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INTRODUCTION 

The Mandel Foundation is committed to revitalizing Jewish life in North America . 
. ,--·· . -.. 

through Jewish education. The Mandel Foundation Indicato~ject is charged with 
~·' s~i'- . . ~ 

monitoring the tJHality of Jewish education,~uid it4i ottteomM':" 

. .Jfq_\ . 1'°~"'1..,~e... . ~c.v S1'f'°"'IJ ,.· s -r<.-...._ 
_ An unportant' tcome of Jewish education ~Jewish identity. This repeft r~ee*5 8ft ) 

"Stw •s~ ;~{.. t/'f ~~ ·~'-i.:~~&Ma"'>. t-t'~_s_+~ ._sf.rev,.)+~ ry ,'~h~ C.Vl~}LJ' 

Ovlf --t-:~ -, T.> t~ Q. · 

empHic_al link between changes...in.Jewish identi~ and the·rate of jntermarriage? A.-i.ivJef ·~ +-£-i ~ ~ q v,e~-\-.wi ~ is ~ s~~"' \for-~..,, ~ .d~,.,....J.''-t.j ~ -c""' "'J"-ec,.o.. ·( "'- \ :k, V)~ a v,d ,'-"' 
~ This report tlbmles.data from die Geea&:al ~osial SttP,e, ~G~ &-Qeaxly a'?oual k'~ f.,'f,..,/'t', 

v~~ . 
~ "A.Tl~~ !-''1-\ \.\~ ~'4>.~ . .- .. . . . . . . 

&~R?tfiw : ~onduct#y &111 )Jahonal otmnon Rcscmch Cent«. The General Seeia?-
1\ Q..\11to~lre,J0v,,, ··dwt ~ .. ~ tq1 i. · . · . ~ 

/ urvey is described in more detail ~t ilie' end of this report. \c;:, t'-1 """". ,,6 ,- J-R L-V - ~ '-" :~ {} 

This..rep.ort is orgtmi!etl as t:Qllows Erst, we will consider bow le'iJ,iish ideetit¥ h~ 
- . 

c!Hmged o v CI time. This Wtti be followed by an analysis of the rte~rermanjttge er;M tif!S, 

\ 
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HAS THE STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY CHANGED 
OVERTIME? 

~ +~ ... 
• Yes! Figure I shows a~clear downward trend in "strong" Jewish identity over tfte bit th 

-Gehe~gest-drop can be see:e,.e~ ~ ~~- ~~:-94-~iml~~~oi_,!'t-e:ee--t:ae-W~~ 
Jaier ei:FtB 1o0~ 4'4- o4J~*~~ ~ ""1o .s.r ·l., k -~ fa_ .c q ( I 
.i.-1ry., .. _<;,(?I -..P <. ' "',:, 4-(c,,v, . -...tl -JI.,(.. , lA ~~,-...,- - --- A(f'<,-+- r-r -.....1> , I~ , . _ ... _ ' 
vv1~5-;- \ - ~ ~ ~ ~c::t ll ,~K C.,.,~5 ' ' 11(..)~ ,,;1...,y ~ i ,"""J Je '-"-~., 

__ !:"" ~This tr-en~ ~ ~_ideett~ !S the__!ame ~;g rcsponEleB~ whe elaim-to have ~~~ ~ sed-
ardl · nlij' are-Jews. 

/

0.2~Th~ee-siapmp~arine~nrt-t ~st:fliabbiithlitityr.annm10:n11Illgr-tcb:h:orns~e7'reeipo5or'rttnttmgr1":r'n~o1t-t "'r<Yeet~~·..,s;s.e:e::Q;eRR-!g.-!"~J~e-ww~ismhriirt.dc~ntt-riitot,_,..· ~is~l:ikH4. ;@elky'-.fElmette 
to ehanges in ~ea tMn.=oe&iages of lhose r cpot ting "sontc what stfoeg"· Jewtsh itieftl!ty. 
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HA VE INTERMARRIAGE RA TES CHANGED OVER TIME? 

• Yes ! Consistent with other surveys of Jewish populations, Figure 2 shows a dramatic. 
increase in intermarriage rate~ G\ler the birth eohofts-: ,.i,/ · .J.. "'- )1'1'"" .ll t,v" r--e 'l .~c-v'-'-~~ · "· 
\ ' µ. '-"Y -+o ' ~~......,0.-~ ,, 

/ ,/ # -\\.t~ tt:Jl'l~ / QM. q -...1) --f° "1o i.,~ b,;('.,, "' 
• The increase in intermarriage rate is greate$t b~tween:1M=="l925-1949 birth cohort snd the-

1950 or later~ ,AM~) ~o)L6~rA :P,,,:--w-- l'{c.~- tCi,,C-1 t?Y2.C1c:,,""1 ' · .·, ' · · · '\ } '\-"· · ·· "· A -. , 1.. r " r · . A ~~ ..... -- r- / f ;v\.:.c.,·,_.\· _, _; · . _) r? vv ~ - ' . . . '-'OV') -r-v ::.r~ , . ~ 1 ·" :-, _,Lr-~...-.. . • . ~-- . 
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... Among respondent'S who claimed to be 1aised as Jews, tlie trend among those tmL.ried to Jew~ 
-is...9 1%, S.5%, a.nd 52%, &etpeeth·ely. · 

• The 8%--difference amoRg-those..bom-ia--1-9-59-or later-may reflect mtermamage rates among 
-those-w~ 85 Jews, Me no longe1 Jews. 'Fhis--suggests.Migher intermamage. 
me ameag--those.wbo are no looger.1ews. • 

• 
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~S THERE A RELATION~ETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY 
AND INTERMARRAGE? 

• 

• 
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The most noticeable relationsh:;J betwe~ Jewi~h iden~ty and intermarriage can be seen for 
those born after 1950 compared to the -efu:lier b'irtb c0eot=i&. Intermarriage rates are much 
larger for this group compared to the others. ·Howe,erXe greatest increase in intermarriage 
occurs among those born in 1950 or later and reporting "nQt very strong" Jewish identity. 
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DOES STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY PREDICT THE 
LIKELffiOOD OF INTERMARRIAGE? 

_,.,,, 
• Yes! The ,tlttlts ineicate lbal ihose with "strong" Jewish identity are approximately 3.5 

times more likely to ha,.·c ::i Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish 
identity. This effect is statistically significant. .. 

• Those with a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity are approximately 2 times more likely to 
have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish identity. However, 
this effect does not achieve statistical significance. - - - --- • . -

1 - C\ ~ ._d .: .. do q ( r ~ _ .... J-
• '.fhe f.mdings als:a indicate ,aa, ,be additi9a-ey\)'ear-of-b~~oes not dramatically change the 
_ ~ _ betwe~ Jewish identity and intennarriag~ 

-- ~ 
~-In othe, wo,m, beiEHftg coosraor year gf binb; Jewish identity Pe~M a strong predictor of 

intennarriage~ r t.5CA..t1h ss r./-f y _ew.-o-F- -b, rtl.,... , 
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JEWISH IDENTITY 
• ~ ~ l 

• The findings of this study show that "strong" J_ewish identity is lower among those born ~ 
l 950f an among those of-previous eirth cohort~ 60 r "' '"' ~ w,... l e,t\ • 

INTERMARRIAGE: 

• There has been a dramatic increase in intermarriage rate particularly among those born in 
1950 or Iaterj +hc 1ate is somewbac bighcr amengtttose who we1e raised as Jews, rcflecring­

~~of higher intcum.artage rates affl.Utrg'tlmse who-ne--leageli-ide'1~ 
~)rMi /\5 \Av t..t. - "'o ~~ t_.,/N_.,,..-/il,.., ~fws (,-x. l ..... ..; ,.., , C""'1~t-,).I 60 ,-:..::.."' -'' ,-v""'- , 

,"\'1.,_-,y , · .) _. -:- (' .,,.. _>. j .-.1.,..... j ~\\ i-'-1 0~ - \.I" wc.:--r:. :-C\ • .... ~ Cl :':, -Y, .> _,,._-... r "1 , , . 

C 0 .Av~i c, C ;\ ._-f ""]'".,..)C-4 , c;.....,"\ OA ' -r" ~~ r;,,.e, ~ ,.M .,.l.,\A ."'(.j +~ -~ ~ .~ , 
RELATION~ BETWEEN JEw1SH IDENTITY AND INTERMARRIAGE 

- ,- '"-G.Ag_ ~ ~ 
• The fiR,foigi; of tbi!i i;tudy de~ons~raia a strong statistical association between the strength of 

Jewish identity and intermarriage. 

• Those with strong Jewish identity are much more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared 
to those without a very strong Jewish identity. 

• The relationship betweeH Jewish identity and intermarriage does not depend on the year of 
birth. 4ilis implies O~et ~gardless of the year-of-birth, Jewish identity remains an important 
predictor of intermarriage. 

- -- ... _ 

• Causal linkages between Jewish identity and intermarriage cannot be established, and the 
question of how Jewish identity is formed could not be addressed using data from the 

\ General Social Survey. 

I 
' • Information regarding the Jewish educational experiences of Jewish respondents was not 

,available in the GSS and may be the most important omitted factor relating Jewish identity 
and intermarriage. 

• Future research should establish reliable indicators of Jewish educational experiences and 
examine linkages between educational experiences, formation of Jewish identity, and 
intermarriage. 

'1----------------------·----- - - - - ------,.- ............ - .... . 
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THE DATA, SAMPLE, AND MEIBODOOLGY 

The General Social Survey 

• The General Social Survey (GSS) is an almost annual household survey conducted by the 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC). The first survey was conducted in 1972 and 
since then more than 35,000 respondents have responded to over 2500 different questions. 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

The goal of the GSS is to provide high quality social indicator data to the social science 
research community. 

~2v ~ '\ q ~ '::, ,:;J"-( - '"C Gs '=' ~ 
The GSS~an be c araeterized-in te11115 of its broad coverage of topics, its use of survey 
instrument replication, its cross-national perspective, and.its attention to data quality. 

The GSS covers a remarkably broad range of topics. Of particular interest to this study are 
topics related to religious identity and intermarriage. 

For the purposes of assessing the stability or change in social indicators, the design of the 
GSS stresses replication of items and item sequences. Of relevance to this study, the 
identical replication of items and item sequences means that subgroups within each survey 
year can be accumulated across survey years into a total sample. For example, although 
there were appro-x-imately 54 Jewish respondents to the 1972 survey, the total numoer 01 

Jewish respondents across 1972-1996 was ~re,ctffifttei~ 757. 
~ 

Finally, the GSS represents the highest quality in survey sampling design, sampling, 
interviewing, processing, and documentation. Leading social-scientists design the survey 
items, the items are pre-tested, and full-probability sampling is used. In addition a high 
response rate is obtained. nnci the data go thorough rigorous validation and verification. 

GSS survey documentation is available on their website. Simple descriptive statistics can be 
obtained online, or data can be downloaded for input into other statistical software packages. 

o 1hL GSS 
~\/( (c-"~ '7 I 

' r ( ,-:i 
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Demographic Characteristics of Jewish Respondents to the GSS 

• In this section, we describe the general demographic characteristics of the Jewish 
respondents to the GSS. Jewish respondents to the GSS were those who responded that they 
were "Jewish" to the question, "What is your current religious preference?" Respondents to 
this question represent approximately 85% of all those who claimed to be raised as Jews. 

t"° 

• We examine the demographic characteristics of age, sex, educational level, and marital 
status. 

• Demographic characteristics were based on the total Jewish respondent sample size of 757. 

AGE 

• Across all years of the survey, the average age of the Jewish respondents was approximately 
48 years of age with a standard deviation of 18 years. The youngest age group was 18 while 
the oldest was 89. 

• Of particular interest in this study is the analysis of Jewish identity and intermarriage rates by 
birth cohorts( T~esents the breakdown of three birth cohorts by survey year. The 
birth cohorts ~m before 1925, (b ) born between 1925 and 1949, and (c) born 1950 or 

J,ater: 

GENDER 

• Across all survey years, gender breakdown was 56.1 % females and 43.9 % males. 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

• The average educational level of the Jewish respondents across all survey years was 14.5 
years of education with a standard deviation of 3.3 years. The range shows a minimum of 
zero and a maximum of twenty years of education. 

MARITAL STATUS 

• Across the survey years, 61 .8% of the respondents reported being married, 6.5% of the 
respondents reported being divorced, 11.5% reported being widowed, 1.6% reported being 
separated, and 18.6% respondents reported having never married. 

9 



Methodology 

Analysis of Jewish Identity 

• The ·trength of religious identity was as essed by responses to the question "Would you call 
yourself a trong Jew, not very trong Jew or somewhat strong Jew?" Figure 1 show trend 
in Jewish identity across birth cohorts. ,... 

• Trends in Jewi h identity were based on Ii twise deleted I sample size of 616. 

Analysis of Intermarriage Rate 

• Trend in intermarriage were based on the sub-sample of the Jewish respondents h0 vere 
either married, divorced, separated, or widowed. 

• Intermarriage was as es ed by respondent answers to the question "What is your pou e' 
religious preference?" Responses were categorized as "Jewish" or "Non-Jewish". 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on a listwise deleted sample size of 360. 

Relationship between Jewish Identity and Intermarriage 

• The statistical relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was established using 
logistic regression analysis . 

• Logistic regression yields, among other things, the odds of an event occurring. In the case of 
this analysis, the ·event" was whether the spouse was Jewish, with Jewish spou e cooed · 1 
and non-Jewish spouse coded 'O '. 

• Jewish identity was recoded to be able to compare those with 'strong identity against those 
with not very trong identity ' and to compare those with 'somewhat strong' identity again t 
those with 'not very strong identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was based on a listwise deleted 
sample size of 324. 

1 Listwise deletion is a method of handling missing data wherein any respondent with any missing data on the 
questions of interest are deleted from the sample for the purpose of the specific analysis. 

10 



MANDEL FOUNDATION INDICATORS REPORT 

JEWISH IDENTITY AND 11~:::ATIONJro' 

INTERMARRIAGE 

Prepared by 

David Kaplan 

School of Education 

University of Delaware 

Under contract to the Mandel Foundation 

1 



INTRODUCTION 

The Mandel Foundation is committed to revitalizing Jewish life in North America 

through Jewish education. The Mandel Foundation Indicators Project is charged with 

monitoring the quality of Jewish education and its outcomes. 

An important outcome of Jewish education is Jewish identity. This report represev,ts an 

~QAM ~ \ " 
effort to document changes in Jewish identity. In addition, this report.a~empts ~e preoide au 

rt l~ ~""' 
empi.rie&l link between changes in Jewish identity and the rate of intermarriage. 

This report utilizes data from the General Social Survey (GSS), a nearly annual 

household survey conducted by the National Opinion Research Center. The General Social 

Survey is described in more detail at the end of this report. ) 

This report is organized as follows. First, we will £nsider how Jewish identity has 

changed over time. This will be followed by an analysis of the rate of intermarriage over time. 
t,v-l.~~--.~ 

Finally, &ft empirieai-association between Jewish identity and the rate of intermarriage will be 

~'>f~~i'> 
ft)''°"" + 

- ,I 

~ l•,. i I '---



HAS THE STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY CHANGED 
OVERTIME? 

• Yes! Figure 1 shows a ~ear downward trend in "strong" Jewish identity over 1 ;;;:-- 1 

~- The biggest drop can be seen between th~ 1925-1949 ~ c&befl"'fflttHhe-4-9.§~r 
t~•~- 1-. : ... 1-. ~~1-.~... . • V r r ' .,/ ,J .. I e / A 
~

0 -=---e- t" ' ~ O' L ""- [ 't~<.J d't / ~ 

r Tfus'trend in Jewish identity is the .... same among respondents who claim to have been.raised 
L,,, as Jews, rega,rdJess if they currently are Jews . .._,,, 

~ The apparent stab.ility-.among those;fep°orting "not very strong" Jewish..-identity is ijk--ety-.due 
to changeS'in the"percentages..of those reporting "somewhat stron~ ewish identity. -:-

' T~ o ,J.u/ '. , M "P ~ J.L,, ). ~ V>A ,::q ~ 1 ~s ~ ( 7 +i,..i., , :;:. \ 
3" '.pw 1f\..f. l~h , s lt$ 1"-rv-J --1-i-\L y''-"~ J,,f}:'1-J f- ,-P)/~~s, 
&Y'D w ~/, J S ~ ,J :J"- ).. rr " '!, , -'1 ti 7 W / S ;---/""'-C J 
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HA VE INTERMARRIAGE RATES CHANGED OVER TIME? 

• Yes! Consistent with other surveys of Jewish populations, Figure 2 shows a dramatic 
increase in intermarriage rates over the birth cohorts. 

• The increase in intermarriage rate is greatest between the 1925-1949 birth cohort and the 
1950 or later birth cohort. 
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f 
~ f .,I I'(' ~ \4 1\1\ 1 ~ 'i I"' vV'-..'" ~J_ft) S.°'-, ~ ~ <J.A'~ (._ "'/~d. 
J e ½ . ~ ""'t; " 1../a., ,, .,.;· _.. "• i..,,) ~ ) 'T'-t "-J f • ' ~.:\.t ""' ~It., 

• moo~~ . . ' be--treee-among-tl:ios~oo.. 
___. ·s 9 1 %, 85%, and 52%, respectively. ) t:... J YI. ....,L • ,u .. ~ ~ '-- c <llj_ C.. /'t"-'t, r 

C::.. J ~ '-A~ f ~ J J (' v ~ \.,\ ) f f.i 7 · ( I ~ .M-vi l -,,- -" _. -, 

• Tb~~ ffufert nc~ n; those born in 1950 o,,r later may reflect interm_arriage rate~ on 
( those'v..-ho, altho gh raised as J~s, are no !onger Jews. This suggests a bigher intermarnage 

., rate amoog'those wl!_o are no long~ Je~. _,../ 
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IS THERE A RELATIONSIDP BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY 
AND INTERMARRAGE? 

• Yes! Figures 3, 4, and 5 show a strong relationship between Jewish identity and 
intermarriage rate. 

• The most noticeable relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage can be seen for 
those born after 1950 compared to the earlier birth cohorts. Intermarriage rates are much 
larger for this group compared to the others. However, the greatest increase in intermarriage 
occurs among those born in 1950 or later and reporting "not very strong" Jewish identity. 
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DOES STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY PREDICT THE 
LIKELIHOOD OF INTERMARRIAGE? 

?..Q..-\ ~ j 
• Yes! 'J;he r@o1tltG ifi&i0at~1R@i~w.i.th "strong" Jewish identity are approximately 3.5 

times more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish 
identity. This effect is statistically significant. 

• Those with a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity are approximately 2 times more likely to 
have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish identity. However, 
this effect does not achieve statistical significance. 

• Tu@4indmg-s=mse-mdieateirthat-<the"ati'1titioTn:>f.re'ar-of-birth does not dramatically change the 
relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriag.::..::::, 

other words, holding constant year-of-birth, Jewish identity remains a strong predictor of 
intermarriage. 
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GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENATIONS 

JEWISH IDENTITY 

• The findings of this study show that "strong" Jewish identity is lower among those born after 
1950 than among those of previous birth cohorts. 

'A\. ,......,., . ) 

INTERMARRIAGE: A.-.11tW1.;> ""~Qa.«-- ~\_.o J ~ f~ _aA.L ~~/~t'-, -
. _')'t '"""";>~ J' Lt) . .,., I ~''0 J b <..) ,~ ~ ~~- """ 

dramatic mcrease m intermarriage rat~ particularly among those born in 
1950 or later. n-19te-r.1rte-ffl6ffl,ewh-at-trigheranT~ose-who-were""raiSe-chs-Je~ re9e9t!i:e,g 
tb~essibility-et. hig}:)er-rntelmamage-.rates...among, those-wlto•·ncrlon-geridentir, a-s Joi.vs. '"' \ 

-\ ~ J \A..-, , t J-.,. ~ J l .J ~ I:"" ~ ~ I Iii , .; ~ j 
--S ~ ~ ~ • (;-At ~).j (vii~'- r -") OVI) r-, 'Po cv..t.. tM ~, l"J 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY AND INTERMARRIAGE \-o J ~ '-'J 

• The findings of this study demonstrate a strong statistical association between the strength of 
Jewish identity and intermarriage. 

• Those with strong Jewish identity are much more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared 
to those without a very strong Jewish identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage does not depend on the ye.ar of 
birth. This implies that regardless of the year-of-birth, Jewish identity remains an important 
predictor of intermarriage. 

CA VEA TS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

• Causal linkages between Jewish identity and intermarriage cannot be established, and the 
question of how Jewish identity is formed could not be addressed using data from the 
General Social Survey. 

• Information regarding the Jewish educational experiences of Jewish respondents was not 
available in the GSS and may be the most important omitted factor relating Jewish identity 
and intermarriage. 

• Future research should establish reliable indicators of Jewish educational experiences and 
examine linkages between educational experiences, formation of Jewish identity, and 
intermarriage. 
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THE DATA, SAMPLE, AND METHODOOLGY 

The General Social Survey 

• The General Social Survey (GSS) is an almost annual household survey conducted by the 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC). The first survey was conducted in 1972 and 
since then more than 35,000 respondents have responded to over 2500 different questions. 

• The goal of the GSS is to provide high quality social indicator data to the social science 
research community. / 

c;\_~~w;-<1y,~ /'( ~ ~ $ 5, "U\ll 
• The ~88 ean be-ohar4':teiaze<l jg t~ its broad coverage of topics, its use of survey 

instrument replication, its cross-national perspective, and its attention to data quality. 

• The GSS covers a remarkably broad range of topics. Of particular interest to this study are 
topics related to religious identity and intermarriage. 

• For the purposes of assessing the stability or change in social indicators, the design of the 
GSS stresses replication of items and item sequences. Of relevance to this study, the 
identical replication of items and item sequences means that subgroups within each survey 
year can be accµ~cross survey years into a total sample. For example, although 
there wer~~~rnat~~ 4 Jewish responde ~--.72 survey, the total number of 
Jewish resp n across 1972-1996 was proximately 57. 

• Finally, the GSS represents the highest quality in survey sampling design, sampling, 
interviewing, processing, and documentation. Leading social-scientists design the survey 
items, the items are pre-tested, and full-probability sampling is used. In addition a high 
response rate is obtained, and the data go thorough rigorous validation and verification. 

• GSS survey documentation is available on their website. Simple descriptive statistics can be 
obtained online, or data can be downloaded for input into other statistical software packages. 
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Demographic Characteristics of Jewish Respondents to the GSS 

• In this section, we describe the general demographic characteristics of the Jewish 
respondents to the GSS. Jewish respondents to the GSS were those who responded that they 
were "Jewish" to the question, "What is your current religious preference?" Respondents to 
this question represent approximately 85% of all those who claimed to be raised as Jews. 

• We examine the demographic characteristics of age, sex, educational level, and marital 
status. 

• Demographic characteristics were based on the total Jewish respondent sample size of 757. 

AGE 

• Across all years of the survey, the average age of the Jewish respondents was approximately 
48 years of age with a standard deviation of 18 years. The youngest age group was 18 while 
the oldest was 89. 

• Of particular i t.er~Irt~ study is the analysis of Jewish identity and intermarriage rates by 
birth cohorts. Table presents the breakdown of three birth cohorts by survey year. The 
birth cohorts are (a) born before 1925, (b) born between 1925 and 1949, and (c) born 1950 or 
later. 

GENDER 7 
• Across all survey years, gender breakdown was 56.1 % females and 43.9 % males. 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

• The average educational level of the Jewish respondents across all survey years was 14.5 
years of education with a standard deviation of 3.3 years. The range shows a minimum of 
zero and a maximum of twenty years of education. 

MARITAL STATUS 

• Across the survey years, 6 1.8% of the respondents reported being married, 6.5% of the 
respondents reported being divorced, 11.5% reported being widowed, 1.6% reported being 
separated, and 18.6% respondents reported having never married. 
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Methodology 

Analysis of Jewish Identity 

• The trength of religiou identi ty was as es ed by response to the question ''Would you call 
yourself a strong Jew, not very strong Jew, or omewhat trong Jew?" Figure 1 shows trend 
in Jewish identity across birth cohorts. 

• Trends in Jewish identity were based on Ii twi e deleted I sample size of 616. 

Analysis of Intermarriage Rate 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on the ub- ample of the Jewish respondents who were 
either married, divorced, separated, or widowed. 

• Intermarriage was a es ed by respondent answers to the question "What is your spouse 's 
religious preference?' Responses were categorized as "Jewish' or "Non-Jewi h' . 

• Trend in intermarriage were based on a li twise deleted ample size of 360. 

Relationship between Jewish Identity and Intermarriage 

• The tatistical relation hip between Jewi h identity and intermarriage wa e tablished using 
logistic regression analysis. 

• Logi tic regression yields, among other thing the odd of an event occurring. In the ca e of 
this analysis, the "event was whether the pouse was Jewish with Jewish spou e coded ' 1 
and non-Jewish spou e coded 'O . 

• Jewi h identity wa recoded to be able to compare tho e with ' trong' identity against tho e 
with 'not very strong identity' and to compare tho e with ' omewhat trong' identity against 
tho e with not very trong' identity. 

• The relation hip between Jewi h identity and intermarriage wa based on a Ii twi e deleted 
sample ize of 324. 

1 Listwise deletion is a method of handl ing mi ing data wherein any re pondent with any mi ing data on the 
questions of intere tare deleted from the ample for the purpose of the pecific analy i . 
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INTRODUCTION 

~ 
The Mandel Foundation is committed to revitalizing Jewish life in North America 

through Jewish education. The Mandel Foundation Indicators Project is charged with 

monitoring the quality of Jewish edu,cati0n and its outcomes. u..... '-t--t.J . ..S 
~oo..l \--P _JLl.,\fu('e.. rrvw .S.--rv 1 

1 

An important ~ of Jewish education is)ewish identity. This ieport represents a 
w :::s~s.. '- ~ ~ \; J 1 A '0--Qj( ~ u-~ b.,..,..r ~ rb w h ~ ! +,.,. sn-~ +'­

effort ttn:Iocument changes in Je>Nisb identity. lR--additioR, this report attempts to provide an 
°'-:Se..>->--<,, 'y-. ' 6.9--r--h c., ""~ ~ ().1-Q.; ~~ ...,_ ( 

~ ~ ~ '<...empir~l link between changes in Jewish identity and the rate of intermarriage. 

This report utilizes data from the GeAeral Soeial Survey (GSS), a nearly annual 

t° (, c) ~ ~ 
household survey conducted by the National Opinion Research Center. The OenefB:I Social 

'\ ~ ~~~sdcibed iR more detail at the u,a 9f1bis report 

T · s report is organi;' as follows. First, we will cons·1der how Jewish identity has \'I 
J 

change ,over time. This w· be followed by an analysis of e rate of interma 1age over ti e . 

Fina y, an empirical ass iation between Jewish identit}: nd the rate of in nnarriage · I be \ 

The detail of the survey and the specifics f the sample are placed at the d of the / 

-~)- -fh . .1 
~\ t ~ 

b (~ h ..Q.,,,7'l -- ~ 
our h~7 I +or-~ ~---~ 

1·t I~ ~°"-J 2 

Ci\ ho.~ (If\ -0-t.- C ~~ 



• 

HAS THE STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY CHANGED 
OVERTIME? 

Yes! ~ a;!, a very clear downward trend in "strong" Jewish identity over the!at:" J_. 
cohorts-The biggest drop can be seen b~tween the 1925-1949 bif.tb..eehort and~ 1950 or . > f-.-1) 

later,btrt~. ~f>,""" ~rv 

": ~ in Jewish identity is the same among respondents who~~ ~ e been raise: U":'~; a-,1< 
as Jews, regardless if they currently are Jews. , r'(JO¥' 0 

• The/apparent stabjlity •"long those reporting "not very strong" Jewish identit~ kely du:)~ 
to changes m the percentages of those reporting "somewhat strong" Jewrstr1clent1ty. 
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HA VE INTERMARRIAGE RA TES CHANGED OVER TIME? 

~~µ 
• Yes! Consistent with other surveys of Jewish populati9Q~ Fig_u.1 e~s a dramatict b ;r JI.-. 

increase in intermarriage rates o:ver the bi1th cohorts. ~"i r"-. 'f e. aA.d-
<!> A cl O .S~u ~L ~ '.! ~- (jo7w ~jl,v~ \.. b~, /',,I YU,r,p~ . . ' 

• The increase in intermarriage rate (s greatest ~ ~ the-1925-1949 biJ::t.h-co1ffi and thg) fe._ b~ r-.... 
1950 o~later_--&ift:h--oohort. ~ ~~J..~ bor"~-----
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Figire I. Intermarriage r ate by birth cohort 

• Among respondents who claimed to be raised as Jews, the trend among th 
is 91 %, 85%, and 52%, respectively. 

• The 8% difference among those born in 1950 or later may reflect int marriage rates among 
those who, although raised as Jews, are no longer Jews. This sugg ts a higher intermarriage 
rate among those who are no longer Jews. 
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~ 
~ ., 
p.. 

IS THERE A RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY 
AND INTERMARRAGE? 

~ s. 
• Yes! -F-tgttres 3, 4, and 5 sho:w a strong rel tionship between Jewish identity an 'rcM. ~ 

intermarriage rate. U ~ {rt.\r- I, ., ~r('J .ieU lj S' · _;> 
• fo roJJ ¥vwv v$s-f ~! ,... . rv1 . > SJ"' 
• 
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The most noticeable relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage can be seen for 
those born after 1950 compared to the earlier birth cohorts. Intermarriage rates are much 
larger for this group compared to the others. ~. rpe"" greatest increase in intermarriage 
occurs among those born in 1950 or later and reporting "not very strong" Jewish identity, 5 J 1-
~ b r t\ '~) <l) (J \ f f' ct \ 'N--f ~ s -1)'V ") ~ JI--, J O 

\ ~~ \ ( 6.H I f'--~ ~ cJ • 
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Fig 3. lntcnnaniage rate by Jewish idcnl ity 
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Fig. 5 lnt=rriagcratcby Jewish identi ty 
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DOES STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY PREDICT THE 
LIKELIBOOD OF INTERMARRIAGE? 

• Yes! The ces11 lts inaieate tha~se with "s.trong" Jewish identity are approximately 3.5 
t imes more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish 
identity. --T-h,~ffect:is statisticaJly si~ant. 

• Those with a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity are approximately 2 times more likely to 
have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish identity. -Howe,,•er, 
tbjs effect does net aehieve statistical significance. - ,--

• T~-H'tdi:ng-s=a~sEFi11di-eate that the-additiea..ey.eat=.o:&6u:tli.dQes-not-dra.maficail¥ cba11ge the \ 
'"felat-t00shrp-oetwee1-F-Jewist:f=i:&rittty and i11tef'fflao'iage. j 

I --1 ' • ~ • I 
L • 

• _u:..=m!m; words, holfilng.consmiifle~ h, Jewish identity remains a strong predictor of: 
intermarriage. ~( --~ 
~ 
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GENERAL CONCLUSIONS 

JEWlSB IDENTITY 

• :i:he 6Adings of this study show thaf ~ ong'>JiJewish identity is lower among those born after 
1950 than among those of previous b-irtb-eoheFts.- tJ --e 0-,'V-> 

I 

INTERMARRIAGE: 

• There has been a dramatic increase in intermarriage rate particularly among those born in 
1950 or later. ;r:.he rate is ssomewhat higher among those who werenrised as Jews, 1efleeti:n 
~t~~~-m· ttij:@~igginMeW:F~IA~tieeffrmatt11HffFli:a;a~~~e.§SLJam~o~nig~t~h~os~e;-;wwhihoonnooTclo;in~g~e;:-r icidieernnttti~fy"i°a-::s~Jhe~w~s:.1 J~;i f--

- c._Qpr;.._ 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY AND INTERMARRIAGE 

• 

• 

• 

The findings ~ud~emonstratc a strong s~~s~fation between the strength of 
Jewish identity and intermarriage. 

Those with strong Jewish identity are much more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared 
to those without a very strong Jewish identity. 

The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage does not depend on the year of 
birth. This iffiplie& tbat regai:dless oftbe year of eiFth.rJewish identity remains an importan -----... 
predictor of intermarriage. 

~--- p~- ) 
1 ~ CAVEATS ~ -RECAM IH&NH TU~NS 

Causal linkages between Jewish identity and intermarriage cannot be established, and the 
question of how Jewish identity is formed could not be addressed using data from the 
General Social Survey. 

Information regarding the Jewish educational experiences of Jewish respondents was not 
available in the GSS and may be the most important omitted factor relating Jewish identity 
and intermarriage. 

Future research should establish reliable indicators of Jewish educational experiences and 
examine linkages between educational experiences, formation of Jewish identity, and 
intermarriage. 
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THE DATA, SAMPLE, AND METHODOOLGY 

The General Social Survey 

• The General Social Survey (GSS) is an almost annual household survey conducted by the 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC). The first survey was conducted in 1972 and 
since then more than 35,000 respondents have responded to over 2500 different questions. 

• The goal of the GSS is to provide high quality social indicator data to the social science 
research community. 

• The GSS can be characterized in terms of its broad coverage of topics, its use of survey 
instrument replication, its cross-national perspective, and its attention to data quality. 

• The GSS covers a remarkably broad range of topics. Of particular interest to this study are 
topics related to religious identity and intermarriage. 

• For the purposes of assessing the stability or change in social indicators, the design of the 
GSS stresses replication of items and item sequences. Of relevance to this study, the 
identical replication of items and item sequences means that subgroups within each survey 
year can be accumulated across survey years into a total sample. For example, although 
there were approximately 54 Jewish respondents to the 1972 survey, the total number of 
Jewish respondents across 1972-1996 was approximately 757. 

• Finally, the GSS represents the highest quality in survey sampling design, sampling, 
interviewing, processing, and documentation. Leading social-scientists design the survey 
items, the items are pre-tested, and full-probability sampling is used. In addition a high 
response rate is obtained, and the data go thorough rigorous validation and verification. 

• GSS survey documentation is available on their website. Simple descriptive statistics can be 
obtained online, or data can be downloaded for input into other statistical software packages. 
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Methodology 

Analysis of Jewish Identity 

• The strength ofreligious identity was assessed by responses to the question "Would you call 
yourself a strong Jew, not very strong Jew, or somewhat strong Jew?" Figure 1 shows trends 
in Jewish identity across birth cohorts. 

• Trends in Jewish identity were based on listwise deleted1 sample size of 616. 

Analysis of Intermarriage Rate 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on the sub-sample of the Jewish respondents who were 
either married, divorced, separated, or widowed. 

• Intermarriage was assessed by respondent answers to the question "What is your spouse' s 
religious. preference?" Responses were categorized as "Jewish" or ' 'Non-Jewish". 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on a listwise deleted sample size of 360. 

Relationship between Jewish Identity and Intermarriage 

• The statistical relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was established using 
logistic regression analysis. 

• Logistic regression yields, among other things, the odds of an event occurring. In the case of 
th.is analysis, the "event" was whether the spouse was Jewish, with Jewish spouse coded ' I ' 
and non-Jewish spouse coded 'O'. 

• Jewish identity was recoded to be able to compare those with ' strong' identity against those 
with ' not very strong identity' and to compare those with 'somewhat strong' identity against 
those with ' not very strong ' identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was based on a listwise deleted 
sample size of 324. 

1 Listwise deletion is a metl-10d of handling missing data wherein any respondent with any missing data on the 
questions of interest are deleted from the sample for the purpose of the specific analysis. 

10 



Demographic Characteristics of Jewish Respondents to the GSS 

• In this section, we describe the general demographic characteristics of the Jewish 
respondents to the GSS. Jewish respondents to the GSS were those who responded that they 
were ''Jewish" to the question, "What is your current religious preference?" Respondents to 
this question represent approximately 85% of all those who claimed to be raised as Jews. 

• We examine the demographic characteristics of age, sex, educational level, and marital 
status. 

• Demographic characteristics were based on the total Jewish respondent sample size of 757. 

AGE 

• Across all years of the survey, the average age of the Jewish respondents was approximately 
48 years of age with a standard deviation of 18 years. The youngest age group was 18 while 
the oldest was 89. 

• Of particular interest in this study is the analysis of Jewish identity and intermarriage rates by 
birth cohorts. Table 1 presents the breakdown of three birth cohorts by survey year. The 
birth cohorts are (a) born before 1925, (b) born between 1925 and 1949, and (c) born 1950 or 
later. 

GENDER 

• Across all survey years, gender breakdown was 56. 1% females and 43.9 % males. 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

• The average educational level of the Jewish respondents across all survey years was 14.5 
years of education with a standard deviation of3.3 years. The range shows a minimum of 
zero and a maximum of twenty years of education. 

MARITAL STATUS 

• Across the survey years, 61.8% of the respondents reported being married, 6.5% of the 
respondents reported being divorced, 11 .5% reported being widowed, 1.6% reported being 
separated, and 18.6% respondents reported having never married. 
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Executive Summary 

Purpose 

• The purpose of this report is to present data on trends in Jewish identity and to examine the 
relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage . The data utilized for this study were 
responses by Jewish participants to the General Social Survey. 

Jewish Identity 

• The results of this study demonstrate that "strong" Jewish identity has declined. 

• Approximately 33% of respondents born after 1950 report strong identity compared to 40% 
of the participants born before 1925 and 46% born between 1925 and 1949. 

Intermarriage 

• Of the respondents in the General Social Survey who were married, widowed, divorced, or 
separated, there was a dramatic increase in the percentage of respondents with non-Jewish 
spouses among those born in 1950 or later. Prior to this birth cohort, the intermarriage rate 
was somewhat stable. 

Relatio~ tween Jewish Identity and Intermarriage 

• The relationship between strength of identity and rate of intermarriage was examined by 
computing the odds of a respondent having a Jewish spouse given the strength of one's 
identity. 

• The findings show that individuals reporting strong Jewish identity were 3 ½ times more 
likely to have a Jewish spouse than those without a very strong Jewish identity. Individuals 
reporting a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity were approximately twice as likely as those 
without a strong identity to have a Jewish spouse. 

• The results are virtually unchanged when also accounting for year-of-birth 

General Conclusions 

• The results show that intermarriage rates are increasing and self-reported strong Jewish 
identity is decreasing. Changes in these trends are most noticeable among those born in 1950 
or later compared to earlier birth cohorts. 

• Although causal conclusions cannot be dlrawn, this report suggests a reliable empirical link 
between levels of Jewish identity and rates of intermarriage. 
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DATA SOURCE 

• The General Social Survey (GSS) i an almo t annual hou ehold urvey conducted by the 
National Opinion Re earch Center (NORC). The fi r t urvey was conducted in 1972 and 
since then more than 35 ,000 re pondent have re ponded to over 2500 different que tion . 

• The goal of the GSS i to provide high quality ocial indicator data to the ocial cience 
re earch community. 

• The GSS can be characterized in term of it broad coverage of topic it use of urvey 
instrument replication its cro -national perspective, and it attention to data quality. 

• The GSS cover a remarkably broad range of topic . Of particular intere t to thi tudy are 
topic related to religiou identity and intermarriage. 

• For the purpo e of a e ing the tability or change in ocial indicator , the de ign of the 
GSS tres e replication of item and item equence . Of relevance to thi tudy the 
identical replication of item and item equence mean that ubgroup within each urvey 
year can be accumulate cro urvey year into a total ample. For example, although 
there we ea roximatel ewi h re pondent to the 1972 the total number of 
Jewi h re pondent aero 1972-1996 was a roximately 

• Finally the GSS repre ent the highe t quality in urvey ampling de ign ampling, 
interviewing proce ing, and documentation. Leading ocial- cienti t de ign the urvey 
item the item are pre-te ted and full-probability ampling i u ed. In addition a high 
re pon e rate i obtained and the data go thorough rigorou validation and verification. 

• GSS urvey documentation i available on their web ite. Simple de criptive tati tic can be 
obtained onJine, or data can be downloaded for input into other tati tical oftware package . 
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DEMOGRAPIDC CHARACTERISTICS OF 
JEWISH RESPONDENTS 

• In this section, we describe the general demographic characteristics of the Jewish 
respondents to the GSS. Jewish respondents to the GSS were those who responded that they 
were "Jewish" to the question, 'What is your current religious preference?" We examine the 
demographic characteristics of age, sex, educational level, and marital status. 

• Demographic characteristics were based on the total Jewish respondent sample size of 757. 

AGE 

• Across all years of the survey, the average age of the Jewish respondents was approximately 
48 years of age with a standard deviation of 18 years. The youngest age group was 18 while 
the oldest was 89. 

• Of particular interest in this study is the analysis of Jewish identity and intermarriage rates by 
birth cohorts. Table 1 presents the breakdown of three birth cohorts by survey year. The 
birth cohorts are (a) born before 1925, (b) born between 1925 and 1949, and (c) born 1950 or 
later. 

GENDER 

• Across all survey years, gender breakdown was 56.1 % females and 43.9 % males. 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

• The average educational level of the Jewish respondents across all survey years was 14.5 
years of education with a standard deviation of 3.3 years. The range shows a minimum of 
zero and a maximum of twenty years of education. 

MARITAL STATUS 

• Across the survey years, 61.8% of the respondents reported being married, 6.5% of the 
respondents reported being divorced, I 1.5% reported being widowed, 1.6% reported being 
separated, and 18.6% respondents reported having never married. 
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TRENDS IN JEWISH IDENTITY 

• The trength of religiou identity was a e ed by re pon e to the que tion "Would you call 
your elf a trong Jew, not very trong Jew or omewhat trong Jew? ' Figure l show trend 
in Jewi h identity acros birth cohorts. 

• Trend in Jewi h identity were ba ed on Ii twi e deleted ample ize of 616. 
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• Figure l hows a general decline in strong Jewi h identity over the birth cohort . 

• The apparent stability among those reporting ' not very trong' Jewi h identity i likely due 
to change in tbe percentage of tho e reporting omewhat trong Jewi h identity. 
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TRENDS IN INTERMARRIAGE 

• To study trends in intermarriage, the focus of attention was on Jewish respondents who were 
either married, divorced, separated, or widowed. Intermarriage was assessed by respondent 
answers to the question "What is your spouse's religious preference". Responses were then 
categorized as "Jewish" or "Non-Jewish". Figure 2 shows the trends in intermarriage over 
the birth cohorts. 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on a listwise deleted sample size of 360. 
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Figure 1. In term:irriage rnte by birth cohort 

• The results show a clear increase in intermarriage over the birth cohorts. The increase in 
intermarriage rate is greatest between the 1925-1949 birth cohort and the 1950 or later birth 
cohort. 
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THE RELATIO~ ETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY AND 
INTERMARRAGE 

Th.is section presents data that relate the strength of Jewish identity to rates of intermarriage 
and examines the extent to which this relationsh~ depends on birth cohort. 

Figures 3, 4, and 5 present the relation~ between intermarriage rate and strength of Jewish 
identity by each of the birth cohorts. 
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• The most noticeable increase in intermarriage rates are among those born in 1950 or later and 
reporting "not very strong" Jewish identity. 

• It also appears that there is a substantial increase in intermarriage among those born in 1950 
or later reporting a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity. 
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• It was of intere t toe tabli h whether the trength of Jewi h identity wa linked to 
intermarriage. To examine the claim that trength of Jewi b identity i predictive of 
intermarriage, Jogi tic regre ion analy i wa u ed. Among other piece of information, 
logistic regre ion provide data on the odd of an event occurring. In the ca e of thi 
analy i , the 'event' wa whether the pou e wa Jewi h, with Jewi b spou e coded l and 
non-Jewish spouse coded O . Jewi h identity was recoded to be able to compare tho e with 
' trong identity again t tho e with 'not very strong identity and to compare tho e with 
' omewhat strong' identity again t tho e with not very trong identity. Table 1 pre ent the 
result of the logi tic regre ion. 

Table 1. Logi tic regression of pou~ religion preference on Jewi h identity' 

Variable Beta S.E. Chi- guare df Sig Odd Ratio 

Strong v. not Lrong 1.2404 .3567 12.0941 .0005 3.4571 
Somewhat trong v. .6639 .4517 2.1607 . 1416 1.9423 

ot Lrong 
Constant 1.0538 .1884 31.2880 .0000 

• The re ult indicate that tho e with trong Jewi h identity are approximately 3.5 time more 
likely to have a Jewish spouse compared to tho e without a very trong Jewi h identity. Thi 
effect i tatistically ignificant. In addition tho e with a omewhat trong Jewi h identity 
are approximately 2 time more likely to have a Jewi h pou e compared to those without a 
very strong Jewi h identity. However thi re ult doe not achieve tati tical ignificance. 
Table 2 pre ent the re ult of the ame logi tic regre ion with the addition of year-of-birth. 

Table 2. Logi tic regression of pou es religiou preference on trenglh of Jewi h identity and year of birth. 

Variable Beta S.E. Chi- guare df ig Odd Ratio 

Strong v. Not trong 1.12 4 .3650 9.5594 .0020 3.0906 
Somewhat trong v. .7326 .4654 2.4781 . I 154 2.0804 

Not sLrong 
Year of Birth -.0403 .010 14.0525 .0002 .9605 
Con tam 2.5687 .4766 29.0435 .0000 

• The re ult indicate that the addition of year-of-birth doe not dramatically change the 
relationship between Jewi h identity and intermarriage. 

• In other word , holding constant year-of-birth, Jewi h identity remain 
intermarriage. 

1 Beta is the logistic regression coefficient S.E. i sLandard error, Chi-square is the te t of ignificance for the 
logi tic regression coefficient. 

8 

( 



GENERAL CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENATIONS 

JEWISH IDENTITY 

• The results of this analysis show that "strong" Jewish identity is lower among those born 
after 1950 than among those of previous birth cohorts. 

INTERMARRIAGE: 

• There has been a dramatic increase in intermarriage rate particularly among those born in 
1950 or later. 

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY AND INTERMARRIAGE 

• The results of this study demonstrate a strong statistical association between the strength of 
Jewish identity and intermarriage. 

• Those with strong Jewish identity are much more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared 
to those without a very strong Jewish identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage does not depend on the year of 
birth. This implies that regardless of the year-of-birth, Jewish identity remains an important 
predictor of intermarriage. 

CAVEATS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

• Causal linkages between Jewish identity and intermarriage cannot be established, and the 
question of how Jewish identity is formed could not be addressed using data from the 
General Social Survey. 

• Information regarding the Jewish educational experiences of Jewish respondents was not 
available in the GSS and may be the most important omitted factor relating Jewish identity 
and intermarriage. 

• Future research should establish reliable indicators of Jewish educational experiences and 
examine linkages between educational experiences, formation of Jewish identity, and 
intermarriage. 
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David Kaplan, 01:43 PM 8/20/199, Re: response to david's report 

Date: Fri, 20 Aug 1999 13:43:36 -0400 
Prom: David Kaplan <dkaplan@UDel.Edu> 
Organization: University of Delaware 
X-Mailer: Mozilla 4.61 [en] (Win95; I) 
X- Accept-Language: en 
To: Adam Gamoran <gamoran@ssc.wisc.edu> 
CC: gail Dorph <GZDorph@mandelny.org>, 

. '"Goldring, Ellen Bw <ellen.b.goldring@vanderbilt.edu> 
Subject: Re: response to david's report 

Hi all. I hate to bombard you with emai l . But here's the latest off 
the press. Using the sample selection in the first report 
(Robinson/Gamoran), the results of the logistic regression are virtually 
unchanged. Odds are a little lower overall but not much . 

As per Gail's question of the contribution of education, I looked at a 
couple of things. First, the average level of edcation for the pre-1925 
cohort is 12.7 years of education. For the other two cohorts it's about 
15 . 5 years. Next, I added education to the logistic regression of 
identity. It seems that adding education does not change the odds as 
reported . Education does make a significant contribution - such that 
for every 4 years of education {an arbitrary number), the odds of 
marrying a Jew increases about 1 1/2 times. Next, I added the 
interaction of the strong v. not strong category by education. This 
tells me if education moderates the difference between those with strong 
v. not strong identities in terms of the odds of marrying a Jew. Shoom 
d'var. : - ) 

David 

Printed for Adam Ga.moran <ga.moran@ssc.wisc.edu> 1 



David, 

The quality of your work is absolutely outstanding. If only we could raise research in 
Jewish education to this level! It's a real pleasure to work with you. 

I have two substantive comments, one stylistic issue, and a couple of minor editorial 
points: 

SUBSTANTIVE COMMENTS 

1. The first substantive issue concerns a strategic decision you made, which is different 
from the decision I made in the earlier version of this work. I don ' t know which decision 
is better, but I'd like to open it up for discussion. 

In your analysis, I believe you have excluded those who were RAISED JEWISH, but 
whose current religion is not Jewish. In Figure 1, for example, I would include all 
persons who were raised as Jews, and categorize them by four categories as adults, 
instead of the three you have listed: (1) no longer Jewish; (2) not very strong Jews; (3) 
somewhat strong Jews; (4) strong Jews. I prefer this approach because it addresses the 
issue of Jewish continuity across the generations, which I believe is the major substantive 
concern. 

Your decision to exclude the no-longer-Jewish has important implications for Figure 2. 
Whereas we found an intermarriage rate for those born in 1950 or later of 52%, the rate 
you report is 40%. I believe the main reason for the difference is that we took RAISED 
JEWISH as the denominator, but you are using CURRENT JEWS. There is a big 
difference, obviously. Again, if we want to understand changes in the Jewish population 
over time, I think we need to take those who were raised as Jews as the baseline. 

Note that intermarriage may be a cause as well as a consequence of leaving Judaism - we 
can ' t tell the difference with these data (as you point out for strength of identity). In my 
view that's another reason for including all those who were raised as Jews in analyses 
like that in Figure 2. If we exclude those who were raised as Jews but who do not report 
"Jewish" as their current religion, we are missing some of the intermarriage that is 
occurring. In my approach, we would be counting persons who left Judaism and then 
later married non-Jews as intermarried, but from the standpoint of intergenerational 
change I think that is appropriate. 

2. Your report does not take advantage of the fact that the surveys were carried out over a 
20 year period. It is written as if the data came from a single cross-section, when in fact 
they come from repeated cross-sections. I understand the reason for your approach -
there are too few cases to separate cohort and period effects. That is, you can show 
changes over time, and changes over cohorts, but you can' t separate the time effects from 
the cohort effects because there are too few cases. The question is, which do we want to 
present? In the previous version of the report, we emphasized the period effects, but 
presented the cohort effects as a backup. You have jettisoned the period effects in favor 



of the cohort differences. Why did you make this decision? I agree that simpler is better, 
so maybe this is for the best, but I'd like to talk it over. 

STYLISTIC COMMENT 

3. I find the report extremely accessible. It is direct and crystal-clear. It is simple 
without oversimplifying. It is written for an educated audience. The question is, will 
non-researchers find it accessible? We will need to get some advice on this matter. 

I imagine the logistic regressions will need to be omitted (unless we decide the report is 
aimed at a researcher audience), but the odds ratios could still be reported without going 
into the details of the logistic regression. For example, you could just report that those 
who say they are not very strong Jews are three times more likely to be intermarried, and 
those whosay they are somewhat strong are twice as likely, compared to those who 
describe themselves as strong Jews. That is a powerful finding. 

My view is that after addressing the substantive issues, we should tum the report over to 
our editor, Nessa Rapoport, and ask for her help in designing it for a general audience. 

MINOR EDITORIAL NOTES 

4. Remove the apostrophe from "it's" on the cover. 

5. When referring to the association between two variables, an editor once told me to use 
"relation" rather than "relationship.!' I thought that was good advice and have followed it 
ever since. It is simpler without loss of meaning. 

6. On p.3, it is awkward to speak of "approximately" 54 and 757 cases. Those seem like 
exact numbers to me. 

8. On p.8, captions for tables 1 and 2 need apostrophes in "spouse's". Also, typo in 
spelling of "religious" in caption for table 1. 

7. At the bottom of p.8, I would avoid the term "predictor," since we can ' t really say that 
strength of identity is temporally prior to intermarriage. I would change "remains a 
strong predictor of' to "remains strongly associated with". 

8. P. 9, general beading, typo in spelling of " recommendations" 
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INTRODUCTION 

An important goal of Jewish education i to nurture Jewish identity. How strong is the 

Jewi h identity of American Jews? Has the strength of Jewish identity changed over time? Is 

there a link between changes in Jewish identity and the rate of intermarriage? Answering these 

que tions i e ential for under tanding American Jewi h life now and in the future. 

Thi report uses data from a national urvey that has been conducted almost every year 

since 1972. The urvey i de cribed in more detail at the end of thi report. 

To monitor Jewi h identity and its relation to intermarriage, we rely on questions that 

asked respondents about their current religion, their spouse's religion, and the religion in which 

they were raised. Jewish respondents were asked, ''Would you call yourself a trong Jew, not 

very strong Jew, or somewhat strong Jew?" Although this indicator i rather crude, it is a good 

first step towards monitoring changes in Jewish identity. 

The Mandel Foundation is committed to revitalizing Jewish life in North America through 

Jewish education. The Mandel Foundation Indicators Project is charged with monitoring the 

quality of Jewish education and its outcomes. 
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HAS THE STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY CHANGED 
OVERTIME? 

• Yes! Figure 1 shows a clear downward trend in "strong" Jewish identity over time. The 
oldest respondents are most likely to call themselves "strong Jews" while the youngest 
respondents are most likely to call themselves "not very strong Jews". 

• Only 33 percent of Jews born since 1950 call themselves "strong Jews", down from 46 
percent of those born before 1925. 

• Forty-nine percent of those born since 1950 call themselves "not very strong Jews", up from 
39 percent of those born before 1925. 

born before 1925 born 1950 or after 

born 1925-1949 

Year respondent was born 

Jewish 
identity 

~ not very s:rong 

• somewhai Strong 

• strong 

Figure 1. Strength of Jewish Identity by year of birth 
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HA VE INTERMARRIAGE RATES CHANGED OVER TIME? 

• Yes! Consistent with other surveys of Jewish populations, Figure 2 shows a dramatic 
increase in intermarriage rates with younger respondents more likely to intermarry. 

• The increase in intermarriage rate is greatest between those born from 1925-1949 and those 
born in 1950 or later. Among those born from 1925-1949, 84 percent married Jews. Among 
those born since 1950, only 60% married Jews. 

100 

born before 19'25 

born 1925-1949 

Spouse's religion 

- non-Jewish 

..;,;,,.mc:.1.---1 [2j Jewish 

Year respondent was born 

Figure 2. Intermarriage rate by year o f birth 

• Figure 2 pertains only to respondents who said they are currently Jewish. Among all those 
who were raised as Jews (including respondents who are not Jewish any more) rates of 
marrying Jews are 91 % for the oldest group, 85% for the middle group, and 52% for the 
youngest group. 
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• IS THERE A RELATION BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY 
AND INTERMARRAGE? 

• Yes! Figures 3, 4, and 5 show a strong relation between Jewish identity and intermarriage 
rate. 

• The most noticeable relation between Jewish identity and intermarriage can be seen for those 
born 1950 or later compared to the older respondents. Intermarriage rates are much larger for 
this group compared to the others. The greatest increase in intermarriage occurs among those 
born in 1950 or later and reporting "not very strong" Jewish identity. Less than half (47 
percent) of those born since 1950 who report a "not very strong" Jewish identity are married 
to Jews. 

Born before 1925 

Spouse's relig ion 

2( 
• non-Jewish 

not very strong strong 

som::what straig 

Jewish idemiy 

Born 1925-1949 

DOI very Strong 

sonr;wha1 strong 

Jewish identity 

strong 

Spouse's relig io1 

• non-Jewish 

l!!!I Jewish 

Fig 3. Intermarriage rate by Jewish identity: Born before 
1925 

Fig 4. Intermarriage rate by Jewish identily: Born 
1925-1949 

100 
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40 
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Born 1950 or after 

not very strong slToog 

somewhat strong 

Jewish identity 

Spouse's relig ion 

• non-Jewish 

l!!!!!!I Jewish 

Fig. 5 Inte rmarriage rate by Jewis h identity: Born 1950 
or late r 
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DOES STRENGTH OF JEWISH IDENTITY PREDICT THE 
LIKELffiOOD OF INTERMARRIAGE? 

• Yes! Those with a "strong" Jewish identity are approximately 3.5 times more likely to have 
a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish identity. This effect is 
statistically significant. 

• Those with a "somewhat strong" Jewish identity are approximately 2 times more likely to 
have a Jewish spouse compared to those without a very strong Jewish identity. However, 
this effect does not achieve statistical significance. 

• Taking year-of-birth into account does not dramatically change the relation between Jewish 
identity and intermarriage. In other words, Jewish identity remains a strong predictor of 
intermarriage regardless of year-of-binh. 
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CONCLUSIONS 

JEWISH IDENTITY 

• The findings of this study show that "strong" Jewish identity is lower among those born in 
1950 or later than among those born earlier. 

INTERMARRIAGE: 

• There has been a dramatic increase in intermarriage rate particularly among those born in 
1950 or la ter. Among those who are currently Jews (including converts), 60 percent are 
married to Jews. Among all those who were raised as Jews (including converts out of 
Judaism) only 52% are married to Jews. 

RELATION BETWEEN JEWISH IDENTITY AND INTERMARRIAGE 

• There is a strong statistical association between the strength of Jewish identity and 
intermarriage. 

• Those with strong Jewish identity are much more likely to have a Jewish spouse compared 
to those without a very strong Jewish identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage does not depend on the year of 
birth. Regardless of the year-of-birth, Jewish identity remains an important predictor of 
intermarriage. 
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THE DATA, SAMPLE, AND METHODOOLGY 

The General Social Survey 

• The General Social Survey (GSS) is an almost annual household survey conducted by the 
National Opinion Research Center (NORC). The first survey was conducted in 1972 and 
since then more than 35,000 respondents have responded to over 2500 different questions. 

• The goal of the GSS is to provide high quality social indicator data to the social science 
research community. 

• The advantages of the GSS are its broad coverage of topics, its use of survey instrument 
replication, its cross-national perspective, and its attention to data quality. 

• The GSS covers a remarkably broad range of topics. Of particular interest to this study are 
topics related to religious identity and intermarriage. 

• For the purposes of assessing the stability or change in social indicators, the design of the 
GSS stresses replication of items and item sequences. Of relevance to this study, the 
identical replication of items and item sequences means that subgroups within each survey 
year can be accumulated across survey years into a total sample. For example, although 
there were 54 Jewish respondents to the 1972 survey, the total number of Jewish respondents 
across 1972-1996 was 757. 

• Finally, the GSS represents the highest quality in survey sampling design, sampling. 
interviewing, processing, and documentation. Leading social-scientists design the survey 
items, the items are pre-tested, and full-probability sampling is used. In addition a high 
response rate is obtained, and the data go thorough rigorous validation and verification. 

• GSS survey documentation is available on their website. Simple descriptive statistics can be 
obtained online, or data can be downloaded for input into other statistical software packages. 

• The GSS also has some disadvantages for our purposes. These include. 

1. Causal linkages between Jewish identity and intermarriage cannot be established, and the 
question of how Jewish identity is formed could not be addressed using data from the 
General Social Survey. 

2. Information regarding the Jewish educational experiences of Jewish respondents was not 
available in the GSS and may be the most important omitted factor relating Jewish 
identity and intermarriage. 

• Future research should establish reliable indicators of Jewish educational experiences and 
examine linkages between educational experiences, formation of Jewish identity, and 
intermarriage. 
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Demographic Characteristics of Jewish Respondents to the GSS 

• In this section, we describe the general demographic characteristics of the Jewish 
respondents to the GSS. Jewish respondents to the GSS were those who responded that they 
were "Jewish" to the question, "What is your current religious preference?" Respondents to 
this question represent approximately 85% of all those who claimed to be raised as Jews. 

• We examine the demographic characteristics of age, sex, educational level, and marital 
status. 

• Demographic characteristics were based on the total Jewish respondent sample size of 757. 

AGE 

• Across all years of the survey, the average age of the Jewish respondents was approximately 
48 years of age with a standard deviation of 18 years. The youngest age group was 18 while 
the oldest was 89. 

GENDER 

• Across all survey years, gender breakdown was 56.1 % females and 43.9 % males. 

EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

• The average educational level of the Jewish respondents across all survey years was 14.5 
years of education with a standard deviation of 3.3 years. The range shows a minimum of 
zero and a maximum of twenty years of education. 

MARITAL STATUS 

• Across the survey years, 61.8% of the respondents reported being married, 6.5% of the 
respondents reported being divorced, 11.5% reported being widowed, 1.6% reported being 
separated, and 18.6% respondents reported having never married. 
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Methodology 

AnaJysis of Jewish Identity 

• The trength of religiou identity was assessed by re pon es to the question "Would you call 
yourself a strong Jew, not very trong Jew, or omewhat trong Jew?" Figure 1 show trend 
in Jewish identity across birth cohorts. 

• Trends in Jewish identity were based on listwise deleted1 ample size of 616. 

AnaJysis of Intermarriage Rate 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on the ub-sample of the Jewi h re pondents who were 
either married, divorced, separated or widowed. 

• Intermarriage was as e ed by re pondent an wers to the question "What is your spouse' s 
religious preference?" Responses were categorized as "Jewish or "Non-Jewish". 

• Trends in intermarriage were based on a listwise deleted sample ize of 360. 

Relationship between Jewish Identity and Intermarriage 

• The statistical relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was e tabli bed using 
logistic regression analysis. 

• Logistic regression yields, among other things, the odds of an event occurring. In the case of 
this analysis, the "event" was whether the pouse was Jewish, with Jewish spouse coded ' 1' 
and non-Jewish spouse coded 'O'. 

• Jewish identity was recoded to be able to compare those with 'strong' identity against tho e 
with 'not very trong identity' and to compare tho e with 'somewhat strong' identity against 
those with 'not very strong' identity. 

• The relationship between Jewish identity and intermarriage was based on a listwise deleted 
sample size of 324. 

1 Listwise deletion is a method of handling missing data wherein any respondent with any missing data on the 
questions of interest are deleted from the sample for the purpose of the specific analysis. 
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