e s . 

Re l i g i ou s I d en t i f i c a t i o n and Synagogue Membe r s h i p 

A c l e a r p i c t u r e emerges h e r e . The o r t hodox w o u l d be e x p e c t e d to have l a rge 

f a m i l i e s . They d i d . The C o n s e r v a t i v e had s l i g h t l y l a rge r f am i l i e s than d i d 

the Re fo rm. This c o u l d a lso be e x p e c t e d . 

S ynagogue membersh ip seemed to have no r e l a t i o n to f e r t i l i t y . 

B i r th P l a c e o f W i f e 

M a j o r d i f f e r en ce s o c c u r he re , but a g a i n they are e x p e c t e d . The f o r e i g n - b o r n 

have the largest f am i l i e s by f a r . It's a lso true that the M i l w a u k e e - b o r n women 

had l a rge r f am i l i e s than the women born e l sewhe re in the U n i t e d S ta te s . It is 

p robab l e that peop le w i t h l a rger f am i l i e s tend to m ig ra te less o f t e n . 
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PART IX 

S O C I A L A N D E C O N O M I C CHARACTERISTICS O F S U B C O M M U N I T I E S 

It would be more illuminating if it were possible to analyze the data by very small 
geographic areas. However, the size of the sample in this study was not large 
enough to permit this. About the smallest geographic breakdown that could be 
used was to divide the community into East Side consisting of Subcommunities 3, 
4 and 5, West Side, Subcommunities 6, 7 and 8, and Milwaukee-Other which 
consists of the remainder of Milwaukee County. The exact boundaries of these 
subdivisions are to be found in the Preliminary Report. Broad as it is the East/West 
analysis should yield some interesting insights into the nature of the total comm-
unity, simply because the differences between the two major parts of the Jewish 
community are so very great (Table 36). 

Income 

The income differences between East Side and West Side are very great. The East 
Side contains most of the high income families, the West Side most of the low 
income families. O n the East Side 56 percent of the families have incomes over 
$ 15,000 a year, on the West Side only 17 percent have incomes this high. Income 
in Other Milwaukee is much like the income on the West Side. In general the 
median income on the East Side is almost twice that of the West Side. The picture 
is so clear that little comment is required. 

Education 

The educational differences coincide with the income differences. O n the East 
Side more than three quarters of the male heads had been to college and over 
one third had been to graduate school. O n the West Side only four out of ten 
male heads had been college and only one out of ten had been to graduate 
school. Again Milwaukee was similar to the West S ide. 

Occupation 

The occupational profile of the two major areas of residence is even more revealing. 
The East Side has only a sprinkling of blue collar, and two thirds of the male heads 
are either professional or Manager-owners. Four out of ten are professional. O n 
the West Side over one out of five is blue collar, a proportion which greatly 
exceeds the 13 percent in the professional group. Other Milwaukee, is a mixture 
wherein it has more professionals than the West Side and more blue collar than 
the East S ide. 

- 6 7  ־



TABLE 36 

SOC IAL A N D E C O N O M I C CHARACTERISTICS OF SUB-COMMUNIT IES 
(Percent Distribution) 

East Side West Side Other Milwaukee 

Income 

Under$5,000 4 27 30 
$5,000-$14,999 40 56 50 
$15,000-$29,999 33 14 20 
$30,000 and Over 23 3 

Median Income $17,115 $9,107 $9,000 

Education of Male Head 

Elementary 10 16 
High School 14 42 50 
College 41 30 38 
Graduate School 35 12 12 

Total 100 100 100 

Occupation of Male Head 

Professional 39 13 22 
Manager-Owners 34 34 45 
White Collar 23 31 1 1 
Blue Collar 4 22 22 

Total 100 100 100 

Type of Employment of Male Head 

Self 71 53 56 
Others 29 47 44 

Total 100 100 100 

Religious Identification 

Orthodox 8 26 33 
Conservative 33 58 22 
Reform 49 12 33 
Other 10 4 12 

Total 100 100 100 
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Type of Employment of Male Head 

O n the East Side a remarkable 71 percent are self employed. O n the West Side 
and in Other Mi lwaukee the percentage of Self Employment is lower than the East 
Side, but it is still very high. 

Religious Identification 

O n the East Side almost half are Reform and only 8 percent are Orthodox. O n e 
third are Conservative. O n the West Side the Orthodox account for about one 
family out of four, while the Reform comprise only about one family in eight. 
O n the West Side about six out of ten families are Conservative. Other 
Mi lwaukee has the highest proportion of Orthodox, and one out of three 
families are Reform. The Conservative branch is the least represented in 
Other Mi lwaukee. 

These same figures can be reviewed from a slightly different viewpoint—the 
proportion of each branch living in each area. It is seen that almost eight out 
of ten of the Orthodox and the Conservative and one-third of the Reform live 
on the West Side. However, the main Reform "stronghold" is the East Side, 
with 55 percent of their total living in that area. 

Summarizing this entire section, it is obvious that the East Side and the West 
Side represent two greatly differing subcommunities. The West Side has people 
in al l walks of life making up the composition of the area. The Jewish 
population of the East Side is wealthier, professionally employed and more 
highly educated. Yet it is very probable that the Jewish families who live 
on the East Side are surrounded by non-Jewish neighbors who are just as well 
off as they are, if not better. In other words, the Jewish families are not 
different than their neighbors. Whi le the Jewish people who live on the West 
Side of Milwaukee are a slice of "ordinary Mi lwaukee" the Jews on the East 
Side are a slice of "extraordinarily well-off Mi lwaukee . " 
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PART X 

M O V I N G PLANS 

American cities are constantly in a state of flux. The shifting pattern of 
residential mobility, characterized by continual suburbanization has made things 
difficult for planners of all communal facil it ies who often must decide on plac-
ing hopefully permanent physical faci l i t ies, only to find that the potential 
market for the faci l i ty has moved on before many years. For the Jewish 
population and the Jewish community the problem has been particularly severe. 
The remarkable upward social mobility of a large proportion of the Jewish 
population has been accompanied by a correspondingly high rate of residen-
tial mobility. Chicago, Detroit and Cleveland are pock-marked with ex-
synagogues and temples, ex-Jewish community centers and ex-other Jewish 
communal structures. Mi lwaukee, due to some other circumstances has had 
a less mobile record. The movement has been less dramatic and hence the more 
effective usage of facil it ies has been possible. Yet Milwaukee doesn't stand 
sti l l . 

The Preliminary Report contained some data on trends in movement, and this 
section fills in a little more of the picture. Those interviewed were asked about 
their moving intentions: whether they definitely planned to move or were 
planning to move within one year, five years, or had no plans at a l l . Whi le 
there is no claim here that exact moving plans can be predicted, the question 
does separate those who have no thoughts whatsoever of moving from those who 
feel permanently settled, whether this be true or not. Correspondingly, Table 
37 contains just one column—the proportion of families who planned to move at 
r»y*\ rv* o rvמ ו » 1־ f U a f i 1 J n ־1 1 i t ו 1111 ^ 111 111 ; ^ i u i u i c ! 

There is a decided difference in moving intentions between the six subcommunities 
comprising the Milwaukee Jewish Community. The entire East Side showed much 
less tendency to declare any plans to move. O f all the subcommunities, Area 5 
had the smallest proportions planning to move (11 percent). It is highly possible 
that persons in Area 5 consider themselves "there" already, so why plan to move? 
It should be pointed out that Area 5 is the newest and among the most expensive 
of the Jewish subcommunities. However, thoughts of moving were less often 
expressed in the other two East Side sub-communities. West Siders in all three 
subcommunities (Areas 6, 7 and 8) had thoughts of moving, for one-third of 
al l families interviewed expressed moving intentions. This was particularly 
true in Area 7 where more than half mentioned moving. Also it is interesting 
to note that over half of the families living in Other Milwaukee had moving 
plans. 
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TABLE 37 

M O V I N G PLANS BY S O C I A L A N D E C O N O M I C CHARACTERISTICS 

Present Area of Resident Percent Planning to Move 

Area 3 18 
4 16 

5 11 

Total East Side 14 

Area 6 41 7 54 

8 23 

Total West Side 33 

Other Milwaukee 45 

Income 

Under $5,000 25 
$5,000-$14,999 28 
$15,000-$29,999 30 
$30,000 and over 21 

Occupation 

Professional 38 
Manager Owner 40 
White Col lar 18 
Blue Collar 31 

Age of Head 

20-29 11 
30-39 38 
40-49 39 
50-59 30 
60-69 18 
70 and O v e r 13 
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TABLE 37—Continued 

Percent Planning to Move 

Religious Identification of Male Head 

Orthodox 13 
Conservative 33 
Reform 35 
Other 47 

Home Ownership 

Owner 30 
Renter 27 

Income did not seem to play a large part in moving plans . There wasn't a very 
wide range of difference between the income groups with respect to moving 
intentions. Those with incomes of $30,000 and over seemed a bit more stable, 
but those with incomes just under this level expressed most often intentions of 
moving. 

O f the occupational groups, the white collar group seemed the most stable with 
regard to moving intentions, while the managers and owners seemed the least 
stable. However, differences were not great. 

Age differentials in moving intent were just about what one would theoretically 
expect, with one exception. That is, with the exception of the 20-29 year age 
group, moving intentions declined with increasing age. Perhaps the explana-
tion for the anomaly of the 20-29 year old age group seeming the less likely to 
move is that these young persons have newly established their households and 
are not thinking yet about a second move. This is somewhat reinforced by the 
fact that the absolute peak of intended movement occurred among the 40-49 
year olds. This group is probably thinking of the one ultimate move that wil l 
establish them at whatever level they wil l attain for the rest of their l i fe. 

Religious identification is highly associated with moving intentions. That is, 
the Orthodox showed the least desire to move, the Conservative next, the 
Reform next and the "Other " the most. In terms of practical significance this 
means that Orthodox oriented institutions including synagogues have the least 
prospect of having to cope with problems of population mobility. Conversely 
Reform Temples and the institutions wi l l have the greatest problems. 
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Examination of the final variable, home ownership, showed that whether a family 
owned or rented their home had no relationship to their intent to move. 

Destination of Planned Move 

Persons who mentioned moving intention were further asked, "where are you l ikely 
to move?" Results are shown in Table 38. 

O f persons now living on the East Side most intended to stay on the East S ide. 
On l y one out of five expected to move to the West S ide. However, the situa-
tion with regard to persons living on the West Side was largely the same except 
that a slightly larger proportion had not made up their minds. That is, like the 
East Siders, the West Siders were largely attracted to their present side of the 
c i ty . Those who lived in "Other Mi lwaukee" expected mostly to move to the 
East Side, although one-third expected to move to the West Side. On l y a tiny 
minority expected to move out of either the East Side or West Side into "Other 
M i lwaukee . " 

In general the data shows a strong preference to stay within the "sides" of the 
community, plus a tendency of those who live outside the boundaries of the 
major Jewish areas to pull into their general orbit. O f course the boundaries 
of the East Side and West Side are so far flung that there is much territory 
covered within their confines. 

TABLE 38 

PERCENT DISTR IBUTION O F SUB C O M M U N I T Y O F PRESENT 
RES IDENCE BY SUB C O M M U N I T Y O F EXPECTED M O V E 

Move To 

East West Other Don't 
Now Live Side Side Milwaukee Know Total 

East Side 50 21 _ 29 100 
West Side 26 36 2 36 100 
Other 

Mi lwaukee 67 33 - - 100 
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Religious Practices 

This study asked some questions concerning religious practices and religious 
behavior in an attempt to measure religious identification. The questions 
admittedly are superficial, but it was hoped that at least a rough measure could 
be obtained, and further work could then be based on this rough measure. 

Synagogue and Temples Membership and Attendance 

The most basic question concerned synagogue or temple membership. Table 
39 gives the results. 

TABLE 39 

S Y N A G O G U E O R TEMPLE MEMBERSHIP , BY REL IG IOUS I D E N T I F I C A T I O N 

Member Non-Member Total 

Orthodox 75 25 100 
Conservative 61 39 100 
Reform 67 33 100 
Other 32 68 100 

Total 64 36 100 

This seems like a rather high proportion of membership, but when it is compared 
with other communities, it appears that it is not remarkable. For example, 
Providence, Rhode Island in 1964 had 78 percent, and Camden, New Jersey 
in 1965, 71 percent. Detroit had 45 percent when surveyed in 1956 and 49 
percent in 1963. Los Angeles was only 34 percent in 1959. Thus wide varia-
tions are seen. 

Before leaving the subject of aff i l iation, it should be noted that it provided an 
ideal opportunity to check the accuracy of the sampling procedure, simply 
because the number of synagogues and temple membership are a matter of 
recorded fact, which is easily obtained. The Methodological Note to this 
study reviewed this checking process 

The following section should be read and interpreted with caution. A number 
of people are unaware of the rules on attendance at formal synagogue services. 
Furthermore, the individual's notion of attendance differs. For some persons 
attending a Bar Mitzvah constitutes attendance at religious services. Others 
rhight regard their own presence at such an event social . Therefore the infor-
mation presented here is completely descriptive in nature and it would be unwise 
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to draw conclusions as to "how religious" any person or group is or is not on the 
basis of these data. 

The data have at least one virtue: they are interesting, in that a very definite 
pattern appears. The really "high attenders" are almost all Orthodox. As you 
go down the attendance scale, the Conservative appear next and then the Reform. 
Final ly when the attendance level drops to "Every few months," the "Other " 
enter the picture. Rough as the scale might be it apparently describes the be-
havior rather we l l . The Orthodox, it appears, are equally distributed over 
every degree of attendance, except that only a few attend never or rarely. 
The Conservative are not often represented at very high levels of attendance, 
nor at very low levels of attendance. On l y 20 percent of the Reform attend 
more than every few months, but it is eqully true that only one out of ten 
never attend. The "Other " group is not much for attendance, but this would 
be expected. 

TABLE 40 

ATTENDANCE AT S Y N A G O G U E S A N D TEMPLES BY REL IG IOUS I D E N T I F I C A T I O N 

Orthodox Conservative Reform Other Total 

More than 
O n c e a Week 18 1 — — 6 

Once a Week 15 13 10 — 11 

Few times 
Per month 17 18 10 — 12 

Every few 
Months 20 32 43 31 ח 

O n l y on High 
Holy Days 20 20 24 26 27 

Less often--l-3 times 
a year 5 6 3 37 7 

Never 5 1 10 26 6 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
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It adds up to the fact there are real differences in attendance patterns between 
the branches of J ewry . Whether these are the result of practices and standards as 
expounded by the respective synagogues, temples, and rabbis, or whether they 
are self-imposed cannot be said. 

Religious Observances 

Four home-based religious observances are examined in this section. In addition 
to synagogue membership and attendance, home-based rituals are important in the 
Jewish faith. The home-based observances selected are: (1) Lighting of Friday 
Night Candles, (2) Passover Seder, (3) Lighting of Chanakuh Candles, and (4) 
Observance of Kosher Dietary Laws. Perhaps others could have been included. 
However, the four selected have been considered in other community studies, 
and thus there are some benchworks by which this particular behavior can be 
measured. This is perhaps more important than trying to figure out the "inner 
meaning" of these behaviors, a task far beyond the scope of this study. Data are 
shown in Table 41. 

As with synagogue attendance, the pattern is extremely regular. For example in 
the "Lighting of Friday Night Candles, " lighting the candles is regularly observed 
in directly decreasing proportion to the traditional position of branch or aff i l iat ion. 
Seventy-eight percent of the Orthodox do this, but none of the "O the r " group. 
Conservative and Reform are in between. The pattern is equally that with regard 
to Passover Seder, and to Lighting of Chanukuh Candles. The kosher Observances 
are equally patterned, although 20 percent of the Reform keep some kosher behavior 
despite an absence of positive demand (in theory at least) on the part of the off ic ia l 
Reform position. O n the other hand 24 percent of the Orthodox do not keep kosher 
despite a positive demand on the part of the off ic ia l Orthodox position. Thus there 
is a wide range of behavior apart from "of f ic ia l " doctrine. These practices are not 
regimented and this makes them doubly interesting. According to our data there 
clearly are Orthodox Jews (by their own conceptions) who belong to Reform Temples 
and who do not keep kosher, but this is counterbalanced by Reform Jews (by their 
own conception) who belong to synagogues and are strictly kosher. No one can 
accuse the Jews of being religiously regimented. It does make difficulty for the 
poor social scientist who loves to put people in pigeon holes. Wh i le the mass be-
havior is highly patterned, there is at the same time a rich variety of exceptions 
and inconsistencies. 
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TABLE 41 

REL IG IOUS O B S E R V A N C E S BY REL IG IOUS A F F I L I A T I O N 

Al l 
Orthodox Conservative Reform Other Housel 

Lighting Friday 
Night Camdles 

Never 18 26 47 78 34 
Sometimes 4 26 20 22 19 
Regularly 78 48 33 — 47 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Passover Seder 

Never 1 5 15 37 10 
Sometimes 14 8 7 26 11 
Regularly 86 87 78 37 79 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Lighting 
Chanukah Candles 

Never 12 12 18 42 19 
Sometimes 1 7 16 5 8 
Regularly 87 81 66 53 73 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 

Observing Kosher 
Dietary Laws 

None 24 44 80 89 53 
Some 13 36 17 11 16 
Strictly Kosher 63 20 3 0 31 

Total 100 100 100 100 100 
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It was pointed out earlier that these observances had been examined in other 
Jewish Community Studies. The following table compares Milwaukee with two 
other Jewish communities of reasonably similar size. The analysis here is confined 
to the proportion saying "never practice" in each community. The reason for 
this is that the degree or amount of the behavior had varied definitions in the 
three studies. However, the concept of "never" was clear cut and well defined. 

TABLE 42 

PERCENT O F PERSONS N O T PRACT IC ING SELECTED HOUSE R E L I G I O U S 
O B S E R V A N C E S I N THREE J E W I S H C O M M U N I T I E S 

Milwaukee Providence Camden 

Lighting Friday 

Night Candles 34 25 41 

Passover Seder 10 7 7 
Lighting Chanakuh 

Candles 19 15 13 

Observing Kosher Dietary Laws 53 62 76 

The three communities show slightly different patterns, which may be the result 
of " loca l culture" or the result of various mixes and proportions of Orthodox, 
Conservative and Reform in the three communities. Definitive results cannot 
be obtained without controlling many different factors, a matter beyond the 
present scope of this study. The results show a general configuration, however. 
Seder is the most practiced in each of the three communities, Lighting Chanakuh 
Candles next, Friday Night Candles next, and keeping Kosher the least. Var ia-
tions between the practices in each community were generally greater than 
variations between the communities. This suggests a general level of practices 
which is common to Jews throughout the country. 

Religious Education 

There are many kinds and types of Jewish education which are offered. This 
study distinguished seven types, which were: (1) Sunday School; (2) .Hebrew 
Afternoon; (3) Hebrew Al l Day; (4) Cheder; (5) Yeshiva; (6) Private Tutor, 
(7) Adult Classes. The number of years of Jewish education of every person in 
the family, including the children, was recorded. This alone makes a volum-
inous pile of information too detailed to be included in this report. The 
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analysis here is based on the total years of Jewish education received by male 
household heads without regard to type of education. This is a very crude and 
primitive approach for it does not attempt to distinguish any qualitative diff-
erence between types of education. However, it represents a first approximation 
to measuring Jewish education. 

Religious Education by Selected Social and Economic Characteristics 

There was no really strong relationship between income and Jewish education 
of the male head. The only noteworthy point to be made was that the very 
high income heads ($30,000 and over) contained neither persons who had no 
Jewish education whatsoever or persons who had a great deal of Jewish educa-
tion. There was some tendency for people with higher incomes to also have a 
greater number of years of religious education but it was not very pronounced. 

Occupation had much the same pattern, although the blue collar workers did 
seem to have less Jewish education, this probably can be explained by the 
fact that the foreign born received less formal Jewish education. This is born 
out if we look at Jewish education by place of birth and it is seen that the 
foreign born did have somewhat less Jewish education than the United States 
born. 

Secular education does seem to have some relationship in that the college 
educated had more Jewish education than those with less secular education. 
However, the relationship between secular education and religious education 
was not particularly regular, because those who had the greatest amount of 
secular education (Graduate School) certainly did not exhibit the greatest 
amount of religious education. 

Looking at the association between religious identification and Jewish 
education it could be expected that the Orthodox would have the greatest 
amount. However, this did not prove to be entirely true. While the 
Orthodox did have the highest proportion (11 percent) of those with over 
9 years of Jewish education, they also had the highest (37 percent) pro-
portion of those with no Jewish education of any of the three branches. 
Undoubtedly this was due to the foreign birth of many of the Orthodox. 
Actual ly the Reform had the lowest percentage with no Jewish education. 

Age is perhaps the most significant variable, and it clearly shows that the 
younger people had more religious education than the older people. It is 
also true that East Siders had more Jewish education than West Siders. 
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In summary a number of facts concerning Jewish Education can be discerned. 
First, about 30 percent of the population has none. However, the younger 
people have more, both in the sense that fewer of them have none at a l l , and 
more of them have over nine years, the highest category shown here. 

Jewish education had no really strong relationship to income, occupation, 
education and other structural variables. This means, or more properly appears 
to mean, that Jewish education is more an individual matter than one based 
on a particular position in the society. In view of the roughness of the measure 
of Jewish education this statement can be viewed as provisional rather than 
definit ive. It needs more investigation. 

Religious Education and Religious Practices 

An important finding contained in the previous section of this study was that the 
amount of Jewish education was not very related to major social and economic 
characteristics such as income, occupation and education. A similar question 
can be asked concerning the relationship between Jewish education and 
various types of religious practices—are the two related? Table 43 provides 
data. 

In a general way a greater proportion of synagogue membership seems to 
coincide with more religious education. However, the relationship isn't 
consistent, for those with 1-4 years of Jewish education are less often members 
than those with no Jewish education. The same thing is true of synagogue 
attendance. Persons with 1-4 years of Jewish education have a record of 
less synagogue attendance than any other group. This is probably a function 
of the fact that many of those with no Jewish education may be foreign born 
and therefore were never in a position to obtain a Jewish education. 
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TABLE 43 

REL IG IOUS EDUCAT ION O F MALE HEAD BY SELECTED 
S O C I A L A N D E C O N O M I C CHARACTERISTICS 

Number of Years of Jewish Education 

None 1-4 5-8 9 and over Total 

Income 

Under $5,000 39 31 25 5 100 
$5,000-$14,999 30 27 33 10 100 
$15,000-$29,999 34 23 35 8 100 
$30,000 and over — 46 54 — 100 

Occupation 

Professional 20 34 38 8 100 
Managers, Owners 30 30 33 7 100 
White Collar 22 30 34 14 100 
Blue Collar 41 28 31 — 100 

Education 

Elementary 39 17 39 5 100 
High School 37 29 28 6 100 
College 17 33 39 100 ח 
Graduate School 27 27 40 6 100 

Religious Identification 

Orthodox 37 100 11 41 ח 
Conservative 25 35 30 10 100 
Reform 20 40 33 7 100 
Other 42 16 42 — 100 

Age 

Under 40 26 22 35 17 100 
Over 40 32 30 32 5 100 

Place of Birth 

Milwaukee 23 35 36 6 100 
Other U . S . 35 29 24 12 100 
Foreign 37 23 36 4 100 

Area of Residence 

East Side 20 29 41 10 100 
West Side 36 26 30 8 100 



TABLE 44 

REL IG IOUS EDUCAT ION O F MALE HEAD BY SELECTED 
HOME REL IG IOUS OBSERVANCES 

Number of Years of Jewish Education 

None 1-4 5-8 9 and 

Synagogue Milwaukee 

Member 65 60 73 75 
Non-Member 35 40 27 25 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Synagogue Attendance 

Less than 5 times a year 38 49 33 33 
5-19 times a year 45 44 50 25 
Over 19 times a year 17 7 17 42 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Celebrate Seder 

Never 10 12 7 4 
Sometimes 20 11 3 4 
Regularly 70 77 90 92 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Maintain Kosher 

Never 56 55 52 46 
Sometimes 18 31 21 29 
Regularly 26 14 27 25 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Light Friday Nite Candles 

Never 29 39 29 38 
Sometimes 47 17 17 29 
Regularly 44 44 54 33 

Total 100 100 100 100 

Light Chanukah Candles 

Never 16 26 8 19 
Sometimes 9 9 5 9 
Regularly 75 65 87 72 

Total 100 100 100 100 
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A P P E N D I X 

MET HO DO LO G I C A L N O TE 

General Introduction 

As a first step in this study a presumably complete census of the Milwaukee-
Jewish population was made. Every effort was made by a large corps of 
volunteers to seek out and identify al l Jewish households in the Milwaukee 
area. Usually such efforts fall short of the goal because many households 
elude the census taker for one reason or another. We shall see shortly that 
the Milwaukee effort was an exception to this rule. 

The census located 7,540 households containing 22,625 individuals. However 
only minimal information on age, sex, and household relationship was ascer-
tained in the course of this census. The more meaningful population infor-
motion was not asked. Further, at the conclusion of the census step it still 
had not been determined whether every family had been located of whether 
additional families could be uncovered by more effort. 

Hence the second phase of the study was planned and carried out. The second 
phase consisted of an area probability sample superimposed on the list of house 
holds as determined by the census. 

First, many questions concerning social and economic characteristics of the 
Milwaukee Jewish Population were asked. Second, the sample carried a 
built-in checking procedure to determine whether the census had located 
every household, and if not to determine how many had been "missed" in 
the census. 

One of the important reasons for undertaking the study in the first place was 
to find out how many Jewish persons lived in the Milwaukee area. No prior 
study existed and the commonly used figure of 30,000 persons had been used 
for such a long time that no one could remember exactly how it was derived 
or who suggested it. 

As reported before the census showed a population of 22,625 persons. This 
was regarded as a minimum figure for it was assumed that the area probability 
sample would turn up additional households. This did not happen. No new 
households were found in the area probability sample. It should be pointed 
out that the area probability sample was based on a randomly drawn list of 
households, without prior knowledge of either their Jewishness or whether 
they were in the census listing. 

- 83 -



In addition to the 22,625 persons living at home two groups must be counted to 
obtain the total population. First the 189 persons in institutions must be added, 
and then the 1,080 persons away at school or in the army must be added. This 
gives a total of 23,894 persons who can be considered to be everyone who is in 
any way attached to the Jewish Community of Mi lwaukee. 

Sampling Procedure 

The universe was divided into two basic sub-universes. Sub-communities 4, 5 and 
parts of sub-communities 3 and 8 were sampled by drawing blocks and dwelling 
units within blocks at a rate of one dwelling unit in ten. Two hundred and fifty 
interviews were completed. Actual ly 2,700 calls were made, but only 250 
households proved to be Jewish. 

Subcommunities 2 and parts of 3 and 8 were sampled from the census list at a 
rate of one in thirty. Forty seven interviews were completed and these were 
multiplied by a factor of 3 to bring up the sampling rate to parity. Thus these 
interviews comprised a weight of 151 to make a total of 391 which is the N of 
this sample. It represents a final sampli ng rate of 391/7540 or one household 
in 19.28. 

Test of Completeness 

To test the Milwaukee Jewish Census for completeness the reverse telephone 
director was used as a sampling list, random numbers were drawn on a block 
basis, and telephone calls were made to ascertain whether the household cal led 
was Jewish or not. Six hundred and forty seven phone calls were made, largely 
to addresses (telephone numbers) outside the areas where most Jewish families 
l ived. Not only were no new Jewish families found, but the really impressive 
evidence was, that of 647 households thus contacted 18 were Jewish, but 
already were on the census listing. In summary, in over one thousand contacts 
not one new family could be found. In the light of al l of this overwhelming 
evidence it is apparent that the census was either complete or virtual ly complete, 
and that the current basic Jewish population of Mi lwaukee stands at about 
23,000 persons. 

This figure of 23,000 is substantially less than the commonly held belief that the 
Mi lwaukee Jewish population was about 30,000 persons. However, it should be 
remembered that the 30,000 figure was an informed estimate, and it is highly 
probable that the Milwaukee Jewish population never really attained that figure. 

Test of Sample Precision 

The important thing about a properly drawn population sample is not that it gives 
an exact answer, for it does not, but that the limits of error are known. However, 
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it is always comforting to know that the sample drawn corresponds with real i ty. No 
matter how strong one's faith in the law of probability an objective check of the 
sample results is desirable. There are many ways in which a Jewish population 
sample can be checked but one of the earliest and best is to measure it against 
synagogue membership. The latter is easily secured by a few phone cal ls. How 
did the Milwaukee sample meet this test? 

A l l temples and synagogues were asked to report their membership. The number 
of members totaled 4,673. (Table A) In the sample 385 of the families interviewed 
reported on synagogue and temple membership, and of these 248 said they were 
members. This is 64.41 percent. If 64.41 percent of the universe N of 7,540 
is calculated it is found to be 4, 857. This is an error of 3.9 percent which can be 
described as quite low, well within the theoretical error limits. 

Calculating Numerical Equivalents 

In the interest of soothing the non-technical reader, no sample N or inflated 
figure has been put into any table except for a few where it was directly 
relevant. This has probably caused the few technically interested to gnash 
their col lect ive teeth. To sooth the technical readers a few N 's are given 
here. From these any set of percentages can be converted to actual ״s simple 
figures or to inflated figures should the reader desire. 

Number of male heads in the sample 322 

Number of female heads in the sample 69 

Total al l households in the sample 391 

It should be pointed out that the non-response rate to the individual questions 
was extremely low (rarely more than 5 non-answers). One exception was the 
answer to the question on family income. Which had the highest non-response 
rate. Twenty six persons or 6 .6 percent failed to answer. Considering the 
question this could be classed as a very satisfactory rate of response, giving 
little occasion for worry as to its effect on the quality of the study. 
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TABLE A 

H O U S E H O L D MEMBERS O F C O N G R E G A T I O N S 
OCTOBER 4, 1966 

KEY : 
O - Orthodox 
C - Conservative 
R - Reform 

C O D E C O N G R E G A T I O N 1966 1950* 

 O Agudas Achim 125 125 ־ ו
2. O Ansnai Lebowitz 250 150 
3. C Anshe Emeth 95 a. 
4. O Anshe Sfard 218 160 
5. c Beth El Njer Tamid 1,038 650 
6. c Menorah 260 130 
7. c Beth Israel 343 658 
8. o Beth Jehudah 175 175 
9. R Emanu-EI B ' N e Jeshurun 1,383 1,076 
10. R Shalom 514 a . 
11. R Sinai 272 a . 
12 O B'ne Jacob c . 100 
13. O United Synagogue B'ne Sholom c . 65 

4,673 3,289 
*Swichkow and Gartner, 
"The History of the Jews of M i lwaukee " , p.493 

a . Did not exist in 1950 
b. Formerly Beth Megrash Hagodol Anshe Sfard 
c . No longer in existence 

TOTAL N U M B E R & PERCENT O F A F F I L I A T I O N BY BRANCH 

1950 
NUMBER PERCENT 

1966 

23.56 
43.72 
32.72 

100% 

775 
1,438 
1,076 
3,289 

PERCENT 
16.43 
37.15 
46.42 

100% 

N U M B E R 
768 

1,736 
2,169 
4,673 

B R A N C H 
Orthodox 
Conservative 
Reform 
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