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ABSTRACT 

This study assesses the concerns of Jewish youth in 

Tucson, Arizona and reports their demographic characteristics 

and those of their families. Other issues explored are 

Jewish identity, family and peer relations, use of community 

resources, and program interests. The 382 Jewish youth 

surveyed in grades 4-12 were essentially an affiliated 

population with over 96% belonging to a Jewish religious 

institution, education program, or youth organization. 

The relationship was examined between Jewish youth 

concerns and family changes of single-parent and stepfamily 

living, dual careers, and interfaith marriage. Differences 

in concerns were also identified by gender, educational 

level, and affiliation. 

Results are also presented of a survey of 59 Jewish 

community resources concerning their utilization by parents 

and youth and their perception of youth concerns. 

Based on findings, recommendations are made to 

encourage Jewish community awareness and responsiveness to 

concerns and needs of Jewish youth and their families. 
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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Expressions of concern for the future of the Jewish 

family are being voiced in Jewish communities throughout the 

United States. Forces over the past several decades have 

radically altered the character, structure and dynamics of 

American families and these changes have penetrated the Jewish 

community as well. Jewish demographers and sociologists are 

in general agreement that a number of trends characterize the 

changing patterns in Jewish family life today (Waxman, 1982; 

Woocher, 1983; Heilman, 1984). These trends include later 

and fewer marriages, an increasing rate of interfaith 

marriage, an increasing separation and divorce rate, a rising 

rate of remarriage and its accompanying rise of children 

living in blended and stepfamilies, more families headed by 

single parents, and more dual-career and two income families 

with more women and mothers working outside the home than ever 

before in history. Alcoholism, drug abuse, and child abuse 

are also on the rise. Families move about frequently, often 

developing no deep roots in the communities where they reside, 

and lacking extended family to provide strength and support. 

Jewish youth, the precious commodity to ensure the 

future of the Jewish family and Judaism, are in greater need 
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than ever before. Jewish families are changing, and, there­

fore, Jewish youth concerns and needs are changing. These 

changes in Jewish family life need not mean disaster for 

either Jewish youth, Jewish families, or the Jewish community. 

If properly addressed, these changes can serve as units of 

strength and linkage between Jewish children and youth, their 

families, and Jewish institutions and organizations. 

The challenges, pressures, and problems facing 

children and youth have never been greater. To ensure the 

future of the Jewish family and Judaism, it is essential that 

local Jewish communities recognize and address the concerns 

and needs of Jewish youth and their families. Programs, 

projects, and services which deal directly with the needs of 

Jewish youth and their families may be successful in mitigat­

ing some of the negative impacts of the changing patterns of 

Jewish family life. The Jewish community has a responsibility 

to provide a strong support network of services to ensure the 

well-being and continuity of the Jewish family. 

Setting: Community Profile of 
Tucson, Arizona 

According to the Arizona Department of Commerce Report 

(May 1988), Tucson is one of the fastest growing urban areas 

in the United States. With a unique blend of Native American, 

Spanish, Mexican, and Anglo heritages, the Tucson metropolitan 

area, which spreads over 495 square miles, is projected to 
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reach one million shortly after the turn of the century 

(1,106,998 by 2005). 

Table 1. Tucson metropolitan area population. 

1910 13,193 

1940 35,752 

1 950 45,545 

1 960 212,898 

1 970 351,667 

1 985 624,300 

While it is frequently viewed as a resort community 

that is highly populated with elderly, Tucson and Pima 

County's population is essentially identical to that of the 

rest of the United States. According to Levi (1984), the 

population over 65 has grown to 11.7 percent. The years of 

dramatic growth between 1970 and 1980 saw the general popula­

tion increase 51 percent while the aged population grew at a 

7 percent faster rate than the adult population. 

The 1988 Demographic Report of the Tucson Metropolitan 

Chamber of Commerce indicates that greater Tucson increases 

by approximately 2,000 new residents each month. Thirty-one 

percent of households have lived in Pima County five years or 

less, including six percent which have been in residence less 
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than one year. One-half of all residents have lived in the 

Tucson area more than ten years. 

The Economic Development Department of the Tucson 

Chamber of Commerce indicated in its Fall 1988 Summary Report 

that Tucson is projected to have one of the fastest growing 

levels of employment in the U.S. over the next decade. 

Government, the University of Arizona, and Davis Monthan Air 

Force Base are the major employers in the Tucson metropolitan 

area. In the last ten years a doubling of manufacturing 

employment and the recent growth in high technology industry 

have mitigated the adverse effects of a pronounced slowdown 

in copper mining, which had been a mainstay of the area's 

economy. Tourism continues to be a major, growing source of 

income of the Tucson area, and construction is also an 

important economic section due to the area's continuing 

population growth. 

Despite the rapid growth of Tucson, and even greater 

growth of Arizona's largest city, Phoenix, which is located 

120 miles northwest, the state of Arizona has not succeeded 

in keeping pace with urgently needed human service delivery. 

The state ranks near the bottom of the United States in public 

aid and mental health expenditures. 

In the area of children's mental health services, it 

is estimated by the Arizona Department of Health Services 

(Arizona Foundation for Children, 1986) that 13 percent of 
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Arizona's children under 18 need mental health services 

( 125, 000) at some time in their life. This same report 

indicates that children's mental health is directly related 

to their families. Arizona children are reported to be 

statistically at greater risk for mental health problems than 

the average American child because of the following major 

indicators: 

1. Arizona's divorce rate is 7.5 per 1 ,000 population per 

year. Arizona, therefore, ranks in the top 7 of 50 

states. 

2. Arizona ranks 5th of all states for suicides. 

3. 13.9 percent of Arizonans experience stress symptoms 

severe enough to prevent them from carrying out their 

daily activities. 

4. Reports of child abuse increased by 25 percent during 

1983-84. 

5. Single-parent families with children under 18 have 

increased 260 percent from 18,323 to 65,883 from 1960-

1 980. 

6. Parents who both work outside the home have increased 

121 percent from 99,355 to 219,456 from 1960-1980. 

Completing the community profile of Tucson, Arizona, 

in the area of religion, the Arizona Department of Commerce 

(1988) lists Tucson's total number of religious institutions 
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as follows: Catholic, 40; Protestant, 330; Jewish, 5; and 

other, 78. The current number of Tucson Jewish religious 

institutions is 8 (Appendix A). 

Setting: Profile of the Jewish 
Community of Tucson, Arizona 

Although there are no official demographics of the 

Tucson Jewish population, rapid growth has also occurred in 

Tucson's Jewish community (Table 2); the 1988 estimated Jewish 

population is 20,000 (Dinnerstein, 1988; Karsch, 1988). 

According to Dinnerstein, unlike the urban ghettos of the 

Northeast and Midwest, where immigrants arrived by default in 

search of economic opportunity, people came to the Southwest 

first for their health and relaxed lifestyle, and later for 

economic opportunity. He reports that it was not until the 

1960s that Jews from other areas of the nation recognized the 

enormous economic potential provided by the rise of the Sun 

Belt. Statistics show that the tremendous increase in 

Tucson's Jewish population occurred between the mid 197 0s and 

1 988. 

Table 2. Tucson Jewish community population. 

1940 

1950 

1960 

1976 

1988 

480 

4,000 

6,000 

7, 500 

20,000 
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According to a Jewish Family Service Director's Report 

(Levi, 1984), assimilation and acceptance seem to be the norm 

for Tucson Jews, with a few geographical areas of concentra­

tion . 

According to Dinnerstein (1988) it is estimated that 

approximately 25 to 35 percent of the current Jewish popula­

tion is affiliated with a Jewish institution or organization. 

Other estimations of affiliation run as high as 50 percent 

(Brook, 1989). Jewish religious institutions (Appendix A) 

and their family or unit membership numbers as of January 13, 

1989, include Reform congregations Temple Emanu-El (1,050) and 

Chaverim (105); Conservative congregations Anshei Israel 

(1,086), Bet Shalom (85), and Eshel Avraham (17); and Orthodox 

congregations Chofetz Chayim (80), and Young Israel (50). An 

additional Orthodox congregation, Chabad Lubavitch, does not 

record memberships. 

In Tucson, religious school classes generally begin 

in kindergarten, with Hebrew school beginning in third or 

fourth grades, depending on the congregation. Both religious 

school and Hebrew school classes extend through eighth grade, 

after which high school students may continue their religious 

education by attending the Tucson High School for Jewish 

Studies, described below. Temple Emanu-El religious and 

Hebrew classes enroll 300 students, of which 140 are in grades 

4-8. Anshei Israel's enrollment is 205, of which 106 are in 
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grades 4-8. Chaverim has 52 students, of which 25 are in 

grades 4-8. Both Bet Shalom and Chofetz Chayim have small 

enrollments. Neither Eshel Avraham, Young Israel, or Chabad 

had organized Hebrew or religious schools at the time this 

study was completed. However, in 1989 Young Israel antici­

pates the inception of classes for youth. 

Tucson Hebrew Academy, Tucson's only Jewish day 

school, which began in 1973, has an enrollment of 114, of 

which 59 are in grades 4-8. In 1988-89, Tucson High School 

for Jewish Studies, which enrolls 110 students in grades 9-

12, celebrates its 12th anniversary of providing centralized 

education for all Jewish high school students in general 

Jewish subject areas on Tuesday evenings, and Hebrew language 

study on Thursday evenings. In addition to tuition paid by 

students, the high school is subsidized by local congregations 

and the Jewish Federation. 

The Jewish Federation of Southern Arizona, since its 

1984 change from the Tucson Jewish Community Council, is the 

central organization serving the Jewish community of Southern 

Arizona. It seeks to represent the interests of all Jewish 

people without regard to their religious identification or 

organized affiliation. The Federation serves the Jewish 

community through its direct service agencies and through its 

support of programs and services to meet human needs locally, 

nationally, in Israel and other countries abroad. 
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Member agencies of the Jewish Federation (Appendix B) 

include B'nai B'rith Hillel Foundation of the University of 

Arizona; Council House, an apartment house for the elderly 

and handicapped; Handmaker Jewish Geriatric Center; The Jewish 

Community Center, which is currently in the midst of a multi-

million dollar new building project, expected to have its 

first phase completed in 1989; the Jewish Community Founda­

tion; and Jewish Family Service, which has recently approved 

changing its name to Jewish Family and Children's Service of 

Southern Arizona, Inc. to reflect its interest in meeting the 

ever growing needs of Tucson's children. 

There are nearly 40 Jewish community organizations, 

which include chapters of most major national Jewish organi­

zations (Appendix C). 

According to historian Dinnerstein (1988), whose 

material for his article was taken from personal interviews 

because of the paucity of previous written history about the 

Tucson Jewish community, "Tucson's Jewish community is now 

mature, and much more like, rather than different from, Jewish 

groups in other parts of the country; it can no longer be 

considered a western outpost; it is part of the American 

Jewish scene." 

It is in this current setting of Tucson, Arizona, and 

the Tucson Jewish community that this study of the personal 

concerns and characteristics of Tucson Jewish youth in grades 

4-12 took place during November and December 19 88. 
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Purpose of the Study 

The purpose of this study was to conduct an explora­

tory and descriptive study of the type and extent of personal 

concerns and needs of Jewish youth in grades 4-12 in Tucson, 

Arizona. Since no demographic studies have been conducted on 

the Jewish population of Tucson, this study had as a goal the 

compilation of extensive demographic information on Tucson's 

Jewish youth and the families in which they live. A secondary 

purpose of the study which evolved during the research process 

was to examine the relationship between Jewish youth concerns 

and changes taking place in Jewish families today: single-

parent and stepfamily living resulting from parents' separa­

tion and divorce, full-time employment of both parents, and 

interfaith marriages. 

Also assessed within this study was the current 

availability and utilization by youth of resources and 

programming within the Jewish community. The resources' 

perception of youth concerns were also surveyed. It was 

anticipated that additional needs and the potential for 

increased coordination and utilization of available resources 

and programming would be identified. 

It was found that most studies conducted on Jewish 

youth in other cities in the United States concentrated on 

Jewish teenagers and their values, attitudes and behavior. 

This study had as a goal prevention and early intervention in 
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problem areas, and therefore the study addressed youth begin­

ning in fourth grade, the earliest age at which language and 

reading capabilities were determined to be adequate to handle 

the survey questionnaire. 

A summary of the findings of this study and recom­

mendations for action by the Tucson Jewish community will be 

shared with the staffs of Jewish institutions, agencies, and 

organizations serving Jewish youth and their families in the 

Tucson area. It is hoped that the Jewish community will 

provide additional services needed for youth and their fami­

lies, and that youth and their families will become aware of 

and use available services that could assist them in dealing 

with the pressures of daily living and times of personal and 

family crises. 

Definition of Terms 

Because of their use throughout the study, clarifi­

cation is provided of the following terms: 

Affiliated: Refers to Jewish youth who are members of Jewish 

religious institutions, Jewish educational programs, 

or other Jewish organizations. 

Bar Mitzvah/Bat Mitzvah: Defined as son (bar) and daughter 

(bat) of the commandment. Refers to the Jewish 

religious ceremony in which a 13 year old male or 

12 year old female becomes an adult member of the 
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community for ceremonial purposes and assumes adult 

religious responsibilities. 

Chanukah: Refers to Jewish holiday commemorating the Macca-

bean victory over the Syrians and rededication of the 

temple. 

Confirmation: Refers to the Jewish religious ceremony in 

which Jewish youth graduate from a particular level 

of religious study, usually occurring in the sophomore 

(tenth) year of high school. The confirmation 

ceremony occurs during the holiday of Shavuot and 

commemorates the giving of the Ten Commandments to the 

Jewish people. 

Convert: Refers to a person who is not born Jewish who 

chooses to join the Jewish religion through a 

conversion process of instruction in Judaism, its 

laws, and practice. 

Dual-career: Refers to family where both parents are employed 

ful1-time. 

High Holy or High Holidays: Refers to the Jewish holidays of 

Rosh Hashona, the Jewish new year and Yom Kippur, the 

Jewish day of atonement and repentance. 

Intermarriage: Refers to a person who is Jewish either by 

birth or conversion marrying someone who is not 

Jewish. 
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Jewish Family: Refers to a group of people related by blood 

or law who identify themselves as Jewish and whose 

central purpose is to promote the physical, mental, 

emotional, and social development of each individual. 

Jewish Youth: Refers to young people in grades 4-12, who 

either by reason of birth, adoption, or choice, 

identify themselves as Jewish. Also in this study, 

youth in grades 4-12 who were attending Hebrew or 

religious school classes, or meetings of Jewish youth 

groups and who agreed to participate in the survey, 

were considered Jewish. 

Jewish Resources: Refers to staff of Jewish institutions, 

agencies, and organizations who work with or are 

available to Jewish youth for consultation. 

Mitzvah: Refers to Hebrew term for a religious and moral 

obligation. Used commonly to refer to "helping 

others." 

Passover: Refers to the Jewish festival commemorating the 

deliverance of the Israelites from enslavement in 

Egypt. 

Purim: Refers to the Jewish festival commemorating the 

miracle of survival of a plot to kill all the Jews of 

Persia. 

Reform, Conservative, Orthodox: Refers to the three predomi­

nate denominations or branches of religious observance 
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within the Jewish religion. The observance of cere­

mony and ritual practice differ substantially within 

these groups, Reform being the most liberal and the 

Orthodox, the most ritualistic. 

Simchat Torah: Refers to the Jewish holiday of "rejoicing the 

Torah, marking the completion of the annual reading 

of the Torah and the beginning of the new cycle. 

Shabbat: Refers to the weekly day of rest observed in Judaism 

on the seventh day of the week. 

Succot: Refers to the Jewish Feast of the Tabernacles; it is 

the fall harvest of thanksgiving festival. 

Unaffiliated: Refers to Jewish youth who are not members of 

Jewish religious institutions, Jewish education pro­

grams, or other Jewish organizations. 

Abbreviations 

In this study the following abbreviations were used: 

THSJS: Tucson High School for Jewish Studies 

THA: Tucson Hebrew Academy 

JCC: Jewish Community Center 

JFS: Jewish Family Service 

TERY: Temple Emanu-El Reform Youth 

USY: United Synagogue Youth 

BBYO: B'nai B'rith Youth Organization 



30 

Assumptions 

1. It was assumed that students who completed the question­

naire in group settings at Jewish institutions or Jewish 

youth organizations understood the questions and answered 

honestly, to the best of their ability, and without being 

influenced by classmates or youth group members. 

2. It was assumed that those who received the questionnaire 

by mail and completed it at home understood the questions, 

answered honestly and to the best of their ability, and 

were not influenced by other family members. 

3. It was assumed that the Jewish resource personnel who 

completed the Survey of Jewish Resources understood the 

questions, answered honestly and to the best of their 

ability, and were not influenced by other faculty, 

advisors, etc. 

4. It was assumed that the Youth Survey provided accurate 

demographic information and accurate measurement of Jewish 

identification, peer and family relationships, personal 

and global concerns, use of resources, and program inter­

ests. 

5. It was assumed that the Resource Survey provided accurate 

information on youths' current use of available resources 

and resources' perception of current problems facing 

youth. 
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CHAPTER 2 

REVIEW OF LITERATURE 

Introduction 

Using the terms "Jewish family or families," "Jewish 

youth, children, teens or adolescents," the following data 

bases were searched, first for the period 1980-1988, then 

1966-1980: ERIC, National Council of Family Relations, Social 

Work Abstracts, Sociological Abstracts, and Psychological 

Abstracts. The search produced over 150 documents, of which 

less than 20 had direct relevance to the research topic being 

explored. 

A search was conducted of the indices to the Jewish 

subject research journals, yearbooks, and periodicals includ­

ing: Jewish Journal of Sociology, Jewish Social Studies, 

Journal of Jewish Communal Service, Journal of Psychology and 

Judaism, Index to American Jewish Yearbooks and Index to 

Jewish Periodicals. Both searches produced limited useable 

materials related to Jewish family and Jewish youth survey. 

Published bibliographies on the Jewish Family by Bubis 

(1987), Schlesinger (1971 and 1987), Singer (1984), and the 

Jewish Education Service of North America (1984) were helpful 

in identifying publications which proved useful. 
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By far, most productive were results obtained by 

writing letters to Jewish national organizations requesting 

reports, surveys, studies, and related publications addressing 

topics of Jewish youth and Jewish family (Appendix D). The 

following organizations (Appendix E) were contacted: Ameri­

can Jewish Committee, Association of Jewish Family and 

Children's Agencies, B'nai B'rith Youth Organization, Council 

of Jewish Federations, Hebrew Union College, National Federa­

tion of Temple Youth, National Jewish Welfare Board, Union of 

American Hebrew Congregations, Union of Orthodox Jewish 

Congregations, and United Synagogue Youth. 

Personal resource contacts who provided direction for 

the search of literature both nationally and on a local level 

were: Benjamin Brook, past Director of the Tucson Jewish 

Community Council; Abraham Chanin, Director, Southwest Jewish 

Archives of the University of Arizona; Sidney Clearfield, 

National Director, BBYO; Ruth Dickstein, Reference Librarian 

of the University of Arizona Libraries; Leonard Dinnerstein, 

Professor, Department of History, University of Arizona; Bert 

Goldberg, Director, Association of Jewish Family and Child­

ren's Agencies; Carol Karsch, President of Jewish Federation 

of Southern Arizona; Shirley Rovinsky, MSW, Jewish Community, 

Dallas, Texas; and Jeffrey Scheckner, Research Associate, 

Council of Jewish Federations, New York. 

The following review of literature will examine the 

subject areas of Jewish demographics; Jewish family, including 
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sub-areas of intermarriage, conversion, divorce, single-

parent, remarriage, and women's changing roles; Jewish iden­

tity; Jewish youth; family relations; peer group relations; 

concerns and needs; and program interest. Also examined will 

be available national and local studies conducted on Jewish 

youth. 

Jewish Demographics 

According to Goldstein (1983), the American Jewish 

community is the largest in the world. He indicates that the 

proportion of Jews in the United States reached a peak of 

3.7 percent in the mid 1 930s; however, over the next 50 years, 

curtailed immigration, reduced fertility, and losses to 

assimilation and intermarriage slowed this rate of growth 

considerably, arriving at the current rate of 2.5 percent of 

the total American population. 

Although there has been no overall national survey of 

American Jews since the Council of Jewish Federation sponsored 

National Jewish Population Survey of 1971, and since Jews are 

not separately enumerated in official government statistics 

such as the national decennial census, usual estimates of 

local and national Jewish populations are derived from local 

Jewish Federation surveys. The 1987 estimated Jewish popu­

lation according to Kosmin and Scheckner (1988) was 5,944,000, 

calculated at 2.5 percent of the total United States popula­

tion of 238,740,000. Major Arizona cities of Phoenix and 
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Tucson reported Jewish populations of 50,000 and 18,500 

respectively, in 1987, with the total estimated Arizona Jewish 

population of 69,200 calculated at 2.2 percent of the total 

1987 Arizona population of 3,187,000. 

It is reported by Kosmin and Levin (1988) that May 

through June 1990 is the period during which the planned 1990 

National Jewish Population Survey, sponsored by the Council 

of Jewish Federations, will take place. According to Karsch 

(1988), Tucson, Arizona is making plans to participate in the 

1990 National Survey. 

According to Kosmin (1988), through the establishment 

of the North American Jewish Data Bank in 1 986, there has been 

an attempt to develop a profile of the American Jewish popula­

tion. Some of the findings concerning the national Jewish 

population as reported by Kosmin in the North American Jewish 

Data Bank, Occasional Papers No. 4 (1988), are as follow: 

Older Population 

American Jewry is mainly native born as a result of 

the ending of mass immigration after 1924. The vast majority 

of all age groups is reported to be older than the total 

United States population due to cessation of mass immigration 

and the below-average level of fertility which have charac­

terized American Jews since the 1920s. It is estimated that 

American Jews have 2 5 percent more elderly persons than the 

general population. 
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Fertility and Youth Population 

American Jews are reported to have the dubious dis­

tinction of having smaller families than virtually any other 

ethnic and religious group in the country (Goldstein 1983). 

Goldstein attributes this to later marriage, desire and 

expectation to have smaller families, and approval of and 

efficient practice of birth control. He indicates that Jewish 

women are likely to average only between 1.3 and 1.4 children 

by the time they complete their childbearing. 

The National Jewish Population Survey (1971) found 

that only 23 percent of the Jewish population was under 15, 

whereas 28 percent of the 1970 national population fit into 

that category. 

With the rising Jewish female educational and occu­

pational profile and more Jewish young women in high status 

jobs, Kosmin (1988) reports that the job market has had an 

increasing effect on Jewish women's decisions about having 

babies. Although there may currently be a temporary rise in 

the birth rate as a result of the backlog of delayed births, 

it is anticipated that Jewish fertility shows little sign of 

rising much above replacement levels. 

Goldstein (1983) and Schmelz and Delia Pergola (1986) 

have given recent projections that Jewish birth levels will 

probably be inadequate to insure growth, especially when 

combined with possible losses through intermarriage, assimi­

lation, and immigration. 
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Age at Marriage 

Data from the National Jewish Population Study (1971) 

shows that even before 1971, Jews were marrying later than 

other Americans. It is also reported that the age differen­

tial between Jewish brides and grooms, which at one time was 

wider than the national norm, has narrowed considerably and 

that Jewish men are tending to marry their age peers. 

According to Schmelz and Delia Pergola (1986), the Jewish 

pattern that has emerged suggests that men and women are 

marrying in their late twenties and having a baby around age 

30. They speculate that small Jewish families will be 

produced, given the reduced numbers of married and fertile 

years of Jewish wives. 

Geographic Distribution and City Size 

American Jewish Yearbook tables of Kosmin et al. 

( 1988) show that Jews are still more likely to be found in the 

northeast and less likely to live in the midwest than other 

Americans. They also contain about the same proportion of 

westerners as the country generally. It is also estimated 

that three-quarters of American Jews live in metropolises of 

over 2 million. 

Residential Mobility 

Findings by Goldstein (1983) show that about three-, 

fourths of all adult Jews live in a city other than where they 
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were born and one-third of all adults have moved within the 

previous five or six years. 

Although in 1980, the northeast still contained a 

disproportional share of American Jewry (57 percent), growing 

numbers had by that time moved south (16 percent) and west 

(15 percent). Goldstein reports a redistribution not only 

across regions, but also within and between metropolitan and 

non-metropolitan areas. He states that the earlier pattern 

of Jewish urban clusters is giving away to the general 

movement toward suburbanization and it is this high mobility 

and frequent moves from one neighborhood to another that may 

weaken ties to local Jewish communities and institutions and 

reduce feelings of Jewish identity leading in turn to even 

higher rates of intermarriage and assimilation. 

Education 

Demographic studies reported by Kosmin (1988) show 

that in the area of secular education Jews are the best 

educated group among Americans today and also one of the best 

educated populations in world history. According to Monson 

(1984) more than 80 percent of Jewish youth attend college and 

Kosmin reports that more than half of the adult Jewish popula­

tion are college graduates and Jews are two or three times as 

likely to have post-graduate qualifications as Americans in 

general. They are also only a quarter as likely to be high 

school dropouts. As one might anticipate, the high standards 
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of education achieved by the Jewish population leads to higher 

status jobs and above average incomes. 

Goldstein (1983) indicates that 90 percent of all 

employed Jews are in white collar positions, and younger Jews 

are heavily concentrated in professions, while only about 10 

percent are engaged in manual work. 

Religious Denomination 

The three Jewish denominational labels most often 

offered in response to the question of "what kind of Jew they 

are" are those of the three major branches of contemporary 

American Judaism: Orthodox, Conservative, and Reform. 

Additional denominations of Reconstructionist, Sephardi, or 

labels of traditional or secular are in the minority. Kosmin 

(1988) indicates that there is little data on denominational 

preference or on the relationship between denominational 

preference and actual affiliations. 

Jewish Family 

The majority of current studies on the status of the 

Jewish family are in agreement that the American Jewish family 

is becoming increasingly similar to its counterpart, the 

urban, middle class, educated, upwardly mobile American family 

(Heilman 1984, Waxman 1982, Woocher 1983.) Heilman cites 

current trends in four major areas of explicit concern, 

relating to the family: marriage, fertility, divorce, and 

patterns of parenting. He describes the following emerging 
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trends: while Jews are marrying, they are marrying later than 

in recent generations; there are fewer families with children, 

and those will have fewer children. Two wage-earning, dual 

career families are growing in number in all sectors of 

American Jewish family life. Divorce is increasing, and with 

it there has been an increase in single-parent and step-

families. Jewish children born in the last quarter of the 

20th century are more likely to experience life in a one-

parent family, a stepfamily, a family with both parents 

working, and a family with one parent who was not born Jewish. 

In 1986, Alvin Schiff, Executive Vice President of the 

Board of Jewish Education of Greater New York reported the 

following gloomy predictions for the Jewish family of the 

1980s: 

One out of three Jewish children will be brought up 
by only one natural parent; one out of two Jews who 
marry in the 1980s will be divorced by 1990; one out 
of three children born to a Jewish mother or Jewish 
father will have a non-Jewish parent; one out of two 
Jewish college students who marry in the 1980s will 
marry out of the faith; one out of five married Jewish 
couples will have no children; one out of three 
couples will have only one cftild; one out of two 
Jewish families will not be affiliated with a 
synagogue or Jewish organization; two out of five 
Jewish children will receive no Jewish education and 
will not have a bar or bat mitzvah; approximately 4 0 
percent of young adults in missionary and cult groups 
will be Jewish by birth; 25 percent of Jewish children 
will have severe emotional difficulties and school 
problems due to broken or unstable homes; about half 
of all Jewish children in suburban schools will need 
special guidance; two out of every ten teenage Jews 
will be alcoholics by age 30. 
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Not all Jewish demographers or sociologists hold such 

a negative view as those stated above. However, most are in 

agreement that today's Jewish family is definitely undergoing 

the same changes that the American family in general is facing 

today. According to Medvescek (1988), Dr. Gary Tobin of the 

Center for Modern Jewish Studies at Brandeis University, 

attempts to put these changes into perspective by pointing out 

that the changes may be interpreted as reflecting a different 

Jewish identity rather than a weaker one. Steven Cohen (1986) 

also recognized the continuing vitality of the American Jewish 

family and community. 

As reported by Samuel Heilman (1984), Professor of 

Sociology and Director of the Jewish Studies Program at Queens 

College, there is reason for optimism in spite of all the 

pressure and realities which appear to be undermining the 

Jewish family. He states that Jews are still by and large 

residing within families and still look upon family life as 

one of their most important values. Heilman further states 

that even those Jews who have undergone divorce, who are 

single parents, or who have not yet married, look upon some 

sort of family life as an ideal. It is his belief that both 

individuals and the Jewish community realize that the Jewish 

family and Jewish survival are intricately and intimately 

linked and that both are seeking an increasing understanding, 

of that relationship. 
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In 1979, the William Petschek National Jewish Family 

Center was created by the American Jewish Committee as an 

expression of its commitment to the family as the indispens­

able social institution for maintaining and enhancing Jewish 

identity, communal stability and human fulfillment. Its goal 

is to promote research on family problems, help clarify family 

values and stimulate the development of innovative programs 

to help meet the needs of parents, would-be parents and their 

children. It also strives to encourage an awareness and 

responsiveness to those needs in the Jewish and general 

community. 

Intermarriage and Conversion 

Goldstein (1983) states that in general, the Jewish 

community has been less concerned with the effects of fertil­

ity on Jewish identity and demographic survival than with the 

effects of intermarriage. According to Singer (1979) and 

Farber (1982), it is the high rate of intermarriage that 

actually threatens the Jewish group with demographic losses, 

both through assimilation of the Jewish partner and through 

the loss of children born to those marriages. 

The National Jewish Population Study of 1971 found at 

that time 9.2 percent of all married Jewish persons were 

intermarried; however, the study also showed percentage 

increases from 2 percent of those married between 1900 and 

1920, to 6 percent of those marrying between 1940 and 1960, 
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to 17 percent of 1960-1965 marriages and 32 percent of those 

between 1965 and 1970. Egon Mayer (1979) has estimated the 

rate of intermarriage to be as high as 40-45 percent in recent 

years. As one might expect, there are wide fluctuations 

across communities and regions. Heilman (1984) indicated that 

where Jews are more residentially concentrated and community 

life is more Jewishly intensive, the rate is lower, while in 

dispersed areas with few Jewish institutions and a minimal 

community structure, the rate increases. 

The impact of intermarriage however, depends in part 

on how many non-Jewish partners convert to Judaism, and on 

whether the children born to these interfaith marriages are 

raised as Jews. Findings of the NJPS (1971) suggest that 

while the rate of intermarriage has increased sharply, a 

substantial proportion of these marriages result in conversion 

of the non-Jewish spouse to Judaism, and even larger number 

of non-Jewish spouses identify as Jewish and a significant 

proportion of children from such marriages were being raised 

as Jews. 

Egon Mayer (1983), Bernard Lazerwitz (1977), and 

Sidney Goldstein (1983) all indicate that most of the children 

from conversionary marriages considered themselves Jewish and 

valued their Jewishness. They were more likely than offspring 

from mixed marriages to receive more intensive Jewish, 

education. 
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Massarik (1978) reported a significantly large pro­

portion of all intermarriage leads to some sort of conversion. 

He found that there was a 40 percent conversionary rate for 

non-Jewish wives, however; the rate for non-Jewish husbands 

was only 3 percent. As more and more Jewish women intermarry, 

which is a trend matching growing independence and escalation 

on the career ladder, the low rate of conversion among non-

Jewish husbands is likely to become a greater source of 

erosion to the American Jewish family. 

Heilman (1984) reports on recent surveys of Jews in 

New York, where there is some indication that children of 

parents with "high" level of ritual observance are about one-

fifth to one-sixth as likely to intermarry, whereas, children 

with a "medium" level of observance are about half as likely 

to intermarry, while thoses of parents with "low" levels are 

most likely to intermarry. He reports that the rate of inter­

marriage for this last group is about 3 0 percent. Heilman 

concludes that intermarriage will continue to be a likely part 

of future marriage patterns, however, level of observance in 

family of origin may be a controlling factor. 

It is also concluded by Heilman (1984) that the 

organized sector of the Jewish community could capitalize on 

the revitalizing potential of conversion. As stated by 

Heilman, an influx of new Jews through conversion who are 

enthusiatic about their new religion could act to galvanize 

and stimulate a certain level of religious revival. 
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Divorce 

Heilman (1984) cites Jews' reputation for stable 

marriage and family. Recent studies as well as perceptions 

expressed in a variety of Jewish communal literature and the 

popular press report increasing evidence of separation and 

divorce, even among the Orthodox, who were once thought immune 

to this process. In the last 25 years, it is reported by 

Heilman that the Jewish Family Service caseload of separation 

and divorce has grown from 5 percent to 30 percent. 

Recognizing the sharp increase in Jewish divorce which 

occurred in the 1970s and estimating that approximately one 

million families go through divorce each year, Yehuda Rosenman 

(1981), coordinator of the William Petschek National Jewish 

Family Center, indicates that the Center commissioned Thomas 

Cottle (1981) to investigate how divorce affects the Jewish-

ness of children experiencing disruption of the family. Also 

commissioned were studies by Friedman and Rogers (1983 and 

1985). First examined was the Jewish community's perception 

of divorce's effects on the Jewish family and later divorced 

Jewish parents were studied directly to determine their 

special needs. 

These studies on divorce and its effects on children 

and parents within the Jewish community indicate that since 

the Jewish religion is so family centered it is evident that-

divorce, which disrupts the family, presents special problems 

for Jews. Therefore, it is important that the special social, 



45 

religious, and financial needs of divorced parents and their 

children be recognized in order that the trauma of divorce be 

eased and Jewish children and divorced Jewish parents perpetu­

ate their participation in Jewish life. Recognizing that 

divorce affects not only the families directly, but the Jewish 

future, it becomes vital that synagogues, Jewish centers and 

Jewish community service agencies and organizations address 

the needs of the divorced and their children. 

Single Parent Families 

The number of single-parent families in need of help 

from the Jewish community has risen sharply. However, 

according to Heilman (1984), the number actually seeking 

services is not representative of need because of the 

perceived stigma associated with divorce. 

Bundt (1982) examined the newly divorced adult's 

negative attitudes toward the rabbi and synagogue, describing 

stages of hostility and self-exile as common reactions. 

Cottle (1981), who investigated the effects of divorce on 

Jewish children, recognized the important role that Jewish 

institutions, particularly school and synagogue have in 

children's lives during the ordeal of family disruption. 

Bubis (1976), Hofstein (1978), Schlesinger (1983) and Waxman 

( 1980 ), who all investigated the nature and needs of the 

contemporary single-parent family in the Jewish community, all 

recognize the multiple social, psychological, and economic 
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needs and difficulties faced by members of single-parent 

families. They recognize that the needs of the single-parent 

family cannot be met by the synagogue alone, and emphasize the 

need for cooperative efforts between Jewish community agencies 

and organizations to enable these families to find a signifi­

cant place in the community and to enhance their potential 

contribution to Jewish continuity. 

Remarriage 

Heilman (1984) reports that Jews still tend to marry 

and remarry more than other groups. More than 50 percent of 

all divorced women remarry within five years. For the 

divorced adult, Heilman reports that the likelihood of his or 

her marrying a non-Jew appears to be greater the second time 

around. An unavoidable consequence of divorce is the 

necessary reorganization of family life. With the phenomena 

of shared custody, stepfamily and/or single-parent living 

with children living part-time in the various new families 

created as a result of the divorce, and perhaps, remarriage, 

children of divorce often find themselves also divorced from 

the Jewish community in which they formerly were partici­

pating. 

Waxman (1980) noted that while it is found that there 

is a high remarriage rate among divorced parents, it is still 

the case that growing numbers of Jewish children spend some 

or all of their formative years in a single-parent family, 
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despite the rising rate of remarriage. They also report that 

the remarriage rate is not keeping up with the current divorce 

rate. 

Women's Changing Roles 

According to Schlesinger (1987), Jewish women today 

have many-faceted roles, and like their non-Jewish neighbors, 

they are adding outside employment to their increasing roles. 

Schlesinger estimates that there are between 50-60 percent of 

married women with children employed in the paid work force. 

Hellmich (1988) estimates that 51 percent of women with 

children under age one are in the work force, and by 1995, 

two-thirds of children under six will have a working mother. 

With greater opportunities now existing for women 

outside the home, it is found that today Jewish women are 

increasingly moving into the working world, and with high 

levels of education, are quickly climbing the career ladder 

into professional arenas. It is estimated by Bubis (1987) 

that the percentage of working women vJithin the Jewish 

population seems to be increasing worldwide at an even greater 

rate than among non-Jewish women. The balancing of career and 

family is, therefore, a continuing challenge for today's 

Jewish woman. 

Kuzmack and Salomon (1980), who studied 97 Jewish 

career women with large families (three or more children), 

discovered that these women were happy about their careers, 



48 

but they felt that society in general and the Jewish community 

in particular could do more to ease their burdens by providing 

high quality day care, flex-time arrangements, more part-time 

and shared jobs, and better career guidance programs and 

support groups. According to Medvescek (1988), this finding 

was also confirmed by Goldschneider and Monson, who found that 

Jewish career women felt isolated and that they had not 

received the kind of help from the Jewish community that would 

make it easier for them to cope. They felt the Jewish commu­

nity to be unsupportive of their way of life. 

Rachel Schlesinger (1987) points out the need of 

Jewish working women to receive support in both services and 

ideology. She emphasizes the need for positive messages from 

the Jewish community so that Jewish women feel that their 

expanded roles are valued and valid and that women can feel 

confident that family and work roles can both be fulfilled 

without jeopardizing either sphere. 

Jewish Identity 

Identity has been operationally defined by Dixon and 

Sands (1983) as the integrative effect of feelings, needs, and 

roles that give a person a sense of individuation, worth, and 

purpose that is recognized by oneself and others. They view 

identity formation as a projection of continuous growth, 

reaching a peak during adolescence, but present from birth to 

death. They view identity as not a finished product, but 
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rather a synthesizing process, which fuses the many self-

images cultivated during childhood and in later years. 

Klein (1980) describes the multifaceted components of 

Jewish identity as theological, ideological, cultural, socio­

logical, psychological, and geopolitical and indicates that 

it ranges from concrete body images to abstract notions of 

identification. She mentions that the development of ethnic 

identity includes both ancestral and future-oriented 

identification with the group and the feeling, as stated by 

Gordon (1964) that "these are the 'people' of my ancestors, 

therefore, they are my people and they will be the people of 

my children and their children." 

According to Klein (1980), without anti-Semitism or 

ghetto walls to insure solidarity, without orthodox religious 

ritual to insure cohesion, without poverty and the immigrant 

experience to fuel a collective fervor, there are new 

questions being raised about Jewish identity and the need to 

redefine Jewish identity. She states that Jewishness in 

America has become more of a subjective personal phenomenon. 

Klein (1977) states that the subjective importance of one's 

ethnic identity within a whole range of roles and self-

concepts varies from person to person, but that ethnic 

identity always plays a role in identity formation. 

Children of various racial, ethnic, and religious 

minorities, according to Klein (1977), have the same 

developmental tasks as the majority of children but certain 
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problems are exaggerated such as internalizing a positive 

self-image, making self-other discriminations, and learning 

and integrating multiple social roles and group membership. 

The task of creating an identity out of various identifi­

cations is the same, according to Klein, but for minority 

children, it appears to be more complicated and more conflic-

tual, especially where the minority group is devalued or 

regarded ambivalently by the majority culture. 

In Klein's doctoral dissertation (1977), she noted 

that those with positive Jewish identity had Jews among their 

closest friends; actively participated in family observances 

of Jewish holidays, and remembered those events with positive 

affect; accepted their body image not wishing to change a 

great number of features to appear more Waspish; associated 

valued personal traits with their Jewishness; expressed a 

willingness to defend Israel if its survival was at stake; 

and connected to the Jewish past through identification with 

a Jewish historical or mythic figure. In Klein's sample of 

young adults, whose average ages were 28, it was found that 

men and women who showed positive Jewish identity on the open-

ended questions had statistically higher self-esteem and were 

less alienated. 

Today's Jewish American adolescents are part of the 

mainstream of the youth culture and are seeking their identity-

and sorting out ideologies along with their peers; however, 

as stated by Linzer (1984), Jewish youth have the additional 
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facet of Jewish identity with which to contend. Linzer 

recognized that the fact that they are Jewish provides Jewish 

youth with both a burden and an opportunity. The burden, he 

states, is their need to digest the identities and ideologies 

from the past and the opportunity to translate the language 

and culture of the past into the present, which produces 

discomfort and insecurity for many Jewish adolescents who are 

not concerned with history and prefer to live only in the 

present. According to Linzer, Jewish educators are now 

recognizing the need to evoke the inner conflicts of students 

and enable them to talk about their fears and anxieties. He 

identifies the importance of addressing youths' concerns in 

a language that they understand. 

From their research on Jewish identity formation and 

maintenance, Dashefsky and Shapiro (1974) and Cohen (1978) 

discovered that the family is the most important source of 

Jewish identification, in addition to being the major mecha­

nism by which identification is transmitted. It can also be 

noted that their studies also confirm the findings of Sklare 

and Greenblum (1967) as to the important influence of parental 

orientation on religious observance. Herman (1977) has shown 

that the degree of religious observance is the crucial 

variable in the study of Jewish identity. Research of Chaim 

Waxman (1977) also confirmed the central role of the family 

in defining Jewish identity while Thomas (1974) confirmed that 
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support from either or both parents produced a significantly 

greater commitment to traditional religiosity among youth. 

Although Jewish family has always served as a primary 

unit of the Jewish community and while the family still 

remains an important agent of socialization and source of 

Jewish identity, it has certainly been touched by the external 

changes effecting American families in general and causing 

major demographic changes in the American Jewish family. The 

postponement of marriage, decreasing birthrate, and the rise 

in divorce and intermarriage are reported to have limited and 

contradictory effects on Jewish identity and continuity, 

according to Steven Cohen (1986). He contends that these 

demographic changes do not necessarily portend serious injury 

to the vitality of the family and the American Jewish commu­

nity, but contends that Jewish communal institutions must 

adapt to new family patterns. 

According to Paula Hyman (Cohen and Hyman 1986), the 

relationship between the family and the community is basic to 

understanding the nature of Jewish identity. The family and 

the community have shared the responsibility for transmission 

of Jewish values and Jewish survival. She states that in 

former times the tight-knit relationship between Jewish family 

and Jewish community provided reinforcement of Jewish values 

and Jewish identity. However, more recently, with voluntary, 

communal affiliation, reduction in the power of the Jewish 

community, and erosion of the fabric of the Jewish family, the 
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family and community are reported by Hyman to no longer 

operate in tandem as symbiotic institutions, reinforcing each 

other and reinforcing Jewish identity. 

According to Linzer (1984), in the past the identity 

and ideology of Jewish youth were provided by parents and 

teachers through socialization into the Jewish tradition, 

however, today's modern youth must form his or her own 

identity and formulate an ideology. The plurality of choices 

and the decline of traditional authority are purported by 

Linzer to have an unsettling effect on decisions of Jewish 

youth and can lead to a state of uncertainty concerning 

identity. 

Jewish Youth 

Linzer (1984) describes a major challenge facing the 

modern Jewish community to be improvement of quality of Jewish 

education for Jewish youth and the motivation of more parents 

to take advantage of the religious education that is offered 

within the community. Linzer points out that Jewish federa­

tions throughout the United States have recently adopted the 

principle that Jewish education is a communal responsibility, 

not just the responsibility of religious groups. 

In Judaism, according to Linzer (1984), there are in 

essence two major stages of life: childhood and adulthood, 

with childhood terminating at the time of bar and bat mitzvah 

which coincides with the thirteenth birthday. Linzer calls 
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attention to the contrast between this pre-modern concept of 

adulthood and the modern contemporary Western cultural 

phenomena of adolescence and its accompanying youth culture 

which has emerged in the last 50 years. He further states 

that adolescence is now viewed as oriented toward adulthood, 

but partially distinct from it, and as a time of apprentice­

ship. Erikson (1950) recognized adolescence as a period of 

psychosocial moratorium on adulthood--a stage that provides 

young people with an opportunity to develop their identity as 

adults and alleviates the pressure on youth to take on adult 

responsibilities, values, and roles. 

A crucial aspect in the transition from childhood to 

adolescence, according to Scheckner (1987), is the transfor­

mation that occurs in the relationship between parent and 

child. The child and parent must renegotiate the sense of 

power, control, responsibility, and autonomy. According to 

the Search Institute Study (1984), the quest for autonomy is 

clearly evident in the junior high school students who were 

asked to rate the importance of 24 values or goals. It was 

found that the value "to make my own decisions" changed more 

between fifth and ninth grade than any other value statement. 

Scheckner reports that it is not surprising that the increase 

in the phenomena of youth-parent conflict run concurrently. 

Statistics on Jewish youth tend to concentrate on 

Jewish high school students which include older adolescents 

and teens. The available demographic statistics on Jewish 
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youth (Scheckner 1986) indicate that because of the relatively 

low Jewish birth rate and greater longevity, only 1.7 percent 

of all teenagers in the united States are Jewish, in contrast 

with the overall Jewish population of 2.5 to 2.6 percent. 

Clearfield (1985) estimated from the National Profile of 

Jewish High School Students (Peterson and Zill 1984) that 

there are approximately 275,000 to 450,000 Jewish teenagers 

in the United States. 

Concerning adolescent development, Scheckner (1987) 

reports that in their teen years adolescents develop in the 

areas of self-disclosure, empathy, and friendship-making 

skills and the peer group replaces the parent as the primary 

means of support. It is, therefore, that the concept of peer 

pressure becomes more apparent as the reference group 

gradually shifts away from parents and towards the peers. In 

the search for self-definition, the peer group increasingly 

dominates the thinking and behavior of the adolescent, and 

plays a significant role in formation of identity. 

Family Relations 

Although the family remains the most important agent 

of socialization, the modern Jewish family finds itself at 

the crossroads. The decreasing influence of tradition and 

authority and increasing external pressures of societal change 

and resulting multiple value orientations all make it more 

difficult for parents to impart a particular value system to 
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their children when other competing systems are easily 

available. 

Schlesinger (1987) reports the traditionalists' view 

that the changing Jewish family, which is the product of 

increasing intermarriage, later marriage and lower birth 

rates, increasing rate of divorce, single parent and step 

families, and changing roles of Jewish women all threaten 

Jewish family life and the survival of the Jewish family as 

a distinct entity. While studies of Sklare (1971), Berman 

(1976), Heilman (1984) and Cohen (1986) support the basic 

proposition of the intense familism of American Jews and point 

out that Jews are able to retain traditional values of strong 

family and kinship ties despite their rapid acculturation, 

Waxman (1979) states that although this strong tie may exist 

there has been no reliable study which confirms and explains 

the precise nature of this relationship. In spite of the 

profound troubles facing Jewish families today, Bane (1976), 

Schlesinger (1987), and Bubis (1987) concur that the family 

as an institution is needed and that the growing concern and 

attention it is currently getting is reaffirmation of that 

fact and an expression of belief in the resiliency and 

strength of the Jewish family in the future. 

Rosen (1979) in describing the current "crises" in 

Jewish family life states that we need to think of the crises 

in terms of its Greek origin—"krinein" (decision-making). 

She states that in this time of rapid change we cannot afford 
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the luxury of looking back nostalgically to the Jewish family 

of yesterday, but we must make a binding decision in action 

as well as words to commit ourselves to assuring the health 

of the Jewish family of the future. All families regardless 

of structure need to feel wanted in Jewish communal, social, 

cultural and religious activities. It is then that all family 

members will have greater opportunity to cultivate and main­

tain their Jewishness and continue the ongoing cycle of Jewish 

family life. 

Bubis (1987) maintains many of today's parents who 

grew up during the political turmoil of the 1960s are increas­

ingly occupied with self and may overemphasize the individual 

at the expense of the family. He identifies today's Jewish 

parents as disproportionately represented among the "new breed 

parents," as distinguished from the "traditional parents" as 

identified by Yankelovich (1977). The "new breed parents" 

tend toward a more permissive approach in child rearing, 

showing a greater degree of concern for children's autonomy, 

personal freedom, and freedom of choice. Cherlin (1983) also 

indicates that a distinguishing feature of Jewish families is 

the higher value placed on children's autonomy and self-

direction . 

In his study of adults who found their way back to 

Judaism, Sheingold (1982) found that the predominate theme-

concerning their Jewish family life was that those who had 

negative feelings about Judaism or were deeply alienated 
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usually blamed their parents for being hypocritical in forcing 

them into Jewish observances that parents themselves did not 

take seriously. They indicated that when they were children 

they had not received clear messages from their parents re­

garding the importance of Judaism and their Jewish backgrounds 

lacked depth and intensity. 

The American Jewish Committee Task Force report on 

Sustaining the Jewish Family (1979) recognized the encroach­

ment on the family's key role on socializing children by 

agencies, institutions, the peer group, mass media, the 

school, and cults that are continually removing the family 

from their formerly powerful teaching role. The Committee 

report also recognized the impact of employment and career on 

the quality of Jewish family life. While supporting the 

principle of equal employment opportunity for women and men, 

it addressed itself to the problems which employment of both 

spouses may pose for the institution of marriage, the birth 

rate, the roles of both parents and the quality of Jewish 

family life. 

The Task Force indicates their belief that the amount 

of time family members spend together and the ways in which 

they spend it are all-important, not only for the family 

itself but also for the well-being of the community as a 

whole. It supports measures that will enable families to 

spend more time together and measures that will help parents 

to better fulfill their parental roles. It is their belief 
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that mothering and fathering must regain their rightful 

positions as honorable, responsible, and indispensable roles 

within the Jewish community and the larger American society. 

One general family study which examined the role of 

family closeness and time spent together by family members was 

the Ethan Allen Report by Research and Forecasts, Inc. (1986). 

It found that family closeness entailed more than just the 

warm feeling for family members, but found that close families 

placed a high priority on the family as a unit and time spent 

together was of utmost importance. Another Ethan Allen 

finding was that members of traditional families were only 

slightly more likely than single parent or dual-career fami­

lies to consider their families very close, lending support 

to the idea that the traditional family is not the only 

repository of a close family environment. 

Peer Group Relations 

With the increasing importance of the peer group with 

the movement from childhood to adolescence, there is an 

accompanying increase in parent-youth conflict and rejection 

of parental authority. Scheckner (1987) reports that a strong 

component of the peer group is the socio-economic, ethnic, and 

religious background of its members. He states that while 

there is a tendency for adolescents as well as people in all 

age groups to share the most with those of similar background, 

it is the ethnic character of a peer group that can either 
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solidify attachment or cause alienation. According to 

Scheckner, rebellious youth may intentionally choose an unlike 

peer group. 

Rothman (1965) indicates that an adolescent's attitude 

toward his or her ethnic background is determined by several 

facts including: sense of personal security, warmth and 

constructiveness of the family constellation in infancy and 

childhood, attitudes prevailing in the immediate neighborhood 

and how they are fostered in the schools and religious 

institutions, and the strength and nature of the individual's 

feeling of belonging to his minority group. According to 

Scheckner (1987), research shows that the more traditional the 

home environment, the more likely the adolescent will asso­

ciate with peers in his or her ethnic group or join a youth 

group with individuals of similar background. 

Scheckner (1987) confirms the role of the Jewish youth 

group as a means of enhancement and support of Jewish identity 

during the transition period of adolescence. He reports that 

while moral development and Jewish identity enhancement are 

key elements in all Jewish youth groups, the diversity of 

groups reflect the variety of Jewish experience which are 

possible. Among Jewish youth organizations are those youth 

groups associated with synagogues and affiliated with national 

Reform (National Federation of Temple Youth—NFTY), Conser­

vative (United Synagogue Youth: USY), and Orthodox (Union of 

Orthodox Jewish Congregations of America: UOJCA) movements, 
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Zionist groups, Jewish Community Center groups, and B'nai 

B'rith Youth groups (BBYO). 

Recognizing the importance of peer group influence 

even prior to adolescence, most Jewish youth groups have 

programming for elementary and junior high school students as 

well as for teens. In addition to meetings, programs and 

community service projects, conventions, retreats, leadership 

training, Israel visits, and summer camp programs all provide 

ways to strengthen Jewish identity and enhance growth and 

development through association with Jewish peers. 

According to Scheckner's estimate (1987), at any given 

time 10-20 percent of Jewish teens are involved in Jewish 

youth groups, while over 50 percent of Jewish youth affiliate 

with a Jewish youth group at some time between the period of 

pre-bar or bat mitzvah and graduation from high school. 

A study of the Chicago Jewish Youth Council (1980) 

reported the youth group affiliation rate to be 15 percent, 

with girls (63 percent) affiliating more often than boys (37 

percent). It was found that most teens come from families 

affiliated with a synagogue (61 percent) or other Jewish 

organization (61 percent). The teens also tended to be 

involved in activities in addition to their Jewish youth 

groups, including after school activities or part-time work. 

In the part of the study that dealt with unaffiliated teens,' 

it was discovered that time spent with a job, school club or 

other activity had little effect on whether or not one chooses 
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to affiliate. There was a significantly higher incidence of 

adolescents from single-parent families among the unaffiliated 

teens. 

In St. Louis (1987), a study of Jewish youths' educa­

tional and youth group affiliation showed that only 13 percent 

of youth were involved in any formal or informal Jewish youth 

or educational activity. 

Concerns and Needs 

Although not a study of Jewish youth in particular, 

The Search Institute Study (1984) which included 1 percent 

Jewish youth, was the only study which addressed the younger 

adolescent age group of youth in grades five to nine. It is, 

therefore, particularly relevant to report this study's 

findings on the top ten concerns of this age group as follows: 

(1) school performance, (2) looks/appearance, (3) how well 

they are liked by other youth, (4) parents' health and well-

being, (5) how they were treated by friends, (6) hunger/ 

poverty in the U.S., (7) violent crime in the U.S., (8) they 

might lose their best friend, (9) drugs and alcohol, and 

(10) job prospects. 

In comparing youth concerns to the parents' perception 

of their children's concerns, the Search Institute (1984) 

concluded that parents are inaccurate in their perceptions, 

and, therefore, adolescents are often drawn closer to their 

peer group for discussion of their concerns. 
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Bennett (1986) reported that the most frequently 

discussed issues, as raised by Jewish youth attending Union 

of American Hebrew Congregations camps were dealing with peer 

pressure, substance abuse, depression, parents' divorce, and 

reconciling need for independence with parents' authority. 

In the New York Metropolitan Area Study and Needs 

Assessment of Services to Jewish Adolescents, Glodstein (1986) 

identified society's pressure for achievement of social, 

scholastic, and financial success, the disruption of the 

traditional family unit and intergenerational supports, and 

changing moral codes and values as the major problems facing 

Jewish youth today. 

Program Interests 

A San Diego study (1979) of preferred activities of 

Jewish adolescents showed that the preferred after school 

activity was sports (48.3 percent). Basketball and tennis 

were the favored lessons, followed by dance and music lessons. 

It was found that boys tended to prefer sports, particularly 

very active sports, while girls tended to favor lessons and 

lighter sports. 

Surveys of Jewish Youth 

Review of existing literature confirmed that very 

little research has been conducted on Jewish youth, and, with 

one exception, any that has been done was on Jewish high 

school and college students, neglecting the elementary school 
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and junior high pre-adolescent and early adolescent Jewish 

youth. Demographic surveys and attitude studies of the Jewish 

community have for the most part concentrated on adults, 

especially on heads of households. Information on the youth 

has been inferred from data provided by parents and other 

adults. 

Two national studies and six local community surveys, 

(five of high school student populations, and one which 

included ages 10-17) were located and a summary is presented 

of the portions of those studies relevant to the study of 

Tucson Jewish youth. 

The two national studies of Jewish high school youth 

are reviewed as follows: Profile of American Jewish High 

School Students (Peterson and Zill 1984), which details data 

obtained directly from youth, and Youth Workers' Perception 

of Adolescents (Clearfield 1985), which is based on infor­

mation from adults who work with Jewish youth on a daily 

basis. As noted by Clearfield, there is a significant degree 

of similarity of findings of these studies. 

From both studies Clearfield (1985) determined that 

the processes of assimilation have to a large part dissipated 

the cultural differences between Jewish adolescents and their 

non-Jewish peers. Both groups were found to face the same 

problems. The single major difference appeared to be Jewish 

youth's drive to achieve and to achieve in high money-making 

occupations. Clearfield believes that this overriding drive 
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places Jewish adolescents in extremely pressure-laden situa­

tions where extremely high expectations are held for them and 

their failure to meet these expectations may result in 

difficulty in coping mechanisms, loss of self, and anti-social 

behavior. In addition this school/money goal is seen by 

Clearfield as deterring Jewish youth's involvement in the 

Jewish community. 

National Studies of Jewish Youth 

Profile of American Jewish 
High School Students 

Data used to develop the Profile of Jewish High School 

Students (Peterson and Zill 1984) was derived from the 1980 

High School and Beyond Survey of a national sample of high 

school sophomores and seniors, commissioned by the National 

Center for Education Statistics. A second wave of the study 

was conducted in 1982 and third wave was planned for 1 984. 

A sample of 1,072 Jewish students was obtained from within the 

total sample of 58,270. The study's objective was to identify 

and describe those facts that predict the course of major life 

events, especially educational and occupational attainment in 

the years immediately following high school. Information was 

collected not only from the students themselves, but also for 

small sub-samples from their parents and teachers. 

Jewish youth were compared with non-minority white, 

youth and with all youth in relation to four variables: 

family composition, parents' education, family income, and 
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mother's employment outside the home. The findings were as 

follows: 

Despite the current higher incidence of divorce, the 

great majority of young people in the survey lived with both 

their parents (75 percent), Jewish students somewhat more than 

others (77 percent) . 

Jewish students were more likely to come from well-

educated families, with more than twice as many having at 

least one parent who graduated from college. Only 2 percent 

had parents who did not finish high school. Jewish youth were 

also more likely to come from higher income families. 

Jewish mothers were less likely to have full-time 

employment during children's pre-school and elementary school 

years, however, by the time youngsters reach high school age, 

the gap narrowed, but still fewer Jewish mothers were working 

f ul1-time. 

The most important goals of the Jewish youth were: 

being successful in their careers, finding a steady job, 

having good friends, and finding the right spouse. 

The major differences that were found between Jewish 

and non-Jewish students were that Jewish students were: more 

interested in money, less concerned about giving their child­

ren a better life, more concerned about having leisure time 

to enjoy own interests, and less concerned about correcting 

social injustice and working toward a better community. For 
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Jewish students the emphasis was on making money and using 

school as a springboard. 

Concerning parent-child communication, less than 50 

percent of the Jewish students reported talking seriously with 

parents about their personal experiences more than once a 

week. Girls talked with parents more than boys, but both male 

and female Jewish students reported discussions with parents 

more frequently than non-Jewish students. Concerning school 

work, parents were Jewish youths' most important resource. 

Jewish students used teachers and guidance counselors a bit 

more frequently than other students. They were less likely 

to talk to peers about school work, and they were more likely 

to talk with both parents on the subject of school work and 

planning school curricula. 

Concerning religious involvement, there were three 

questions on the high school survey that dealt with religious 

life, and in all three areas the Jewish students were seen as 

less involved with religion than their non-Jewish peers. They 

were identified as the least religious among students brought 

up in some religious faith. Their service attendance was 

lower, as was their involvement with youth groups. Jewish 

students were more involved in extracurricular activities such 

as newspaper, yearbook, student council, and honoraries, all 

activities perceived as giving them advantage in college 

admissions. 
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BBYO Youth Workers' Perceptions 
of Adolescents 

Dr. Clearfield (1985) of the B'nai B'rith Youth 

Organization (BBYO) conducted a survey of 49 professional 

youth workers within BBYO to obtain a description of the 

"normal" Jewish teenager and how family and societal changes 

appear to be affecting these adolescents. 

According to the BBYO staff, who are largely in their 

early thirties, and were asked to compare teens they work with 

to their own teen years, they felt that Jewish teens are more 

conservative, more materialistic, and under more school and 

family pressure. 

For Jewish students, goals were to make a good deal 

of money and they see school as the vehicle for attaining that 

goal. The professionals believed that students are highly 

pressured, anxious, and greatly stressed about their ability 

to do as well as their parents, since it is no longer assumed 

that there will be upward mobility. Professionals see the 

emphasis on materialism taking precedence over other activi­

ties including involvement in Jewish life. The emphasis on 

extracurricular activities that might get them into a "good" 

college, and the pressure to work and accumulate money, 

removes student from the Jewish community and interaction with 

other Jewish youth. 

Professional BBYO workers made reference to the 

parents' expectations that adolescents be more independent in 
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paying their own way and seeing their work as intrinsically 

valuable experience even when financial need is not present. 

Recognizing the important influence that parents have 

on the values and behavior of youth, professional workers held 

the belief that lack of involvement in Jewish activities is 

a reflection of parents' lack of concern in this area. They 

indicated that while the teenage years are noted for rebelli­

ousness, as part of the process of establishing independence, 

they saw today's teens as less rebelliousness and more 

conforming to parental values. 

Professional youth workers reported an increase in the 

numbers of Jewish teens whose parents are currently involved 

in divorce proceedings and also of those living in single 

parent families. Youth workers assessed these teens as more 

reliable, more responsible, but more pressured than teens from 

two-parent families. A slight majority of the staff viewed 

teens from single parent families as exhibiting more emotional 

and behavioral problems in comparison to other youth. They 

also noted these teens experienced more limited financial 

resources, a greater need to work, greater need for financial 

and transportation assistance. 

A majority of the staff believed that there is an 

increase in emotional problems among the "normal" teenager. 

They stated the belief that teens today exhibit more problems 

requiring professional assistance than did teens ten years 

ago. The most common problems recognized were: general 
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insecurity and anxiety, pressure to succeed in school, rela­

tionships with parents, and relationships with peers. They 

indicate that although the listing would have been the same 

ten years ago, today the increase of these problems among 

"normal" teens is noteworthy. It was their view that the 

pressure to succeed in school, the difficulty of juggling time 

demands between school, work, and family responsibilities have 

never been greater. 

Teen suicide was overwhelmingly reported to be an 

increasing problem among Jewish teens. They indicated that 

more teens talked about friends who have attempted or 

succeeded in committing suicide and more members of the 

organization are known to have attempted or committed suicide. 

Professional staff estimations concerning drug use and 

sexual activity were that there was no difference between 

Jewish and non-Jewish teens in this area, with alcohol being 

the drug of choice, used by 60-7 5 percent of the youth at 

social activities and 30-50 percent of the teens being 

sexually active. 

Concerning religiosity and religious group affili­

ation, the BBYO staff indicated difficulty in recruiting 

Jewish youth to youth organizations based on their lack of 

religiosity, the emphasis on the school/money related values 

and the corresponding choice of activities, and the lack of 

parental concern. They saw youth who do affiliate as more 

frequently coming from families who see Jewish identity as 
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important and who reinforce the importance of maintaining 

Jewish friendship groups. 

Local Community Studies of Jewish Youth 

Local community studies of values, attitudes, and 

behavior of Jewish teenagers conducted in the communities of 

Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania (1965); New Orleans, Louisiana 

(1966); Birmingham, Alabama (1971); and Dallas, Texas (1981), 

will be reviewed. These studies, with the exception of the 

Dallas study (Rovinsky 1981), which was a Master's thesis, 

were sponsored by local Jewish community agencies. Besides 

attitudes toward Jewish identity, family and social relation­

ships and program involvement, these studies of high school 

students in grades 9-12 were similar in format and had 

extensive numbers of questions concerning drug use and sexual 

behavior. The total number of questions on these surveys 

ranged from 64 (Wilkes-Barre) to 101 (Dallas). 

Two additional local studies by Jewish community 

agencies brought to the attention of this researcher late in 

the review of literature period by Dr. Clearfield of National 

BBYO were a 1988 Minneapolis study of high school youth, and 

a 1987 Milwaukee community needs assessment, which included 

a study of youth ages 10 to 17. 

Summaries of the six local studies of Jewish youth 

follow in chronological order beginning with the most recent. 

Review is presented of only those findings which have direct 
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relevance to particular questions asked in the Study of Tucson 

Youth, which included grades 4-12. 

The Milwaukee Youth Survey 

This 1988 survey by the Milwaukee Association for 

Jewish Education (Chorowsky, 1989) consisted of 78 affiliated 

Jewish high school youth, ages 14 to 18, of whom 65 percent 

were female and 33 percent were male. Besides all having 

synagogue affiliation, which included 72 percent Reform, 26 

percent Conservative, and 1 percent Orthodox, most were also 

affiliated with a Jewish youth group. Nearly 76 percent were 

living with both parents, while 22 percent were living in 

single-parent families. 85 percent of the group had lived in 

Milwaukee more than ten years. 

In the ares of Jewish observance and experience, 29 

percent indicated their family has a Shabbat dinner, 10 

percent keep kosher, and 92 percent have a Passover Seder. 

7 5 percent of the teens attended over seven years of religious 

school and four years of Hebrew school, 92 percent partici­

pated in bar or bat mitzvah, and 26 percent indicated they had 

visited Israel. 

The area of current interests were: demonstrating for 

Russian Jews (77 percent); going to a Jewish summer camp (66 

percent), doing volunteer work for the Jewish community (61 

percent); participating in weekend retreats (61 percent). 
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In comparing results of the 1 988 survey with a similar 

study conducted in 1977, it was found that the number of 

teenagers living in single-parent homes had increased 15 

percent and that residential stability had increased appreci­

ably. BBYO membership increased nearly 30 percent while 

enrollment in synagogue classes decreased 14 percent. 

The Minneapolis Youth Study 

The 1987 study by the Minneapolis Federation for 

Jewish Service (Chase, 1987) was the only study of Jewish 

youth that gathered information directly from Jewish youth 

younger than high school age. The questionnaire for Jewish 

youth collected information about activities, relationships 

with friends and parents, personal well-being and social 

adjustment. 

The sample of 466 Jewish youth consisted of 57 percent 

girls and 43 percent boys. 55 percent were ages 10 to 13 and 

45 percent were ages 14-17. Single-parent families within the 

sample totaled 11 percent. Interfaith. families comprised 15 

percent of the sample. 

Thirty percent of the Jewish youth said that it is 

often hard to talk with their parents about things that bother 

them. Over 30 percent said their parents often expect too 

much of them. 20 percent said their parents often don't 

really understand them. Conversely, 90 percent said that 
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their parents are often around when they need them, and their 

parents are doing all they can to help them. 

According to self-report, 24 percent reported that 

they need help dealing with family pressures, and 12 percent 

indicated that they need help in making friends. 23 percent 

reported needing help dealing with school performance 

pressures. Girls were more likely than boys to report needing 

help with family pressures (29 percent vs. 17 percent). Those 

age 14 or older were more likely than younger children to 

report needing help with family problems (30 percent vs. 18 

percent) and with school pressures 32 percent vs. 15 percent). 

Concerning youths' use of resources, it was found that 

14 percent of the youth went for help in the past year because 

of an emotional, behavioral, or mental problem. About 50 

percent went to private counselors or psychologists, 33 

percent went to school counselors, and 13 percent went to 

Jewish Family and Children's Service. 

When seeking informal help with concerns or problems, 

Jewish youth would most likely talk to their friends (41 

percent), or their mothers (38 percent). Youth would less 

frequently talk to their fathers (6 percent), siblings (6 

percent), no one (6 percent), or an unrelated adult (2 

percent). 

Concerning peer relationships, 26 percent of the 

Jewish youth reported having few Jewish friends, and 2 percent 

reported having no .Jewish friends. 
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In the area of extracurricular activities, it was 

found that regardless of age, organized team sports were the 

most common activity of Jewish youth (54 percent). 

When asked to report how much they worry about various 

things, Jewish youth reported worrying the most about "how 

they were doing in school," about their "looks", about 

"getting into the college of their choice," about "how well 

peers like them," and about the "poor and hungry." 

While single-parent and interfaith families were 

identified as standing out as most vulnerable, it was noted 

that dual-career families were not found, in large measure to 

be associated with family instability and any particular 

needs. 

The Dallas Survey 

This survey by Rovinsky (1981) included 157 Jewish 

high school students (81 females and 76 males); 40 freshmen, 

46 sophomores, 42 juniors, 28 seniors, and two unidentified 

by grade. This sample had well-educated parents, with 30 

percent of parents having graduated college and 29 percent 

completing graduate school. Nearly 81 percent of teenagers 

lived with their biological parents. The divorce rate within 

the sample was nearly 15 percent. 

Most of the teenagers were identified as "high-

holiday" Jews, attending religious services two or three times 

a year. Sixty-eight percent became a bar or bat mitzvah and 
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almost 60 percent were confirmed or were in confirmation 

class. In general, the teenagers felt positive about their 

Jewishness, with 92 percent considering that being Jewish was 

either very important (64 percent) or somewhat important 

(28 percent). In the area of Jewish holiday observance the 

following is the percentage of teens observing each holiday: 

Yom Kippur, 98; Rosh Hashona, 97; Chanukah, 95; Passover, 94; 

Purim, 5 3; Succot, 40; Simhat Torah, 27; and Shavuot, 27. 

Shabbat was celebrated in the homes of 3 3 percent of the 

respondents. 

In the area of parent-teen relationships, it was found 

that teenagers sought out their parents for help with problems 

in the areas of finances, school, career decision, health, and 

food and diet. According to study results, it appears that 

teens did not seek parental advice concerning drug or alcohol 

problems, problems with peers, or how they felt about them­

selves. The numbers drop from the 80-90 percent range for 

the previously stated categories to the 50-60 percent range 

for seeking help for alcohol or drug problems, and how the 

teen feels about him or herself. Sixty-two percent would seek 

out a friend rather than parents when there were problems with 

girl friends or boy friends. 

In the area of social relationships 3 1 percent of the 

teenagers indicated that their three closest friends were 

Jewish, while 24 percent said two were Jewish, 23 percent said 
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one was Jewish, and 21 percent said that none of their three 

closest friends were Jewish. 

The teens expressed interest in programs dealing with 

sex education and the effect of adolescence on teenage-parent 

relationship. There was little use of services provided by 

Jewish Family Service. Fifty-one percent of the teenagers did 

not belong to the Jewish Community Center. 

The Birmingham Survey 

In the Birmingham (1971) study of 205 teens (93 males 

and 112 females), the majority evaluated their own Jewish 

education as positive and also had positive feelings about 

being Jewish. 

War, pollution, and drug abuse were ranked highest on 

teen lists of national problems. About 50 percent placed 

poverty and race relations as major national concerns. 

Approximately two-thirds of the ninth through twelfth 

graders did not have paying jobs, but over half of the 

eleventh and twelfth graders had outside employment. 

In seeking help with personal problems, they chose 

rabbis first among those connected with institutions, followed 

by teachers, school counselors and Jewish youth leaders. 

The New Orleans Survey 

The New Orleans (1966) study of 107 Jewish teens (58 

males and 49 females) in grades ten through twelve was done 

by personal interview. Subjects covered dealt with attitudes 
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toward Jewishness, toward their community, and about self and 

family. 

Ninety-six percent became a bar or bat mitzvah or 

confirmand and felt that their experiences had been very 

satisfying. Seventy-seven percent indicated that they were 

dissatisfied with their religious education. 

Teenagers reported their greatest concern with aca­

demic achievement, which is the largest source of disagreement 

with their parents. Sixty-four percent of teens did not 

prefer talking over school problems or boy-girl problems with 

their parents. Only 4 percent chose their rabbi as a person 

with whom they would choose to discuss such problems. 

The Wilkes-Barre Survey 

The Wilkes-Barre Survey (1965) of 225 Jewish teenagers 

(121 males and 104 females) used a 64-question survey address­

ing issues of adolescent synagogue attendance, religious 

school experience, attitudes on being a Jewish teenager, 

interfaith interactions, and view of God. Throughout the 

study, comparisons were made between the responses of Reform, 

Conservative, and Orthodox subgroups. 

Findings were that most of the teenagers had a "high-

holiday" concept of Jewishness. Attendance at religious 

services dropped off noticeably following bar or bat mitzvah. 

A high percentage viewed their religious schooling favorably, 

with 97 percent indicating they would like their children to 
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have the same amount of schooling they had. However, 7 5 

percent felt they would like to know more about Judaism and 

Jewish matters. 

A majority of teens indicated that they would feel 

free to discuss religious beliefs, education, and social 

relationships with their parents. In the areas of sexual 

concerns, drug use, and dating relationships, only 50 percent 

of teens would consult their parents. Teens were more likely 

to approach their mother rather than their fathers for help 

with personal problems. 

Federation Task Force Studies 

Jewish federations in Chicago (1980), Cleveland 

(1986), Washington, D.C. (1983), New York (1986), and San 

Diego (1979) have completed studies to gain understanding of 

the complex issues facing Jewish youth today with the goal of 

increasing involvement of youth in organized Jewish life and 

through intensification and enhancement of programming for 

youth. Rather than focusing on personal concerns and needs 

of Jewish youth and surveying youth directly, as the Tucson 

study by this researcher, most studies obtained information 

about youth from surveys of household heads. These studies 

examined existing programming and focused on the identifica­

tion of factors contributing to uninvolvement. The primary 

goals of these studies were to develop new approaches for 

reaching the unaffiliated and encouraging their participation. 
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CHAPTER 3 

METHODS 

This chapter describes the methodology used in this 

study. It describes the subjects, survey instruments, survey 

administration procedures, and limitations of the study. 

Survey of Jewish Youth 

The design of the study of Jewish youth was explora­

tive and descriptive. The instrument used was a questionnaire 

of mainly fixed alternative-type questions. However, within 

many of the fixed alternative questions, an open-ended 

category of "other (Please List)" was included. The ques­

tionnaire ended with space allotted for open-ended comments 

and/or suggestions. 

By including children in grades four, five and six, 

rather than concentrating on concerns and needs of older 

adolescents, as most previous studies of Jewish youth had 

done, it was a goal of this project to stimulate within the 

Tucson Jewish community a prevention atmosphere that focuses 

on actively developing conditions that promote well-being for 

all youth. This concept of prevention was drawn from the 

thinking of Lofquist (1977), and the Tucson-based Association 

for Youth Development. 
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Description of Jewish Youth Sample 

The total sample of 382 consisted of students 

attending weekday afternoon Hebrew or Sunday morning religious 

school classes at Congregation Anshei Israel (92), Chaverim 

(10), Temple Emanu-El (91), Jewish day school enrollees at the 

Tucson Hebrew Academy (57), high school students attending 

evening classes at Tucson High School for Jewish Studies 

(THSJS) (74) and evening meetings of B'nai B'rith Youth 

Organization (BBYO) (28), and Temple Emanu-El Reform Youth 

(TERY) (1). Anshei's United Synagogue Youth group members 

(USY) and other TERY members were reached in the surveys that 

took place at THSJS or BBYO. It was found that all students 

from Congregations Young Israel and Eshel Avraham in the 

eligible grade range attended Tucson Hebrew Academy, as did 

the majority of students from Congregations Bet Shalom and 

Chofetz Chayim. Questionnaires were mailed to the several 

remaining students and returns were received from Bet Shalom 

(2) and Chofetz Chayim (3). 

Included also was a small unaffiliated sample (14), 

obtained by requesting names of other Jewish youth whom those 

who were surveyed assumed to be unaffiliated. Questionnaires 

were mailed to 39 youth identified by peers as unaffiliated. 

Ten of these identified students who returned questionnaires 

were actually members of religious institutions: Chaverim (2) 

and Temple Emanu-El (8). The majority of these youths were 
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not currently participating in religious classes or youth 

group activities. 

An additional method used for securing unaffiliated 

participants was a letter to the editor of the The Arizona 

Post (Appendix F) and an article appearing in the The Post 

(Appendix G), which produced names of four unaffiliated Jewish 

youth who were mailed survey and permission forms. Contact 

with counselors at several Tucson high schools known to enroll 

higher than average Jewish student populations identified nine 

students thought to be Jewish and unaffiliated; they, too, 

were mailed the survey and parental permission form. Since 

the survey is anonymous, there is no way to identify which 

youth actually returned the questionnaire. 

Description of Jewish Youth 
Survey Instrument 

Survey questions were designed through consultation 

with members of the Tucson Jewish Education Committee, 

education directors of Jewish institutions, day school and 

high school, and counseling professionals in Tucson, Arizona. 

A review of related literature on Jewish youth and status of 

the Jewish family also aided in survey design. Instrument 

questions were evaluated for relevance to topics being 

investigated, clarity, and levels of appropriateness and 

reading comprehension for the wide age and grade range of 
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youth being surveyed (ages 9-18, fourth through twelfth 

grades). 

Pretests of the instrument were administered to 14 

Jewish youth within the range of fourth through twelfth grades 

whose parents were either members of the Jewish Education 

Committee or were easily accessible. Effort was made to 

insure pretests of the youngest group, fourth grade (3), to 

assure appropriateness of content and level of reading 

comprehension. 

Pretest questionnaires were completed by children in 

their own homes and returned by mail or in person by parents 

who were consulting on survey question design. Comments of 

youth, particularly those in the lower grades who might 

experience reading comprehension difficulties, were considered 

carefully. Wording revisions were made for clarity and level 

of reading comprehension. Questions were added in the areas 

of religious identification and participation, and family 

closeness. 

The finalized four-page, booklet-style questionnaire 

consisted of 31 questions (Appendix H), of which the first 16 

addressed the gathering of demographic information concerning 

self and family. Included were questions regarding age (1), 

grade (2), sex (3), zip code (4), ages of sisters and brothers 

(5), ages of mother and father (6), number of years family has 

lived in Tucson (7), number of other relatives living in 



Tucson (8), and youth's place of residence (9). Questions 

besides age (above) concerning parents were: marital status 

(10), religion (11, 12), level of education (13, 14) and 

employment (15, 16). 

Questions pertaining to religious identity and level 

of participation included checking membership in Jewish 

institutions and organizations and indicating number of times 

attending each month (17), rating of importance to them of 

Judaism (18), indication of how many of their closest friends 

were Jewish (19), and an evaluation of which Jewish obser­

vances (20) and Jewish experiences (21) they considered 

meaningful and in which they celebrated or participated. 

Participation in after school activities (22), household 

chores and jobs (26), and outside employment (27) were also 

addressed. 

In the area of family closeness, students were asked 

to rate how close they considered their family to be (23), how 

important they considered spending time with their family 

(24), and how many times each week they ate dinner with their 

family (25). 

Current and anticipated use of secular and religious 

resources when faced with a problem were investigated (28, 

30). From a list of 47 potential concerns of young people, 

students were asked to circle all the concerns that they had 

at that time in their lives (29). Space was also allotted for 
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them to list any additional concerns not mentioned. They were 

then asked to mark an "X" through their three greatest con­

cerns. The final survey question listed 13 programs, of which 

they were to check all those of interest (31) and add any 

additional program interests in extra spaces provided. At the 

end of the questionnaire, youth were thanked for their parti­

cipation and asked to make any comments and/or suggestions in 

the remaining space. 

Administration Procedures 
for Youth Survey 

Permission to survey students on-site during class or 

meeting time was obtained from directors of education and 

youth group advisors. Parental permission forms were 

distributed by participating institutions and organizations. 

Questionnaires were administered by the researcher between the 

dates of November 14 to December 12, 1988 (Appendix I). Pack­

ets contained individual questionnaires with parent permission 

forms and enclosed self-addressed stamped envelopes. Mailings 

to parents of prospective unaffiliated youth took place 

between November 16 and December 26, 19 88. 

During assigned classroom or meeting time, the 

researcher distributed survey forms and pencils to students 

and gave a brief introduction describing the purpose and goals 

of the study, informing students that the information they 

provided would help the Jewish community better address the 
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concerns of Jewish young people and their families. A brief 

overview of the questionnaire was given and it was mentioned 

that the survey was anonymous and there were no right or wrong 

answers; only their personal feelings and opinions were to be 

entered. Students were informed that their parents had given 

permission for them to participate in the survey, however, it 

was up to the students to decide for themselves whether they 

in fact wished to participate. All students agreed to 

participate; however, three students in various locations, 

because of reading difficulties, were unable to finish the 

questionnaire. One of the students was a newly arrived 

Israeli, another was a third grade student in a congregation 

that combined grade levels, and the third student was a fifth 

grader who was unable to handle the reading level of the 

questionnaire. The researcher was present during the time 

students completed the surveys and answered student's 

questions as they arose. 

Survey of Jewish Community Resources 

The design of the study of Jewish community resources 

was explorative and descriptive. The instrument used was a 

one-page questionnaire of mainly open-ended questions with 

inclusion of one question involving rank ordering a fixed-

alternative list of perceived problems currently facing youth. 

Rank order also permitted inclusion of additional problems. 
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Description of Jewish Commu­
nity Resources' Sample 

A sample of 59 Jewish community resources completed 

an eight question survey (Appendix J) designed by the 

researcher in consultation with several Jewish community 

educators and counseling professionals. The sample included 

rabbis (4), directors and assistant directors of education 

(2) , administrative assistant ( 1 ) , Hebrew and religious school 

teachers (14), teachers' aides (5), youth group advisors (6), 

Jewish Family Service director of counseling (1), Jewish 

Community Center health and physical education assistant (1), 

Tucson High School for Jewish Studies director (1), and THSJS 

teachers (12), Tucson Hebrew Academy principal and assistant 

principal (2) and THA teachers (10). 

Description of Jewish Resource 
Survey Instrument 

Questions asked on the survey were the title of their 

position (1), number of years in current position (2), number 

of years working with youth (3), educational background (4), 

number of youth in fourth through twelfth grades who person­

ally contacted them in the last 12 months for help with a 

personal problem (5), and number of Jewish parents who sought 

their help with a problem concerning their children during the 

last 12 months (6). The seventh survey question was a list 

of 18 concerns which may be facing youth today, with instruc­

tion to check and rank according to perceived prevalence those 
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concerns which they believe actually face youth (7). In 

addition to the list of 18 potential concerns, spaces were 

left for addition of other identified concerns which the 

resource persons chose to include in their ranking. The final 

question asked for listing of services or programs, besides 

their personal contacts with students, that their organization 

or institution provides for the youth that they serve (8). 

Administration Procedures for 
Resource Survey 

While students were completing youth survey forms 

during classroom or youth group meeting time, teachers and 

teachers' aides, or youth group advisors, were presented with 

the resource form and asked to complete it at that time. The 

researcher delivered personally or mailed the resource survey 

form, accompanying thank you letter (Appendix K), and return 

addressed stamped envelopes to the remaining Jewish community 

resources who work with youth. 

Limitations to the Study 

No attempt was made to statistically validate the two 

survey instruments used for youth and resources available to 

youth. 

Conditions for administration of the survey were not 

always consistent and physical surroundings were often not 

ideal. Distance between desks or chairs was often insuffi­

cient for complete privacy in filling out the form, and often 
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writing surfaces were not available, making lap use or floor 

seating improvisations necessary. In one location, sixth and 

seventh grade Hebrew classes were combined for survey admini­

stration, and crowded room conditions led to inattention to 

task and periodic disruptive behavior. 

Since a major percentage of the sample (92.4%) were 

students in a captive audience in designated classroom and 

group meeting situations, it cannot be assumed that all 

participating youth were interested and eager to participate 

in the survey project, in spite of the fact that prior to 

administration, they were given permission to withdraw from 

group participation. 

Fifteen to 20 minutes survey time was anticipated 

except in lower grade levels, where it was expected that more 

time might be needed. Because of the time constraints of 

once or twice weekly meetings of 1-1/2 hours duration, the 

researcher, and perhaps students too, often felt rushed by the 

teacher's concern for returning to the regular tight schedule 

of classroom learning or meeting agenda. 

The list compiled of potential concerns of youth in 

fourth through twelfth grade was not assumed to be all-

inclusive of concerns youth may be facing. Although an 

exhaustive search was made of literature and personal consul­

tations were held with parents, youth and professionals, it 

can be assumed that there are still limitations to the list 

as provided. 
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Summary 

Chapter 3 presented a description of the sample (382) 

included in the survey of Jewish youth. Also described is the 

31-question instrument used to survey Jewish youth, which 

included questions of demographic information, Jewish iden­

tification, meaningfulness and participation in Jewish 

observances and experiences, relationships with parents, 

siblings, and peers. Extra-curricular activities, home 

responsibilities and outside employment were other areas of 

exploration, as were current personal concerns in the areas 

of emotional adjustment, family and peer relationships, 

finances, college and career, academics, Jewish identity, and 

global concerns. Previous use of secular and Jewish resources 

for seeking help with problems, anticipated future patterns 

of seeking help, and program interests of participating youth 

were also identified through the survey. Procedures for 

administration of the survey were also reviewed. 

Within this Methods chapter, the sample of 59 Jewish 

community resource persons was described, as was the eight-

question survey instrument and procedures used in admini­

stering the survey of Jewish community resources available to 

Jewish youth. 
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CHAPTER 4 

RESULTS 

The purpose of this study was to assess the personal 

concerns and needs of Jewish youth in Tucson, Arizona and also 

to compile demographic information on those youth and families 

in which they live. A secondary purpose of the study, which 

evolved during the research process was to examine the 

relationship between Jewish youth concerns and changes taking 

place in Jewish families today: single-parent and stepfamily 

living resulting from parents' separation and divorce, full-

time employment of both parents (dual career), and interfaith 

marriages. Personal concerns of the youth were also examined 

by elementary, junior high, and high school educational 

levels, sex differences, and affiliation or non-affiliation 

with Jewish institutions or organizations. An additional goal 

of the study was to assess the current availability and 

utilization by youth of the resources within the Jewish 

community and also the resources' perception of youth 

concerns. 

Descriptive data was gathered by two separate surveys 

conducted between November 14 and December 12, 1988, as 

follows: survey of 382 Jewish youth in grades 4-12 and survey 
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of 59 resources in Jewish institutions, organizations, and 

agencies within the Jewish community. 

Survey of Jewish Youth; Demographic Data 

Population Origin 

Table 3 is a summary of the origin of the population 

of 382 Jewish youth which included 193 elementary and junior 

high Hebrew and religious school students surveyed on location 

in three religious institutions, 57 Jewish day school 

students, 74 high school students in evening Jewish education 

classes, and 29 high school students in evening youth group 

meetings. Mailed-in surveys were received from 15 additional 

Jewish youth affiliated with four religious institutions, and 

14 unaffiliated Jewish youth. 

Sex, Age, and Grade 

The population included 180 males (47.1%) and 198 

females (51.8%), as indicated in Table 4. Age and grade 

breakdown for the 180 (47%) elementary, 84 (22%) junior high, 

and 118 (30.9%) high school youth are summarized in Tables 5 

and 6. With the exception of a smaller number of students in 

the 12th grade, it is noted that there was a fairly even 

distribution among the grades within the three educational 

levels. 
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Table 3. Origin of population. 

Religious Institution or Organization N % 

Anshei 92 24.1 

Bet Shalom 2 .5 

Chaverim 12 3.1 

Chofetz Chayim 3 .8 

Temple Emanu-El 9 9 2 5.9 

Tucson Hebrew Academy (THA) 57 14.9 

Tucson High School for Jewish Studies (THSJS) 74 19.4 

B'nai B'rith Youth (BBYO) 28 7.3 

Temple Emanu-El Reform Youth (TERY) 1 .3 

Unaffiliated 14 3.7 

382 
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Table 4. Population by sex. 

Sex N % 

Male 180 47, .1 

Female 198 51 , .8 

Did not answer 4 1 , .0 

382 100, .0% 

Table 5. Population by age. 

Age N % 

9 42 11.0 

10 69 18.1 

11 65 17.0 

12 46 12.0 

13 39 10.2 

14 40 10.5 

15 28 7.3 

16 39 10.2 

17 13 3.4 

18 1 . 3 

382 1 0 0 . 0 %  
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Table 6. Population by grade. 

Grade N % 

Elementary 

4 59 15.4 

5 62 16.2 

6 59 15.4 

180 47.0 

Junior High 

7 42 11.0 

8 42 11.0 

84 22.0 

High School 

9 38 9.9 

10 29 7.6 

11 36 9.4 

12 15 3.9 

118 30.8 

Note; Due to rounding, column may not add to 100%. 
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Geographical Area of Residence 

From zip code designations it was found that the 

largest concentrations of surveyed Jewish youth (65.3%) 

resided in four areas as follows: 116 (30.4%) in the north­

east; 61 (16%) in the north; 40 (10.5%) in the east; 32 (8.4%) 

in the central. The remaining 34.7% were distributed fairly 

equally throughout the city. 

Family Size 

It was found that 201 (52.6%) Jewish youth lived in 

families where there were two children, 90 (23.6%) in three-

children families, 37 (9.7%) in four-children families, and 

30 (7.9%) were only children (Table 7). Since it was not 

known how many siblings participated in the study, the actual 

number of families which were represented was also unknown. 

Length of Residence in Tucson 

Over two-thirds of the families (69.8%) lived in 

Tucson fifteen years or less, 4.7% lived in the city one year 

or less, 16.7% five years or less, and 42.9% ten years or 

less. Only 7.5% of the families had lived in Tucson over 20 

years (Table 8). 

Number of Other Relatives in Tucson 

It was found that 150 students (39.3%) had no other 

relative living in Tucson, while 137 (35.9%) had 1-5 rela-
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Table 7. Family size. 

Family Size N % 

Only children 30 7.9 

2 children in family 201 52.6 

3 children in family 90 23.6 

4 children in family 37 9.7 

5 children in family 13 3.4 

6 children in family 7 1.8 

7 children in family 1 .3 

8 children in family 2 .5 

11 children in family 1 .3 

382 1 0 0 . 0  
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Table 8. Length of Tucson residence. 

Length of Residence N % 

1 year or less 18 4.7 

2-5 years 46 12.0 

6-10 years 100 26.2 

11-15 years 103 26.9 

16-20 50 13.0 

20-30 18 4.8 

Over 30 10 2.7 

Did not answer 37 9.7 

382 100.0 

Table 9. Number of other relatives living in Tucson. 

Number of Relatives N % 

0 150 39.3 

1-5 137 35.9 

6-10 57 14.9 

Over 10 38 9.9 



tives, 57 (14.9%) had 6-10, and 38 (9.9%) had more than 10 

relatives living in Tucson (Table 9). 

Family Structure 

From the survey question asking with whom they lived 

most of the time, family structure of both-parents, single-

parent, and stepfamily living arrangements were determined. 

As noted in Table 10, 285 (74. 6%) of the youth lived with both 

parents, while 56 (14.7%) lived in single-parent families, and 

41 (10.7%) in stepfamilies. It should be noted that of the 

56 single-parent families, only one was headed by a father. 

Religion of Parents 

Findings indicate that 299 (78.3%) mothers and 307 

(80.4%) fathers were born Jewish. While 53 (13.9%) mothers 

converted to Judaism, only 22 (5.8%) of fathers chose to 

convert. Only 25 (6.5%) mothers were non-Jewish, while 4 0 

(10.5%) fathers were non-Jewish. The overall incidence of 

marriages between born Jews was 238 (62.3%); of born Jews to 

converts was 6 6 (17.3%); of born or converted Jews to non-Jews 

was 65 (17%). It was determined that 79.6% of the families 

were intrafaith (both spouses born or converted to Judaism) 

while 17% were interfaith (one spouse non-Jewish) (Tables 11 

and 12). 
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Table 10. Population by family structure. 

Family Structure N % 

Both parents 285 74.6 

Single-parent 56 14.7 

Stepfamily 41 10.7 

382 100.0% 



Table 11. Religion of parents. 

101 

Religion Mothers Fathers 

N % N % 

Born Jewish 299 78. 3 307 80.4 

Converted to Judaism 53 13.9 22 5.8 

Non-Jewish 25 6.5 40 10.5 

Did not answer 5 1.3 13 2.9 

382 100.0 382 100.0 

Table 12. Religion of marriage partners. 

N 

Intrafaith Marriages 

Both spouses born Jewish 238 62.3 

One spouse born Jewish and 66 17.3 
one converted to Judaism 

Interfaith Marriages 

One spouse born or converted 65 17.0 
to Judaism and one non-Jewish 

Did not answer 13 4.2 
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Education Level of Parents 

As indicated in Table 13 summarizing the educational 

level of the mothers and fathers of this sample of Jewish 

youth, 284 (74.4%) mothers and 300 (78.5%) fathers were 

college graduates with bachelor's, graduate, or professional 

degrees. Less than 2% of mothers and less than 1% of fathers 

did not complete their high school education. Less than 8% 

of mothers and less than 6% of fathers did not continue their 

education beyond high school graduation. 

Employment Status of Parents 

An examination of the employment status (Tables 14 and 

15) of parents revealed that 278 (72.8%) mothers were employed 

outside the home, with 172 (45.1%) employed full-time and 106 

(27.7%) engaged in part-time employment. Fifteen percent had 

mothers who were full-time homemakers. The number of mothers 

employed full-time increased as children entered junior high, 

with 33.3% of mothers of elementary school students employed 

full-time vs. 52.4% of junior high and 50% of high school 

youth. It was noted that of the 55 single-parent mothers who 

were household heads, 36 (64.3%) were employed full-time and 

11 (19.6%) were employed part-time. Concerning father's 

employment, 353 (92.5%) were employed, with 334 (87.5%) 

engaged in full-time employment and 19 (5%) part-time. The 

number of dual-career families (both parents employed full-

time) totaled 150 (39.3%). 



Table 13. Education of parents. 

Education Level Mother Father Education Level 

N % N % 

Some high school 7 1.8 3 .8 

High school graduate 21 5.5 16 4.2 

Technical or trade school 4 1.0 4 1 .0 

Some college 49 12.8 40 10.5 

Col lege graduate 210 55.0 157 41.1 

Graduate and professional 74 19.4 143 37.4 

Did not respond 17 4.5 19 5.0 
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Table 14. Parent's employment status. 

Employment Status Mother Father Employment Status 

N % N % 

Full time 172 45.0 334 87.5 

Part time 106 27.7 19 5.0 

Unemployed 21 5.5 7 1 .8 

Full-time homemaker 58 15.2 4 1 .0 

Community volunteer * 11 2.9 

Retired 2 .5 

Did not answer 14 3.7 16 4.2 

382 100.0 382 100.0 

Note: This category includes only the number of youth who 
chose volunteer as parent's only employment. It does 
not reflect those who chose community volunteer in 
addition to another employment designation. 



Table 15. Mother's employment reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

Mother•s Employment N % N % N % 

Ful1-time 69 38.3 44 52.4 59 50.0 

Part-time 56 31.1 18 21.4 32 27.1 

Unemployed 12 6.7 5 6.0 4 3.4 

Full-time homemaker 28 15.6 12 14. 3 18 15. 31 

Community volunteer 9 5.0 2 1.7 

Did not answer 6 3.3 5 6.0 3 2.5 

H 
o 
tn 
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Religious Identification 

Synagogue, Jewish Educational, 
and Organizational Affiliation 

The population included 348 (91.1%) with synagogue 

affiliation, 20 (5.2%) with Jewish educational or organi­

zational affiliation only, and 14 (3.7%) with no Jewish 

affiliation. 

Table 16 summarizes the Jewish denominational branches 

of synagogue affiliation of the survey population. It should 

be noted that while there are 348 of the 382 Jewish youth who 

are affiliated with synagogues, 30 of those youth indicated 

membership in two congregations, bringing the total of 

recorded religious affiliations to 378 for 348 youth. Among 

the Jewish youth surveyed, the Conservative branch of Judaism 

had the greatest number of memberships (46.1%), followed by 

Reform (37.1%), Orthodox (8.5%), and those unaffiliated with 

a synagogue (8.3%). 

Synagogue Affiliation 

Table 17 presents the distribution of 378 memberships 

among seven Tucson synagogues. Also summarized is the number 

of elementary, junior high, and high school students belonging 

to the individual congregations. 
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Table 16. Population by affiliation. 

Aff iliation N % 

Reform congregations 153 37.1 

Temple Emanu-El 135 

Chaverim 18 

Conservative congregations 190 46.1 

Anshei Israel 177 

Bet Shalom 5 

Eshel Avraham 8 

Orthodox congregations 35 8.5 

Chofetz Chayim 26 

Young Israel 9 

Jewish Education or 
Organization affiliation 20 4.9 

Unaffiliated 14 3.4 

Note; Due to rounding of numbers, columns may exceed 100%. 
34 8 youth were affiliated with synagogues, however, 30 
had dual membership, bringing the total affiliations 
to 3 78. 
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Table 17. Population by synagogue affiliation and educa­
tional level. 

Affiliation* N % Elemen- Jr. High 
tary High School 
n n n 

Anshei (C) 177 43 .0 82 48 47 

Bet Shalom (C) 5 1 .2 3 2 

Chaverim (R) 18 4 .4 11 1 6 

Chofetz Chayim (0) 26 6 .3 14 6 6 

Temple Emanu-El (R) 135 32 .8 71 28 36 

Young Israel (0) 9 2 .2 4 2 3 

Eshel Avraham (C) 8 1 .9 4 2 2 

Unaffiliated with 
synagogue 

34 8 .3 7 3 24 

* 348 youth were affiliated with synagogues; however, 30 had 
dual membership, bringing the total affiliations to 378. 

R = Reform 
C = Conservative 
0 = Orthodox 
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Jewish Educational and 
Organizational Affiliation 

In examining the breakdown of Jewish youth population 

according to attendance at Jewish day school and evening high 

school programs, it was found that 58 (15.7%) attended the 

Jewish day school, Tucson Hebrew Academy, while 82 (23.3%) 

were enrolled in evening Jewish education classes at Tucson 

High School for Jewish Studies. 193 (50.5%) were attending 

afternoon or Sunday morning Hebrew or religious school 

classes. 58 (15.2%) were members of the Jewish Community 

Center. There were 177 (46.4%) memberships in Jewish youth 

organizations, however approximately 20 high school youths 

belong to both B'nai B'rith Youth (BBYO) and a synagogue youth 

group, therefore, the adjusted percentage of individuals 

belonging to all youth groups is approximately 41%. Table 18 

shows the Jewish day and high school attendance, Jewish 

Community Center (JCC), and Jewish youth organization member­

ship, according to level of education and branch of Judaism. 

Importance of Judaism 

In answer to the question, "How important is Judaism 

to you?," 41.8% of the affiliated Jewish youth population 

(Table 19) determined Judaism to be "very important," while 

none of the unaffiliated and 27.7% of the interfaith youth did 

so (Table 20). "Moderately important" was the choice of 47.6% 

of the affiliated population, while 28.6% of unaffiliated and 



Table 18. Jewish educational and organizational affiliation by educational level 
and denomination. 

Jewish Education and 
Jewish Organizational 

Affiliation 

Elemen­
tary 

Junior 
High 

High 
School 

Reform Conser­
vative 

Ortho­
dox 

Unaff i-
1iated 
with 

Religious 
Insti­
tution 

N % n n n n n n n 

THSJS* 82 23.3 2 80 30 36 8 8 

THA 58 15.7 47 14 2 30 20 6 

JCC 58 15.2 22 14 22 21 27 7 3 

TERY 27 7.1 0 15 12 27 

USY 76 19.9 27 30 19 76 

BBYO** 74 19.4 74 22 38 5 9 

Other 23 6.0 6 6 11 8 12 1 2 

* High school predominantly. 

** High school only. 
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Table 19. Importance of Judaism reported by affiliated and 
unaffiliated Jewish youth. 

Affiliated Unaffiliated 

N % N % 

Very important 154 41 .8 0 0 

Moderately important 175 47 .6 4 28.6 

Not very important 30 8 .2 9 64.3 

Not at all important 5 1 .4 1 7.1 

Did not answer 4 1 .1 _0 0.0 

368 14 

Table 20. Importance of Judaism reported by Jewish youth 
from interfaith and intrafaith families. 

Interfaith Intrafaith 

N % N % 

Very important 18 27.7 136 43.3 

Moderately important 34 52.3 145 46.2 

Not very important 11 16.9 28 8.9 

Not at all important 1 1.5 5 1.6 

Did not answer _1 1.5 3 .9 

65 317 
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52.3% of youth from interfaith families chose "moderately 

important" to describe the importance of Judaism in their 

life. Among the affiliated, 9.6% considered religion to be 

"not very important" or "not at all important," while 71.4% 

of unaffiliated youth and 18.4% of youth from interfaith 

families made that determination. In describing the impor­

tance of Judaism, 89.4% of affiliated youth, 80.0% interfaith, 

and 28.6% unaffiliated indicated their religion to be "very 

important" or "moderately important." 

In addition to Tables 19 and 20, showing importance 

of Judaism by affiliation and interfaith family, Table 21, of 

educational levels, shows the decreasing importance of Judaism 

reported by Jewish youth from elementary to high school level, 

with an increase in the "moderately important" designation 

occurring during junior high, which coincides with the time 

of bar/bat mitzvah. When examined by family structure, it is 

noted that more youth in single-parent families (46.6%) rate 

Judaism as very important compared to 39% in both-parent 

families and stepfamilies (Table 22). 

Description of Closest Friends 

When asked to describe their closest friends, 19.8% 

of affiliated the youth (Table 23) indicated that "most" were 

Jewish, while 13.8% of interfaith (Table 24) and none of the 

unaffiliated did so. Among those indicating that "some" of 

their closest friends were Jewish, were 27.7% affiliated 



Table 21. Importance of Judaism reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Very important 81 45.0 27 32.1 46 39.0 

Moderately 
important 

79 43.9 51 60.7 49 41.5 

Not very 
important 

15 8.3 5 6.0 19 16.1 

Not at all 
Important 1 . 6 1 1.2 4 3.4 

Did not answer 4 

180 

2.2 _0 

84 

0.0 0 

118 

0.0 

H 
u> 



Table 22. Importance of Judaism reported by Jewish youth living in various family 
structures. 

Single 
Both Parents Parent Stepfamily 

N % N % N % 

Very important 112 39.3 26 46.4 16 39.0 

Moderately important 133 46.7 26 46.4 20 48.8 

Not very important 33 11.6 1 1.8 5 12.2 

Not at all important 5 1.8 1 1.8 0 

Did not answer 2 

285 

_2 

56 41 

H 
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Table 23. Description of closest friends reported by 
affiliated and unaffiliated Jewish youth. 

Affiliated Unaffiliated 

N % N % 

Most are Jewish 73 19.8 0 0 

Some are Jewish 102 27.7 4 28.6 

A few are Jewish 127 34.5 8 57 .1 

None are Jewish 42 11.4 2 14.3 

Did not answer 24 6.5 _0 0.0 

368 14 

Table 24. Description of closest friends reported by Jewish 
youth from interfaith and intrafaith families. 

Interfaith Intrafaith 

N % N % 

Most are Jewish 9 13.8 64 20.2 

Some are Jewish 17 26.2 89 28.1 

A few are Jewish 29 44.6 106 33.4 

None are Jewish 9 13.8 35 11.0 

Did not answer _1 1.5 23 7.3 

65 317 
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youth, 26.2% of the interfaith, and 28.6% of the unaffiliated. 

34.5% of affiliated youth described "a few" of their closest 

friends as Jewish, while 44.6% of interfaith and 57.1% of the 

unaffiliated did so. Describing "none" of their closest 

friends as Jewish were 11.4% of affiliated youth, 13.8% 

interfaith, and 14.3% unaffiliated. 

It can be noted that among affiliated youth, 47.5% 

indicated that "most" or "some" of their closest friends were 

Jewish while 40% interfaith and only 28.6% of the unaffiliated 

did so. From Table 25 showing the report of closest friends 

by educational level, it is evident that number of Jewish 

friendships increased with advancing level of education. 

Table 2 6 indicates that among youth from single-parent fami­

lies, more students indicated that "most" or "some" of their 

friends were Jewish (62.5%) than stepfamily youth (46.4%) or 

youth living with both parents (44.3%). 

Jewish Observances 

From information in Table 2 7 concerning Jewish 

Observance according to educational level, it is evident that 

observance diminished as level of education increased, with 

the exception of high holy day service attendance and Chanukah 

and Passover celebration which showed a rise in junior high 

followed by a drop in high school years. Among interfaith 

youth (Table 28), celebrations of Chanukah (72.3%) and 

Passover (66.2%) were nearly equal to that of intrafaith youth 



Table 25. Description of closest friends reported by Jewish youth of different 
educational levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Most are Jewish 36 20.0 14 16.7 23 19.5 

Some are Jewish 40 22.2 28 33.3 38 32.2 

A few are Jewish 66 36.7 31 36.9 38 32.2 

None are Jewish 26 14.4 10 14.3 8 6.8 

Did not answer 12 6.7 1 1 .2 9 7.6 

180 84 118 

H 
I-1 
-J 



Table 26. Description of closest friend reported by Jewish youth living in various 
family structures. 

Single 
Both Parents Parent Stepfamily 

N % N % N % 

Most are Jewish 55 19.3 14 25.0 4 

00 • 

<
j\ 

Some are Jewish 71 25.0 20 37.5 15 36.6 

A few are Jewish 110 38.6 14 25.0 11 26.8 

None are Jewish 33 11.6 3 5.4 8 19.5 

Did not answer 16 5.6 _5 8.9 _3 7.3 

285 56 41 

I—1 
00 



Table 27. Jewish observances reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Jewish Observances Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Keeping kosher 28 15.6 11 13.1 16 13.6 

Home observance of shabbat 59 32.8 26 31.0 28 23.7 

Shabbat service attendance 33 18.3 13 15.5 15 12.7 

High Holy Day services 83 46.1 49 58.3 67 56.8 

Succot 80 44.4 31 36.9 37 31.4 

Simchat Torah 74 41.1 29 34.5 28 23.7 

Chanukah 129 71.7 65 77.4 79 66.9 

Purim 100 55.6 43 51.2 50 42.4 

Passover 124 68.9 66 78.6 75 63.6 

Shavuot 57 31.7 17 20.2 25 21.2 

Other 14 7.8 2 2.4 4 3.4 
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Table 28. Jewish observances reported by interfaith and 
intrafaith Jewish youth. 

Jewish Observance Interfaith 
(65) 

N % 

Intrafaith 
(317) 

N 

Keeping kosher 3 

Home observance of 10 
Shabbat 

Shabbat service 12 
attendance 

High Holy Day services 25 

Succot 14 

Simchat Torah 15 

Chanukah 47 

Purim 25 

Passover 43 

Shavuot 12 

Other 0 

4.6 

15.4 

18.5 

38.4 

21.5 

23.1 

72.3 

38.5 

6 6 . 2  

18.5 

0 . 0  

52 

103 

49 

174 

134 

116 

226 

168 

222 

87 

20 

16.4 

32.5 

15.5 

54 .9 

42.3 

36.6 

71.3 

53.0 

70.0 

27.4 

6.3 
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(71.3% and 70.0% respectively) while all other observances 

were significantly lower, with the exception of shabbat 

service attendance which was 3% higher among the interfaith 

youth. Among unaffiliated youth (Table 29), there was the 

same trend with both Chanukah (71.4%) and Passover (64.3%) 

being very close to the rate of observances among affiliated 

youth. It was noted, however, that among the unaffiliated 

there was significantly lower participation in other 

observances, including no participation in several areas. 

When examined by family structure (Table 30),it was 

found that both single-parent and stepfamily rates of partici­

pation in Jewish observances were lower than youth living with 

both parents, with stepfamilies having the lowest participa­

tion in most areas of observance. 

Jewish Experiences 

In the area of participation in Jewish experiences 

among all youth it was found that the consecration rate was 

38%, while bar or bat mitzvah was experienced by 59% in high 

school (43% noted for junior high and 8.9% for elementary 

group are not significant, since few elementary youth and not 

all junior high youth have reached 12 or 13, the age at which 

bar/bat mitzvah takes place) (Table 31). 

In all areas of Jewish experience, with the exception 

of attendance at Jewish summer camp and weekend retreats, it 



Table 29. Jewish observances reported by Jewish youth by affiliation. 

Jewish Observance Affiliated Unaffiliated 

N % N % 

Keeping kosher 55 14.9 0 0.0 

Home observance of shabbat 112 30.4 1 7.1 

Shabbat service attendance 61 16.6 0 0.0 

High Holy Day service 196 53.3 3 21.4 

Suecot 147 39.9 1 7.1 

Simchat Torah 131 35.6 0 0.0 

Chanukah 263 71.5 10 71.4 

Purim 191 51.9 2 14.3 

Passover 256 69.6 9 64.3 

Shavuot 99 26.9 0 0.0 

Other 20 5.4 0 0.0 

ro 
M 



Table 30. Jewish observances reported by Jewish youth living in various family 
structures 

Single 
Jewish Observances Both Parents Parent Stepfamily 

N % N % N % 

Keeping kosher 46 16. 1 5 8. 9 4 9.8 

Home observance of Shabbat 93 32. 6 13 23. 2 7 17.1 

Shabbat service attendance 47 16. 5 9 16. 4 5 12.2 

High Holy Days services 154 54. 0 27 48. 2 18 43.9 

Sue cot 114 40. 0 21 37. 5 13 31.7 

Simchat Torah 107 37. 5 15 26. 8 9 22.0 

Chanukah 206 72. 3 39 69. 6 28 68.3 

Pur im 148 51. 9 30 53. 6 15 36.6 

Passover 202 70. 9 37 66. 1 25 61.0 

Shavuot 77 27. 0 14 25. 5 7 17.1 

Other 15 5. 3 4 7. 3 1 . 3 

NJ 
U> 



Table 31. Jewish experiences reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Jewish Experiences Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Consecration 81 45.0 25 29.8 39 33.1 

Bar/bat mitzvah 16 8.9 36 42.9 70 59.3 

Confirmation* 21 17.8 

Religious school 92 51.1 55 65.5 59 50.0 

Hebrew school 111 61.7 58 69.0 70 59.3 

Teaching assistant 5 6.0 34 28.8 

THSJS** 2 2.4 80 67.8 

Jewish summer camp 48 26.7 39 46.4 50 42 .4 

Visit to Israel 9 5.0 12 14.3 21 17.8 

Youth group activities 30 16.7 38 45.2 63 53.4 

Weekend retreats 27 15.0 27 32.1 44 37.3 

Other 4 2.2 1 1 .0 3 2.5 

* Confirmation takes place in 10th grade. 

** High school students predominantly, with exception of several junior high 
students enrolled in Hebrew classes. 
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was found that unaffiliated (Table 32) and interfaith (Table 

33) youth were less involved. 

When examined by family structure (Table 34), it was 

found that for youth from single-parent families, participa­

tion in all Jewish experiences, with the exception of Hebrew 

and religious school, and Jewish camp and weekend retreats, 

was lower than either youth who live with both parents or in 

stepfamilies. 

Extra-Curricular Activities 

After-School Activities 

At all educational levels the youth surveyed were 

highly involved in after-school activities (Table 35), with 

level of participation increasing with advancing educational 

level, from 120 elementary (66.6) through 59 junior high 

(70.2%), to high school 88 (74.6%). Sports activities 

attracted the greatest numbers of participants for both sexes 

and in all age groups, followed by music, dance, drama, and 

scouting, which all had higher participation among girls. 

Outside Employment 

As noted in Table 36, 10% of elementary youth, 26.2% 

of junior high, and 28.7% of high school youth had outside 

employment. 100% of the employed junior high students work 

ten hours or less, while among high school students, 58.5% 

work ten hours or less and 91.2% work 20 hours or less. Of 

the 11th and 12th graders, 37.2% were employed. 



Table 32. Jewish experience reported by Jewish youth by affiliation. 

Jewish Experience Affiliated Unaffiliated 

N % N % 

Consecration 144 39.1 1 7.1 

Bar/Bat Mitzvah 118 32.1 4 28.6 

Confirmation 32 8.7 0 0.0 

Religious school 202 54.9 4 28.6 

Hebrew school 234 63.6 5 35.7 

Teaching assistant 43 11.7 0 0.0 

THSJS 72 22.2 0 0 .0 

Jewish summer camp 130 35.3 7 50.0 

Visit to Israel 42 11.4 0 0.0 

Youth group activities 131 35.6 0 0.0 

Weekend retreats 98 26.6 0 0.0 

Other 7 1.9 1 7.1 
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Table 33. Jewish experiences reported by interfaith and 
intrafaith Jewish youth. 

Jewish Experience Interfaith Intrafaith 
(65) (317) 

N %. N % 

Consecration 21 32 .3 124 39.1 

Bar/Bat Mitzvah 12 18.5 110 34 .7 

Confirmation 7 10.8 25 7.9 

Religious school 31 47.7 175 55.2 

Hebrew school 36 55.4 203 64.0 

Teaching assistant 
in religious or 
Hebrew school 

7 10.8 36 11.4 

THSJS 8 12.3 65 20.5 

Jewish summer camp 23 35.4 114 36.0 

Visit to Israel 2 3.1 40 12.6 

Youth group activities 14 21.5 117 36.9 

Weekend retreats 17 26.2 81 25.6 

Other 0 8 2.5 

Note; Percentages exceed 100% due to the fact that respon­
dent could select any number of categories. 



Table 34. Jewish experiences 
structures. 

reported by Jewish youth living in different family 

Jewish Experience Both Parents 
Single 
Parent Stepfamily Jewish Experience 

N % N % N % 

Consecration 112 39.3 18 32.1 15 36.6 

Bar/Bat Mitzvah 96 33.7 13 23.2 13 31.7 

Confirmation 24 8.4 2 3.6 5 12.2 

Religious school 159 55.4 27 48.2 20 48.8 

Hebrew school 177 61.8 36 64.3 26 63.4 

Teaching assistant 30 10.2 5 8.9 8 19.5 

THSJS 63 22.1 7 12.5 9 22.0 

Jewish camp 103 35.8 22 39.3 12 29.3 

Israel visit 35 11.9 5 8.9 2 4.9 

Youth group activities 95 34.0 19 33.9 17 41.5 

Weekend retreats 66 23.2 17 30.4 15 36.6 

Other 8 2.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

I-1 
to 
CO 
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Table 35. After-school-activities (besides Hebrew School) as 
reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Activities Elementary Jr. High High School 

N % N % N % 

120 66.6 59 70. 2 88 74.6 

Table 36. Outside employment reported by Jewish youth of 
different educational levels. 

Outside Employment Elementary Jr. High High School 
(180) (84) (118) 

N % N % N % 

10 hours or less 12 6.7 22 26. 2 20 16. 9 

20 hours or less 3 1.7 0 0. 0 11 9. 3 

Over 20 hours _3 1.7 _0 0. 0 _3 2. 5 

Total 18 10. 1% 22 26. 2% 34 28. 7% 
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Family Relations 

Family Closeness 

The student perception of family closeness was 

examined by educational level and family structure (Tables 37 

and 38). It was found that 74.4% of elementary, 59.5% of 

junior high, and 56.8% of high school youth considered their 

families "very close." When examined by family structure, it 

was found that 68.0% of those living with both parents, 48.2% 

in single-parent, and 7 3.2% in stepfamilies considered their 

families "very close." Among youth whose parents were 

divorced, 58.1% considered their families "very close" while 

29% of those whose parents were separated so indicated. Among 

those whose parents had remarried, it was found that 71.4% of 

those whose mothers have remarried considered their families 

"very close," while only 27.8% of those whose fathers had 

remarried made that determination. 

When combining the categories of "very close" and 

"moderately close," it was found that 91.2% of youth living 

with both parents, 91.1% with a single parent, and 95.2% in 

stepfamilies all considered their families to be "close." 

Personal Concerns of Jewish Youth 

Youth concerns as indicated on the survey instrument 

were calculated for all youth and also by educational level, 

sex, family structure, interfaith, dual-career, and affilia­

tion. Percentages, standard deviations, and analyses of 



Table 37. Family closeness reported by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Very close 134 74.4 50 59.5 67 56.8 

Moderately close 34 18.9 29 34.5 36 30.5 

Not very close 1 .6 2 2.4 7 5.9 

Not at all close 0 0 0 0 2 1.7 

Did not answer 11 6.1 ^3 3.6 6 5.1 

180 84 118 

u 



Table 38. Family closeness reported by Jewish youth from different family struc­
tures . 

Both--Parent Single Parent Stepfamily 

N % N % N % 

Very close 194 68.0 27 48.2 30 73.2 

Moderately 
close 

66 23.2 24 42.9 9 22 .0 

Not very close 9 3.2 0.0 0.0 1 2.4 

Not at all close 1 . 4 1 1 .8 0.0 0.0 

Did not answer 15 

285 

5.3 _4 

56 

7.1 _l 

41 

2.4 

UJ 
to 
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variance were carried out to determine the relationship be­

tween youth concerns and each variable of interest (Appendices 

L-Q). Concerns were then rank-ordered, beginning with those 

of greatest concern (Appendices R-EE). Tables 39-51, which 

follow, present a rank-order of the entire list of concerns 

for all the youth, followed by the indicated top ten concerns 

and the significant differences and trends of significance 

difference according to educational level, sex, family 

structure, interfaith, dual-career, and affiliation. 

Concerns for All Youth 

In examining the top ten concerns for the entire 

Jewish youth population (Table 39), one notes that "looks and 

appearance" held first place (41%), followed closely by 

"getting along with siblings" (40.8%) and "hard to know whom 

to trust" (37.7%). Three global issues of "homeless and 

hungry" (36.9%), "Soviet Jewry" (31.9%), and "nuclear 

destruction" (30.4%) also were among the top ten concerns. 

"College and career" (35.1%) occupied the mid-position of the 

top ten followed closely by "hard to talk to others about 

feelings" (34.6%) in sixth place, boredom at seventh (32.2%), 

and "getting along with friends" (31.1%) ninth. Ranking among 

the bottom ten youth concerns were physical and sexual abuse, 

parent and personal alcohol and other drug use, and homosexu­

ality . 
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39. Rank order of concerns of entire Jewish youth 
population. 

Concern % 

Looks/appearance 41.1 

Getting along with siblings 40.8 

Hard to know whom to trust 37.7 

Homeless and hungry 36.9 

College and career 35.1 

Hard talking to others about feelings 34.6 

Boredom 32.2 

Soviet Jewry 31.9 

Getting along with friends 31.1 

Nuclear destruction 30.4 

Getting along with parents 28.8 

Negative feelings about myself 27.5 

AIDS 27.2 

Parents expect too much 26.4 

Competition/pressure at school 26.1 

Loneliness 25.9 

Environmental pollution 24.4 

Academic problems 22.5 

Being Jewish in a mostly non-Jewish society 22.0 

Will I be as successful as my parents? 20.7 

Parents don't understand my problems 20.7 

Depression 20.6 

Too many activities 19.4 

Anti-Semitism 19.4 

Not enough to do 19.0 

Parents too critical 17.3 

Family financial problems 17.3 

Parents too strict 14.7 

Need more encouragement 14.4 



135 

Table 39--Continued 

Rank Concern 

30 Parents' arguments 14 .1 

31 Thoughts of suicide 11 .8 

32 Competition/pressure at home 11 .8 

33 Parents don't spend enough time with me 10 .5 

34 Interfaith dating 10 .5 

35 Eating disorders 10 .0 

36 Parents' separation/divorce 9 .4 

37 Pressure to be sexually active 6 .8 

38 Living in a stepfamily 6 .0 

39 Pressure to buy/use drugs 5 .8 

40 Parents don't seem to care 5 .5 

41 My use of other drugs 4 .5 

42 My alcohol use 4 .2 

43 Physical abuse 4 .2 

44 Sexual abuse 3 .7 

45 Parent's alcohol use 2 .1 

46 Parent's use of other drugs 1 .3 

47 Homosexuality 1 .0 
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Concerns by Educational Level 

It was found that many concerns were age-related. 

Tables 40 and 41 show top concerns and the summary of concerns 

where statistical analysis of variance identified twenty-four 

concerns where there was statistical significance among 

concerns according to educational level. For three additional 

concerns there was a trend toward significance with F proba­

bilities only slightly above the .05 level of acceptability. 

Communication, peer, and family relations were among 

the top concerns of both junior high and elementary youth. 

"Getting along with siblings," "talking to others about 

feelings" and "knowing whom to trust" all ranked within the 

top five concerns for those grade levels. "Getting along with 

parents" ranked in the top ten for both junior high and 

elementary youth, while "getting along with friends" was in 

the top five for elementary (32.3%) and dropped to fourteen 

for junior high (27.4%) and eighteen for high school (32.2%). 

While "looks and appearance" ranked number one among junior 

high students (56%), it was third for high school (50%) and 

sixth for elementary (28.3%). "Boredom" was another consis­

tently high concern, being fifth for elementary (28.9%), tenth 

for junior high (32.1%), and eleventh for high school (37.3%). 

While being bored, high school students also indicated they 

have "too may activities" (33.9%) and elementary students 

who also gave high ranking to boredom, indicated as their 



Table 40. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth by educational level. 

Elementary Jr. High High School 

Concern Rank % Rank % Rank % 

Looks/appearance 6 28.3 1 56.0 3 50.0 

Getting along with siblings 1 50.0 2 42.9 

Hard to know whom to trust 3 35.0 4 35.7 4 43.2 

Homeless/hungry 7 27.8 4 35 .7 2 51.7 

Col lege and career 1 67.2 

Hard talking to others about feelings 2 35.6 4 35.7 

Boredom 5 28.9 8 32.1 9 37. 3 

Soviet Jewry 8 27.2 9 31.0 6 39.8 

Getting along with friends 4 32.2 

Nuclear destruction 3 39.2 8 39.0 

Getting along with parents 9 25.6 5 34.5 

Negative feelings about myself 4 43.2 

AIDS 9 25.6 

Parents expect too much 10 28.6 7 39.0 

Competition/pressure at school 6 33.3 9 37.3 

Loneliness 10 22.2 7 32.2 

Environmental pollution 9 31.0 



Table 40--Continued. 

Concern 

Elementary 

Rank % 

Jr. High 

Rank % 

High School 

Rank % 

Academic problems 

Anti-Semitism 

Parents too critical 

3 50.0 

5 40.7 

10 36.4 
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Table 41. Significant differences and trends of significant 
differences among identified concerns of Jewish 
youth of different educational levels. 

Concern Prob. Elemen- Junior High 
tary High School 
% % % 

Negative feelings about myself .00 19 .4 22. 6 43. 2 

Depression .00 12 .8 20. 2 33. 1 

Thoughts of suicide . 03 7 .8 11. 9 17. 8 

Eating disorders .01 5 .0 14. 3 14. 3 

Family financial problems .03 12 .8 16. 7 24. 6 

Getting along with siblings .00 50 .0 42. 9 25. 4 

Parents don't understand .01 13 .9 23. 8 28. 9 

Parents expect too much . 00 17 .2 28. 6 39. 0 

Parents too critical .00 4 .4 17. 9 36. 4 

Looks/appearance .00 28 .3 56. 0 50. 0 

Academic problems .00 6 .7 25. 0 50. 0 

Competition/pressure at school .00 15 .6 33. 3 37. 3 

Competition/pressure at home .00 6 .1 11. 9 20. 3 

Too many activities .00 13 .9 10. 7 33. 9 

Parents too strict .00 9 .4 14. 3 22. 9 

Parents' arguments .01 8 .9 21. 4 16. 9 

Own alcohol use .00 1 .7 2. 4 9. 4 

Own other drug use .04 1 .7 6. 0 7. 6 

Interfaith dating .00 4 .4 10. 7 19. 5 

College and career .00 17 .8 27. 4 67. 0 

Anti-Semitism .00 7 .2 15. 5 40. 7 

Nuclear destruction .00 20 .6 39. 2 39. 0 

Environmental pollution .00 13 .3 31. 0 36. 4 

Homeless and hungry . 00 27 .8 35. 7 51. 7 
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Table 4l--Continued 

Concern Prob. Elemen­
tary 
% 

Junior 
High 
% 

Hi gh 
School 

% 

Trends 

Need more encouragement .06 10.6 21.4 15.3 

Soviet Jewry .07 27.2 31.0 39.8 

Pressure to be sexually active .09 3.9 8.3 10.2 
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thirteenth concern, "not having enough to do" (20.7%). 

"Loneliness" ranked high for both elementary and junior high, 

being ninth for junior high (32.2%) and eleventh for elemen­

tary (22.2%). While "college/career" was far ahead as the 

number one concern for high school youth (67%), it ranked 

fifteen for junior high (27.4%), and seventeen for elementary 

(17.8%). Both high school youth (39%), and junior high youth 

(28.6%) indicated that "parents expect too much." 

Concern with social action and global issues of the 

"homeless," "Soviet Jewry," "nuclear destruction," "AIDS," 

and "anti-Semitism" all ranked among top ten concerns on at 

least one of the three educational levels' lists: with 

"homeless and hungry" in the top ten on all three lists, 

ranking second for high school (51.7%) , fourth for junior high 

(35.7%), and seventh for elementary (27.9%). "Soviet Jewry" 

also ranked among the top ten concerns on all levels, taking 

sixth place for high school (39.8%), eighth for elementary 

(27.2%), and ninth for junior high (31.0%). 

Concerns by Sex 

It is evident that many concerns are also sex-related, 

(Tables 42 and 43) with girls showing significantly greater 

concern with "looks and appearance" (53% vs. 27.2%), "knowing 

whom to trust" (47.5% vs. 27.2%), "negative feelings about 

myself" (37.4% vs. 16.7%), and "getting along with friends" 
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Table 42. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth by 
sex. 

Male Female 

Concern Rank % Rank 

Looks/appearanee 5 27 .2 1 53 .0 

Getting along with siblings 1 37 .8 3 43 .9 

Hard to know whom to trust 5 27 .2 2 47 .5 

Homeles s/hungry 2 30 .0 3 43 .9 

College/career 4 27 .8 4 40 .4 

Hard talking about feelings 2 30 .0 5 39 .4 

Bor edom 3 28 .9 9 35 .9 

Soviet Jewry 5 27 .2 8 36 .4 

Getting along with friends 9 22 .4 6 37 .9 

Nuclear destruction 2 30 .0 

Getting along with parents 8 22 .8 10 34 .3 

Negative feelings about myself 7 37 .4 

AIDS 6 25 .0 

Parents expect too much 8 22 .8 

Competition/pressure at school 10 22 .2 

Loneliness 

Environmental pollution 

Academic problems 

Will I be as successful as 7 24.4 
as my parents? 
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Table 43. Significant differences and trends of significant 
difference between identified concerns of Jewish 
male and female youth. 

Concern Probability 
Male Female 

Hard knowing whom to trust .00 

Negative feelings about myself .00 

Suicidal thoughts .00 

Getting along with friends .00 

Parents don't understand .00 

Looks/appearance .00 

Getting along with parents .01 

College/career .01 

Homeless/hungry .01 

Interfaith dating .02 

Need more encouragement .04 

Anti-Semitism .04 

Trends 

Hard talking about feelings .06 

Loneliness .06 

Academic problems .06 

Soviet Jewry .06 

Parents too critical .07 

Competition/pressure at school .09 

Eating disorders .11 

Will I be as successful as .11 
my parents? 

27 

1 6  

6 

22 

13 

27 

2 

1 

1 

A 

3 

2 

2 2 . 8  

27.8 

30.0 

6.7 

1 0 . 6  

15.0 

30.0 

21.7 

17.8 

27.2 

13.3 

2 2 . 2  

7.2 

24 .4 

47.5 

37.4 

1 6 . 2  

37.9 

2 6 . 8  

53.0 

34 .3 

40 

43 

14 

18 

23 

39.4 

30.3 

25.8 

36.4 

2 6 . 8  

29.8 

1 2 . 1  

17.7 
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(37.9% vs. 22.4%). Other concerns where there were signifi­

cant differences between concerns of boys and girls were 

"suicidal thoughts," "getting along with parents," "homeless 

and hungry," "interfaith dating," "need more encouragement," 

and "anti-Semitism." While for "college and career" there was 

also significant difference between the sexes, it ranked 4th 

for both sexes, in spite of the significantly greater number 

of girls indicating that concern (40.4% vs. 27.8%). In 

general, greater numbers of girls indicated nearly all issues 

to be of concern. The only five concerns where a greater 

percentage of males indicated concern were as follows: "Will 

I be as successful as my parents?" (24.4% vs. 17.7%), 

"parents' arguments" (15% vs.13.1%), "living in a stepfamily" 

(6.7% vs.5.0), "pressure to buy/use drugs" (6.1% vs. 5.6%), 

and "parent's alcohol use" (2.8% vs. 1.5%). For both boys and 

girls, global issues of "homeless and hungry" and "Soviet 

Jewry" ranked in the top ten concerns, whereas for the boys, 

two additional global concerns of "nuclear destruction" and 

"AIDS" also ranked among their top ten. 

Concerns by Family Structure 

In examination of youth concerns by the structure of 

the families in which they live (Tables 44 and 45), it was 

found "getting along with siblings and friends," "looks and 

appearance," and "college and career," and "hard to know whom 

to trust" were among the top ten concerns for youth, regard-



Table 44. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth living in both-parent, 
single-parent, and stepfamilies. 

Both Parent Single Parent Stepfamily 

Concern Rank % Rank % Rank % 

Looks/appearance 2 40. 0 4 38.2 1 53.7 

Getting along with siblings 1 41. 8 2 43.6 7 31.7 

Hard to know whom to trust 3 39. 1 8 34.6 5 34.2 

Homeles s/hungry 4 37. 2 9 32.7 3 39.0 

College and career 6 33. 0 3 40.0 2 41.5 

Hard talking to others about feelings 5 33. 7 1 47.2 

Boredom 8 30. 8 3 40.0 9 29.2 

Soviet Jewry 6 33. 0 10 29.0 9 29.3 

Getting along with friends 7 30. 9 8 34 .6 10 26.8 

Nuclear destruction 9 29. 4 7 35.0 8 29.3 

Getting along with parents 10 27. 7 3 39.0 

Negative feelings about myself 9 32 .7 5 34.2 

AIDS 6 36.3 4 36.6 

Parents expect too much 10 27. 7 9 29.2 

Competition/pressure at school 8 29.3 

Loneliness 6 34.1 



Table 44—Continued 

Concern 

Both Parent Single Parent 

Rank % Rank % 

Stepfamily 

Rank % 

Parents' separation/divorce 

Family financial problems 

Living in a stepfamily 

9 

5 

32.7 

36.4 

29.3 
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Table 45. Significant differences and trends of significant 
differences among identified concerns of Jewish 
youth from various family structures. 

Concern Prob. Both- Single- Step­
parent Parent Family 

% % % 

Significant 

Family financial problems . 00 13 .0 36. 4 22. 0 

Parents' separation/divorce .00 4 .6 32. 7 12. 2 

Living in a stepfamily .00 14 .0 12. 7 29. 3 

Eating disorders .01 9 .1 14. 6 7. 3 

Pressure to be sexually 
active 

.02 4 .6 12. 7 14. 6 

Hard talking to others about 
feelings 

. 03 33 .7 47. 2 22. 0 

Competition/pressure at home .05 11 .9 10. 9 9. 8 

Trends 

Not enough to do .08 16 .8 25. 0 22. 0 

Need more encouragement . 10 13 .7 16. 4 14. 6 

AIDS . 12 24 .2 36. 3 36. 6 

Physical abuse . 13 2 .8 9. 1 7. 3 

Getting along with parents . 17 27 .7 25. 5 39. 0 
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less of family type. Concerns identified as significantly 

different, according to family structure, were "hard to talk 

about feelings," which youth living in single-parent families 

indicated as their greatest concern (47.2%), while for youth 

living with both parents, it was fifth (33.7%), and for youth 

in stepfamilies, it ranked twentieth (22%). For youth from 

single-parent families "eating disorders" were of greater 

concern (14.6%) than for stepfamily youth (7.3%) or both-

parent youth (9.1%). "Family finances," too, were of greater 

concern of single-parent youth (36.4%), than for step-family 

(22%) or both-parent (13%). For both single-parent (12.7%) 

and stepfamily youth (14.6%) the "pressure to be sexually 

active" was of significantly greater concern than for youth 

living with both parents (4.6%), as was concern about "AIDS" 

(36.3% and 36.6% for single-parent and stepfamily youth, 

respectively, vs. 24.2% for youth with both parents). As 

might be expected, concern about "stepfamily living" was 

significantly greater for youth actually living in stepfami-

lies (29.3% vs. 12.7% for single-parent and 14% for youth 

living with both their own parents). It is also noted that 

stepfamily youth had greater concern about "getting along with 

parents" (39%), than either those with single-parents (25.5%) 

or both-parents (27.7%). 

While, "physical abuse" was in the lowest quadrant-

among concerns for all designations of youth, still there was 
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a trend toward difference in significance among single-parent 

(9.1%) and stepfamilies (7.3%) vs. both-parent families 

(2.8%). For the concern of "not enough to do," single-parent 

(25%) and stepfamily (22%) youth both showed a trend to signi­

ficant difference from both-parent youth (16.8%). 

Concerns by Interfaith 

The concerns of interfaith and intrafaith youth 

(Tables 46 and 47) which were significantly different were 

"difficulty in talking about feelings" (23.1% vs. 36.9%) 

"knowing whom to trust" (24.6% vs. 40.4%), and "competi­

tion/pressure at home" (15.4% vs. 28.4%), all which were of 

greater concern to youth from intrafaith families. Although 

of low-level concern for both groups, "parents' other drug 

and alcohol use" were at and near significant difference 

levels, respectively, being of greater concern for interfaith 

youth, (4.6% vs. 1% and 4.6% vs. 1.6%). Concern about Jewish 

identification issues, such as "being Jewish in a non-Jewish 

society," "interfaith dating" and "Soviet Jewry" were not 

significantly different between the two groups. Interfaith 

youth expressed greater concern about "getting along with 

siblings" (49.2% vs. 39.1%), whereas intrafaith youth were 

more concerned about "getting along with friends" (33.1% vs. 

21.5%), "parents not seeming to care," "needing more 

encouragement," "depression," "eating disorders," "finances," 

and "academic problems" all show trends toward difference of 
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Table 46. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth from 
interfaith and intrafaith families. 

Interfaith Intrafaith 

Concern Rank % Rank % 

Looks/appearance 3 36 .9 1 42 .0 

Getting along with siblings 1 49 .2 3 39 .1 

Hard to know whom to trust 8 24 .6 2 40 .4 

Homeless and hungry 2 38 .5 5 36 .6 

College/career 4 35 .4 6 35 .0 

Hard talking to others about 9 23 .1 4 36 .9 
feelings 

Boredom 5 29 .2 8 32 .8 

Soviet Jewry 6 27 .7 8 32 .8 

Getting along with friends 10 21 .5 7 33 .1 

Nuclear destruction 4 35 .4 9 29 .3 

Getting along with parents 5 29 .2 10 28 .7 

Negative feelings about myself 10 21 .5 10 28 .7 

AIDS 7 26 .2 

Parents expect too much 10 21 .5 

Competition/pressure at school 

Loneliness 10 21 .5 

Environmental pollution 5 29 .2 
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Table 47. Significant differences and trends of significant 
difference between identified concerns of Jewish 
youth from interfaith and intrafaith families. 

Concern 

Significance 

Parent's other drug use 

Hard to know whom to trust 

Hard talking to others about 
feelings 

Competition/pressure at school 

Trends 

Getting along with friends 

Need more encouragement 

Parent's alcohol use 

Parents don't seem to care 

Eating disorders 

Family financial problems 

Getting along with siblings 

Academic problems 

Depression 

Prob. Inter- Intra­
faith faith 

% % 

.01 4.6 1.0 

.02 24.6 40.4 

.03 23.1 36.9 

.03 15.4 28.4 

.07 21.5 33.1 

.09 7.7 15.8 

.12 4.6 1.6 

.12 1.5 6.3 

.12 4.6 11.0 

.13 10.1 18.6 

.13 49.2 39.1 

.13 15.4 24.0 

.14 13.9 22.1 
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significance, with intrafaith having greater concern in those 

areas. 

Concerns by Dual-Career 

Among 150 youth who had dual-career parents (Tables 

48 and 49), it was found that they had significantly greater 

concern than youth who have only one parent working full-time 

in the areas of difficulty "talking about feelings" (42.7% vs. 

29.3%), "suicidal thoughts" (16% vs. 9.1%), "looks and appear­

ance" (47.3% vs. 37.1%) and "pressure to be sexually active" 

(10% vs. 4.7%). For single-career family youth, there was a 

significantly greater concern about "being as successful as 

their parents" (24.1% vs. 15.3%) and "parents being critical" 

(20.7% vs. 12%). With the exception of significantly greater 

concern about "Soviet Jewry" among single-career family youth, 

(36.2% vs. 25.3%) and a trend toward significance of great 

concern among youth from dual-career families about nuclear 

destruction (34.7% vs. 27.6%) there was relatively equal 

concern about other global issues. Also among youth who had 

both parents working full-time, there was a trend toward 

greater concern about "academic problems" and "not having 

enough to do." 

Concerns by Affiliation 

In comparing concerns between the affiliated and. 

unaffiliated Jewish youth (Tables 50 and 51), significant 
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Table 48. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth 
living in single-career and dual-career families. 

Single-Career Dual-Career 

Concern Rank % Rank % 

Looks/appearance 4 37 .1 1 47 .3 

Getting along with siblings 1 43 .1 3 37 .3 

Hard to know whom to trust 2 38 .4 4 36 .7 

Homeless and hungry 3 37 .5 5 36 .0 

College and career 6 33 .6 3 37 .3 

Hard talking to others about 9 29 .3 2 42 .7 
feelings 

Boredom 7 30 .6 6 34 .7 

Soviet Jewry 5 36 .2 

Getting along with friends 7 30 .6 7 32 .0 

Nuclear destruction 6 34 .7 

Getting along with parents 8 30 .2 

Negative feelings about self 8 31 .3 

AIDS 10 28 .0 

Parents expect too much 10 28 .7 

Competition/pressure at school 9 30 .7 
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Table 49. Significant differences and trends of significant 
differences between identified concerns of Jewish 
youth from dual-career and single-career families. 

Concern 

Significance 

Hard talking to others about 
feelings 

Parents too critical 

Soviet Jewry 

Thoughts of suicide 

Will I be as successful as my 
parents? 

Loo ks /a pp ea r a nc e 

Pressure to be sexually active 

Trends 

Academic problems 

Not enough to do 

Nuclear destruction 

Prob. Dual- Single 
Career Career 

% % 

.01 42.7 29.3 

.03 12.0 20.7 

.03 25.3 36.2 

.04 16.0 9.1 

.04 15.3 24.1 

.05 47.3 37.1 

.05 10.0 4.7 

.11 25.3 20.7 

.12 22.7 16.4 

.14 34.7 27.6 
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Table 50. Rank order of top 10 concerns of Jewish youth by 
affiliation. 

Affiliated Unaffiliated 

Concern Rank % Rank % 

Looks/appearance 2 39 .9 1 71 .4 

Getting along with siblings 1 40 .8 3 42 .9 

Hard to know whom to trust 3 37 .5 4 42 .8 

Homeless and hungry 4 36 .4 2 50 .0 

College and career 6 34 .5 2 50 .0 

Hard talking about feelings 5 34 .8 6 28 .6 

Boredom 8 31 .5 2 50 .0 

Soviet Jewry 7 32 .6 8 14 .3 

Getting along with friends 8 31 .5 7 21 .4 

Nuclear destruction 9 30 .7 7 21 .4 

Getting along with parents 10 28 .2 4 42 .8 

Negative feelings about myself 7 21 .4 

AIDS 8 14 .3 

Parents expect too much 5 35 .7 

Competition/pressure at school 7 21 .4 

Loneliness 6 28 .6 

Environmental pollution 7 21 .4 

Academic problems 6 28 .6 

Will I be as successful 5 35 .7 
as my parents? 

Parents don't spend enough time 7 21 .4 

Not enough to do 7 21 .4 

Parents too critical 7 21 .4 

Parents too strict 7 21 .4 

Parents' arguments 7 21 .4 

Too many activities 8 14 .3 

AIDS 8 14 .3 

Soviet Jewry 8 14 .3 
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Table 51. Significant differences and trends toward signi­
ficant difference between identified concerns of 
affiliated and unaffiliated Jewish youth. 

Affiliated Unaffiliated 
Concern Probability % % 

Looks/appearance .02 39.9 71.4 

Being Jewish in a .04 22.8 0.0 
mostly non-Jewish 
society 

Trends 

Anti-Semitism .06 20.1 0.0 

Family finances .08 17.9 0.0 

Boredom .14 31.5 50.0 

Soviet Jewry .15 32.6 14.3 

Will I be as success- .16 20.1 35.7 
ful as my parents? 
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difference was noted in concern about "looks and appearance" 

among unaffiliated (71.4% vs. 39.9%) and concern of the affi­

liated about "being Jewish in a mostly non-Jewish society." 

Trends of significant difference were noted in affiliated 

youths' concern about "anti-Semitism" (20.1% vs. 0) and 

"Soviety Jewry" (32.6% vs. 14.3%). "Family finances" were of 

greater concern for the affiliated, while "being as successful 

as parents" and "boredom" were of greater concern for the 

unaffiliated. Because of the small sample of unaffiliated 

youth (14) participating in the survey, it is noted on the 

rank order of ten top concerns that there were numerous ties 

among categories, making differentiation among concerns more 

complicated. 

Use of Resources by Youth 

Previous Use of Resources by Jewish Youth 

From a list of secular and Jewish community resources 

youth were asked to indicate to whom they HAVE turned in the 

past for help with a problem and also to add other resources 

not listed. 58.3% of elementary students indicated they have 

sought the help of secular school teachers, while 19.4% 

indicated they have turned to religious school teachers. 

18.9% added parents and 6.7% added friends. Among junior high 

school students 40.5% chose secular school teachers followed 

by 11.9% turning to Hebrew and religious school teachers. 

Nearly equal numbers added parents (19%) and friends (16%) to 



Table 52. Previous use of resources reported by Jewish youth of different educa­
tional levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Teacher 105 58. 3 34 40.5 48 40.7 

Principal 31 17.2 14 16.6 14 11.9 

School counselor 15 8.3 23 27.4 52 44.1 

Peer counselor 6 3.3 7 8.3 20 16.9 

Social worker/counselor 9 5.0 9 10.7 15 12.7 

Psychiatrist/psychologist 14 7.8 10 11.9 20 16.9 

Rabbi 9 5.0 6 5.1 9 7.6 

Religious school teacher 35 19.4 10 11.9 13 11.0 

Religious school principal 15 8.3 8 9.5 7 5.9 

Youth group advisor 4 2.2 4 4.8 18 15.3 

JFS 8 4.4 3 3.6 4 3.4 

Drug treatment 1 1.2 4 3.4 



Table 5 2--Continued 

Other (as added by students) 

Parents 

Brothers/sisters 

Other relatives 

Friends 

Coach 

Camp counselor 

Religious school aide 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

34 18.9 16 19.0 7 5.9 

3 1.7 

12 6.7 13 15.5 21 17.8 

3 2.5 

3 1.7 

2  1 . 1  

UI 

V£> 
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their list. Among high school students, fewer students turned 

to either secular teachers (40.7%), religious teachers (11%), 

or parents (5.9%), but rather school counselors (44.1%), peer 

counselors (16.9%), friends (17.8%) and youth group advisors 

(15.3%) were the resources of choice. 

Few students in each level turned to rabbis for help 

with problems (5%), while community mental health profes­

sionals, including social workers, counselors, psychologists, 

and psychiatrists were seen by approximately 13% of elemen­

tary, 23% of junior high, and 30% of high school youth. Only 

approximately 4% of the youth in each level of education 

sought the services of Jewish Family Services (Table 52). 

Anticipated Future Use of Resources 

From a listing of secular and Jewish resources, with 

the addition of "family," "other relatives" and "friends," 

youth were asked to choose those resources to whom they WOULD 

turn for help with a problem. Of the elementary youth, 85.6% 

indicated they would turn to parents, followed by 63.9% who 

would choose friends. Among junior high students, 75% chose 

parents, and an equal number of 75% also chose friends. Only 

61.9% of high school students would turn to parents, whereas 

87.3% would turn to friends. For both junior high (32.4%) and 

high school students (27.1%), school counselors would be a 

resource of choice, as would other secular mental health 

professionals (approximately 30% for both junior high and high 



Table 53. Anticipated use of resources reported by Jewish youth of different educa­
tional levels. 

Elementary Junior High High School 

N % N % N % 

Parents 154 85.6 63 75.0 73 61.9 

Brothers and sisters 64 35.6 32 38.1 51 43.2 

Other relatives 69 38.3 18 21.4 26 22.0 

Friend 115 63.9 63 75.0 103 87.3 

Teacher 84 46.7 19 22 .6 28 23 .7 

Principal 33 18.3 11 13.1 6 5.1 

School counselor 22 12.2 27 32.4 32 27.1 

Peer counselor 8 4.4 8 9;5 16 13.6 

Psychiatrist/psychologist 13 7.2 9 10.7 21 17.8 

Social worker/counselor 13 7.2 5 6.0 13 11.0 

Rabbi 14 7.8 6 7.1 7 5.9 

Religious school principal 17 9.4 2 2.4 6 5.1 

Religious school teacher 23 12.8 6 7.1 5 4.2 

Youth group advisor 5 2.8 2 2.4 15 12.7 

JFS 5 2.8 2 2.4 2 1.7 

Help On Call 10 5.6 6 7.1 16 13.6 

Other 18 1.0 10 11.9 8 6.8 
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school youth). From available Jewish resources, Rabbis were 

a chosen resource of elementary (8%), junior high (7%), and 

high school (6%) youth. Approximately 13% of elementary youth 

would turn to religious school teachers, while 13% of high 

school youth would choose youth group advisors. Jewish Family 

Services was a resource chosen by a total of 7% of all 

students (Table 53). 

Program Interests 

From a list of thirteen programs, the two most 

frequently chosen by all grade levels (Table 54) were "sports 

and recreation" (65.7%) and "parties and dances" (62.6%). For 

elementary (30% and 27.8%) and junior high youth (21% and 

36.9%), "getting along with family" and "how to have more 

friends" were the next topics of greatest interest, while for 

high school students "maintaining Jewish identity and involve­

ment" was the third ranking program of interest (39.8%). "How 

to feel good about yourself" was of relatively equal interest 

to all groups (25% for both elementary and junior high and 33% 

for high school). 

Elementary (27.2%) and high school (28.8%) students 

showed greater interest in "helping others/performing 

mitzvahs," than junior high youth (19%). "How to say no to 

peer pressure" interested 24% of elementary youth, and "sexual 

concerns" were of interest to 24.4% of junior high students 

and 26.3% of high school students. Junior high students 



Table 54. Program interest identified by Jewish youth of different educational 
levels.* 

Elementary Junior High High School 

Program Interest (Rank) N % (Rank) N % (Rank) % 

Feel good about self (6) 45 2. 5 (4-5) 21 25 .0 (4) 39 33. 1 

Sports and recreation (1) 122 67. 7 (1-2) 59 64 .3 (2) 70 59. 3 

Jewish ident. and involvement (8) 33 18. 3 (9) 15 17 .9 (3) 47 39. 8 

Coping with separation/divorce (13) 9 8. 3 (10-11) 8 9 .5 (13) 5 4. 2 

Saying no to peer pressure (7) 44 24. 4 (6-7-8) 16 19 .9 (11) 14 11. 9 

Getting along with family (3) 54 30. 0 (4-5) 21 21 .0 (6) 32 27. 1 

Parties/dances (2) 97 53. 9 (1-2) 59 70 .2 (1) 83 70. 3 

Disappointment and failure (10) 18 10. 0 (6-7-8) 16 19 .0 (8-9) 30 25. 4 

Parent's alcohol use (14) 4 2. 2 (14) 1 1 .2 (14) 2 1. 7 

Have more friends (4) 50 27. 8 (3) 31 36 .9 (8-9) 30 25. 4 

Alcohol and drug information (9) 22 12. 2 (12) 6 7 .1 (10) 19 16. 1 

Mitzvahs/Helping others (5) 49 27. 2 (6-7-8) 16 19 .0 (5) 34 28. 8 

Sexual concerns (11) 15 8. 3 (10-11) 8 9 .5 (7) 31 26. 3 

Other (12) 14 7. 8 (13) 5 6 .0 (12) 7 5. 9 

* Rank order is indicated inside parentheses. 
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(7.1%) were less interested in alcohol and other drug informa­

tion programs than elementary (12.2%) and high school students 

( 1 6 . 1 % ) .  

Survey of Resources Working with Jewish Youth 

Positions and Qualifications 

Table 55 presents the distribution of 59 surveyed 

Jewish community resources who work with Jewish youth who 

participated in the youth survey portion of this study. 

Resources from participating synagogues, Jewish educational 

institutions, and Jewish community agencies and organizations 

who completed the eight-question survey form (Appendix J) 

included: Hebrew and religious school: directors of 

education, (2) administrative assistant (1), teachers (14), 

teachers' aides (5); THA: principal and vice principals (2), 

teachers (10); THSJS: director of education (1), teachers 

(12); youth group advisors (6); Rabbis (4); JSF director of 

counseling (1); JCC camp director/health/p.e. assistant (1). 

As summarized in Table 56, teachers and administrators 

in after-school and Sunday morning religious and Hebrew School 

classes, evening Jewish education classes for high school 

students and the Jewish day school are well educated and 

experienced in working with youth, with the majority having 

completed some graduate work beyond the bachelor's degree 

level and multiple years' experience in youth work. Of the 

entire resource group only four teachers have not completed 
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Table 55. Resources mean number of years in current position 
and mean number of years working with youth. 

Resources Working with 
Jewish Youth 

N M 
Years in 
Current 
Position 

M 
Years 
Working 

with Youth 

Hebrew and Religious Schools 

Director of Education 2 

Administrative Assistant 1 

Teachers 14 

Teacher's Aides 5 

Tucson Hebrew Academy 

Principal/Vice Principal 2 

Teachers 10 

Tucson High School for Jewish Students 

Directors of Education 1 

Teachers 

Youth Group Advisors 

Rabbis 

JFS Director of Counseling 

JCC Camp Director and 
Health/P.E. Assistant 

1 2  

6 

4 

1 

1 

5.3 

2.5 

5.1 

1 . 8  

1.7 

2.9 

1 1  

3.7 

4.8 

12.3 

7 

3 

22.5 

7.0 

1 2 . 1  

4.3 

27.5 

11.9 

2 6 . 0  

1 0 . 8  

4.4 

19.0 

27.0 

1 0 . 0  



Table 56. Educational background of Jewish resources. 

Some Some 
High Some Gradu-
School College Bachelors ate Masters Doctorate DNA 
(8.5%) (6.8%) (27.1%) (13.6%) (30.5%) (10.2%) (3.4%) 

Religious and Hebrew Schools 

Directors of 2 50% 50% 
Education 

Administrative 1 (1) 
Assistant 100% 

Teachers 14 (3) (5) (1) (5) 
21.4% 35.7% 7.1% 35.7% 

Teacher's Aide 5 (5) 
100% 

THA: 

Principal and 2 (1) (1) 
Assistant 50% 50% 
Principal 

Teachers 10 (2) (1) (6) (1) 
20% 10% 60% 10% 



Table 5 6—Continued 

Some Some 
High Some Gradu-
School College Bachelors ate Masters Doctorate DNA 
(8.5%) (6.8%) (27.1%) (13.6%) (30.5%) (10.2%) (3.4%) 

THJS 

Director of 1 (1) 
Education 100% 

Teacher 12 (1) (3) (4) (2) 
8.3 25% 33% 16.7% 

Youth Group 6 (4) (1) (1) 
Advisors 66.7% 16.7% 16.7% 

Rabbis 

( 1 )  

8.3% 

(4) 
100% 

( 1 )  

8.3% 

JCC ( 1 )  

( 1 0 0 % )  

JFS ( 1 )  

100% 

I-1 
<n 
•*4 
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bachelor's degrees and teacher's aides are all current high 

school students. 

Use of Resources by Youth 

In the reports by Jewish resources who estimated the 

total number of Jewish youth who have personally contacted 

them for help with a problem (591) (Table 57), teachers (282) 

and youth group advisors (136) reported the greatest number 

of contacts. It should be noted that in the individual 

analysis, it was found that nearly 52% of the elementary and 

junior high youth reported to be contacting teachers were in 

a full-time Jewish day school program, whereas, the remaining 

reported elementary and junior high students (27%) and high 

school students (20%) were in religious education programs 

less than 10 hours a week. Following teachers and youth group 

advisors in reported contacts by youth, were directors of 

education (78) and teachers' aides (52). Rabbis reported 

fewer contacts by youth (21). 

Use of Resources by Parents 

Of the 446 parent-initiated contacts reported by 

resources who work with youth (Table 57), teachers once again 

reported the greatest number of contacts (234), and of those 

teacher contacts, again nearly 50% were from families whose 

children were in the full-time Jewish day school program. As 

might be expected fewer parents were reported consulting youth 
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Table 57. Resources report of last 12 months of Jewish youth 
seeking help with a personal problem and Jewish 
parents seeking help for a problem concerning the 
children. 

Jewish Youth 
Seeking Help 

Jewish Parents 
Seeking Help for 
Problem Con­

cerning Children 

Resource/Contact N % N % 

Directors of educa­
tion/principal 

78 13.2 60 13 .5 

Administrative 
assistant 

20 3.4 10 2.2 

Teachers 282 47 .7 234 52 .5 

Teachers' aides 52 8.8 19 4.3 

Rabbis 21 3.6 50 11 .2 

Youth group advisors 136 23.0 20 4.5 

Agency administrators 2* 

591 

. 3 53** 

446 

11.9 

* Agency policy of Jewish Family Services (JFS) necessitates 
parental involvement and consent for treatment. 

** In 198 7 approximately 50 parents contacted JFS concerning 
their children and actually 39 Jewish youth in grades 4-12 
were seen at JFS (16 teenagers and 2 3 youth ages 9-12). 
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group advisors (20) and teachers' aides (19), whereas, parents 

were reported turning more often to rabbis (50). In 1987, 

approximately 50 Jewish parents with children in grades 4-12 

contacted JFS concerning their children, and approximately 39 

of the children actually were counseled at JFS (Orman, 1989). 

Resources' Perception of Youth Concerns 

Resources were asked to identify from a list of 

eighteen concerns, those which they believed to be most 

evident among the young people with whom they work and then 

rank-order those chosen according to perceived prevalence. 

In calculating the results, they were first tabulated 

collectively establishing a rank-ordered list of concerns as 

perceived by all resources. "Getting along with friends," 

"parental pressure," "loneliness," "parents separation or 

divorce," "negative peer pressure" and "negative feelings 

about self" were the issues thought to be of greatest concern. 

When calculated for the 34 resources who work with elementary 

and junior high youth, and including the Rabbis and agency 

resources who work with all ages, as might be expected due to 

the fact that these resources are in the majority, the top 

concerns are nearly the same as the list of all resources, 

with the exception of "parents' separation and divorce" which 

was perceived as less prevalent. 

From the responses of the 19 resources who work with 

high school students and the six who work with both age 



Table 58. Jewish resources' perception of ccnoems of Jewish youth. 

All Resources Resources Working with 
Elementary and Junior 

High Youth 

Resources Working with High 
School Youth 

1 Get along with friends 

2 Parental pressure 

3 Loneliness 

3 Parents' divorce 

3 Negative peer pressure 

3 Negative feelings about 
self 

1/5 Academic pressure 

4/5 Financial ccnoems 

6 Own alcchol/drug use 

6 Getting along with parents 

7 Getting along with siblings 

8 Sexuality/pregnancy 

5/8/9/12 Parent's alcohol and 
drug use 

1 

3 

3 

3 

4 

5 

Get alcng with friaids 

Loneliness 

Negative peer pressure 

Negative feelings about 
self 

Parental pressures 

Acadanic pressure 

1 Academic pressure 

2 Parental pressure 

3 Parent's divorce 

4 Own alcchol/drug use 

2/4/6 Negative peer pressure 

5 Financial concerns 

4/7 Get alcng with par aits 

4/8 Parents' divorce 

2/6/9 Own alcohol use 

7 Financial concerns 7 

7 Getting alcng with siblings 8 

1/4/6/7/11 Sexual abuse 8 

9 1/2/4/5/7/9/16 Sexuality/ 
pregnancy 

6 Get along with parents 

3/7/9 Negative feelings about self 

7 Loneliness 

7 Getting along with friends 

Getting along with siblings 

Sexuality and pregnancy 

Parental alcohol and drug use 



Table 58—Cjontinued 

All Resources Resources Working with 
Elementary and Junior 

High Youth 

Resources Wbrking with High 
School Youth 

10 Physical abuse 8/11 Suicide 10 Physical abuse 

11 Sexual abuse 3/5/10/11/12 Physical abuse 10/11 Suicide 

11 Suicide 12 Parent's alcchol/drug use 11 Sexual abuse 

11 Eating disorders 6/18 HoitDsexual ity 11/11 Eating disorders 

18 Hanosexuality 11/12/17 Eating disorders 14/18 Hanosexuality 
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groups, it was determined that "academic pressure," "parental 

pressure," "parents' separation or divorce," "youth's alcohol 

and other drug use," "negative peer pressure," and "financial 

concerns" were perceived as high school youths' most pressing 

concerns. 

As seen in Table 58 resources working with all age 

groups were consistent in identifying "physical and sexual 

abuse," "suicide," "parents' alcohol and other drug abuse," 

"eating disorders" and "issues of sexuality" as areas of least 

concern to youth. 

Summary 

This chapter presented the results obtained through 

a survey of 382 Tucson Jewish youth in the areas of personal 

and family demographics, Jewish identity issues of affiliation 

with Jewish institutions and organizations, reported relative 

importance of Judaism, Jewish peer associations, participation 

in Jewish observances and experiences, extra-curricular 

activities, use of community resources, personal concerns, 

and program interests. Also presented were the results of the 

survey of 59 Tucson Jewish community resources concerning the 

contacts initiated with them by Jewish youth concerning their 

problems and Jewish parents who had concerns about their 

children. Also included were resources' perception of Jewish 

youth concerns. A full summary of the results of both studies 

is presented in Chapter 5. 
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CHAPTER 5 

SUMMARY, DISCUSSION, AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Summary 

This study investigated the personal concerns and 

needs of 382 Tucson Jewish youth in grades 4-12 and also the 

demographic characteristics of these youth and the families 

in which they live. Jewish identity, family and peer 

relationships, extra-curricular activities, use of community 

resources, and program interests were also examined. 

As a result of unsuccessful attempts to obtain a 

sizeable sample of unaffiliated Jewish youth, the actual 

population surveyed was over 96 percent affiliated with a 

Jewish religious institution, Jewish education program, or 

Jewish organization. Over 9 2 percent of the students were 

surveyed on site during Jewish education classes or youth 

group meetings during November and December 1988; whereas the 

remaining nearly 8 percent were surveyed by mail during that 

same time period. 

The survey population included nearly equal distri­

butions, of males (47.1 percent) and females (51.8 percent) 

and all grade levels from 4-12 were well-represented, with the 

exception of a smaller number of students in grade 12. 
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It was confirmed that the east, northeast, north and 

central were the four geographical areas of concentration of 

families of the youth in this survey (65 percent), while the 

remaining numbers were distributed throughout all areas of 

the city. 

Small families predominate, with over 6 0 percent 

having two children or only children. The families are 

relatively new to Tucson, with over 4 3 percent living in 

Tucson ten years or less and nearly 70 percent living in 

Tucson less than 15 years. The lack of extended family or 

other relatives is evidenced by the finding that 3 9 percent 

had no other relatives in Tucson and 36 percent had five or 

fewer. 

Following the trend of increasing separation and 

divorce rates among the U.S. general population, the number 

of single-parent (14.6 percent) and stepfamily (10.7) living 

arrangements confirm that the Tucson Jewish family is also 

being splintered. Of 56 single-parent families, 55 were 

headed by women. Of the surveyed youth, 74.6 percent were 

living with both their natural parents. 

Among the parents, 62.3 percent were in marriages 

where both spouses were born Jewish and in 17.3 percent, one 

spouse converted to Judaism. The rate of interfaith marriage 

was 17 percent. The rate of conversion for mothers (13.9%) 

was significantly greater than that of fathers (5.8%). It was 
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also found that among unaffiliated youth, the rate of parent's 

interfaith marriage was 64 percent (9 of 14). 

Consistent with the findings of demographer Kosin 

(1988) stating that Jews are among the best educated group of 

Americans today, it was found that over 7 4 percent of mothers 

and over 7 8 percent of fathers of the survey sample of Jewish 

youth had college degrees. 

Following the trend of increasing numbers of women 

entering the workforce, 72.8 percent of the mothers were 

employed with 45.4 percent working full-time and 2 7 percent 

part-time. Single-parent mothers were more likely to be 

employed full time (64.3%) and the number of mothers working 

full-time increased significantly from elementary (33.3%) to 

junior high students (52.4%). Dual-career families, with both 

parents employed full-time were 39.3% (150). 

In the area of Jewish identification, of the 348 

Jewish youth in this study who were affiliated with a 

religious institution, 46.1 percent were Conservative, 37.1 

percent were Reform, and 8.5 percent were Orthodox. Over 8 

percent were not affiliated with a religious institution, 

however, of that group nearly 5 percent belonged to a Jewish 

youth group or were attending a Jewish education program. As 

would be expected as a result of the origin of the sample, 

this population of Jewish youth is well-represented in Jewish 

education programs and Jewish youth group activities. 
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As expected, the rating of the importance of Judaism 

among the unaffiliated and those from interfaith marriages 

was lower than among youth from affiliated and intrafaith 

families. Ratings of importance of Judaism also decreased 

with advance in educational level from elementary to high 

school. However, during junior high, the time of bar and bat 

mitzvah, moderate importance was indicated by increased 

numbers of that age group. 

From the descriptions of closest friends, it was 

evident that educational level had an opposite effect, with 

the number of youth having "most" or "some" of their friends 

Jewish being older students. It is evident that affiliation 

affects youths' number of close friends who are Jewish, with 

the unaffiliated reporting significantly fewer close Jewish 

friends. On the other hand, the number of interfaith youth 

reporting close Jewish friends was only slightly lower than 

those from intrafaith families. 

With the exception of Chanukah and Passover, observ­

ance of Jewish holidays was relatively low (most under 55%). 

Observance showed the trend of decreasing with increasing age, 

with the exception of High Holy Day Service attendance which 

showed steady increase and Chanukah and Passover observances 

which rose slightly in junior high, decreasing again in high 

school. For interfaith, single-parent, stepfamilies, and the 

unaffiliated, observance was lower in all holidays except 


