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I. - Scope of !his Paper 

This paper w i l l  attempt to describe the l i k e l y  charac te r i s t ic  of 
the IPnerican Jewish camunity a t  the beginning of the 21st century. We 
w i l l  examine what is known an3 what is predicted about numbers of Jews, 
age dis t r ibut ion,  family, geographic dis t r ibut ion,  occupational s t a tus ,  
re l igious and po l i t i ca l  behaviors and omnunal organization. Finally, ve 
w i l l  explore possible unifying themes which may account for the trends. 

11. me Limitations of Forecasting 

Since f u t u r i s m  became p o p l a r ,  tm dates  have served a s  magnets fo r  
predictions about the s t a t e  of a f f a i r s  on almost any question--1984 
(thanks t o  George O n e l l )  and the year 2000. Now 1984 is u p n  us a d  the 
21st century a scant 16  years away--less than a generation. It should 
cer ta inly be possible t o  predict  with great confidence, i f  not certainty,  
what the IPnerican Jewish m u n i t y  w i l l  he l ike  i n  the year 2000. M yet 
it is realism rather  than falseamdesty which d i c t a t e s  the strongest 
possible qual i f icat ion of any p r e d i c t i o s  about society. The recod of  
futurism is dismal. Writing i n  t h e  l a t e  1960's and the  70is ,  only a few 
years away, Paul Ehrlich wrote. ' ' . ~ ~ . ~ 7 . ~ . ~ s . ~ . . ; ~ . ~ . ~ ~ ~ s d s . . , ~ £  millions of 
people w i l l  s tarve to death in  s p i t e  of any crash prqrams embarked on 
now."* Of murse,  there were no crash programs and there was no such 
starvation. men without any po l i t i ca l  axe to grind, d e w r a p h e r s  i n  the  
1930's mns is ten t ly  and dramatically underestimated p p u l a t i o n  growth i n  
the United States;  demographers i n  the 1960's consis tent ly  overestimated 
it. 

There are  simply so many variables! For instance, one might agree 
tha t  it is hard to predict  American Jewish bir th  r a t e s  for  the next 
sixteen years, but cer ta in ly  one should be able to estimate the number of 
Jewish aged in  the year 2000; all  of then are  w i t h  us now. Ard it should 
be p s s i b l e  except i f :  

-- a hi ther to  unknown disease takes a great toll among the  elderly. 

-- a new medical breakthrough makes a s ignif icant  increaw in  average 
length of l i f e .  

-- a wave of h i g r a t i o n  from the Soviet Union, Israel  o r  elsewhere swells 
the adul t  Jewish population. 

-- a change in  the plit ical or a t i o n a l  climate r e s u l t s  i n  large-scale 
aliyah, par t icular ly  amorrg the elderly,  w b  can l i v e  adequately i n  Israel  
-cia1 Security and other  do l la r  pensions. 

*The Population Bomb, New York; Sierra Club/Ballantine, 1968. p. x i .  



The likelihood of any of the above four developnents occurring may 
be small. Tne l i k e l i M  tha t  mie of the four o r  another not even 
considered w i l l  occur is greater.  Therefore, it is with the greatest  
trepidation tha t  one should write about the future;  it is with 
sophisticated caution tha t  one should read about it. 

bnetheless ,  trying to envision conditions in the future is a 
valuable exercise. I t  can a l e r t  us t o  trends which, i f  not acted on, w i l l  
lead to cer ta in  outcmes. %us it can be a tool for  social planning. And 
since so much of l i f e  is a matter of probability, i f  one can discern 
l ike ly  developnents, that may be adequate. Often a var ia t ion of five o r  
ten percent from a predicted outcome does not change t:?e functional 
accuracy of the prediction. And D m w i l l  proceed, d e a l i w  w i t h  general 
trends, not with many tables  o r  attempts t o  specify exact nunbers o r  
prcentages.  Where ws use them it is because they a re  the c leares t ,  
simplest o r  mst dramatic way to describe something--not because anyone 
believes that  those n&rs a re  precisely what the outcorn w i l l  be. 

111. Self-Fulf ill ing and Self -Defeating Prophecies 

Mu& has been writ ten about the s e l f - f u l f i l l i q  prophecy. An 
inf luent ia l  investment house predicts tha t  the stock market w i l l  r i se .  
This causes people tr, buy stock, helping to make the market rise. 
Teachers are told which of t he i r  students, based on psychological tests, 
are l ikely to succeed, and which t o  f a i l .  The teachers' a t t i t udes  then 
communicate t h i s  expectation, helping it to be fu l f i l l ed .  Similari ly,  
predictions that a neighborbod w i l l  lose its Jewish residents  may 
motivate the residents to leave. 

Some of the projections here appear t o  be pessimistic about the 
Jewish future. B u t  a l l  are  subject to chanp by strong action. 
Therefore it is important t o  bOar in mind the "self-defeating prophecy." 
Jonah predicted the destruction of Nineveh. It w a s  precisely this 
prediction which caused the c i t izens  t o  repent and which saved the city.  
Similarly predictions tha t  a neighboriwd w i l l  lose its Jewish residents 
have also mt iva ted  countermeasures which have preserved the neighborhood. 
Our h o p  is tha t  tk l a t t e r  a t t i tude  w i l l  prevail. Nsne of the 
projections here are  so imutable  tha t  they cannot be mdi f i ed  by the 
exertion of w i l l ,  ard the i r  purpose is to help organizations and 
individuals to  mve toward the future they desire.  

IV. American Jewish Trends and h e r i c a n  Trends 

"Vee ess Kr i s t e l t  zich azoy Yidelt zich" goes the old Yiddish 
expression -- "As the Christian w r l d  goes,. so go the  Jews." And t h i s  
expression appears to describe h e r i c a n  Jewry accurately. Many AJ* trends 
are  simply the sectarian accomplishment of larger  American trends. Are vie 
concerned about the declining Jewish bir th  rate? W e l l ,  the  AJ bi r thra te  

* W e  w i l l  use AJ from here on a s  an acronym for American Jewish 



has declined only as the Pmerican birthrate has declined. It has 
traditionally been lower than the Pmerican average, and it continues 
lower, but m m r e  so. Similarly, the rising AJ divorm rate is rising 
as the her ican divorce rate rises-approximately no mre and m, less, and 
is still loher than the Wr ican  rate to about the same degree. W n  
~olitical attitudes follow this  pattern. ?he arguments over whether o r  
not the FJ c m u n i t y  has turned to the right o r  not are generated by the 
fact  that it has turned to the right just as  the her ican m u n i t y  has 
turned to tk right,  but it is to the l e f t  of the Pmerican ccnnnunity to 
the same degree as  Jews have traditionally k n ;  hence the arglments. 

These examples should i l lus t ra te  the diff iculty of predicting any .w 
trends apart fran American trends. Ihe likelihccd is that the p.? 
camunity w i l l  b e c m  more like the Pmerican c m u n i t y ,  not less. %is 
suggests that efforts  to change A7 behaviors or attitudes to make 
then more different £ran overall &rim behavior and attitude w i l l  
prove to  be very diff icult .  

Nor can even s t r i c t  separation protect canpletely against the 
American environment. ?he Orthodox Jewish ccnnnunity thenty years q o  
prided i tse l f  on its immunity £ran the rising divorce rate. W a y  
divorce i n  Orthodox groups may still he loher than elsewhere; but it is 
a real and growing problem. 

It is clear: much of the AJ future w i l l  be detetmined on the 
Pmerican ccanmon. Hcrw he play our roles on the romm~n w i l l  influence the 
future of her ican Jewry. 

V. How Many Jews 

In 1983 the American Jewish Year Book estimated that i n  1982 there 
were approximately 5.7 million Jews in the United States. It is 
remarkable that most respected demq~raphers using a variety of methods 
arrive a t  very s i m i l a r  estimates. 

Ihe National Jewish Population Study estimated that there w r e  5.8 
million American Jews in the thited States in 1971. If one subtracts 
non-Jewish manbers of counted t.auwholds and adds institutionalized 
Jews (who here not counted), the 1971 estimate is closer t o  5.4 million. 
But the 5.8 estimate a s  analyzed was an estimate of an actual nuinber in 
the range of 5.5 million t o  6.0 million. And i n  1983 U.O. Schelz and 
Sergio Della Pergola estimated that the 1971 figure was 5.6 million and 
the 1980 figure 5.7 million. ( b s s e s  i n  intermarriage, etc. here mre 
than offset by immigration.) Massarik seeks some 1981 erosion £ran the 
1971 figures ard estimates that current AJ gnpulation is in the r a v  of 



5.2 to 5.6 million. And so there seems to be agreement t h a t  the  current 
AJ population is 5.5 million give or take f ive  p r c e n t .  

What about the year 2000? Wen when we m v e  t o  t h i s  mre 
speculative question, one is struck mre by the agreement than the 
disagreement among ser ious demographers. A l l  foresee a long-term and 
gradual decline in  t h e  A J  ppula t ion .  All re jec t  the alarmist notions 
bruited about i n  the press, such a s  only 10,000 Pimerican Jews by the 
Tricentennial Year of 2,076, or a 25% decline in  the A J  m u l a t i o n  by 
the year 2000. There are differences in  opinion about the speed and 
degree of decline. Goldstein points t o  the baby b a n  generation born 
a f t e r  Wr ld  War 11. This group is now passing through its childbearing 
years an3 is such a large cohort that even i f  the f e r t i l i t y  r a t e  is l o w ,  
the actual nunber of b i r t h s  should increase in  the '80ts. 
Coldstein sees us entering the 21st century with 5.5 to 5.8 mill ion 
Jews, much l ike  today. Then he forsees a decline through the first two 
decades of the 21st century, un t i l  we arr ive at the  Wicentennial, with 
one to ttio million fewer Pimerican Jews, anywhere from 3.5 to 4.8 
millions. Other demographers, consideriw births,  intermarriage, 
apostasy, inunigration and emigration, conclude tha t  h e r i c a n  Jews are  
already losing numbers--£ran under three percent to over f ive  p r c e n t  
per decade. Thus, if the higher a t t r i t i o n  rate is accurate, and the 
current base is a t  the low end of estimates, w could enter  the 21st 
century with jus t  over 4.6 mill ion h e r i c a n  Jews. If the lower 
a t t r i t i o n  ra te  is accurate, an3 the current population is a t  the higher 
end of estimates, we could enter  the 21st century with 5.5 mill ion 
American Jews. 

We are l e f t  then with a mst optimistic projection of 5.8 mil l ion 
Anerican Jews in  the year 2000, a d  a mst pessimistic (respnsible) 
projection of 4.6 million. Most l i ke ly  there w i l l  be over 5 mil l ion 
American Jews in  the year 2000. But even the most opt imist ic  
forecasters  see a s ign i f icant  decline from these numbers i n  the f i r s t  
tho decades of the 21st century. Therefbre, even i f  the alarmists a r e  
wrong, there does e x i s t  a very serious dewgraphic problem fo r  the Jews 
of the  Mited States. It should a l s ,  be noted t h a t  this decline a p p a r s  
sharper when contrasted with the general Fmterican population. In 1937, 
American Jews were 3.7 percent of t h e  American p o p l e .  E33w they 
const i tute  2.5 percent and by the year 2000, t h i s  percentage w i l l  be 
lower. 

In the year 2000, it is l ike ly  that  I s rae l  wi l l  contain 4.5 
mill ion Jews, assuming no mass h i g r a t i o n ,  but the continuation of a 
b i r th ra t e  higher than that of h e r i c a ' s  Jews, Thus sometime in  t h e  



first half of the 21st century, the Jewish population of Israel  w i l l  
probably surpass tha t  of the United States,  making Is rae l  the numerical 
as  w e l l  a s  the sp i r i t ua l  center of world Jewry. 

L% numbers r ea l ly  matter? There are those who argue that mdue 
at tent ion in  recent years has been given to the question of  Jewish 
p p u l a t i o n  s ize .  There have been p r i o d s  i n  h is tory  when there e r e  
fewer Jews, and yet  the  Jewish people have survived. &re is l i t t le we 
can do anyway, the argument continues, to o f f s e t  population s ize ,  and 
therefore, we had best focus on the quali ty of  Jewish l i f e  ra ther  than 
on the nunber of Jews. 

Those who take the other  view argue t h a t  sheer numbers do matter. 
W i l e  there have been periods with fewer Jews, these have not been in  
times when the world population was a t  4.4 b i l l ion .  The Jewish people 
could become so s t a t i s t i c a l l y  insignificant as to be functionally 
ext inct .  In the United S ta tes ,  the argument continues, Jews have 
managed, i n  spite of sma l l  numbers, to be recognized as one of the three 
grea t  re l igious groups, with concomitant benefits. Below a cer ta in  
critical mass, t ha t  may not be possible. It may not be p s i b l e  to 
maintain po l i t i ca l  strength on danestic policy or on behalf of Israel's 
security. A c r i t i c a l  mass is needed for  a r ich  and vibrant cul tural  and 
rel igious l i f e  contributing to the Jewish chain. And psycholcgically 
t h e  mrale and vigor of a group is sapped i f  it ptrceives i t s e l f  as a 
shrinking or dying caronunity ra ther  than a growing one. Finally, the 
a r g m n t  is made t h a t  i n  a f r ee  society losses must inevitably occur 
through assimilation 4 intermarriage, inroads which demand 
countervailing growth p l i c i e s  if the  Jews are not  to d ie  as a group. 
Conversionary and pronatal plicies, it is argued, can be developed 
which w i l l  make a difference i n  numbers as w e l l  as i n  quali ty.  
Significant ppu la t ion  s i ze  is a necessary, i f  insufficent condition is 
survival. 

VI. Age Distribution 

The following table ,  exerpted £ran the Pimerican Jewish Year Book 
1983,* describes the current age dis t r ibut ion of American Jews, hcrw it 
was changed since 1970, and how it mmpares with all United S ta tes  
whites: 



Jew; and Other Fopulation Groups, By we,  1970 an3 1980 (Eer @nt) 

1970 - 
U.S. 

1980 - 
U.S. 

Me Jews Whites Jews Whites 

The mst striking feature of the above table is the increase in 
the Jewish group 65 and over compared to 1970 and canpared b the 
overall United States white group. mere has been a decline i n  the 
percentage of Jewish children in the ~opulation, hut that has been 
acmpanied by a similar decline among all United States whites. The 
large Jewish p o l  i n  the aged category mans a higher crude death ra te  
in ensuing years and mntributes to the problem of numbers. The over65 
group now also includes a large an3 significant n+r of ptople 75 and 
over, a m r e  f r a i l  group i n  need of mre  sc?rvices. For many people 
there are now tvx, "generations" or segments of aging--the years 60 t o  
72, a time of relative health and vigor for mst, and 73 plus, a time of 
f a i l i q  health a d  capacity. Thus people often male retirement plans 
( to  Florida or the Southwest) in terns of their needs a t  the f i r s t  stage 
of aging, an3 they fin3 the enviromnt particularly ill-suited hr the 
second stage. The 15.5% of the Jewish ppulation which =re 65 and w e r  
was divided as follows: 

- 5.7% were ages 65-69 

- 4.2% were ages 70-74 

-- 5.6% were 75 plus 



Females m n s t i t u t e  54% of the 65 plus ~opu la t ion .  There is also a 
larger prcentage  of  Jewish fenales than white females generally in  the 
we range 20-34, the prime childbearing years. This of fers  further 
evidence tha t  even w i t h  a low rate of f e r t i l i t y ,  an i n c r e a s i q  absolute 
nlnnber of Jewish babies w i l l  be bm in the next few years. The number 
of Jewish schoolchildren is l ike ly  to increase in to  the 1990's a d  then 
f a l l .  

Projections of age dis t r ibut ion i n  the year 2000 vary depending on 
various estimates fo r  f e r t i l i t y ,  intermarriage and immigration. 

Projections of Jews and A l l  Whites By Age (Per Cent), 2000* 

Jews A l l  Whites 

High Low High IDW 

Age Proj. Proj. Proj. Eroj. 

'Ibtal 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 

(he el&ent i n  the  above table which appears mst certain is that 
the prcentage  of e lder ly i n ' t h e  Jewish population w i l l  continue to 
rise to the year 2000 and w i l l  continue to rise in to  the  21st century. 
%is is because of the high prcentage which i n  the year 2000 w i l l  be 
between 45 and 64. 



VII. Jews on the Move 

Immigration i n  A J  his tory has been critical to Jewish growth and 
rel igious developnent. The AJ population grew to 5.8 million mre as a 
r e s u l t  of Jewish inmigration than of natural increase, and each major 
move of immigration brought with it new "capital" i n  Jewish t rad i t ion  
and cul ture  to be invested in  the h e r i c a n  Jewish malgam. Hard 
projections about immigration are  impossible to make. 

Significant p p u l a t i o n  mvements across national borders a re  usually 
associated w i t h  major convulsions. WID can now predict  the future of  
Soviet Jewish emigration p l i c y ,  the likelihood o r  timing of a 
convulsion i n  South Africa o r  Argentina? 

Certain r e a l i t i e s  are  clearer: 

A. When ami i f  major Jewish populations move trans- 
nationally,  there w i l l  be a strong impetus to encourage 
settlemat i n  Israel a s  the f i r s t  or most desirable choice. 
The establishment of a Jewish s t a t e  has created a watershed 
change in  the nature of any future  Jewish population mve- 
ment . 
B. In s p i t e  of any p l i c i e s  dop ted  by the organized 
Jewish community, some Jews w i l l  come to the  m i t e d  States  
and other Mstern  munt r ies  ra ther  than t o  I s rae l .  The larger  the 
emigrating group, a d  therefore, the l e s s  it is res t r ic ted  to the 
ideologically committed, the larger  the percentage that w i l l  come to 
the West. 
C. In spite of lppular perceptions ad. magazine articles, 
there is apparently nothing l i ke  the 300,000 or so Israelis 
who have been said to have settled i n  the United States.  
Recent population studies i n  &w York and Los Angeles and the 
wrk of Israeli demographers suggests t ha t  the mmber is 
probably close to 100,000, only a little mre than the nwker 
of  Soviet Jews who have se t t led  i n  the United S ta tes  i n  the 
past decade. 

D. I f  new Jewish groups do m e  to the United States ,  they 
w i l l  not be bringing large stores of new Jewish capi ta l ,  
learning or rel igious t radi t ion to enrich the IPnerican Jewish 
c m u n i t y .  Rather it w i l l  increasingly become the r e s p n s i -  
b i l i t y  of the RJ community to "Judaize" these new immigrants, 
i f  they a re  not to be disproportionately assimilated i n  



h e r i c a .  Work with Russian Jews in  the last decade suggests 
that in  m m u n i t i e s  where a major e f f o r t  is launched, such a 
Judaization is possible with a high percentage of immigrants. 

E. Even i n  the absence of large-scale emigration from any one 
country, Jews w i l l  increasingly be on the move i n  a w r l d  wllich 
has shrunk in  s i ze  and grown i n  mobility. Some nmbers of Jews 
w i l l  continue to move to the  United States f r a t  all countries 
of Jewish settlement when they are  f ree  t o  do so -- for  educa- 
t ional  o r  professional dvancement, for economic opportunity, 
following o thers  i n  the fan i ly ,  for  all the  reasons which have 
created a general brain drain to the United States.  

F. In the absence of near-revolutionary change i n  economic o r  
social conditions i n  the  United States,  there  w i l l  not be massive 
United S ta tes  Jewish al iyah to Israel .  In t e l l i gen t  e f fo r t s  can 
make for a s ignif icant  percentage change i n  the small nwtxrs  now 
making aliyah, particularly'among the neo-Orthodox. But  surveys 
showing even the strongest pro-Israelisn among American Jews do 
not  show any serious readiness to consider aliyah. 

Internal movement of Jews within the  United States  has recently 
been and w i l l  l i k e l y  mntinue to be to the year 2000, the mre signifi-  
cant fonn of Jews on the move. 

American Jews have t r ad i t i ona l ly  been mncentrated i n  the 
Northeast an3 in  large cities. In 1930, 68% of American Jews =re i n  
the  Northeast; only 27% of  all Americans wre on the Northeast. A s  l a t e  
a s  1970, over 50% of the  Jews resided in  12 cities. M the  3,073 
~opu la t ed  counties i n  the United States ,  there a r e  100 or mre Jews i n  
only 504 of them. 

But change is apparent. In 1982, 54% of  h e r i c a n  Jews resided i n  
t h e  Ebrtheast, as d id  22% of all Americans -- the percentage of Jews i n  
the area had dropped by 14 percentage p i n t s  while the percentage of all 
Americans ha3 dropped by only five.  About 18% of America's Jews and 18% 
of h e r i c a ' s  t o t a l  population a re  now in the &st. me twelve la rges t  
cities of Jewish settlement n m  house under one-third of American Jews. 
Clearly, America's Jews, still somewhat concentrated, are dispers i rg ,  
developing a d is t r ibu t ion  mre l ike  tha t  of al l  America. 

Additionally, s ignif icant  numbers of Jews a r e  mving to small 
cities. In 1970, 18% of American Jews were in  cities of under 50,000 
population. In 1980 it wiis 29%. Much of t h i s  s h i f t  may simply be f r a t  
c i t y  to suburb. But when the percentage of  Jews, in  towns under 2,500 
has gone from one to f ive  percent i n  ten years, there is obviously 
sanething more operating -- some dispersion to rural  areas, university 
towns, and elsewhere. 



W pattern of mobility of American Jews is much l ike tha t  of 
other  Americans. Even i n  1970, l e s s  than one-third e r e  in  the c i t y  of 
the i r  birth.  While much of t h i s  was urbansuburban movemnt, twnty-  
f ive  percent wre in  d i f f e ren t  s t a t e s  f r m  the ones i n  which they wre 
born, and only 62% of  Jews over the age of 20 wre i n  the sarre c i t y  
they w r e  in  four years prior.  

Since m b i l i t y  is lps i t i ve ly  associated with higher education, w 
must assume it w i l l  continue fo r  &erica's Jews. Coldstein argues t h a t  
mobility mus t  be examined along with f e r t i l i t y  and intermarriage among 
the major factors  affect ing Jewish d e w a p h y  in  the future. Just  how 
t o  examine it and how t o  deal with it is less clear .  

A. We must  assume on balance that  d i s p r s i o n  wakens the 
Jewish community, providing l e s s  Jewish association (which 
is correlated with intermarriage), f e w r  ins t i tu t iona l  t i e s .  
Studies indicate less Jewish a f f i l i a t i on  and philanthropy among 
the mobile i n  the f i r s t  years a f t e r  moving. But i n  scm cases, 
mobility has led to the reviving of apparently mribund Jewish 
c m u n i t i e s ,  strengthening ins t i tu t ions  and Jewish association. 
It has provided the necessary critical mass for  s o m e  m u n i t i e s  
to go on. Further s tudies  show the  Orthodox do not lessen and 
even increase t h e i r  Jewish cmmunal involvement i n  moving t o  a new 
cunmunity. For Conservative and Reform Jews, the evidence m i n t s  
the other way. N n s i t y  within a neighborhood may m longer be a 
factor i n  Jewish identity.  

B. Dispersion also threatens to d i l u t e  Jewish p l i t i c a l  
pwr, which is based on concentratiw the numbers of a 
small minority in  key s t a t e s  and conrmunities. But it has 
been argued tha t  increasingly Jewish pli t ical p w r  is i n  
ac t iv i ty  by leaders, contact with and s u p p r t  of leg is la tors ,  
rather than in "deliverirq votes." Therefore d i s p r s i o n  
could actual ly  increase Jewish pwer a s  much a s  weaken it. 

C. It has k e n  argued that  a r id  cul tural  and rel igious 
l i f e  demands one o r  m r e  urban centers for  the massing of 
seminaries, 1 ibrar ies ,  organizations, etc. Happily, the 
recent New York lppulation study indicates t h a t  New York 
City, although having f e w r  Jews than it did a generation 
ago, is holding a s  such a center. Fears t h a t  the study 
muld show f e e r  than 3/4 million Jews l e f t  i n  New York City and 
therefore h u r t  Jewish influence dlmost prevented the study from 
being undertaken. ?he resu l t s  show 1.1 mil l ion Jews i n  New York 
City, a dramatic rise i n  the Jewish ppu la t ion  of Manhattan since 
1970, and 1.7 mill ion Jews in  the service area of the New York 
Jewish Federation. 



When one d d s  the metropolitan areas of New Jersey 
and Rockland Counties, there are  about 2 mil l ion Jews 
in  the Metrowlitan New York area. So a t  l ea s t  one 
v i t a l  center remains. While the material has not yet  
been analyzed, the raw data £ran the  New York s t d y  
suggests that there a re  no plans for  f l i g h t  from the 
c i t y  on the par t  of most of the Jewish residents,  and 
therefore i n  the year 2000, New York w i l l  still be the 
center of A J  l i f e ,  even while individual leaders ard 
organizations w i l l  be housed around the country. 

In sum, in  the year 2000, Jews w i l l  continue to be on 
the m v e  intra-  and internationally,  w i l l  conform mre 
closely to the overal l  k r i c a n  population dis t r ibut ion,  
and t h i s  w i l l  put several items on the h e r i c a n  community 
agenda: 

-- How to regionalize and nationalize o m r t u n i t i e s  for 
Jewish association. 

- How to integrate  new residents from wherever into 
local Jewish c m u n i t i e s .  

- How to nationalize fundraising concerns and ef for t s .  W a y ,  a 
w a l t h y  Jew i n  Scarsdale fee ls  responsibil i ty for  a p r  Jew in  
Morocco, in Tel Aviv, o r  i n  The Bronx i n  h i s  own New York area, 
but he is not l i ke ly  to feel  responsibil i ty for a p o r  Jew in  
Albequerque, New Mexico. Similarly, Jewish federations are - increasingly concerned aboput losing contributors and potential  
contributors from Jews on the mve. !&is issue is just  beginning 
to be Xldressed seriously. 

How to maintain the Jewish mmmunity's tradit ional 
stance of supporting l ibera l  immigration pol ic ies  as 
being ultimately in  the best Jewish in te res t .  

A J  organizations w i l l  need to learn to deal with the R m e n t  a d  con- 
tinuing r e a l i t y  of Jews on the mve. 

VIII. Jewish Education 

Formal Jewish education has heen a major vehicle for  the trans- 
mission and developnent of the Jewish heritage. In the Mited States  
today, t ha t  vehicle is beset by d i f f i cu l t i e s .  



Total U. S.- Jewish School Enrollments, 
Elementary and Secondary 

In pa r t ,  the r i s e  and f a l l  i n  enrollment since 1946 r e f l e c t s  the  rise 
and f a l l  i n  the n&r of e l i g ib l e  children. But i n  par t  it a l so  
r e f l e c t s  a smaller percentage of the e l i g ib l e  p o r  now attendirg Jewish 
schools. Ihe Jewish Fducational Service of Wrth America estimates t h a t  
i n  1979 39% of e l i g i b l e  Jewish children had received or wre receiving 
 SOT^ fotm of Jewish education, a much smaller Wrcentage than i n  the 
50's and 60's. 

The effectiveness of tha t  education may also be questioned. Of 
those i n  Jewish schools i n  1979: 

- 49.2% attended one day p r  w e k  school. 

- 24.5% attended tw o r  mre days per week 

- 26.3% attended day schools. 

Since various s tudies  indicate tha t  e i t he r  a minimun of 1,000 d 
hours or 3,000 hours of Jewish education are  needed to have a o 
s ign i f ican t  impact cn l a t e r  Jewish ident i ty ,  f u l l  one-half to three- nt 
quar ters  of those children receiving a Jewish education are  not F 
g e t t i q  an intensive enough education to make a difference i n  t h e i r  o 
l a t e r  l ives .  men  one adds to the above the f ac t  t ha t  education lacks a 9 
cadre of trained teachers, does not by an3 large pay reasonable s a l a r i e s  F 
and is generally i n  a n s t a n t  s t a t e  of f inancial  crisis, and tha t  r e l a t i ve ly  tl 
few children receive any Jewish education beyond the e lemntary s c k o l o  level 
t he  message for  year 2000 is not h o p f u l .  
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However, there are also antemai l ing trends. That 85 to 90,000 
AJ children are enrolled in day schools is a real i ty  few wuld have 
predicted in the 1950's. Nor wuld E ~ i y  have predicted the growth in  
tk number of day schools under Conservative, Reform a d  cgnmunal 
auspices. This has raised the average nLanber of pupil b u r s  per year 
bran 182 in 1966 t o  248 in 1979. mere has also been a growth in pst- 
secondary seminaries for  advanced Jewish study, particularly among the 
&tWox. In the mid-1970'~~ over 300 American colleges offered courses 
i n  ~udaism, 40 had Jewish studies majors, am3 27 had graduate programs. 
Jewish federations in the past decade have moved to serious funding of 
Jewish education under religious auspices and communal spnsorship of 
Jewish aftemcon high schools a d  even day schools. The Conference 
on Alternatives i n  Jewish Education has grown as  a collection of Jewish 
people interested in new approaches to and lobbying for more aid to 
Jewish education. 

Havurot, camps, a d  community centers have developed informal and 
even formal Jewish education even as formal Jewish educational 
institutions increasingly serve an informal purp3se of Jewish 
association. A small,  but intense "Baal Tshwah" or "return" movement 
has brought several thousand pung Jewish e n  and m e n  into intensive, 
Jewish study under orthodox auspices. There is a growirg concern for 
Jewish education a s  a priori ty among Jewish m u n a l  leaders, for 
themselves as  well as for children. Ihe intensive Jewish identity and 
educational program of USA's Young Leadership are a variation on the 
"Baal 'Ehwah" moverent; their lives as well as their  giving have been 
influenced. 

Therefore the picture for the year 2000 is particularly cloudy. 
m r e  than in most areas, it w i l l  depend on what is done by the Jewish 
cornunity between now and then. It appears that there w i l l  be mre 
camma1 involvement and funding in th is  enterprise which, since the 
pst*rld W a r  I1 period, has been largely synagogue-spnsored. It is 
one of the ways in which federations w i l l  likely begin funding 
synagogues. 

Jewish educatim may also be a good example of what we w i l l  
discuss in the sumnary of b i p l a r i t y  -- the division of the AJ 
community into two dist inct  camps. On the one hand, the group receiving 
no Jewish education seems tD be growing an7 w i l l  grow larger in@ the 
year 2000, including we l l  over one-half of the Jewish m u n i t y .  Q1 the 
other hand, the group receiving mt intensive Jewish education is alm 
growing rapidly, and could be about 15% of the Jewish c~mnunity by the 
year 2000. It is the middle group, scanewht educated a d  identified, 
that  is shrinking a s  the extremes grow. 



IX. Income and Occupation 

h e r i c a n  Jews are  among America's wealthiest  a d  nas t  highly- 
educated subgroups, on the whole. There is no reason to believe that 
t h i s  w i l l  change by the year 2000, but within this global continuity, 
there a r e  important s h i f t s  l ikely.  In spite of overal l  e a l t h ,  
i m p r t a n t  pockets of Jewish p v e r t y  pers i s t ,  par t icu lar ly  in  the l a rges t  
cities. About 15% of the  Jews i n  the largest  cities are  p r ,  
near-poor, or low-income (below 200% of the Federal p v e r t y  l i ne ) .  

The aged are the largest  segrrent of Jewish p r .  In New York City 
the Jewish aged por  and n e a r - p r  number over 100,000, and suf fer  the 
accompanying e f f ec t s  of being subject to high crime, p r  medical care, 
isolat ion and loneliness.  Jews w i l l  mntinue to have a d ispropr t ion-  
nate n~unber of the elder ly  in the i r  ranks. Jewish rommunal organiza- 
t ions  w i l l  continue to focus mre at tent ion on sewing  the elderly, but 
these services cannot include i n c m  maintenance. In the next f i f t een  
years, more and mre Jews w i l l  enter the ranks of the elder ly  having 
been covered by maximum Social Security payments and private pns ions .  
Ihe number of the Jewish aged wr may therefore well decline. b m v e r ,  
this w i l l  be affected by inf la t ion ra tes  and by the nature of medical 
insurance. So long as the United S ta tes  is without universal health 
insurance o r  rjame plan by whi& middle-class people can contribute 
pa r t i a l ly  to mntinuing medical service, there w i l l  be a large number 
w b  become p r  by using up Medicare benefits  and spending dom t h e i r  
asse ts  un t i l ,  pauperized, they are covered by Medicaid. 

There is also a c lass  of new Jewish pmr, women w b  are divorced 
and are  trying to r a i s e  children in  a middle-class environment hard to 
maintain. m u s e - p r  even before separation, these m n  are driven 
in to  p v e r t y  by the costs of divorce, separate dcmicil.es, and the 
accompanying b i t te rness  leading to reluctant alimony and child s u p p r t .  
This category of Jewish poor may shrink a s  w e l l  as more Jewish m e n  are 
professionally educated and capable of providing s u p p r t .  

A t h i rd  group of Jewish poor is mong Hassidic and other ul t ra-  
Orthodox families w i t h  many children. Many of these a r e  families still  
re la t ive ly  new to the United States--the pst World War I1 immigrants. 
W i t h  each passing generation and its a c m p a n y i q  capacity to function 
i n  the United S ta t e s  economy, t h i s  group, too, should shrink. 

There is also some st ructural  unemplopent amng Jews dispro- 
portionately represented in  impacted occupations. Jews are heavily in to  
the human services f i e l d ,  research a d  development, an3 academia, all 
hur t  by Reagan administration p l i c i e s  or demographic trends. Thus, 
Jews a s  w e l l  as others  have been touched by the high unemploymnt rates 
of  recent years. This could change by the year 2000, but there could 
then be a glut. of physicians or lawyers. Sonx? poverty related to gaps 
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be teen training and needs of the job market is always a p s i b i l i t y .  

The changes and cuts in e l f a r e  benefits of recent years have hurt 
poorer Jews. M r  Jews tend to be on the higher end of pverty,  and 
therefore, when e l ig ib i l i ty  levels for benefits are reduced, the Jewish 
poor are disproprtionately affected in e l ig ibi l i ty  for low-cost 
housing, job training, etc. 

Finally, every group in the United States produces some case 
poverty -- pve r ty  due to situational tragedy, inability to c o p ,  etc., 
but th is  is a very small nmnber. 

The Jewish occupational structure is not clear a t  all. %ere has 
certainly been a significant growth in the percentage of Jews i n  the 
professions-medical, legal, academic, from a generation ago. In 2000, 
Jews w i l l  still be heavily professionalized, whatever new trends may 
emerge by then. It is also clear that a new class of Jews is emerging 
i n  the corporate executive world in a whole variety of fields, and this  
group has not yet  been adequately reached by Jewish cmmunal organiza- 
tions. But beyond these understanding?, there are questions. 

- Are Jews less involved in entrepreneural mrk? 

-- W i l l  occupational change affect Jewish identity 
and Jewish philanthropy? - 

Cohen, primarily frm an analysis of Roston's ppulation studies 
of 1965 and 1975, sees a significant shif t  away £ran self-employment, 
and a conanitant threat to  Jewish philanthropy, since the self-employed 
are demonstrably the "best givers." Interestingly, Cohen ard others 
find that a t  leas t  af ter  one generation, these occupational and 
professional sh i f t s  do not seem to mrk against Jewish behaviors o r  
attitudes. The threat fli;it professional subgroup loyalties w i l l  replace 
Jewish subgroup loyalties is always present, but it does not appar to 
have been ful f i l led  t o  date. In fact,  certain occupations have become 
new centers of Jewish association. 

As to  the occupational shi f ts  and their knpact on philanthropy, 
more stxly is urgently needed. Most of the data use very brad 
categories, such as "managerial, sales, clerical,  etc. ," and do not 
provide sharp divisions of the Jewish labor force. Dxs the partner in 
a law firm describe himherself as "self-employed" or  not? Is the 
multimillionaire member of an investment firm counted as an 
"entrepreneur?" What of the physician, the bulk of whose income comes 
frm part ownership of a lab or £ran real-estate i n v e s h n t ?  Wry  
carefully structured study is needed.* 

mst recent corranunity studies, St. b u i s  and elsewhere, have begun 
to use  a mre  detailed breakdown of occupation. 



Even the apparent s h i f t  fran self-employment may be deceptive. 
Does a smaller percentage of declared entrepreneurs r e f l e c t  a closing 
out of small business -- "man and pop" s tores  and the l i ke ,  rather than 
a s h i f t  away from big business? Are the Jewish businessmen whose sons 
and daughters have becam professionals being replaced by what was 
always a numerically small group of Jewish big business people -- i n  - 
high-tech firms such as  those i n  Sil icon Valley, i n  finance, real 
e s t a t e ,  entertainment and wmunications? Jews are  cer ta in ly  mre 
l ike ly  to be self-employed than are  other groups. Is Jewish 
philanthropy not i n  need of sh i f t ing  emphasis f r m  major givers? In 
fac t ,  there m-ave been an a t t i tud ina l  s h i f t  since the mid-70rs, when 
most of the recent s tudies  were done. Where business was once seen a s  
not of the highest s t a tus  fo r  Jewish intel lectuals ,  there has, i n  
recent years, been a flocking of some of the best  and the  br ightest  of 
Jewish youth in to  M.B.A. programs for entrepreneurial a s  well as 
corporate purposes. 

We do know tha t  i n  Boston and other places dependence on Jewish 
p h i l a n t h r o ~  has been moving toward fewer givers of larger  amounts. W e  
do not know i f  it is necessary to plan for  the reverse. The absence of 
a detailed study of occupation is the major gap t h a t  r e  have noted in  
our review of the l i t e r a t u r e  on the Jewish population of the United 
States. I 

X. Family and Personal Behavior 

In the past decade the Jewish family has change3 much a s  the 
American family has changed -- i n  the same directions,  i n  similar 
proportions, an3 maintaining similar degrees of difference frcm the  
overall  American family. 1Co the year 2000 it is l i k e l y  t h a t  pJ f m i l y  
patterns w i l l  continue to change a s  American patterns change, p r h a p s  
even narrowing the differences between them, a s  is happening with other 
subgroups. For instance, among American Catholics, the higher bir th  
r a t e  compared t o  Protestants has v i r tua l ly  disappeared. 

In recent years, American Jews, l ike  other Americans, have k e n  
marrying later, divorcing more frequently, and having fewer children. 
Wre m n  are  h a v i q  the i r  f i r s t  child a t  age 30 or beyond, an3 there 
are about twice as mny single person households a s  there wre i n  1970. 

Tne question of Jewish f e r t i l i t y  is central  to Jewish survival, a s  
discussed in  the section, "mw Many Jews". Family s t ructure ,  f e r t i l i t y  
and Jewishness are  all intimately connected. Jewish education for 
children tends to be e f fec t ive  only when there is support fo r  what is 
being taught. Conversely, the presence of children tends to increase 
the Jewish behaviors of the family - attending synagogue, holding a 
seder, etc. Anrf al ternat ive households -- single-parent, s iq le  
nonmari ta l  l iving arrangements, tend t o  be l e s s  Jewish in behavior than 
the t radi t ional  family. 
















































