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PATTERNS OF INTERMARRIAGE AMONG AMERICAN JEWS

By Egon Mayer

ABSTRACT

This report analyzes and summarizes the results of
a survey of 446 familles in which.one of the spouses was
Jewish by birth and the other was not. Thils sample 1in-
cludes -115 families (25.8%) in which the spouse who was
not born Jewish ¢0hverted to Judaism by the time of this
study. WNinety per cent of our cases were intact families
in which both husband and wife completed self-adminlstered
questionnalres and separate but idéntical in-depth inter-
views. | |

| The déta were gathered between the summer of 1976

and the fall of 1977 in eight communitles around the U.S.
(Cleveland, Dallas, Long Island, Los Angéles,'New York
city, Philadelphia, San Francisco, and Westchester) by
iocal research staffs under the direction of the respec-
tive chapters of the American Jewlsh Committee. The a-
_nalysis of the data was carried out centrally at the na-
tional offices of the American Jewish Committee and the
Brooklyn College computer center. |

The objective of the survey was to develop guanti- -

tative and qualitative informatilon regarding the conse-
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quences of the difference in the religious and ethnic

background of couples on personal identity'and family
organization. Specific attention was focused on the
ties that intermarried couples maintain with their par-
ents, the formal and informal ties they maintain with
the culture and community of their faiths of origin, _
the declslons they make about having and ralsing child-

ren, and on the possible Interpersonal consequences of

their background differences.

The study was undertaken with a general interest
In the dynamics of Jewish continuity in contemporary
American soclety. The particular assumptions which
'served as points of departure inecluded the belief that
Jewlsh continuity depends rather strongly on positlve
intergenerational ties_between Jews and their barents;
also on Jewishly oriented soclal attitudés and behavior,
Jewlshly influenced child rearing practlices, and the
positive presence of Jewish culture in the home. In the

context of an intermarried family, 1t was further as-

sumed that Jewlsh continulty also depends on the relative

absence of non-Jewish religious and/or ethnié influences
in thé home. The géneral research question was whether
Jewlsh exogamy diminishes those patterns of attitude,
beha&ior, and family organization which are presumed to
be necessary for Jewilsh continulty.

The findings of our survey do not permit an unequi-

vocal answer to the question.
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We'haﬁe found that the great majority of Jewish
exowamistq enioy Food relations with' their'perents;“’*%
epeak anﬁ yistit) u*th them freouently,'and about ‘g’ half
sren@ a number op the waior Jewish hoelidays with' them.
The most ponular holidav thatzIntermarriede‘celebrate"J
with their parents {s Passover, closely followed by ‘the
non-Jeviish holiday'of'Thanksgivinﬂ; ‘On the basiS‘df
our data it cannot be coﬁcluded that intermarriage bet-
ween”Jews and non-Jews disrupts the ties among the Jew-
ish lkin network.

-While we have ﬁo comparable data on Jews who are
endogamously married, we have found that Jews in inter-
Harriares maintain closer and more Treéquent contacts v

with their parents than do ‘their born-Gentile SPOUSES "

“with their's.

" In pauging the imnecthef’*nterﬁaffiage”bn the ex=
pressions of Jew*ehness on ‘the" Dart of the boranewish
spouse in particular and on the part of the intermarried
famiiﬁ"in'geherai ‘we conceptualized "Jewishness" in
terms. 6f three’ senarate dimensions: (a) affiliatioh,'é//
(B)'hehaviér} and (e) attitudes.; e have found that
intermarriage has a differential effect ‘on these three
dimensions. It seems to diminish afriliational Jewish- .,
ness to the greatest extent. It seems to diminish be-
navioral Jewishness to 2 somewhat lesser extent. And,

it seems'to have the least effect on attitudinal Jéw;:
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ishness.(imhe conversion of the non-Jewish spouse to
L//i]'udaism clearly strengthens the expressions of Jewish—
ness in the intermarried family) But 1t, too, has a
differential effect on the three dimensions of the con-
cept. It seems to have the greatest effect on affil-
lational Jewlshness, a somewhat lesser effect on behav-
loral Jewlshness, and the least effect on attitodinal
expressions of Jewilshness. In other words, .the pgreatest

_difﬁggence between Intermarried families in which the

born-Gentlle spouse converted and those in whiech the

born-Gentile spouse did not convert are likely to be

in their affi}ieEions with synapoggggiyyllggyyliggggﬂl
jgzgggggggigns. There 1s likely to be relatively little
difference iIn their attitudes towards social, politiecal,
and personal issues of Jewish relevance,

The question of chlldrearing also does not yield
clear cut differences between Intermarrieds among whom
the born-Gentile spouse converted to Judaism, those a-
mong whon no conversion has taken place, and the.gen-
eral American Jeﬁish population., The clearest differ-
eénces among these three grouos occur on the question
of whether they provide their chiidren with some sort
of formal Jewish education. Over half (4 56%) of the
intermarried families in which the born-Gentile 3pouse

converted provide thelr children with some form of

organized Jewish education. On the other hand, only /
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about 207 of the intermarried families among whom the
born=Gentile spouse did not convert provide their child-
ren with comparahle Jewlish educatlon. Current estim-
ates for the endogamously married American Jewish pop~-
ulation are around 65-70%,

Eowever, there are other means of‘Jewish ldentity
transmission hesldes formalized Jewish education. On
these dimenslons of Jewlsh childrearing the differences.
among the three groups seem to be less glaring. About
43% of the intermarried families in which the born-Gen-
tile spouse had not convertedgcircumcised or expected
toe circuricise thelr sons (for explicitly Jewish reasons),
About 36% of this saﬁe group provided their children
with a Jegish name, and about a third (30%) have had
their children, or expected to have their chlldren go
through a Bar or Bat Mitzvah. Naturally, on all these
dimension we have found much larger proportions of in-
termarried families among wvhom the born-Gentile spouse
had converted to Judaism.

Perhaps the most striking finding with regard to *
childrearing amonp Intermarried families 1s tﬁat those
who are not rals inp their children Jewlshly are simply
ﬁot providing them with any particular religiocus or
ethnic heritage. Only a minority, about 25% of those

among whom the born-Gentile spouse did not convert,

are actually providing thelr children with some sort




of religious and cultural influence which is Christian
or of somé other rellpio~ethnic source.

The effect of intermarriage on the relationship
between the spouses 1s not readily acknowledged by in-
termarrieds themselves., The great maJority 4o not be-
lleve that_the differences 1n thelr religious backgrounds
contribute in a sigﬁificant vay to any frictions between
them. Our more subtle measures of marital harmony or
discord also do not disclose any pervasive tensiﬁn a=
mbng intermarrieds as a result of differences in their
religlous and/or ethnlc backgrounds. The most frequent
sources of dilsapgreement among them seem to be similar
to those that are found in the population at large. To
be sure, our éample reveals a lesser amount of general
consensus on chlldrearing than on other 1ssué: of fam-
11y concern. It would seem that Jews who marry non-
Jews seek out individuals who, desplte their different
feligious and ethniec background, share a great deal in
common with them in terms of attitudes, values, ldeals,

and whatever else 1t takes to make a successful marriage.

How intermarriage finally effects the Jewishness
of families in which only one of the spouses was born
Jewish, and how 1t effects those other aspects of fam-
1ly 1life which are repgarded as normatlively Jewish (e.g.
closeness to parents, harmony between husband and wife)
depend on a host of broader influences. Parental re-

ligiesity, parents membership in a synagogue, and good
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relations between the parents themselves seeméd to con-
tribute to the intermarrleds themselves maintalning
closer tiles with Jewish“parents, the Jewlsh community,
and Jewishness in general. These factors also seem to
have a positiﬁe relationship to greater harmony among
the Intermarried couple. The only exceptlon to this e
generallzatlon is where Jewish exogamists have come from
Orthodox Jewish backgrounds. Anong that group relatlions
with parents were more probleratic, and they seemed to
exhiblt more frequent signs of marital discord.
Converslon of the born-Gentlle spouse seemed to
negate most of the Jewishly adverse conseguences of
iqtermarriage. Though, interestingly, we have found
that attitudlnal differences between horn-Jewlsh mates
and thelr born-Gentile partners are greater where the
latter had converted to Judaism than where she or he
has remalned a non-Jew. VYet, even where no conversion
of the non-Jewish spouse had taken place, if a couple
was marrled by a Rahbi they weré systematically more
simllar to intermarrieds among wnom the born-Gentile
spouse had converted than they were to those couples
among whom the born-Gentile spouse had not converted.
Lest this final point be taken as a scilentific endorse-
ment of Rabbis officlating at "mixed marriages" several
caveats ought to be noted. Flrst, our total sample of
cases in whiéh Rabbils officlated at the marriage of

couples of whom the Gentlle spouse had not converted
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was réther small (49 cases or just a bit over 10% of our
entire sample). Thefefore, our conclusions about this :
group are subject to considerable sampling error. Also,
and more importantly, the correlation between Rabbinie
officlation and the greater indications of Jewishness

most probably stem from the pre-marital commitments and
ties of the born-Jewish spouse to his own parents ang
heritage. Thus, such a correlation should not be con-
strued as an indication of a causal connection between

the former and the latter. Indeed, it 1s very likely the
case that those with greater commitments to Jewish soclal
networks are precisely the ones who are likely to seek out
a Rabbl to pefform a marrlage ceremony even in the absence
of converslon by the non-Jewish spouse. We might Just add
thet this same principle is undoubtedly also‘zt work in
the apparent relationship between the conversion of the

non-Jewlsh spouse and the pgreater expression of Jewishness.

| In short, we might say that the outcomes of intermar-
rlage (viz. in terms of Jewish continuity) fall along a
continuum whose extreme points are represented by either
the total assimilation of tﬁe horn-Jewlsh spouse into the
Gentile social world or the total aésimilation of the born-
Gentlle spouse 1into the Jewish socilal world. While relat-
ively few intermarriages fall at either of these two ext-— ;
remes, more cases fall in the range of the 1atter‘end of
the continuum than at the former. Conversion of the Gen-

tile spouse is the closest approximation of the latter end. 'ﬁ

But Rabbinic participation may be regarded as a second ap-
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proximation of the same end. However, neither conversion
nor Rabbinic officiation should be regarded as the deter-
mining causes of thosé ocutcomes, Rather, those outcomes
are the result of a confluence of forces which shape the
fate of Jewish continulty within the psycho~social matrix

of each intermarried family,
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chapter 1
INTRODUCTION

TS I

‘Marriage between Jews and non—Jews,ﬂpersons differwf
ing 1n religious, ethnic, and sometimes raoial backgrounds,
nas emerged in the last quarter of the twentieth century
s one of the most troublesome communal issues of the A-
merican Jewish community. 1 Jews are as divided between
themselves in discussions of the causes and consequences
of intermarriaae as they are divided within themselves in
those instances when the matter is no longer simoly an abﬂ
stract issue but a personal family problem. 2

o be sure, the incidence of and the communalﬂconcern
about Jewlsh internarriage is hardly a recent development.
The Jewish aversion for exogamy has anclent roots in Bib—
lical prohibitions which enjoined the tribes of Israel
from marrying with the other tribes in Canaan .3 The vio—
lations of those prohibitions are equally ancient.'”lnﬂ
fact the problem of intermarriage becomes so serious.y«
during the period of the Babylonian exile that when Ezra
the Scribe returns to Jerusalem (HMM B C ) to reestablish
the Second Temple his first and most serious political
and'religious program is to dissolve the numerous marriages
between the Jewish priestly class and thelr heathen neigh~
bors. He also reaffirmed the ancient norm against exogamy
as one of the most important rules of Jewish sooial life.

As the later history of the Jews demonstrates, Ezra, de-

spite his Heprculean efforts, could not root out intermar-




riage éermanently.Ll Especially since the beginning of
the modern era the Jeﬁish rropensity for intermarriage
has revealed 1tself without restraint wherever the Jew
was pelltically recognlzed as an equal citizen with u-
niversal rights in the nation-state.?

The‘recurrence of Jewish intermarriage highllights
one of the great ironies of the Jewish people's strug-
gle fof survival. For most of their long sojourn in
the Diaspora Jews have waged that strugple agalnst pol-
1tical, economic, and bhysical persecution. Therefore
they have developed a profound fear of Gentile hoétil—
1ty and versecution. Yeg, in those historically rare
periods when they found themselves In relatively more
S

hospitable social milieux, Jews have been quick to form

Intimate soecial relationships, including marrilages, with

Gentiles. This latter type of encounter has given rise ;7
?3/EE“EEEE1lXfg9gg—£§§2—9£f§§§lmil§2592;__These two

great fears, the fear of persecution and the fear of as-
similation have always stood in a dialectic relationshiﬁ_;i;7
to one anothers They have made social relatlonships,
particularly intimate ones, hetween Jews and non-Jews
profoundly problematic. Where persecution has threatened
their lives, status, and property, Jews have wished that
Gentiles would like them a little better. However, as

Gentiles have learned to like Jews more, indeed, even to i
]
i

embrace them in matrimony, it has been feared that love

- i“‘
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f ! would wash away 1n a few short generations what filre,

asteel, and invidious leglslation could not destroy over

many centurles.

l This dialectic of the two great fears 1s the under-

:! current which has impelled the‘relationship of Jews to

i non-Jews in a complex psychologlcal dance of_iggrgggg_ggg___j;:y

:f gzgiggggg. mhe fact that even under the most hospiltable

j circumstances the actual rate of Jewlsh intermarriage has '

never risen to 1ts potential,6 highlights the sense of

self-restraint with which Jews have managed thelr rela-

tions with their Gentlle peers. However, self-restraint

in relationships involving affection,‘friéndship, or sex-

ual*attraction is always frustrating. In adults 1t is

apt to evoke questions of legitimation (e.g. "Why should
I not be friends with...?" or "Why shouldn't I marry...?").
The fear of assimilation has, no doubt, served as the
basis of much of the legitimation preventing Jews from
marrying non-Jews in tolerant socleties; most especially
in the Unilted States. But, the high rates of 1ntermar:
riage which have prevalled among the Jews of most modern
societles suggest that the fear and 1ts assoclated legli-
timations have lost their effectiveness among a substan-
tial and apparently growing minority. The much feared J

assimilation which might follow on the heels of thls de-

velopment poses important questlons for the organized

Jewish community.

How can the clrcumstances leading to intermarriage




be avoided in an open soclety? How can the legitimations
which have prevented intermarriage in the past be made
more persuasive? VWho are the significant others and what
are the critical blographical periods in the life of the
yindividual that have the greatest impact leading to or
preveﬁting 1ntefmarriage? What role, if any, can repre-
sentatives of the organized Jewish community (e.g. rabbis,
youth leaders, soclal workers, teachers) play in prevent-
ing intermarriages? :

K:jlt should be emphasized that all of these questlons
are directed towards the prevention of Jewish Intermar-
riagesP or (falling prevention) towafds the pre-marital
conversion of the non-Jewish partner. However, lntermar-
riage patterns among American Jews during the past couple
of dechdes have raised an additional and, perhaps, nisto-
rically unique problem as well. It is what we might call

the dilemma of the "Ggggile Jew". The following is an

illustration of this phenomenon. f:::)

& Jewish college professor married to a Protestant
woman [who did not convert] has brought up his
children in a mixed college community with a secu-
lar "universalist" orientatlon. The children have
attended a "seder" each year in-the local Unitarian
Church where they celebrated Passover as a festival
of universal freedom.

A few years ago the famlly visited London, and the
father took ten-year-old Erik to Hyde Park to hear
the soapbox orators who traditlonally espouse &
variety of extremlst and kooky causes. One of them
was delivering an anti-Israel dlatribe which got
under the skins of several llsteners, including Erik,
the young universallst. le booed, shouted, stamped




his feet and threatened to pull down the oratorrénd\
give him what was coming to him. :

"T pever knew he felt so strongly about it," wondered
his father. "Of course we talk about Israel with con-
cern at home, but all this emotlion about it ... I had
no idea."

Frik is now in high school and fascinated by history.
Perhaps he will feel drawn to look deeply into the
history of the Jews and wlll discover that universal-

ist econcerns do not necessarilly confliet with Jewish
aff‘il:’tation.,r

in

In fact, tﬁere are tens of thousands of such Eriks in Ame;
rica today who, along with their Gentile parents, have de=-
veloped an affinity for Jewish ways of thinking and apting.v’
Some through actiﬁe study, others through the influence of
a Jewish spouée or a Jewish parent have taken on a “. L
iiﬁifﬁi,iiiiiiﬂiéiﬂﬁiﬁy' Some have become enthusiastie
members of temples and other Jewlsh organizatlons, often
“passing" as Jews. (Most haﬁe no desire to undergo formal
conversion to Judalsm because they regard converslon as
" essentially a religious act, and they do not regard their
affinity for Jewlshness as necessarlly religiou%>,-0er-
tainly, they do not percelve the Jewishness of thelr own
Jewish spouses or parents as "religious” in most cases.

To the extent that recent intermarriage has created
a whole class.of guasi-Jews or Gentile-Jews it has railsed J/
an unprecedented and profound dilemma for the organized
Jewish community. How should syﬁagogues and other Jew-
ish organizations respond to the approaches of suqh non=-

legitlimate Jews?  There is apparently no halachlc basis

for recognizing thelr claims td any form of Jewlsh lden-
, :




tification. On the other hand, the fallure to recognlze

the affinities and identity needs of such ﬁeople may, in
fact, allenate them as well as their children and born-
Jeﬁish spouses from the Jewish commgﬁity; bringing about
the very assimilatlion that the Jewish community had al-
ways feared ahd fought.

Finally, there is the dilemma raised by the value
complex of many modern intermarried familles which is
best captured by the title of Eric Berne's famous book,

I'm OK--You're OK. According to thils approach to iﬁter—

personal relations couples learn to accept one another
as they are, without demanding'any change in one another.
In the context of such a relatlonship a Gentlle wife or
husband 1is perfectly happy with a Je&ish husband or wife.
Roth accept, peyhaps even celebrate, each other's reli-
. glous 6r ethnic preferences. Nelther expects the other

to convert or to assimilate. Here, too, the communal

- response is problematic. Can intermarried Jews be accepted

as "good Jews" Jjust because they feel they are, and per-
haps even try to act accordingly? Or, 1s intermarriage

the act of Jewish deviance sine gua non? If it is the

latter then, in fact, our .very deflnlition of the inter-~
marriage is bound to contribute to the assimilation of
those Jews who marry non-Jews. On the other hand, if
intermarriage were to carry no greaterrstigma than the
violations of the laws of the Sabbath or dietary regula-

tions one wonders how long 1t would be before half the




€ kinship network of American Jewry. would be comprised of
n non-Jews?
While these guestions are not new by any means'they
‘t have been raised to a level of urgency in. recent yeafs.
According to the National Jewish Population Study{B‘ﬁhich
was completed in 1971 and which ls the mpst'reliablg es=-
timate in such matters, somewhere between elight to teﬁ
percent 6f all families that identify themselves as "Jew-
ish" include a husband or wife =-- most often & wife --
= who was not born Jewlsh. In at least seventy percent of
those cases the non-Jewish spouse also did ndt convert to
. Judaism. The most dramatic aspect of the NJPS estimate
! . 1s the increasing rate of intermarrlage among young Jews
e. since 1961. Table 1 below describes this trend.
? Table 1. |
Percentage of Jewlsh Persons Intermarrying, 1900-1972
apted -
e { Per Cent
1 Time Perilod Intermarrying
1900-20 2.0
_ 1921-30 | 3.2
1931-40 3.0
194145 6.7
1946-50 6.7
o 1951-55 | 6.4
1956-60 5.9
1961-65 17.4

1966-72 | 31.7




Judging from these figures, intermarried Jews and

thelr families may be the fastest growing "deviant mi-
nority" within the American Jewish community. This
péssibility (and the facts on which 1t 1s based) has:
led some of the most responsible analysts of American‘f
Jewish 1ife to sound the alarm about the erosion and
possible vanishing of America's Jews 1in the not unfore-
seeable future.’ This alarm has forced the questions
regarding thé causes and consequences of Jewish inter-
marriage, and the most beneficial communal poliCies‘to—‘
wards 1t ﬁo a level of primary concern.

Regretably, due to a dearth of social scientific
data on the consequences of intermarriage the questions
have nét lent themselves to ready answers. Nelther the
consequences of Jewish intermarriage nor the Interper-
sonal and family dynamlcs whilch determine them have ever
been the subject of a sclentific snrvey.lo Where inter-
marrlages have been studled scientificélly the major fo-
"¢l of research have been tﬁe causes of intermarriage or
the demographic distribution of those who intermarry. In
other words, social_scientists have studied who Inter-
maries and why. But they have not studied what happens
to individuals, both Jews and non-Jews, and what happens
to theilr families as a result of intermarriage. The as-
sumption that intermarriage inevitably leads.to Jewish
assimilation as well as to other symptoms of family pa-
thology; eventuating in the erosion of the Jewiéh commun-

1ty, has been so deeply ingrained in the Jewish social

rn
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scientiflc perspective that no systematlic study of the

matter was thought to be needed.

Fowever, some of the coincidental findings of the
Jational Jewlsh Population Study (which was not designeé
to study intermarriages per se) along with frequent ob-
servations by rabbis,,Jewish communal workers, and parents
have ralsed the possibility that the long presumed nexus
betwéen intermarfiage and assimilation may requilre éome
modifiéatiog. ihcfeasing numbers of conversions, the phe-
nomenon of the quasi-Jews, and nonéassimilating intermar-

ried Jews have all indicated a need to re-think the con-

ventional wisdom and to £111 4in the lacunae in the soclal

uz

seientific knowledge about Jewlsh sntermarriage. This

study 1s aimed at those goals.

According to the conventional wisdomll Jews marry S

er

re— non-Jews because of some defect of character or flawed

o= socialization. The very asking of the question, "Why

r does a Jew marry a‘non—Jew?" presumes that the causal

In matrix of such a marriage 1s somehow different from
the causal matrix of an endogamous Jewish marriage;

s that somehow the latter is "normal" and the former is

ns not. What 15 remarkable about the various studles which

S have searched for the causes of Jewish intermarriage 1n

h recent years 1s that they have not been able to ldentify

- a single factor or etilological chaln.

un- Structural factors, such as growing up Iln towns or J/

neighborhoods with relatively few Jews, or attending an




“out-of—town" university, or being in a highly mobile
profession have all been suggested as possible causes,

12 Gener-

along with being a third—generation American. &
alized alienation from the communitj and home, anresblved
Oedipal conflicts, the sexual prudery of the Jewish ﬁome

cand. the sexual mvstique of the Gentile female or male al-

so have been suggested as the psychological causes which

imnel Jews towards intermarriage.l3 But some of the most

careful studies of the causes of intermarriage have 1ed

only to equivocal conclusions.

Jerold Heiss, in a study of the premarital charac-

teristics of the religiously intermarried, has observed,

Most of the geheral hypotheses [abbﬁt the
. factors which lead to intermarriage] do not

seem to apply to the Jewilsh groupm

Using data from a large nation-wlde sample, the late Fred

" Sherrow has similarly cautioned against certainty about

the factors which might lead young Jews to marry nbn-Jews.

‘This analysis of the varlous aspects of
the respondents' personality, values,

and aspirations has shown that to a cer-

i
mal
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taln extent,_intermafriage can be under-
stodd:iﬁ terms of deviancy from:the main.
stream of soclety and cuiture. This: re- "

1ationship'shauld not,be,e§ggggyated

ved o 15
- ‘however... . Lo L
me ' 7 ' Lot
al- Bédéﬁsé itJis“thé‘supposediéonsequénCesfoftintermarggx
eh riage-ﬁhidh tfiggers the greaf fear of assimilation for...
108t many'fews;ﬁi{ is indeed ironic that the seientific evi- . i
.d denceﬁfegéfdiﬁg its consequences is no less equivocal
than 1s the evidence about its causes. According to.the-
conventional wisdom intermarriage has' a:number of dele-
terious restlts which collectively endanger the future .
- of the Jewish cgmmdnity;
> (1) Intermarriage leads to a diminishingAidenﬁifiCation
with 3udaism and the Jewish community on the part:
of the\Jewish spouse.
(2) Intermarrlage leads to greater confllcts between
‘red marriage partners, and to a greater 'incidence of
1t é " divorce.
' ' SRTTTI

fews. 1 L e SRR ST
1 (3) Intermarrlage leads to an alienation between the
.. .Jewlsh spouse and his or her.parents;.siblings,
and extended famlly.
(4Y TIntermarriage makes it difficult~if not impossible

£o provide children with a stable sense of identity.
(5) Intermarriage leads families to have fewer children.

(6) Intermarrlage raises the latent anti-Semitism of




the non-Jewlsh spouse and his Or nerafamfly to the

surface.

Occurring 1ndependent1y or  in combinatiOn”with one ano-~
ther, these results are consxdered so ominous that the
Jewishfcommunitymmust do all it oanptonprevent inter- _

marriage”fnom’OCcunring.._Moreoyer,_onceqfntermann%age;

A
I R

does occur, the community -must do all it .can. to prevent

1t from: "1nfect1ng” ‘“the non 1ntermarr1ed That 1s the

convéntional “wisdom on-the, matter.h}j

‘Yet, the findings of soclological: research. - despite

their methodological weaknesses —-:offer far.more reason . .

for optimism than is commonly acknowledged.;,W1thgntAqe; .

. vievwlng the numerous.-studles whiphdchallenge“the‘oonven—
tional wlsdom we may simply recall Fred Sherrow's highly

competent observatlon,

This;survey-ofpsomegoﬁ,tneippssio;eupgpsej .
equences.Qfgintermarpiageﬁnashshoyn_thap;

many popular conceptions are eitheg_gross
exaggerations or are altogether false. The
lclose similarity between endogamous and |
'exogamous couples suggests that differences
in religious origins ‘are not as important

{in their impact on family. life] as. many ob—
servers'feel.ﬁ The .data;also showed_that in-
termarriers do not especially suffer in their

‘felations with their spouses, parents,gand !

?T




in~lavie -- nelther absolutely nor yhen com-
pared with endogamous respondents; [While]
intermarriage [appears to bel related to
poor relations with parents [at least for

some], the causal order 1s ambiguous 6

Taken as a whole, then, research does not yleld the
conclusive evidence that intermarriage necessarlily leads
to the assimilation of the Jew; nor does it yleld conclu-
sive evidence that intermarrlage causes instability or
unhappiness in marriage, nor that children born to inter-
marrlied families necessarily suffer psychologlical maladles
which are %pique to thelr condition. Flnally, there 1is
no conclusive evidence that children born into intermar-
ried families will necessarily be ralsed as non-Jdews. It
is true that intermarriages often have these unhappy re-
sults. But, then, so do many endogamous Jewlsh marriages.
And the difference in the freaguencles wlth which these
risfortunes of famlly life occur among endogamous and exo-
gamous Jewlish famllies do not permit us to draw the stere-
otypes too rigidly. Most importantly, even where the 1n-
dlcators of family patholog& or Jewish deviance cast the
more negatlive light on intermarriages the causal order
remains ambiguous.

The notion that assimlilation follows on the heels
of Intermarriage is not, an iron law of Jewlsh human na-
ture nor of Jewish history. Certalnly where Intermarriage

also involves the conversion of the non-Jewlsh mate to
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Judaism guite the opposlte seems to occur. Both the con-

vert and his or her spouse tend to become more committed

to a Jewish way of 1ife than is characterlstic of Amerilcan

—

| o 7
— #EEEE_EE_EEEEEQ;Jﬁ But, slgnificantly, even where no con-
version has taken place assimilation does not follow as
an lnevitable consequence. <?ewish men and ﬁomen cling to
their ethnic and religious heritage far more tenaclously
than do their non-Jewilsh spousesJ) As we shall see in the
report which follows, a great many of the non-Jewish hus-
bands and wives express an attraction for the Jewlsh way
of 1ife (inecluding raising their children as Jews) desplte
thelr reluctance to undergo actual conversion. Although
many wish to pass Jewishness on to thelr children thelr
ability to do so does not depend entirely on tﬁﬁm.

To the extent that the organized Jewlsh community

- » sary and "natural" conseguence of intermarriage, nothing
3 o _’/___——"— - e

i1s_done to help such famllies to retaln and to transmlt

EEEEE_EEE§Ek9£k§EE§ShneSs‘ Such familles are shut out

of the Orthodox and Conservative community as a matter of
policy, and even when they are admitted among the Reform,
they are stigmatized. Thus, the forecast of assimilatilon
easily becomes a "self-fulfilling prophecy”. Yet, thils
"prophecy" notwithstanding, many such famllles struggle
mightily to create their own vislons of a harmonious and
Jewisﬁ home in which psychologlcally healthy Jewish child-

ren might be raised.

|
|




15

I am painfdlly aware that the reader might suspect
an implied bilas or a "hidden agenda" 1in the previous par-
agrapb. mherefore it should be emphasized the nonesuch
is intended However, I do intend toinnderscore the re1~
ational persnective which serves .as the intellectual scaf*
fold ‘for the substance of" this study From that perspec—
tive "intermarriage" is simply a label that some people
apply to a particular social relationship It has no con-
sequences 1in and of itself any more than other . 1abels,_
such as "marriage" or ”friendship“ might have‘? Its con-
sequences stem from the meaning that people attach. to the
label, and more specifically from the way they choose . to
act . towards that 1abel. Thus, the consequences of inter-
marriase flow from the myriad of: interactions between the
couple themselves, between the couple and their respective
parents and other significant role referents, and between
the. couple and the communities of which they are part
Finallv, the consequences of intermarriage cannot be seen
as static or "frozen" resolutions any ‘more” than the con—
sequences of any other intimate relationship Intermar-
riages, as all intimate human relationships, change over
time in response to the changing needs of 1ts constltuents
as weil as in response to the changing soclal context of
the relatlionship. |

The task nefore us is to capture some of the key mo-

ments of this flux, and to highlight what appear to be the

dominant interactional patterns leading to and from mar-

riages'betweepuAmerican Jews and non-Jews.
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- Pootnotes - -

pp. 1-15

In recent years virtually every majlor Jewlsh organization
in“the United States has:sponsored ponfergnces;and,publif
cations dealing with the subject of intermarriage. The'
pAngio=Jewish pressgZpopularuJewish;periodicalsn as. well. as
professional-Jewlsh journals have published numerous articles
oithe Geriousness of ‘the. intermarriage problem among con-
temporary American JeWTry . ‘ ' T

cf. “werAre Many : Our - Readers épeak on'Intefméfriage,"tj
MOMENT 276 (April, 1977), pp. 34=-38. . .

Exodus; -3l:12-163.:Deuteronomy, 733=0 The Biblical injunc-
tions against intermarriage point out that Israelites must
refrain from marrying with the :nelghboring tribes lest -they
stray from the paths of the Torah and become 1ike the other
nationg.. -These injunctions represent one of the rare instan-
ces where the mopah actually offers a reason for a prohibi-
tion. ' o . o

Neinrich Graetz's classic study of the nistory of the Jews
is replete with references to instances of numerous inter-
marriapes between Jews and- Gentlles during the Roman exlle,
especially during the Aupgustan period; also durilng the Gol-
dén-Age of Spanish Jewry, as -well as among-the Jews:of the
nyzantine Empire, and the Jews of Renalssance Italy.

¢cf. Uriah 7. Engelman, "Inﬁéfmarriééé Among Jews i Ger-1
many, U.8iS5.Ry, and ayitzerland, - Jewish: Social Studles:
2:2 (1940), pp. 157-178; also, Milton L. Barron, TThe In-

-wcidenbe?dfwlntermarriage?in'Europe,ag@HAmgpiqq,“ American

Soclolopglcal Review 11:1 (February, 1946Y, pp. 6-13; also,

'MOsheﬁDavis,'"MiXed‘Mafriageyianesterp,Jéwry,ﬂwJewishm
Journal of Sociology 10:2 (December, 1968), pp. 177-211.

Srit

The Table below is from the work of M.L. Barron.




Tasre 1. SUMMAYY oF STUDIES OF THE INCIDENCE OF JEWISH INTERMARRIAGE

Ratoof Interm.arriage

: : . per 1eo Marrnayesin
Student - ~ Locale Period Which Jeas Were
Partici) anty»

Engelnns Switzerland 1888 5.3%
Engdlman® Switzerlund 1900 0.5
Engclmane “Switzerland 1940 © BB/
Lagelman® - Switzerland . 1936~ - 1.0
Fishiergt Hungary 1895-1g04 _ 5.83
Ruppin® Hungary 19071908 8.3~
Ruppine Hungary 192§ 20,45
Ruppin® Hungary 1935 . 24.4%
Fishbergd Germany ’ 1GOI-1904 T4.72
Fislibergd Germany - : 1905-1607 17.7% -
Ruppin® Germany Igto-1g1T . 3136
Drachsler/ ) - Germany 191§ . 51.60
Ruppine -~ . Germany 1928 34,06
Ruppiny : Germany © 1933 ) ©43.78
Ruppins " Germany 1934 33.83
Ruppin¢ - . Germany © 1935 15.46
Ruppin® . Russia in Europe : 1924-1926 12.73
Ruppin? Lithuania 1931t 6.39
Ruppine - Czechoslovakia 1933 20.45
Ruppine Latvia 1933 .14
Silcox and Fisherd Ontario 19201930 5.06
Silcox and Fisher? Quebee 1926~1931 2.94
.* Bilcox and Fisherd “Canada (excl. Quebec) " 192193t 6.52
Silcox and Fisher* Canada (all) © 1gab-ro3t 4.3z
" Drachslers ) New York City ] tgo-igta 3.37
+ Bricknerf Cincinnati : 1916-1919 3.9
- Kennedy* New Haven . 1850 0.00
Kennedy* New Haven . . tgoa .18
“Kennedy* : New Haven 1930 2.90
Kennedy® . New Haven 1940 5.68
" Koenigh . Stamford 1938% 7.16
Barroa . . Derby : 1920-1930 . 6.co
. Bnrmn- R Derby 1940 16.57

s “Intermarriage Among Jews in Switzerland, :330— 1920,” American Jour, of Sociology, Nevember. :9.3
Vol XXXIV, p. 518, ‘

¥ The J;.u A Siudy a_f Ruace and Environment, New York, The Walter Scott Publishing Co., 1911, p. 197.

* The Jewish Fate and Future, London, The Macmillan Co., 1940, p. 108.

¢ Qp.cit, p. 197 ‘ l

O c.t,p o8, | ’

£ Democracy and Assimilali ion, New York, Thc Macmx]hn Co., 1930, p. 126,

G il p. 108,

s Ca!}whc.r Jews and Protestunts, Ncw York, Harpcr & Bros., 1934, p- 265.

£ 04, cit., p. 128,

¢ Sticox and Fisher, op. cit., p. 264,

& 4Single or Tnplc Me lhm, Pu? Intermarringe Trends in New Haven, 1870-1940," " American Jour. of
Seciolopy, January, 1044, Vul. XLIX, p. 333: .

} “The Sociceconomic Structure of an American Jewish Community,” Jews in a Gmlrle Waorld, edited by
Isacque Graeber and Stevart Henderson Britt, 1a42, Chapter VIIL, pp. 235-237.

= Data were collected in 1933, The years of marriage varied,

*The percentages of inlermarsiage incidence are shown in terms of sach roo marriages in which _]'ev.s
participated. For example, if the Jews in Area A had rcprescatatives in 150 marringes, [0 of which were .
intermarriages, the percentage of iatermarriage incidence was 33.33 per cent. Intermarr.age percentagss i
other studivs were not comparable with percentages for Derby, because di ferent duses were ised in W3¢ per-
centages, That is, some scholars used the total of marriages as a base, some used inmarriages, and ovhers
used mafrying icdividuals. In order Lo bave all incidences of intermarriage on a comparable level, the
munmgs of e percentages of the other studies were translated into 4 uniform meaning; namely, the Cases
of intermarriage per 100 marriages in which Jews participated.




10.

11.

12.

If Jews chose thelr mates "blindly" without regard to 13.
religious or ethnic background one should expect that '
they would marry non-Jews 1n proportion to their numbers

in the population., Thus, since Jews constitute about

3% of the population in America, if they chose partners

without regard to religious considerations, we would find

only three percent endogamously married. The remaining

97% would be married to non-Jews.

Elenor Lester, "Marginal Jews in Limbo, Vulnerable to In-
cidents that Renew Identity," The Jewlsh Week-American
Examiner, February 26, 1978, p. 6.

Fred Massarik, "Explorations in Intermarriage," American
Jewish Yearbook, 1973, pp. 292-306.

Milton Himmelfarb, "The Vanishing Jews," Commentary 36

(September, 1963), pp. 249-251; Marshall Sklare, "Inter-

marriage and the Jewish Future," Commentary 37:4 (April,

196L4), pp. 46~52; Elihu Bergman, "The American Jewlsh

Population Erosion," Midstream 23:8 (October, 1977), DD. ! ]
9-19. - . . ' 18,

Studies of Jewish intermarriage have been very heavily,

if not exclusively, dependent on demographic surveys

which pathered data on Jews and non-Jews for purposes

other than an interest in intermarriage. Therefore even

studies which have attempted to deal with the consequen- :

ces of intermarriage have had to depend on ver limitted E 19,
data gathered for other purposes. See, for example, the

work of Leonard J. Feln, "Some Consequences of Jewish
Intermarriage," Jewish Social Studles 33:1 (January, 1971),

pp. 44-53; also, Jerold S. Heiss, "Interfalth Marriage and

Marital Outcome," Journal of Marriage and Family Living

23:3 (August, 1961), pp. 228-233. Other reports have been i
based on small scale case studlies by rabbls, journalists, § 20,
and psychologlsts, or have been the autoblographies of '
intermarrieds or the children of intermarrieds.

If 1s impossible to.illustrate the so-called conventional
wisdom with specific references to literature. However,
the views which comprise it can be perceilved quite dis-

tinctly from a review of the voluminous literature on the
subject.

Louis Berman, Jews and Intermarriage: A Study in Person-
allity and Culture (New York: Thomas Yoseloff, 1968), pp.
547-560; Erich Rosenthal, "Studies of Jewlsh Intermarriage
in the United States," Amerlcan Jewlsh Yearbook, 1963;
also, Erich Rosenthal, "Jewlsh Intermarrizge In Indiana,"
Eugenlcs Quarterly 15:4 (December, 1968), pp. 277-287.
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71),
and
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13.

16.
17

18.

19.

20.

J.S. Slotkin, "Jewish-Gentlle Intermarriage in Chicago o
American Sociocloglcal Review T:1 (February, 1942), pp.
3E-30; Louls Berman, 'Decorum, Prudery, and Intermarriage, "
Reconstructionist May 31, 1968, pp. 7-14.

Jerold S. Heiss, "Premarital Characteristics of the Reli-
giously Intermarried in an Urban Area," American Socioclo-
glcal Review 25:1 (February, 1960), P 5if, :

Fred S. Sherrow, Patterns of Religious Intermarriage Among
American College Students (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,
Columbia University, 1971), p. 182.

Tbid., pp. 246-247.

Rernard Lazertitz, "Tntermarriage and Conversion," Jewish
Journal of Sociology 13:1 (June, 1971}, pp. #1-63; see
also his , "Jewish-Christian Marrlages and Conversion:
Structural Pluralism or Assimilation,” (unpublished mimeo-

graph, 1077)

The success of intermarrieds in transmiting Jewishness to
their children depends partly on thelr willingness to make

the effort to educate them Jewilshly. But, 1t surely also

depends on access to sultable means (e.g. appropriate Jew=-
ish educational reSOurces) which the Jewish community may
have to provide. '

This 1s an admittedly value-neutral social scientifilc per-
spectlve which is clearly at variance with a religlously
based definition of intermarriage. It is not intended to
challenge the halachle definition. However, it 1s a defi-
nition of the phenomenon which more readily permits objec-
tive research than would be possible with the latter.

The importance of "role referents" in the formation of re-
ligious 1ldentity, and Jewish identity in particular is 1l1-
lustrated by Mervin F. Verbit, Referents for Religion Among

Jewish Collepe Students (unpublished Ph.D. dissertation,

Columbia Universitv 1968).



Chapter 2 ' O

THE STUDY: ITS SUBSTANCE AND ITS METHOD

In requﬁse to the growing rate of intermarriage and
the variety and urgency of the guestions it'has,poseq for
the larger Jewish community, the Amerilcan Jéwish Commitfee
undertook the sponsorship of a nation wilde study in the
late spring of 1975 to determline its lmpacts onlthe indi-
viduals who are most directly involved (i.e. the inter-
married couple, their children, and their parents). By
extenslion, the stud& was also to develop information on
thé 1Qng-term consequenceé of intermarriage for the Jew-
.ish'community as a whole. The aim of thils undertaking
was, and continues to be, tO-sefve as the scientific bas-.
. 1s for decision makihg with regard to the many questions
ralsed by contémporary'intermarriages in Amerilca.

The areas of social 1life about which the study Sought

to develop objective information included:

1. the qualitative and quantitative aspects of inter-
‘action between the intermarried couple and their
respective parents before and since the intermar-.

riage has taken place,

2. the relipious and other social values of each spouse
and the role of these 1n their marital adjustment
to one another (1.e. do background differences make

marital adjustment more difficult; whieh and how?),

3. the plans and practices of the intermarried couple

in

:‘
K
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pertaining to chlldrearing, and the nature and ex-
tent of the difference between spouses in this re-

gard,

ﬁ. the kinds of formal and Informal ties malntained
‘bv the intermarried family with the Jewish commun-
ity (particularly comparing the tles of the born‘

Jewish spouse before and slnce 1ntermarriage),

I

5. the nature and personal significance of the conver-
sion experience in the liﬁes of those intermarrieds
who have converted, and the reasons for reluctance .
to convert (i.e. why do some Gentliles convert to
Jugaism whiie others do not, and what difference

does 1t make?),

€. .the religious and cultural ldentity patterns of in-

termarrieds prior to and since 1ntermarriage.

The survey instruments with which thesefmatters were
prohed lncluded a self-administered questionnaire'and-an
in~depth personal interview which vere completed indepen-
dently by each spouse 1n our sample of intermarried fami-—-
lies.I A copy of the'full set of these instruments 1s in
Appehdix A of this report. Because the questions asked .-
of each spouse were nearly ildentical we were able to
check on the veracilty of inforhation pertaining to the .

family as a whole. We were also able to construct objec-

tive measures of consensus among couples instead of hav-




ing to accept the subjective report of one of the spouses

as is more commonly done ln such studies.z Finally, we
were able to compare the pre- and post—marital attitudes
and experiences of the two- spouses, thereby gaining a
deeper insipght into the interactional matrix of intermér—
riages.

For the purposes of this study "intermarriage" was
defined in the broadest possible terms as: any marriage
between a person who was Jewish by birth and a persdn
who was not Jewish by birth. Once again, halachic defl-
nitions had to be layed aside in order to permit sclen-
tiflc analysis:; Since one of the questlons we wilshed to'
investigate is the consequences of conversibn, our defl-
nition had to include couples in whiech the non-Jewish
partner had converted. A narrower definition might have
inéludedIOnly couples in_which the non-Jewish spouse had
not cénverted, or possibly in which converslon had taken
place prior to the current marriage. Our broader“defi—
nitipn also included second marriages in which oﬁ; of
the spouses had converted to Judaism prior to thelr first
marriage,

| While the emphasls of the study was on in-tact mar-
riages, our sample also included respondents whose mar-
riages had been dissolved vy divorce, separatlion, or
death. In thesé cases only one spouse of the former
couple was surveyed, providing us with some information
about the dynamics of family dilssolution among lntermar-

rieds.
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Chaptver 3

: o
THE SAMPLE: ITS DESIGN AND ITS DISTRIBUTION

The design of the study called for the selection ‘of
a large representative sample of Intermarried families'
which met our simple‘definitibnal criterion. Since elght
local chapters of the American Jewish Commlttee volun-
teered to participate in the gathering of the data, the
tarpget sample size was set at elght hundred cases or_one
hundred from each participating community.q Within each °
of the communities we had sought to build a comprehensive
list of intermarried families from which a random sample

might be drawn. Unfortunately the building of a compre—

henaive 1ist of intermarried families meeting our selec- -

tion criterionvns fraught with difficulties, and our fi-
nal sample undoubtedly suffered from these.

There is no central listing of marriages whicn in-
cludes the religious backgrounds of spouses 1in any of
the communities where our survey was conducted.s Even a
reliable 1isting of all Jews is highly problematic in
most communities. Therefore the construction of ourA
sampling frame, or master file of intermarried families,

had to proceed - plece-meal, uslng a varlety of ap-

proaches to maximize coverage and to minimize biases.

All of our sampling efforts depended on "snow~ball" stra-
tegies whereby known elements in the local population.
were asked to provide us with the names of couples who

met our selection criterion? Our decision to .employ the

variety of techniques which resulted in our final sample

22




was gulded by the desire to reach as broad a range of the .

intermarried population as might exist, and in their prop- C.
er proportions. Our cholces were also condit;oned by the
desire to reach our target sample size, and to neutralize
the blases 1lnherent in any one sampling‘strategy'by the
use of an alternate strategy as well. Our final samplej, _ D.
of four hundred and forty-six (446) couples of whom one
of the spouses was Jewlsh by'hirth and the other,was_not__
was ohtained by means of the followlng four strategies.
A, ‘Random samples of Jewish names were'selected in the
' target communities from local Federation lists.B‘
These names were to constitute a "resource sample“ T':
which was used in “snow ball" fashion to generate |
names of families which met the criterion of our
study. Volunteers, recruited through the local - - as
chapters of the American Jewish Commlttee, tele— .f' The
phoned the individuals in our “resource sample" and’ﬁ - "re
asked them for names of intermarried families in N :
'the area whom they might know. This method pro- ; ) h% to
duced approximately one half of our fihal sample. 3 of
| k | ' tio
B. The volunteers who participated in our first sampl- ) fin
ing effort were asked to make contact with Jewish cov
and non-Jewish clergymen in their respective com- and
munities, and to request from them names"ef-families | rep
which qualified for inclusion in our sample.ai This.' fan
method produced approximately one quarter of our bir

final sample. to
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C. Voiunteefs as well as staff of the sponsorihg agen-
cy contacted other local Jewish agencies which were
asked to 1dentify names of familles Iin which only

one of the spouses was born Jewlsh.

D, The generalnpress and radlo statlons in the vafious
communities ran storles on the project and it need
for a sample. Also,_coopereting Jewish organizaf
tions were asked‘to run discussion groups on the
problem of intermarrlage at which members of the
audience were asked to suggest names of families to

. be Interviewed. The last two methods yielded about

one quarter of our entire sample.

The "refusal rates" on our first method ran as high
as three out of six cases, or a success ratio of 50%.

I

The other methods were considerably more successful, with
"refusal rates" of about one out of four.|o

Despite our best efforts we have surely not been able
to exclude all biases from our final sample. Thehchoice
of our initial'strategies and the probleme‘of self-seiec-
tion and refusal have -all.contributed to:the shape of;our.
final sample. What we have missed will remain to be dils-
covered through future research, But the four huhdfed
and forty -six intermarriages which are the subject of thils

report provide a wealth of Inslights into the lives of

families in which only one of the spouses is Jewish by

24

birth. These lnsights will, undoubtedly, prove applicable,

to the broad majority of marriages of this type.
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Despite our optimism about the representativeness ; Sec
of the final sample, we must acknowledge that its surely des
does not represent all intermarried families which meet 1 in
our conceptual definition. To begin with, all surveys a?l
which depend on the willingness of the selected respon- be
f dents to participate'fail to represent those who have . ana
V/ refused to-participate." Since we did have a rather high - app
rate of refusals we shall have to give someé thought to sig
the possible biases in our findings as a result. spl
Given our dependence on "snow-ball' strategies which rep
required that Intermarrieds be identified as such by oth~ amo
ers, we also undoubtedly missed those couples whO'might
* not be.sc identified. These would include'couples in - whi
which the born—Jewish Spouse was simply not known as such for
by any of our informants, or in which the born—Gentile Isl
v Spouse was not known as such by any of our informants. | New
From the point of view of the Jewlsh community these ,,t Era
couples might be 80 assimilated that no member 1s recog— Tab
§ nized anymore as Jewish, or they may be so well integrat-
ed in the Jewish community that the entire family passesl Numr
as Jews. ‘ _
However, none of these weaknesses need be regarded -
as serlous flaws in our study. First of all, our main
obJective is not to make demographic generalizations but
to describe the consequences of particular types of fam—
ily dynamics among intermarrieds (regardless of the pro—
portion In whieh they occur in the population as a whole)

'i,
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Secondly, there already exists a reliable demographic
description of the population of Jewish intermarrieds

in the National Jewish Population Study:; Thus, we are
able to check some of the ways in which our sample may

be blased, and make the appropriate corrections in our
analysis. Fortunately, as will be seen below, our sample
approximates_if not reproduces the NJPS sample 1n many HE
significant ways. Therefere we are confident that, de- l
splte its potential weaknesses, our sample probably does
represent the broad majority of existing intermarriages

among American Jews today.

The elght chapters of the American Jewish Coﬁmittee'

- which participated in the collection of the - survey data

for thils study were located in: Cleveland Dallas, Long -
Island (Nassau & Suffolk counties), Greater Los Angelea,
New York City (the five boroughs), Phlladelphia, San
Francisco, and Westchester County in New York State. The

Table below summarizes the number of cases” from each.

Table 2

o

Number and Proportion of Cases from Each Community

Number Percent

Cleveland 48 10.7°
Dallas 103 23.0
Long Island 45 10.1
Los Angeles 69 15.5
New York 61 13.7
Philladelphla 70 15.6
San Francisco .28 6.3
Westchester 23 5.2

446  100.0




Since the completion of our surveys was.rather a. ..

lengthy affair, often requiring as much as two hours -
from each coﬁpie, the total humber of completed items
varied according to the patience, stamiﬁa, and interest
of our respondents. Therefore, in the pages’ which .fol-
low, the findings of our research are presented as per-
centages (%) of the total response rate, indicéting ad-

Justments for missing data where appropriate.

Previous studies on Jewish intermarriage have ob~

served repeatedly that Jewlsh men are more apt to marry. .

non-Jewish wivgs_than are their.sisters likely to marry
non-Jewish husbands. Our findings also conform to this

well established pattern, as can be seen in the table

below.
Table 3
Religion of Spouse
Jewish Not'bewish
by Birth by Birth
Husband 65.7 34.3
Wife 34.3 65.7

100.0 100.0

According to the NJPS report, "the comblnatlon of husband

Jewish/wife not [bornl] Jewish is ahout twlce as prevalent

]
as the combination of wife Jewish/husband not [bornl Jewish."
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1 ? NiHEtYpercent of our sample was comprised of in-
tact families in which 78.4% of the born-Jewish mates,
and 85.0% of the born-gentile mates were married'for the
first time. About a £ifth (21.6%) of our bo%ﬁ-Jewish | h ]
respondents and 15.0% of our born-gentile reébohdenﬁsf
were.involved in a second marriage. The remaining ten
percent of our sample was comprlsed largeiy of sébarated

and divorced people who had'pnce beeh_in?grmafrié@; The -

o composition of the households is summarized below. -

b6 99.8

y Table 4 - N
1 Number of Persons in Household'' — '~ |
;] N Percent %
| One 14 2.1 |
:i‘ |
| Two 78 17.5 !
B Three 69 15.5 o i
2 Four 127 28.5
A
i? Five 88 19.7
1 Six or + 52 11.6
No Ans. 18 5.0
Hu6 99.9
_Table 5 3
|
Number of Children in llousehold
i
N Percent 1
None - 101 22.6 R -
’ One - 69 15.4 . |
n Two 131 29.4 i
g | Three 89 19.9 |
sh." 3§ : Four or + 56 12.5




It should be polnted out that some of the housenolds_

-wilthout children Included couples whose children
had already grown up and moved ocut. In fact, only 15
our respondents indicated that they have no children.

Our sample also cut across the full range of the
marital life cvcle from newlyweds to couples who had al—-
ready celebrated their golden wedding anniversary, as we
see on the table below - S

| | Table 6

Durationuof Current Marriage

Percent
Less than 6 years 26.0
f = 9 years . 17.0
10 - 1H'years - 18.2
15 <« 19 years 10.6‘
20 or more years 28.2
100.0

The age dlstribution of our respondents covers a simllarly
broad spéctrum
Table 7

Age of Respondents
Jewlsh by Birth Gentile by Birth

Male - Female Male Female
under 20 yvears ' 1.4 b,2 2.0
20 - 29 9.6 20.9 15.5 12.1
30 -~ 39 - 26,4 U47.6 45.6 35.3
4o - Ig 23,7 11.3 15.7 26.5
50 - 59 24.8 18.0 10.0 19.3
over 60 years 14.1 2.2 8.9 4.8

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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While tables 6 and 7 attest to the diversity of our

sample, they also disclose some blas. The relatively low

intermarriage rates among American Jews until the 1950s
are a weil.éstébiished fact. Based on this fact a truly
representativé:sample should not have ylelded as hiéh a
propbrtion of couples married for twenty or more years as
we obtained. Nor should we have obtalned as large“é-prbe
portlon ofireSpondents over the age of fifty as we did.:,

Clearly, our selectlon strategles led to an oversamplihg

30

in these categories. However, this bilas has permitted us

to make more reliable comparisons between intermarriages

. which occurred when the phenomenon was still very nare

and those which have taken place more recently when inter-

marriages have become almost a common occurrence in the

Amerlcan Jewlsh community.

The relatively high proportion of born-Jewish females

and born—Genfile'males in the under-forty. age céfegoriés
confifms receht.reports by'the NJPS and others that the’
long established gap between the propénsity of Jewlsh men
and Jewish women for iﬁtermarriagé may be closingﬁg Our
figures on table 7 also hint at the possibility that the
Jewish women who intermarry tend to marry younger Gentille
males more frequently then do intermarrying Jewish males
marry older Gentile females.

The socio-economlc patterns of our respondents also

\

Seem to be biased towards the upper middle-class, as can

be seen in the following tables on occupation and income.

a




" Table 8

J
Occupation by Religion of Birth and Sex: .

4 Jewish by Birth  Gentile by Birth - bo
| Occupational Male Female Male Pemale
} Category o o I o
‘ o _ ' cr
3\ Professional & B is
‘ . th
J Managers, Admin-- C -
I istrators, Entre- 35.1 9.7 26.7 15,3 wi
i preneurs ' - R
o ‘ : bc
@L Teachers, other - - o
iw; higher service 6.9 31.6 15.9 23.2 a
il Skilled crafts 1.2 .7 2.3 .6 tr
| Unskilled % low- | | - - : ir
‘[ er service . . ‘ . L
_ . ov

li Arts - 6.0 §.9 7.2 BT N
‘ me
il Housewlves ' 32.6 : 3646
il _ . : e
! Other (retired, - ' : : ;- '
a;i 100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0
dilh ' » . : , : : -
o re
FH Although we did find instances of Jewlsh housewives married
i“ : . ‘ = ts
M to Gentile policemen, and a Jewish 1ocksmith.married‘t0ja; .c
‘ Gentile wife, our sariple tends to overrepresent professional
ff and technical workers. We have found a somewhat greater
i percentage of the born-Jewlish males in the professions than N
jﬁ born-Gentile males, and also a much higher percentage of
g born-Jewish females in college or unlversity level teaching

than their non-=Jewish female counterparts. We found twilce

as many born-Jewish women in primary education and related
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océupations, such as soclal work than we found born-Gen-
tile women. . Conversely, we found substantially largerj.
proportions of born-Gentlile men 1n such occupations than
born-Jewish men.

In short, using the husband's occupation as the
criterion, intermarried families in which the husband
is the born-Jewish spouse are likely to be hilgher on
the soclo~-economic status scale than those in which the
wife 1s the born-Jewish spouse. 1In either case, however,
both spouse are likely to be employed giving the family
a relatively high total income. We might note, paran-
thetically, thaﬁ born-Jewish men are likely to, be marry-
ing women whose Socié—e;;;;%ic status is lower than thelr

own (l.e. they are apt to "marry down"). Born-Jewish wo-

men, on the‘oﬁher hand, are 1likely to marry men who are

more'hearly like themselves in occupational and socio-

economic status.
. e — T

R

respondents was also skewed rather steeply upward, as the

table below describes.
| Table 9
The Family Income
Percent
Under 8,000 dollars
8,000 - 16,999
17,000 - 25,999

1
10
17
26,000 - 49,999 23
Over 50,000 dollars -2k

24

No Answer

s indicated eaflier, the income distribution of our

32




Despite'the socio-economic and age biases in our
Sample our selection strategies very nearly reproduced
the pattern of conversion of born-Gentile spouses which .
was reported earlier by the National Jewlsh Population
Study. In 96 out of 446 cases, or 21.5%, the -born-Gen-
tile spouse had converted to Judaisﬁ. The sex distri-
bution of this pattern 1s described in the table below.

Table 10

Sex Distribution of Converts and Non-Converts

Born-Gentlle Born-Gentile

Husbands Wives
Converted 144 ' 27%
‘Mot Converted 869 - . T3%
100% ~ 100¢

In fact, the rate of conversion of the born-Gentlle wo-
men in our sample is virtually identical to the NJPS
rate of 26.7%. However, the rate of conversion of the

born-Gentile males in our sample is much greater than

the rate of 2.5% Peported by the NJPS. Nevertheless, the

over-all direction of our findings is perfectly consis-
tent with the NJPS standards. The reasons for the higher
rate of conversion among the born-Gentile men in our
sample may include theilr age, the soclo-economic status
of the Jewish women they marry, and other as yet unknown
factors. We shall explore this questlon further below.
It should be added that conversionsby born-Jews ou?J

of Judalsm and into some other religlon were very few, /)

I

W

1

[a)]

-
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15 cases out of U446, or 3.3%. This, too, conforms to
the pattern established by thé NJPS.  The sex distribu-
tion of our converts out of Judaism replicates earlier
statistles which have also shown that Jewlsh men are
more llkely to convert touanother religion than Jewish
women., “
Table 11
Sex Distribution of Converts olt of Judaism

Born-Jewish BornnJéwish

Husbands Wives
Converted out - 3.87 2.57%
Not Converted 96.29% 97.5%
100.0% 100.C%

Therpercentapes in the above table are based on the total
numbers of born-Jewish men (n=290) and born-Jewish woren
(n=156). ‘However, if we look at thils data from the point
of viéw of the 15 cases of conversion out of Judaism , we
find that 11 of the cases, or 737 were born-Jewish men
and only 4 of the cases, or 27% were born-Jewisﬁ women,
One final demograrhiec note concerns the denominétioh—
al bhackgrounds of our born-Jewish and born-Gentile respon-
dents, In both cases this information was ascertalned by
asking respondents to indicate the type of synagogue or
church with which their parents were affiliated, if_any,

while the individual was a teenager. The two tables be-

low summarize their responses.




Table 12

Denomination Rackgrounds of Norn-Jewish Respondents

Percent Adjusted
of Percent
Total for HNA¥

Orthodox 11.1 16.4
Conservative 29.3 3.8
Reform 26.7 29.8
Not Affiliated®  _32.9 HERE
100.0 100.0 -

mwo things are striking about the figures in the above

table. One is that thev very closely approximate the

general affiliation patterns of the American Jewish pop-
ulation as reported by the 1IJPS. The other 1ls that they

belie the oft held assumption that indiV1duals fron Or-

th060y backgrounds are far less likely to intermarry than -
are people from Conservatlve or Reform parental backgrounds.
This last finding- 1s also quite consistent with Lazer- |
witz's analysislof the IJPS intermarriage‘data.!7 |
‘Table 13

Religious Backgrounds of Born-Gentlle Respondents

Converts Non-Converts
Protestant 57.3 hs.1
Catholile 17.7 30.8
Other 13.5 6.3
None 11.4 ' 17.7

100.0 100.0
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Footnotes

pp. 17-35

The use of two different types of instruments, the
self-administered questionnalre and the i1n-depth

interview, enabled us to obtain qualitative elabor-
ation of gquantitative information. Tt also provid-
ed us with a convenient means by which to separate

. the spouse during the survey. While one filled out

the self-administered questionnaire the other was
interviewed. : ‘

Cf. Matilda Y. Riley, Scociological Research I: A
Case Approach (New York:HNarcourt, Brace & wWorld,
1963), pp. 170~173. FHany studies of marriage are
flawed by the fact that although thelr logical u-
nit of analysis 1is the couple or the familial group
the researcher collects data from only one of the
spouses. The interactional approach to the study

of marriage was first developed by FErnest W. Burgess
and Leonard 5. Cottrell, Jr., Predlicting Success or
Failure in Marriage (MNew York: Prentice~Hall, 1939),
but 1t has rarely been followed in actual empirical
research. ‘

According to halachah, Jewish religious law,. if a
Jew marries a person who has converted to Judaism
prior to marriage the status of that marriage 1s in
no way different from anv other endogamous Jewish
marriage -- at least not in the eyes of the law.
Some soclal scientists have suggested that a distine-
tion he made hetween intermarriages in which one of
the spouses converted to the religion of the other
prior to the marriage, and mixed marrlages in which
both spouses retain their different religious i1den-
titles even after marriage.

This number was chose as a matter of convenlence.
Each of the participating chapters indicated that
a quota of 100 surveys was one they can be reason-
bly be expected to attain. Moreover, we felt that
800 cases should be adequate for most statistical

analyses.

Marrlape registrations or licenses do not inelude
information on the religious backgrounds of the
Spouses in any of the areas where our study was con-
ducted, hence we could not rely on such records for
sampling. However, even if such records had been
available, as they were for Erich Rosenthal's stuye
dles of intermarriage in Iowa and Indiana, they
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10.

11.

would not have been useful for the purposes of sur-
vey research because of the high rate of geographlc
mobility. Such records are only useful for retro-
spective studles of the data Included on the records
themselves, and, perhaps, for surveys of the very
recently married. '

In the language of soclal science thils is also known

as the "reputational method" and has been used ef-
fectively in some well respected studles, such as,
Robert X. Merton, "Patterns of Influence: A Study of
Interpersonal Influence and of Communicatlons Beha-
vior in a Local Community," in Communications Re-
search, edited by Paul F. Lazarsfeld and Frank N,
Stanton (New York: Harper & Row, 1949)3 also, James
Coleman, Elihu Katz, and Herbert Menzel, "The Dif-
fusion of Innovation Among Physicians," Soclometry
20 (1957), pp..253-269. Our use of this method dif-
fers from the work of these other researchers in that
we have not studied the relationship hetween the

couples chosen and the informants doing the chooslng.

Our faillure to reach the target of 800 cases was due
to a hipgh rate of refusals, and time and budgetary
1imitations on how far we might extend ourselves to
find replacements for them.

Thanks are due to Professor Mervin F. Verbit of
Brooklyn College for recommending this approach to
sampling intermarrieds. Naturally, he shares no

‘responsibllity for any of the flaws 1n i1ts executilon.

The use of clergy as informants produces obvious
biases in the sample. However, 1t was judged that
by asking non-Jewlsh as well as Jewish clergy to
provide the names of intermarried couples with whom
they!'ve had contact we might counterbalance thelr
respective biases in the sample as a whole.

While these may appear to be extraordinarily high
rates of refusal, in fact, they are not at all un-
common with sensitive toples. In a personal commu~
nication Clyde E. Martin, a member of the famous
Kinsey team, indicated that the refusal rate on-
the Kinsey sex surveys was something like 6 out of
7. )

Some follow-up studles of refusers 1in surveys have
shown that they are not very different from those
who agree to cooperate -- at least not usually on
the varlables which are of main interest to the re-
searcher. Cf. Jane R. Mercer and Edgar W. Butler,
"Disenragement of the Aged Population and Response
Differentials in Survey Research," Soclal Forces

46 (1967), pp. 89-96; also, Ann Cartwright, "Fami-
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15.

16.

17.

lies and Individuals Who Did Not Cooperate on a
Sample Survey," Milbank Memorial Fund Quarterly
47 (October, 1959), pp. 347-360. In our case, as
in these others, the age and educational levels
of respondents are likely to have contributed to
refusal. The older, poorer, lesser educated, un-

.married, and politically conservative are least

likely to cooperate, In addition, we expect that
those for whom intermarriage has presented very
serious personal and/or family problems chose in
most cases not to participate in the study.

Fred Massarik, "Fxplorations in Intermarrlage,"

American Jewish Yearbook, 1973 based on the Nation-.

al Jewlsh Population Study. The study included a
sample of U430 intermarrieds. It should be noted
that in this study only one spouse was Interviewed
in each household. Thus, the study does not permit
the analysis of iInteraction between spouses.

Ibid,

The distribution of American Jewish households ac-

-cordinp to slze was given by the NJPS in 1971 as

follows
Mumber in
household Percent
1 18.4
2 31.1
3 14,1
ol 20.7
5 9.8
- & or + 3.9 -

Cf. Allen S. Maller, "Jewish-Gentile Divorce in
California," Jewish Social Studles 37:3-4 (Summer/

- Fall, 1975), pp. 279-29C. Maller suggests that

the exogamy gap between Jewish men and women is
closing in recent years.

In an as yet unpublished paper Bernard Lazerwitz
reports that the rate at which Jews convert out of
Judalsm is about 3Y. He , too, has found that men
are somewhat more apt to convert out than women.
However, thils pattern may be age related rather
than sex related.

Ibld. ("Jewish=Christian Marriages:and Conversions:
Structural Pluralism or Assimilation?")
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ﬁ Chapter 4

NATURALIZED OR UNNATURAL JEWS?
Converts and Gentiles in Intermarried Families,

ti
th
Pr
f There are two acid-tests used by most Jews to assess ' 8¢
é the impacts of intermarriage on the future of Jewish fam-
| ily and communal life. "4 One is whether the children born
of the marriage are raised as Jews;/fThe other 1is whether
;; the spouse who is not Jewish by birth has become Jewish, -
”i It should go without saying that, as 1s generally assumed,
,%! | the former 1s strongly related to the latter. However,
ﬁ% the question of whom ao Jews marrylwhen they Ymarry cut"
:ﬁ! and how do these "strangers" contribute to the eventual
fﬂ - consequences of Jewisn intermarriage has never been the Aa
?j subject of systematic research. Given our interactional ar
| perspective on the consequences of intermarriage, which _ ' fr
:l$ was described 1n the introductory chapter, tnis‘neglected | In
? subject 1s considered herelto be essential to our under— | PG
' standing of the dynamics of intermarriages. Therefore, | 1e
i% | it is the subject of this first substantive chapter.
;k We have'seen in the previous chapter that the.ma- L
-k jority of non-Jews who marry Jews do not convert to Ju-
:% " gaism. Although, many more of them do convert (12.2%

Jews convert out. Who are these converts and non-converts
. [ _

5‘ of the men and 26.9% of the women) into Judalsm than do
|
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whé swell the ranks of the contemporary American Jewlsh
family networks? What kinds of social attrilbutes and at-
titudes do they bring with them?

Painting witﬁ broad brush-strokes we might say that
the majority are women, marrying for the first time, from
Protestant fémily backgrounds} The tahles below fi11l in'

some of the finer~details.,.

Table 14

Conversion by Religious Backeground

Catholie Protestant Other Hone

Convert 13.6 : 25.8 37.1 15.0
¥on-Convert 86.14 74,2 62.9 85.0
o : 100.0 100.0 100.0 1l00.0
n= - (125) (212) ( 35 (73)

As these figures indicate, those coming from Cafholic back-
grounds are least likely to convert, while those coming
from non-Christian backgrounds are most likely to convert.z
In terms of the age distribution of our born—Gentile res-
bondents, we have found that conversion'seems to be preva—

lent among the 30-39 year olds. _/

Table 15

Age by Conversion

Convert Non-Convert
under 20 years 1.0 15.2
38 - gg 18.9 10.3
30 - 37 41,0 32.9
4o - L9 4,7 20.3
50 = 59 13.7 14,6
over 60 years 3.1 6.6

100.0 100.0




Or, to put it more correctly, a substantlally larger pro-

portion of converts were betwean 20-39 years of age than ~
was the case with non=-converts., Thls finding confirms
more casual observations by rabbis and other observers of
the American Jewish scclal climate that conversions-haﬁe=
been on the increase in recent years.:5 Whether this trend‘
continues is guestionable. Amonpg the youngest age group
there appears to be a drastic decrease 1n the rate of con-

version, suggesting that the trend may have "peaked" al-

ready,
Table 16
Conversion by Age
Under ' Over
20 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60
Convert - 2% 32% 269 249 207 8%
Non-Convert  _98% _68% 744  76% _80% _92%

1007 100% 100%  100% 1005  100%
n= (54)  (53)  (155) (93) (64)  (25)

One of the demographic ramifications of the increased
rates of conversion among the younger cohorts is that the
Gentiles who have chosen to become Jews have tended to be
well educated, as the table below indlicates. It appears
that, while post-graduate education seems to work against

the odds of Gentile conversion, céllege educatlon -~ and

-

probably the college milleu itself -- seems to be conducive

to it.
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.Table 17

Educational Level by Conversiocn

EI? 7 . i _ Convert Non-Convert

} High school or less = 8.7 o 17.4
Some college _ 5.8. 5.3 ' o %
College - 56.5 31.6 | - ‘ w
MA/MS or similar . 23.2 22.8
MD/DDS or similar | 2.8 - 12.2 .

PhD or similar 1.4 | 5.8

100.0 100.0

Table 18
Conversion by Educational Level

Less than Post
college College Graduate

|2

Convert 17,8 37.8 18.6

W

Non-Convert 82.2 62.2 81.4

100.0 100.0 100.0

The high proportions oi/céilege and-post-college"

educated Gentiles in our sample suggest that tle’Jews
who marry them are likely to percelve a great deal of'

aethetic and‘value similarity between themselves and

|

Other : 1.4 .8
|
their spouses. Conversely, the Gentiles who choose to

marry Jews may be doing so, at least in part, as a re- - i

IT|E Sult of values and ideals engendered by higher education
ve = '

(and.possihly mobllity aspirations). While we have no -




direct evidence for these conjedtures they are made more

pléusible if we bear in mind the differences between the
soclo-economic backgrounds o% the born-Jews and born-Gen-
tiles in our sample. This information was-obtalned from '
a question about the occupation of the fathers of our
respondents.
Table 19
Fathers' Occupations by Religion of Spouse

Occupational ~ Born-Jewish Born-Gentile
Category . spouse spouse

Professional &
Technical 23.2 20.5

Managers, Admin=
istrators, Etre- ‘ _ ,
preneurs 55.7 ' 32.3

Teachers, other
higher social

service - 3.3 o - 12.7
Skilled crafts | | 8.7 1k

- Unskllled and‘ _ ‘
lower service 2.8 - 5.9
Arts o 1.9 3.0
Other - , 4.5 - _l0.8
| 100.0 100.0

Larger proportions of our‘born—Jewish_respondehtS‘had beén
born into the middle and even upper middle-class than is'
the case for their born-Gentile spouses. Consequently, more
of the born-Gentile partners experienced upward soclal mo-
bility than their born-Jewish spouses. These facts are not
meant to suggest that the born-Gentille spouses who had such

experiences had married Jewish spouses with the intention
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of "marrying up" -- though, undoubtedly that may be the
case for somef{ What these facts do mean is that in most
cases when a non-Jew marries a Jew, he or she 1s choosing
a person who 1s not only desireable personally but 1s al-
so desireable by the conventional standards of social
status. There is a considerable body of soclological re-
search which suggests that such a pattern of mate.selec-
tion has important consequences for the social, emotional,
and cultural climate of the family.s We shall return to
the implications of thaf body of literature below.

We might add that the patterns of educational attain-

ment among the fathers of our born-Jewish and born-Gentile

respondents revealed differences similar to those found in

their occcupational positions. While about one fifth (20.99%
of the fathers of our born-Jewish respondents had attained
a Master's Degree or higher, only 12.3% 6f the fathers of
our born-Gentile spouses had attained a simllar level of
education,

The religious backgrounds of our born-gentile res-
pondents reveal some further interesting coﬁtrasts wlth
the backgrounds of our born-Jewish respondents. Welhad
seen earlier that about 70% of the parents of our born-
Jewlsh respondents had belonged to a synagogue during
the adolescence of our gespondents. By contrast, only
57.4% of our born-gentile respondents' parents had belonged

to a church. An additonal twenty-one percent grew up in

families where only their mother had belonged to a church.
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is concerned, we find much higher proportions of "very
religlous" fathers and mothers among the parents of our.

born-gentile respondents.

Table 20

Religlosity of Father/Mother of Born-gentile Spouse

Father Mother

very religlous 30.4 47.4
somewhat religlous k2.3 40.3
non rellgious 23.1 10.7
anti religious .2 1.6

NO ANSWER 100.0 . 100.0

It is interesting to observe that there is a con-
sistently greater difference in the religiosity and in
the church affiliation of the parents of our born—gentile

respondents than was the case with the parents of our

" born-Jewish respondents. This difference suggests that

perhaps, the non-Jews whom Jews marry are more open to

the idea of a family in which husband and wife do not

shere a common religious system of values and practices.-

On the other hand, 1t 1s also possible that it is pre-
cisely this difference in parental'values which had made
so many of our born-gentile respondents abandon the re-

ligious identification of thelr birth. Consequently,

5

'On the other hand, .as far as the religlosity of the parents
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they may look for a greater degree of value homology in
8 :{ thelr own families -- even if that means conformity with
!Egi their born-Jewish husbands and wives -- than they had
seen with their own parents.
.l'; As we look at the relationships between the fathers
N and mothers'of/ﬁﬁf born-gentile respondents,'and the re-

'_ 1

lationship between themselves and their parents we find

patterns that are nearly identical to those of our born-

Jewish fespondeﬁts. The majority (about 60%) report that

r
f
|
% é thelr mothers and fathers had a warm-loving relationship
| with each other. 1In terms of their own closeness to theilr
parents, we find that on a scale of (1) to (5), where (1)
| is mbst'distant and (S) 1s most close, our born-gentile
l respondents have an average score of 2.8 vis-a—viS'ﬁhe;r
fafhers and an average score df.3.5 vis-a-vis their mo-
I thers. It 1s interesting to observe that our born-Jewish

‘respondents had recorded generally hilgher average score
for closeness with father, and 3.58 for closeness with

mother). The difference in relative closeness to one's

o i-? for closeness with both their mothers and fathers (3.09
parents since marriage also seems to be greater for those of
our respondents who were not born Jewish than for our born
Jewish respondents. On the whole,'fﬁese figures bear 6ut the
popular impression that the Jewish home milieu is a "warm-
er" one than the non-Jewish one.;fThey also point to the

: |} greater equality of the‘reiationéhips of the two parents
to thelr children{‘ What net effect these differences have

on the born-gentile spouses who enter the Jewish family

System by marriage will have to be conjectured below. i




Since ﬁe_are trying to isolate the social-psycholo-.

gical factors which shape the attitudes and. behavior of

born-Gentile spouses towards Jewry and Judaism,.it should.

4

/// he useful to lool at their ear}y experiences with Jews

as peers, at thelir parents' attitudes toward Jews, their

own attitudes towards their own religious background --

orior to and since marrlage -- and thelr general religi-

osity. The tahle below 1s a summary of these factors..

Table 21
'Convert
A, Composition of Peer
Froup and Dating
partrners in teens: Friends Dates
Mostly Jewish 7.6 5.5
Half & Half 8,6 21+ 73
¥ostlyv non-Jewish 70.90 56.6
Can't recall ‘ 12.9 16.6

Ino.0 100.0

B. Parental attitude
towards Jews:

 Favorable o 26.0
Neutral - 33.0
Negative 41.0

100.0

Parental reaction.
to marriapge to
Jewish partner:

[
.

Favorable 19.5
Unfavorable 31.7
‘Neutral/other 48,8

100.0

NOTE: some columns m&v not actually sum to unity because the per-
centages of non-responses are not shown.

Hon-Convert

Friends Dates

4.0 7.6
1.4 20.3
71.0 52.3
11.6 - 19.8

100.0 100.0

22.0
32.0
36,0
100.0C

22.6
29.4
48.0
'100.0
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Table 21 (cont'd)

Attitude towards own
religious background
prior to marriage:

Favorable
Neutral
‘Unfavorable

Frequency of religious
feelings (in adult):

Often
Sometimes
Never

Extent of involvement
with own religious
background since mar-

riage (to Jewish mate):

More than before
No Change _
Less than before

Extent of involvement
with Judaism and/or
the Jewlish community
since marriage:

More than before
No Change
Less than hefore

Convert  Non-Convert
36.4 hr,2
51.1 45.9
12.5 - 6.9

100.0 100.0
43.9 36.3
48.1 k2.9

8-0 20.8

100.0 100.0
3.5 9.1
50.0 62,1
b6,5 28.8

100.0 100.0
83.3 58.0
15.5 39.0

1.2 2.0
100.0 100.0

The composite picture which seems to emerge from the

above figures is as follows.

seem to come from families which, for the most part

not harbor negative images of or negative attitudes toward

The Gentiles who marry Jews

dO

48




Jews. Perhapns as a result, and probably due to a variety

of other c¢ircumstantial factors, a substantial mlnority

of about 27% begin dating with Jews when they
are still in their teens. The rest will meet Jews
Intimately only later when they are 1n college or in a'-..
jobf’ It is interesting to note that although well over

a third perceive their parents as having negative attitudeé
towards Jews, less than a third 1ndicate that thelr parents
were opposed to them marrying a Jewlsh partner.

Despite some small dlfferences between those who con-
verted to Judaismland those who did not convert; the ma-
Jority reﬁort ﬁeﬁﬁbal or negative feelings towards theilr
own relligious backgrounds even prior to mgrriage. " These -
feelings do not seem to change for the 1arge‘majoritY'
after marriage. Moreover, a substantial'minority.rep0££
a lesser involvement with thelr own religious bacxgrpunds
since marriage. Conversely, the large majérity féﬁofﬁ a
greater involvement with Judaism and the Jewish community .
since thelr marriage to a Jewish spouse. | .

To be sure, there are large and distincﬁ differenées
in declining interest in one's own religlous background
and 1Increasing interest 1n Jewlshness between fhe converts
and the non~converts. On the.other hand, there 1s a
striking similarity in the direction of their changing
1nterests'and involvements. In different ways, and in
vafying degrees both are being Judaigzed. It remaiﬁs.to“_

be seen whether thelr born-Jewish spouses are similarly

e
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being de~Judalzed. We shall also want to examine in more
detall the content of the acquiréd Jewlshness of the born-
Gentile mates, and its possible consequences for family |
organization. But before we turn to these questions 1et's_

focus more sharply on who converts, when, and why.

We have seen, already, that women are twice as likely
to convert than men (26.9%;12.2%); also, that college grad-.
uates and people between the ages of 20-39 are more likely
candidates for conversion than others. Protestants and
non-Christians who identify with some religion prior to
marriage are also more likely to convert to Judaism than
Catholics or others who deny any religious ldentification.
interestingly, we have also found that persons marrying for
the second time are significantly more likely to convert to
Judaism than persbns marrging for the first time, as the
table below reveals. |

Table 22

Conversion by Previous Marriage of Gentile-Rorn Spouse

‘Married Once Previously Married
Convert | 20.07 34, 0%
Non-Convert 80.0% 66.0%
100.04% 100.0%.

To gain further Insight into the socialrpsychological
forces. behind the declsion to convert or not to conﬁert we

examined the relationship between the spouses and'ﬁheir

respectlve parents. The tables below summarize our findings.

=

CRIEICL .




Table 23

Relative Closeness to Parents by Conversion

Closeness of born-
Gentile spouse to
his/her Father 1n
youth:

Not at all close

Slightly close
Moderately close
Very Close

Closeness of horn-
Jewish spouse to
his/her Father Iin
youth:

‘Not at all close
" 31ightly close
Moderately close
“"Very close

Closeness of horn-
Gentlle spouse to
his/her Mother in
youth:

Mot at all close
S13ghtly close
Moderately close
Very close

Closeness of born-
Jewish spouse to
his/her Mother in
youth:

Not at all close
Slightly close
Moderately c¢lose
Very close

NOTE: some of the columns

Convert Non=-Convert
29.0 18.4
17.4 19.8
25.6 2.9
27.9 36.9

100.0 100.0

7.3 15.4

- 20.8 13.4
26.0 24 .k
35. 4 37.1
100.0 100.0

G.7 - 4.6
18.3 ‘14,5
31.2 24.2
0.8 56.6

100.0 100.0

2.1 7.1
- 8.3 12.8
25.0 17.7
58.3 5U.7
109.0 100.0 -

direction of computation.
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(B & D) do not actually add to
iN0% because the proportions of missing answers "have
‘not been included; the total i1s given to indicate
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These figures suggest that converts are more likelyp
to have been dlstant from their parents, especially from
their fathers, in their youth than those born-Gentile

intermarrieds who did not convert., Perhaps equally im-

¥ ‘
portantly, subtables B and D suggest that the born-Jewish
mates of those who have converted were closer to their"
parents in their youth than the born-Jews whose Gentile

spouses daid oot oonvert.' Taken together, the figures

clearly point to both a “push" factor and a "pull" factoiP:]

Mt i ™

in the conver51on process.

least one of the "push" factors, 1s the greater aliena-

The "push" factor, or at

tion of the born—Gentile spouse from his of her parents.7
The "pull" faotor, on the other hand, appears to be the

greater psychologlical attachﬁent of the born—Jewish mate

to his or her parents. We should also note that
“\*54_____ [ .
trast to the couples in which the born-Gentile spouse

in con-
converted, amOng those where the Gentilelspouse did.not
convert there was relatively far less difference in the
extent of their closeness to their respeotive parents.
In addition to psychological closeness to oarents,
perception of parents' religiosity also seems to play a
significant role in whether the born-Gentile spouse con-
verts or does not convert to Judaism. As will be‘seen
In the tables below, the relative rellgiosity of the pa-

rents of the respective spouses also seems to exert a

combination of "push" and-: "pull" effects on potential

converts to Judaism.._




NOTE:

Table 24

Percelved Religiosity of Parents by Conversion

Reliplosity of Father
of horn-Gentlle mate:

Very relilgious
Somewhat religious
Non or antli relig.

Rellgioslty of Pather
of born~Jewish mate:

Very religious
Sorewhat rellgious
Non or anti rellg.

Beliglosity of “Mother
of born-Gentlle mate:

Very reliplous
Somewhat religious
ilon or anti relirp.

Religlosity of Mother
of born-Jewlsh mate:

Very religious
Somewhat rellgious
fon or antil relig.

figures in columns B & D do nto actually sum to 100%
hecause the missinp responses have heen excluded;
the total is given only to 1ndicate the direction of

the calculation.

Since these figures reflect the subjective evaluation of

our respondents of thelr parents' religiosity, it should

Non-Convert

Convert
14.9 35.1
5209 38'7
32.2 26,2 '
100.,0 100.,0
14,5 6.6 A
6.6 64,0
12.5 19.1
100.0 100.0
36.9 50.3 ‘
bn,5 4o.z
22.6 9.5
100.0 100.0
14.5 6.8
69.7 69.7
10.4 14,8
100.0 100.0
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be borne in mind that the concept of religlosity undoubt-
edly meant different things to those who were Jewish by |
blrth and those who were not. This caveat not withstand-
ing, we find that converts are more apt to come from fam-
ilies where the parents are less religious than non-eonverts.
Moreover, larger proportions of the converts seem to be
married to born—Jews whose parents were more religious than

non—converts.

éﬁin other words, similarly to the factor of psycholo-
glcal closeness to one's parents, percelved parental reli-
glosity on the part of both spouses seems to play a role
in whether the non-Jewish partner will convert or not.
Where his,or her parents are rather unreligious, and the ™
prospective“Jewish partner's oarents are rather religious,
conversion seems most likely. This point is further cof-
roborated by the relationship between parental membership
in a church.or synagogue and converslon, as. we.see in the
tables below. | ﬁ

Table 25 : o ~

Conversion by Parental Membership in_a Church

Parents Belonged Parents Did Not

to a Church _ Belong to a Church
Convert 20.0% 27.0%
Non-Convert 80.07 73.0%
100.0% 100.0%

n= (232) (66)

i
li




Table 26

Conversion by Synagogue Membership of Parents of Born-Jew

Parents Affiliated Parents Not ﬁrix

, flliated with
Orthodox Conservative Reform any Syhagogue
Convert 31.0 19.0 28.0 | 15.0
‘Hon-Convert £0.0 81.0 72,0 '85.0
100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0

n= (49) (129) (119) (1h44)

As the above two tables indicate, Gentiles whosé‘pafénts
did not belong to a church were more likely to con;ert to
Judaism in an intérmarriage than those‘Whose parehts:did‘
belong to a church. This Iikelihood’is, apparentiy, enhanced
if the Jewish partner whom he or she is marrying has par—
ents who do belons to a synagogue, especlally to one that is
elther Orthodox or Reform. Once again, both "push" and
"yull" effects are evident. 7
Final evidence for a combination of the "push" and
-"pull" effects on the conversion process comes'§}pm the
tié&ng 6f i1t, and from the subjective reasons for it

~given by the respondents themselves. These are summar-

ized in the following two tables.
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| Table 27
When Did Conversion Occur?.
: R ‘ : Percent
Iﬁ?tﬁg Prior to meeting spouse 15.0
ro;ue? Prior to marriage - 40,0
0 Prior to first child, but
0 | after marriage 22.0
— 3 After first child ‘ 6.0 .
o & No Answer | | 15.0 é
) 100.0 L gf
This table confirms the generally acknowledged fact that fﬁ
the vast majority of non-Jews nho convert do so prior to . Eﬁ
marriage, and for the sake of marriage. What is rather ;;i
d; less well known is that a substantial minority, nearly a - ; g
nee 1 third, seem to convert only after marriage. They do 50, E
6 1 1 apparently, in order to solidify_the religious or cultur- | w?
b 1s | 2l identity of the family. The varying intentions of the EHQ
cenverts are givgn below. _ 5 , %f
~Table 28 |
Reasons for Conversion Given by Converts ﬁ
| | Percent ' . _ ﬁ
 £ Personal_conVictiop o 32,2 J
; Influence of spouse o _ ;w
4 and in-lavs 38.0 & : o . ﬂ
For the sake of the E
children 8.9 7 - o H?
Multiple of above, | ‘ ﬁ
and other reasons 20.9 ' - i
100.0 H
| |
] |
3 o




How non-Jews perceive the interest of their Jewlsh

partners in the latter's own religious'and ethnic herit-
ége, as well as how they regard their own seems to pro-
vide the matrly of forces out of which the decision to
convert or not to convert is borne. In light of all the
forces which seem to converge on that decision it'appears'f
to make more sense to think of conversion as a process
instead of as an gggg;,q To be sure, it very properly re-
guires a rite of passage sanctioned by religlious author-
ity. And, that is an event. Howvever, it is probably a

mistake to confuse the formal event with the much longer

.and less formal process itself.

Looking at conversion as a process, which is moved
along by the combined forces of the "push" of the indi-
viduai‘s rejection of his or her own religious backgroﬁnd‘
and the "pull" of the religlous background of the Jewish
spouse, permits us to regard 1t as the end-point of a con-
tinuum of identlty cholces -- the other end of which is
complete loyalty to one's original religious and group
{dentification. From this point of view convefSion.in-
volves both disengagement and resocializaézonjo This per-
spective also permits us to think of Gentiles as ‘more or
less converted, or more or less Judaized, much the‘same ”
way as we might think of born-Jews as more or less assim-
ilated or more or less apostasized.

Such a fluid perspective is more faithful to the

fact that non-Jews become Jews at different times in
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; their relationship with Jews, and also do so as a result

see below, they also convert with varying consequences

on their identities; attitudes, and behavior. Most im-

\ of different social-psychological forces. As we shall
| the fact that a minority of those Gentiles who do not -
‘ convert to Judaism in any formal sense nevertheless

have an apparent affinity for Jewishness, and an even
larger number evidence Jewishly oriented attitudes and

behovior. e | | | | ‘ F
: % We have found, £br example, that 15% of those non-
A Jews who had not converted are sympathetic to_"beooming
J Jewish". However, in most of these cases the incentive =
or the “pull? factor is missing. Thelr spouses and in-
laws have no preference for it, and in most cases~théfe
are no children involved. Indeed, many have children by
- a previous marriage who bear non-Jewish identitiés;_The
table below is a sumrary of the identity consequences of
converslion and non—conversion. _
Table 29 o | !

Self-Identification of Born-Gentile

Convert Non-Convert !

Jewish 82.8  11.6 = o ﬂ

- Not Jewish 8.6 78.5
Partly Jewish/ . ' . j

Sometimes Jewish 6.4 7.3 _ _ :

Uncertain 2.1 2.6 4

100.0 100.0 ‘ . y
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,//fOn measures of attitudes and behavior which areﬁper- do
7 _ ; S - A
tinent to Jewish continuity, converts and non-converts . pec
show even greater overlapping than they do on the above the
measure of self-identification. .Table 30 below 1s a sum- E;' the
mary of a number of items focussing on Jewlsh peoplehood. : b1f

dil
‘Table 30
, : as
Attitudes Towards Jewlsh Peoplehood by Conversion
wi
Convert Hon-Convert a3 fo
Agree Disagree Agcree Disagree 5 Ag:
Belng Jewish 1s im= o _ - art
portant to me ...ecvene 66.6 7.2 12.6 26.8
_ ‘ ‘ ‘ Di.
It is important to me
that there should al- - U | ral
ways he a Jewish people 70.1 EXER 50.6 5.4 ]
A Jevi has greater res- |
posibility for other ..
Jews than for non-Jews 5.4 3.7 24,6 43.7
Jews are justified in
giving special weight _
to Jewlsh interest in bvei Reg
voting iiiiieiiiannaas 59,4 9.4 53.1 15.1 — vis
Jews should devote
more effort to develon- -
ing good relations with _J ;E
non—JEWS .---.---ncc-cn 1{207 Q-u L‘O-O 10-0
;4 Cor
:8 : Toc
imy

NOTE: percentages do not add to unity because those expressing
no opinion about these matters have not been included.
Although people who are not born-Jewlsh could hardly endorse

Jewish chauvinism -- and only a minority do -- the majority NOT
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do.affirm the importance of the contlnulty of Jews as a
;eople and also endorse the political ramifications orf .-
that’idégfﬁ It is not surprising that converts affirm
these opinions In such large numbers. However, it is a
bit of a surprise, at least to thls researcher, that the
difference between converts énd non-converts 1ls as small
as vwe see above. Two additional guestions which dealt
with more concrete aspects of Jewish peoplehood were the
following: "I regard myself as a survivor the Holocaust"
Agree or Disagree?, and "Jewish foods and Jewish humor
are essentlal to what I mean by being Jewish"'Agree or
Disagree. The responses of the converts and non-converts
ranged as follows:

Table 31

Fate, Food, and'Humor by Conversion

Convert Non~Convert
Regards self as sur-
vivor of Holocausét:
Agree 25.3 9.6
Disagree 52.1 k8,5
Considers Jewish
foods and humor as
Important: ‘
Apree 18.4 25.1
Disagree 73.6 51.0

~

NOTE: 'those who expressed uncertalnty regarding these items

are not shown above, therefore the columns do not sum
to unity. ‘

PR




The above figures suggest that the abstract affirm-

' atilons of solidarity with the Jewish people by those who

are not born-Jewish 1s difficult to concretizeff Converts

tifying with the Jewish community of fate.

seem to hold the edge over non-converts in terms of 1den- .

Non-converts,

f on the other hand, seem to have a greater appreclation of

the purely ethnic or cultural aspects of Jewish 1life.

These tendencles, incidentaliy, were horne out time and .-

again in the interviews.

When it comes to the observance of Jewlsh rituals or

to participation in Jewlsh communal actlvities the dif-

ferences between converts and non-converts appear to be

more pronocunced.

black or white..

Yet, here too, the plcture is not simply

Tahle 32

Communal Participation and Rituals by Conversion

Participate in events
sponsored by Jewlsh

organizations .si....

Attend relliglous ser-
vices on High hollday

Fast on Yom Kippur

Light candles on the
Sabbath ‘I,‘l........l

Light candles on Cha=-
nnukah ..cenireenencs

NOTE: percentages should sum across, but do not add to unity becauy
missing responses have not been included in table.

Convert

- Non-Convert R

Often Sometimes Never |Often Sometimes Negg-
9.4 32.3 31.2 5.1 12.3 5
55.2 7.3 1b.6 | 15.1 7.1 /
31.2 8.3 34,3 | 10.3 3.1
38.5 10.4 25.6 6.8 6.6
1.0 6.3 | 26.3 5;7
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Clearly, converts make more actlve Jews than non-converts,
A@ Indeed, there 1is some evidence from other studies that they
| may be gfen more active than endogamously marriéd born-Jews.

Yet, on some behavioral items we do find a noticeable mi-

nority of nohfconverts acting Jewishly as well. The High

nolidays of Rosh Hashana and Yom Kippur seem to bring 157 ]

of them into temples and synagogues, and more than one _
quarter celebrate Channukah -- for the sake of the child- |
ren, no doubt, It should be mentioned, also, that nearly

a third of the converts (30.2%) celebrate Christmas in

some form while more than half (54.8%) of the non-converts

12
do so.

Although we will deal separately with the raising of
children in a later chapter, it-bears noting here that
converts and non-converts also vary greatly in this matter.

Table 33 . o w

Preference for Jewish Education of Chiig'® ) i

f« Convert Non-Convert ?
i. Would prefer ....... 66.6 25.7 :
‘F Have no preference.. 10.4 24.0°
?. Would oppose ....... BEEx 24,3 |
.1 igl NO ANSWER .......... 23,0 26.0
P fp- o 100.0 100.0 %
‘ 7 : . i
7 ;Q Two-thirds of the converts would like to see their children %

j¢§ tecelving a "good Jewish education" against just'over a
duarter of the non-converts.




Following up on this preference pattern, our res-

their children and institutions of Jewilsh education.

Table 34

mype of Jewlsh Education Currently Given to Children

pondents report the following types of encounter between

-

By Convert By Non-Convert
Day School 16.0 3.7
Afternoon/Sunday 40,0 ‘ 16.8
Home Instruction 8.3 | i5.4
Other/Mone (in- 33.7 : 64.1
¢ludes non-Jewish)
100.0 100.0

NOTE: the figures in the above table include a very high

number of hon-responses, especlally by those who
had not converted to Judaism; for the purposes of
this table the non-response vwas 1nterpreted as be-

lonping into the category of "Other/None".

In addition, the children of these familles are also ex-

posed to activities in synagogues and Jewish community

‘centers in the followilng proportions.

Table 35

Children's Participation in Synagogue and Center Activities

Convert Non-Convert

Synagogue Center Synagogue  Center
At least once a -

week ceararrene 25.0 17.7 10.0 8
Rarely ......... 18.7 11.4 9.7 9'5
Never/Don't know - 12.5 28.1 35,14 35'7
NO ANSWER ...... 43,8 42.8 44,9 B6.7
100.0 - T00.0 100.0 100.0
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All of these figures confirm that Gentiles who con-
vert to Judalsm are more thoroughly drawn into the fabric
of Jewlsh 1ife than those who do not convert, That, of
course, is not surprising. What is surprising, and poten~
tially problematic for both the organized Jewlsh community
and the individuals involved, 1is that a considerable min-
orlty of Gentlles who have not converted are also drawn
into the various cultural > networks of the community.

To be sure, their proportions are small. But the ques-..

~tions they raise are great.

Sunmary

In thi chapter we have outlined some of the major
demographic characteristics of the Gentiles who marry
Jews. We have also tried to ildentify some of the social-
psychological forces which seem to determine whether the
born—Gentile spouse will convert to Judaism or not. Fin-
ally, werhave outllined some of the apparent effects of
conversion on the attitudes and behavior of the Gentiles
who marry Jews which are pertinent to Jewish continuity /

We have found that most frequently the Gentiles who
marry Jews are: (1) women, (2) Protestants, w\-\o ofe (-'rav},

(3) relatiVely lower 1n socio-economic origins than the

64

Jewlsh partners whom they marry, (1) marrying for the first -

time, Those who convert are likely to be: (1) between the
ages of 20-39, (2) women, (3) college educated, (M) relat-

iVely alienated from parents during teen years, (5) from

homes where parents were relatively unreligious and most

RS
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1ihe1y were not church members or regular church goers,
By contrast, the born-Jews whom converts marry are likely. .
to be from more religious homes in which parents were af-
f11iated with elther an Orthodox or a Reform congregation.
As far as the relationship between the born—Gentiles__
and the Jewish communlty 1s concerned we have found sys-
tematic differences Indicating closer tles on the_part of
converts than non-converts. However, the differences

between the two were not always equally great. We have

found: (1) rather wide spread affirmation of concern for the survy

og Mre: Jewish people on the part of both, (2) a some-
what more widespread interest in the ethnlec or cultural -
conoonent of Jewlshness among non—converts thdn convevts,
(3) and a preater sense of sharing in the Jewish commun-
ity of fate, rreater practice of rituals, Freater partici—
pation in Jewish communal activ*ties, and more thorough
Jewish education of children amonp converts than non-con-
verts. In a summary sense one might say that we have -
found the converts to be more Judaized than those Gentiles
who have retaﬁned thelr original religious or group ioen—
tity. |

Despite the obviously more pervasive "Jewishness" of
converts, we have found noticeable -- and on sone dlmen-
sions, substantial ~- minorities of non—converts'who pfo—
fess attitudes: and engage in activitiles which are commoniy
recognized as normatively Jewish. Conversely, we have al-

so found a notlceable minority of converts who, desplte -

their formal conversion to Judaism, do. not conform to

nor

shc
ish

may

uun
cor
enc
1t1

Usi

~ poi
of

mer
oth

Qr



vé - . -
e b e R S - = "
- -

Sufay

ly

normative patterns of Jewish thinking or behavior. In

short, we have identified four types of adaption to Jew<

ishness on the part of born-Gentlles who marry Jews. We

may outline them as follows.

Figure 1

Modes of Adaptation to Jewishness by Born-Gentiles

Convert Non-Convert
Adopts Jewlsh norms I II
and consciousness :
Noes not adopnt Jew~
ish norms and con- ITT IVV

sciousness

Of course, 1t should be kept in mind that the meaning of
"adopts Jewish norms and consciousness" is also a contin-
uum'of possibilities., Thus, our typology suggests that
conversion, as it is commonly understood, represents one
end—point of a rather long range of adaptation possibii-
ities to Jewishness on the part of born-Gentile spouses.
Using the analogy of citizenship we may define that end-
point or type as "naturalized Jews")q At the other end

of the continuum, of course,:we find people who are not
merely non-Jews but, in fact, ldentify themselves by some
other reference group. They.are Catholles, or Baptists,

or Mexicans, or Japanese, or atheists, or whatever. But

66




what do we find in the middle of the-continuum? There

identities, norms, values, and group consciousness are

as vague to the individuals as they are to the soclal

scientists trying to define them. We have chosen, here,

to identify them as "unnaturalized Jews" to convey the
—_—

multivalent tugs and potentials of that group. Our fig-

ures suggest that this group constitutes the majority of

—_——————
7

hggg;ﬂemgﬁig\gpntemporary intermarriages.nghe great ma-

jority of Christians who do not convert also do not main-
taln identification or involvement with the religious,of

group identities of thelr birth.r/In the language of so-

ciology one would say that they are in a state Oflg§§§§§21

Table 36

Religious Self Identification of Non-Converts

Protestant
Catholic
Other

NONE/NO ANSWER

Prior to  Current-
- Marriage ly

5.0 26.0
3c.0 10.0
6.0 7.0
18.0 57.0

100.0 100.0
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Footnotes:

;k pp. 39-67
l

1. According to a 1971 Gallup Poll the distribution of
religious groups in America is as follows: .

. Protestants ~- 657% ' -
L Catholics - 269
i r ' Jews ~= 3% 3
s - Others - 29 | | . i
None R hg : ' i
. |

2. By contrast our sample of exogamous Jews married ?1
spouses from other religious backgrounds in the fol-
-lowing proportions: :

- devoted to the phenomenon of non-Jews seeking conver— |

|

1  Cathollcs  =- 284 ' i
| _ Others - Bz. | e
| o No Answer or - o 'Wﬂ
f None -~ 16% : L5
: . ‘ S i
3. Cf. BaMakom 1:3 (Spring, 1974); p.3. This is a pub- Wl
lication of the B'nal B'rith Hillel Foundations Ffrom P
Los Angeles, California. This particular issue was i

|

sion to Judaism on the college campus.

[
| |
4. The importance of status consideration both in mate !
selection and in marital decision making has long
been an important subject of interest for students I'
i
i

this issue any standard text on the sociology of the
‘family may be consulted. See, for example, Letha
and John Scanzoni, Men, Women, and Change (New York:
MeGraw 111, 1976), chp. B, In a seminal essay on
o the subject, Robert K. Merton, "Intermarriage and
1 the Social Structure," Psychiatry #4:3 (August, 1941),
r[ pp. 361-374, has suggested that cross—caste inter
!
I
I

1§L of the soeiology of the family. For an overview of

- marrlages, such as marriages between Black men and
White women, involve an impliecit status exchange. -
The person with the higher socio~economic status and
lower caste status in effect "buys" into the higher
‘caste pgroup by marrying a person who 1s of that
‘higher caste status but enjoys lower soci-economic
status. It 1s conceivable that this soclal-psycholo-
glcal mechanism may also be at work in marrlages bet-
ween Jewlsh men and Gentile women.

1
j Some writers have also suggested that the courtship
] system in America tends to result in women "marrying :
i up" in general. ™hils general phenomenon may explain




p

why so many of our born-Jewish males seem to have

married women from socio-economic status levels

lower than their own. Cf. Willard Waller, "The

Rating and Dating Complex," American Soclologilcal
r_il\f’uaﬂ.r:ha-w 2 (October, 1237), pp. 727-734; also, :
D)

. A——————

7ick Rubin, "Do American Women Marry Up?" American
Sociological Review 33 (October, 1968), pp. 750~
760, : .

54§§For the function of status differences in marital

decision making, see the work of Robert O. Blood,

Jr. and Donald M. Wolfe, Husbands and Wives: The
Dynamics of Married Living (Glencoe, Ill.: The
Free Press, 1960). The percelved prestlge attributes
of spouses do seem to influence the outcome of mari-
tal decisions. .

6. | While a large minority of our sample had met while
| in college, most met either through their jobs or
! through introductions by frilends.

7. This factor has been identified as one of the root
causes of apostasy from one's rellglon of birth by
David Caplovitz and Fred Sherrow, The Religious
Drop=-Quts: Apostasy Among College Graduates, Vol.
T%, Sage Libraryv of Soclal Research, (Reverly Hills,
California: Sage Publications, 1977), pp.H#9-53.

8. In the work just cited, Caplovitz and Sherrow do
not deal with the religiosity of the parents them-
selves, which, as one might expect, would also be
an important factor in the religiosity and identi-
fication patterns of younsg adults, both Ilntermarried
and otherwlse. . -

9. The practical ramifications of such a view are out-
i1ined by a Hillel rabbi, Robert A. Silegel,"Conversion
as Process," BaMakom 1:3 (Spring, 1974), pp.i4-11.

10. This perspective 1s not inconsistent with a halachic
view of conversion, which sees the converted Gentile
as virtually re-born. However, according to the ha-
lachah such 'rebirth' does not occur 1n stages, nor
could people in intermediary stages make any claims
to belng Jewilsh.

11, This point 1s made systematically by Bernard Lazer-
witz in hls yet unpublished analysis of the data on
intermarriages from the Natilonal Jewish Population
Study, "Jewish-Christian Marriages and Conversions:
Structural Pluralism or Assimilation," (Unpublished
mimeo., 1977).

12
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It 1s generally acknowledged that a sizeable minor-
ity of non-intermarrled Jews also celebrate Christ-
mas. Unfortunately we lack deseriptive statistics
on just how many do so. It should also be noted
that none of the converts, and only about 20% of
the non=-converts attend church services as part of
their celebratlon of Christmas.

These figures are almost identical to those reported
by Lagzerwitz in his analysis of the NJPS intermar-
rled sample. Actually, he reports a higher propor-
tion (8@ 35%) of the non-converts raising their child-
ren as Jews. On the other hand, our Table 13 also
shows that 2 35% of the Gentlles are raising their
children as Jews by giving them some form of educa-
tion about Judailsm. : ' ‘ :

The concent of "naturalization" is suggested here

as a way of including non-Jews 1n the Jewish commun-
1ty even in the absence of halachic conversion. We
are told by many non-Jews marrled to Jews that one

of the main reasons they would not convert to Juda-
ism 1s that they do not consider themselves religiousy’
On the other hand, many of these people do have af-
finities to the Jewish people - a feeling for Jewe
ish culture, aesthetics, humor, food, history, and %
the like -- and some interest in formally recognig-
1ng those ties. Slnce at the present religious con-
version 1s the only way that a non-Jew can become a
member of the Jewlsh people, non-religilous Gentiles
are clearly shut out. Yet, ironleally, in Israel a -
non-Jew can become a citilzen of the state ‘and thus,
in a secular sense, a member of the Jewish people.
Cf. Mordecai Roshwald, "Who is a Jew in Israel?"
Jewish Journal of Sociology 12:2 (1970), pp.233-266.

Perhaps some such extra-halachiec formulation for
recognizing the secular-Jewish status of Gentilles
may also be possible and desireable in dealing with
non-Jews marrled to Jews in America.




Chapter 5

JEWS WHO MARRY NON~-JEWS: DEVIANTS BY DESIGN OR BY DEFAULT

In one of the earlliest social sclentific studles of
Jewish'intermarriage in America, James S. Slotkin deline-
atéd ahout a half-dozen character types into which Jewish

1 jis typology was essen-

exopamists might be classified.
tially a psychological one, and his pioneering efforts
clearly channeled the attention of later students.toﬁards

the personal traits of exogamists as possible explanations

for their cholce of,mates.2 To be sure, many have studled

the soclal structural circﬁmstances of Jewlsh exogamists
as well in their search for an explanation of Jewish in-
termarriage. They have emphasizéd the importan;e-of such
factors as distance frbm-immigrant‘generation, 1evel;of‘
religious and secular education, occupationai statﬁs;land
the availability of a large Jewlsh "field of eligibles™

3 But both approaches, the psychological

during ‘courtship.
and the social stfuctural, have taken as their axiomatic
point of departure that the Jew who marries a non—Jéw is
a deviant.

From a purely statlstical point of view, of course,

the assumption that Jews who marry non-Jews are deviants,

is correct. Since they have, at least untll very recent-
ly, always constituted a tiny minority among the vast ma-~
Jority of endogamously married they were naturally seen as
peculiarly different from the norm, by laymen and profesz

sionals alike, There is an additional, and probably more
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important reason that the study of Jewlsh exogamy has alé
Wayvs assumeq-that exopamlists afe.deviants.//ft is the
fear of assimilation and tﬁe loss of group identity, so
deeply lingrained in Jewish conscliousness, which we dis-
cussed earlig;ﬁ/ The vallidity of that fear has beep,'ap;
parently, accebtea by most professional students of Jew-
ish[intermarriages.at least implicitly. Thus, the ques-
tions they have tried to answer by way of research héve
focuséed on the hersonal and structural factors which
might ‘account for the deviant, and presumablv assimila-
tionlst, path chosen by the Jewish exogamists.

The nearly axiomatic nature of this model of Jewish
exogamy has made it an almost foregode conclusion that
those Jews who marry non-Jews do, indeed, "marry out" ang
will, eventually, be lost to the Jewilsh co’mrnun:ity.‘"1 How-
ever, the model itself has never been the subject of sys-
tematlc investigation. Are the Jews who marry non-Jews
really rebels against the norms and lifestyle of their
parents? Do théy really mean to break with the culture

and community of thelr ancestors? Since hints to the

contrary have been gradually'fofthcoming in recent yeérs;;

the empirical investigation of the popular assumption has
been one of the key objectives of this study.

In this chapter we will examine somelof the social
charaeteriét;cs and socialization experiences of the Jew-
Ish exogamists in our sample. But we shall refrain from

assuming, a prlori, that they are deviants.in any but the




statistical sense. We shall try to establish empirical-

ly the ways and the extent to which they_are or are}not‘
deviant from normative Jewish patterns of think;ng and |
iiving, especlally from those of theilr parents.: If we.
are unable to estabiish such empirlcal evidence, we may
have to conclude that. Jewlsh exogamists are deviants on-
1ly by default, not by design. Let‘us begin by exarmining
in some detaill just who are the Jews who marrled nOn—Jewg.
We have seen already in the previous chapter that
‘most Jewish exogamists (65.7%) are men, clustered in pro-.
fessional and executive level occupations, secularly well

IJ
educated, and from largely middle-class or better family

backgrounds. We have alsc seen, in Table 7 above, that
“most of the Jewlish women who have married non-Jews have
come from the younger age cohorts, under the age of fqrty,
It bears noting that about two-thirds of the born-Jewish
women were employed 6utside the home. Someﬁhat fewer pﬁ
the born-Gentile women were so employed (which 1s probab-
ly a functlon of age differences). Also, the born-Jewlsh
women who were employed génerally held higher status oc=-
cupations than the non-Jewlsh women who were employed out-
slde of the home. |

We have also seen in Chapter 3 that our born-Jewish
respondents came proportionally from all three of the ma-
Jor branches of American Jewry. Nearly 707 of their par-

ents had belonged to a synagogue of some sort, and about

58% of the men and U46% of the women had recelved some




type of formal Jewish education in their youth. How much

and of what kind are summarized in the tables below.

o o ~ Table 37

Amount and Type of Jewish Education by Sex

Amount of Jew- Born-Jewish Born-Jewish

ish Education Males - Females

1l - 5 years 29.0 i 38.0

6 or + years 19.0 | 8.0

No Answer/

None 2.0 54,0
100.0 ~100.0

Type of Jewish
Education

Day school or

yeshiva _ ‘ 11,7 3.0

Sunday school -

or afternoon - ' 6.9 62.6

school

Yiddish school . - ’ .

or other (e.g. 6.5 8.4

tutoring)

Can't recall 16.7 26.0
'100.0 100.0

The distribution of types of Jewish education appears to

be conSistent with general patterns in the Américan'Jéw—

ish community, as reported by the National Jewlsh Popul-
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ation Study. The amount, on the other hand, seems'to Qe
considerably less for both men and women than 1s charac=-
teristic of the Jewish population at 1arge.b Taken togeth—
er, these findings seem to corrdborate arguments advanced
by Geoffrey Bock and by Harold Himmelfarb that quantity of
Jewlsh education is more important than type of Jewlsh
schooliﬁg iﬁ the over-all Jewishness of America's JeWs;7'
In other Qordé, if we assume for the moment that intérmér-
riage is an indicator of relatively "weak Jewishness", it
appears that those who lntermarry differ from the general
Jewish popﬁlation more in terms of the amount of Jewish ‘ed-
ucation they recelve than iﬁ'terms of the kind of education
they receive.

We should note here the contrast between the reli—_,
gious education of our born-Jewlsh respondents and that‘
of their bhorn-Gentile spouses. Only i5% of our‘born-Gen—
tile males and 23% of our born=Gentile females had réééi%ed
formal religlious education. Thus, although many'of‘oﬁr;

born-Jewlsh respondenté are not as well educated Jewishly

as the American Jewish population at large, most rédéi&ed more

forma; education about their Jewish backgrounds than their
born-Gentilé mates about their own.rellgious backgrouhds}
A number of the social structural characteristics of
Jewish exogamlsts which have been described by earlier
students of the subject are confirmed by our survey. Ap-
proximately 95% of our born-Jewish respondents are Ameri-

can born, and almost as large a proportion had at least
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one parent who was born in the United States. However,
nearly three-quarters of our respondents (72.3%) had at
least one grandparent on both the paternal and:the ma-

ternal side who were foreign-born. According to NJPS

£ estimates about 58% of the American Jewish population 3
1s native-born but of foreign parents, and only about
1
‘l 20% are. native-born and of native-born parents. Clear- {
- E¢ 1y, our sample of intermarried Jews is much more perva- h
- I |
sively "American" than the general Jewish population. w
I
, !
Nearly half of our respondents had parents who were both L
d- born in America. ;M
i f
on In terms of secular education we would have to clas- 1%
) ' i
sify our sample as high achievers. The table below shows ‘ ;ﬂ
their.diétribution in éomparison to thelr born-Gentile ‘ i¥
mates. ‘ ' ' | ‘ iﬂ
Table 38 — : !ﬁ
red Educational Certification by Religion by Sex
Educatlional ' Born-Jewlsh Spouse Born-Gentile Spouse
Certlification
7 Male Female Male Female |
I
1 more High school dip- -
. loma or less I, g T.2 10.9 18.1
Ly : . o
Some college (eg. ‘ .
. n A.A, or similar) 24T 10.7 5.8 5.1
f BqA./B-S. OI‘ Sim-
ilar 41.6 42.3 : 27.1  45.3
M.AI/MIS. OI‘ Sim“ i
- 1lar ' 144 31.5 . 22.2 22.9 '
- M.D./J.D./DDS. | 27.7 2.7 - 20.9 . 2.7
| Ph.D. or similar 6.3 3, Y 9.5 1.5
| |
5 | I
‘ Other 2.3 1.3 3.8 h.2
160.0 T00.0 100.0 " 100.0




These figures, t00, show our sample.of,bornrJewish_respon-
B

dents to be different from the general Jewlsh population.™

Substantially larger proport-.ons of our sample were_inmthe

highest achlevement categories, even when we controlled for
age. |

While we are on the subJect of secular education, it
s interesting to observe that significantly more of our.
born-Jewlish female respondents were married to born—Gentile
men who were at the same educatlonal level as they than was
the case for born-Jewish men and their sSpouses.

Table 39
- Similarity of Educatilonal Levels by Sex

Born-Gentile Born-Gentile .

Male - Female
Equcational level same
as born-Jewish spouse's 28.0 16.0 .
Educational level dif- . _
ferent from born-Jewlsh ; 72.0 84.0
spouse's :
NOTE: the above difference was:statisticaliy signi-

ficant at p.<.03

A1l of the figures on education confirm our earlier point
about the pattern of differences between born—Jewish and
born=Gentile spouses on the dimension of_socio-economie
status. |

However, the sometime held notlon that certaln types
of academlc institutions or;subjects of major concentration
tend to be favored by the intermarried does not seem to be

borne out by our data, as the tables below show.
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Table 40 e’ e L
) Type of School at.which Advanced Degree was Obtained-
g Born-Jdewish Spouse Born-Gentile Spouse ﬂ
T Male . Female Male Female ?
E | : : |
3 Ivy League 19.2 10.4 15.3 W ’%
| LT _
' Major Private > 240 | 27.2 23.7  24.8 !
-gL Minor Private 13.2 . 13.8 15.7, 25,2 ;
g g
le | State University ‘ 26.4 29.2 ‘ - 20.2 25.2 5
| . iy
as State College 7.8 6.1 . _ 5.3 9.1 HJ
Community College 1.0 - 3.3 5.5 1.5 f
Other 8.4 8.4 14,2 9.0 ja
Hed
100.0  100.0 100.0 100.0 i
- il
h
Hl
il
i
Table 41 K
Major in College [ﬁ
:."I
Norn=Jewlish Spouse Born—Gentilé Spouse ?y
lMale " Female Male Female ;
Arts g loL!‘ K 1"‘.8” 15.2 8.7
. Business 16.8 5.7 18.7 o 6.h
Education - 2.4 - 20,0 . 10,2 14.9 ?l
Humanities 19.6 22.9 ©10.7 . 25.9 .
J |
Sciences 26.5 8.9 ) 16.6 13.6
. Social Sciences 21.4 24,1 21.9 . 21.9 f
{ Oth : \ K
ton | er 11.6 13.7 6.7 9.5
be 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0




The figures in the above table suggest that intermarriers
are distributed rather widely &nd in substantlal propor-
tions among the various types of institutions of higher

education, as well as among the areas of major concentra-

tion. It is interesting to note, parallel wilth our find-

" ing of similarity in the educational levels of born—Jewish

women and their bhorn-Gentlle husbands, that born-Jewish

women were also slgnificantly more likely to marry men who

had attended the same college as they did.
« / -

Table 42

Proportion of Rorn-Jewish Respondents
Receliving Degreee from Same College as Spouse

Male Female
Degree from same college 19.6 32.6
Degree not from same col  80.4 67.4

100.0  100.0

NOTE: the above difference was stétistically significant
at - p. <.01

Inasmuch as the college soclal milieu has been seen by many

observers as one of the factors promoting intermarrilage bet-

ween Jews and non—Jews, our flgures suggest that 1t is a

factor that does not effect young men and young women egual-

ly. erish young women are more likely to be effected by it

directly than their brothers.
This last finding was corroborated by our interview
data. We had asked our respondents to tell us about the

circumstances under which they met their spouses. Very
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much in line wilth the above table, 21% of our born-Jewish .

males indicated that they met their present mates at col-

lege, -while 287 of our born-Jewish females indicated that

they met thelr spouses this way.

Table 43

Circumstances of Meeting Reported,by Born-Jews

Met at college

Met in some Job related
setting

Met through introduc-
tion by friends

Other. or combination
of above

The reason that such
the impact of the college
born-Jewlsh men and women

ther educational goals of

Male Female
21.7 28. 4
22.1 17.4
33.3 22.7
22.9 31.6

100.0 100.0

a discrepancy seems to occur in
setting on the mate choices of

is probably linked to the fur-

the men. Since more of them will

seek further education, and are therefore more likely to

marry at a later age, they are less likely to . select their

mates from among the women, be they Jewish or Gentile, whom

they meet at college.

" Other structural factors which have been advanced in

previous'research as possible explahatiohs for the ineci-

dence of intermarriage among dJews, such as-the Jewish pop-

ulation density of the area in which a person grows'upqand




the composition of his or her peers during the teen-dge
V2

vears, find only'uncertain support 1n our data. Silnce

our sample was gathered in major centers of Jewish pop--
ulatlon, in well defined Jewlsh communities, we are not -
in the position to detérmine whether the lncldence of |
intermarriage is greater in placés wlth lesser‘Jewiéh
populations. THowever, it is interesting to observe howu
large a proportion of our total born-Jewish respcndents_
had grown up in the New York metropolitan area. Although
only about 30% of our sample ié from this area —-Vinclud—

ing Long Island and Westchester —-- nearly 407 were born

in it and over 35% were raised in it during their teen-age

years, It 1s also interesting to observe that about 607
of our respondents currently live in an area that is

within a twenty-five mile radius of their parents, sib-

lings, or some_other'relatives.,/lt appéars that a major- -

ity of our born-Jewish respondents grow into adulthood in’
densely Jewish areas of residence and settled in these
same'areasy/

These observatlons appear to cast some doubt over

the notlon that residence in a densely Jewish (non-ghetto)"

area might act as an.effective iﬂsulation against the in-
cldence of intermarriage. It may well be that growing up
in an area that has a very sparse Jewish population‘does
increase_the likelihood that a Jew willl marry a non—iew.
But, in fact, the great majorilty of Jewish exogamlists do

not grow up in such areas.
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The relationship between one's peers and dates in
the teen years and subsequent Intermarriage also appears
somewhat hazy in_light of our data.:

| Tabie by

Peers and Dates of Born-Jews in the Teen Years

MALE FEMALE
Background : ‘
Composition Peers Dates Peers Dates
ALl Jews S 7.20 5.0 8.6 15.1
Mostly Jews - 'ﬁ’.lh}‘VRS.E 38.7 31.2
About half Jews 30,5 42.8  31.5  31.0
Mostly non-Jews 15.6 20,9  19.6  17.8°
All non-Jews \fl‘ ‘}Sf:: 3.6 .8 1.6
Can't recall :3 .8 2.1 .8 . 3,4

100,0 - 100.0  100.0 100.0

Keeping in mind‘that aller our réSpondents are, in fact,
married to people who wefeinot born-Jewish, 1t 1s intereét-
ing to observe that more}pﬁéﬁ half of our male réspondents
and nearly half of our female respondents had mostly or all
Jewlsh friends during their thn ye@;gf Among the women, -
nearly that same prbportion héd dated mostly or exciusively
Jewish mgnv/’fet, tﬁeyvhll,intérmarried. The above .table
also highlights the fact that interdating does not mean
that Jewish yoﬁﬁg men and women would date non-Jews only.
The great majqrity have datpd both. Thus, intefmarriage
can hardly be attributed to the unavailability of a fileld

of eligibles, The "causes" of intermarriage must be found §

in other factors.

g E R




In this chapter, .so far, we have looked mainly at

some of the demographic and bilographie characteristics
of our sample of Jewish exogamists. It is interesﬁing
to note that in most respecfs we'have‘not found them to
differ from the American Jewish public at large. They
do seem to receive substantially less formal Jewish ed-
ucation than the aVerage)‘qnd they appear to be more A~
mericanized and more educaQed inlterms of amount of sec-
ular eaucatioﬁ. While‘veﬁy;few‘had an exclusively Jew-
ish friendship group or dated excluslvely Jewish partners
during the teen years, theigreat majority also did‘not
mix exclusively or even ﬁeetly wlth non-Jews during this
period. In this reSpeet, tod, they may not differ much
from the American Jewish pepuiation at large. According
to the National Jewish Population Study only about 407 of
the non-intermarried JeWQVhéd‘dated'Jews exclﬁsively. The
majority of the endogamousiy married had also dated Gen-
tiles at least "sometimes"eif not "a lot",

At this point we:ShQuid dlrect our attention to some
of .the more intimate?detéila of our respondents family
clrecumstance, especially to their relationship with par-
ents which might shed light on their decision to marry
someone who was not Jewiah by birth, This interactional
perspective should also- guide us toward some of the con-
sequences of ;ntermarriage,‘which are the maln subject of
this study. What kind or'feiationahip did our sample of

Jewish exogamlste have with their parents while they were
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peing raised? What kind of relationship did theilr parents
nave with each other (which.might have shaped their views J/
of endogamous Jewlsh marriages)? What kinds of attitudes
did their parents imvart to them concerning Jewish identi-
ty and religiosity?

As we have seen above, more than two-thirds of the
parents of our respondents had belonged to a synagogue or
terple while the latter were growing up. However, our
respondents do not recall thelr parents as being especial-
ly religlous, as we have seen in Table 24, above. The
great majority recall them as being "somewhat" or "slightly" 'j
rellgious. More than 107 recall them as eveh non-religious
or anti religioﬁs. When wezidok'at how parents socialized
their children (viz; how Jéwish‘intermarrieds recall their
parents injunctions) we find some contrasts between objec~
tive and subjective faétors;

Relatively few of our respondents recall thelr par-
ents as being insistent that they observe religious ritu-
als (about 207 recall thelr fathers and 217 their mothers
as such)J‘ On the other hand, twice as many recall them as
placing great emphasis on the individual identifying him-
self with the Jewlsh neople. In other words, our respon-
dents recall thelr parents, for the most part, as placing f/
greater emohasis on the former's general "sense of being
Jewish" than emphasizing an& particular set of practices.lz
For most of our respondents Jewlshness éeems to héve been

transmitted as a generalized attitude rather than as a
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pattérn of habits and skills by which they might live as

Jews. As we shall see below, thls general "sense of be-
ing Jewish" does not appear to diminish as a result of
intermarriage. Of course, one wonders for Just how many'
generations it remains transmissible without specific

nerms of behavior. But these matters shall concern us

~only in later chapters. For now, our attention is still

focussed on the relationship of our born-Jewish respon-

dents to their parents.

The emotlonal climaﬁe of the home has sometimes been
blamed for impelling young Jews, men especially, into exo-
gamy. Domineering mothers stand out as symbols of what the
youﬁg man hopes to avoild in hils future wife, and passive
fathers stand out as symbols of what young women would not
want in their husbands. While our interviews provided us
with glimpses of such negatlve stereotypes, our survey
supgested the pervasiveness of a far more pleasdnt home
milieu. Asking our respondents to characterize the rela-

tlonshlp between their parents, we found the following.

Warm, lo°

0ften Ron
basicallr

Fearful,
Resent fu.

Donineer:
Exploita-

Coid, Lo

Can't re

The:!
by .
epo:
shi;
mos
the
wary
cei
And
elt!

ful



o0

Table 45 gi

Respondents! Perception of Parents' Relationship
{by sex of respondent)

Expressions of Expressions of
Feellng by Fa- Feeling by Mo-

ther towards ther towards

Mother Father

Male = Memale Male Female
& varn, loving, Friendly 64.1 68.8  73.8 59. 4 | il
f,gften Rough, but
WMrasically caring 24,8 16,8 12.6° 14,0
-?gFearful, Servlle, ‘
il Resent ful 1.8 2.2 b1 7.0
f\Dmﬁneering, lTostlle, o
Exploitative ke . bL b4 9.2
{ﬂCold, Loveless : 2.?_ 3s1 2.2 1.5
P cantt recaln 2.8 2.8 2.9 5.9

- 100.0 100.0 120.0 100.0

These flgures hardly bear out the caricature made notorious fj
by Philllp Roth, of henpecked Jewish husbands married to B
ego~-centric viragos. Nor does the fear of such relation- X

ships seem to play an important part in the inner life.of

the born-Jewish men percéive theilr mothers as having been
warm, loving and friendlyv towards their fathers than per-

ceive thelr fathers as having those emotional qualities.

b
_2 most of our respondents. Indeed, it appears that more of
And only a very small minority perceive thelr parents of
I

either sex as having been domineering, servile, or resent-

% ful towards the other.




While the relationshilp between the parents of our
born-Jewish respondents seéms, for the most part, to be
compatible and warm, the relationship between our res-
pondents and their parents'appeafs to be a blt more am-
biguous. We had asked our respondents to indicate the
closeness of their relationship to-thelr mothers and fa—
thers while they were still living at home with them.
For the purposes of tﬁis rating question we provided a
five point scale on which a.score of one (1} indicated
a dlstant relationship and a score of five (5) lndicated
a very close relationship. The everege amount of close-
ness with fathers was 3.09 and the average amount of
closeness with mothers was 3.58. While these flgures
do point more 1in theedirection‘of close :elationships
with parents, especlally mothers, than in the direction
of estrangement it 1s difficult to determine whether or
not these scores are typical of Jews in general. It
should be pointed out that only a small proportiOn of
respondents indicated a clearly distant relationship
with their parents (15.0% with fathers and 7.2% with mo-
thers). Therefore, ‘on the whole, we would have to cone

clude that Jews who marry non-Jews appear to grow up in

- a stable and pleasant home environment, which does not

seem to cultivate seeds of eventual rejection.
While on the subject of relationship between parents

and children, 1t is also interesting to observe the fate

of these relationships in the 1lives of our respondents as

they grew into adulthood.
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Table 4Hb6

Evolutlon of Relationship to Parents
as Respondent Grew Into Adulthood

To Father To Mother

Became much more distant 5.3 6.2
Became a bit more dlstant | 12.9 20.3
NO CHANGE | 50,9 51.8
Became a bit closer 15.0 13.8
Became much closer . 15.9 7.9

100.0  100.0

If we may take our:respondents at thelr word, and we must,
thelr relationships.ﬁith thelr parents did not seem to un-
dergo any drastic éhahgeszas they grew older and established
homes and familles of their own. Indeed, more than 30%

seem to have grown closer to théir fathers, whlle less

than 207 seem to have grown more distant from them. The

fate of mothers seems to be the reverse.

The proximity of the reiationship between parents
and ‘their grown children is further corroborated by in-
formation regarding viéitihg and telephoning habits. We
find that more than a.third, about 35% of our born-Jewish
respondents see thelr parents about once a week and an
Oother 21.3% see their parents at least once a month. A-
bout 82% speak to theilr parents by phone at least once a

. '3
Week and almost 20% speak to them dally. Whlle these

Faceless statistics do not permit us to make any observa-




tlons about the guality of famlly visits or of the phone
conversations between the parents and thelr grown child-
ren, they strongly suggest that family tles continue to
bind generation to generation despite intermarriage.

To get'a sense of thé quality of the relationshiﬁ
between parents and thelr exogamous children we asked
our respondents whether visiting wlth their parents héd

become more pleasant or less pleasant slnce they have

‘gotten married. About half (48.47) found no change 1n

the quality of their visits. About a third (31.7%) felt
that 1t is more pléésapt to,visit-their parents since
they have gotten marrieq.ﬂ_Less than ten (7.9%) percent
felt that its more_unﬁleé;anﬁ to get together with their
parents since tﬁeyfvé‘gottén married. The remainihglEO%
simplj ignored the gﬁegtién; Thils last group includes

mostly respondents whose parents are deceased.

‘One final comment about the relationship between

our respondents and their parents: we had asked our res-

pondents to compare the#r owh relationshlp with theirr
pérents to the relationship of any of thelr married sib-
lings with their parerts."Fdrtj (40%) percent indicated
that their relationship with:pﬁrents was closer tﬁaﬁ

those of thelr siblings, and an other 41.3% suggested

that there was no dirference‘ih their respective relation-

ships. Less than twenty (18.3%) percent thought that '

thelr siblings had better relationships with their parents.
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Since we lack comparable data on endogamously married
Jews wlth regard to all of the above questlons pertaining
to relatlionship with parents, it 1s difficult to establish
with certainty whether or not Jewlsh exogamlsts are "norm-
al" or deviant in these mattefs. However, on the face of
the data themselves-theyleppear‘to'ee models of the fermer.
Yet, there is one areanof interaction with parents in which
deviance should surface quite;easily even without a com-

parative sample of non—infermarried Jews: that 1s, the in— '

\

teraction surrounding the whole issue of intimate relationsr

P

with non-Jews. .

It is penerallv assumed that Jewlsh parents are vehe—.
mently opposed to. their children dating and marrying non-
Jews. In this respect,ithen, deviance from parental values

should be apparent.,

But the opposition of most of the parents Vi

(R
i

of our respondents seems tbfhave been somewhat muted. To -
be sure, some of our respohdents reported biltter fights"
with their pafents about tﬁeir own impending marfiage'to
a non-Jew. fhowe#er1:the pettern of parental.tolerance
for soclal mixing with Gentiles seems to have begun early
in the soclalization process.//ﬁe asked our respondents
to indicate how their parents felt about their‘friendship
with non-Jews, thelr dating non-Jews, and marrilage between
Jews and non~Jews in generél. The table below is a sum~
mary of theif responses. As we shall, while there 1s no
cleaf pattern of an approving attitude regarding these

matters, parental opposition is also not clearly expressed,

especially not during the adolescent years.




Table 47

Parents! Attitudes Toward Frlendship, Dat-
ing, and Marrlage Between Jews and Gentiles

FATHER ' MOTHER

Friend- Dat- Mar- Friend- Dat- Mar-
ship ing riage ship ing rilage

strongly 6 11.5 19.7 .9 12.7 21.3
opposed L o _ H
opposed 6.7  33.4 39.5 11.0  38.9 39.7
no opinion 58.0 h8.5 35.0 53.9 41,1 33.7
approved 29.2 6.6 5.8 27.6 6.3 5.1
strongly

approved - 5.1 REER  Wkkx 6.3 .9 .3

100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 -

Because these.figureé_réport on the'attitudes that
intermarrieds attribﬁfe,to’their parents they are highlj
suggestive of the/éocialization process.which seems to
preceed Intermarriage. Jéwish parents appear to grow
less non-commital about théir children's associations_‘
with non-Jews as thos;;relationships mature from child-
hood to adulthood. Moderate‘opposition takes the plaée_
of the erstwhille abSence Qf opinion or of previous ap-
proval. Despite thesé changeé, it 1s Interesting to ob-
servelfhat a.substantial‘third.of the parents remain 6f
nd opinion, and only a_minority exXpress strong opposlitlon
even to marrlage between Jéws and non-Jews. 7

To the extent that parental opposition }s expressed

towards exogamy, most young Jews;are bound to experience
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it as an abrupt change from thelr previous soclalization.

Moreover, slnce tﬁe apparent turn—about.comes'at a time

92

!
!

in 1life when young adults are most liberated from their f

. J
parents, the parental opposition 1s bound to fall on deaf!

ears, In.other_words, 1f intermarriage is seen as ipso )
facto deviance from parental norms and values, it is a
form of deviance which stems as much from confusion conQ_

cerning those values and;nofms as it does from their re-

jection, _ C ‘ .

Looking back over'ouf_investigation of the);élation-

ship between our respdndents and their parents

our statistics lead us to conclude that, ¥’
so far as the parental factor is concerned: (a) most of
the parents of eiogamous'Jéws.had provided thelr chiid—
ren with soclalizatlon experiences == especlally in the
realm of association with nénuJews -- whilch made inter-
marriage plausible as a noﬁ-deviant life choice, (b)
ﬁost were not nearly as vehemently opposed to thelr off-
spring marrying ﬁon-Jews aé‘dne would suppose based on
the conventional wisdom, ahd, finally, (c) the relation-
ships of exogamous Jews wlth thelr parents'did not seem
to suffer-dramaticallj as a result of theilr exogany.
Most importantly, our statisties and interviews do not
Support the notion that Jews who intermarry had grown up
in homes where they had heavily strained.relationships

with their parents, or where parents had stralned rela-

tionships among themselves. At least so far as these




domestlec matters are concerned, untll evidence 1s provid-

ed to the contrary, we will have to assume that Jewish
exogamists are not all that different from their endoga-

mous brothers and sisters,

Perhaps the most telling relationship between ouf
respondents and thelr parents 1s reflected 1n the ﬁro—
portion of those who still identified themselves by the
religlon or ethnic heritagé into which they were born.
The table below summarizes the paths which our born-Jew-
1sh respondents have chosen. As the figures show, only

a handful have opted for alternate religious ldentities.

Table 48

Current Relilgilous Identlfication of Born-Jewlsh Spouses
(as reported by respondents themselves)

Male Female
Jewish ‘ 73.0 €9.0.
Catholic : CRERE EXE®
Protestant : 1.7 .6
Unitarian : - b5 2.8
No Answer/None, 20.8 27.6

]

iioo,o 100.0
The bulk of the respondents in the last category simply
did not answer the questlon. How one interprets their
non-response, of course, willl alter one's assessment of
the extent to which Jewlsh exogamists have rejected iden-
tification with the group whose ldentity they bore at

birth and in echildhood.

m

(3}
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The ambigulty of the last category notwithstanding,
the above table plalinly indicates that the great majority !5
of Jews married to born-Gentile spouses choosé to ldenti-

fy themselves as Jews. This finding corroborates earlier

findings by the National Jewlsh Population Study, as well

as findings by Caplovitz and Sherrow in theilr study of

feld 1in a study of intermarriage among small-town Jews in
the South,
It 1s Important to recall here that the self-identi-

fication patterns of the horn-Gentile spouses to whom our

Jewlish respondents are married differ sharply from the i-‘

P R g
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dentificatlon patterns of phe latter, as we have seen in

=y

the previous chaptef. Of the born-Gentile males 16% had

descrlbed themselves as Jewlsh, and of the born-Gentile
ferales 36% described themselves as Jewish. We note pa- . %;
renthetically that only 1l4% of the born-Gentile males and :;
27% of the born—GentiIe females had actually converted to it
Judaism. In other words, Gentlle females who had not con- ‘ -
verted are nore apt to“identify as Jewish anyway. But

even the majority who did ﬁot_convert nor ldentifiled them-
selves as Jewlsh inforﬁallf, did not retailn identification
wlth the group identity of thelr birth, as we have seen in

Table 36 ahove. In short, Intermarriage tends to produce more |

Gentiles who come to identify as Jews than it produces Jews

who identify as Gentiles. Also, Intermarriage 1s more likely

apostasy among college students, and findings by Schoen-
' to result in apostasy among the Gentile partners than among [L

the Jewish partners. ‘ |




Summary

In thils chapter we had set out to describe some of
the soclal-demographic background characteristics of our
- sample of Jewish exogamists, and to describe some of
their.socialization expefiences In childhood and young
adulthood which might account for their exogamous marriage
cheiee. Inasmuch as exogamy and the assimllation to which
it is presumed to lead have always been regarded as the

uitimate f Jewish devlance, we have sought after

information which mipht indicate the deviance of the in-

termarried. We have 1imitted ourselves to indiecators of

deviance pertalning to selfwidentification and relations
with parents because it 1s in these two areas that one is

most likely to find consensus among American Jews as to
-Just what constitutes deviance. In subseqﬁent chapters we
will look at other important indicators as well.

We have found that Jews who intermarry come from all
the varilous sub-populations of the community pretty mucﬁ
in the proportion to. the size the various sub—populations.
While men have historically been far more frequent exo-
gamists, we found thatfthe gap 1s closing rapidly. The’
table below illustraﬁes fhis point quite precisely.

| | Table 49 |

Sex Distribution of Rorn-Jewish Respondents by Age

Under Qver

20 20~-29  30-39 hp-49 50-59
Male ki 46.2  50.2.  79.7 72.0 90.l
Female %% 53.8 40.8 20.3 28.0

- 100.0 160.0 1I00.0 TO00.0 100.
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é ﬁ '~ The main religious branches of American Jewry seem to produce
' their proportienate share of Jewlsh exogamists, as do fam-

11ies where parents belonged to a synagogue, as do the:

various types of Jewish educatlonal institutions. On the |
other hand, Intermarriers do appear.to come dlsproportion- |

ately from hackgrounds where the auantity of Jewlsh educa-

tion they received wés less than‘is generally the case for

rﬁfigiggg_ggys.; TEEEﬂgigg;Epmé from famllies in whilch the_i_

|
|
{
|
J parents are not perceived.as. strongly.religious. For the
L srmanain sl
rost part Jewlsh exogamists also do not recall their par- . \
1
|

ents as having "pushed" them towards the observance of Jew-
.ish rituals. A large min6rify=(@ 40%) recall thelr parents
as showineg a strong preferehce that they ldentify themselves
as Jews, and thergfeat,majority indicate that thelr parents
showed an almost implicit‘préference for this type of iden-

tiflcation.

Perhaps as a result, the great majority of our born-

Jewlsh respondents continue to identify themselves as Jews
despite thelr exogamous marriage. At least in this res-
pect, they are clearly'not-deviant from identification .pat-
fterns established iﬁ‘éarlylsocialization. They seen ‘toc
share the pattern of ééif—;dentification In common not only
with theilr parents but with the larger Amerlcan Jewish pop-
ulation as well. o |

The personal relatiohship of Jewlsh Intermarrieds. with

Over
their parénts also does not appear to be devlant. The ma- ,J
|
90.4 Jority appear to have had good relationships with their ‘
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parents prior to marriage, which contihue and not 1lnfreq-
uently improve after marriage.

As we‘shall see in the chapters which follow, there.
a number of attitudinal and behavioral dimenslons on which _i 1.
ngish intermarrieds differ cbnsiderably from those Jews .
who are endogamously married. However, as the background jf 9,
patterns in this chapter suggest, thelr deviance may 5e 1

the result of long-term patterns of soclalization from

-- - 3.
childhood into adulthood and not a sign of active rejec-
tion of Jewish norms and values. In that sense we may
prefer to think of them as deviants by default rather than as

4.

deviants by design.
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James 8. Slotkin, "Jewish-Gentile Marriage in Chica-
go," American Soclologlical Review 7:1 (February,
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Cf. Tirich Rosenthal, "Studies of Jewish Intermarriage

in the United States," American Jewish Yearbook, 1963;
also, Sidnev Goldstein and Calvin Goldschelder, "Sociw
al and Deropraphlec Aspects of Jewish Intermarriages,"

Soclial Problems 13 (Soeping, 1966), pp. 386-299,

For a thorough and articulate exposition of this
theme see the work of the sociologlst-rabbil, Albert
I. Gordon, Intermarriage: Interfaith, Interracial,
Interethnic, (Boston: Beacon Press, 1964), pp. 306-
373. .

Most notable are the findings of the National Jewish
Population Study, whieh reports that the rreat major-
ity of Intermarried Jews identify themselves and tend
to ldentify their children as Jews whether their born-
Gentile mates converted or not. See, Fred Massarlk,
"Explorations in Intermarriage," American Jewish Year-
book, 1973.

Cf. Walter I. Ackerman, "Jewish Educatlon--For What?"
American Jewish Yearbook, 1969. In this study it is
estimated that about 80% of America's Jewish children
recelve sone form of formal Jewish education. In more
recent years that estimate has been recalculated down-
ward. Some hints as to the amounts of Jewish educa-
tion received by America's Jews comes from the work of
Marshall Sklare and Joseph Greenblum, The Lakeville
Studles, Vol. I: Jewish Identity on the Suburban
Frontier, (New York: Basic Books, 1967), p. 296.

Tahle G-1
Mumber of Years of Jewish Fducation
Recelved by Jewish Adults
(in Lakeville)

Male Female




Table 9-1 : . ; 13.
(cont'd) o
Years . Male = Female
1-4 237~ 307
5 - € 199 197
2 or + 237 209
7. Geoffrey E. Dock, "Does Jewish Education Matter?"

1n.

11,

12.

Paper prepared for an American Jewlsh Committee } -
Colloquiur on Jewilsh Education, 1975; Harold S. =
Nirmelfarhb, The Impact of Relipgious Schoollng: The

Effects of Jewish Education on Adult Religious. In-

volvement, unpublisnhed Ph.D, dissertation, (Univer-

sity of Chicaro, 1974). : '

Cf. Alvin Chenkin, "Demographlic Highllpghts of the
Hational Jewish Population Study," mimeo, no date,
(Couneill of Jewish Federations & Welfare Funds,
H.Y.). Accordinp to this report the educational
prattern of America's Jews 1s as follows:

Male Female
High school 22.5. 35.3
Some college 17.3 21.0
College ' 14,9 13.6
M,A./M.S., etc. 10.5 8.2
Professional 11.9 1.4
Ph.D. or similar . Sl 1.0

NOTE: figures do not surm to unity because "other"
and “mis51np" categorles are not shown.

Cf. Lee J. Levinger, "The Disappearing Small-town
Jew," Commentary . (August, 1952), p. 157.

Massarik, op.cit., American Jewish Yearbook, 1973
reports that Intermarriers seem to show a much higher
incidence of interdating prilor to marrilage than Jews
who are endogamously married.

Ibid., p. 2N5, Table 13 corroborates this finding.

I belleve that this finding 1s an important refine-
ment of Massarik's finding clted above.
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- 17. Unfortunately we lack any comparable data on non- 1
i E intermarried Jews. On the other hand, we found K

| ol that the horn-Gentile spouses of our Jewlsh res- H
1 pondents tended to speak with thelr parents less |
3 freauently. Only 45% of them spoke to their par- §
3 ents at least once a week. For a very remote ;
3 comparison, see, Bert N, Adams, Kinship in an Ur- :
1 ban Setting (Chicapgo: Markham Publishing Co.,, _ :
E ‘ 196c¢), p. U5. His data are drawn on a non=Jewish 15
1 propulation 1n Greenshoro, N.C. in 1962. He found E
] that T70% of his respondents spoke to their parents
3 2t least once a week i1f they lived In the same city.
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Chapter 6

INTERMARRIAGE AND THE JEWISH KIN NETWORK

Iﬁ the p:evious chabteré wé have palnted witﬁinum;
bers, and in broad bfushstrokes, the general features of
the Jews”who marry non-Jéwé as well as their born4Gentile
spouses. The pnurpose of these descriptive chapters ﬁas
to estabhlish some of the‘parameters within which inter-
married couples organize their lives. We have also tried
to ldentify some of the factors which enter into the ex-
change process betwee@ bdrn-Jewish and born-Gentile mates.

However, as we indicated at the very beginning of
this report, the primary objective of our study was to
identify the salient‘conéequences of intermarriage on
those aspects of famiiy and personal 1life whieh are con-
sidered to have thé greateét potential effect on the fu-
ture of Jewlsh communal 1ife in America. Therefore, in
this and subsequent chapters we will try to tease out .in

some detail the impacts of intermarriage on relations

- with parents, on the relationship between the couples

themselves, on the expressions of Jewlshness on the part
of the born-Jdews énd;their‘mates, and on chlldrearing
rlans and practices,

In this chapter we begln that process of teasing
out the impacts of‘intermarriage by examining the rela-

tionship between exogamous Jews and their parents prior

fto and since thelr marrlage.
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The concern that parents have 1n general, and that
Jewlsh parents have 1n particular, for maintaining good
relations with thelr chilldren has worried many -- parents
as well as professionals ;-'that exogamous narrlage tends
to drive a wedge'between'therﬁ.1 In other words, thst in-
tefmarriage disrupts"the cohesiveness of the Jewish fame
ily. Is this true?_ How.does:it happen? To whon doeés
it happen? And, when deces 1t happen? These are the éon-
crete questions whicﬁ we address below. To explore this
area of concern we asked our respOndents numerous ques-—
tions ahout their relatioﬁships with their parents both
prior to marriage, especially durlng the teen-age years,
and currently. We-ﬁave alfeady touched on some of these
questions briefly .in the sfeﬁious chapters., We return to
them here in preater detail, |

One of the first questions we asked from our respon-

102

dents was thelr subjective rating of their emotional close-

ness to thelr parents during adolescence. The table below

is a summary of their;responses, Thls table shows, as we
have already indicated in previous chapters, that the
great majority of intérmarriers,_be they Jewlsh or Gen-

tile, seem to have ehjoyedﬂrather close relationships with

their parents.
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Table 50

SubJectlve Report of Emotional Closeness to Parents

Spousé Born-Jewlsh Spouse Born-Gentile
'Maie | Female Male Female
Distant ........ 14,5 15.1 19.1 20.6
Fairly or ‘ ' :
Quite close ..... 55.0 h7.8 he .7 46.9
Very Close ...... 12.3 22,3 8.1 17.1
1no.0 100.0 1090.0. . 100.0
Distant Cereenn I, 8~ 9.7 3.5 6.1
Slightly close .. 13,7 - 11.4 17.2 12,9
Fairly or oy v
Quite close ..... 59.0 46,6 £5.8 52.8
Very close ...... 25,5 | 32,1 13,4 8.1
100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0

It 1s interesting'to ndte in'the aboﬁe table that the lafg-
est propertion of "very.clése" relationships afe to belfound
befween born—Jewish wdmenlénd thelr mothers, followed by the
relationship betwéen borniéentile women and their mothers.
On the other.hand,'the large§t proportion of "distant" rela-
tionships are found between born-Gentile women and their
fathers. It 1s also interesting to note the,rather large
proportion of born-Jewlsh men who report having had "very

close" relationships with their mothers. They stand in ra-

ther sharr contrast to the born-Gentile men. These figures

cast
ish 1

thei:

dent:

own .

Becar

No Cl

. Becar

Becat

" No Ci

Becar

port:
Pare)
Tespe

rlag



03 1}

1d

pi=

[#7]

- lo4 -

cast doubt over the notlon that Jewish men marry non-Jew-
ish women because of the negative images they have of
their mothers.

What happens to these relationships .as our respon=-
dents grow into adulthood and establish families of théir

own 1s summarized in ‘the table below.

Table 51

Evolution df Relationshlp to Parents

Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born-Gentile
Male - Female Male Female
Became more distant 17.8 20.6 20.0 16.9
No Change - 50.5 7.3 n7.9 51.6
- Became more close ‘ 31.7 32.0 32.1 31.5
: 1in60,0 1nn.0 100,0 100.0
Became more distant 27.2 27.7 | 27.3 18.32
No Change 4a.5 49.6 h9.2 53.7
Became more close 23.2 - 24,7 23.5 28.0
100.0- 100.0 100.0 100.0

The figgres in this table suggest that for the largest pro-
bortion of respondents there 1s no change in closeness to

Parents as a result of intermarriage. Indeed, more of our

respondents grew closer to their parents subsequent to mar-

rlage than grew distant from them. The largest group that
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Frew closer to parents was born-Jewlsh women to their fa-
thers. On the other hand, the largest group that grew
more distant from parents was born-Jewlsh women to their
mothers., The relaticnship between born-Jewish men and
thelr mothers was the relationship which least frequently
became closer after harriage.

The extent to whilch intermarriage effects felation—
ships with parents is also reflected by visiting and téle-
phoning habits of the svouses. The table below 1s a sum-
mary of the freguency with‘which intermarried couples see

their respebtive parents prior to and since marrilage.

Table 52

Frequency of Vigits With Parents

Spouse RBorn-Jewlsh Spouse RBorn-Gentile

Male Female Male Female
Once a week or + 55.8 42.8 33.1 k0.3
Few times a month 7.5 13.3 12.0 5.4
Once a month 12.5 5.8 8.9 12.5
Few times a year _ 17.5 28.3 33.7 28.13
Once a year or - _;E;ﬁ 9.8 12,4 ~13.5
inn.0 100.0 1060.0 '100.0
Once a week or +l bR 4o.1 21.6 16.7
Few times a month 16,2 14,3 16.6 10;4
Once a month 7.7 6.9 8.9 10.2
Few times a year 22.2 19.9 33.6 37.3
Once a year or - 12,2 18.8 _18.3 _25.5
100,0 100.0 100.0 100.0
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The figures in the above table demonstrate quite S
plainly that most Jewlsh exogamlsts continue to see

thelr parents rather frequently even after marriage. |

Well over half see thelr parents at least a few times a

month; most at least once a week. While the proportion

| who see thelr parents once a year or less does, in fact,

double subsequent to marriage, it is a group whilch re-

had broken off all relationShips with thelr parents.

Tt should he noted that these calculations are based

only on those respohdents who indlcated that their parents

] malns 2 minority. Less than 5% indicated to us that they |

e
are alive. 7 ﬁyﬁ
' " The table also demonstrates the rather striking dif- Eﬁ%
l ference between the born-Jewish spoﬁses and thelr born- :ﬁ?
ntilé Gentile spouses as far as visiting with parents is concerned. %{
male?‘g More of the Jews do it more often. It is also interesting ii
0.3 E[ to note that the born-Gentile women, who constitute the ‘ﬂ
5.4 ? largest group in intermarriages with Jews, also seem to ?
2.5_E* have the lowest rate of visiting interactions with their. ‘ﬁ
8.3 :3 parents. Moreover?ithe Jéwiéh men to whom they are mar-é
%;% é ried have the highest rateloﬂ visiting frequently with ¥
. ; their parents. .We‘migh# add that the conversion of the ! t
677 i non-Jjewish spouse to Judaism does not seem to have any i ?
0.4 E significant effect on this pattern. As one rnight have ”
0.2 ? guessed, the most important deta@minant of the visiting ;:
7.3 ; Patterns 1s the residential proximity of the intermarried i
%f% f; Couple to their reépedtive parents.3 Here, too, we found
; ; 8triking differences between our born-Jewlsh and born-
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Gentile respondents. As the table below shows,ﬁsubstan- i spou
tially more of the Jews lived closer to their parents than fg ing
was the case for their spouse. | walk
Table 53 the
Residential Proximity to Parents, Siblings, and Others some
| | | | daid
Parents Siblings Parents & Other il
only only Siblings Relatives [l the
Within walking
dlstance ...veveoes 7.5 -« 2.4 2.8 - 2.9
Within a 25 mile ,
TAALUS v ereeonncons 8.8 14,5 24,8 8.5
Reyond 25 milles br ,
in another city ... 4,1 5.1 5.8 - 9.5
In another state
or other country .. 1.9 17.1 2€.2 14,2
Within walking :
distance ..c.iieivaan 3.9 1.5 3.0 5.3
Within a 25 mile
PAdiluS seeescnacnes 5.9 5.8 1f.5 20.6
Beyond 25 miles or
in another clty ... 5.8 6.3 13.6 6.4
Tn another state
or other country... P~ 12.9 35.0 11.2

The above table 1s a bit deceptive because the per-
centapes were calculated for each line across and we have
not presented the figures indicating non-responses in each

category. For example, the first line for the born~Jewlsh
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spouse indicates that 15.6% of them had some relative 1iv-
Ing wlthin walking distance, and 84.6% had no relative in
walklng distance. On the other hand, the first line for
the born-Gentile spouses Indicates that 13.7% of them had
some relative living within walking distance, and 86.3ﬁ

did not have any relativestin walking distance. What makes
the table a bit deceptive,jalso, is that the category of
"other relatives" included in—laws. Thus, the relatively -
higher flpures in that catégofy for the born=-Centile spous-
es lndlicates the preséﬁce.of Jewish in-laws at closer dis-
tances. The table doeé demdnstr?te that at least twice as
many of the born-Jewish spoﬁses live within a twepty-five
mile radius, including walking-distance, of thelr parents
than do their born-Gentile mates.

Actually, about one‘fifth of our born-Jewish respon-
dents lived within walking;gistance of their parents, and
about another two-~fifths liﬁed within a twenty-five mile
radius. |

One of the reasons thét the relatlonship between Jew-
1sh parents and their chilqren 1s of relevance to the con-

Y

tinuity of the Jewish peOpie'ia that the family 1s the lo- |

cale for many of 'the holiday oelebrations which constitute
the substance of Jewish continuity., Therefore we were ine-

terested to find out the extent to which 1ntermarried fam=-

e

1lies join their parents in the celebration of 'some of the \

major holidays of the Jewlsh calendar. The table below is

2 summary of our findinga in this area.
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Table 54

Celebration of Holidays With Parents
(spouse born-Jewish)

MALE FEMALE

Al- Some- Rarely Al- Some~ Rareh

ways times Hever ways times Nevep

_—__'--

Rosh HaShona . 30,0 17.4 1.7 32.5 15.0 52.5
Yom Kippur 27.8 17.5 54,7 32.7 13.8 53.1
Channuka 29.9. 15.2 | 54,9 2.1 15.4 42,5
Passover By.8  16.8 344 50.3  10.6  39.0

NOTE: percentagesadd-to unity across each llne to the right.

Fvidently Passover is the family celebrafion'of prime cholce
among the intermarried Jews much fhe same way as it 1s among
the American‘Tewish‘bbpulaﬁioﬁ in general.q In view of fhe
fact that very feu of the born-=Gentile husbands of Jewish
wives had converted to Judalsm, it is especially interesting
to ncte that nearly a third celebrate the High Holidays with
their parents. o

- Since wé have no directiy comparable data on the
fregquency with which épdogamously married Jews celebrate
these holldays with tﬁéir ﬁarents, we cannot determlne
with ecertainty whether intermarrilage diminishes famlly
celebrations of Jewish holidays. ;On the basls of-our data
we can say that for approximately{half of the intérmar-
riages the Jewlsh kin network continues to function as a
locale for the celebration of Jewish holidays, at least

sometimes. }
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The above figures should not be read as an indica-
tion of the proportions of intermarrieds who celebrate
these Jewish holidays altogether. As we shall see in a
subsequent chapter,fﬁore Intermarrieds celebrate the ho-
lidays than Jjust the ones ﬁho celebrate with parents.

Perhaps even more etr#king.than the above figures
on‘the celebration of Jewieh holldays with Jewish parents
are the figures on- the proportion of our respondents who
spend Thanksgivi;g wlth their Jewish parents., Nearly a
half (46.5%) of ouryborn—Jewish respondents report that
they spend Thanksgivingiwith'tﬁeir parents "always". By
contrast, only 34.2% of oﬁr born-Gentile respondents re-
port spending that hollday with their parents "always".
Interesting, too, ievtﬁe fact that born-Jewish women are
far more likely (56.3%) te sﬁend Thanksgiving with their
parents than horn-Jewish ﬁen (40.6%), as an annual ritual,

What is interesting eEOut these figures is that
slnce there are many more opportunities for the family
celebration of Jeuish holidays than there are opportuni-
ties for the family celebnation of non-Jewish holidays,
one would have thought that a "neutral" holiday 1like
Thanksglving would: more frequently be celebrated by most
Intermarrieds with their Gentile parentej Apparently,
that 1s not the case. In fact,‘it seems that Thanksglv-

Ing 1s the holiday which Jewlsh intermarrieds and their

born-Gentile spouses celebrate most frequently with thelr

110
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Jewlsh parents (apart from Passover),

As one might have predicted, the holiday that most

: v oL :
intermarrieds spend with their Gentile parents is Christ-

mas. Although, a surprising 25% of our respondents indi-

cated that they "always" spend Christmas with their Jew-

ish parents.

Celebration of Christmas and Thanksgiving

Always
Sometimes
Rarely

Hever

Always
Sometimes
Rarely

Never

Since geographic

Table 55

Spouse Born-Jewish

Spouse Born-Gentile

Male-.

20.3
17.0
.B.2

54,5
100.0

40,6 -

10.3

Female Male
29.6 54,1
20.4 19.2

5.6 6.3
bhh 20.2

100.0 100.0
56.3 38.2
1€,2 29.4
8.7 7.1
18.8 25.3

100.0 . 100.0

Feméle

52 o.l
8.0
15.2

24,7
100.0

distances have a much greater

effect on how frequently people visit with thelr parents
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than on how frequently they speak with them on the tele-
phone, we also inguired into their use of this mode of

communication. Table 56 below is a summary of our find-

3 : ' :
Table 56 : |
Telephone Contact With Parents _ !
Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born-Gentile
Male Female Male Female :
About daily 11.90 31.3 2.1 6.8
t1le Fer times a week \ 3179 | 25'0. 10.2 7f5‘ 1
Once a week 33.2 35.4 4o.0 1.1 il
Lle S S F]lﬁiai!
' About monthly 19.2 3.7 24.5 28.0 I
. — i
L *Rarely/Never 3.8 4,6 23.2 15.3 i
0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 i
2 ¥NOTE: actually none of our respondents indicated that i
7 they . "never" speak to their parents. L 15
) el
o These figures reinforce the impression created by the ﬂ
previous tahles that the ties of the intermarried family H
5 with their Jewishlkin netwbrk are malntained more often and ¢
' more intensively thén dre the ties with the non-Jewish kin
. /
2 network, In short if 1ntermarr1age erodes Jewish family
%% ties at all =- and it undoubtedlv does for some -- it seems ;
| to have a lesser effect on the ties of the Jewish family o |
than on the ties of the non- JeW13h one///dhile the many K
faceless numbers which support thls generallzation tell us
Nothing about the quality of interaction between the inter~ 8
harrieds and thelr Jewish parents or in—laws, they do lend In
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strong support to the impreseion that the.Jewish.familj
continues to bind one generation to the next, deepite
the exogamy of its children. |

To get a sense of the quality of the relationshib ’
hetween our respondents and thelr parents since the in-
termarriage has taken.place, we asked the former to in-
dlcate whether they find Visiting'with their parents
as enjoyable since marriage as before. We alsoc asked
our respondents whether they wished they might see thelr
parents more frequently tﬁan they do. Finall&, we asked
them to evaluate their relationship with their in-laws.
The following three tableu summarize our findings on theseu
issues. '

Tab;e 57

- Quality of Vislts with Parents Since Marrilage

. Spouse : Spouse';
Jewish by Birth Gentile by Birth
- Male Female - Male Female
More enjoyable since = 31.9 41,8 - 36.7 - 37.6
marriage - .
No Change in quality 56.2  50.4 56.2  53.4
Less enjoyable since
marriage 12.0 1.7 7.0 9.1
.100.0 100.0 100.0 1100.0

As these figures indicate, for the majority marriage{had
not altered the quality of their relationships with their

parents. Indeed, for a substantlial mlnority -- especlally
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for Jewish women -- marriage, even intermarriage, has im-
proved the quality of interactions with parents. The res-
pondents who enjoy spending time with their parents less
since they've pgotten intermarried constitute a relatively

Vs .
small minority. These figures tend to reinforce impressions

rleaned in interviews that the parents of intermarrieds
tend to bhe a rather‘eccepting Froup. Moreover, 1t appearo
that thelr great emphasis;on their childrenrmerrying -
especlally in the csse of‘Jewisn women — overshadows their
possible misgivingsiabont‘the exogamons nature of the mar-

riage. %

H . . .

It ls worthwhile to note that the distributions in
Table 57 remain virtually unaltered when we introduce
the conversion of the non:Jewish spouse as a.control vari-
able. In other words, those Jews whose born-Gentile mates
converted to Judaism‘do not report enjoying thelr contaots
with their parents anymore than those Jewlsh exogamists
whose mates did not convert. By the same token, born-
Gentile‘men and women'who'converted to Judaism do not seem
to enjoy their post-marital visits wlth their parents any
less than those Gentiles who d1d not convert to Judaism.

As the following table makes clear, most of our res-
bondents prefer to see theirgparents as often as they do,
and a substantial minorityZWOuld prefer to see them even
more frequently. Here, too, 1t 1s distanee which seems to

be the maln intervening variable. Those who live farther

from thelr parents often wish they might see them more

frequently.

fill
i 11
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"iJould you like to have contact with parents"

Table 58

Spouse Born-Jewlsh Spouse Born-Gentile.

Male Female  Male Female
Less freguently o ' :
than usual 11,1, - 7.4 3.9 8.4
Wish no change | R 53;7r_ | 63.2 51.4 - 36.4
More frequently _35;31 39.5 by,7 : 53.8

than usuval 100.0 . 100.0 100.0 100.0

It is interesting to note that 1n the typical intermarriage,
that is, a born-Jewish male marrled to a born-Gentile female,
it is the man who 1s more‘likely to be satisfied with the

awount of contact he has with his parents end hls wife who

——

1s likely to wish that she might have more contact with hers.

Desplite the greater closeness of the born-Jewish spouses to
their parents, thelr born-Gentile mates do not seem to harbor
any resentment towards then. ‘We had asked our respondents to
tell us whether_tneir husbends or wives approved of the amount
of contact they hed with their parents. In other words, does
the Jewish spouse tnink that h*s or her born-Gentile partner
approves of the frequency of contact wlth the Jewish parents,
and vice versa, rnhe figures in the following table ounmarize
thelr perceptions of the situation.

Table 59

"Does spouse approve of the frequency of contact with parentsw

Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born-Gentlle

Male. Female = Male Female
Approves Thoh o 73.1 72.9 80.7
Has no opinion 10.1 13.1 16.9 12.b
Disapproves 10.2 8.7 R N 4.5
Don't know/other 4.8 4.8 1.0 . 2.5

100.0 T00.0 100 100.0
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One final gquestion which touches very closely on the
maintenance of tles between Jewish exogamlsts and their
parents 1s the one of how the born-Gentile son or daughter
in-law gets along with them., In our lnterviews we probed
this question and obtained the following distribution of
responses, ' | |

- Table 60

"How well do vou get along with your spousel's parents?"

Spbuse Dorn~Jewish Spouse Born-Centile

Male Ferale Male Female
"As well as with my - : ‘
own™" 57,0 50.9 f1.1 58.5
"Better than with
my own" - 19.9 19.4 21.3 15.6
"Not as well as with o
my own" - 20.0 29.7 16.8 _26.0
TOTE : columns may not add to unity because of *ncomplete

responses.
v

it appéﬁrs that women'in general, and Jewish women in par-
ticular are rost likély tg have a difficult relationship
with théir parénts;in;iaﬁ{‘ Thé bdranentile men, on the
other'hand, arelmoét.iikely-td ret along well with their
in-laws. | i

It is interesting to note that the conversion of the
nOn-Jeﬁishlspouse does not appear to lead to betﬁer rela-
tionship'with their Jewish parents in-law. In fact, to a
slight eﬁtent, the opposite seems to occur. A larger pro-

portion of the non-converts report that they get along as
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well or better with theilr Jewish parents-in-law as with.
their own rarents than is the case for converts, as the..
table below indicates.

| Table 61

"How well do you get along with your spouse's parents?"
(born-Gentile spouse only)

- Convert Non-Convert
"As well as with ry own" 57.32 59.4
"Metter than with my own" 16,8 18.9
"Not as well as with my 25.9 21.4
own™ 1nn.n 100,90
NQOTE : columns mav not actually sum €o unlty due to

incomplete responses or rounding errors.

This difference between converts and non-converts may, in
fact, hbe due to the 1afger proportion of women among tné"‘
former and males amonﬁﬁthe latter. As we have seen 1In the
previous table, born£Centile men (Uho convert the least

freguently) seem to have the best relatlionship with their

parents-~in-law. On the otner hand, 1t is possible thet

because conversion of the non-Jewish spouse often results

in more frequent and‘closer:reletionships between the in-
termarried family and thelr Jewish parents thefe-are more
nunterous opportunities for conflicts to occur. We have |
also observed that those who do not convert often convey

a stronger sense of 1ndlvidualism than those who have con;.
verted. Thus, they seen to confront their parents in—

law more as equals than as "children". r"hei.’o sense of in—

dependence may result in preater cordiality -- possibly

borr
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born of respect mixed with fear -- than we have found in
the relationship between the cenVerts and their Jewish
parenﬁs-in—law. Lest we overstate the case, let's be
qulte clear that, in fact, the great majority of the born-
Gentile spouses seem to get along quite well with their

Jewlsh In-laws regardless of whether they have converted

Summary

The maln question addressed in this chapter was -»///
whether intermarriage disrupts,the cohesliveness of the
Jewlsh family. Naturally, the question in the present
context referes to'the_Speeific Jewlsh familles from
vhich our sampiexeiﬂgggieh_egogamists originate and not

to sore abstract ideal of the Jewlsh family.

Our data point quite eonsistently to a negative »///

ggemerf/’The.great majority of our respondents, Jews.
and non-Jews alike, report‘having enjoyed close relation-
ships with their perents pr1or to marriage, which were
not destroyedby.intermarriege. Since marriage itself
is most often value&‘by parente, especlally by Jewlsh
parents, it 1is more’ apt to Ilmprove the relationship bet-
ween our respondents and their parents than to damage
them. Not only is the quality of the relationship with
barents apparently uneffected by the 1ntermarriage, but
nore importantly, for at least half of our respondents
the relationship with parente continues terserve as an -

important medium through which major Jewish holidays are

observed.
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Jewlsh parehts may be unhappy initially about their
children's plans to marry someone who 1is not Jewlsh, and
who, inlmost cases, willl not convert to Judalsm. But for
the majorlty the initlal unhappinéss is buried in the sub-
sequent routines of ngrmal.family interaction. Whether
the Jewish identity of the family also gets burled in the
process will have to be deﬁermined by future researcﬁ in
this area, | |

Although the majority of our respondents continue to
have good and frequent relétionships with thelr parents

even after thelr exogamous‘marriage, a ninority seem to

have suffered chahgedlrelationships as a result of Inter-

marriage. Obviously, 1lntermarriage itself is not a sole
determinlng factor offsuch deterioration in relations with
parents.

In order to summarize the effect of varlous factors
on our réspondents' relationships with their parents we
combined the numerous 1ndividua1 items which we have dis-
cussed in this chapter ihto a single index of closeness
which we have called KINTIES. Ten items were combined
with a maximum score of 'K2§‘and a minimum score of '0'.
The table below provides an over-all summary of the aver-
ages of the various subgroups in our sample. 'Since é%;t
primary concern here is with the impact of intermarriage
on the Jewish family we have not analyzed in equai detaii
1ts effects on the KINTIES of the born-Gentile spouses.

Non
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| || . Table 62
f l summary Analysis of the Impacts.of Selected Independent !
1] ‘on the XINTIES scores of born-Jewlsh respondents (x,sd) _ g
Independent Variables _ Means " Standard Deviations f
— — : |
None -- entire sample 22.33 8.42 - |
Born-Jewlsh Males . 19.37 7.10
Born-Jewlsh Females 21.87 6.85
If Rabbi officiated. - | | o i
E at intermarriage (in— " ‘ . : i
¥ || cluding converts) : 22.74 6.29
:? If Rabbi did not of- l"J—‘ H
4 ficiate (civil or ‘ Bt
] other type ceremony) 20.31 . 5.50 %
] If Rabbi officiated, - o !
] Husband was born-Jewish : - e
-3 Wife was Gentlle and : _ S : F
‘ 1 did not convert 20.15 6.89 (n=28) %
h . ' : .
1 If Rabbl officiated, | o 4
; Wife was born-Jewish, - : :
3 Husband was Gentile and ; fl
4 did not converst _i 24,91 5. 44 (n=20) i
1 If Rabbi officiated | 5
. and born-Gentile Wife '
j converted......
3 Reform....... . 21.62 5,47
1 Conservative, v 23.61 4,97
OI'tthOX.-.a- : .4 18."““ Ur.)43
1 If Rabbi officiated . |
3 and born-Gentlle Husband
. converted.cciaa..
; Reform 29.23 ' 4.66 (n=10)
L 4l  1f parents nag belonged - | ;
: || to a synagogue = . - . 21,53 : 5.92 h
: If parents had not be- :
| longed to a synagogue - 18,85 6.90
: , -
! ;




Table 62

Independent Varlables

Type of synagogue to
which parents had be-
longed ..cesee

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox

If parents belonged
to a synagogue and
born-Gentile Wife
converted ....

Reform 4
Conservatlive
Orthodox -

1f Father's feelings
for Mother were warm,
loving, friendly

If Father's feelings
for Mother were other
than above

If Mother's feelings
for Father were warm,
loving, friendly

If Mother's feellngs
for Father were other

"than above

{(cont'd)

Means

21.05
22.25
18.90

21.68
23.71
17.66

22,04

18.27

21.86

18.37

121

Standard Deviations

5.78
5.10
3.47

5.51
5.68

5.45

These summary statlstlces suggest that the closéness

of Jewish exogamists to thelr parents 1s significantly

effected by: (a)‘éhe closeness of the parents themselves

to one another, (b)vwhether the parents had belonged to

a Reform, Conservative, or Orthodox synagogue, (c) the

sex of the 1ntermarrying.person, and (d4) whether his or

hav
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her spouse had converted to Judaism. It is interesting
to note that the highest KINTIES score 1s obtained by
Jewish wives whose born-Gentile husbands had converted
to Judaism under Reform auspices and whose marriages

were performed by a Rabbia,'Conversely, the lowest score

seems to be obtalned by Jewish husbands whose born-Gen-

tile wives had converted to Judaism under Orthodox aus—

pices and whose parents had_belonged-to a synagogue. -

This contrast suggests that among the Orthodox the phe=

nomenon of intermarriage 1s assoclated wilth a gfeater

disruption of famiiy ties; even if the born~-Gentile mate

converts, than among theldther.branches of American'dewry.
We might also,note with interest that Jewish.men.-

have a generally 1oweffscore on our lndex of closeness

to parents than Jewish ﬁomen. The conversion of the Gen-

tile spouse and the officiation of a Rabbli at the marriage

ceremony seems to have more an effeet on the closeness of
Jewish women to thelr parents than on the closeness of 0

Jewlsh men to thelr's.
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Footnotes

pp. 101-122

Although there is mounting evidence from opinion
polls that Jewish oppositlion to exogamy 1s declin-
ing, the conventional wisdom maintains that,

"The initial parental response [to intermarriage]
1s one of guilt and humiliation." See, Sanford
Seltzer, Jews and Non-Jews in Love .(New York: Union
of American Hebrew Congregations, 1976), pp. 12-16.
See also, Albert I. Gordon, Intermarriage: Inter-
faith, Interracial, Interethnic (Boston: Beacon
Press, 1960), pp. 178-176.

This finding seems to fly in the face of the widely
held opinion that Intermarriage 1s partly a result
of poor relations with parents during adolescence.
See, Jerold 3. Helss, "Premariltal Characteristics
of the Religlously Intermarried in an Urban Area," -
American Soclological Review 25:1 (February, 1960)
pp. U7-55. THeiss, too, found that the hypothesis:
of poor relations during adolescence is not con-
firmed for his Jewlsh sample. :

3ee, Bert N. Adams, Kinship in an Urban Setting
(Chicago: Markham Publishing Co., 1968), p. 55.

See, Fred Massarik, "Jewish Identity " from Highlights‘

of the National Jewish Population Study - Mimeo.

(New York: Councll of Jewlsh Federations and Welfare
Funds, 197&), p. 11. It 1s reported that 83.4% of -
America's Jewish adults had observed Passover in some
form during the year prior to the NJPS survey.
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Chapter 7

A HOUSE DIVIDED?

r
1
R

One of the major - . . arguments against inter-
marriage 1s that differences in religious background in-

evitably 1ead to conflicts pver values, goals, aesthetic

hablts, and the like. These differences, the convention-

al wisdom maintains, will make marriages between Jews
ard non-Jews more pfoblemat;c than marriages between en-
dogamous couples woﬁld othéfwise be.‘ These differences
are also thought to lead to greater incidence of divorce
among intermariied than among the endogamously married.
“Our aim in this chapter is to examine the presence

or ahsence of ehalom bayit, marital harmony, among our

intermarried couples, and to assess the extent to which
their background differences ﬁay'effect this aspect of

their lives. Does the facﬁ'thatfthey don't share a conm-

" mon religious backvround‘lead‘fc=frequent and Intense

disagreements or conflicts between husbands and wives?

That are the areas of evervdav life in which conflicts

‘are most likely to crop up as a result of their aiffer-

ences? Naturally,{fhe'areaeﬁof the greatest concern in
this'study were meftere perfaining to the having and
ralsing of children;.perticiéation in Jewlsh communal
life; interaction with inwlawsj and general family life-

Stylef’ Our methods of research did not permit us to

Probe the much more subtle psycho-sexual matters.
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Since our study focused primarilyrif not exclusive-
ly on In-tact famllies, we are not in the position to
estimate such demographic matters as the rate of divorce

armong, Jewlsh intermarrieds. Other studles have done so
/ -

4

quite competently, Pénfirming thaf Jewish Intermarriages
do, indeed, break up more frequently than endogamous Jew-

ish marriages.g’However, intermarriages ended by dlvorce

s

still constitdte the minority phenomenon?/jMost intermar-
riages, as most marriages, remain inntac;. As we have
seen 1n Chapter 3, neérly‘a third of our sample had been’
married for over twenty vears, Therefore, our primary
concern 1s with the intermarried couples who remain mar-

ried. How do they make out?

As we have seen already in the previous chapter so-

called in-law troubles seem to occur only among a minori
ty of the couples."i Most. get along reasonably well with

thelr respective parents—ih-law; and the great majority

are no£ disturbed by the extent of contact that is main-
tained by their spouses and the spouses' parents.

- In our interviews we had asked our respondents quite
openly to what extent‘théy regarded the differences in
thelr backgrounds as a éonﬁfibutory factor in misunder-
étandings'or argpuments they may have from time to time,.
Thelr responses are summarized in the table below, and
according to these filgures such differences play a role

in family conflicts only among a minority.

'Itr_r_
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Table 63

Self Ratling of the Religious Factor in Marital Conflict

"Background dif- Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born-Gentile
bute to marital Male Female Male Female j

L i
E ] ferences contri- E
-l

B conflict...

' i
"To a very great . ' !

extent™ - ‘ 2.4 9.7 1.8 3.6
"To a moderate ' : ' ¥
extent" 8.4 11.4 12.1 4.y )
"To only a small : f‘
extent" : 2&.2N 21.3% 19.2 19.1 : i
Mot at all 646 56.8 66.1 72,5 i
‘ 1n2.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 %ﬁ
' : ' il
MOTE : columns may not actually add to unity because mis- ;ﬁ

sing answers and roundine errors are not shown.

Then we introducelcdnvefsioﬁ as a possible causal factor we .
E' find that it makes llttle difference either way; While a
1 sllghtly lesser proportion of converts report that background
difference contribute to thelr marital conflicts "to a very 7
ereat" or "to a moderate” exfent, the over all pattern out- ¥
lined 1n the above téble is the same for converts as well as

non-converts, -

Since the above. table 1s based on the self-ratings of

individuals its figures may be read as a testimonlal to the |

power of human denial. The flgures may also be an indica-

tion of the irrelevance of religious matters in the lives
of our respondents. Perhaps, they may also he a measure of

the sophistication of these couples in understanding the

tomplex forces which create conflict in the nuclear family.
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Possibly as a result of such sophistication about human

relations, they may be unwilling to attribute their con-

| fllcts to differences in their religious and ethnic back-

grounds.’

But, however one chooses to read thls table, one
cannot lgnore the obvious. Most intermarried coupledeo
not attribute thelr confllets to family background.dif-
ferences. Thejoverwhélming majority said, !"We really
aren't very relirilous, so the fact that we{¢ome from ﬁif—
ferent backgrounds doesn‘t make all that much 6iff@rence
to us.' /fCan we talke them at theilr words?

y | .
In order to prohe more deeply the extent to which

- differences 1n religious background might produce conflict

or at least a lack of consensus among intermarried couples,
we asked dogzens 6f detéiled questions separately from each -
husband and wife. These‘questiOns pertained to belilefs,
values, and childrearing. 1In additlon, we asked each res-
pondent to estimate whethef_his or her épouse is 1likely to
have the sane opinion~dnkthése matters as they themselves'
had. TFor purposes of clarity we reproduce the two series.
of questions with which family conflict or consensus was
analyzed as Exhibits 1‘and 2 below. Fach spouse was pre-
sénted with the identical questions and was asked to an-
wer fhem independently. .Since one spouée was belng inter-
viewed while the other completed the self-administered °

@

questionnaire, we are certain that these questions were

answered independently.

ﬁ
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ﬂ Exhibit 1

! y7a. For each of the following items, please check (v) under
! the appropriate column in Sectlon A whether you discuss
F these things often, sometimes, rarely, or never with

i your spouse and/or your chlldren.

|

'y7h. For each of the ltems you've checked in Sectlon A as a
subject of discussion, please place an 'X' in the app-
‘ ropriate column 1n Section B to I1ndlcate whether such

t discussions are a source of agreement or dlsagreement

1 between you.

| o - ‘| sEcrioN a SECTTON B
‘ S : : SOME-~ - DIS-
P . ‘
} : Spoﬁ‘SE OFTEE T.IME‘; R.ARELE NEVEI;- AGRE? AGRE};-
\ The way vour parents used to be relj- -
| yioug CHILDREN
| The way you like to observe rejta.o‘!, SPOUSE
il nolidays CHILDREN
Il The attltudes of Christians ] SPOUSE
towards Jews , CHILDREN
1 ‘ o SPOUSE
_ Political affairs pertaining to Jews CHILDREN
l The details and meaning of Bible SPOUSE
fll stories CHILDREN
i ' The history of Jews in Europe SPOUSE
| and America CHILDREN
\ SPOUSE
Bi| R
é eligion in general CHILDREN
E Th SPOUSE
E e making and spending of money CHILDREN
i o SPOUSE
il Th
e merits and faults of your frignds CHILDREN
‘ The merits and faults of your “ - | sPOUSE
! relatives © ' .. | CHILDREN
” The proper sexual mores for s o SPOUSE -
li younsters - CHILDREN
: How you spend your leisure time (S:E(I)ESEEN
k| The merits and faults of your : SPOUSE
li children's education CHILDREN
The merits and faults of l:he SPOUSE
Neighborhood : . CHILDREN
i The choice of your children's friends gggggiEN
The merits and faults of your ' SPOUSE
il Ovn childhood .CHILDHOOD| . i




Exhibit 2
i l\ | \ ‘ as
H - : _
W; 62a. Parents want different things for their children, and with different degrees of interem. .
1%; indicate, by checking the appropriate box on each line, yobur preferences with regard t, ma
i*; the following items in Section A. If you have no children, answer these items in terms. '
iw' of how you think you'd feel if you did have children. - 3¢
. 62b. 1In Section B, please indicate by placing am "X" in the appropriate column, whether your ; tc
“ spouse probably agrees or disagrees with your choice of response in Section A,
| : —
i SECTION A ' SECTIQN
1l | very |acTIvE- MAKES ACTIVE- | VERY = O
1L' STRONGLY LY NO LY STRONGLY =
i _ EN- | EN- DIFFER- [PREFER| DIS- DIs- || A- Dl
;Ay‘ ' COURAGE [COURAGE |PREFER | ENCE NOT | COURAGE |COURAGE ||GREE GR '
Al - 7 ; a
Get a good Jewish education 7 ‘ 6 3 4 34 2 1 ! - :
Be a political liberal
Settle in Israel £1
Belong to a synagogue
Not marry a non-Jew
Contribute to United Jewish .
Appeal and/or other Jewish : , g '
causes
Believe in God
Observe the Sabbath "
Have a kosher home 7 . . e ?:_ Vi
Get a college education ' . s
: Y £l
Appreciate music and/ T ‘ . o ol
or art : : ; : ‘ i h
Develop physical strength - h;
and agility . -
Enjoy religious cele- : 3
brations . ' 1 . ‘ - 3 ¢
Have mostly Jewish friends o e e T
Be politically active ' 7
— m
il} Marry and have children -
_hi‘ Develop charm and poise C
N
'v If: Lead their lives as good
||l Christians
Ll Overcome the need to
|| identify with any partic- N
EF ,ular religious group
[N
2
f!‘u
BE
&
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In addition to these two series of items we also
asked respondents to indlcate thelr preference for how_
many children they wouid like to have (had), as well as
the sorts of religious rites of passage they would like
to okserve (e.g. Bar Mitzvéh, ponfirmation, Baptiém, or
Circumecilsion). Here, too,ﬁwé were Iinterested in finding
out not only whatrintermaqried families do about paising
their childreh,.but also to whét extent hﬁsbands and wives
agree or disagree about these mattefs. |

On the question of having or not having children

there seers to be wide ranglng consensus among coupnles.

mable g ’

Extent of Consensus Regarding Having Children
(as reported by spouses)

"How closely do Spbﬁse Born=Jewlsh Spouse Born-CGentille
you and vour i
spouse agree on - Male Female Male Fenmale

the number of
children you've
had, or plan to

have?"

Completely apree ... 154.2  56.8 55.7 56.2°

Tend to agree oo 33.7 25.5 29.5 28.6

Tend to disagree ... 8.6 14,3 4.0 10.6

Completely disagree.. 3.0 3.4 .8 4,0
100.,0 100.0 100.0 - 100.0

NOTE : columns may not actually add to unity because of

rounding errors.
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The responses of converts and non-converts were also analyzed,

Al Here, too, it is interesting to note that those noﬁfJéws

g who converted to~Judaisﬁ do not répbrt any greaterréon- whi
sensus with thelr mates oh ﬁhis ﬁatter than ﬁhosé;who had tia
not converted. Indeed, noﬁ-converté‘appear télexhibit a our
slightly greatef tendencﬁ for consensus over whéther fo to |
ha&e children or n&t; and how many. However, the differ- dea.
ences between convérté and nohmconvertsrare not statis-
tically significant. They also don't appear to be socio- . Proi
logleally significant. | | Bxpr

Yhere disagreemeht does occur 1t tends to take the
following pattern. In_marfiages;between‘born-iewisﬁ mern ‘.éi Rit:
and horn-Gentile women; both confirm that thelr dilsagree- cis
ments most often stem:from the fact that the wife would 'féi ggbz
like to have more chiidreﬂ thanrthé husband. In marrlages é Bap

'ﬂ between born-Jewish women and born—Gentilé men reports of :5 Pat

£ the confllct are somewhat cqntradictory. Woren seem to. Ili Bap

E attribute the desire for more childfen to their-huébandé,' 4 Chu:

Q while husbands seém to attribute thé desire for ﬁofé child; | _} izi:

| - 3

k. cho;
lig:

rén to their wives. ™his confusion may be a problem in

our instruments or, perhapé,.an indicatlon of genuine'coﬁQ |
fuﬁion among couples theﬁselves. Once again, itdshould HoT!
be emphaslized that thése,conflicts and confusion occur

J only among the minorlity. :Well over three-quarters of our

respondents report consensus among themselves over this

lssue.
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Whetherra chlld 1s to go through the rites of passage
which make him or her a Jew or a Christian is also a poten- .
tially divisive 1ssue among intermarried couples. We asked
our respondents whether or not they expected thelir children
to go through the followinp. lheir answers imply a good
deal of consensus, as well as sohé ﬁotential conflict.

'able 65

Proportion of Reqpondonts Expecting Their Children to Go
mhrough‘pelgcted Rites of Passage

Expects child -, .Spouse Born-Jewlsh Spouse Born-Gentile
to go through P L

e . Male Female Male FPemale
Ritual clrcum- _
cision (if son).... 62.8 43,7 39.4 53.4
To he glven a : L

Hebrew name ....... 53.2 53.3 h2.0 50.1
Rar Mitzvah or !

Bat Mitzvah ....... 47.5 38,2 32.1 41.8
Baptism !-.ollllooul 1208 ‘ 9lq 20l0 220“
Church confirmation 12,5 10.3 17.2 18,7

Expects child to

" make hls/her own

cholce about re- oo '
lig;ion L B B B IR N B O B B ) 59.8 . 62.0 75.5 68.0

NOTE: table onlj reports aff*rmative responses to each
item therefore neither columns nor rows add to
unity. .

Our figures  reveal that a larger proportion of the Jew-

i1sh respondents expect their chlldren to gO'through Jewlsh

rites of passage than seems.to be agreed to by their born-

Gentile spouses. Similarly, a larger proportion of the




born-Gentile spouses expect their children to go_through
Christian rites of passage than 1s agreed_to by their__
Jewish.mates. However, the differences in the proportiqns
of Jewish men and the proportions of non-Jewish women ex-
pressing agreement with each of the above ltems seems to
be rather small. On none of the items does the differehqe
expeed ten percent. This péttern sugpgests that in ninety
percent of the cases the spouses are in agreement. The
simllarities and differences between Jewish women and ﬁon-
Jewish men seem to follow the same -pattern.

Returning new to the battery of items presented in
Exhibit 1 and 2 above, let us.look at some of the afeas
of value, bhelief, and lifestyle in which husbhands and
wives may well disagree., The table below summafizés the
‘proportions of respondents reporting agreement or diSaAl
greement on selected issues pertaining to family 1life.
It should he emphasized that in the present context "a-
greement" or "disagreement" does not refer to the respon-
dents' attitudes towards the content of the items, but to
thelr perceptlons of'simiiarity or dissimllarity to the

attltudes of thelr spouses‘ﬁowards'these same items.

TABLE _66-
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Table 66

Proportions of Spouses Indlcating Agreement on Pertinent
Family-1ife Tssues

Spouse Born-Jewish §Qousé Born-Gentile

Male Female Male Female
"The way you lilke
to observe reli- :
gious holidays" 6.8 85.8 87.3. 93.2
"The attitudes of
Christians toward - —
Jews" ' 88.4 B82.7 R5.2 Q0.5
"Details and mean-
ing of Bihle sto- ‘ , -
ries" . 86.0 86.9 84,6 82.0
"Religion in gen-
erall o 89,13 80,1 78.9 86.1"
"The making and . : ' _
spending of money" 77.0 1.6 ‘ 63.9 72.7
"Merits and faults
of friends" 87.3 4.5 01.2 87.2
"Merits and faults
of relatives" &7.0 78,2 80.2 86.7
"Proper sexual
mores for child- o
ren" on, 6 85,1 90,72 87.8
"The merits and
faults of childe. ; T _
ren's education" . 88.5 98.6 94.5 86.2
"The choice of | . . , _
children's friends" 90,8 96.6 95.8 - gl 2
"The merits and
faults of your '
owh chlldhoog" 90.9 89.3 - 88.9 91.5
"How you spend
leisure time" - Bh,s5 78.3 81.3 §0.0
HOTE : since only affirmative answers are shown, neither

rows nor columns sum to unity.




The above table confirms much of the point we have

made 1n this chapter thus far, The proportibns of couples 5'§fsumn
who agree on pertinent value, bellef, and 1life style is- | fjgref
sues are greater by far than the proportions of those who ﬁﬁto "

disagree on such matters. However, the table alsp ylelds -

up some vafiations on the theme, Intermarrlages 1n which

¢ Pror

the hushand is born—Jewish;and the wife 1is born—Geﬁtile
appear to be generally more harmonious than interﬁafriages-
in whieh 1t 1s ﬁhe wilfe who 1is born-Jewlish and the husband
not. The toples whiceh appear to produce some.disagreemenf
are also hinted at by this table. The making and spendling
of monev ranks as nuﬁbef‘bne amdng the issues which create
conflict, confirming a loh% established pattern in the so-
ciology of the family.glOﬁher 1ssues which seem to produce
a hit less agreement thah ﬁost (hence, a bit more‘diéagrée-
ment) are discussions about the use of lelsure time (e.g.
vacatlions), the nerits and faults of relatilves (e.g.lin-
laws), the observance of holidays, Bible stories, and re-
ligion in general.

Why intermarriages‘in Mhich 1t 1s the wifé who 1s
the Jewlsh spouse afe moré prone to disagreement than 1in-
termarriages in whichiit‘is thé husband who 1s Jewish we
cannot tell at thils point. We shall also have to return
to the more general question of what factors tend to prb-
mote agreement among Intermarried couples. But before we
deal wlth thése questions let us look at the results of

the battery of items in Exhlbit 2, In the table below we




135]

136

summarize the frequencies with which spouses reported a-
greement among themselves over selected lssues pertaining
to the raising of their chilldren.

Table &7
Proportion of Spouses Indicating Agreemént on Issues Per-

taining to Childrearing

Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born-Gentile

Male Female Male Female
Jewish education 85.0 84,1 £1.6 83.7
Synagogue afflili- : ‘
ation 85.2 80.1 78.1 84,8
Stand against in-
termarriage 78.1 83.73 84,1 84,8
Belief in God 85.6 80.2 84,6 82.6
Music apprecila-
tion gl.6 gl 6 98.8 95.0
DeVelopment of
agility & strength al .7 97.0 94.5 95.5
Association with
Jewish friends 85.9 91.5 85.9 87.2
Overcoming need
for group iden-
tity 89.0 80.7 72.9 81.7
Lead a Christilan '
way of life 8h.7 83.3 71.2 82.7
NOTE: since only affirmative responses are shown, nelther

rows nor columns sum to unity.

This table reveals, once again, that intefmarriages

between born-Jewish men and born-Gentile women are some-

|




This tahle reveals, once agaln, that Intermarrlages

between born-Jewish men and born-Gentile women are some-
what less vrone to conflict than intermarriages between
hoern-Jdewlsh women and born-Gentile men. The table also
irdicates that the issues surrounding childrearing which
produce~disagreement ster from the differences 1n the
spouses! religious and ethnie backgrounds. If the reader
loolks hack to Fxhibit 2 he will find that we asked a num-
her of neutral cuestions such as gétting a college educa-
tion, heing politically active, appreciating music and art,
and the like. A1l of these items produced responses indi-
cating arreement In ninety percent or rore of the cases..-
By contrast, thbse items which dealt with the transmissioﬁ‘
of relipious or ethnie idertity produced noticéably less
arreerent,

Looking at the content of the items it is interesting
to observe that the item which seems to produce the mqst
disagreerent among couples in which. the husband is Jewish
and the wife is not, is the question of whether their
children should be discouraged from marrying someone who
1s not Jewish. Mearly a auarter (227) of the Jewish male
resnondents do not thjnk-that thelr wives would agree with
their answers. The items which seenm to produce the most
disagreement for counles in which the wife is the born-
Jewlsh partner, are those dealinpg with synagogue affilia-

tion, belief in God, and maintainipg a sense of group iden-

tity. Tt is also intéresting to note that the persons for

whom the Jewilsh education of children presents the most
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probable source of disagreement wilth spouse are the born- 5

Gentlle hushands. This group 1s also the least likely to

have cohvbrted to Judaism,

|
|
l
|
EL; In an attenmpt to get a‘summary measure of marital
4 nermony among our respondents we took all the items on |
yhich thev were asked to indiéate agreernent or disapree-
ment with their spouses andiadded them into a single in-
dex which we have called CONSENSUS. There were a total
of 73 such items, to each df‘which we assigned a score of
R ?‘ 11t indicating agreéméﬁt‘and 10! irdicating disapreement.
] In addition, we also took eight 1terms dealing with the de-

sire for’children,'and the desire for having ther go through

the rites of nassage mentioned'above, and these too were
combined into a separate index vhich we called UPBRING.

Each of the items in this iﬁdex were also glven a score of

'L' or '0', TFinally, we combined the two indexes, CON-
SENSUES and UPRRING into a single over-all measure of mari-

tal harmony wihiich we called SHLMBYT, which could have a

maximum score of 89 and, of course, a minimum score of '07,

Tahle 68

- e R st el e e e ) L N O R
i b G 2

¥ : Index Means on CONSENS, UPBRING, and SHLMBYT

Index Mean Standard Deviation

" CONSENS Cl2.9 - 20.29

UPBRING HR 2.13
SHLMBYT 53.06 21.47

bia 24 25 0 B P 1 i WA A L L T e

In every instance the sample mean 1s at least ten percent

above the miggpdinf of the index.
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In an effort to discover the relative effect of a
ritmber of independent variables on marital harmony it
the intermarried home, we correlated the above three in-
dexes with (1) the sex of the born-Jewish réspondent,

(2) measures of the KINTIES of the respective spouses to
their parents, (3) whether the born-Gentile spouse cofi-
verted to Judaisi; (4) whether the marriage was performed
by a Rabhi, (5) whether barenté of the born-Jewish spouse
had beloriged to a syhagogue, and (6) the extent of Jewish-
ness [MGAYER] of tHe born-Gentile spouse in actions [JEW-
PRAX] ahd 1h attitudes tGBRTHIﬁK]; These last three in-
dexes are discussed in more detail in the following chap-
ter. The table which folioWs summarizes the zero-order
correlatioris betwesn the three indexes of marital harmony
which we outlined ab@?e and the various irdependent vari-
ables which we have just listed. 1
mable 69

7ero-order Correlates of CONSENS, UPBRING, AND SHLMBYT

CONSENS UPBRING SHLMBYT

Jewish spouse Male ... ~ ¥¥#x e BEE
Jewish spouse Female.:  ¥¥## Rk kRan
JeWiSh KIIJTIES oo.o.n‘o_ --Qu 013 -002‘
Gentile XKINTIES ...... .16 .20 .19
Conversion tOEJﬁdaisﬁ; .02 .35 .06
Married by Rabbi ..... .06 .15 .07
Parents belonged to a _

Syhaﬂ;ogue " s a0 -.05 ] EXEN --06
JEWPRAX  viiivninnnvins A2 23 Uy
GERTHIN’K ....O.“...l.! l31 119 l33
MGAYER ‘....‘..‘...:... ‘?9 .30 -42
Note: ° these are partial correlations in which the effect

of the previous independerit variables have been
controlled

ac
co

ri
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ﬁf What Table 69 suggests 1s that the over-all marital
¢

1
--ilg harmony of the Intermarrled couple 1s most strongly ef-
lr fected by the extent to which the non-Jewish partner is
;L "Judaized" in aetual practice [JEWPRAX] and in some. over-
all sense of Jewishness [MGAYER]. Tles to parents and
the officiation of a Rabbl at the marriage ceremony seem

to have a neglipible effect on our three measures. And, _ .

to Judalsm seems to effect sipgnificantly only the extent
to which the couvle agrees on the the upbringing of their

children. On other family 1life issues conversion seems

flj interestingly, the converéion of the non-Jewish spouse : I
to have almost no effect.

Summarx

f : In this chaptef we have examlned the areas of inter-

actlon and family 1life issues which, one expécts, might
contribute‘fo or diminish marital harmony in the intermar-
ried home. Perhaps becauée,we have focussed on 1n-tact
famlilies, we have found few surprises. fﬁ

The great majJority of our respondents doinot}regard L//J |

thelr background differences as an important source of

marital discord. Somewhat surprisingly, we have found
that the tynical intermarriages between born-Jewish men
and born-Gentile women are somewhat more likelv to be |
free of friction thaﬁ marriages between born-Jewish women

and horn-Geritile men, Practical issues, such as the mak-

ing and spending of money or the use of leisure time, are _ i

: more often the source of friction than more subtle reli- ﬂ
cect  {§ ' -
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ol
A glous or philosophical matters. The large majority of
our respondents also did not seem to have any serious

4 prohlems with their respectlive parents-in-law.

Approximately 85% of our respondents also seem to- | é

be 1n agreement wlth thelr mates on whether to have

children or not, how_many to have, and how. to raise them
as far as relligious or ethnie ldentity 1is concerned..

About 157 of the couples in which the born-Jewish spouse
was the male, and aboutIEO%.of the couples in which the:

born-Jewlsh spouse was the female seemed to experience

disagreement over thése mafters. Our instruments did not

e

enable us to gauge the Intensity of their disagreement in
any nsychological depth.l'In purely quantitatlve terms we

have found that the conversion of the non-Jewish spouse

N
Rt
-1
B

tends to increase agfeemeﬁt among the spouses over iséues
pertaining to the raising of children. FKowever, cohverf
sion does not seem to have‘a‘similar effect on other as-
pects of marital harmony. On the other hand, the moré |

"Judaized" the non-Jewlsh spouse becbmes, in terms of

sharing in the over-all Jewish cultural complex which is

likely to be part of the total Weltanschauung of the born-

Jewish spouse, the greater the amount of total marital

] harmony 1s 1likely to be in the intermarried home.
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Footnotes

pp. 1l24-141 o ‘ ﬁ

1. For a typlcal novelistic account see, Jerome Weidman,
The Enemy Camp (New York: Random House, 1958). For
a more professional but similar view see, Albert I. .
Gordon, Intermarriage: Interfaith, Interracial, Inter- F
Ethnic (Boston: Beacon Press, 1964), pp. 367-370. i

It 1s instruective to recall the work of Jerold S.
Helss, "Interfalth Marriage and Marital Outcome "
Journal of Marrlage and Family Living 23:3 (August,
1961), pp. 228=233, which has challenged this view
on the basls of scientific survey data.

2. For a recent and authoritative appraisal see, Allen i
S, Maller, "Jewish-Gentile Divorce in California,"
Jewish Socilal Studies 37:3-4 (Summer/Fall, 1975),
Pp. 279-290,"

3. Such matters are alluded to by Louls A. Berman, K
"Decorum, Prudery and Intermarriage," Reconstructionist,
May 31, 1968, pp. 7-17; alsc by a number of psycholo~
gists and psychlatrists in the proceedings of a con-
ference edited by Jack J. Zurofsky, "The Psychological

% Implications of Intermarriage," sponsored by the Com-
; misslon on Synagopue Relations of the Federation of
1 Jewlish Philantropies of New York (April, 1966).

b, This finding is rather surprising in light of the gen-

erally well estahlished fact of "in-law troubles" i
y among the great majority of American middle-class : L
1= couples, See, G(Gerald R. Leslie, The Family in Soecial i
Context, 3d Ed. (New York: Oxford University Press, i
1976Y, pp. 287-294,  Our findings may be artifacts i
of our iInstrumenfation. i

5. Studies of marital discord and divorce have consis-
tently found money, children, vacations, and sex to
be among the foremost causes of friction among couples,
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EXPRESSIONS OF JEWISHNESS IN THE INTERMARRIED FAMILY

Dur sutstantitve chavters up to this point dealt
rainly +I1th issues vhich are of iwéortance to the in-
dividuals +vho are in intermarrlages. Also, wWe have
dealt with fesues which are of importance to the far-
1lies of interrarrieds. Tut ve have not focussed on
those fssues vhich are cof major concern to the Jewish
cormmunlty a2t 1arre, fn this and the following charter
we turn to those dssues.

7o he sure, tho'Qualjty of interpersonal relations
arons interrarrieﬁfc@ﬁples, ag vell as.thelr relatlons
GZth rarents and iﬁ—laél‘are alsc ¢of concern to ﬁhe Jew-
1sh corrunity., Thev are oflépecial concern to those a-
sencles vwhich endeavor te¢ Irproeve the personal and fami-

-y

Q
L.

l.lo

lives of Jews and non-Jews alike., Towever, there are
2o areas of farilv life wthich touch rost dlrectly on

the cultural interrity and continuity of the Jewish com-
runity, One 1s the extent to whiceh farmilies as g unit,
and thelir merhers és individuah‘identify with and partic-
irvete irn the wvaricus aspects of Jewlsh cultural 1life.

e other is the extent to which such identification and

articipation Zs transritted te the next generation, that

b

4
<

g, te the chiléren of interrarriages. The present chap-
ter dezls vwith the forrer issue., The next chaprter will

dezal with the latter.
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In order to deal with the subject of chapter system- L

atleally we have subdivided the concept of "expressions

of Jewishness" into several component parts. We will ex-

amine separately attlitudinal expressions, affiliational !

or assoclational expressions, and behavioral of Jewishnéss.
'é Yhere approrrilate and possible, we will also compafe the
expressions cf converts and non-converts with one another
as vell as with the expressions of AmericanrJews in gen~ .
aral. SHince affiliation with and participation in the ac- 2

tivities of the organized Jewish cormunity are the most

g s S 2 haed i S EA R

j obviously notlceable expressions of Jewishness we deal ﬂw
5 with them first. %%
;E Formal affiliation with a synagofue 1s found only a- ;;

? mong a minority of our respondents, as we see in the table ??

i helow, ‘ ;ﬁ
: ' Table 70 ' - =

'é Type of Congregational AAfiliation 5
f Spouse Jewish Spouse Gentile =

E by Birth by Birth t

é Male Female Male Female : &‘

: . 1

f-—— Jewish® 30.6 ' 23.8 11.5 20.9 - o

| Protestant 2.0 3.1 1.2 3.2 | i

] Catholic o | 3.0 1.3

Other . 8.3 6.9 8.5 9.9 j

. None 59.1 66.2 75.8 1.7 ﬁ
- 100.0  100.0 100.0  100.0 E
— — . ;

Orthodox 10.2 5.2 ——— 5.0
A Conservative 18.1 13.1 - 15,0 g

Reform ' - 71.5 81.6 74,0 80.0




F[!U‘ | ks
! H ' 1 ;
g%‘[ :
‘ﬂ; Those who do affiliate with a synagogue do so dispropor- i
i tionately with Reform temples. As one might have pre- t
;1 dicted, men are ﬁore likely to affiliate than women —- ;; tl
h! that is, among the born-Jewish spouses. It is interest- :§ vt
:ﬁ; ing to note that aﬁong those who do affiliate with some ] ©
!ﬂ“ ' synagogue the proportion of men affiliating with Orthodox t
Tﬁ* synagorgues 1s not too far short of the general pattern 7
i of affiliation with Orthodox:synagogues among American s
;“E Jews., The real short fall seems to he in the category of ¢
nﬂﬁ affiliation with Conservative synagogues. It may be use- t
:% ful to recall here'that it is the Conservatives who seenm P
: % to have produced the fewest converts according to our ¢
;ﬂ findings In Table 26;above._ .
ﬁw; As one rmight also have predicted, conversion seems |
%ﬁ to have a significanﬁ effect on the affiliation patterns E
!ﬁ of born-Gentile spouse, és we see in the table below. ¢
: a
; Table 71 o
f@w Affiliation of Bofanenéile Znouses by Conversion Type e
il Converslon Type
ii - Type of Synagogue . Orth Cons  Refr  NON-CONVERT a
\ Reform 53,8 20.0 7.3 .0 N
i Conservative —ie BB Ta7 b n
i | Orthodox 15,4 —mmm e .3 v
MONE 30,7 25.0  25.4 _95.3 3
| ina,0  1on,0 1000 1nn.n
: Actual n of cases = ( 13) ( 20) ( 55) (213) £
}g Though our sarple of converts 1s admittedly small it con-
 € firms findings previously reported by Lazerwitz that the £
‘ﬁi t.
il
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rate of synaéogue affiliation among them is much higher
than among non-converts. TIndeed, 1t is higher than among
the American Jewish population at large. It is also
worth noting that ‘despite the small size of our sample
of converts our figﬁres oh affiliation patterns are vir-
tually identical to those of Lagepmitz, He found that
75% of the Jewlszh snouses of converts were menbers of a
synagogue, while,anly 107 of the Jewish spouses of non-
converts were so affiliated. Our table above‘indicates
that just about 757 of the:converts themselves are rem-
bers of some synapogue. Fresumably their membership in-
cludes their Jewish spouses as well,

Ineidentally, the above table also gives some indi-
cation of the relative holding power of conversion arong
the three main branches of American Judaism. About twq
thirds of those converted under Reforrn auspilces malintain
affiliation with a Reform temple. Ry contrast, a little.
over a half of those converted under Conservative auspi-
ces maintain affiliation with a Conservative synagogue,
and only about 157 of those converted under Orthodox
auspices mraintain affiliatioh with an Orthodox synagogue.
Tge greatest switeh oceccurs amoﬁg those who undergo con-
version among Orthodox auspices. More than half of them
Join a Reform temple and almost a third maintain no af-
filiation whatsoever.

- In contrast to the rather low rate of aynagogue af-
filiation among intermarrieds where no conversion has

taken place, the frequency of attendance at High Holilday
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services indicates a greater involvement in organized Jew-

ish life. g
Table 72 .
Frequency of Attendance in Synagogue on High 8
Holidays by Jewish Spouse ]
' k
Male Female
— —— | c
Often/Always | B1.1 30.0 S ¢
Sometimes | 11.8 1l6.8 ; F
Rarely .‘ 13.2 20.7 A }
Never . 33.5 32.5
100.0 . 100.0 '
l
mhe great majority who attend do so with thelr spouses f
and children. TLess than a'quarter of our born-Jdewlsh 3 ]
respondents report attending High loliday services by ' %? :
themselves, 1In other words; it appears that larre pro- ’f .
portions of our sample of Jewlsh intermarrieds may he E; '
found in synapogues on Rosh Hashana and Yom Kippur with 3
theilr non-Jewish spouses and, at least in the cases of 8
Jewish men, with theilr halachically non-Jewish children ;

as well.

As we have seen with affiliatlon, so too, we find
with attendance at services on High Folidays that cohu
version seens to make a significant difference. While
nearly a third of the non-converts attend these services
"always" or "sometimes" about elghty percent of the con-
verts have such a record of attendance, as we can seé

below,
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Table 73

Frequency of Synagogue Attendance of Born-Gentile 3pouse
by Conversion

CONVERT

Freguency ‘ Orth Cons  Refr NON-CONVERT
Often/Always 56.7 £5.2 80.6 19.8
Sometimes 24,3 9,0 2.4 . 9.5
Rarely 10.0 R .7 16.5
Hever 0.0 25,8 8.4 _53.7
TAg.n Inn.0 TIn0.0 100.0

Yhile these figures report on the attendance patterns of
the born-Gentile sbouses, we may extrapolate that the Jew-
ish spouses of the converts would have a similarly high
rate of attendance. The spouses of the non-converts would
have a lower rate of attendance, though, of course, it
would be hipher than the rate of attendance for the non-
converts theriselves,

In order to assesc the significance of the affilia~
tion and attendance patterns which we have described so
far it is useful to compare them to available figures on
the affiliation and attendance patterns of Amerlcan Jews
in general. | |

According to the Mational Jewish Porulatlion Study
the réte of affiliation with svnagogues among adult Jdews
in the United States is about 46% or a little less than
half.z Although this fipure is about eight years old at

the present, there are no indications from more recent
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surveys that it should be revised one way or another.,
Basing his analysis on NJPS, ngerwitz reports that a-
bout GH% of the endogamously married Jewish adults at-
tended synapogue on Yonm Kippur ahd about 589 of this
population went to synagogue on Rosh Hashana. Accord-
ing to the {IJPS ahout 27ﬂ‘qf Americal's Jewish adults

did not attend synagogue once during the survey vear.

1

In addition to affiliation with and attendance at
synagogfrue, another way‘in‘which Jews exrress thelr ties
to the orpanized Jewilsh coﬁmunity is by participating in
Jewish ornanizationalfactiﬁities and by giving to the ma-
jor communal charitv, thé ﬁnited Jewish Appeal and Feder-
ation drive., Iere the reddrd of our respondents does not
arpear to be as Jewishly affirrative as in the case of
Involverent with synaﬁogue‘life. Very few participate on
a regular tasis in the activities of local Jewish organi-
zations. On the other hand, relatively more claim to .
contribuﬁe to Jewish charity drives, as the following tvio

tables show below,

|
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Table 7k

Extent of Participation in Activities of Jewish
Organizations by Born Jewish Respondents

Male Female
Often “ 11.8 2.4
Sometimes 21.5 25.4
Rarely 28.7 28.1
Never | 38.0 43.8
100.0 100.0
Table 75

Proportion of Born-Jewish Spouses Giving
Financial Support to UJA

Male Female
Yes 59.3 33.5

No 40.7 66.5

¥hile we lack directly comparable data on the‘hehavior of
American Jews in peneral rerarding these matters there are
impressionistic indications that only a small proportion

participate repularly in the activities of Jewish communal

orpanizations. Also, probably less than three-quarters

of the American Jewish publie contribute to the annual

drives of UJA-Federation in any glven year. Thus, inter-

marrieds exhibit a sirilarity to the general dewlsh popu-
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lation on these matters as well.

The fact that on all the above dimensions of Jewish
organizational affiliation and participation Jewiéh mén
seem to "score" higher than Jewlsh women is probably due
to general differences in the behavior of men and women
in the Jewish community. Tt does not appear to he rela-
ted to intermarriage as such.

As an iInteresting side light, we mlght add, abouﬁ a
third of our respondents -- Jews and non-Jews alike --
indicated that they ﬁbald "like to learn more" about ét
least one or more of the orgahization which we listed in
our survey instrument. Iﬁ,fact, many of our intervievers
were put into the awkward position of having to restrain
themselves from prdviding informétidn about Jewish organ-
izations to intereSﬁéd couples in our sample lest they
compromise thelr role as objective Investigators and be
perceived as proselytizers. In short, 1t 1s our impres-
sion that the above table on organizational partlicipation
doesn't fully reflect:the Subtle ways in which intermar-
ried famillies are tied or attracted to the Jewish commun-
ity.

We next move from tﬁe publié expressions of Jewlsh-
ness to the more private expressions. Here we wlll exam-
the observance of Jewish customs and rituals, the utiliz-
ation of Jewish cultural artifacts in the home, and the
expression of attitudes which are generally regarded as -

being consistent with contemporary Jewlsh norms.
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As we have seen In the chapter on the Jewish kin
network a substantial minority of our intermarried res-
pondents observe at least some of the Jewlsh holidays l
with theif parents. Also, a sizéable minority attend i
syﬁamogue services at léast on the lligh Holidays. But
the affirmation of Jewishness involves the observance
of a preat variety of personal and honme rituals and cus-
toms, Tlow do these fare in the intermarried home? To i
answer thils question in some detall we asked our fespon— :

dents, Jews and non-Jews alike, to Indicate how frequently

i
or repularly they do the followine. i
 Lxhibit 3 ;

Jewish Rituals and Custorm

. . : . i
1. Particivate in Jewlsh rraver service

2. flttend synarogue throuphout the year ' :
. Bring kosher meat into home

. Light candles for the Sabbath
. Make kidush for Sebbath or holidays i
€. Fast on Yom Kippur

1
. i
7. Light Channuka candles . |

Tn the table which follows we summarize their replies in

terms of vhether they do any of the above often, sonetimes, i

rarely, or never,
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HOTE:

Frequency of Practlice of Jewish Rituals and Customs

Often
Sometimes
Rarely
fever

Often

Sormetimes

Rarely
fever

Often
Sometimes
Rarely
Tever

Nften

Sometimes

Rarely
Naver

Often
Sametimes
Harely
Hever

Often

Sometimes |

Rarely
Mever .

Often
Somrmetlmes
Rarely
Hever

Table 76

Svouse Born-Jewish
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The resmponses of the born-Gentile spouses to the a-
nove items mav he read as sz valldity. cheek on the respon-

2¢s of their born=Jewish mates, They may also be read

25 a4 measure of the extent to which non-Jewish spouses in-
volve themselves in the unlquely Jewish practices of their
nartners. These fipures seer Lo suppest that the inter-
rarried farilies which stay torether tend to ohserve Jew-
ishh rituals and custors torether as well (if the Jewish
rartner okserves Lher at allj.s ITr other words, as our
rrevious chanter sugreshed, the intermarried hoysehold
is unlilkely to he divided in its practice of reiiﬁious
custors and rituals. ‘Mey either practice them topether
or. they don't practie@uthehlat all. Tt is intefestinp_to
note that Channura which seers to he celebrated by the
lareest rrorortion of our fespondents 1s ﬁore often-ac~
tively celebrated hy the women -- he they Jeﬁish or not'
-- than thé men.

For purposes of comparison it should be noted that

according to the ¥ational Jewish Population Survey the

ohservance pattern of the frmerican Jewish adult popula-

tion is as follows. Ahbut 377 indicate that they obzerve
the.ﬂahhath, 757 observe the festival of Channuka, and

about 26% claim to okserve the rules _of kashruth,.that ié
of bringinf losher meat Into the home.q Additional figures
for comparison were ohtained from several local cormmunity

Surveys and are reproduced in the Appendlx.
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The seven items in Exhiblt % and the table above

were combined into two separate indexes of ritual or

custom cbservance which we have called ACTYID for our

born-Jewish respondents and JEWPRAX for our born-Gentile

respondents., The names have no specilal slgnificance a-

part from serving'as amusing mnemonlie tools and a kind

of short-nand in computef‘analjsi$. In the two tables

which follow bhelow we examine the possible effects of a

number of different independent variables on the average

scores of our respondents on ACTYID and JEWFEAX,

-Table 77

nreakdown of Means on ACTYID

Independent Variabie

lone =~ entire sample
of horn-Jewish resrp.

Forn-Jewish Males
Forn-Jewish Females
If first marriage
I1f second marriare

If parents helonged
to a synagopue

If parents did not
belong to a synagogue

Tvpe of synagogué to

which parents belonged:

Leform ,
Conservative
Orthodox

Spouse converted to
Judaism 4 B & 8 & B PP A s a8

Reform
Conservatlve
Orthodoyx

Groun Wean

Standard Deviation

2.60
2.70
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Table

Breakdown of Means on ACTYID

Independent Variahle

If spouse did not
convert to Judalsm.

If couple was rarried
by Rabbi, but Gentile
spouse did not convert

Tf couple was married

by Rakbl, and born-
Gentile %pouue converted
Reform .

If couple was married

by Rahbhi, and born-
(G(entile %nou%e convertcd
CnnservatWVe

Tf couple was married

ty Rahhi, and born-
Gentille qpouse converted
Orthodox

NOTE: the maxinum rosslble score on ACTYID was 7,00,

nasruch as we are using tte index ACTYID
21l reasure of ritual and custom observance by
Jewish respondents,iwe way=make the following peneraliza- e

tions. Jewish exoranists

(i

whose parents did not belong to _ o

(cont'd)

Groﬁp Mean

Standard Deviation

}..J

«71

3.40

3.94

a »Vnaﬁonue and ”ho%e Gentile spouses

Judaism have the lowest‘scores on the ﬁeasure of observance. -
Jdewish men seem to be ahout 15% more ohservant than Jewilsh
Wwormen, Jewish exogamists
less ohservant than those

Spouses converted to Judalsmr are more than twice as observ-

in first marriages are about 287%

in second marriages. Jews whose

156

as an over- !

the horn-~

did not convert to i

2.50 |

1.10 : (n=49)

.60
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ant than those whose spouses did not convert. Those Jews
vhose spouses converted to Judaism and who were married

in some kind of Jewish ceremcny by a Rabbl were generally
the most dbservant, with those whose spouses went through
an Orthodox conversion obtaining the hlghest scores, How—
ever, the ohservance score of those whose spouses did not
convert but were married by a rabbl nonetheless was much
closer to those whose spouses had converted than to those
whose spouses had not convérted and who were also not mar-
ried in some kind ofiJewish ceremony. Those whose spouses
did not convert and who vere also not married in some kind
of Jewlish ceremony héd an‘average ACTYID score of 1.05,
the lowest of all Subgroups'ih our sanmple.

It should be pointed56ut that neither the conversion
aof the born-Gentile‘épouse:nor the officiation of a rabbil
at the marfiage cerémony.of our respondents may he causally
related to thelr habits of”religious observance. In fact,
there are prohahly numerous prior factors which_detgrmine
both the individuals'! level of religious observancé and
their desire to héve_théir spouses convert as well as to
have their marriages solemﬁizgd by a rabbl. On the other
hand, the persons ﬁpon whoﬁ conversion and marrlage by a
rabtil is likely to have a mOre direct effect are the born-
Gentile spouse.. Therefore;kwe next examine their levelé
of Jewish religlous observaﬁce through an analysls of our

second observance lndex, JEWPRAX.

W 7(

1;

Tl
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Table 78
Breakdown of Means on JEWPRAX | ?
Independent Variable ‘Group Mean Standard Deviation
- ilone == entire sample
of born-Gentile resp. : 2.90 3.10
Born-Gentile Males . ‘ 2.34 2.400 i
rorn-Gentile Females f 3.36 3.50
If not converted, and ‘ .
- not married by Babhi ' 1,70 1.70 7 ?
8 Tf not converted, but : ‘ ?W
married by Rabhl H.5M 3.30 (n=49) #
. If married by Rabbi, - - LE
and converted Reform = . 4.50 . 3.30 i
If married by Rabbi,; . i
and converted Conservative 7.00 4,80
1 If married by Rabbi, ;
and converted Orthodox ‘ 7.00 2.50 i
1y | R |
MOTE: the maxlmum possible score on JEWPRAX was 7.00. 3
. - '
3 ‘é For reasons that_aré.ﬁpt'clear at this point the %
born-ientile women acﬁievéd‘higher scores than either Jf
born-Jewish men or born—Jewish women. This may be due to ?
a the way in which the=qhesti6nswere worded. However, more im- ¢
portant than any singlé group meanJié the pattern of change ﬂ
= é we observe in the above table when we introduce various ﬁ
A 0
independent and possibly causal factors. As we can see, !f
r g% mérriage in some kind of Jewlsh ceremony under rabbinic I
| officiation seems to produce é preat change 1n observance E

I
A pattern even in the absence of conversion, Conversion un- :

der Reform auspices does not seem to add to this relation- ‘ f 




ship. In fact, the relative impact of these two factors
ray he identical. In view of the fact that in most if
not all cases a rahbi who officiates at an ihtermarriage
in which the born-Gentile spouse did not convert is like-
1y to be a Reform rah®hi, thé similarity of these two fig-
ures 1s, perhaps, understandable. On the other hand,_
those who were married by a rabbi and also converted eil-
ther under Conservdtive‘oﬁ Orfhodbx ausplices were about
369 more ohservant than those who did not convert but were
rarried hv a rahbi, or wtho converted under Reform auspices
Onece arcain, we must Qéution against attributing
causality to conversion or rabbinic officiation with res-
nect to the Jewish‘dbseryance patterns of horn-Gentile
spouses in internarriages.: We have found, for example,

that where the horn-Jevish: spouse's parents nhad belonged

to a synaporue and were themselves "relipious" the JEWPRAX

scores of our horn-~Centile respondents were sipgnificantly
higher than in families in which the parents of the born-
Jewlsh spouse had not beionged to a svnagogue and were
themselves not religidus.i To‘be sure, we must admit that
nene of the independent variablps produced as a preat a

difference in'JEWPRAKLscorés as conversion and rabbinic

officiation.
Many American Jews, and many intermarrleds -- Jews
and non-Jews .alike -- frequently make the claim that al-

thourgh they are not particularly ohservant they have an

emotional attachment to the Jewlsh people_and Jewish
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culture, ‘They often'profess cormmitments to Jewlsh ideals
and goals. Such sentiments are also a way of "being Jew-
ish", Therefore we next examine the prevalence of atti-
tudes which might he regarded as positively Jewish amrong
our intermrarrieds,.

Exhihit 4 below represent the battery of items with
whichi we sourht to tap th attitudinal_Jewishness of our

Jewlsh exomamists as well as of their horn-Gentile mates.

e
s. DYHISIT b AROUT HERE

- | :

These twenty-flve 1tems were subjected to lactor analysis o

using the Principal Factoring 'ethod with iterations, which ﬁ

I . 5 E ‘fl

reduced our items to eight factors. Since the first facw i

: g ‘ o

tor erxplained nearly forty npercent of the variance on these Jl

: Items, we selected the items constituting that factor as i

X

the key measure of attitudinal Jewishness. The five items N
of that factor were the following.
Fxhibit 5

Indicators of Attitudinal Jewishness .

1. Belnpg Jewish is very important to re.

2. Arerican Jewry and Jews in Israel are parts of one
one people.

i, It is Irmportant to me that there shoulgd always be
a Jewish people. . o

b, A Jew has greater responsihility for other Jews
than for non-Jews.

2. I would be quite surprised and upset if my chilg-
ren did not regard themselves Jewilsh when they grew up.




Exhibit 4

a., How one practices or beiieves in religion 1s a matter of

individuhl'conscience, and of little importance as far
as the unity of the family is CONCRrNEd +.vuvinvrnanansas

b. Rabbis, as_the religi&ua representatives of the Jewish
community, have the legitimate right and moral obliga-
tion to decide who 1s and who 1is not a Jew iviieiia,

c. A Jew ceases to be Jewish when (s)he bécomes an atheist
i T

d. Women do not have sufficlent opportuuiéy in traditicnal
Jewish practice for religious self-expression .........

Qi? Jews should devote more efforr to developing good rela-
tions with non-Jews B

f./Being Jewish is very important té me .u[..............
g. Drugs can heighten genuina religious sensitivity .....,

(;) American Jewry and the Jews in Israel are parts of one
people with a single heritage, destiny and role ...,.,.

CEE)The Nazi Holecaust was unique among the massacres of
history L L L N T T T S

<:£9 It is importamt to me that there should

always be a Jewish people ........f.......u........‘
k. Anti-Zionism {s aimply a form of anti-Semitism ,.,,.,..
1, Israel is the basic homeland of the Jewish people .....

m. Evehés since the Yom Kippur War in 1973 have increased
my feeling of Jewish isolation R

n.)The differences between American Jews and Jews in
Israel are more significant than the similarities P

o. Religion ghould be entirely a private mﬁtter between a
person and the God -- or whatever else —- (a)he
believes in M R L I S

3 If Jews behaved differently, there would be less anti-

Semitism ---o-oocln.uoo---o---.fén-pnag---oo.---c-nnoc-

q. Jews are justified in glving special weight to a candi-
date's attitudes toward issues of Jewlsh interest when
casting their votes M R R T

t. Prayer is primarily a private and individual experi-
ence; its communal aspect is quite HECONdATY cuevivusns

A Jew has greater reaponsibility for other Jews than
for non-Jews B

(:::)I personally feel myself to be a survivor of the

Holocaust onur--a-u-.n---ca-l0..-1-ono-nq-ot.--coco-oo.

@ I would be quite surprised and upset if my children did
~.wt regard themselves Jewish when they grew up ..,....,

Y. /L would certainly not discourage my children from
marrying a person Just because (a)he was not born Jewish

w. God revealed himself to man in Jesus Christ .uivvvninase

¥. Reincarnation expresses my idea of what happens to
pEOPIQ when thﬂy die R R N

¥+ Jewish foods and Jewish humor are esgential to whet
I mean by being Jewish L R R R
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Since a number of the items in Exhibit 4 have ap- :

peared in previous Jewish oplinion surveys such as NJPS . | |

and other local community studies, we will first present B R

the distribution of respbnses to selected ltems in terms

of the proportion of born-Jewish and born-Gentile men and
3 vomen who agree, disapree or have no oplnion about them.
hj%‘ Table 79 E
E]%[ DMistribution of Respbnses on Jewish Opinionnaire
E]E, Spouse Rorn-Jewlsh Spouse Born-Gentile
D_; Item Code o D
] Male Female Male Female -
1 Agree 76.6 80.0 20,8 41.9
[ 4 F. . Dlsagree = 13.5° 12.5 ho.6 30.2
g[ ‘ Yo Opinlon' - 10.0 7.5 37.2 27.9
g | o '
;ﬂ'ﬁ- o Agree . N8.7 53.0 3.6 50.4 L
L4 H. Disagree - 41.3 23.0 50.6 : 27.3 S
pag Mo Opinion  10.0 14.0 14,7 20.9 |
. Agree 36. 8 88.4  66.5 7.0 E
k. J. Disapree 6.4 4.0 10.5 3.2 |
3 _ Mo Opinion 6.8 7.7 2h,0 21.4 y
l Apree 51.5 39.5 30.8 35.8
] S. Disagree hn,n 50,1 53.7 56.0
] Mo Opinion 8.5 10.4 14.6 8.2 i
: Co ' N B
Agree = 54,1 hi, 5 15.5 38.1 E
U. Disagree © . ~131,0. 37.9 56.6 9.1 g
Mo Opinion: | 14,8 17.5 26.7 21.8. k
Agree & 15,7 8.8  22.6 15.6 ¥
B. Disagree 70.5 76.5 55.0 - 63.5 i
No Opinion 13.8 14,7 21.2 - 20.8: :
= . o o i
| Agree 19.9 10,0 21,8 - 22.3 ¥
¢.  Disapree 72.9 83.0 57,2 55:3 i
Mo Oninion 7.2 7.0 20,9 S 22,4 :
Q. Disagree 14,1 14,5 16,8 - 18.6 . I
I\‘IO Opinion ' 5.6 7'3 8.5 12.6 ) | .
HNOTE s some columns may not sum to unity due to rounding l%
errors and missing responses which are not shown. L __¢;
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According to the published report of the Natlonal
Jewish Population Study 84.8% of America's Jews agréed
with the statement, "It ié‘important that there should -
always be a Jewlsh people™ tour iteﬁ J above).. The
statement, "I am happy to be Jewlish" which 1s comparable
to our item F generéted agreemeﬁt on the bart of 89% of
the respondents in the NJPS, In a survey of the Houston
Jewiéh community in lQ?B‘thé‘statement, "A Jew ceases to
he Jewilsh if he beCOmes‘and‘atheist," (our item C) gener-
ated apreement from 429% of'the respondents. In the same
survey the staterent, "A Jew should accept greater respons-
iniiity for his-fellow‘Jewglthan for non-Jews," (our item
3) was apreed to by 6i.ﬂ? Sf the survey respondents, and
the statement, "& Jeﬁ should clve speclal consideratlion to
the position of politibal candidates on iésues of Jewish
interest," (similar to our:item Q) generated agreement on
the part of 87.6¢ of the-faépondents. The statement,

"AR American Jew should feel a speclal cultural and reli-

. gious bond with Tsrael," (comparable to our item H) also

appeared on the Wouston survey, and it generated 83,47
arreement. Mhe discrepaﬁcﬁ_between that rate of aﬂroemenﬁ
and the rate fOund:éméng ouf fespondents may be due to the
somewhat stronger wording of our item. |
On the basls of these other surveys we may note that

while intermarrieds are‘sliéhtly less happy about being
Jewlsh than American Jews ih general, they are as concerned
as the latter that tﬁere should always bé a.Jewish people., .

A much smaller proportlon of intermarrieds are’willing to
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accept the staterment that a Jew ceases to be Jewlsh when
he or she becomes an atheist than 1s the case for the A-
merican Jewish population at large. Fewer intermarrieds
are villing to tale a greater responslbillty for Jews than
for non-~Jews than the Jewish population in general. Put

almost as many of the former agree with giving special at-

tention to the position of political candidates on Jewish
interest as the latter,

In sum, ve note that on rnost items of

attitude which are of special relevance to contemporary A-

merican Jewry intermarried Jews are not too dissimilar fron o

b

their endogamous brethern. It 1s also interesting to note i

that a large proportion of the horn-Gentile women apprOXim— ﬁh
ate the attitudes of their Jewlsh husbands on most of the o
issues covered in our "Jewish Cpinionnaire" aboﬁe. The
difference hetween the born-Gentile ren and.their Jewish d}
wives 1s much preater oﬁ most items. Thils finding once

arain confirms a point we made earlier abdut tiie relations
Letween interrarried spouses. Jewlsh ren married to fentlle .~ ]

women seem o malle more harmonious courles than Jewish wo-

men rarried to Centile ren. ' ;
As we had done with the ltems measuring the observ-
ance of rituals and customs, so too, we combined the five

ltems in Exhibit 5 into a single measure of what mipght be

called attitudinal Jewishness. Ve called the indek THINK- \%
: |

- E | ‘
id i YID if the items were answered by born-Jewish respondents, N

?Ii and GERTHINK if they were answered by the born~Gentile re-
! spondents. The tahles which follow analyze the pattern of
E1
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responses of the various subgroups of our sample on these

two iIndexes.

Table 80

Preakdown of Weans on THINKYID

Independent Varilable

None -- entire sample
of born-Jdewlish resn.

Forn-Jewish Males
Horn~-Jewish Females

If parents telonged
to a synagofue

If parents did not
helong to a aynagogfue

Tvpe of syrapopue to

which varents helonged:

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox

Srouse converted to
Judalsm veeerivenes . o

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox -

If spouse did not con=-
vert to Judalsm

If spouse did not con-
vert, but couple was
married by a Rabbi

If couple was married
ky a Rabbi, and spouse
converted..veeeesnvsns

Reform
Conservative
Qrthodox

Group Mean

Standard Deviation

2.87
3.01
2.87

2,12

2.57

3.9
4.26
4,43

—
- L)

(AN R |

40 @

1.54

1,24
61
77
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Tt should be kept in mind that the maximum possible g
score on THIHNKEYID was 5.00. Thus, nmest subgroups in our
sample scored rather nigh or this index. In other words, : ﬁ
intermarried Jews =~ as probtahly most American Jews --

exrress a hilgher level of Jewishness when Jewishness is

reasured in terms of attitudes than when 1t is measured

in terms of practice. Tt iz also interesting to note

g that the differences hetweer. the various subgroups on -

this index are not quite as great as the differences ve

found on the index ACTYID, While conversion of the born- i

Gentile syouse and rarriape under Jewlsh auspices seems

f to Le related to a Si?nificantly‘higher seore, the differ-
ences produced hy these factors are not as larpe as those
which these same fagtbrs produced on the measure of be-

navioral Jewlshness.

Put another way, we mifht say that although inter- 8

rmarriage appears to diminish the relative "Jewishness" I
of the exomamous Jew, it doesn't effect all aspects of
Jewishness equallv. It seems to effect formal affilia-

tion the nost. Tt effects personal and home observance

a little less, and it seers to have the least effect on
what we'lve called attitﬁdinal dewlshness.
¥hile intermarriage tends to diminish the "Jewishe-

ness" of the born-Jewlsh spouse, 1t clearly has the op-

posite effect on the horn-Gentile mate. We have seen

this to be the case as far as affiliation and observance

Sk S Fi s o i B s e e

are concerned, In the tahle which follows we exanine

the attitudinal Jewishness of the born-Gentile spouses.




Takle 81

Preakdovwn of MMeans on GERTHINK

Independent Variahle Group Mean Standard Deviation

Lone -- entire sample

of born-Gentile resr. 1.50 1.50
Forn-Centile Males 1.22 ' 1.00
Sorn-Gentile Females - 1.54 1.24

If not converted, and

not married hy Rabhi - 1.20 ‘ - 1.20
If not converted, but : -
married hv Rahbi 1.73 1.10

Tf married hy Nabhi,
and converted,.......

neform 1,86 .25

Conservative 2.54 1.1n0

Nrthodox 2.85 B0
MO . maxirum score on CTRTUINK was 5.00,

Looking bacl at Wablé 78 one discovers some inter-
esting contrasts hetween the observance bhatterns and the
attlitude patterns of htorn-Gentile partners in intermar-
rlages. Tt seems that they become "more Jewilsh" 1n terms
of hehavior than in térmsrof attitude. It 1s also quite
striking to notice how 1little difference conversion or
rabkinic officiation at the rmarriage seem to make on our
respondents' attitudinzl Jewishness as compared to the in-
pact of those factors on thé measure of traditional ob-

servance. As was the case with our born-Jewish respondents,

8o too, we find that their born-Gentile. spouses exhibit a




rather uniform pattern of attitudes. We might also note
that spouses seem to achieve a greater uniformity of Jew-
ish observance patterns than they achieve uniformity of
attitudes. Since TﬁIﬂKYID and GERTHINK are comprised of
the identical iters one cannot help but be struck by the
dlfferences in average séores. ¥hile the average for our
horn-Jewlsh respondents was 2.87, the averase for our
born-Gentile respondents was 1.50. More interestingly,
the difference seems to iricrease when we introduce the
factors of conversion and rabbiniec offictation at the
marriaﬁe.

In other wbrds, in Intermarriages which were per-
formed by a rahbi and Iin which the born-Gentile spouse
converts fo iudaism.ﬁhe dlfference in attitudinal Jewish-
ness between hushand and wife is greater than it 1s in
interrarriapges vhich were not performed hy & rabbi and 1n
which the horn-Gentile spousc does not convert to Juda-
ism. ‘“hether %his freater difference males marital ad-
justmeﬁt more Adifficult anong: the former than among the
latter we cannot téli forgsure. However, this finding
does sugpest that oné rmust be alert to the possible un~
anticipated consequences of efforts which would seek to

inerease the Jewlshness of the intermarried family.

One final measure of the expression of Jewishness
in the intermarried home was a series of cultural arti-

facts about which our respondents were asked to indicate

168
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] whether they possess them, use them, or do not have them,

™he intent of this battery of items was to evaluate the

extent to which the armbiance or the sﬁmbolic éontent of --i?ﬂ%
i . . e
the home i1s Jewish in character., Exhibit 6 below is our 3 gﬁ?g
Jeﬁish Visual Culturé inventory on which our neasurerents é
were hased. | 7;

EYHIBIT 6 AROUT HERE

In the.table vhich fdllbws the exhibit we summérize the
frequency witﬁ which our born-Jewish male and female
respondents possess or utilize these objects. We also
indiéaté in the taﬁle_what proportion of our reépondents

reported that their parenté had and used these thlngs.

TARLE 82 AROUT HERE

YMere data are available we will compare the resnonse pat-

terns of our samrle of intermarrieds with the patterns one

rilght find amons conterporary American Jews in general.




INSTRUCTIONS:

Exhibit

6

JEWISH VISUAL CULTURE INVENTORY

might be found in the American Jewish home.

170

The followihg is a list of ritual and ceremonial items, or Jewish cultural artifacts which
Please check(v) the way in which each of the
following items were/are displayed or used in your own home and in the home of your parents.

: DON'T
USED REGU~ PRESENT IN KNOW
VISIBLY LARLY (ON HOME, BUT NOT IF IT
DISPLAYED|APPROPRIATE NOT USED PRESENT | IS/WAS
IN HOME OCCASIONS) | REGULARLY IN HOME { PRESENT
‘ {4) (3) (2) (1) (0)
i RESPONDENT ; Ao
Mezzuzah on doorpost PARENT
. RESPONDENT
Sabbath candle sticks PARENT
RESPONDENT
Kiddush cup PARENT
RESPONDEN{
Changkah menorah S ARENT e o -—
Havdalah set RESPONDENT
PARENT
Talit (nraver shawl -RESPONDENT
alit (vray ) PARENT
T'fillin (phylacteries) RESPONDENT —
- PARENT
RESPONDENT
Seder plate PARENT
. RESPONDENT
Bible(Five Books of Moaeg) PARENT
. ' RESPONDENT
Jewish prayer book PARENT
'RESPONDENT
Succah PARENT
Separate set of dishes for | RESPONDENT
meat/dairy/Passover PARENT
RESPONDENT
Yarmulka (skull cap) PARENT
RESPONDENT
Books of Jewish content PARENT
Musical records of RESPONDENT
Jewish content PARENT
Jewish or Israeli RESPONDENT
objects of art PARENT
¢ f Posters or other memora- RESPONDENT
2 _B}Iia of Jewish content PARENT
§ : . RESPONDENT
y Jewish encyclopedia PARENT
. RESPONDENT
Chanukah dreidl {a game) PARENT




Table 82

Distribution of Born-Jewlsh Respondents and their
Parents on (JVQ) Jewish Visual Culture Invenpory

BBk H=E nwEs LT

S oo ST LS e

i B EASAETE

u el

a it
HEH
I gt
1]
1

azl

MEZZUZAY

CTIOTE

Male

Female.

percentages add to unity.adross each rov.

Possess, Use

Possess but

Doés not

or Display

39.2
26.0

not Usé -

- Possess

53.5 |
62.2 E:

Parent 54,7 9.1 6.1 Rire
- ‘ : BES
S Male 28.8 15.6 51.7 £
SATBATI CANDLE Female 2h.2 26.5 ha.3 1
- Parent h5,2 23.72 31.2 g
Male 27.0 15.8 . 56.2
KINUSE CUP Female 15.0 15.0 70.0
Parent 22.8 22.72 4,9
‘HMale 54,6 12.5 30.9
MENOP AN Fermale 70.5 6.7 21.7
' ' Parent 66,9 14,7 18,k
. Male 7.1 7.0 85,9 -
UAVRALAY SET - Temale . 1.2 CELl 92.3 . .
Parent 12,1 6.5 814 E
Male 18,7 22.1 - 509.3
Female 5,7 - 3.7 Q0.5
Parent 27,8 2?.&' 57.7
o Male 9,3 17.3 73.4
A M RILLIN Perale 1,2 7.1 01,7
B Parent 1“,0 .21u8- 6“.2
| Male 28,0 9.0 2.6
' STNER PLATE Female 31.h 3.1 - 65.64 «
: Parent , 47.2 13.5 39.3
Male 34,4 42,4 22,8
JEWISH RIPLE Female 23,7 39,2 37.1 W
: . Parent- . 25,5 3,7 20.7
Male 38.9 31.1 29.5
JEWISH PRAYED BX - Fenale 25.8 22.2 51.9
Parent 46,1 - 31.0 - 22.9 .
Male 4.3 34,1 21.2
JEWISH ROOKS Female 39.1 - 3b,5 26.4 !
Parent 7.5 35.0 17.4 .
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Tabhle 82 (cont'ad) ' '

Possess, Use Possess but Does not

or Display not Use Possess
Male 7.7, 2.6 88.7
Female 5.4 3.0 91.7

Parent 22.7 7.1 70.6 |

K

Male 22.1 3.9 33.4 ;

Female T 22,7 22.5 53.0 i

Parent 38,5 26.1 27.8 |
] Kale 26.€ 17.0 55.1
Wy ESI- Female 20.0 17.6 Rl
BlemconDS Parent 255 22.5 2.0
i . Male oL 14.1 45.5
Aot 0BIET | Female .5 17.5 40.9
5 Farent Ity o 18,6 37.6
Male oo b 13.1 .5

Ferale 22,7 7.1 £9.2 J

Parent 24,5 10,7 £0.2 j

It is interesting to note that Jewlsh men are more

likely to possess, use, and/or display all of the items '

in oar JVC inventory except a menorali, a seder plate,

Jewlsh or Israell art objects, and posters or other Jew-

ish memoribilia. Also, as one mipght have guessed, the !
narents of our resnondents :are more likely to have had

and used these objects than our respondents themselves. i

For purposes of comparison we should note that in
a survey of the Dallas Jewish community in 1974 about
;l 63% of the respondents indicated that they possess and

or use a Mezzuzal on at least one door in their homes.

In the Houston survey in 1975 about 87% of the respon-
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dents indicated that they possess a Jewlsh Bible in their

homes. About the same proportion also indicated possesslon

of a Jewlsh prayer book, and about 807 had books of some J; ©

Jewish content in their homes, _ , ; t

In order to simplify the analysils of our inventory,

B

y‘g we comblned 1ts nineteen items into a sinple JVC iﬁdek.

f’ ‘he scoring of items enahled respondents to obhtain a max- !

- imum score of two and a mihimum score of zero on eacﬂ for “é N

}jj A comblned index range of '0' to '38'. The average score é

ﬁ} of our respondents was 11.1% with a standard deviation of 1

%ﬁ 9.50. TNy contrast, thetr parents average score was 13.90 ji ¢

i with a standard deviation of 9.80. Perhaps 1t is useful !

?%ﬂ to point out that those parents who had helonged to a ‘;%
S¥ynagogue had an average JVC score of 17.03, while those 13 3
had not belonged to a synarogue had an average JVC score 5 ;
of 8.50. Similarly, Orthodox parents had a JVC score of t

L 22.97 on the average, while Conservative had 17.45 and 3

; ﬁ Heform parents obtalned an average JVC score of 12.62. :

'ry The parental sco}es are Ilmportant, not only for their f

‘p? intrinsic interest, hut al$o hecause a correlation pro-i i

G; cedure between the JVe scores of' our respondents and those ¢

;i— of thelr parents yielded a Pearson's r = .63 with r2 = ;

%E} A0, These numbers may seer like gobbledegook to the lay if J

?i reader. UWhat they signify.is tnat by knowlng the JVC : ;

éj scores of the parents we could correctly predict about 407 :

LJ of the JVC scores of their enlldren. That is a rather

I

. | L
strong relationship between the two scores, -
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>n A more detalled breakdown of the average JVC scores w

of various subgroups in our sample is summarized in the _

table below, : : g

Table 83

Breakdown of JVC Scores by Selected Independent Variables

Independent Variables ‘ jMeans Standard Deviations
None -- entire sample S 11,16 9.50

If born-Gentile spouse : n;_ o i
did not convert . 9.61 9.,20%%,

If born-Gentile sp0uqe S i
converted ..... : o f ﬂw
H'
r

Reform  14.79 8.00
Conservative 23.55 8.98 : . |
Orthodox 26.56 5.56 i

If born-Jewish spouse % - .
regarded hls or her . = .. -~ ‘ T : iy
own background as im- - ' ;
portant to self prior i _ - : : L
to marriage 15,04 9,73 , (n=122) ﬁw

If born-Jewish spouse ‘ Lﬁ
did not regard own - : ' h
background as impor- |
tant to self prior to |

marriage 7,33 7.64 (n=123) h

- oL ) et T . »
B e Tt i i e e e TR ce b B T R S s s iy B SR S e i A
R A S R il e S A e R St AT b 0t oo R s e AP e A

(]
o S e 2

If born-Jewish spouse | o : i
has frequent "reli- .. - - ‘ :
gious feelings" | S14.43 10,60 | . N

\

If born-Jewish spouse = |
rarely or never has ' ‘ '
"religlous feelings" 8.37 . 8.40

G e

If couple consulted 3 - : ' o I
with Rabbi prior to ‘ : R
p ! marriage 14,12 10.00 o Ok

ST A

If horn-Jewlsh spouse. ' ‘ ‘ i
received no formal ' ‘
Jewish education 19.“3 o 9.35

Cont'd.... I
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Table 83 (cont'd)

] st
:? Independent Variables Means Standard Deviations ::g be
| - ar
f% If horn-Jewish spouse ‘ | ; e
il received six or more : 4
il years of Jewish educe- :
ation . | - 1bh.R0 . 11.20. . | ; p1
g ur
-As wé have seen With previous measures of Jewishness, g
there arernumerous factors'which seem to increase che.ex~ : O
tent to which the amblance of the 1ntermarried“h0mé-will 
contain Jéwish cultural components. Conversion of the non- | : ot
Jewlsh spouse in Feneral, and the type of conversion in ‘ ; A
rarticular seems to make a great difference in the JVC of ? 3 v
the home. However, the-impact of conversionris very lilkely ;.g al
to be medlated by -- 1if 1t itself 1s not a product of —- . 5
therattituce 5: the born-Jewish spouse towards his or her B
backgrOund_prior to marriage and the extent to which this 1 %
individual continues to have "religious fcelinrs" In- , 1 ? N
terestinglv, we have found that the background and atti- ,;
tudinal characteristics of ‘the born-Gentile Spouse seem | | ?
to have little relationship to the Jewlsh Visual Cultural B
clirate of the home. It appears that the extent to which' B
such a climate 1s created depends primarily if not ex— M
clusively on the disposition of the born—Jewish-spouse, P

and meets with 1little if any resistance from hils or her

born-Gentile mate,

sSummary

Mﬁ In order to summarize the various possible relation-
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ly

1176

ships bhetween the different measures of Jewishness of the

born-Jewish spouses as well as of theilr born—Gentile mates,

and to assess the effect of selected causal factors on

both we performed both zero-order and partial correlation

procedures on them, The‘final table in chapter 1s a round-

up of these interdependencies. -
Table 84

Correlation Coefficients of Various Indexes of Jewishness

PHINK AUCT YID GEH JHEW

YID  YID ID THINK PRAX MGAYER JVC
THINKYID .36‘ 65 .17 227 A2
ACTYID 86 .27 L5 s .57
VIDID : .30 .51 .54 66
GERTHINK | 61 .73 .23
JEWPRAX o | .01 48
MGAYER .52

NOTE: the above coefficients have been controlled for
the possible effects of sex of born-Jewlsh res-
rondent, conversion of the born-Gentlle respon-
dent, whether couple was married by a Rabbil,
and whether the parents of the born-Jewish res-
pondent had bhelonged to a synagogue.

The following are the unpartialed correlatlions
of these control variables with the above

Maleness 03 L1 13,085 «13 «15 .12

Femaleness -,0f ~,11 =.15 =,08 =.15 =.16 -.12
Conversion
of Gentlle
Spouse - .36 L34 k2 27 .39 U7 +39

Married by
Rabbi .18 .13 .19 .05 .19 .20 .23

Parents be-
longed to a .
synagogue .13 .11 .11 .16 .13 .11 .22

e e
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The above table suggests a number of general in-
sights into the expressions of Jewlshness among intér=
married couples, and the factors which might effgét
them. While the gender of the born-Jewish spouse seems
to have little, if any, effect on the expressions of
Jewlshness, what little 1t does have seems to favor thé
males over the females. That 1s, intermarriages in
which the husband was born Jewish are likely to exhibit
more Jewlshness than intermarriages in which-thé wife is
the born Jewish partner. (Of the three "external controls"
on the Jewishness of the intérmarrieds (i.e. conversion,
marriaée by Rabbi, and parental membership in a synagogue)
the firét has the greatest effect, the second a substan=
tially lesser effect, and the third has the least effect
on virtually all the measures of Jewlshness.

We also find that conversion bears a different re-
latiohship to the Jewishh6531of’the'born-Jewish-épouse
than 1t does to the Jewishness of the born-Gentile one.
For the former conversiqh'SeemS‘to haﬁe a slightly greater

assoclation with attitudinal Jewishness [THINKYIDT than

-Wwith Jewish practice [ACTYID]. However, for the born-

Gentile spouse conversion has a substantially stronger
association with Jewish practice [JEWPRAX] than it has
wlth attitudinal Jewishness [GERTHINK]. In other words,
a Jew who influences his or her spouse to convert be-
cause of a strong attitudinal. disposition towards belng
Jewish 1s likely to find fhat the conversion has a far

greater effect on his born-Gentile spouse's behavior

i
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than 1t has on her attitudes on Jewishly relevant issues.
In short, it 1s apparently simpler to modufy behavior
than it is to modify hablits of thought.

Returning to some of the findings in the earlier
part of this chapter we note that inorder to analyze the

impact of intermarriage on Jewlshness we have had to

conceptualize Jewishness in terms of four dimensions: 27 o
affiliational Jewishness, behavioral Jewishness, atti—‘
tudinal Jewishness, and the symbolic Jewishness of the —

intermarried home. We have found that 1ntermarriager :

does not effect each of these dimensions equally, though'
it does seem to effect them in the same directlon (viz.

it lessens them 1in comparison to the parents of the born—

ish population at large).

|
Jewish respondents or in comparison to the American‘Jew- ﬁ
f
|
{

—————— T —
diminishing the affiliational Jewishness of intermarried | .~

|
Intermarriage seems to have the greatest effect in _ L

k| i

|
Jews and thelr spouses. It seems to dimish their beha- .k

r : vioral Jewlshness to a lesser extent, and seems to have
the least effect on their attitudinal expressaions of Jew-
1shness. Interestingly, the conversion of the non=Jewlsh

et

spouse seems to have the greatest effect in increasing

the affiliational Jewishness.of.the intermarrieds. It

A

Seems to have a somewhat lesser effect an thelr behavior - i

and 1t seems to have the least effect on attitudinal ex-

pressions of Jewishness.
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of Jewlsh Federations and Welfare Funds, 1974), p.2..
This seems to be an inversion of the famous slogan,
"Thé family that prays together stays together."
Here, It seems, a family that stays together either
prays together -or not at all. - |
Massarik,'op.cit.

For a discussion of this technique see, Norman H. Nie,

2d EditTon.” (New York:McGraw-Hill, 1975), pp. BEB-LBI.
Sam Schulman, et al, A Social and Demographic Survey
of ‘the Jewish Community of Houston. Texas -(Houstont

1,71976), p. 57.-

Betty J. M@yoard, The Dallas Jewish Community Studs
(Dallas: JéwiSh‘Nolfare“Federationjo_ Dallas, 197h)
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L ChApLer.. 0.t n e e ngies
" RAISING CHILDREN IN INTERMARRIED FAMILIES o

AR i HPER LN, ATy L it

A wid e SN R T A R R e R

What intermarried couples do about having .and; rais-;zﬁ;

ing children has the greatest: significance foruthe JFuture: s

offtheAJewishwcommunityik Needlegs: to say, At also has

thefgreatestaimpactfonfthe;weliebeing;ofhﬁhe;childrenhﬁhem—a

selves:quherefore,:it constitutessangessentialapantzof;;mq

A the.study:of~the€cdnsequencesrofnintermarriage;-iOur;Surep

vey instruments.included'numerous“questionsxon:this aspect
of Intermarried familly life?;andqoor,analysis;of;thesegi:;
tems 1s the subJeet of thistchapter;‘~u~-dxsr

However, before we turn to the task at hand we should
emphasize an important caveat ahoat”our findings. What
we report here is only what our respondentswtoig as about

thelr -prackices "and plans -regarding:the having and raising

of.children. .:Since we did not intérview or otherwlse sur-

vey the chiidren themselves we have no way of checking on

the veracity, ‘the meaning, or the impact of what our res-
pondents claim they do. Hegretably, there are no surveys
on the children of intermarriages, at least not of Jewlsh

intermarriages against which we might check our findings.

Such a survey should be the next item on the American Jew-

ish research agenda.

“r A8 we haveuseen~in;Table¢5;qone;thirdaoﬂfourenesponévt

dents-had-two children, and more-than.a-third-had:three-isx.i-

or.moreqchildren. Only ebout:.a fifth . of -our sample;was: =




childless. However, an ideoclogical resistance to having
children -- or to having any more than the couple hﬁd aiw
ready at the time of the interview -- was found only among
12% of our born-Jewish respondents and 16% of our born-
Gentile respondents. We have also seen in a previous |
chapter of this-report that the great majority of couples
tend to agree on having children. In short, while inter-
ma;riages as a class may result in few?r numbers of child-
ren, as some studies have suggested, in fact, the great
majority of intermarrieds do desire and do have children.
The question of how many children our respondents

would like to heve, or would like to have had elicited

the following pattern of responses,

Table 85
Preferred Number of Children by Religlon by Sex
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Male  Female Male  Female
None 19.6 18.1 21.6 . 17.4
1 3.9 11.7 6.5 3.8
2 37,2 39.3  47.0 37.5
3 22,8 16.4 19.1 25.3
4 or + _16.5 13.5 . 5.7 _;ﬁ;g
100.0 100.0  100.0 100.0

Spouse Born-Jewish Spouse Born~Gentlle

This table confirms that the most typical intermarrilages,

that is maréiages between born~Jewish men and born-Gentile

women, are most_likely to produce children, However, even




among the marriages between born~Jdewlish women and born-
Gentlle the modal number of children dsired is two, and
well over two-thirds of such couples desire at least two
children.

Of the couples who did not have any children, or

who indicated that they did not prefer to have any more

chlldren the primary reasons were age, health, and chlid~- |

ren from previous marriages. In other words, the lower
rate of fecundity which has been attributed to intermar-
riages In previous studies may be the result of factors
whiech are not directly related to the difference in the
religious background of the spouses (e.g. that thelr's

is a second marriage, that they married at a later age,

<
.or undetermined health factors), It 1s useful to recall

here that about one quarter of our born-Jewish respondents
and about twenty percent of our born-Gentile respondents
had been previously marrled. Of those who had been pre-
vioulsy marrled about a third had had children in their
prlor marriages. |
The preference patterns we have seen in the table a-
bove appear to have an Interesting relationship to the
age of our respondents, as we see in the table below.
If we discount the small subgroup of respondents who are
under the age of twenty, our figures suggest that ihe
the norm of having two or three children has increased

considerably during the past fifteen or twenty years a-

mong intermarrying_Jews. The percentage of those prefer-
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_ Preferred Number of Children by Age of Born-Jewlsh Mate
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Table 86

Number of Under Over

Children ) 20 20-29 30-39 40-49 50-59 60
jone ' 57.9 19,3 15.8 15.9 24.9 22.7
1 4.6 9.2 6.2 5.1 9.0
2 | 10.8 47.9 50.3 29.8 18.1  47.7
3 12,3 26.1 13.2 30.5 22.7 9.0
4 or + _20.0 2.0 8,8 11.6 _22.7 _1li.k
i00.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0
N= ( 22) ( 58) (146) ( 83) ( 96) ( 4k)

ring no children seems to have declined as has the percent-
age of those preferring four or more. Those preferring only
one child have remained a statistical minority.

In short, we expect that there are likely to be few 1if
any factors effecting the fecundity of intermarriages which
are unique to intermarrieds as such. If intermarriages will
continue to produce fewer children than endogamous Jewish
marriages, which we doubt, the reasons for that fact will
probably have to be sought in other characterlistics of the
couple than 1n the differences in their backgrounds. That
the religious homogeneity of couples may not, by itself,
effect that preference for having children 1s further sug-
gested by a* comparison of the preference patterns of the

converted and the non—converted born-Gentile respondents

in our sample.

Ttk e
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Table 87

Préferred'Number of Children by Converslon of Born-Gen-
tile Spouse

Number of
Children _ Convert Non=Convert
None 21.0 20.4
1 3.2 6.1
pl © 35.8 - h1.Y
3 31.6 19.8
b or + _ 8.4 _12.0

100.0 100.0

Perhaps what is most striking about the above table
ié the equality in the proportlons of conver@ and non-
converts who express a preference for having no children.
This finding 1s esspecially surprising in light of the
finding in Table 85 that born-Gentile women are the least
likely to prefer having no chilldren. Inasmuch as that
group 1is also moét likely to convert to Judalsm 1t 1s, in-
deed, striking to see this great similarity among converts
and non-converts, 'We are also struck by the closeness of
the propqppions of those who express a preference for two
childFen. While 1t is true that about a third more of
the converts express a preference for three chlldren than
is the case with non-converts, the non-converts hold about
the same margin over converts when it comes to preference
for four or more children.

In other words, all other things being equal, inter-




marrlages in which the born-Gentile spouse converts to
Judaism are not likely to produce very many more child«
ren than those in which the born-Gentile spouse remains
unconverted. If our estimates are correct the former
will produce an average of 2.25 children while the lat-
ter will produce 2.16. In meking these hazardous pre-
dictions we are assuming that in the long run couples tend
to have as many children as they prefer. We are also
palnfully aware that such predictions can be rendered ob;
solete very rapidly by changing socletal circumstances.
Our main point.is simply the similarity between the pre-
ferences of those couples in which the born=Gentile spouse
converted to Judaism and those in which he or she did not.

Whether the size of the future Jewish community is .
diminished by intermarriage is only partly determined by
the fertillity plans and practices of intermarrieds. Per-
haps of eqgual importance are the cholces that intermar-
riéd couples make in raising their children. These . choices
are analyzed below,

The first question to consider is whether the child-
ren who are born to intermarried couples are regarded by
thelr parents as having been "born Jewish" or rot. And,
are spouses agreed among themselves regarding their child-
ren's "ancestral” or "religious" identity at birth., The
table which follows summarizes the responses of our sample

to these questions.

|
i

=
:
!
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Table 88 | | | |

Rellglous or Ethnlc Identlty Ascribed to Children at Birth

AdJusted A

Percent for NA¥

Jewish 41.0 59.0

Jewlish and other 2.5 3.5
Not Jewish 26.0 37.5 I
i 700.0 g
¥NO ANSWER 30.5 ‘
100.0 1

This table suggests that intermarrleds follow one of "
three strategles in defining their childrent's religious or

ethnic identities at birth., By far the largest proportion

W

regard their children as "born Jewish", followed by another

children in terms of religious or ethnic categories. It

e

|
}? large minority who apparently choose not to identify their
1s useful to recall here that in Table 65 1in Chapter 7 we

found that the majority of our respondents, born-Jews and

os born-Gentiles alike, expected that their children would %

,} make their own cholces about their relipious identitiles

when they grew up. The third group, a minority of 26% of , i
the respondents regard their children as having been born
with some religlous or ethnlc identity other than Jewish. “ 3
It 1s interesting to note that only a negligible minority
percelve their children as possessing a'dual identity of

| "Jewish-Protestant" or "Jewish-Catholic" or some such com-
fi bination.

As we have seen in Chapter 7 (Table 65 ) about 63%
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| | -
l of our born-Jewish respondents who were male expected to =
.; clrcumclse or have already circumcised their sons, and Ezg ¥
| 53% of the born-Gentile women in our sample indicated %'é a
_f that they would do so &r did so as well. A little over i"; ke
ii? half of the typical intermarried couples -- man born Jew- f% W
ﬁw ish, woman born Gentlle ~- expected to or dig assign a. I ? ¢
‘m Hebrew name to their children. We have also found that ;:; ¢
! a little over #0% of these couples expected to or did .
Eh - have their children go through a Bar or Bat Mitzvah. !
B By contrast, we have found only about 10% of our. t
sample providing or intending to provide their children ; ; *
wlth an explicitly Gentile religious identity by ;éans__ H % v
of Christian or other religious but non-Jewish rites of i-: ¢
passage. : ?; ¢

In other words, somewhere between 40-50 percent of !
§5| the children of Iintermarriages are likely to be thought |
‘Qw of by their parents, hence to some extent soclalized, | ;
as Jews, hAhout 10 percent are likely to be raised as !?}

Christians or as members of some other falth-community. 1f;€

The remaining 40-50 percent are in a kind of religious 1 '
'ﬂ and ethnic no-man's land. As we have seen above, thelr 1 %;
| cultural milleux is more likely to contain Jewish sym- -
| bolle components than it is to contain explicitly Chris;

tlan or other religlous or ethnic components. But what |

meaning these symbolic elements will have for their con- H %

ceptions of i1dentity remains unclear. . _ i ﬁ
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When it comes to the formal socialization of child- |
ren through educational institutions we have found large

and significant differences befween familles in which the: f;

born-Gentile spouse converted to Judalsm and families in 1
which he or she did not convert. We have already seen in i

Chapter 4 (Table 34) that only about 20% of the familles i

of non-converts send thelr children to some sort of Jew- i

ish educatlonal institutlion., By contrast, 56% of the fam~ ﬂ

1lies of converts send their children to some such instle

E tution., Conversely, 6U4% of the families of non-converts

report providing no Jewish education ot thelr children

whatsoever. About 347 of the familles of converts indi-

cate that they do not vrovide thelr children with any form
of Jewish education. If we ignore the differences bet- '
ween the familles of converts and non-converts we may sum=-

marize the Jewlsh educatlion received by the children of

intermarriages as shown 1in the table below.

TABLE 89 ABOUT HERE

The reader will note that the proportion of families who
are providing their children with some non-Jewlsh reli- ‘“
gious education conforms qulte accurately to the figures
in Table 88 above regarding the proportion who consider ) !

thelr children as having born into some other falth-com- ﬁﬁ

- munity.

The figures on this table also indicate quite sharply Hq

E |
}} that the largest proportion..of intermarrieds really do not \
- | . |

[




| have a clear strategy for providing thelr children wilth _ f§ 

formal Jewish education. ‘ - wf

!
: ?a. Par«
Table 89 | | .
| | Types of Jewish Education Given to Chlldren | |E of 1
i ' [Ep. 1
‘ : Adjusted for !* spo!
: : Percent - "NO ANSWER"
. DAY SCHOQL:
:! RefOI’m sran s 3'1 5‘“
o Conservative ... h,1 6.9 . e @ 800
E‘”w : : _i:;fa poli
Ei‘thl: OrthOdOX " 8 8 & 8 8 & l L[] 2 ) 2l 3 ) ' ‘I 4‘ttle in
L _ ‘ | igng to
Afternoon or Sunday : Gt marry
':. SChOOl .« s e c T EE R o‘ . 23 ou ,'I‘O O 1 3 G%ltribut
it . ' p,_peal an
g . .
i Home instruction only 11.3 19.3
;s OLREI wevesnvensnnoan 15.0 25.8
i NO ANSWER +eveeennsns 41,9 100.0
" 100.0
i
In addition to the aquestion of Jewish education we
H also asked our respondents to Indlcate other ways in which
they vplan or actually are transmittling Jewishness to their
; children. We have already presented some of these items
| in chapter seven in connection with our analysis of the
extent of consensus among intermarried couples. However,
' because of the lmportance of the subject, it bears repeat-
ing in the present context.- Therefore, we present below

the battery of items by which we evaluated the desires of

our respondents with regard to the “Judaization" of their
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Exhibilt 7 I

Parents want different things for their children, and with different degrees of interest.
Indicate, by checking the appropriate box on each line, your preferences with regard to

the following items in Section A. If you have no children, answer these items in terms: L
of how you think you'd feel 1if you did have children,

In Section B, please indicate by placing an "X" in the appropriate column, whether your
spouse probably agrees or disagrees with your cheice of response in Section A,

SECTION A SECTION B .,

VERY  |ACTIVE- MAKES ACTIVE-| VERY 4 !
STRONGLY| LY | wo LY  |STRONGLY b
EN- [ EN- DIFFER- |PREFER| DIS~ DIS- A- DISA‘—;‘ i'
COURAGE [COURAGE |PREFER| ENCE NOT | COURAGE |COURAGE ||GREE GREF (!
7 6 5 4 3 2 - 1ff 1 ik

floet a good Jewish education
§ll'se = political liberal

#l[settle in Israel

iBelong to a synagogue

ot marry a non-Jew

fContribute to United Jewish
iippeal and/or other Jewish
| causes

& setieve in God
Ml lbserve the Sabbath

Sl lave a kosher home

bet a college education

. |ippreciate music and/
or art

[

|

M levelop physical strength |.
land agility T ' ‘

|

1 linjoy religious cele- .
‘W brations : . s

lave mostly Jewish friends ' . \

Be politically active ' : _
¥arry and have children ' , /

Lead their lives as good

develop charm and poise 1 h
thristians |

Wercome the need to A i
identify with any. partic-
War religious group
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‘ | Exhibit 8 '3

.64. Thinking of the social contacts your children make during ihe courge of a L
typical week, about how much contact would you say they have with each of f

the following? If you have no children please check here ¢ ).

ir your children have already outgrown the activitles listed
below please answer the question by thinking back to the time
y to when these activitles were relevant to them,

FREQUENT OCCA- RARE NEVER
(More Than STONAI. (L.ess Than OR
o Once A (Unce a Gars & 3
L wMeek) = Week) = Wesi}

» Recreational instructors (e.g.,
piano lessons, ballet)...eeeueees | 4 3
Hebrew or Yiddish teachers.......
Non-Jewish religious teachers.... '
Jewish friends.vieeivecvssesiosen
. Non-Jewish friends......cceneevs.
. Some church or other religious
E=Tad o R 1 o - S
. Some synagogue related activities ’
. Jewish organizational activities
(evge, "Y" Or Center)eeu.vevesses
i, Christian organizational
activities e enerisnronrenronnsnn

- - . ®
1
B
1]

E 3
o oan o

sk
=i o]

M
NN

I I
I

L
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Some of the items from the above exhibilts were used

to measure the ways and means by which respondents claim

to transmit Jewlshness to their children. We should al-

so recall here the findings of Table 65 in Chapter 7 in
w which we saw the extent to which Intermarried couples
expected thelr children to pass through traditional Jew-

ish rites of passage.

: TABLE 90 ABOUT HERE
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Table 80

Proportion of Converts and Non-Converts Whose Children
Have Gone Through or Are Expected to Go Through Selec-
ted Rites of Passage (Born~-Gentlle Respondents' Replies)

Converts Non=Converts

Ritual circumcision

(if son) 72.4 42.9

Be given a Hebrew

name ‘ 82.4 36.5
Bar Mitzvah or Bat

Mitzvah 71.1 29.8
Raptism 6.0 26.5
Church Confirmation 10.0 19.0

If we assume that all of the born-Jewish respondents
who are married to non-converted Gentiles will have fol-
lowed thelr spouses' wishes with respect to the rites of
passage through which children go, we may expect that U43%
of their sons will be circumcised with a Jewish purpose.
More than a third willl be glven a Hebrew name and nearly
a third will go through a Bar Mitzvah or Bat Mitzvah cer-
emony. By contrast, fewer of the children of non-
converts will go through Christian rites of passage.

It 1s interesting to note, for the sake of compari-
son, that In a survey of the Dallas Jewish community it
was found that 68% of the men had been Bar Mitzvahed and
only about 47 of the women had gone through a Bat Mitzvah.

The Jewish 1tems in the above table, 1ncluding an

additional item concerning Pidyan HaBen, were combined

Into a single index of Jewish rites of passage which we
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labelled RITUALS. The 1items from exhibits seven and eight
which were marked with an asterisk were combined into two
separate indexes, EDGOALS and EDMEANS. The former is con-
sidered to he a measure of the extent to which respondents
would like their children to be raiéed as Jews. The lét-
ter ls considered to be a measure of the extent to which
they are, in fact, beilng ralsed as Jews. One is a measure
of aspirations. Thep;ther 1s a measure of actual child-
rearing practlce. The tables which follow are analyses

of the scores of varlous subgroups in our sample on these

three Iindexes of Jewish childrearing.

Table 91

Rreakdown of Means on RITUALS
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Independent Variables Means Standard Deviations
Noﬁe -~ entire sample 1.70 . 1.43
If born-Jewish male : 1.71 1.43
If born-Jewish female S 1.h0 1.42

If Jewish spouse's
parents helonged to

a synagogue 1.78 - 1.45
Tvpe... Reform 1.27 1.32
Conservative 1,99 1.40
Orthodox 2.37 . .1.50

If born-Gentile spouse
did not convert | 1,41 1.39

If born-CGentlle spouse
converted .....

Reform 2.30 , - 1.19
Censervative 2,93 - 1,00

Orthodox ' 3.25 .76

NOTE: maximum score on RITUALS was '4', minimum, '0°',
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This table conflrms the pattern suggested by the {

previous one, Table 90, that the children of converts :

will pass through more Jewlsh rites of passage (that

1 is, they'll be more "Judaized") than the children of ik

non-converts. Although the difference was not statis— i

tically significant, it is Interesting to note that

the children of born-Jewlsh men will be slightly more _ i

"Judaized" through Jewish rites of passage than the ' it
children of born-Jewish women., It 1s also interesting

to see that, all other things being equal, the grand-

children of Jews who belong to a Reform temple and whose
children héve Intermarried will be less "Judaized" by
means of Jewlsh rites of‘passage than the comparable
grandcﬁildren of Jews who belong to Conservative or Or-
ns f' thodox synagogues.

We should add, although we had no space left on the

table 1tself, that even in the absence of conversion
where the marriage ceremony of the couple was performed

by a Rabbi, the RITUALS score of our respondents was 2.4 I

f§ with a standard deviation of 1.4. In other words, it

was in the same range of scores as those of intermarriages [

in which the born«Gentile spouse had converted to Judaism. H

Turning now to the aspirations of our respondents i
for the more general Jewish upbringing of their children, T

we next analyze the index EDGOALS. On this index the

. Hi
maximum score was '6' and the minimum score was '0'. f




Table 92
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Breakdown of Means on EDGQOALS

Independent Varlables

None =-- entlre sample
of born-Jewish resp.

If born-Jewish male
If borne-Jewish female

If parents belonged
to a synagogue

If parents did not
belong to a synagogue

Type of synagogue to
which parents belonged:

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox

If both Jewlsh parents
are currently allve

If nelther Jewish par-
ents alive

If born=-Gentile spouse
did not convert, and -
marriage not performed
by Rabbi

If born-Gentile spouse
did not convert, bhut
marriage was performed
by a Rabbi

Means

2,14
2.39
2.97

2.27

1.7€

1.62

2.7h

If marriage was performed

by a Rabbl, and horn-
Gentlle spouse was con-
verted.cissensse

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox

E— Wi AUt
- - L ]

QOO =
A=\

A

Standard Deviatlons

2.05
2.07
1.85

1-99

1.80

1.50

2,04




L95

jvs

4
g
-
.'

In light of the fact that the maxlimum score on the
above index, EDGOALS, was '6' it 1s Important tc note
that the crude mean of the sample as a whole was well
below the mid=-point. It rose above that point only for
the minority whose spouses converted to Judaism and
whose marriages were performed by a Rabbl. Whlle we found
considerahle consensus even among born-Gehtile respondents
whé had noﬁ converted that they would prefer and encour-
age their childrén to "get a good Jewish education" -~
457 endorsed that idea -- we found little consensus even
among converts on the other five ltems of the 1ndex. We
should add that in contrast to 457 of the non-converts who
indicatéd that they would like their children to "get a
good Jewlsh education" about 90% of the converts expressed
that desire. The only other item which réceived support
from about 807 of the converts and also from about 20% of
the non-convert; is éhe desire that thelr children should
belong to a synagopue. The other ltems concerning their

preference that thelr chilldren should not marry non-Jews,

should have exclusively Jewish frlends, should keep kosher

and should observe the Sabbath recelved almost no support
from respondents whose spouses had not converted to Juda-
ism and only a slight support from converts or thelr born
Jewish mates.

The above table indicates that Jewlsh men have a

significantly greater desire for the Jewish upbringing

196
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of their children than Jewlsh women,_and those whose par-
ents had belonged to a synagogue whlle they themselves
were adolescents at home have a greater desire for the
Jewlsh upringing of thelr children than those whose-par-
ents had not bhelonged to a synagogue. Moreover, the®ones
whose parents belonged to a Reform temple wilill desire sig-
nificantly less Jewishness on the part of thelr childreh
-- at least as we are measuring it by our 1index ;_ thén
those whose parents had belonged to a Conservative of Of—
thodox synagogue. |

As exrected, those whose spouses had converted to
Judaism obtalned the highest score on our measurelof ED-
GOALS; wlth those whose spouses underwent an Orthodox con-
version obtalning the hipghest scores. Howevef, even iﬁ
those cases where the born-Gentile spousé did not cénvert,
1f the marriage was performed by a Rabbl, the respdndents
obtained a significantly higher EDGOALS score than those
whose marriages were performed 1In a clvil or other non-
Jewish ceremony.

- When we look at the actual Jewlsh soclalization of
the children of intermarrieds we, again, find some startl-
ing differences among various subgroups. Looking back at
Exhibit 8 we have found that about 15% of the children of
non-converts come into contact with Jewlsh religious in-
structors at least once a week. By contrast, about 427
of the children of converts come into such contact with

Jewish soclallization., Along the same lines we have found
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e
that only about 8% of the éhildren of non-converts parti- !
cipate in some synagogue related activity at least once a I
week, while about 257 of the children of éonverts do so. m¢
An almost identical pattern 1s found in thelr patterns of i
participation in Jewish community center or 'Y' activities.
We may note parenthetically that there is very 1little dif-
ference in the rate at which the children of converts and

the children of non-converts come into contact with such

recreational instruction as plano lessons, ballet lessons,

or the llke. Fifty percent of the children of converts
and uzz of the children of non-converts were exposed to
such soclalization experiences at least once a week. In‘” -
the table helow we summarlize the extent to which the child-

ren of our respondents are exposed, at least once a week,

|
] to the specifically Jewish items in Exhibit 8, which we
combined into a single index called EDMEANS.

- Table 93 %

Breakdown of Means on EDMEANS

Orthodox 1.44 1.40

Independent Varlables Means Standard Deviations Lo
[
None -« entire sample 1.15 1.62 ;
|
If born-Jewish male 1.29 1.84 iy!
If born-Jewish female 1.00 ' 1.14
If parents did not be-
long to a synagogue 1.00 1,13
‘ If parents belonged to f
4 a Synagogue.... ?r
? Reform 1.43 2.00 |
: Conservative 1.00 1.31
3
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Table 93 (cont'd) | s};
| Independent Variables Means Standard Deviations ;
? If both parents are ' 3
i currently allve .99 1.26 ®
o |3
5ﬁ If only Mother is ) _ | 3
iM- currently alive - 1.66 2.61 i!;
I If only Father 1is | - 9
l currently alive o4 1.21 | 4
1 1
.H If nelther parent ' ~ , 3
h 1s alive 1.24 1.11 3
i | &
If born-Gentile spouse | 4
did not convert, and 1 3
marriage was not per- _ : -
formed by a Rabbil .86 .99 i§$
.
- If born-Gentile spouse il;
i did not convert, hut IN&
] marriage was performed 'g
B by a Rabbi o l.47 : 1.49 {i;
1A If marriage was per- .
Wy formed by a Rabbl, and 1
ol born~Gentlle spouse - _ ~ .
" converted ..... : }g
- Refornm 1.63 1.45 i
0 Conservative 2.53 1.20 o
i Orthodox 2.15 1.05 :
j ‘ f
?W NOTE: maximum score on EDMEANS is '4', minimum is '0°. -

As was the case with the average scores on EDGOALS,

ﬁw very few respondents scored above the mid~point on the _ y
 € index measuring actual Jewish soclalization practices. “
3 While the children of converts differ significantly from ]
the children of non-converts in receiving proportionally .ﬂ

more Jewlish soclalization, in absolute terms they, too,

recelve rather little.
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Once again we note that the children of intermar-
riages in which the born-Jewish spduse i1s the husband
seem to recelve more extensive Jewlsh soclalization than
in those intermarriages where the born-Jewish spouse is
the wife. There are a number of surprising findings fbr
which we have no ready explanation. We see, for example,
thgt where the parents of the born-Jewish spouse had be-
longed to a Reform or an Orthodox synagogue children afe
llkely tb recelve more Jeﬁish soclalization than where
the former's parents had belonged to a Conservatlve syna-
gopue, We aze also struck by the different effect that
the parents of the born-Jewlsh spouse seem to have on the
asplirations of the intermarried Jew for the Jewish social-
ization of his children as compared to the actual Jewféh
socialization experlences of his children

In Table §2 we have seen that where both pdrents of
the bofn-Jewish spouse were alive the EDGOALS score of
the respondents ;as 2772 higher than of those whose parents
were not alive. On the other hand, wlth respect to the
actual socialization of the children, as measured by ED-
MEANS 1in Table 93, we find that those whose parents.are
alive scored 20% lower than those whose parents were no
longer alive. Perhaps more interesting still, thosé of

whose parents only the Father was living scored the low-

"est. While those of whose parents only the Mother was

alive scored the highest, about 40% higher than those

of whose parents both were alive.
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As we héve seen in connection with other measures
of Jewishness, conversion of the non-Jewlsh spouse seems
to be related to the largest quantity of Jewish sociél-‘
ization. However, here too, we come up with a surpris-
ing findiné which departs from earlier measures 1in our
study. Those who underwent conversion through Conserv-
atize ausplces seem to provide their children wilth the
most Jewish soclalization, followed by those who under-
went Orthodox conversion. On most other measures of
Jewishness those who underwent Orthodox converslon seem
to score the highest.

Once agaln we find that those who did not convert,
but whose marriages were performed by a Rabbl score slig-
'nificantly hipher on this measure of Jewish child socigl-
ization than those who did not convert and also were not
married in some kind of Jewish ceremony. In fact, this
latter group seems to have the lowest score on EDMEANS

of all subgroups in our sample.

Summary

In order to be able to discuss the impact of Inter-
marr;age on the Jewlshness of the children in general :
terms, we combined the three indexes of Jewlsh soclallz-
ation plus the type of formal Jewish educatlon that such
families provide their children into a global index of
Jewish 1dentity transmission which we've called KIDYID.

The maximum gscore that our respondents could achieve on

this index was '21! and the minimum, '0'. The table be-
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low summarizes the average scores:.of;the varlous major

Table 94

subgroups in our sample on this global index. '
A R

Breakdown of Means on'KIDYID:W{f"u e

Independent Varlables
None =~ entlre sample

If boranewish male
If born-Jewlsh female

If first:marriage for
born~Jewish spouse

If second marriage for
born-Jewlsh spouse

If parents did not be-
long to a synagogue

If parents did belong
to a synagogue ....

Reform
Conservatilve
. Orthodox

If both parents of the
born~-Jewish spouse are
currently .alive

If only Father of born
Jewish spouse i's allve

If only: Mother of born
Jewlsh spouse 1s alive

If neither parents of
born-Jewlsh spouse 1s
alive

If parents of the born
Gentllesgpouse had be-
longed to a church

If parents of the born
Gentlle spouse did not

helaone ») [

Means

7.97
6.84

6.98
8-73

6.16

O =3
L] » -
i =
DO

8.00

- 202

Standard. -Deviations
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7.30

8,80

7.16 5
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Table 94 (cont'd) | (¢

Independent Varlables Means Standard Deviations

If the attitudes of ‘ |
the parents of the

horn-Gentile spouse il
towards Jews were: il

i i LR R N

|
fi Favorable - 8.22 5.00

- Meutral 7.60 6.00
Unfavorable 6.50 4,70

If the parents of the |
born-Gentile spouse |
are both alive 7.22 5.10

If only Father of
born-Gentile spouse
. 1s allve 9.00 6.30

If only Mother of ' i
born-Gentlle spouse “hi
1s alive 8.61 5.50 M

If neither parent of
born-Gentlle spouse I
1s alive 5.63 5.30 ’

If born-Jewish spouse

regarded his or her

own Jewish background

important to self even

prior to marriage 9.38 4,70

If born-Jewish spouse I
did not regard own ' i
background as important 6.00 5.20 |

If born-Gentlle spouse
E regarded hls or her own
1 background as important
5 prior to marriage 8.60 6.55

4 If born-Gentile spouse
2 did not regard own back=- 3
& ground as important 7.09 4,75 !

If born-Gentlle spouse Y
disliked his' or her own | (
religious background 8.95 5.00 _

Cont'd...
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Independent Varilables

If born-Gentile spouse
dld not convert, and
marriage was not per-
formed by a Rabbi

If _born-Gentlle spouse
did not convert, but
marriage was performed
by a Rabbil

If marriagce was per-
formed by a Rabbi, and
born-Gentile snouse
converted, .. ...

Reform
Conservative
Orthodox

If bhorn~Jewlsh srouse
received no formal
Jewish education:

Male
Female

If bhorn-Jewlsh spouse
received 1-%5 years of
Jewlsh education:

Male
Female

If horn-Jewlsh spouse
recelved six or more
years of Jewish educa-
tion:

Male

Female

(cont'd)

Means

5.65

10.30

10,50
14,70
1€.00

9.17
10.60

204

Standard Deviations

b,27

5060

This rather extensive summary table hlghlights the

complex and intergctive soclal and psychological forces

which seem to determine the extent to which the chlldren
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of intermarrieds are socialized as Jews. Jewlsh men con= -~

éAg sistently surpass Jewish women in the amount of Jewish ' fﬂ

| socialization they provide for theilr children. The only I
exception to this trend 1s among those who have recelved

six or more years of Jewlsh educatlion themselves. 1In {E

5 this category Jewish women seem to surpass Jewlsh men in Wf

\ ;; soglalizing their children Jewlshly.

Having living Jewish granparents seems to enhance

the amount of Jewish socialization.that..the.children_ of

intermarrieds are likely to receive, especlally 1f a Jew-

" 1sh grandmother 1s 1living. 0ddly enough, even living
Gentile grandparents seem to have a positive Influence 1
on the Jewish soclalization of the children of the Inter- %“

F

married couple. One of the lowest scores on KIDYID was

E achieved by those Gentile in-laws were no longer living.

The absence of grandparents, be they Jewlsh or Gentlle,

T .

seems to be associated with lower than average scores on

=

over-all Jewlsh socialization, P
:5; If the parents of the born-Jewish spouse had belonged ;H
| to a synagogue, they were likely to provide their children V{
with more Jewish soclalization than 1f their parents did |
not belong to a synagogue. Those whose parents had belonged J
tolaﬁ Orthodox synagogue achieved the highest scores, fol- |
lowed by thbse whose parents had belonged to a Conservative ' £

synagogue. Interestingly, if the parents of the born- L/////f |  ®

! Gentile spouse had belonged to a church, the children of

| the 1ntermarr1age.were apt to recelve less Jewlsh socclal- ‘
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ization than if they had not belonged to a church. How-
ever, having had Jewish parents who dld not belong to a
synagogue secems to be assoclated with significantly less
Jewish soclalization of the chilldren of the intermarriage
than having had Gentlile parents who had belonged to a J
church while the born~Gentile spouse was growing up. In

shqrt, the Jewlsh soclalization of the born-Jewlsh spouse. p,//’

seems to make a greater difference in the Jewish soclal-

~
ization of the children of the intermarriage than does

the Christian soclalization of the born=Gentile spouse.
o ki H‘*—-»———.___,__ﬁ

This point seems to be borne out again when we exam-

ine the relationship between the Jewish sdcialization of

the chlldren, KIDYID, the attitudes that the respective
spouses had towards their own religious and ethniec badi-
grounds prior to marriage. Ve have seen that those Jew=
ish respondents who considered their backgrounds import-
ant to themselves prior to marriage provided their child-
ren with about 36% more Jewlsh socialization than those

who did.not regard thelr backgrounds as important to theme

'selves., On the other hand, those Gentlle spouses who did

' not consider their own religious backgrounds as important

to themselves did not provide theilr children with more
Jewish soclallization than those who did consider their
own Gentile backgrounds as important. In fact, qulte the
contrary 1s the case. Surprisingly, even those born-

Gebtile spouses who regarded thelr own backgrounds as im-

portant to themselves prior to marriage tended to provide
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theirgchildren,with-more,Jenish;sccialiget;on‘than;theg,cg-

|
povulation average. - But, agaln, the.attitudes .of the ... [
borri-Jewish spouses seem to be assoclated with greater,..: . !

differences. in the Jewish soclalization.of: the children..: !

than the. attltudes:of the born-Gentile: spouses.
-~ As was. the.case wlth previous.measures. of Jewish- - .-

ness, the conversion .of- the non-Jewish spouse and the ... ...

1 ‘officiation.of. a. Rabbinat.the-marriagerceremonyeseem~ayt;i;; i
1 to be. associated with. thewpreatest amount .of Jewish e S

socialization of. the. children An., intermarriapes. Jﬁ;ﬁgg coie ﬁ

g

»«ﬁnlanrd?F:@QaQeterminextthPelati%&wstrength}quV&P~
iOU?JPQP?nﬁiallYaPauﬁalrfaCFQPSrinaﬁhﬁpin5wthﬁadiﬂfeﬁentus;‘ )
meaecpeeyof{qewish.socializatgcnj;whicp:weihaveydiscussed;; .,
in this; chapter, we have,performed;bqth{zepcfordercang.~.w_ i
.partial correlation ppccedures;cn:thenfcur;indexesa “The . b
-resg}tseof‘these procedures  are. summarlzed. in the. final . .. b

table: below.. e S AT PP T P N S RTE i

Table 95

Partial:Correlation Coefficlents. of Factors. Effecting ot
RITUALS,; EDGOALS, EDMEANS, and KIDYID, Controlling for

the, Effects of qex of Born-Jewish Rescondent sConver=.sy o s
sion of Born-Gentile Spouse, Whether Parents of Born- _ }w
_ Jew. Had;Belonged.to.a Synagogue,: and Whether:Couble:n.: v iy
i was Marr*ed by a Rabbi -

‘RITUALS,JEDGOALsngDMEANSq{KIDYIDfava~} 1

s
. .

TH INKYID FURUEIEEEE S 2 ,‘27 e 52 N -1 5}3: oEys ‘.14 91 I e

ACTYID i o h"*n'flf.fhw*rsaﬁi q;qilff;s}”a5&w i
YIDID AP B '?9 T ~633 [C3 -145 R :,'.f’-\i“-aﬁ-j-6 6';"1- £ g

b iy e,z ¥ . B ‘
i e l 0\-_?{-}:. Ry e 2 29;,:“1 P TELAS c e

JEWPRAX .28 i1 .25 L2 l

\ ] | a Cont'd...
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Table 95 (cont'd)

RITUALS EDGOALS EDMEANS KIDYID i

MGAYER 27 A2 .23 A2 %
) KINTIES ?
(Jewish) .11 .10 LA .14
KINTIES -.05 .02 -.01 A1 ﬂ
(Gentile) , fl
CONSENS #RER .14 .12 .09 F
UPBRING ' .3l .16 .12 .33 ﬂ
SHLMBYT .0l 14 .12 .12 !
Jve 43 56 .28 .58 {
RITUALS .37 .14 .66 o
EDGOALS .28 7Y | ﬁ
EDMEANS .59 |

The last subset of coefficients in the above table : .]
is simply a summary of the internal relationships.amohg
the varlous separate measures of Jewish sociallzation.

As we can see, there 1is a rather small relationship bet-
wéen the aspirations people have for the Jewish social-

izatlion of their chlldren, and thelr actual soclalizatlion

of them. The high correlations between the 1lndividuzl

indexes and the global Index, KIDYID, cannot be treated

at face value because they are largely artifacts of the E

way the global index was constructed.




Looking ﬁack at the other Possibly causal factor
whleh impact on the various measures of Jewish socializ-
ation, we find that the over-all Jewish identity of the
borﬁ—Jewish spouse [YIDID] has the highest correlation
with the over-ali Jewish socialization of children 1n

1ntermarriages. Attitudinal Jewishness has the smallest

effect on the Over-all Jewlsh 8oclalization of the cﬁilda

ren, and behaviorsl Jewishness ¢learly has a stronger ef-

fect on the Jewish Soclalization that intermarrieds wili

brovide than attitudinal Jewishness.

Agreement among Intermarried couples with regard to

the upbringing of their children seems to have a modest

influence“only on providing their children with some Jew-

ish rites of Passapge, It seems to have only a negligible

effeqt on other aspect of Jewish socialization. However,
the general Jewish clirate of the home [JVC] .seems to
have a definite posltive relationship to the Jewlsh up=

bringing of the children who are raised in intermarrieg
homes,

we see that the influence

of the Jewish kin network is potentially stronger on the

in
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intermarried couple than is the influence of the Gentile
kin network.

Finally, we see that the over-all Jewishness of the
born-Gentile spouse also bears a strong relationship to
the Jewlsh soclalization of children in intermarriages.
But that relationship 1s secondary -~ and probably only
mediates -- the influence of the born Jewlsh spouse's

extent of Jewishness. Once agaln, we see that behavioral

Jewlshness [JEWPRAX] has a greater effect on the Jewish
M
soclalization of the children than attitudinal Jewishness

PSPIPRER ST

[GERTHINK]. But the effect of neither of these is a;wlm;
portant as the behavioral and attitudinal Jewishness of
the spouse who was Jewish by birth.

We should point out, almost as an afterthought, that
the effects of the Jewlshness of the respective spouses
== 1n terms of attitude, hehavior, and the symbolic Jew-
ishness of the ambiance of the home —-- were consistently
stronger than the unpartialed effects of the sex of the
born-Jewlsh spouse, whether the parents of the born-Jew
had belongéd to a syhagogue, whether the couple was mare
ried by a Rabbi, and even whether the born-Gentile spouse

had converted or not.
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FAITH, ETHNICITY AND THE MARRIAGE BOND | \

A SURVEY ON THE ROLE OF RELIGIOUS AND CULTURAL BACKGROUND IN FAMILY LIFE

THIS 1S PART | OF OUR SURVEY. IT WAS SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED T0 BE
COMPLETED BY PERSONS WHO WERE BORN JEWS. PLEASE COMPLETE THE
QUESTIONNAIRE ON YOUR OWN, BEARING IN MIND THAT THERE ARE NO RIGHT |

OR WRONG ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS., WE ARE INTERESTED IN YOUR :

PERSONAL RESPONSES, |

NATURALLY, YOUR ANSWERS WILL BE KEPT IN THEjSTRICTEST CONFIDENCE
AND WILL BE USED [N COMBINATION WiTH THE ANSWERS OF HUNDREDS OF |

OTHER RESPONDENTS FOR PURPOSES OF STATIST!ICAL ANALYSIS. |

— American Jewish Committee
Institute of Human Relations

A-1 i




, .\l THIS SECTION OF OUR SURVEY WE ARE TRYING TO LEARN ABOUT THE BASIC
. [/OMPOSITION OF YOUR HOUSEHOLD.

i )IRECTIONS: Please list the names of all the members of your family, beginning with yourself, wp,
live in your household, Be sure, also, to list children who are living away from

e ey e
h —vowikle LEE

b ot Sata . s

P L

home. Then, in the appropriate spaces, please provide the desired information for
each of the persons you've listed. Thank you.

.| "AMITY (LAST) NAME:

#1 #2 #3
Self Husband/Wife
{AMES OF FAMILY MEMBERS
- LRETATIONSHIP TO YOURSELF Self Husband/Wife

{JATE OF BIRTH

| PLACE OF BIRTH

* ' |RELIGION OF BIRTH

SEX (MALE/FEMALE)

 DATE OF PRESENT MARRIAGE

[
‘PRESENT ADDRESS

!?LACE OF RESIDENCE PRIOR TO PRESENT
ADDRESS ’

NUMBER OF RESIDENTAL MOVES IN PAST
5> YEARS (PLEASE GIVE DATES)

: iPARENTS' PLACE OF BIRTH

, "GRANDPARENTS ' PLACE OF BIRTH

* /[PRESENT OCCUPATION

ACADEMIC OR PROFESSIONAL DEGREE

" Ke.g., M,A.; DDS)

NAME OF COLLEGE ATTENDED

. [MAJOR IN COLLEGE (IF ANY)
- [TOTAL YEARS OF SECULAR EDUCATION

ACHIEVED

TOTAL YEARS OF RELIGIOUS OR SPECIAL
ETHNIC EDUCATION ACHIEVED

HOURS PER WEEK OF RELIGIOUS OR
SPECTAL, ETHNIC EDUCATION

RELIGIOUS IDENTITY OF SCHOOL (e.g.,
CATHOLIC; HEBREW DAY)

|PRESENT RELIGIOUS IDENITY

TYFE OF CONGREGATIONAL OR CHURCH

|AFFILIATION (IF ANY)

(REFORM, CONSERVATIVE, OTHER)

-.|IF NOT BORN JEWISH (AND IF CONVERTED),
‘|TYPE OF CONVERSION (e.g., ORTHODOX,

|NUMBER OF PREVIOUS MARRIAGES
{|(IF ANY, GIVE DATES)

A-2




CHILDREN AND OTHER DEPENDENTS




PERSONAL PROFILE

jInasmuch as our study is designed to learn something about the cultural dynamics of fan.
jilies with a mixed ethnic and religious heritage, we need to learn some details of the .
!background of each partner, Please complete all of the following questions in the apprg. I5ing
k' priate spaces. Please do not consult your spouse or anyone else in filling out this and S
; questionnaire, Once again, you may be assured that your answers will be kept in the the £
strictest confidence, . LISTE
{SECTION.I, In this section of our survey we would like to have some information about
] - your family circumstances when you were a teen-ager. We are especially inee ™
! ested in your parents, siblings, friends; their attitudes and your relation. lour P
) ship to them, (FILL IN OR CHECK.) -
; Father Mother four S
ﬁl. In what year were your parents born? i____‘:_a;_‘_]
2. As a teen-ager, did you live in the four £
- home of your parents? CHECK ANSWER. Yes! |1 No[J2 Yes! |1 No[ ]2 A
c
;3. What were the occupations of your four d
parents when you were a teen-ager?
What was the highest level of fhe we
education your parents achieved? e
forkir
SECUlar-DEgree tesua s s s Se 10cal
Religious - Toltal # of years,,... felpir
Did either of your parents belong of ott
to any synagogue for any length of ‘
! time while you were a teen-ager? Yes! |1 No[ ]2 Yes! |1 Yol |2 four .
1 IF "WES" IN Q.5: : Itheir
4 Sa, What kind? (e.g., Conservative) md at
. Pr—
o 5b. For how long? éew?ﬂ
Jﬁ Using the observance of the Sabbath M
: and Kashruth rules as a yard-stick, Jews |
, would you describe your parents Jewist
aS: 'l.Il.'.l.‘."l..‘.'lll.ll.ll-‘
. (CFECK ONE FOR EACH PARENT) ﬁr’f’
¢ , Very religious Q5 Very religious EEIS 18
1 Somewhat | 14 Somewhat L |4
Hardly at all [ 13 Hardly at all | J3
Completely non- Completely non- -
religious (12 religious ]2 Here
; Anti-religious |:| 1 Anti-religious |j 1 youa
'7. What is/was your parents Hebrew
1 name? (IF YOU DON'T KNOW, WRITE h
| "DON'T KNOW") ——— JEgn
'8, Into what religion and/or denomina- Are
- tion was each of your parents born?
: (e.g., Orthodox Jew, Catholic, l
i Lutheran) ———
-].
! A=k




ysing the following categories -- Strongly Favored, Favored, No Opinion, Opposed,
f,nd Strongly Opposed - how would you describe your parents attitudes toward each of
the following: (PLEASE CHECK ONE CATEGORY FOR BOTH MOTHER AND FATHER FOR EACH ITEM
(ISTED ON THE LEFT IN GRID BELOW.) .

T \ STRONGLY NO STRONGLY |
about FAVORED {FAVORED| QPINION |OPPOSED |CPPQSED-
ly in 5 4 3 ) T

. : FATHER
lat yur practice of Jewish rituals MOTHEER
sour self identification FATHER
s 2 Jew MOTHER
gour friendship with non-Jews iggggi
]2 :
our dating non-Jews ;Sgggg
‘ FATHER
78 welfare of_Israel MOTHER
forking for the welfare of the TFATHER
local Jewish community MOTHER
felping to improve the welfare FATHER
f other ethnic groups MOTHER
. . ' FATHER
2 four Jewish education MO THER
fheir own social contacts with FATHER
nd attitudes toward non-Jews MOTHER
mwish families celebrating FATHER
ristmas MOTHER
yevs participating in non- FATHER
W:ish religious services MOTHER
_' Marriage between Jews and FATHER
B 5 ristians MOTHER
4 4

HEE |
- 4 Father Mother

[]2 “M Were your parents alive at the time of

|11 "§ your present marriage? Yes! |1 Nol )2 Yes! |1 Nol ]2

.

1 ES" TO EITHER FATHER OR MOTHER IN Q.10:
Ee\re your parents alive today? Yes! ]1 Wo[ ]2 Yes[]1 WNo[ ]2




" 12. If you think back to the friends you had between your early teens and _

| the time you finished high school, how would you describe the composi- 17,
tion of your peer group? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN '
HEADED Q.12 IN THE GRID BELOW.)

: 13. TUsing the same categories as in the previous questions, how would you 3
: characterize your choice of "dates" before you ever got married? (PLEASE S 18
CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.13 IN THE GRID BELOW.) ;

Q.12 Q.13 |
PEERS DATES
! —_—
i Completely made up of Jews B 6
: Mostly made up of Jews 5 5 i
: Pretty well mixed, including Jews and non-Jews 4 4
f Mostly non-Jewish, including a few Jews 3 3]
; Completely non-Jewish 2 2
ﬂ T was mostly unaware cof their religious
! and/or ethnic background ' 1 1
. 1!
j{ 14, What is the name of the town or city
b in which you spent most of your teen
% vears? (e.g., Little Rock, Ark.)
Ty
;ﬁ; IF YOUR PARENTS WERE SEPARATED OR DIVCRCED, PLEASE CHECK HERE {( )} AND SKIP THE
.f; NEXT TWO QUESTIONS.
15. Using the following categories, how would you describe the feelings and
3 attitudes you recall your father having toward your mother when you were
. growing up? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.15
A IN THE GRID BELOW.)
5 1
i i .
! 16. Using the same categories as in the previous question, please indicate E
o i how yvou recall the feelings and attitudes that your mother had toward -
. your father when you were growing up. (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES
UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.16 IN THE GRID BELOW.) ’
Q.15 Q.16 3
FATHER MOTHER E
Warm, loving, friendly 6 6 i
Often rough, but basically caring 5 5 ﬂ
Fearful, servile, resentful 4 4 3
Domineering, hostile, exploiting 3 3 f
Cold, loveless, unemotional 2 2 :g
Can't really tell 1 1 7_;

A-6
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19,

IP THE ‘§

Iand
were
Q.15

Using obviously very general categories, how would you describe your re-
lationship to your father while you were still living in your parents'
home? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.17 IN THE
GRID BELOW.) .

Using the same categories, how would you describe your relationship to
your mother while you were still living in your parents' home? (PLEASE
CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.18 IN THE GRID BELOW,)

Q.17 Q.18
FATHER MOTHER
Quite distant i 1
Somewhat close 2 2
Fairly close 3 3
Quite close 4 4
Extremely close 5 5

As you grew older, entered college and/or career, and became more inde-
pendent, how did your relationship change with your father and mother?
(PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER BOTH "FATHER" AND "MOTHER! BELOW,)

FATHER MOTHER
NO‘Change Tt s T sEe NI et s RN AR bt DOG’OTO Q.20 l:lo GO TO Q.ZO
Became MUCh CLOSET..eeeosesssrses 4 []a

Became a bit cloSeY.eese -cceasess D 3 ANSWER D 3 ANSWER
Q.19 2 Q.1%

Became a bit more distant ,...... [:]2

Became much more distaﬂt EEEEEEX D 1 D 1

IF ANY CHANGE CHECKED IN Q,19 UNDER COLUMN HEADED "FATHER:"

ate
rd
ES

19a,

What do you think was the most important cause of this change in vour
relationship with your father?

IF ANY CHANGE CHECKED IN Q.19 UNDER COLUMN HEADED 'MOTHER:"

19b,

20,

What do you think was the most important cause of this change in vour
relationship with your mother?

_Are'you presently living in the same
houseliold with your parents? Yes [ ]1 No[ 12

IF "NO" IN Q,20:

1 .

At what age did you first move out of

their home and set up your own residence? If this was in connec-

tion with your college
education, please check[ |

A-7




SECTION II.| In this section of our survey we would like to obtain information E IF
about your current involvements with your family and community, .

25,

22, Using the categories below, how close do each of the following relations —-
parents, brother(s) and sister(s),_other relatives -- 1ive to you?
(PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER EACH OF THE COLUMN HEADINGS BELOW,)

BROTHER (S) OTHER' RELATTONS
PARENTS & SISTER(S) (élg., In-Laws)

Within walking distance .,..,.,,, [] 1 ] O .
Within a twenty-five mile radius, [ ] 2 [ (] 8
In another city - beyond twenty-

five miles .-oo-.oooinol.ulnol--. D 3 D D
]

In another state or in another
country = beyond a hundred miles, ] & ]
Q.23a Q.23b

23a. Before you got married, how About once a day ..., []8 ] 75,
often did you see at least More than once a day, [ 17 [] i
one of your parents or other About once a week,.., [ ]6 ] F
family members? A few times a month., [ |5 \ [ ]  ANSWER ;
. About once a month,., | 14 [ Q.23c =
23b. Since you've been married to A few times a year. .. 3 E} 5
YO.r present spouse, how About once a year,,,, | |2 B
often do you see your parents Less than once a year [ 1 ] .
or other family members? E
Never ............... 00 [Jooro q.26 -_
IF SEEN IN PAST COUPLE OF YEARS IN Q.23: 1
23c. Do you usually see them:; Alone R R D |
With SPOUSE...vuuvu.. | |2
Alone and with spouse[ ] 3
24, Whose idea is it usually to get together? Your idea ettt nesea 26

One of your parent's idea
It varies Tveeea,

w0

LR AL I R

Your spouse's idea ceeres Eﬁ

24a. Since you've gotten married, do ‘
you enjoy seeing your parents Y
and/or other members of your :

family ,,. Much more than befo

re SPrs s v e

]
A bit more thanp before ,.., . E%
About as much as before Cevasainae
A bit less than before .,.,. L]
Much less than before []

* o0 0

U e

LR SN B I B

11

A-8




on

[F PARENTS DECEASED, SKIP QUESTIONS 25 - 27a AND CHECK HERE [_]

25, How often do you celebrate the following occasions with your parents?
(PLEASE CHECK A BOX UNDER ONE OF THE COLUMN HEADINGS FOR EACH OCCASION

LISTED BELOW,)

HARDLY

REGU=- SOME- EVER OR
LARLY TIMES RARELY NEVER

Rosh HaShana ...eecevevse [] 4
Yom Kippur ceseveseseacee
Hannuka ..seveasvsnscsces
PasSSOVET ..evtsvscnvnonss
Christmids .eeceessncacees
Thanksgiving .(vesevcasces

Bil‘thdays Cew e PR PR B IRAR S

ooogoon

Anniversaries ..ievecacse

(13 2 O

Oo0oOodoy
oooougd
oOoooud

25a. As often as you celebrate these occasions
with parents, do you do so mostly ....... Alone ..........[] 1

26, Do you wish that you could see your
parents more often or less often than
you generally do?

26a.. How does your spouse feel about
the frequency with which you see
your parents?

27. How frequently do you speak to your
parents on the telephone?

IF "SPEAK TO" AT ALL IN Q.27:

27a. Most of the time who calls whom?

A-9

With spouse ....[:]2

Sometimes alone [ | 3

Much less often .......[] 1
A bit less often ..;...[] 2
Do not wish any change (] 3
A bit more often ......[] 4
A lot more often ......[]5

L]
b Lo B~ N

About once a day sescecccncons
More than once a week ...veaee
About once a week ,iccecrsrnce
Not more than once a month ..,
Only on special occasions or
in cases of emergency ..e.ee

Never PR N E N N N )

L

You call them u--llnoaoua.--..B
ThEY call YOU ssessesssvsccesss
There is no noticeable pattern

o -

1
2
3




28,

29,

29a,

30,

31.

31la.

32,

32a,

If you have any married brother(s)
or sister{(s), how would you compare
your relationship to your parents
with their relationship to your
parents?

In the past couple of years how often

have you seen at least one of your
brother(s) or sister{s)?

If you have no brother or sister,
check here{ | and skip Q.29a.

When you have seen your brother(s)
or sister(s), has it been .,,

In which of the following social
circumstances do you regularly come
in contact with members of your
family such as parents, brother(s)
or sister(s), cousins, etec,?

(CHECK ALL THOSE THAT APPLY,)

Can you list by name those three or
four organizations, outside of your

work, in which you are most actively

involved?

Is your spouse also actively involved

in any of these organizations?

Can you please list by name those few
charities to which you contribute
most regularly and most generously?

Mine is much more distant....., ]
Mine is somewhat more distant._[]z
About the same.....cveevecenvans ]3
Mine is a bit closer..;........rja
Mine is much closer..veeveeve.d |5

About once a day ..ecesvoscones
More than once a week ,,.e00s0s.
About once a week .svssevecences
About once a month ....vveesens
A few Limes 4 VAT seveneccnnnas
Not more than once a year .,...
Less than once a year ...eeeves| |

I

O o B~ O~

By yourself ..veveesnssssssence

With SpPoUSE ,.cecvsvesrscanscns

Sometimes alone, sometimes
with spouse ...cenrseeencenns

L2 AN

Business activity .evevscencese
Enjoyment of leisure time .....
Special family occasions ......
Holidays .eeeeeesosscssarncnvee
Only when it is obligatory
(e.g., weddings, funerals,

I I O I R I

Etcl).l..IOCOCCICIOI.l.l...l

YES[ ] No! |

1f you do not contribute to any, please check here, [ |

A-10
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W12 i
e 13 8 '
_,F%4 4 33, In which of the following types of ceremonv was your present marriage )
Ll 5 f% contracted? (PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED "COLUMN 33" j

IN THE GRID BELOW.)
|

33a. If previously married, what type of ceremony was performed for &our

7 first marriage? (PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOX UNDER THE COLUMN i

= g | HEADED "COLUMN 33a" IN THE GRID BELOW.)

s COLUMN  COLUMN L

el 13 ] 33 33a b
'. 1'

t ‘“i F Formal synagogue ceremony ....,,... E] 1 E} ;

Ceremony in Rabbi's study .
Civil ceremony only seveiveveeonsons
Formal church ceremony .....v000ese
Both Jewish and Christian ceremony
Other (PLEASE EXPLAIN)

[
L Lo N

Lo

-

e [ |

O (o O 0O»

34a., Of the following, please check [Vl those who were present at your wedding. ﬂ
0f those present, whom would you have preferred not to have attended?

PREFERRED L,
NOT TO B
ATTENDED  ATTEND |

-
-

—
i e

Your PAreNES sueeverassvaranass
Your brother(s) & sister(s)...
Your grandparents .....eeeece.
YOUr COUSING vivvunvrrennanens
Your aunt(s) & uncle(s) ......
School friends ..evveveveneess
Other friends & associates ...
Spouse's PArents ....veeveeee.
Spouse’s brother(s) & sister(s)
Other of spouse's relatives ..

i

RN EEN

SHEHNWPERL ORI OY

EEEEERRNEN
WoNoouuN RO

34b, Altogether, about how many people : y
were present at the celebration of !
your WEdding? LN AN EERE N NN NN NN NN NN N

35. How would you describe the composition
of the friends you now associate with |
most frequently? (PLEASE CHECK ONE,) Completely made up of Jews,.. [] 6 5

1

Mostly made up of Jews ,..... [] 5

Pretty well mixed, including
Jews and non-~Jews ... ecces [] 4

Mostly non-Jewish, including I
a few Jews L NI I A A R D3 itF

i‘ Completely non-Jewish ...,... [ ]2

Not aware of religious or fﬁ
ethnie background of Il
A—]] friends LB L I I R BN BB IR RN R N B R BN ) Dl ;




36. ' The following is a list of Jewish organizations, movements or activities which can be
found in today's American Jewish community, Please indicate the extent to which you
are involved with each by placing a check in a box under each of the Column Headings

that apply for each item,

HEARD GIVE

OF IT IT

BUT FAMI-  FIN-
NEVER NOT LIAR  ANCIAL
HEARD FAMI- WITH SUP -
OF IT LIAR IT LPORT

OPPOSE
ACTIVE- ITS
LY IN-  GOALS
VOLVED AND
IN ITS PRO-
PROGRAM GRAMS

&

United Jewish Appeal .,.eeveeesevrss. [ J1  [12  [J3 [
1]
]
(]
]
1]
O
13

Federation of Jewish Philanthropies

Zionist Organization of America ....

»

Synagogue Council of America .......

Jewish Defense League ...eesssecsese

American Jewish Committee ,.veecoscs

American Jewish Congress ..eevesesece

Jews for Jesus trssncssrEINsINTIRAR TS S

= =T > I~ S <> B = B T -
-

National Conference of Christians
and Jews PR P PR PO PN RS R TR AT AR S

Jewish Family Service sssseracasne s

The Hineni movement ...eeveacavasssss

-

The Lubavitch, Chabad movement .....

The Veritan movement ...ccescecescee

Student Struggle for Soviet Jewry ..

Jewish Board or Bureau of Education

Hasidism ll;ioiol..l'.o’..llll.lllll

Utudooodco goooooo
oo oooso ooooodo

The Havurah movement ...eevescossnce

m Lo 1" o ? E- B B

-

Jewish studies programs on
COllEge CAMPUSES svvwsnscvcssrsrsass

L

5. Parades celebrating Israeli
IndEPEndEHCG Day LR R RN N N NN A R

L]

T. Governmental aid for Jewish
) Education LR NN N R N N R R B I AR R SR R

U, Annual commemorations for the
Jewish victims of the Holocaust ..,.

El
[

00 0 00 000000000 0000000

g O 0 0 O0ogocooscoag

od O O O

V. Hadassah Women's Organization ......

37. In the space on the right, indicate by the letter in front of each
item above, those organizations or activities with which you would
like to become more familiar. L N Y R N Y Y R T

THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN COMPLETING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE,

PLEASE KEEP IT IN A SAFE PLACE AND RETURN IT WHEN OUR INTERVIEWER CALLS FOR IT

A-12
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4 Questionnaire addendum

i 43, TFor each of the followihg statements, please check a box under one of the columngipo indi-
: cate whether you agree, tend to agree, have noi§osition at all, tend to disagree, or’ dima- _

. | Bree. o : ‘ _TEND HAVE NO I
e ‘TO POSITION TEND TO DIS- il
( e . _ AGREE AGREE AT ALL DISAGREE AGREE :

a, How one practices or beiievea in religion is a matter of - _ .
individual conscience, and of little importanceé as far :
as the unity of the family is concerned ......icevvecces CJs 4

b. Rabbis, as the religious representatives of the Jewish
community, have the legitimate right and moral obliga-
tion to decide who is and who i8 not 8 JeW cuecrusannane [j

: s

w

O

¢, A Jew ceases to be Jewish when (s)he becomes an atheist )
or an agnDStic lllll..l.l_"l..ll.'l'.....lll....‘..l.... D

 d. Women do not have sufficient opportunity in traditional
Jewish practice for religious self-expression ...sveess

EI

e. Jews should devote more effort to developing good rela-
tions with NON=JEWS ..ceecsssssssssvesseassansonnsssnes

£. BEing Jewish 1s very importqpt tg me |ooao;-0.-oocoooo"
g. Drugs can heighten genuine religious sensitivity ceeens

h. American Jewry and the Jews in Israel are parts of one
people with a single heritage, destiny and role +......

i, The Nazli Holocaust was unique among the massacres of

history H P s s eEE s B AN RN AR ER ErPIHEREUTROIEIARSABIBILERIUERS

It is important to me that there should
alWéyS be a'JeWiSh people S P e BLEEPRLIR IR RERENRRIROERE

k..Anti-Zionism is simply a form of anti-Semitism ......,

oo O o ooy

1. Israel is the bagic homeland of the Jewish people .....

0D 000 o0 do00ocCcoag O
0 000 0 0 000 O O

m. Events since the Yom Kippur War in 1973 have increased
my feelins Of Jﬂwish isolation .lo..'.!..tll.....‘lll;l

0 0000 OC 000 OO 000000 DOOooDoOo0o

n. The differences between American Jews and Jews in
Israel are more significant than the similarities .....

o000 oC000 opoDooodr
G

o. Religion should be entirely a private matter between a
person and the God -- or whatever alse -- (s)he

believes I c..sauvssscssssstonstsnssesnsasssscscsnnsunns

p. If Jews behaved differently, there would be less anti-
Semitism R AR R R R R s R X N E T R R N N I R A B I O LN B L

q. Jews are justified in giving special weight to a candi-
date's attitudea toward issues of Jewish interest when
casting thelr Votes ....icsvsasrscerssnscersasacassnses

0O 0OoOooD o oOOoOgoooo g

O
0 og O

]

r. Prayer is primarily a private and individual experi-
ence; its communal aspect is quite secondary ......sves

U

8. A Jew has greatar responsibility for other Jews than

for non~Jews -.-.--1------.--.---lonon.tooooinooo-ooonl.

o0 o o

L

t. I personally feel myself to be a survivor of the

HolocausSt ssvsssssssesvesssrnsnonnsensosnissnssninnasss

u. I would be quite surprised and upset if my.childrqn did
not regard themselves Jewish when they grew up ...sases

v. I would certainly not discoursge my children from
marrying a person just because (s)he was not born Jewish

w. God revealed himself to man in Je'u. Christ svevvrsvnese

X, Reincarnation exprelses‘my idea of what happens to
people whan they di@ Jeuuesanvnarscscntorrsnasssrasnnons

y. Jewish foods and Jewish humor are essential to what
1 meln by bﬁiﬂg Jewilsh ceceseaceorionannnssorrrsasrrsos

-1- . ]
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INSTRUCTIONS:

dlsagreement bhetween you.

47a.

topics with your spouse and/or children.
to find out whether discussions of these

With the question which follows below we are
Interested in finding out how frequently you discuss certain
We would also like
subjects create any

For each of the following items, please check ( ) under

the appropriate column in Section A whether you discuss

these things often, sometimes, rarely, or never with
your spouse and/or your children.

47b.

For each of the items you've checked in Sectlon A as a

subject of discussion, please place an 'X' in the app~- .-
ropriate column 1n Sectlon B to indicate ‘whether such
discussions are a source of agreement or dlsagreement

between you. ‘

—

ltn rt

|
1

x>

d

?artici
‘ service

fpartict

-2-

THk:ervice
W i
SECTION A SECTION B | ccend
SOME~ | DIS- | fthe yea
. OFTEN[TIMES RARFLY|NEVER | AGREE | AGREE | [ ©
The way your parents used to be re.lj- SPOUS BN 4 3 2 1 1 2 |Mtherapy
Sieug '~ {CHILDR —
The way you like to observe ra\i.sioos SPOUSE s —
holidays CHILDREN S
The attitudes of Christians SPOUSE :wgiriiii
towards Jews (S::(I)II]‘]S)ZEN ﬁ“ ?'ar?ih o
. {lfund ra
Political affairs pertaining to Jews CHILDREN w fefrair
The details and meaning of Bible SPOUSE {&ing on
stories CHILDREN 1BGuiic -
The history of Jews in Europe SPOUSE {IBttend
and America CHILDREN osh Ha
e
SPOUSE hfe1ebra
Religion in general s
& & CHILDREN Jhaftend
' SPOUSE HEr Ease
The making and spending of money CHILDREN | ttend
on-d
The merits and faults of your friends gﬁ(xng pReon-cen
. ; LDREK |- q [ ——
The merits and faults of your SPOUSE . feditat
relatives CHILDREN |iEastern
i
The proper sexual mores for SPOUSE “ moke 1t
younsters CHILDREN H h&artici
fifeditat
SPQUSE i ‘ :
How you spend your leisure time CHILDREN ‘.‘a‘r;ici
- J|€encount
The merits and faults of your SPOUSE — H| ou“f
children's education CHILDREN o [Eighe s
The merits and faults of the SPOUSE ] i ;ke ki
neighborhood CHILDREN “1?liday
' dght ¢
The choice of your children's friends (Snl;ggggm - '\ a N
Js3sSt on
The merits and faults of your SPQUSE E— 'w@ﬂebra
own childhood CHILDHOOD) ] A
. 19, A
i %



lar activity,

"Sometimes,"

did this more frequently than you, less frequently or about the same as you.-

:A8a. For each activity listed in the grid below, please indicate, by placing a "/" under the
appropriate column heading in Section A, how frequently you participate Iin that particu-

48b. For each activity that you checked off in Q.48a as having participated in "0Often,"”" "Some-
times" or "Rarely," please indicate by placing a 'V" under the appropriate column in
Section B whether you usually do this alone, with spouse, or with children.

48c. Again, for each activity that you checked off in Q.48a as having participated in "Often,"
or "Rarely,” please indicate by placing an "X" in Section C if your parents

A L

attend synagogue throughout
the year

SECTION A SECTION B SECTION C
SOME- |RARE- WITH |W/CHIL- PARENTS DID
OFTEN |TIMES | LY SPOUSE| DREN MORE|LESS SAME__
G;;ticipate in Jewish prayer 4 3 2 ) 2 ) -3 1 . 2 3
services
participate in non-Jewish prayer
services
~—

|

Participate in individual psycho
therapy (or group therapy)

| e

Keep kosher outside of the home

3ﬁing only kosher meat into home

Participate in events sponsored
by Jewish organizations (e.g.,
march on‘behalf of Israel, or
fund raising) =

Refrain from working or travel-
ing on sabbath

Build and/or visit a Sukkah

Attend religious services on
Rosh Hashana and Yom Kippur

Celebrate Christmas

Attend church on Christmas and/
or Easter

Attend spiritual meetings of a
non-denominational nature

Practice Yoga, Transcendental
Meditation, or some other

Fastern meditative exercise

Fﬁ@ke marijuana
Participate in spiritual or

]| neditative retreats

B farticipate in "marriage
encounter"

8| light Sabbath candles {or spouse)

Ml|liake Kidush on Sabbath &
holidays (or spouse does so)

Light Chanukah candles
[ ——

|l
| 'ast on Yom Kippur

lelebrate Purim

49. Are there any activities mentioned above which you do not participate in, but possibly
would like to? Please indicate which one(s) in the space provided below.

-3~




62a. Parents want different things for their childrem, and with different degrees of interest,
Indicate, by checking the appropriate box on each line, your preferences with regard to
If you have no children, answer these items in terms.

the following items in Sectiom A.
of how you think you'd feel if you did have children.

62b. In Section B, please indicate by placing an "X" in the appropriate column, whether your
spouse probably agrees or disagrees with your choice of response in Section A.

Get a good Jewish education

SECTION A SECTTON §
VERY  |ACTIVE- MAKES ACTIVE-| VERY
STRONGLY| LY NO _ LY  |STRONGLY
EN- | EN- DIFFER- [PREFER| DIS- | DIS- | A~ DIsk
COURAGE |COURAGE |PREFER| ENCE | NOT |COURAGE |COURAGE [IGREE GREE
7 6 5 4 3 2 I 1

Be a political 1liberal

Settle in Israel

Belong to a synagogue

Not marry a non-Jew

1 Contribute to Unilted Jewish
Appeal and/or other Jewish

'.causes

'ﬁéiieye in God

Observe the Sabbath

Have a kosher home

Get a college education

Appreciate music and/
or art

Develop physical strength
and agility

Enjoy religious cele~
brations .

Have mostly Jewlsh friends

Be politically active

Marry and have children

Develop charm and poise

Lead their lives as good
Christians

Overcome the need to
identify with any partic-
ular religious group

64.




_interegt,
z2gard tg
in terms.

her your

A- DI
GREE GR

SECTION.

0, TN,

\\ 1 t T |

64.

Thinking of the social contacts your children make during the course of a°
typical week, about how much contact would you say they have with each of

the following? If you have no children please check here

().

Ifr ‘your children have already outgrown the activitles listed

to when these activities were relevant to them,

FREQUENT - OCCA-
(More Than SIONAL

RARE, NEVER

(Less Than OR

_below please answer the question by thinking back to the time

Once A (Once A * Once A “HARDLY DON' 'I‘
_ Week) Week)  Week) EVER KNOW
Recreational instructors (e.g., ' '
piano lessons, ballet).e.eesusnses 5 4 [ 13- , 2 [
Hebrew or Yiddish teachers....... M ) [
Non-Jewish religious teachers.... T 1 .
Jewish friends..ceveeisesserceses ':q E} ' ;
Non~Jewish friends....eeeceesonss [ -
Some church or other religious T
activities.csusssessnvrccsnccnnas E} E} E} E} E}
Some synagogue related activities ,
Jewish organizational activities
(e.gey "Y" OF Center)iveeecesosse (] ] O O
.Christian organizational ' :
acti‘vities..........-.....--.-... I:I D D D D
For purposes of statistical analysis, would '
you please check off in which of the follow- Under $5,000.... { ]1
ing groups is the total income of your $5,000-7,999,,.. gZ
household (of all members combined) before $8,000-10,999,.. | 13
taxes for the past 12 months? $11,000-13,999.. | |4
$14,000-16,999,. [ |5
$17,000-19,999,, [ |6
$20,000-22,999.. ;;7
$23,000-25,999,, |18
$26,000-49,999.. 9
$50,000 or more. [ |0
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INSTRUCTIONS :

JEWISH VISUAL CULTURE INVENTORY

The following is a list of ritual and ceremonial items, or Jewish cultural artifacts which L

might be found in the American Jewish home,

Please check(v) the way in which each of the

following items were/are displayed or used in your own home and in the home of your parentg,.

L N N DON'T -
USED REGU~ | PRESENT IN - KNow |
VISIBLY |° LARLY (ON HOME, BUT NOT IF 17 |
DISPLAYEDIAPPROPRIATE | NOT USED PBESENT IS/WAs
IN HOME OCCASIONS) | REGULARLY IN HOME | PRESENT
. (4) (3) - (2) (1 (0)
Mezzuzah on doorpost ?ﬁ;;l(;;‘leNT ‘
Sabbath .candle sticks %i:;ggDENT :
) RESPONDENT i
Kiddush cup 3
PARENT ]
RESPONDENT 7
Chanukah menorah PARENT 3
Havdalah set RESPONDENT
) PARENT %
RESPONDENT :
Talit (- r shawl .
a (nrayer shawl) PARENT i
" T'fillin (phylacteries RESPONDENT ‘
(ph ) [PareNT !
RESPONDENT g
Seder plate PARENT 91
1
RESPONDENT i
Bible(Five Books of Moses) PARENT
' RESPONDENT
Jewish prayer book PARENT
- 1
: RESPONDENT i
Succah PARENT
Separate set of dishes for | RESPONDENT ;
neat/dairy/Passover PARENT 1
RESPONDENT
Yarmulka (skull cap) PARENT
' | RESPONDENT
Books of Jewish content PARENT !
Musical records of | RESPONDENT :
Jewish content PARENT i
Jewish or Israeli RESPONDENT 7
objects of art PARENT .
Posters or other memora- RESPONDENT 7
bilia of Jewish content PARENT <
‘ ' i
Jewish encyclopedia %_;ARggngmEm ;
o ... | RESPONDENT
Chanukah dreidl (a game) PARENT -
‘?":'THANK YOU VERY HUCH FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN FILLING OUT THIS QUESTIONNAIRE You

'MAY-: 'BE. SURE THAT ALL THE INFORMAT I ON YOU HAVE PROVIDED NILL REMAIN STRICTLY CON-

FIDENTIAL

-6-



8 whigh . ) .:
of the .
' parentg, FAITH, ETHNICITY AND THE MARRIAGE BOND '
] DON'p T A SURVEY ON THE ROLE OF RELIGIOUS AND CULTURAL BACKGROUND IN FAMILY LIFE
KNow - ' ¥
IF 1T
[ IS/uWAg ]
% | PRESENT | |
1y | ‘
- |
- THIS 1S PART | OF OUR SURVEY. IT WAS SPECIFICALLY DESIGNED TO BE \
-] COMPLETED BY PERSONS WHO WERE NOT BORN JEWISH. PLEASE COMPLETE - “
—— ‘
; THE QUESTIONNAIRE ON YOUR OWN, BEARING N MIND THAT THERE ARE NO |
g1 il
__. RIGHT OR WRONG ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS. WE ARE INTERESTED IN "'
= YOUR PERSONAL RESPONSES. gﬂ"‘
— il
g \!‘.
- |
I
o ‘ ' |!
— NATURALLY, YOUR ANSWERS WILL BE KEPT IN THE STRICTEST CONFIDENCE ‘:
= B
] AND WILL BE USED IN COMBINATION WITH THE ANSWERS OF HUNDREDS OF \i‘
: OTHER RESPONDENTS FOR PURPOSES OF STATISTICAL ANALYSIS, . ‘
lj
T i ‘ i
7 — American Jewish Committee !
"] Institute of Human Relations i




i PERSONAL PROFILE

Inasmuch as our study is designed to learn something about the cultural dynamics of famil;es.
with a mixed ethnic and religious heritage, we need to learn some details of the background ,g
each partner. Please complete all of the following questions in the appropriate spaces. Pl
do not consult your spouse or anyone else in filling out this questionnaire. Once again, yg

may be assured that your answers will be kept in the strictest confidence,

e i em e ae mm W e o i am o e Em o wr M em o e o e e e MM ER o ee E e e SR e MR MR Em R o o e

| SECTION I.l In this section of our survey we would like to have some information about your §
| family circumstances when you were a teen-ager. We are especially interested iy
- your parents, siblings, friends; their attitudes and your relationship to then,

IF "YES" IN Q.5:
5a., What kind? {(e.g., Catholic,
Methodist, etc.)

5b. For how long?

F Using
tand St
¥ the fo

g LISTED

ffour at
fservice

5 Father _ Mother jrour fr
? -

;1. In what year were your parents borm? ..... Brour da
|2, As a teen-ager, did you live in the home :

‘ Df your parentS? B8 8 8 PP S EF AT NSNS AEEEEsS YES [] l No E] 2 YeS [] l NO [] 2‘ tYour pa

3. What were the occupations of your parents fsponsor

when you were a teen—ager? .seeeecsssssssss jcharity

l4. What was the highest level of education Your fa

your parents achieved? parents

SECular - Degree AR R E R R N R I N I L ) 'Xour pa

- # of celebra

Religious - Total of years coessovaas .  Chanuke

5, Did either of your parents belong to any :lHelping

church for any length of time while you 2welfare

were a teen-ager? Yes [J1 wNo 32 Yes [J1 o 321

IThe ger
feivil 1
fYour pe
lwith Je

6. Please check the box next to the state-
ment that best indicates how your patrents
regarded religion and/or their ethnic
cultural heritage,

An essential part of daily ldfe ...cuvnvscevnnss E] 1 sevensorsnssnnsnviasa [] 1
A taken-for-granted matter, not a

Subject Of much CONCEYTl suvssssossssassssannsny D 2 st reassdtenssensnanney Dz
More or less ignored, they made no attempt

to impart it to me LRI B N N B BN OB BB B KRR B BN AN B R BN N RN B R BN B 3...-...----.--..‘.!-. 53
At best, a subject of scorn and derision ....... G iiireriiienassnassnn 4

describe their attitudes toward Jews? (PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX AT RIGHT,)

They had stereotyped negative Images Of JeWS .veesssersvtnsssvssovossansnnvancas

Didn't know any Jews and never thought or spoke about them one way or the other.

Met Jews only in formal business or casual social contexts, and did not regard
them in any Specilal WaAY ceeeesnsasssasassesossasssrsossssssssesssssssasssssassss Eﬂ

Had a few close Jewish friends and generally thought highly of Jews itvesesnasoss

Had many Jewish friends, and saw no difference between themselves and []

Jews as a group L R R N A R R N N I I N I N R R I I O I Y N A I A SN A I A B RC R

Father Mother

8. Into what religion and/or denomination
was each of your parents born? (e.g.,
Orthodox Jew, Catholiec, Lutheran)

7. If you think back to the time when you were still living in your parents home, how would Yo

i

ki
3

¥ The po!

b

tInter—{
ttions T
fMarriag
EJews

I The ecc

. Yere

your

| D

Are




7
Using the following categories —- Strongly Favored, Favored, No Opinion, Opposed,
and Strongly Opposed -- how would you describe your parents attitudes toward each of ~{
the following: (PLEASE CHECK ONE CATEGORY FOR BOTH MOTHER AND FATHER FOR EACH ITEM ]
LISTED ON THE LEFT IN GRID BELOW.) ‘ . :
-~ STRONGLY ] m- ) STRONGLYh!lf
‘ FAVORED | FAVORED | CONCERNED | OPPOSED | OPPOSED _ [+
:gtty?mi Your attendance at church FATHER | 5 4 30 2 1 fF
sted {of ; MOTHER _ f
to then, ] services ‘ |
1 . L FATHER ;
r _ B Your friendship with Jews MOTHER |
FATHER |
3 , Your dating Jews MOTHER 1;
No [] i%,,Your participation in such church FATHER ?
4 sponsored activities as dances, i
X X MOTHER i
charity drives, etc. : ¥
X Your familiarity with your FATHER
# parents' religious heritage MOTHER
j, Your parF1c1pat10n in such Jewish FATHER . : ‘M
celebrations such as Passover or '
MOTHER i
Chanukah I
% Helping to improve the social FATHER 4M
[] A welfare of other ethnic groups MOTHER i
No 2'9 -
i..The general social welfare or FATHER
‘W civil rights of Jews MOTHER
B Your parents' social contacts FATHER H
A with Jews MOTHER 3
Q. [nter-faith religious celebra- FATHER . %
B tions between Christians and Jews | MOTHER !
. Marriage between Christians and FATHER ﬁ
- Jews MOTHER Al
711 . . FATHER i
A, The economic behavior of Jews SOTHER . h
J2 The political behavior of Jews PATHER lﬂ
e P MOTHER i
El 3
4
1d vd Father Mcther }H
v wou Y“m Were your parents alive at the time of “
your present marriage? Yes| J1 Nol[ ]2 Yes[:]l Nol |2 ﬁ
[ R ! ' “i
;‘;’r' . “MF "YES" TO EITHER FATHER OR MOTHER IN Q.10: i
£ ’ |
veas E}}i- Are your parents alive today? Yes[:]l Nol[ 12 Yesli]l Noi;]2 B
| |
i1 1
rass ! l::;:
; .
ar




HEADED Q.12 IN THE GRID BELOW.)

12. If you think back to the friends you had between your early teens and
the time you finished high schoel, how would you describe the composi-
tion of vour peer group? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN

i 13. Using the same categories as in the previous questions, how would you

and/or ethnic background

{ characterize your choice of "dates" before you ever got married? (PLEASE

| CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.13 IN THE GRID BELOW.)
Q.12 Q.13

PEERS DATES

[ Completely made up of Jews 6 6

3 Mostly made up of Jews 5 5

| Pretty well mixed, including Jews and non-Jews 4 4

Mostly non-Jewish, including a few Jews 3 3

h Completely non-Jewish -2 2

I was mostly unaware of their religious
1 1

14, What is the name of the town or city
in which you spent most of your teen
years? (e.g., Little Rock, Ark.)

NEXT TWO QUESTIONS.

IN THE GRID BELOW.)

your father when you were growing up.

IF YOUR PARENTS WERE SEPARATED OR DIVORCED, PLEASE CHECK HERE ( ) AND SKIP THE

15. Using the following categories, how would you describe the feelings and
attitudes you recall your father having toward your mother when you were
growing up? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q 15

16. Using the same categories as in the previous question, please indicate
how you recall the feelings and attitudes that your mother had toward
(PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES

UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.16 IN THE GRID BELOW.)

Q.15
FATHER

Q.16
MOTTIER

Warm, loving, friendly

Often rough, but basically caring

Fearful, servile, resentful

Domineering, hostile, exploiting

Cold, loveless, unemotional

Can't really tell

B e [~ Jln Oy

e S oS- LS B Lo L, B [

B-4

17.

18,

19,

IF A
19a,

IF A
19b,

20,

IF t
21.



17. Using obviously very general categories, how would you describe your re- . |
lationship to your father while you were still living in your parents'
home? (PLEASE CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.17 IN THE
GRID BELOW,) ’ ¢

N ‘ ;

18. . Using the same categories, how would you describe your relationship to ﬂ

your mother while you were still living in your parents' home? (PLEASE i

CHECK ONE OF THE BOXES UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED Q.18 IN THE GRID BELOW.? Q

i 1 - :

Q.17 Q.18

— | FATHER { MOTHER

, Quite distant N }]’E

6 Somewhat close 2 2 ﬁ

'?;‘ Fairly close 3 3 {

e Quite close 4 4 k

3 Extremely close 5 5 |

:

_2 | 19. As you grew older, entered college and/or career, and became more inde- G

pendent, how did your relationship change with your father and mother? v

1 (PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER BOTH "FATHER" AND 'MOTHER" BELOW.) T

FATHER MOTHER !

Nochange LA IR I N I N IR R I O DOGOTO cho DO GO TO Q.ZO ‘T‘

. Be&.ame much C].OSEI..---.'OOIG----- Dl" I:]4 . ) w

T Became a bit cloSeTvssss sessssss [ 13 | ANSWER  {]3 | ANSWER s

E g . . ;

i F Became a bit more distant ,.,.... | |2 Q.19a 12 Q.19b f

' Became much more distant ......,. | )1 [] 1 [

: . f

e } IF ANY CHANGE CHECKED IN Q,19 UNDER COLUMN HEADED "FATHER:" '
5

19a, What do you think was the most important cause of this change in your
relationship with your father?

| IF ANY CHANGE CHECKED IN Q,19 UNDER COLUMN HEADED '"MOTHER:"

19b., What do you think was the most 1mportant cause of this change in your
relationship with your mother?

20, Are you presently living in the same )
household with your parents? Yes [ ]1 No[ ]2

IF "NO" IN @,20:

i 21, At what age did you first move out of

) If this was in connec-
their home and set up your own residence?

tion with your college
education, please check| | ‘

B3




SECTION II,| In this section of our survey we would like to obtain information

22,

23a,

23b.

about your current involvements with your family and community,

Using the categories below, how close do each of the following relations —-
parents, brother(s) and sister(s), other relatives -- live to you?
(PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER EACH OF THE COLUMN HEADINGS BELOW,)

BROTHER(S) OTHER RELATIONS
PARENTS & SISTER(S) (&)g., In-Laws)

Within walking distance .,..eeses [J1 [l [
Within a twenty-five mile radius. ] 2 []
In another city - beyond twenty~

O
FivVe MileS seveseeseseanssonsenes L] 3 ] O
]

In another state or in another
country - beyond a hundred miles, ] &

Before you got married, how About once a day .... [ ]8 ,[]
often did you see at least More than once a day, (17
one of your parents or other About once a week.... 16 _
family members? A few times a month.,. [ |5 Y [ ]  ANSWER
, ' About once a month,,, | 14 [ [_] Q.23c
Since you've been married to .
N L A few times a year... E} 3 E}
your present spouse, how About once a year.... . 2 |
often do you see your parents 1 N
Less than once a year ]
or other. family members?
NEVEI‘ L R O NI I NI ) DO [jGOTO Q'26

IF SEEN IN PAST COUPLE OF YEARS IN Q,23:

23e,

24,

24a,

Do you usually see them: AlONe ..vseeseevevenal |1
With spouse..........[ |2
Alone and with spousg[] 3

Whose idea is it usually to get together? Your 3ded ..v.veeevesene. [] 1
Your spouse's idea ......| |2
One of your parent's idea| | 3
It varies ..........;....[:}4
Since you've gotten married, do
you enjoy seeing your parents
and/or other members of your. )
family ... Much more than before .v.ieeeceeese. [] S
A bit more than before .....oveeee L] 2
About as much as before .....cev.. [ ]3
A bit less than before ..ueeeeoes.. L4
Much less than before .....eveees, [] 5

B-A

IF P

25,

25a

26,

26¢

27



IF PARENTS DECEASED, SKIP QUESTIONS 25 - 27a AND CHECK HERE [ ]

don
r. E 25, How often do you celebrate the following occasions with your parents?
b (PLEASE CHECK A BOX UNDER ONE OF THE COLUMN HEADINGS FOR EACH OCCASTON
LISTED BELOW.) : _
ns —m HARDLY
' REGU- SOME- EVER OR
LARLY TIMES RARELY NEVER
CHTASEMAS +oesessoseescess ] 4 3 L2 1
LONS ' EASEET sesesnesensasonenss %% E% i
aws) £ Thanksgiviug s e s e s U B b BEE RS
] New Year's Eve (or Day) .. ] | L (]
Your birthday/
— their birthday sececeses ] 1] (1 [
Other festive cccasions
— EXPLATN:
- 3 1 L] (]
25a. As often as you celebrate these occasions
. with parents, do you do so mostly ,...... Alone veeevansesl 1
" With spouse ...l ] 2
SWER Sometimes alone [ ] 3
.23c
26, Do you wish that you could see youx
parents more often or less often than _ -
you generally do? Much less often ceveneelJ1
3-26 A bit leSS Often .l..l'D 2
Do not wish any change []3
A bit more often ......[] 4
A lot more often .eesesl )5
26a, How does your spouse feel about
1 the frequency with which you see
]2 your parents?
13
la
27. How frequently do you speak to your

parents on the telephone?

L
oW e

1IF "SPEAK TO" AT ALL IN Q.27:
27a.

Most of the time who calls whom?

About once a day .....;.......E%
More than once a Wweek ...scves
About once a week vevesesessne ]
Not more than once a month e L2
Only on special occasions or
in cases of emergency .seeee

Never " EEEEEEEEEERENEENRJIEE BN

Ly &~ U

ok
1
d:

You Cali them scecesssessveeasas
ThEY call YOU ssvssccvsosesaras
There is no noticeable pattern




- n R R
27,5%% AW

28.

29,

2%a,

30,

31,

31a.

32,

32a,

If you have any married brother(s)
or sister(s), how would you compare
your relationship to your parents
with their relationship to your
parents?

In the past couple of years how often
have you seen at least one of your
brother(s) or sister(s)?

If you have no brother or sister,
check here{ | and skip Q.29a.

When you have seen your brother(s)
or sister{s), has it been ...

In which of the following social
circumstances do you regularly come
in contact with members of your
family such as parents, brother(s)
or sister(s), cousins, etc,?

(CHECK ALL THOSE THAT APPLY.)

Can you list by name those three or
four organizations, outside of your
work, in which you are most actively
invelved?

Is your spouse also actively involved
in any of these organizations?

Can you'please list by name those few
charities to which you contribute
most regularly and most generously?

Mine is much more distant......[:
Mine is somewhat more distant. [ |
About the same.,..evveevenvannes
Mine is a bit closer..;,.......[:
Mine is much closer............K:

[ R P TR

L]

About once a day ..v.veevoesase
More than once a week .evevesves
About once a Week seevevnoneoas| |
About once a month ,..oveveeveves| |
A few times a year ,.evieevecvee| |
Not more than once a vear ,.... :
Less than once a VEar ,..eeeeee

|

R WOy gy

By yourself sueeeeeseescncoones

With SpouUSe ,,.eceveccrersnsrss

Sometimes alone, sometimes
With SPOUSE .4ueeeevnvssnsass

v

w

Business activity ..ceevvsesesns
Enjoyment of leisure time ,,...
Special family cccasions ,.....
Holiday¥s veeeessssneovvennrnass
Only when it is obligatory
(e.g., weddings, funerals,

etc')l...l.!o-.ll.l.lcll...l

O OO0 O Od

YES[ | No[ |

If ycu do not contribute to any, please check here, []

B-8




=]-7 33. In which of the following types of ceremony was yout present marriage
Sy contracted? (PLEASE CHECK ONE BOX UNDER THE COLUMN HEADED "COLUMN 33"
=43 IN THE GRID BELOW.) ' ‘
==§ 33a. If previously married, what type of ceremony was performed for your
- first marriage? (PLEASE CHECK THE APPROPRIATE BOX UNDER THE COLUMN
HEADED "COLUMN 33a" IN THE GRID BELOW.)
- 7 COLUMN COLUMN
=6 "33 " 33a
4 .

==Z - Formal synagogue CeremOny ,a.sesvas«s 1 E} il
= Ceremony in Rabbi's study .......ne 2 i

3 ||.
] 2 Civil ceremony only ..cevseacvssnse 13 ;% _ i f
—-l Formal church Ceremony ..cssesasess 4 | s

s 0f those present, whom would you have preferred not to have attended? Eh
4 i
13 PREFERRED W
2 NOT TO I,
ATTENDED _ ATTEND ﬁﬂ

7 - YOUur pATentsS ..seescssarsnsans [ o El 0 ' ' |
1 : . Your brother(s) & sister(s)... ] 8 L1 !
Your grandparents ceseeecccens 7 Ll 2 ! 

YOUY COUSING sevensacnsssossas |16 L1 3 1f

L Vour aunt(s) & uncle(s) ...... :] 5 | 4 'F
School friends .svevessssssases 14 L 5 ﬁ

S Other friends & asscciates ... ;j 3 L= 6 {
- : Spouse's parents ....iisevonee 12 L1 7 il
Spouse's brother(s) & sister(s) (1 _1 8 I

— Other of spouse's reiatives .. Lo [Jo %[
34b, Altogether, about how many people Eﬁ
were present at the celebration of i

YOurwedding? esandresen s raN REBP RS i\

|
35, How would you describe the composition , - - Mg
- of the friends you now associate with . H
_— most frequently? (PLEASE CHECK ONE,)  Completely made up of Jews... [ ]6]
—_— Mostly made up of Jews ...... ] S|J
—_— Pretty well mixed, including - ;H
Jews and Non-JewsS e.eeseses [ 4@?

Mostly non-Jewish, including [

a few JEWS PR R N NN B B A D3“i

Completely non-Jewish ....... ] 271

Not aware of religious or |
ethnic background of ol

B_9 friends " EEEEEE RN R NN N Dl'w

i

34a, Of the following, please check [v] those who were present at your wedding. _H

Both Jewish and Christian ceremony 5 []
Other (PLEASE EXPLAIN)

De O




36, The following is a list of Jewish organizations, movements or activities which can be
found in today's American Jewish community. Please {indicate the extent to which you
are involved with each by placing a check in a box under each of the Column Headings
that apply for each item.

HEARD GIYE OPPOSE

OF IT IT»  ACTIVE- ITS

BUT FAMI- FIN- LY IN-  GOALS
NEVER NOT LIAR  ANCIAL VOLVED  AND
HEARD FAMI- WITH  SUP- IN ITS PRO-
OF IT LIAR _IT PORT _ PROGRAM GRAMS

A. United Jewish Appeal ....veseeenee.. [ 11 [J2 33 |4 15 o
] 1] I
L] ]
J ]
I3 ]
] 1]
U] ]
] 1]

L]

B, Federation of .Jewish Philanthropies

C. Zionist Organization of America ....

Udao

0. Synagogue Council of America .......
£, .Jewish Defense League ....csascasees
F. American Jewish Committee ,..vevenes

G. American Jewish COngress ...seeseees

OUdoou

“- Jews fof Jesus “s sV i rnsavertunsene

T. National Conference of Christians

and Jews LIE B R R A A B B R I N AR N I NN )
J.  Jewish Family Service .cvevevascessns

K. The Hineni movement .....sveossecsss

OO

L, The Lubavitch, Chabad movement .....
M. The Veritan movement ...eceeevssseces

. Student Struggle for Soviet Jewry ..

DU ood

. Jewish Board or Bureau of Education

Loooood goooou
O

1] D

. The Havurah movement ...eeeseosscces

O0ooog
W

N
0
P, Hasidism ..iv.iesaveresosncecssersana
Q
R

. Jewish studies programs on
college CAMPUSES +s.vseuesocenananecs

L]

S, Parades celebrating Israeli
Independence Day ..uvecocesenvacsess

T. Governmental aid for Jewish
education L N N N N R R R ]

U, Annual commemorations for the
Jewish victims of the Holocaust .,..

]
]

0

00 0 0O 0 O0DO0O0Oo0o0oo ogooooon

OO U O O ooocooogco

]
]
O []
J
{]

OO 0O g g

V, Hadassah Women's Organization ......

37. In the space on the right, indicate by the letter in front of each
item above, those organizations or activities with which you would
like to become more familiarl LA B B B B R B B B BRI B N A N A T N N BN BN I R NN )

THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION IN COMPLETING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE.
PLEASE KEEP IT IN A SAFE PLACE AND RETURN IT WHEN OUR INTERVIEWER CALLS FOR IT
B-10
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Questionnaire addenaun

43, TFor each of the followihg statements, please check a box under one of the columns'to indi-
cate whether you agree, tend to agree, have no position at all, tend to disagree, or disa-

gree. TEND HAVE NO
: “TO  POSITION TEND TO DIS-
AGREE AGREE AT ALL DISAGREE AGREE

a. How one practices or believes in religion 18 a matter of
individual conscience, and of little importance as far
as the unity of the family ia concerned ...icceevececnns

b. Rabbis, as the religious representatives of the Jewish
community, have the legitimate right and moral obliga-
tion to decide who is and who is not a Jew ...viecevanes

O
E‘

03 0Oz O

U

c. A Jew ceases to be Jewish when (s)he becomes an atheist
or an agnOStic T N e N N N N RN X

d. Women do not have sufficient opportunity in traditional
Jewish practice for religious self-expression s...evevs

oo

a, Jews should devote more effort to developing good rela-
tions with NON=JeWS ...cevesisvssesassssssnsssonsarnses

f. Being Jewish 18 very important to Me .seeessvecssassoss
g. Drugs can heighten genuine religious gengitivity ......

h. American Jewry and the Jews in Israel are parts of one
people with a single heritage, destiny and role .......

i. The Nazi Holocaust was unique among the massacres of

hiSEOLY seeesvesccsorestsnnnscssosnsnasssnnsssassnsnnnan

j. It is important to me that there should
alwdys be a Jewish people «..ovvrivecrenencaiieianas

k. Anti-Zionism is simply a form of anti-Semitism .......

OO O 0O o0oo oo

O O 0O 0O oo o o agobo g o o

1, Israel is the basic homeland of the Jewish people .....

m. Events since the Yom Kippur War in 1973 have increased
my feeling of Jewish isolation ..c.vevvrvssrsccecrnssnes

n. The differences between American Jews and Jews in
Israel are more significant than the similarities .....

O ogd O g ggoa o o

O oo g g oad

L
L]

o. Religion should be entirely a private matter between a
persot. and the God -- or whatever else «= (s)he
beliEVES TN b eetetessaststnsasrasassnsenaensassssnossons

p. If Jews behaved differently, there would be less anti-

SemitiSm susssnonssassvennnssssssnessssnsansssasusrnsss

q. Jews are justified in giving special weight to a candi~-
date's attitudes toward issues of Jewish interest when
caﬂting their VOLEB s evssscnnsnsecessanssasassrvrdsstsss

L)

[

oo 0O d
O OO0 0O00o0ooo oo obood oo

)

r. Prayer is primarily a private and individual experi-
ence; its communal aspect is quite Becondary .....esves

il

s. A Jew has greater responsibility for other Jews than
for noaneWS TR R R O N N N N N ]

U

t. I personally feel myself to be a survivor of the

HoloCAUBE sessssnsasorsssnasenssasssnsssanssssnsranssne

u, I would be quite surprised and upset if my children did
not regard themselves Jewish when they grew up .....v.e

v. I would certainly not discourage my children from
marrying a person just because (s)he was not born Jewish

w., God revealed himself to man in Jesus Christ .......ce0ss

x. Reincarnation expresses my idea of what happens to
people when they die ..ccvecssrnsnsnsesasranrsnnsnnnsnns

y. Jewish foods and Jewish humor are essentiml to what
I mean by being JeWish ssaass b isabrausaasERRRERAERURS
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TNSTRUCTIONS: With the question which follows below we are’

interested in finding out how frequently you discuss certain 48a .-
topics with your spouse and/or children. We would also 1like
to find out whether discussions of these sublects create any
disagreement hetween vou. 485
47a. For each of the followlng items, please check ( ) under
the approprlate column in Sectlion A whether you discuss
these things often, sometimes, rarely, or never with 48c.
your spouse and/or your children.
476, For each of the items you've checked in Section A as a
subJect of dlscussion, please place an 'X' in the app-
ropriate column In Section B to 1ndicate ‘whether such J—
dlscussions are a source of agreement or disagreement partic
between you. servic
| servis
B partic
SECTION A SECTION B servic
SOME- DI5- Actenc
OFTEN | TIMES |RARELY|NEVER || AGREE | AGREE the ye
The way your parents used to be re.lj- SPOUSE 4 3 2 1 L z Partic
Sioug CHILDREN therag
The way you like to observe re.\iaio-\,s SPOUSE Fl(eep }
holidays CHILDREN Srine
ring
The attitudes of Christians SPOUSE Partic
towards Jews CHILDREN by Jer
. SPOUSE narch
Political affairs pertaining to Jews CHTLDREN fund -
The details and meaning of Bible SPOUSE Refra
stories CHILDREN ing ol
The history of Jews in Europe SPOUSE Build
and America CHILDREN Atten
- 1| Rosh 1
. SPOUSE
Rellg'lon in general CHILDREN Celeb
. . SPOUSE Atten
The making and spending of money CHILDREN or Ea
SPOUSE Atten
The merits and faults of your friends CHILDREN - non=d
The merits and faults of your SPOUSE Pract
relatives CHILDREN Medit
Easte
The proper sexual mores for SPOUSE Smok
younsters CHILDREN moxe
. Parti
SPOUSE .
How you spend your lelsure time CHILDREN medit
Parti
The merits and faults of your SPOUSE encou
children's education CHILDREN | —
Light
The merits and faults of the SPOUSE — =
neighborhood : . [CHILDREN Hake
SPOUSE olid
- ' R
The choice of your children's friends CHILDREN Light
The merits and faults of your SPOUSE - Fast
own childhood CHILDHOOD Celeb
1
Y.
-



|

lar activity.

"Sometimes,"

48a. For each activity listed in the grid below, please indicate, by placing a 'W"
appropriate column heading in Section A, how frequently you participate in that particu-

under the

48b. For each activity that you checked off in (Q.4Ba as having participated in "Often," "Some-
times" or "Rarely," please indicate by placing a 'V'" under the appropriate column in
Section B whether you usually do this alone, with spouse, or with children.

48c., Apain, for each activity that you checked off in Q.48a as having participated in "Often,"
or "Rarely," please indicate by placing an "X" in Section C if your parents
did this more frequently than you, less frequently or about the same as you.

participate in Jewish prayer
services

SECTION A il SECTION B SECTION C
SOME- |RARE- [NEV-{[ A~ | WITH |{W/CHIL- PARENTS DID
OFTEN|TIMES | LY ER || LONE{.SPOUSE| DREN MOREJLESS SAME__
4 3 2 1 Iy 2 2 1

participate in non~Jewish prayer

services

2 3

Attend synagogue throughout
the year

| Participate in individual psycho
i therapy (or group therapy)

' Keep kosher outside of the home

bring only kosher meat inte hone

=

Participate in events sponsored
by Jewish organizations (e.g.,
march on behalf of Israel, or
fund raising)

2 g ]

Refrain from working or travel-
ing on sabbath

o oo |

Build and/or visit a Sukkah

Attend religious services on
Rosh Hashana and Yom Kippur

Celebrate Christmas

Attend church on Christmas and/
or Easter

SRRNRRNNRERRRRERRR RN RN

Attend spiritual meetings of a
non~-denominational nature

Practice Yoga, Transcendental
Meditation, or some other
Eastern meditative exercise

Smoke marijuana

Participate in spiritual or
meditative retreats

Participate in "marriage
encounter"

j Light Sabbath candles (or spouse)

Make Kidush on Sabbath &

holidays (or spouse does so)
Light Chanukah candles

Fast on Yom Kippur

lCelebrate Purim

49, Are there any activities mentioned above which you do not participate in, but possibly
would like to? Please indicate which one(s) in the space provided bLelow.




62a. Parents want different things for theilr children, and with different degrees of interest,

Indicate, by checking the appropriate box on each line, your preferences with regard to
If you have no children, answer these items in terms-

the following items in Section A.
of how you think you'd feel if you did have children.

62b. In Section B, please indicate by placing an "X" in the appropriate column, whether your
spouse probably agrees or disagrees with your choice of response in Section A.

SECTIONEI

R

Get a good Jewish education

SECTION A
VERY  |ACTIVE- MAKES ACTIVE-| VERY
STRONGLY LY NO LY STRONGLY
© EN- EN- DIFFER- |[PREFER| DIS- | DIs- [l A- Dpisa-fi
COURAGE |COURAGE |PREFER | ENCE NOT | COURAGE |COURAGE |IGREE GREE
7 6 5 4 3 2 I 1] 2

Be a political liberal

Settle in Israel

Belong to a synagogue

Not marry a non-Jew

Contribute to United Jewish
Appeal and/or other Jewish
causes

Believe in God

Observe the Sabbath

Have a kosher home

Get a college education

Appreclate music and/
or art

Develop physical strength
and agility

Enjoy religious cele-
brations

Have mostly Jewish friends

Be politically active

Marry and have children

Develop charm and poise

Lead their lives as good
Christians

Overcome the need to
identify with any partic-
ular religious group

1 SCHEDULE

1
.

INTERVIE
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