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.B.' Ma.ilplus telephon~ follow-upc.. Telephone	 . 
Dw M.i:l with. person..l int.niew follow--gp, : e 

, . I. Personal 1ntervi.w' 

Th~•• diff.rent' &iJchedules will be employed,·takitlgin't4).~t 
',.part1oul~liJllitat1<?ns of the data collection procep,ur..1'he'.· ," 

ecJllle. ar. identifi.d a. follows:. ., 
, .~	 . . . 

·A. '-Brief scheduleH
: containing a IIJIlAllnlUlber of 

p;"que,stions pt~&~il:r.()a.·"'ileJn99raphic.and objectiv~ characteristics. 
l\. .... ~ . '. . ... . . a:~ "a..ic Bchedule-: ~nclud1nq more extended in­
,quilT.s, inc'1t&diaq,a.peot, of Jewish. ident1tYillld atti'tud••·... .. 

.... )C. ,"Detailed schedule": including considerably more 
,;tro.binq 

, '~ 

anq,o~).c.
"~~C, 

1,nquiriaa and 
• 

open-end attitude que.tion... : 
, " ,	 • 

Deo. ~1IJan. 68.
 

,; . 

I 

http:t.....�..,.....�..�........�...�..��
http:�.��i:..�...�.�...�
http:�...1:..�


<. " 
~ 

The "brief schedule" will be used in the .ail and mail-plus-tele­

phone-follow-up procedures; the brief plus basic schedules will be
 
employed in the mail-plus-peraonal interview follow-up procedure, and
 
tne entire schedule, including the brief, basic and detailed schedule
 
components will be utilized in the personal interTiew procedure.
 

(4) The newly-authorized study will be initiated in Columbus,
 
Ohio, estimated Jewish Population 10,000, in the near future. Further
 
pre-tests designs are possible for this locality.
 

The use of volunteers has been considered in some community studiea,
 
and implemented in several, with mixed results~
 

The following represents tentative current thinking with respect 
to data collection procedures, to be tested further by analyses resultinq
from pilot studies noted' above: 

A. The national study will utilize a variety of data colleo­
.tion techniques. 

B. Self-enumeration and self-administered response to attitude
 
questions may prOTe feasible for inqui~s as those included in the
 
brief and basic schedules.
 

C. Mail and telephone approaches may be appropriate for
 
certain sub-samples (isolated respondents in low density areas, etc.)

with personal follow-up used as required, to aasure coverage.
 

D. Personal interTiews are advisable when the detailed . 
schedule, in addition to the brief and basio sohedule is to be admin­
iatered. (These interviews would, therefore, include inquires of a 
more deeply probing and subtle nature than would be' elicited by self-
enumeration, mail or telephone). • . 

II. Sample Design 

As « general quideline, the national study intends 'to rely import­
.ntly on a variety of stratifications in its sample design. The followin~ 
are tentative and illustratiTe: 

A. Stratific~tion by estimated Jewish Community Size 

Estimates of the American Jewish Year Book, 1967, whatever their 
limitations, prOTide the followinq 'diatribution, •• basis for an initial
stratification: : . 

See Tabl. 1, Paqe 3 
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TABLE (1) , 

Estimated Jewish Population, American Jewish Yearbook, 1967 

~ 

Estim. Jewish Estimated No. of 1, of U.S. 
Popul. Range Total: J. persons 'Communities' . J. Popul. 

Up To 1,000 133,355 (436) 2.31 

1,000 to 4,999 313,350 (142) 5.43 

5,000 to 9,999 207,150 (28) 3.59 

10,000 to 49,999 688,315 (40) 11.94 

50,000 to 99,999 553,000 (7) 9.60 

100)000 .. up 3,865,000 (7) 67.09 
. 

~ 

Grand Total - 5,760,170 (660) 100.00 

•
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Stratification at this stage m~y proceed in accordance with
 
the following diYisions; (Proportion of communities to be included in
 
study is shown in parantheses):
 

1.	 New York Metropolitan area (ail parts included) 

2 •	 Other Jewish communities, 100,000 and oyer ": 

.. (a!l) 

3.	 Jewish communities, 50,000 to 99,999 (or uternatively,40,000­
99,999 )., (probably ill1 ) 

4.	 Jewish communities, 10,000 to 49,999 (or alternatively, 10,000­
39,999), (perhaps one of two) 

5.	 Jewish communities, 1,000 to 9~~~' (perh~p8 one of eight, or 
one of ten) 

6.	 Jewish communities, reporting some Jewish population, but less 
than 1,000 (possibly one of 15 or one of 20) 

~ 

7.	 Communities, probably defined on a county ba.is, reporting no 
Jewish population, (perhaps it. total of 40 or 50 counties, thouq 
this number is purely a QUess at this point). ~ 

Distinctive Jewish names estimates, as those used in the Lo, Anqele
studies, based on the relative constancy of the ratio of 35 specific 
DJNs, may provide some revisions in Jewish community size estimates for 
purposes of initial stratification, (see Table 2), and will be useful 
for intra-community stratification purposes. 

It would appear from Table 2 that the DJN method correlates well 
with other estimates, except ina few instances, where~ as suggested
by other information (such as in Orange County, Calif.} larger dis­
crepancies cast doubt on the validity of the original estimate. At 
any rate, such .discrepancies, including the serious one for Nassau 
County, New York, may be taken into account in the sample design. (The
utility of the DJN method for intra-community stratification was . 
investigated in my recent article in the Jewish Journal of Sociology) 

B. Stratification by Intra-Community Jewish Population Density 

For large and medium sized Jewish communities '(possibly for 8trat~: 
Jewish population 100,000 and up, and 50,000 to 99,999, or perhapsu80 
including communities in the 10,000 to 49,999 range): stratification 
on the basis of the DJN method for sub-areas within communities, dis­
tinguishing. I	 . 

1.	 Highest Jewish density areas,possib1y 50~ and up. 

2.	 High Jewish density areils, (Jewish population densities of 

perhaps 25-49.9~)	
': 

• 
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rr1\LiLL:(2 ) 

CO;;':.""J<::nison of Dis tinc;-j.'lc Jcwisl, .uail1eS, Jewish Population EstiLtutes and 
1:~s·d..;,atcs Given j.11 c.ll() 19b6 Jc\.,;isn Ycarboo:~ 

Ai'oil D,TJ:i3 As s u;,lcc1 ,J. Total Jewish rrotul Jcwish 
Counted HOUSCllOld Population Pop. DJN Es till 

'"Size PCi: Yearbook' 

Li11V::.1St.C:C, ;>a. ~~4 3.1 ~: , LiOO /.,OD3 
ALA~{::'Ucl.. c.ue, ~\J.;,l. lli 3.6 J,uOU 3, ;~~,3' 

:Lnc1iailaol'::[~, Ind. ,""ul' 3.0 8,500 11,lU4 
Oran~:c (~OUJ It::.' , 

Calif. ~~ c;r; 4.0 30, GOO 10,136 
PrOVJ-<.ICLce, «.1. ()77 3.2 ;~~:,30() j5,;11 
I.. ~il\'ia\.~~~c.~c, ·',-.;isc. I, V~7 3.2 ;n,135 ~~,~15 

Ciilc.l.'inaci, OJ l:i.O I, ;' ();: 3.2 :n, :"'()O ~0,024 

Cleveland, o;'lio ;~ I S .~_: 3 3 0 2 :,5, 000 7(,,364 

fA t TI-'~- ;I:)'T\\]'J 1', .~ 97 ~05,435 1 () ::;, :_' 0 0 

" 
Chicaso, III 13,949 2. [; 276,055 312,457 
1:~C;\") "'Ior>~, 1\. Y. P"/ S I 046 3.2 1,036,000 1,921, 16"1 

~ 
1\~d~~;~al1 COUd ~y, 

v 
_', .. .1.. • H· ,1-; 1) 3.4 372,000 ~~~,3,084 

Su ::":01;<;: Coun ,-y, 
:~l·. Y • 1 , \',25 3.4 C~, 000 <>1,200 

S'(L .;l\()II;-~L 1...Q1;,OOQ ~,5~(),055. . 2«:5;;:)« 2 Q0 

• 

A,,, ,'J. t..)',"{~TJ 10:.:--/ St.:! 2,731,490 ) -;::fI.,70(3 

*As \':'ljC II n?·,~a - COlt'-' teu" only e:i'los on8 n<:4"C l?er household, by. mul tiplying 
t:d.:.. fi'jurc by Ii ( "su,,~inc:r tllis it:; b I'" avcrage housPholcl. siz p ), we spt 
til'" nUI,1~JCr of pcople rcrresent-eo. :'y this count".. 

': 

"
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3. Moderate Jewish density areaa, (Jewish population densities 
15-24.~~) 

4.	 Low Jewish density are.s, (Jewish population densities 5-14.9~) 

5.	 Sparse Jewish popul.tion are.s, (Jewish population densities 1••• 
than 5~) 

In most instances clusters, with pre-listing of households, m.y b.
 
considered in the rel.tively high density are.s, however defined numer­

ically. Further, master lists of Jewish households would be used .••
 
app,ropri.te.
 

c.	 Stratific.tion By "Likelihood of Jewishness" 

, For households selected on an are. probability basis (r.ther than 
by master list), following pre-listing, it becomes possible for know­

,ledgable experts to judge whether the respondent (or household) at a qiven
;' address is likely to be Jewish. Ratings may be m.de dichotomously:
(, "probably Jewish" vs. "probably not Jewish"; or on a four-step b.si's: 
~., "almost certainly Jewish", "probably Jewish", "probably not Jewish", and 
~almost certainly not Jewi.h". Differential sampling ratios m.y b. applied,
based on the rating. For inst.nce, for the later four categories, the 
ratios may be of the r.spective ord.r of 100~, 801., 401., and 2U1.. 

~ 

D.	 Use of master lists of Jew~sh households 

The uncritical use of master lists in Jewish population studies 
United States would r~ult in important biases. Most U.S. master lists 
derive pr~marily from Jew1sh community tund-ra~sinq campaigns. Though
non-givers and new prospects may be included, the typical bias is in the )
direction of higher social-economic status. Supplementation of these 

. lists by names from soci.l service and relief rolls normally adds few 
c«ses of opposite bias, while certain "hidden" Jewi.h populations (Jewish'
aqed living in Jewish low-density areas or in rooming houses, Jews who 
wish to deny their origins, intermarried households, etc.) are likely 
to be under-represented. In spite of these limitations, it becomes 
necessary to use lists under cert~in conditions; these include the 
following: . 

A. In area. of sparse Jewish popul.tion concentration, when 
area probability s.mpling is economica~ly not feasible. 

~ 

B.	 In situations where th8 coverage of the lists is demonstr~­
bly complete or nearly complete, (in small communitiea 
where all Jews, including new arrivals and the marqinally • 
identified are likely to be qenerally known). 

C.	 In situations when the list, though not complete, h~" 
been demonatr.ted (as by a pilot study) to be presum.~~J 
reprea.ntatiTe of the total Jewish population, (as in 
c.... in which a preliminary inquiry shows that no 

• 
'­
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',!JJaterial bias existabetwcen responses derived from list respondents ana 
dthose chosen on an area probcuni·i ty ootlia). , 
,~' 1 

,~j;!.;., 

}.. , , In the national study it is likely that li8t8 will need to be u8ed' ~ 
fAa follows: (1) in relatively large Jewish commun1ti•• for low-den8ity 
~~d sparse Jewish population Buh-areaa and (2) in most small oommuniti••• ..
 
';:Efforts will need to be made to augment the li8ts, as necessary, andl 
Lor to a.ssess the nature of the bia'se. likely to be introduced by aeleotive 

factors inhorent in the li8t itself. 

The Israel Emergency Fund, which brought forth community camp4~q.n 
givers that previously hud remained hidden, may add to the degree of 
represontativeness of available lists, though it will not eliminate 
econom~o anu cert~in other p068ible biases. 

To aDmmurize current thinkinq with respect to sample design: 

A. The sample will be multi-stAge, employing & variety of 
IJtratif1.cat.ions, as p.icied by considora.tion8 noted above. 

B. The sample will be ecleotio rather than pure: quided by 
consistent attention to dosirable repreaontativenens, it 
nec~ssarily will neod to drew on mastor li.ta, partioul.rly
in Jewish low-density are.a, as well a8 on area probability 
selection. 

~ 

~ 

III. itespondent SeJ.eotion and Ccdl-jjccks 

\/hile the matter has not been dit5cuased in det&il, prasent thini;ing
docs not contemplate random respond~lt tielection as typiCAl procodure.
Hathor, it is intended that any eliqible respondent will qualify (with
eligibility probably defined &s 18 and up). It may be advisable to 
provide for a sub-swnple within the 'overall B&mple desiqn for which 
random respondent selection would be iAstituted. Thi. may be desirable 
especially with respect to attitude questions. 

Concerning call-backs, partioularly in the personal interview pha••, 
, • ~inimum of the initial oontact plua three return oal18 are intended. 

IV. Nature of Field Force 

Paid intervtewers, espeoially for personal inter-Views, will be 
employed in most instances. Use of paid personnel ia particularly 

~ 

necessary ln lurqe urban areas. On d highly seleotive b~sis, with 
appropriate safe-guards to assure follow-through, and with the expectat10J
that paid personnel mAy be required to follow-up after the volunteera 
have been fully utilized, volunteers may be employed. This may be in 
order in relatively small communities, where the means of social control 
are relatively more effeotive, and in exceptional instances in large
communities when disciplined and available qroupa of volunt.er. (a. 
members of certain orqanizations) may be re.dily available. However, 

• 
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it is our present belief that paid personnel, triilined by the national
 
(study utaff, will oonsti tute the major put of the field force.
 
l,',
r;· 

~ .. In some instdnces, resources of na.tional survey orqCilnizations may 
'~e utilizeci, e~pccially in parts of the oountry where 5uch c&pabilitie. 
~.r~ "iv"ilable &1-nd whore Je~lish population densities are low. 

~ 

J. Interview Schedule and Related Forms 
.... 

Content of the interview schedule is illustrated by the enclosed 
c"drlilftcopy of tho O~kland (Alamed. and Contr. Costa Oounties) Bchedule• 
.As mentioned, items shown therein will be oat.qorized into three qroups: 
brief, b~sic and dQt~iled. One or more of these questions aub-~et. will
 
be er.l.p1oyed in different sub-sa.mplea.
 

At present, no furtner rofinements of the interview sohedule for 
nation~l study have boen aQroed by the tcchnic~l advisory cowdittee. It 

lis agreed, however, that conaiderdble attention will be paid to the topio
of Jowish idontity tlnd to attitudes relatinq to Jewishness. Further 

;methodologicul ~ork on the topic of Jewish identity hela been unaert.ken 
;in tho course of rocrnt ~tudies in Chica.go; these d,at& will be a.v.il-.ble 

<;in the ncur future and will aid national study schedule desion in the
 
aro~ of JQ~ish identity•
 

~. VI. Fin,mcinq 

At itc October mooting the technical adviaory committee concluded 
thlit ,al.budgot of no leas than $425,000 anp more likely of $450, GOO would 

, L(, r~ql4;;"re<l. Further offorts no'.-r are undor Wi.Y to asourC! availability 
" 0; th,~ G:..:.ppl E:1.'"l-;)01 tal funds. Addi ti onal sums Ctrc expectod t ro:n _ nUlwer 

of Jewish f~derations ~\d from ft sm4ll n~~ur of priva.te donors. further, , 
tie-ins with n~tional orq4nizutions, p03sibly. with the Anti-Def~ation 
L~Qgu~ ~nd with tho American Jewish Committee may provide supplemental 
r~sourcos• 

. VIl. 'l';u.1otable 

It is no~.; proj ectad that necessaryfund-raiaing will be concluded 
by l.o.Lte ;;prinJ 1968. In tho m~1nt1me, study design cUld sa.mple development 
dru procdedinq. Field work is now tentatively ooheduled.to beqin in l.te 
1968. Prob~bly a minimum of 4-5 months will be required to complete field 
work, includinq c.ll-backs .nd follow-up in various pa.rts of the country. 

~pecific publioation. plans have been discussed fn general terms only
by the technical advisory committee. It ~s contemplated that briof 
nution-wide su~~ariea will be prepared aoon upon completion of the study, 
to La followea ~y more det.ilea reporto, foc~Din~ on different parts of th. 
country, £qe groups and the like, a. well aD on tochnical iasues. Pre­
sumably the initial reports will be &vail&bleno later than 1970. 
VIII. Follow-up Studies and'Continuinq Re8e~roh Des1qn 

" 
9 

1 

" 
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The technical advisory committee agreea that the national Jewish 
pul.tion study must be ~ept up-to-date on an occa.ional basis, and 

~h.t it must be followed by specific studies on apecial topics. The 1·
iuiltionill study will establish the necessary frUle work, And thought
twill be qiven later to specific steps required to implement a con­ " 
tinuing study and follow-up approach. 

$: 

~ 

• 

.~ 

.. 

• ! 
~ 
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