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FOREWORD

The Jewish community (that is, federations, parents, school sponsors, educators,
and former students) has been concerned, with good reason, about whether there is
an observable and measurable relationship between types of Jewish :ducation and
subsequent Jewigh behavior patterns. This concern has grown particularly in our
open society in which adult Jewish lifestyles are affected by a variety of social
and intellectual forces, and in which great faith has been placed in the
educational process as an instrument for perpetuating Jewish identity and
identification,

Is there really a relationship between education and lifestyle that can be
separated out from the influence of such other variables as the home, the
community, and social axperiences?

This question increasingly occupies the attention of practitioners and
financial supporters of Jewish education. They want to kmow whether they are
making the most effective use of their time and their money. The demand for data
has grown more compelling as more extensive and more costly types of education
proliferate. Does the day school really exert a greater influence than the

-supplementary afternoon school? TIs secondary Jewish education more important
than elementary education? Does any Jewish education have more influence than none
at all? Can one isolate the influence of Jewish education from other influences?

- In an effort to respond to these and other questions, the American Associa-
tion for Jewish Education initiated a national study in the early 1970's. Some
doctoral studies had been conducted prior to that time, but each of them had its
own limitations which made their separate and combined findings less than
reliable, After several years of exploration with educators and social scientists,
and after the expenditure of funds in drafting study proposals and designs, the
AAJE regrettably was persuaded to abandon its efforts for lack of assurance that
data could be collected for a reliable national study.

In the fall of 1974, Mr, Ezekiel Pearlman, Associate Director of the
Federation of Jewish Agencies of Greater Philadelphia, approached Isaac Toubin,
the Executive Vice~President of the AAJE, to discuss the possibility of conducting
a local study in Philadelphia that would seek to ascertain what, if any, residual
effect Jewish secondary school education in Philadelphia had on the Jewish iife-
style of its graduates., There are three institutions in Philadelphia which
provide an intensive secondary Jewish education, and whose graduates are now old
enough to have their own families, namely, Akiba Hebrew Academy (day school), the
High School Department of Gratz College, and the Midrasha of Har Zion. Akiba
Hebrew Academy has a four-year pregram requiring 11 to 12 hours a week of study
for 35 to 36 weeks a year; the High School Department of Gratz College now
requires, in its five-year program, nine hours a week for the first two years and
13 hours a week for the next three years for 35 to 36 weeks a year (25 years ago
it was a four-year program with 11 hours per week); Har Zion has a five-year
program, eight hours a week, 34 weeks a year, (similar to that of 25 years ago).
The graduates of these three were proposed as subjects for this study. (Two of
the schools are supported by the Federation Allied Jewish Appeal of Philadelphia.
Federation has been makingsubstantial annual financial investments in four local
day schools and other educational agencies as well.)

AAJE agreed to conduct a study which would seek to ascertain whether there
was, indeed, any measurable difference in Jewish lifestyle between two groups -
the graduates of these three institutions who are now between 30 asnd 45 years of



1ge, and another group in the community, in the same Jage nwracket, who had
received either minimal or no Jjewish aducatiou. Representatives uf the
Philadelphia Jewish community and che American sseociation also agreed that the
Jdevelopment of such a study design might be replicated in several other Jewish
communities to arrive at a reliable national pattern.

The study was initiated by the Federation Committee on Jewish Education,
chaired by Mr. Mitehell B, Panzer, with Mr. Solomon Fisher as Yice ~Chairman.

A Professional Advisory Committee was appointed for purpose of reviewing
che study, objectives, methods, and design. Its members are:

gzekiel Pearlman, Chairman

Rabbi Israel Axelrod, Principal, Torah Academy of Philadelphia
"Dy, Daniel Isaacman, president, Cratz College

Dr. Alvin Mars, Headmaster, golomon Schechter Day School

Mr. Hyman Pomerantz, Principal, Har 7ion Congregation

Rabbi Aaaron Popack, Director, Beth Jacob Schools

Rabbi Jacob Schwab, Principal, Beth Jacob Schools

Dr. Laurence J. gilberstein, Headmaster, Akiba Hebrew Academy
Abraham Tucker, Executive Assistant FJA

The Professional Advisory Committee met on several osccasions with the
director of the study before and during the conduct of the study. The final draft
was submitted to the Advisory Committee for its review and suggestions. This report
is now submitted to the Federation Committee on Jewish Education.

nr. Hillel Hochberg, former director of the AAJE Department of Research, did
preliminary work on the study. Subsequently, the AAJE engaged Dr. Sol Ribner,
research psychologist and statistical consultant, to conduct the study. Dr. Murray
Qockowitz, presently director of the AAJE Department of Research, was designated
by the AAJE to monitor and edit the study. Methodological and sampling problems
were encountered, and their resolution i{g degcribed by Dr. Ribner in the body of
the report-

The questiomnaire that was developed to measure Jewish lifestyles included
a variety of ltems related to behavior patterns, attitudes and values involving
qatters of Jewish conmcern. The term YJewish lifestyle' was broadly inclusive
and involved membership and activity in synagogues, membership and activity in
Jewish organizations, degree of socializing with Jews, knowledge of Hebrew andfor
viddish, Jewish artifacts in the home, visits to and financial support of Israel,
ritual observance, religiousness of spouse both in observance and in activity in
Jewish organizations, educarion of children, and knowledge of and participation
in Pederation activities and services. _

The study sought unswers Lo rhe following questions, among others:

L. Are there differences in the lifestyles of the two groups with respect

o their behavior, attitude and values concerning Jewish matters?
2. Are there differences in how they percelve themselves as Jews?
3, To what extent can the differences, Lf any, between the groups be
attributed to differences 1n their Jewish sducation? :

"he study was conducted between March 1976 ind September 1976 through a mailed
questionnaire.

7ollowing several nallings of che questicnnaire by che MAJE to all participants,

he Jata were processed 0¥ dr. Ribner who then aroceeded O analyze the data ind

-
draft a writtenm repert.

This report was submitted to :he Philadelphia Federation Committee on
Jewish Education by the AMJE in the hope that its fiandings mnay begin a data
hank which will zuide communities, schools, parents and educators, in the mest
sffective use of their separate apd cormunal resources with respect fo Jewish
a2ducation.



CHAPTER 1

SUMMARY
A Introduction

Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to determine the effects of an intensive Jewish .
secondary school education on later adult Jewish lifestyles as reflected in
behavior, attitudes and values.

The responses to the Adult Jewish Lifestyle Questionnaire by 265 graduates
of Akiba Hebrew Academy, Midrasha of Har Zion Congregation, and the High School
Department of Gratz College (all Jewish secondary schools in the Philadelphia
area) were compared with tesponses by 153 individuals in Philadelphia who had
little or no Jewish education. For the latter group, the maximum level of
Jewish education was attendance at an afternoon Yiddish or Hebrew School on the
elementary level, All respondents were between 30 and 45 years of age.

For the purposes of the study, the graduates of these Jewish secondary
schools are referred to as the "intensive" group and those subjects with the

lesser Jewish education are referred to asg the "less intensive" group.

B. Findings and Conclusions
Differences between the Intensive and Less Intensive Groups in Lifestyles

The results of the study indicated that the groups differed not only in
behavior, attitudes, and values but also in their perceptions of themse lves as
Jews .

1. Behavior

a. The intensive group belonged to more Jewish organizations and
participated more actively in them.

b. The intensive group were more observant, attended services more
frequently and were more active in the synagogue.

c. The iatensive group read and studied Jewish issues more often.
They subscribed to more magazines with Jewish content and their homes contained
many more decorative, ceremonial, and cultural objects with Jewish themes.

d. The intensive group contributed more money to charity and a
greater percentage of their donations was given to Jewish causes. They were more
actively involved in the annual campaign of the Wederation.

e, they visited TIsrael more often and for longer periods of time.

i The intensive group dated non-Jews less frequently and had fewer
intermarriages.

2. Attitudes and Values

a, The intensive group felt that the Jewish community should nake its
strongest eiforts toward political and financial support of [srael while the
less intensive group felr the major =fforts should be directed toward defense

483inst anti-Semitism. The intensive group felt that greater efforts should be
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increasing knowledge of Tewish history and culture and preventing
ermarriage than did the less intensive group.
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b.  The intensive group were more favorable toward eventual
emigration of self and family to Israel.

C. The intensive group interpreted support for Israel in a context
of active involvement {n Zionist organizations, raising money, aand seeking to
influence United States foreign policy in favor of Tsrael. The less intensive
group interpreted support for Israel mainly in terms of giving money, visiting
Tsrael and defending it in discussions with friends and relatives.

d. The intensive group desired a higher level of Jewish education
for their children.

a. 1t was more important to the intensive group that their
children
{1) have high regard for the Jewish heritage,
(2) live in accordance with Jewish ethical standards,
(3) take part in Jewish religious practices,
(4) observe Jewish religious practices, and
(5)  be active in Jewish organizations.

3. Jewish Identity
a. The intensive group had a more organized and consistent concept
of themselves as Jews. They were more concerned with behaving according to

Jewish principles and were capable of integrating their Jewish experiences into
their secular lives.

b. The intensive group felt more a part of a Jewish historical
tradition. Major influences on their Jewish identity were family and Jewish
sducation. They desired an intensive Jewish education for their children and
felt more strongly that their children continue many Jewish traditions.

C. The less intensive group were most influenced by recent histori-
cal Jewish events and anti-Semitic experiences. Their Jewish identity was more
diffuse and less integrated and they were acutely conscious of relationships
with non-Jews.

d. In essence, those in the intensive group subjects
(1) possess a more clearly defined concept of themselves as Jews,
(2) feel part of a Jewish historical traditiom,
(3) are more active participants in Jewish communal life,
{4y feel more intensely sbout Jewish matters,
(5) identify more with Israel,
(%) are more vubservant,
(7Y contribute more to Jewish causes,
(8) are sble te integrate thelr Jewish experiences into secular
lives.

]



2. These in less intensive group

(1) possess a more diffuse and less integrated Jewish identity
shaped in large part by recent Jewish historical events and
personal experiences and anti-Semitism,

(2) are acutely conscious of and sensitive to Jewish relation-
ships with non-Jews, and

(3) profess deep Jewish sentiments, but many of them dre not
expressed behaviorally.

&, Comparative Effects of Home Environment and Jewish Schooling -

After having established that the intensive group was more involved
in Jewish affairs, attempts were made to determine the extent to which their
Jewish education was responsible for their greater commitment. Parents who
provide their children with an intensive Jewish education are more likely to
raise them to be concerned about Jewish matters than those who do not. Were
the differences between the groups primarily attributable to the differences
hatween the parents? ‘

The study explored this question specifically with regard to ritual
observance and/or activity in the synagogue and other Jewish organizations.
Parents of the intensive group were found to be more observant and active than
were parents of the less intensive group. Nevertheless, the intensive group were
still significantly” more observant and active than the less intensive group even
after statistical adjustments® were made for the differences between the parents.

The results indicated that while parental differences did indeed con-
tribute to a portion of the differences between the groups, there remained,
nevertheless, sizable significant differences between them that exceeded those
accounted for by parental differences.

The self reports of the respondents, however, suggest that the differences
in jewish education were primarily responsible for the remainder of the differences
between the groups. Parents and Jewish -schooling were rated by the intensive
4roup as the two most important influences on their Jewish identity, both of which
were significantly higher than either camping experiences or spouse. Over 47% of
the intensive group rated their Jewish education as exerting a4 crucial positive

The terms ''significant” and "significantly" when applied to a difference between
the groups vefer to a difference so large that the probability of obtaining this
iifference by chance is reasonably precluded, In other words, one can be reason-
#bly confident that the difference between the groups is real and not sttributable
to sampling fluctuations. At times reference will be made to differences signifi-
cent at the .03, .01, or .001 level., This means that the probability of obtaining
such differences by chance is less than 5%y 1% or .1% respectively. For the
surpcoses of this study, the lower the level of probability, the more substantial
the difference between the IToups,

5
© The stacistical technique used for rhe adjustments was a covariance procedure,
Sriefly, this vechnique compares the obtained differences found between the ATOUPS
ifter first vemoving that portion of the difference that could be accounted for

oy the differences in parent behavior as reported by the respondents.



influence compared with 12% for those in the léss intensive group who had
raceived some Jewish education.

The relationship between Jewish schooling and parental upbringing is such
that any large-scale attempt to study the influence of one independently of the
other is, in effect, an attempt at "dismembering reality." As this study has
shown, committed Jews are more likely to search for an intensive Jewish education
for their children, and in turm, children receiving an intensive Jewish education
are more likely to be committed Jews.

The conclusion of the study, based on the available evidence, is that the
development of a lifestyle strongly committed to Jewish affairs is primarily the
result of the joint influence and reciprocal reinforcement of an intensive Jewish
education and a concerned Jewish home.

C. Limitations

The purpose of the study was to determine the effect of an intensive Jewish
secondary education on adult Jewish lifestyles in Philadelphia. This was accom-
plished by selecting two groups of subjects that were representative samples of
the intensively and less intensively educated in the broader Jewisgh population of
the city. The validity of any generalization from the sample group to the total
population depends in large part on how well the sample actually represents the
pepulation,

Several factors in the study design resulted in obtaining greater similarity
between the sample groups than one might expect to find between intensively and
less intemsively educated groups in the broader Jewish population.

1, Representativeness of the Sample Groups

Graduates of Orthodox-oriented secondary schools constitute a large
percentage of the intensively educated in the Jewish population. In fact, in the
United States, a majority of all children receiving a day school education are in
schools of Orthodox orientation.

This study of adults between 30 and 45 vears of age having an intensive
Jewish education in the Philadelphia community involves only graduates of Akiba,
the Midrasha of Har Zion, and the High School Department of Gratz College.
Graduates from Orthodox schools were not included since they were not old enough
to fall within the age range chosen for the subjects of this study.

A second limiting factor in the study derives from the method by which
the subjects in the less intensive group were obtained. This group was selected
from a random sample of the wailing list of the Philadelphia Jewish Exponent.

The mailing list is composed of those who have contributed at least 310 to the
Allied Jewish Appeal or have subscribed independently to the Exponent. In either
case, some interest in Jewish affairs had been demonstrated by the group. People
with lesser interest in Jewish matters were, therefore, precluded from being members
of the less intensive group.

These limitations served to exclude subjects with more divergent points
of view and consequently narrowed the differences between the sample groups, diffe-
rences which may be in fact considerably larger in the broader Jewish population
of the citv,

In view of the aforementioned limitations, differences Ffound between
fhe groups warrant greater confidence in their reliability than do similarities.
The presentation was consequently focused on these more valid findings.

i~



2. fhe Effects of Higher Jewish Education

Some of the study's findings raise a question as to the educational
levels ¢f the group constituting the study. Ostensibly, the study compared
sraduates of Jewigh secondary schools with those having a minimal Jewish aeducaticn,
However, 73% of the intensive group pursued their Jewish education at higher
institutions of learning, and 61% of the number received an advanced degree. It
is possible, therefore, that the differences between the intensive and less inten-
sive groups are a result of higher Jewish education, and secondary Jewish educatrion
is of less than decisive consequence,

One cannot determine the effects of higher Jewish educaticn simply by
comparing those within the intensive group who received a higher Jewish education
with those who did not. By comparing these groups, one would in affect he comparing
respondents whose experiences with Jewish secondary education encouraged them to
continue on an advanced level with those whose secondary Jewish education failed to
zenerate any interest in furthering their studies. Thig would not be a study of the
comparative effecktyg of secondary and higher Jewish education but a comparison of
the effects of different experiences with Jewish secondary education,

One can reasonably assume that the pursuit of higher Jewish education and
Lts concommitant effects on Jewish lifestyle is in large measure a result of rhe
experience with secondary Jewish education and, therefore, can be regarded as one
effect, among many, of such education., Any attempt to separate advanced Jewish
aducation from secondary Jewish education in the context of the prasent study would
be artificial,

Proper resolution of this problem might be the subject of another study
appropriately designed for that purpose.

b, Profile of the Respondents

The following is a brief review of how the groups responded to the questionnaire
items:

1. Demographic Characteristics

a.  Sex. Both groups consisted of approximately 57% males and 43% females.

b. Age, The intensive group had a median age of 34.1 with 37% of rhe
respondents over 35, The median age for the less intensive group was
38.5 with 63% over 35.

C. Qcecupation. In the intensive group, 95% were in the professional and
management occupations while only 30% of the less intensive group
7ere in these occupations.

d. Income. The median income of the intensive group wasg $24,450 while
that of the less intensive group was $29,750.

2.  General Education. In the intensive group, 94% were graduated from
college and only 72% of the less intensive group were graduatad from
college. There was a greater number of Master's and Ph. . degreeg
wmong the college graduates of the intensive group than among the
:ollege graduates of the less intensive group.

£. Yarital Srtatus., The overwhelming majority of both groups were

narried and had an average of 2.35 children.

sbtendance at Resident Camps of Jewish Culture. In the intansive

group, 53% had attended a resident camp with a program of Jewish

culture at least once, while only 28% of the less intensive group
attended such a camp. Of rhose attending, those in the intensive
zroup found it more satisfying.

s
.




ft. Jewish Education of the Intensive Grous bevond the Secondary Level.
Seventy-three percent of the intensive group pursued their Jewish
studies in institutions of higher learning. Sixty-one percent of

these obtained certificates in Jewish studies.

2. Organization ILavolvement

a. Membership and Activities in Jewish Organizations. In both groups,
60% belonged to at least one Jewish organization. OFf those who
belonged, the intensive group belonged to an average of 2.47 organi-
zations. The average for the less intensive group was 1.59. The
intensive group belonged to 1.4 times as many organizations as did
the less intensive group.

Parents of the intensive group had been significantly more active
than the parents of the less intensive group. When adjustments were
made for the difference between the parents, the intensive Froup
still attended significantly more meetings and were significantly
more active in these organizations that the less intensive group.

b. Iype of Jewish Organization. The intensive group tended ro helong
to and be more active in religious-educational and Zionist-pro-
Israel organizations while the less intensive group belonged to and
were more active in community relations organizations.

c. Membership in General Organizations. Approximately 60% of each group
belonged to general organizations which were primarily occupation-
related. The level of activity and the type of organiza:zional
affiliation were similar for both groups.

3. Jewish Identity

a. Sources of Influence on Jewish Identity. Three major and equally
important sources were perceived by the intensive group as positively
influencing their Jewish identity. These were family, Jewish
education, and recent Jewish historical events. The influential
family members were parents, grandparents, children, and spouse,
respectively. The most influential aspects of Jewish education were
both the effects of the total Jewish educational experience and the
specific influence of a particular Jewish educator. Recent Jewish
historical events affecting Jewish identity were the Holocaust, the
State of Israel, and the Six-Day War. Synagogue Rabbis, Jewish
organizational and camping experience also contributed positively
to Jewish identity.

The less intensive group identified two sources of influence--recent
Jewish historical events and family. Personal anti-Semitic experiznce
also exerted a positive influence on them.

Compared with the less intensive group, the intensive group perceived
family as being significantly more influential and Jewish historical
avents as significantly less influential. Synagogue Rabbis and

Jewish organizaticnal activities did not exert a meaningful influence
on the less intensive group.
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Attributes of Jewish Identity. The intensive group stressed obser-
vance of Jewish moral, social and ritual practices as part of

Jewish identity significantly more than did the less intensive Zroup.
The less intensive group felt it significantly more important to earn
the respect of Christian neighbors and were sensitive to relations

- with non~Jews.

The intensive group had a better defined and more integrated sense
of Jewish identity and felt more a part of a Jewish higtorical
tradition than did the less intensive group.

Jewish Cultural Interest at Home. The intemnsive group read and
studied Jewish topics significantly more often than did the less
intensive group., Thelr homes also contained a significantly greater
number of ceremonial, literary, and cultural objects of Jewish
character. '

Activities in Which the Jewish Community Should Engage. The intensive
group believed that the Jewish community should make its strongest
efforts toward the support of Israel both politically and financially
The less intensive group felt that the major efforts should be
directed toward defense against anti-Semitism and discrimination.
Although the intensive group believed defense against apnti-Semitism
and discrimination issues warranted a moderate to major effort, they
nevertheless ranked it fourth in importance after support of Israel,
perpetuation of Jewish cultural life, and increasing the level of
knowledge of Jewish history and culture., ™he intensive group felt
that significantly less effort be made in support of general
humanitarian programs and a significantly greater effort be made

at preventing intermarriage than did the less intensive group.
Attitude toward Israel, Two sets of questions assessed attitudes
toward Israel, One set of questions was designed to determine feelings
toward political and financial support of Israel and the other a
commitment toward frequent visits to Israel, and possible emigration
of self and family,

While both groups felt a positive obligation to help Israel, the
intensive group perceived support for Israel in a context of raising
money, belonging to Zionist organizations, and seeking to influence
United States foreign policy in favor of Israel. The less intensive
group interpreted support mostly as giving money, visiting, and
defending Israel in discussion with friends and acquaintances. The
intensive group felt significantly greater interest in visiting and
settling there either at present or some future date than did the

less intensive group, Over 50% of the intengive group had visited
Israel while only 20% of the less intensive group had visited Israel,
The intensive zroup had gone to Israel more often and spent more

time there.

+

4, Religious Affiliation and Observance

a,

Denominational Identification. The majority of both groups identified

themselves as Conservative Jews., The intensive group had a smallev
percentage of Reform Jews than did the less intensive groun. The
intensive group had a greater percentage of those identified ss



Orthodox as well as a greater percentage of those who had nn
religious identification.

b, Synagogue Activity and Attendance. There were no significant
differences i@ Synagogue membership with 67% and 60% of the
intensive group and less intensive group, respectively, belonging
to Synagogues. However, subjects and parents in the intensive group
were significantly more active in the synagogue than those in the
less intensive group and their parents. Even after adjusting for
the differences between the parents of both groups, the more inten-
sive group was still significantly more active than the less
intensive group,

Sixty percent of the intensive group attended Sabbath services
regularly while only 42% of the less intensive group attended
Sabbath services regularly.

C. Ritual Observance. The intensive group as well as their parents
were significantly more observant than the less intensive group or
their parents. Differences between the groups were significant even
after adjusting for the difference in the level of observance
between the parents of both groups,

5. HMarriage and Family

a. Dating and Marriage. In the intensive group, 467 never dated a non-
Jew compared with 24% of the less intensive group. Two percent of
the intensive group were married. to non-Jews whereas 5% of the less
intensive group were married to non~Jews,

b. Plans Concerning Jewish Education for Their Children. It was signi-
ficantly more important to the intensive group that their children
receive a higher Jewish education than it was to the less intensive
group. Sixty percent of the intensive group desired a higher
Jewish education for their children while only 16% of the less inten-
sive group supported the idea of such an education. Forty percent of
the less intensive group desired a maximum of afternoon elementary
gchool education.

c, Importance of Various Jewish Values Desired for Their Children.

It was significantly more important to the intensive group than to
the less intensive group that their children have: a) high regard
for the Jewish heritage, b) live in accordance with Jewish ethical
standards, c) take part in Jewish religious practices, d) observe
Jewish religious practices, and 2) be active in Jewish organizations.
The general order of priority, however, was substantially the same
for both groups.

6, Charitable Contributions

The intensive group contributed more money and a greater percentage was
‘ziven to Jewish causes. they -ere more actively involved in the annual campaign
of the Federation. Federation, U.J.A., and religious institutions, respectively,
received the largest amount of the contributions.



CHAPTER 7T
METROD

Graduates of three Jewish secondary schools from the Philadelphia area were
selected for the study. The schools were Akiba Hebrew Academy, the Midrasha of
Har Zion Congregation, and the High School Department of Gratz College.

Midrasha is affiliated with the Conservative movement, and, although Akiba
and Gratz are nonwdencminational, the curriculum and educational philosophy of
the high school departments of the three schools are fairly similar and reflect
a Conservative orientation.

Only those graduates presumed to have e¢stablished stable lifestyles were
included in the study., The age limit was, therefore, set at 30 and ranged up to
45, the pproximate age of those in the earliest graduating classes of Akiba
Hebrew Academy, The oldest graduates of the Orthodox Secondary School with a
Philadelphia student body were below 30 and, therefore, vere not included in the
study, '

The Adult Jewish Lifestyle Questionnaire (see Appendix A), with accompanying
explanatory letters, was mailed to 600 graduates fronp lists provided by the schools.
The respondents were asked to £i11 our anonymously and return the questionnaires
in enclosed Stamped and addressed envelopes provided for that purpose, Included in
the mailing was a Separate postcard and each respondent wag asked to fill out his
name and return the card to the study director after having sent in the questionnaire,

The group that received a more limited Jewish education was selected from rhe
subscribers to the Philadelphia Jewish Exponent. Using the same mailing procedures,
duestionnaires were sent L0 a random sample of 1,800 subscribers. About 540
People (30%) responded. However, only 153 met the criteria for inclusion in the
study. Many of the respondents were not within the appropriate age range or had
alternate kinds of intensive Jewish education. (The data obtained from those over

Those who were eligible had either no formal Jewish education, private tutoring,
Sunday School education, or afternoon Hebrew or Tiddish school education on the
elementary level generally provided by congregational schools,

Analysis of the respondents was focuged on comparing the lifestyles of those
with an intensive Jewish education with those who had g less intensive Jewish
zducation, Consequently, no attempt was made to differentiate among the graduates
oF the threea secondary schools, The graduates of the three schools were, therefore,

sroup. |

There was 2 rotal of 418 respondents, 265 with an intensive Jewish education
tnd 153 with a less intensive Jewish education, A small number of subjects
vmitted responses to some of the questions and, ag a result, cthe toral aumber of
responses does not always sum o 418. Treatment of the data was based only on
those responding and their number ig teported in each table,
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FOREWORD

The Jewish community {(that is, federations, parents, scheool sponsors, cducators,
and former students) has been concerned, with good reason, about whether there is
an observable and measurable relationship between types of Jewish ducation and
subsequent Jewish behavior patterns. This concern has grown particulariy in sur
open society in which adult Jewish lifestyles are affected by a variety of social
and intellectual forces, and in which great faith has been placed in the
educational process as an instrument for perpetuating Jewish identity and
identification, '

Is there really a relationship between education and lifestyle that can be
separated out from the influence of such other variables as the home, :the
community, and social experiences?

This question increasingly occupies the attention of practitioners and
financial supporters of Jewish education. They want to know whether they are
making the most effective use of their time and their money. The demand for data
has grown more compelling as more extensive and more costly types of education
proliferate. Does the day school really exert a greater influence than the
supplementary afternoon school? Is secondary Jewish education more important
than elementary education? Does any Jewish education have more influence rhan none
at all? Can one isolate the influence of Jewish education from other influences?

In an effort to respond to these and other questions, the American Associa-
tion for Jewish Education initiated a national study in the early 1970's. Some
doctoral studies had been conducted prior to that time, but each of them had its
owns limitations which made theilr separate and combined findings less than
reliable. After several years of exploration with educators and social scientists,
and after the expenditure of funds in drafting study proposals and designs, the
AAJE regrettably was persuaded to abandon its efforts for lack of assurance that
data could be collected for a reliable national study.

In the fall of 1974, Mr. Ezekiel Pearlman, Associate Director of the
Federation of Jewish Agencies of Greater Philadelphia, approached Isaac Toubin,
the Executive Vice-Fresident of the AAJE, to discuss the possibility of conducting
4 local study in Philadelphia that would seek to ascertain what, if any, residual
effect Jewish secondary school education in Philadelphia had on the Jewish life-
style of its graduates. There are three institutions in Philadelphia which
provide an intensive secondary Jewish education, and whose zraduates are now old
enough to have their own families, namely, Akiba Hebrew Academy (day schoel), the
High School Department of Gratz College, and the Midrasha of Har Zion. Akika
Hebrew Academy has a four-year program requiring 11 to 12 hours a week of study
tor 35 to 36 weeks a year; the High School Department of Gratz College now
requires, in its five-year program, nine hours a week for the first two vears and
13 hours a week for the next three vears for 35 to 36 weeks a year (23 vears ago
it was a four-vear program with 11 hours per week); Har Zion has a five-vear
program, eight hours a week, 34 weeks a year, (similar to rhat of 25 vesrs ago).
The graduates of these three were propnsed as subiects for rthis study. (Two of
the schools are supported by the Federation Allied Jawish Appeal of Zhiladelphia,
faderation has been makingsubstantial gnnual financial investmeats in fuur local
49y schools and other educational zgencies as well.)

AAJE agreed to conduct a study which would seek to ascarrvain whether there
#as, indeed, any neasurasble difference in Jewish Lifestyle becwsen two ivoups -
the graduates of these three institutions who are now tetween J0 and 45 years of



due,and another group in the community, in the same age bracket, who had
received either minimel or no Jewish cducation. Representatives of the
Philadelphia Jewish community and the American issociation zlso sorecd that

L

“he
development of such a study design might be replicated in several other Jawish
commmities to arrive at a reliable national pattern.

the study was initiated by the Federation Committee on Jewish Education,
vhaired by Mr, Mitchell E. Panzer, with Mr. Solomon Fisher as Vice -Chairman.

A Professional Advisory Committee was appointed for purpose of reviewing
the study, objectives, methods, and design. Tts members are:

fzekiel Pearlman, Chairman

Rabbi Istrael Axelrod, Principal, Torah Academy of Philadelphia
Dr. Daniel Isaacman, President, Cratz College

Dr. Alvin Mars, Headmaster, Solomon Schechter Day School

Mr. Hyman Pomerantz, Principal, idar Zion Congregation

Rabbi Aaaron Popack, Director, Beth Jacob Schools

Rabbi Jacob Schwab, Principal, RBeth Jacob Schools

Dr. Laurence J. Silberstein, Headmaster, Akiba Hebrew Academy
Abraham Tucker, Executive Assistant FJA

The Professional Advisory Committee met on several occasions with the
director of the ‘study before and during the conduct of the study., The final draft
was submitted to the Advisory Committee for its review and suggestions.
is now submitted to the Federation Committee on Jewish Education.

Dr. Hillel Hochberg, former director of the AAJE Department of Research, did
preliminary work on the study. Subsequently, the AAJE engaged Dr. Sol Ribmer,
research psychologist and statistical consultant, to conduct the study. Dr. Murray
Rockowitz, presently director of the AAJE Department of Research, was designated
by the AAJE to monitor and edit the study. Methodological and sampling problems
were encountered, and their resolution is described by Dr. Ribner in the body of
the report.

The guestiommaire that was developed to measure Jewish lifestyles included
a variety of items related to behavior patterns, artitudes and values involving
matters of Jewish concern. The term "Jewish lifestyle" was broadly inclusive
and involved membership and activity in synagogues, membership and activity in
Jewish organizations, degree of socializing with Jews, knowledge of Hebrew and/or
Yiddish, Jewish artifacts in the home, visits to and financial support of Israel,
ritual observance, religiousness of spouse both in obgervance and in activity in
Jewish organizations, education of children, and knowledge of and participation
in Federation activities and services.

The study sought answers to the following questions, among others:

L. Are there differences in the lifestyles of the two groups with respect

to their behavior, attitude and values concerning Jewish matters?
. Are there differences in how they perceive themselves as Jews?
To what extent can the differences, if any, between the zroups he
attributed to differences in their Jewish education?

the study was conductaed hecween March 1976 ind September 1976 through a mailed
juestionnaire.

follewing several mailings of <he questicanaire by the AAJE to all
thne data were processed by Ur. Ribner who then proceeded to analvze the
draft a written report.

This report
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ihis report was submicted to the Philadelphia Federation Committee on
Jewish Zducation by the AAJE in che hope that its findings may begin a data
bank which will guide communities, scheols, parents and sducators, in the most
2ffective use of their separace and communal resources with regspect to Jewish
wducacion.



CHAPTER T

SUMMARY
Al Introduction
Purpose of the Study

The purpose of the study was to determine the effects of an intensive Jewish
secondary school education on later adult Jewish lifestyles as reflected in
behavior, attitudes and values. .

The responses to the Adult Jewish Lifestyle Questionnaire by 265 gradustes
of Akiba Hebrew Academy, Midrasha of Har Zion Congregation, and the High School
Department of Gratz College (all Jewish secondary schools in the Philadelphia
area) were compared with responses by 153 individuals in Philadelphia who had
little or no Jewish education. For the latter group, the maximum level of
Jewish education was attendance at an afternoon Yiddish or Hebrew School on the
¢lementary level. All respondents were between 30 and 45 years of age.

For the purposes of the study, the graduates of these Jewish secondary
schools are referred to as the "intensive" group and those subjects with the
tesser Jewish education are referred to as the "less intensive" group.

B. Findings and Conclusions
Differences between the Intensive and Less Intensive Groups in Lifestyles

The results of the study indicated that the groups differed not only in

behavior, attitudes, and values but also in their perceptions of themselves as
Jews.,

1. Behavior

a. The intensive group belonged to more Jewish organizations and
participated more actively in them.

b, The intensive group were more observant, attended services more
trequently and were more active in the synagogue.,

c., The intensive group read and studied Jewish lssues more often,
They subscribed to more magazines with Jewish content and their homes contained
many more decorative, ceremonial, and cultural objects with Jewish themes.

4. The intensive group contributed more money to charity and 3
sreater percentage of their donations was given to Jewish causes. They were more
actively involved in the annual campaign of the Federation.

2. They visited Isrzel more often and for longer periods of time.

E. The intensive group dated non-Jews less frequently and had fewer
intermarriages. :

2. Attitudes and Values :

a. The intensive group felt that the Jewish community should make its
strongest eviforts toward political and financial support 3t Tsrael while the
l2ss inteasive group felt the major efforts should be directed roward defense
igainst aati-Semitism, The intensive group felt that greater efforts should be




nade in increasing knowledge of Jewish history and o

Tultn
intermarriage than did the less intensive zroup.

re and

b

b, The intensive group were more favorable toward eventual
wmigration of self and family to Tsrael.

a. The igtensive group interpreted support for Israel in a context
nf active involvement in Zionist organizations, raising money, and seeking to
influence United States foreign policy in favor of Israel. The less intensive
group interpreted support for Israel mainly in terms of giving money, visiting
Israel and defending it in discussions with friends and relatives,

d. The inteansive group desired a higher level of Jewish education
for their children,

, e. It was more important to the intensive group that their
children
(1) have high regard for the Jewish heritage,
(2) 1live in accordance with Jewish ethical standards,
(3) take part in Jewish religious practices,
(4) observe Jewish religious practices, and
(5) be active in Jewish organizations.

3. Jewish Tdentity
a, The intensive group had a more organized and consistent concept
of themselves as Jews. They were more concerned with behaving according to

Jewish principles and were capable of integrating their Jewish experiences into
their secular lives.

b. The intensive group felt more a part of a Jewish historical
tradition. Major influences on their Jewish identity were family and Jewish
education. They desired an intensive Jewish education for their children and
felt more strongly that their children continue many Jewish traditions.

C. The less intensive group were most influenced by recent histori-
cal Jewish events and anti-Semitic experiences., Their Jewish identity wag more

diffuse and less integrated and they were acutely conscious of relationships
with non-Jews.

d. In essence, those in the intensive group subjects
{1} possess a more clearly defined concept of themselves as Jews,
(2) feel part of a Jewish historical tradition,
(3) are more active participants in Jewish communal 1ife,
(4) feel more intensely about Jewish matters,
(5) identify more with Israel,
(B) are more observant,
(7) contribute more to Jewish causes,
{8) are able to integrate their Jewish experiences into secular
lives,



2 Thuse in less intensive group
{1) possess a more diffuse and less integrated Jewish identity
shaped in large part by recent Jewish historical events and
personal experiences and anti-Semitism,
(2) are acutely conscious of and sensitive to Jewish relation-
- ships with non-Jews, and
(3) profess deep Jewish sentiments, but many of them are not
sxpressed behaviorally,

4, Comparative Effects of Home Environment and Jewish Schooling

After having established that the intensive group was more involved
in Jewish affairs, attempts were made to determine the extent to which their
Jewish education was responsible for their greater commitment. Parents who
provide their children with an intensive Jewish education are more likely to
raise them to be concerned about Jewish matters than those who do not. Were
the differences between the groups primarily attributable to the differences
between the parents?

The study explored this question specifically with regard to ritual
observance and/or activity in the synagogue and other Jewish organizations.
Parents of the intensive group were found to be more observant and active than
were parents of the. less intensive group. Nevertheless, the intensive group were
still significantly” more observant and active than the less intensive group even
after statistical adjustments2 were made for the differences between the parents.

The results indicated that while parental differences did indeed con-.
tribute to o portion of the differences between the groups, there remained,
nevertheless, sizable significant differences between them that exceeded those
accounted for by parental differences.

The self reports of the respondents, however, suggest that the differences
in Jewish education were primarily responsible for the remainder of the differences
between the groups., Parents and Jewish schooling were rated by the intensive
group as the two most important influences on their Jewish identity, both of which
were significantly higher than either camping experiences or spouse. Over 47% of
the intensive group rated their Jewish education as exerting a crucial positive

! The terms "significant” and "significantly" when applied to a difference between

the groups refer to a difference so large that the probability of obtaining this
difference by chance is reasonably precluded. In other words, one can be reason-
ibly confident that the difference between the groups is real and not attributable
to sampling fluctuations. At times reference will be made to differences signifi-
cant at the .05, .01, or .00l level. This means that the probability of obtaining
such differences by chance is less than 5%, 1% or .1% respectively. For the
surposes of this study, the lower the level of probability, the more substantial
she difference between the groups.,

* The statiscical technique used for the adjustmencs was a covariance procedure,
Iriefly, chis rechnique compares the obtained differences found between the zroups
diter first removing that portion of the difference that could be accounted for

wy che differences in parent behavior as reported by rhe respondents.



intluence compared with 12% for those in the laess intensive group who had
received some Jewish aducation.

The relationship between Jewish schooling and parental upbringing is such
that any large-scale attempt to study the influence of cne independently of the
other is, in effect, an attempt at "dismembering reality.” As rhis study has
shown, committed Jews are more likely to search for an intensive Jewish education
tor their children, and in turn, children receiving an intensive Jewish education

"are more likely to be committed Jews. '

The conclusion of the study, based on the available evidence, is that the
development of a lifestyle strongly committed to Jewish affairs is primarily the
result of the joint influence and reciprocal reinforcement of an intensive Jewi sh
education and a concerned Jewish home.

G. Limitations

The purpose of the study was to determine the effect of an intensive Jewish
secondary education on adult Jewish lifestyles in Philadelphia. This was accom-
plished by selecting two groups of subjects that were representative samples of
the intensively and less intensively educated in the broader Jewish population of
the city. The validity of any generalization from the sample group to the total
population depends in large part on how well the sample actually represents the
population.

Several factors in the study design resulted in obtaining greater similarity
between the sample groups than one might expect to find between intensively and
less intensively educated groups in the broader Jewish population.

1. Representativeness of the Sample Groups

Graduates of Orthodox-oriented secondary schools constitute a large
percentage of the intensively educated in the Jewish population. In fact, in the
United States, a majority of all children receiving a day school education are in
schools of Orthodox orientationm.

This study of adults between 30 and 45 years of age having an intensive
Jewish education in the Philadelphia community involves only graduates of Akiba,
the Midrasha of Har Zion, and the High Schoel Department of Gratz College.
Graduates from Orthodox schools were not included since they were not old enough
to fall within the age range chosen for the subjects of this study.

A second limiting factor in the study derives from the method by which
the subjects in the less intensive group were obtained. This group was selected
from a random sample of the mailing list of the Philadelphia Jewish Exponent.

The mailing list is composed of those who have contributed at least S$10 to the
Allied Jewish Appeal or have subscribed independently to the Exponent. 1In either
case, some interest in Jewish affairs had been demonstrated by the group. People
with lesser interest in Jewish matters were, therefore, precluded from being members
of the less intensive gzroup.

These limitations served to exclude subfects with more divergent points
of view and consequently narrowed rthe differences between the sample groups, diffe-
rences which may be in facrt considerably larger in the broader Jewish population
of the city,

In view of the aforementioned limitations, differences found batween
the groups warrant sreater confidence in their reliability than do similarities.
the presentation was consequently focused on these more valid findings.




Z. ihe Erfects of Higher Jewish Education
‘ Some of the study’'s Findings raise a question as to the educational
levels of the group constituting the study. Ostensibly, the study compared
sraduates of Jewilsh secondary schools with those having a minimal Jewish education.
However, 73% of the iatensive group pursued their Jewish education at higher
institutions of learning, and 51% of the number received an advanced degree. It
ig possible, therefcore, that the differences between the intensive and less inten-
sive groups are a result of higher Jewish education, and secondary Jewish education
is of less than decisive consequence.

One cannot determine the effects of higher Jewish education simply by
comparing those within the intensive group who received a higher Jewish education
with those who did not. By comparing these groups, cne would in effect ha comparing
respondents whose experiences with Jewish secondary education encouraged them to
continue on an advanced level with those whose secondary Jewish education failed to
senerate any interest in furthering their studies. This would not be a study of the
comparative effects of secondary and higher Jewish education but a comparison of
the effects of different experiences with Jewish secondary sducation.

One can reasonably assume that the pursuit of higher Jewish education and
its concommitant effects on Jewish lifestyle is in large measure a result of the
experience with secondary Jewish education and, therefore, can be regarded as one
etfect, among many, of such education. Any attempt to separate advanced Jewish
aducation from secondary Jewish education in the context of the present study would
be artificial.

Proper resolution of this problem might be the subject of another study
ipprepriately designed for that purpose.

D. Profile of the Respondents

The following is a brief review of how the groups responded to the questionnaire
items:

1. Demographic Characteristics

a. Sex. Both groups consisted of approximately 57% males and 43% females.

b.  Age. The intensive group had a median age of 34.1 with 37% of the
respondents over 35. The median age for the less intensive group was
38.5 with 63% over 35. ‘

C Occupation. In the intensive group, 95% were in the professional and
management occupations while only 80% of the less intensive zroup
were in these occupations.

d. Income. The median income of the intensive group was 324,450 while

that of the less intensive group was $29,750.

seneral Ffducation. In the intensive group, 4% were graduated from

college and only 72% of the less intensive group were graduated from

college. Ihere was a greater number of Mastar's and Ph. D. degrees
wmong rhe college graduates of the intensive group than among the
coilege zraduates of the lass intensive zroup.

. darital Status. The overwhelming majority of both groups were

ndarried and had an average of 2.35 children.

attendance .t Resident Camps of Jewish Culture. In the intensive

) sroup, 3% had attended a resident camp with a program of Jewish

culture at least once, while only 28% of the less intensive zroup
attended such a camp. Of those attending, those ia the intensive
sroup tound it more satisfying,
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fh. Jewish Education of rhe Intensive Croun bevond the econdary Level.
Seventy-three percent of the intensive group pursued their Jewish
studies in institutions of higher learning. Sixty-one percent of

these obtained certificates in Jewish studies.

2. Organization Tnvolvemenc

a. Yembership and Activities in Jewish Organizations. In both groups,
60% belonged to at least one Jewish organization. Of those who
belonged, the intensive group belonged to an average of 2.47 organi-
zations. The average for the less intensive group wag 1.69. The
intensive group belonged to 1.4 times as many organizations as did
the less intensive group.

Parents of the intensive group had been significantly more active
than the parents of the less intensive group. When adjustments were
made for the difference between the parents, the intensive group
still attended significantly more meetings and were significantly
more active in these organizations that the less intensive group.

b, Ivpe of Jewish Organization. The intensive group tended to belong
to and be more active in religious-educational and Zionigt-pro-
Israel organizations while the less intensive group belonged to and
were more active in community relations organizations,

c. Membership in General Organizationms. Approximately 60% of each group
belonged to general organizations which were primarily occupation-
related. The level of activity and the type of organiza:tional
affiliation were similar for both groups.

3. Jewish Identity
a. Sources of Influence on Jewish Identity. Three major and equally

important sources were perceived by the intensive group as positively
influencing their Jewish identity. These were family, Jewish
education, and recent Jewish historical events. The influential
family members were parents, grandparents, children, and spouse,
respectively. The most influential aspacts of Jewlsh education were
both the effects of the total Jewish educational experience and the
specific influence of a particular Jewish educator. Recent Jewish
historical events affecting Jewish identity were the Holocaust, the
State of Israel, and the Six-Day War. Synagogue Rabbisg, Jewish
organizational and camping experience also contributed positively

to Jewish identity.

The less intensive group identified two sources of influence--recent
Jewish historical events and family. Personal anti-Semitic experience
also =zxerted a positive infiuence on chem. '

Compared with the less intensive group, the intensive group perceived
family as bteing significantly more influential and Jewish historical
events ag significantly less influential. Synmagogue Rabbis and
Tewish organizational activities did not sxert a meaningful influence
e the less intensive group. ‘



Attributes of Jewish Identitv. The intensive group stregssad obger-
vance of Jewish moral, social and ritual practices as part of

Jewish identity significantly more than did the less intensive Zroup.
The less intensive group felt it significantly more important Lo earn
the respect of Christian neighbors and were sensitive to relations
with non-Jews.

The intensive group had a better defined and more integrated sense

of Jewish identity and felt more a part of a Jewish historical
tradition than did the less intensive group. ;

Jewish Cultural Interest at Home. The intensive group read and
studied Jewish topics significantly more often than did the less
intensive group. Their homes also contained a significantly greater
number of ceremonial, literary, and cultural objects of Jewish
character.

Activities in Which the Jewish Community Should Engage. The intensive
group believed that the Jewish community should make its strongest
efforts toward the support of Tsrael both politically and financially,
The less intensive group felt that the major efforts should bhe
directed toward defense against anti-Semitism and discrimination,
Although the intensive group believed defense against anti-Semitism
and discrimination issues warranted a moderate to major effort, they
nevertheless ranked it fourth in importance after support of Israel,
perpetuation of Jewish cultural life, and increasing the level of
knowledge of Jewish history and culture. ~he intensive group felt
that significantly less effort be made in support of general
humanitarian programs and a significantly greater effort be made

at preventing intermarriage than did the less intensive group.
Attitude toward Israel. Two sets of questions assessed attitudes

toward Israel. One set of questions was designed to determine feelings
toward political and financial support of Israel and the other a
commitment toward frequent visits to Israel, and possible emigration
of self and family.

While both groups felt a positive obligation to help Israel, the
intensive group perceived support for Israel in a context of raising
money, belonging to Zionist organizations, and seeking to influence
United States foreign policy in favor of Tsrael. The less intensive
group interpreted support mostly as giving money, wvisiting, and
defending Israel in discussion with friends and acquaintances. The
intensive group felt significantly greater interest in visiting and
settling there either at present or some future date than did the
less intensive group. Over 50% of the intensive group had visited
Tsrael while only 20% of the less intensive group had visited Israel,

The intensive group had gome to Israel more often and spent more
time there,.

4, Religious Affiliation and Observance

a.,

Jepominational Identification. The majority of both groups identifiead

fhemselves as Conservative Jews, The intensive group had @ smaller
percentage of Reform Jews than did the less intensive zroup. The
intensive group had a greater percentage of those identified as



Orthodox as well as a greater percentage of those who had no
religious identification.

b. Synagogue Activity and Attendance. There were no significant
differences i@ Synagogue membership with 67% and 60% of the
intensive group and less intensive group, respectively, belonging
to Bynagogues. [owever, subjects and parents in the intensive group
Were significantly more active in the synagogue than those in the
less intensive group and their parents. Even after adjusting for
the differences hetween the parents of both groups, the more inten-
sive group was still significantly more active than the less
intensive group.

Sixty percent of the intensive group attended Sabbath services
regularly while only 42% of the less intensive group attended
Sabbath services regularly.

c. Ritual Observance. The intensive group as well as their parents
were significantly more observant than the less intensive group or
their parents. Differences between the groups were significant even
after adjusting for the difference in the level of observance
between the parents of both groups.

5. Marriage and Family

N Dating and Marriage. In the intensive group, 46% never dated a non-
Jew compared with 24% of the less intensive group., Two percent of
the intensive group were married ro non~Jews whereas 5% of the less
intensive group were married to non-Jjews,

b. Plans Concerning Jewish Education for Their Children. 1t was signi-
ficantly more important to the intensive group that their children
receive a higher Jewish education than it was to the less intensive
group. Sixty percent of the intensive group desired a higher
Jewish education for their children while only 16% of the less inten-
sive group supported the idea of such an education. Forty percent of
the less intensive group desired a maximum of afternoon elementary
schooel education. ‘

C. Importance of Various Jewish Values Desired for Their Children.

It was significantly more important to the intensive group than to
the less intensive group that their children have: a) high regard
for the Jewish heritage, b) live in accordance with Jewish ethical
standards, c) take part in Jewish religious practices, d) observe
Jewish religious practices, and e) be sctive in Jewish organizations.
The general order of priority, however, was substantially the same
for both groups.

6. Charitable Contributions

The intensive zroup contributed more money and 3 greater percentage was
given to Jewish causes. They were more actively lavolved in the annual campaign
of the Federation. Federation, U.J.A., and religious institutions, respectively

3
ceceived the largest amount of rhe contributions.,



CHAPTER 1T
METHOD

Graduates of three Jewish secondary schools from the Philadelphia area were
selected for the study. The schools were Akiba Hebrew Academy, the Midrasha of
Har Zion Congregation, and the High School Department of Gratz College.

Midrasha is affiliated with the Conservative movement, and, although Akiba
and Gratz are non-denominational, the curriculum and educational philosophy of
the high school departments of the three schools are fairly similar and reflect
a Conservative orientation.

Only those graduates presumed to have established stable lifestyles were
included in the study. The age limit was, therefore, set at 30 and ranged up to
45, the approximate age of those in the earliest graduating classes of Akiba
Hebrew Academy. The oldest graduates of the Orthodox Secondary School with a
Philadelphia student body were below 30 and, therefore, were not included in the
study.,

The Adult Jewish Lifestyle Questionnaire (see Appendix A), with accompanying
explanatory letters, was mailed to 600 graduates from lists provided by the schools.
The respondents were asked to fill out anonymously and return the questionnaires
in enclosed stamped and addressed envelopes provided for that purpose., Included in
the mailing was a separate postcard and each respondent was asked to Fill out his
name and return the card to the study director after having sent in the questionnaire.
In this way records of the respondents were maintained without sacrificing anonymi-
ty. Several weeks later a second mailing went out urging the cooperation of those
who had not yet responded. A total of 265 graduates responded, representing a 40%
response. _

The group that received a more limited Jewish education was selected from the
subseribers to the Philadelphia Jewish Exponent. Using the same mailing procedures
questionnaires were sent to a random sample of 1,800 subscribers. About 540
people (30%) responded. However, only 153 met the criteria for inclusion in the
study. Many of the respondents were not within the appropriate age range or had
alternate kinds of intensive Jewish education. (The data obtained from those over
45 will be analyzed and reported separately.)

Those who were eligible had either no formal Jewish education, private tutoring,
Sunday School education, or afternoon Hebrew or Yiddish school education on the
elementary level generally provided by congregational schools.

Analysis of the respondents was focused on comparing the lifestyles of those
with an intensive Jewish education with those who had a less intensive Jewish
education. Consequently, no attempt was made to differentiate among the graduates
’f the three secondary schools., The graduates of the three schools were, therefore,
combined and treated as one group for all analytical purposes.

Graduates of these Jewish secondary schools constitute the intensive group, and
those who received less intensive Jewish education constitute the less intensive
zZroup.

There was 2 total of 418 respondents, 265 with an intensive Jewish education
and 133 with a less intensive Jewish education. A small number of subjects
mitted responses to some of the questions and, as a2 result, the total number of
responses does not always sum to 418. Trearment of rhe data was based only on
those responding and their number is reported in each table,

2




