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aign for health

is rooted in our
understanding

'one. . .hasa

health care.’

INET.C. KELLY
ed Methodist Bishop

B S ——

issue also bound to

Although the United State
world's richest country, i8 r

nized as having the best m

'facilities and personnel, ands
most per capita on health c:
mka 19th in infant mor
rates. And 15 million people
ally do not get needed medica
because they cannot afford it.
Gn!ling the present syst
“moral scandal” and "nations
grace,” Rabbi Alexander Sch
of New York, president o
Union of American Hebrew

gregations, said:

"By 'pricing out' one-fifth ¢
country’s population l’;ﬂgﬁ |
care coverage, we moc I
of God and destroy the ima
God's work.” * .

The Rev. Teri T. Taylor, V
ington executive of the Presbh;
an Church (U.5.A.), said the

‘sent system is neither equ

nor accessible, and added:
“It fails the American dre



fwu Lual Lne young adult popul
lch ought to be targeted bv us
is that we have been trving r
up which is so important to J

thether vou know this, but we
Outreach to the Unaffiliated
professional, Rabbi Renni Al

ived, and who has developed s
als.

he has focused on the 20-30 g
lege Card Project has proved

1. I enclese a small brechur
will give vou some idea of wh

our resources will not permi
8 area, and so I have been en:
ra-budgetary resources to alls
cally, I have been trving to |

-
e, e e

dler



thought about your remarks on ne
ision of non-Jews married to Jews
y your remarks, but not for the re:
ve feedback. Let rabbis determine
r non-Jews to participate in that g

ff is your emphasis on the non-Je:
the scope of the Reform Movemer
u should have been concentrating ¢
our children, now in the populatio
often single, or young marrieds wh
eform tradition, who avoid any cor
- life - and especially the synagog
f Jews who are not being embrace



rour letter of November 23, and th
igree with what you say.

tespondenceand mine do not mesh
lear to you. Permit me to try once

prime concern for our movement i
each. What is not happening is ir
,, ages (roughly) 22 to 45. This hu
already invested by way of religio
ing, etc. are gone - or at best, dist
terms of Reform's offerings via thi

way from this tough reality! We m
Jewish adults off, and what they n
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sharing vour thoughts with m«
erse reactions in the slighte:
matter is that I wanted to ewe
[ want people to think about 1
thev value it, and whether the
to offer it to others in the n

v the implication in vour lett
itrating on the inveolvement of
at is what the bulk of the mor
- camping programs, educatior
3.

msider our Outreach effort it
i concern:



aps I can even "convert" vou
v approach.

t I didn't get a chance to se

will make remedy when next I

hen you come to New York. Pe
each other in Israel.

Cordiallv,

Alexander M. Schim
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Renni Altman

y response to RIAL. Thank you

ow that we pay but $6,000. to
JCRAC and the work in behalf «
not send more than a $1,000. ¢

not wish to ask for a reduce
steepl



Dyck:

- your congratulations on my re
essage. I appreciate your ha:
- and reiterate your invitatior
IAL.

time, I do see the materials
re most impressive and I cong:
ion for providing such excelle

cess in increasing worship se:
ing congregations is heartenir
you and support your work in s
iliation with religious instit
ts on behalf of freedom of rel
uch as we would wish to partic

I fear we simply do not have
ribute in accordance with the
for membership in RIAL. The L
dues contributions of member-¢



o

ing the letter from Nick Van Dy
:sponse, let me bring you up t
3 on the Task Force regarding

¢ Executive Committee meeting
th us his desire to urge our me
oin synagogues and he asked
ochure that would support tha
hat followed, we revisited t
and participating in their
.t accomplishes exactly what Me
. when Joe Glaser presented RIA]
go, we declined because the )

an" in tone. RIAL redesigne«
synagogues. The major stu
cost -- a contribution of so

;3 from foundations and denomin
=% Mha Masl TAayresa Aacst Aad asds



able to participate on an ani
r from the $5 million Outreach
participation in RIAL?

1d like to see us part of RI2
as it stands -- makes it pr
ave access to the Invite A Frie
lon about it to all CCAR rabbi
irticipation makes a stateme
:ion of materials and advertis
ons is minimal. I don’t quite
JAHC listed as a supporter (it
Scbel’s personal involvemer
he Orthodox, Conservative and |
> listed as supporters on thei

situation, the following are m

¢ that the work RIAL is doing,
rduced and the resources they o
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as you feel you and your colleagues can be ser

ted, I would be very happy to resume conversa
helping UAHC congregations to capitalize on t
:rvice advertising that RIAL provides the religi
sarvice ads as well as congregation-based activiti
ective way of involving unaffiliated people in tl
inviting them.

h this is a habit that is strange to many current
«d gentle and friendly ways of inviting people i
n be to invite a friend to share something they |
n lives.

AL will need financial support in order to print
s to your congregations. Needless to day, it is

y be interested in the fact that participating cony
itates in 1992 averaged an 11% increase in attes
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sociological dynamics of the American synagogue as an institution
1982; Jick, 1976; Kaploun, 1973; Sklare, 1975; Wertheimer, 1987)
have appeared focusing on factors influencing synagogue affiliation,
It is no coincidence that two volumes dedicated to methodolog
denominations and congregations -- one published in 1979 and t!
h, 1989) include no articles about the stud
eir congregations. While some studies havi
equences of synagogue affiliation (Cohen,
melfarb and Loar, 1984; Huberman, 1985;
vitz, 1987) by and large they tend to fo
1 debate or on the study of religious ident
‘affiliation as one of its indicators. In both ¢
do not delve as deeply as studies of congre
evious empirical analyses of synagogue affi
for local community studies or for the 1970
of limited coverage and currency. In contra
National Jewish Population Survey (NJPS,
wxplore synagogue affiliation on a national b

A true picture of synagogue membership is complicated by
membership means, and by the tendency of members to cease pay
asked respondents whether they themselves or any other membe-
currently (at the time of the interview) a member of a synagogue;' t
households reported that they include someone who is currently a m
concept of synagogue affiliation measured by this question diffe
membership as seen by officials of Jewish religious congregations
large consider membership to mean dues-paying, individuals ma
synagogue if they attend services on occasion, such as High Holida
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it another way, 35 percent of people who ever affiliated with Jewish
gogue dropouts. In sum, four out of ten Jewish adults say that they
ogue, two out of ten have previously been members of synagogues
1 four out of ten have never been members of Jewish religious

uice at organized Jewish religious services, American Jews can be
19 percent say that they never attend religious services, 23 percent
| on special occasions related to rituals of passage --bar/bat mitzvah,
“ twice a year, 33 percent attend on the High "~ 4~ ~= = fooe timee
‘cent attend at least once a month or more «

- religious groups, American Jews tend to
of what Gallup and Castelli note in their stu
is a relatively low priority for American J
sership in a congregation, worship attendanc
ives." In this light, Gallup and Castelli (1
lls conducted in the 1986-1988 period thal
1is "very important” in their lives, only 30
rersely, one-third of American Jews (35 pe
- lives, compared to only 14 percent of the

liation is positively associated with nearly a

participation in Jewish ritual and practi

wish institutions. While associative patterns can be noted, the causal
> define. It can be argued that belonging to a synagogue leads to
that higher levels of ritual observance lead to synagogue affiliation.
in that synagogue membership is positively associated with most
pation, activity, and identity with the Jewish community both in



Furthermore, synagogues can provide a moral and
contextualizes life in the broader, general society as well as the
Therefore, strengthening the synagogues of the Jewish community

whole.

ers within all branches of Judaism volunte
renerous to religious philanthropies, give th
: likely to participate in public prayer and pi
the religious consciousness that involves th
¢ with synagogues, there are strong indicatio
rell: belonging to synagogues reinforces invo
vith contemporary religious life. Ultimately,
rrall increase in the quality of life, and bols

one of the most important ways in which Je
ts critical role stems from the fact that while
private matter, it leads progressively to a
r community of Jews.

Synagogue members are much more likely to contribute time
and non-Jewish organizations and causes. In the early seventies, it v
involvement was a major gateway to increasing participation in gen
In the case of Jews, religious involvement seems to lead both
organizations and to participation in other general organizations. In
socializes American Jews into further voluntary participation in «
which in turn socializes them into participation in general volunta
membership and frequency of synagogue attendance have been foun
philanthronic contributions to non-Jewish organizations. Freauencv
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y Jewish life.
\MPLE

ed here comes from the 1990 National Jewish Population Survey
f Jewish Federations and the North American Jewish Data Bank at
:'w York (Kosmin et al. 1991a). This survey has already become a
lological analysis of American Jewry, and will probably serve as the
for years to come. The final sample of the NJPS mcludes 2,441
iducted during 1990, after a year-long p1 .
| adult Americans. The data were collected
:h Group of Media, PA during late spring a

NJPS called for a sample of 2,500 househol:
ontaining at least one person identified as
1 this sample, the 1990 NIPS included thr
ences of the adult American population (125
:ntified as containing at least one person wi
ch qualified respondents from the first sta
s explained, and basic demographic info
I (attempts were made to re-qualify 4,20
; and 3) a final interviewing stage of the s
his third stage, respondents were asked abc
{osmin et al. 1991; Marketing Systems Gr

ed in this report is based exclusively on those households in which
»er was identified as Jewish by the respondent (the adult interviewed)
on current religion during the final interviewing stage. Of the 2,441
CJF/Data Bank analysis, only 1,794 cases meet this criterion (see
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igogue dropout along multiple segmentations defined by socio-
s (regional location, distance from the immigrant generation to the
:sidence in the community and at the present address, age, marital
ion), socio-economic dimensions (level of educational attainment and
icialization, extent of Jewish social networks, and degree of religious
3 reveals which characteristics can be considered to affect Jewish

1s: Rates of affiliation with synagogues show significant differences
Jews living in the Midwest are the most 1'-~1- 4~ & ~68T~emd e
lews living in the East (the synagogue affili:
households located in the East), Jews livin
: affiliated with a synagogue (35 and 29
have ever been affiliated with synagogues
the South (65 percent). This implies that Je
s from synagogues. The fact that Jews livir
0 be dropouts could be related to very spec
rrida are senior citizens who have moved 1
1e South is a result of their relocation and
their previous places of residence. It is q
would be different without the Florida data

(NAGOGUE AFFILIATION BY REGION

ent Synagogue | Synagogue Affiliation Synagogue
\ffiliation Ever Dropout

No Yes No Yes No




SYNAGOGUE AFFILIATION BY YEAR MOVED TO

. A P S

Year Current Synagogue | Synagogue Affiliati
Affiliation Ever
Yes No Yes No
29.9 70.1 49.5 50.
29.4 70.6 52.0 48.
7.1 52.9 68.0 32,
4.6 55.4 67.5 32,
3.2 56.8 68.1 ald
4.3 55.7 64.9 35.
35 1086 1058 ‘ 711
[LIATION BY YEAR MOVED INTO CL
.o wurrent Synagogue | Synagogue Affiliatic
Affiliation Ever
Yes No Yes No
1985 - 1990 s @1 | 801 49
1980 - 1984 33.2 66.8 57.4 42
1975 - 1979 51.8 48.2 74.4 25
1970 - 1974 45.8 54.2 72.6 27
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- highest among the second generation Jews (those who were born in
ts were born abroad), with a 39 percent dropout rate among those

es.

sUE AFFILIATION BY GENERATION IN THE U.S.

ationship between respondent’s and spouse’
nd the household affiliation with a Jewish
»1p have a lower rate of affiliation than older adults (28% versus 41-
\ation with synagogues during adult life increase with age: from 42
5-34 to over 70 percent among those 55 and older. As a result, given
's of current affiliation after the middle of the forties and the linear
rates with age, older individuals exhibit higher dropout rates than

Current Synagogue | Synagogue Affiliation Synagogue
Affiliation Ever Dropout

Yes No Yes o o
50.9 49 1 g
42.7 57.3 69.6
36.3 63.7 53.9
38.7 61.3 51.9

716 1065 1077



25 - 34

45 - 5

27.5 725 | 418 58.
w08 s | s 45.
44.3 55.7 67.9 32.
447 55.3 73.6 26.4
1.8 58.2 71.1 28.9
.2 54.8 79.0 21.0

s 1681 1695 1090

* by respondent and spouse

1e extent to which synagogue affiliation is
ses in its rate from 29 percent among respo
among those having children under age
Iren between the ages of 6 and 9, 50 perce
older children, reaching a peak of 73 percel
old and children 14 to 17. Rates of synag
d are older or leave home, but not so shary
households with children under 6. Ever-member rates follow a sim
complete story is told when looking at rates of synagogue dropout by
rates tell an interesting story: they begin at a high level among those
percent) and then begin falling, reaching a floor among household
home, including a child 10-13 years old and a child 14-17 years old
rise again when children pass their Bar/Bat Mitzvah years, being |
children have already left home, or if at home are 25 years old an



Affiliation Ever Dropout

Yes | No
s’
}.:1115;4 e

53.4 46.6 67.6

55.9 44.1 75.1
42.0 58.0 118

807 1188 1214 )

:spondents and widowed respondents show
ue or temple (43% and 44 % respectively). |
. while divorced and separated respondents
rous congregations. However, since the evel
lents, they show as high a dropout rate as divorced/separated
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41.9 58.1 74.8 2
716 1056 1078 69

iliation with a synagogue is higher among
rcent among those in the $60,000-$79,999 ir
,000 or above income category. Househol
:ast likely to have ever been members of sy
lore are the most likely to have been ever-me
20,000 and $39,999 are the most likely to ha
iile those with incomes over $80,000 are th
f synagogues.
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Synagogue Ever Dropout
Affiliation

Yes

No

57.3 58.9 41.
_ 50.9 68.0 32.1
576 952 884 642

ry to some popular misperceptions, high
synagogue affiliation. While 35 percent of
ool or less are currently affiliated witt
rercent of all heads of households), 45 perce
synagogues. However, those without colleg
:en affiliated with synagogues at some poin
ikely to be synagogue dropouts.
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BA Not
Completed

36.0 64.0 61.8 3
ga saadlh 587 41
45.3 54.7 64.3 o,
86 1659 1664 1078
* by respondent and spouse

ducation: The degree to which synagogues
hip between synagogue affiliation and having
ims. As one observer noted, "education is
n that one of the primary functions assignec
o the Jewish religion. Almost all (94 percen
ition programs are currently affiliated with a

urups w o4 percent among households without children enrolled.

SYNAGOGUE AFFILIATION BY CHILD ENROLLED IN

Child Enrolled in
Jewish Education

Current Synagogue
Affiliation

Synagogue Affiliz
Ever

Yes No Yes N



COISCYUCIICe Ol d1111duon witil Ieigious congregauons, we sec ndt
ing adult life leads to larger Jewish networks. Only 15 percent of
1 their closest friends are affiliated with a synagogue, as compared
report that most of their closest friends are Jewish, and 58 percent
of their friends are Jewish. Dropout rates among those who have
. some point in their life decrease with the extent of Jewish social
mong those with no Jewish close friends to 25 percent of those who
>st friends are Jewish.

ILIATION BY NUMBER OF JEWS AN

Mgnguc Synagogue Affiliation
\fTiliation Ever
No Yes No
' 85.0 37.4 62.6
76.9 41.9 58.1
65.7 54.5 45.5
49.2 73.0 27.0
422 78.0 22.0
1070 1078 699 e fav

: Rates of synagogue affiliation are determined to a great extent by
isehold. The majority of Orthodox Jewish households, but by no



themselves as Just Jewish or Secular Jews have been affiliated with sy
a manifestation that synagogue affiliation is not only the result of re]
the context of the American Jewish community synagogue affiliat
expressing Jewish ethnic identification, or people switching their
affiliating with a synagogue, American Jews maintain and feed their |
' h tradition and culture, and participate in a
l to Jewish life, even by those who define

- AFFILIATION BY HOUSEHOLD DEN

Current Synagogue Synagogue
Affiliation Affiliation Ever
Yes No Yes No
65.4 34.6 73.2 26.8
52.2 47.8 73.5 26.5
| 40.0 60.0 64.7 353
Just Jewish/Secular |  13.4 86.6 380 620
Non-Jewish 5.6 044 | 2 76.
N J o1 wom 669

Jewish Religious Socialization: The number of years of formal Jewi

affant tha 1141 A~ A

hac had canma ¢t~ Aieandl.

S EESOCHNION, RPN, PP PR
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d group have been synagogue members, and over 76 percent in the
gogue members as adults.

in the religious socialization of American Jews is determined by the
riduals have been raised. Jewish denominations are differentiated not
rituals and the ways in which they interpret Jewish sacred texts, but
tached to participation and active involvement in the activities and
unity. The denomination in which respondents have been raised would
ey belonged to or attended a Jewish religious congregatlon when they
vious participation during childhood should °
. Therefore, affiliation with synagogues wi
m of the respondents, but also by the religio
ce of Jewish denominations during childt
| in @ number of ways. First, we can look
neone was raised: fifty-six percent of those
as Conservative Jews and 30 percent of tho
& same pattern in the impact of the main thre
‘member rates. In addition, those raised a:
r of the three main denominations in Ameri
v the lowest (29 percent).

ay of looking at the influence of denomi

s obtained by looking at the percentage of J

ed with the same denomination as adults

~onfirms the same patterns observed previously: the more traditional
in as well as choice -- the more likely someone is to affiliate with a
kely to drop out from congregational life. In addition, the difference
> affiliation ever between Orthodox Jews and Conservative Jews is
indicate that there is about a fifteen percent difference in rates of



9.5 40.5 75.6 24.4
0.7 39.3 79.8 20.2
3 1596 1577 1047

* Dy respondent and spouse

OGUE AFFILIATION BY DENOMINA1

Current Synagogue | Synagogue AfTil
Affiliation Ever
Yes No Yes 1

Conservative

Just Jewish/ Secular

Non-Jewish




Current Synagogue Synagogue Affiliation Synagogue
Afﬁliation 7 Ever B ~ Dropout

53
20

\ffiliation with a synagogue can be thoug
of religious involvement and commitment.
pating in a congregation people in turn i

one level we can surmise that synagogue
1 more frequent participation in religious se
tend to formalize their relationship with the
-of respondents who attend services about o
regation as compared to 16 percent of thos
e may pray through non-institutional serv

tion of religious involvement is measured
:d: keeping kosher (defined here as having :

, lighting candles on Friday night, lightin,
r seder. Synagogue affiliation increases wit

—>hold members: while 80 percent of those observing these four rituals
gue, 9 percent of the households not performing any of these four
h a synagogue.

f religious involvement which mav be used to look at variations in



This may be an indication that people’s understanding of -
changes over time from a religious perspective when they are
synagogue to a secular perspective, which characterizes non-memt
51 percent of non-members consider that being a Jew in American
an ethnic, cultural or nationality group versus 38 percent who defir
terms and 11 percent who chose neither categorization.



NURER R LERL Ay RECS G U ey tE L

LY NS U tAL LEALAZISSLAUAR

s mEsegm gy e

Affiliation Ever Dropout
~ Yes | No -
15.7 84.3 36.2 63.8 56.7 43.3

711 1001

LIATION BY THE IMPORTANCE OF

rrent Synagogue

Synagogue Affiliatior

Affiliation Ever
es No Yes No
13 93.7 15.3

81.7




RRENT SYNAGOGUE AFFILIATION,
AND CONGREGATIONAL DROPOUT

iented in the previous section suggests that :
racteristics. For example, it showed that syr
= Midwest and is lower in the South and in t
ems to be affected by income level, being
iand dollars. Additionally, many other chara
e affiliation (e.g. identifying with a mon
imunity since before the eighties, being fore
synagogue affiliation ever (older age, ha
widowed, etc.) or with synagogue dropout. However, this examin:
of these relationships reflect independent effects and which are the re
In order to establish which are the variables having predictive pc
affiliation, synagogue affiliation ever, and synagogue dropout we 1
step further.

We have conducted a multivariate analysis using a techniqu
which allows us to assess which variables have an independen
dependent variable (one taking only two values).” A variable h:
another when it maintains a statistically significant relationship wit
after controlling (through analytical manipulation) for the effec



JUE dIIlauon). MUlllvariate analysis permits adgjustment of the
of residence and synagogue affiliation for the confounding impact
ssess whether the noted relationship between length of residence and
found after controlling for the effect of age. In multivariate analysis,
eral independent variables at the same time in the same model, and
reen any of the independent variables included and the outcome
ffects for all the other independent variables in the model (Aldrich

- and Lemeshow, 1989).

e presents the independent variables included in the multivariate
tistics (mean, standard deviations, minimur ‘ ‘ -
» measured in an interval scale (such as age
ends are Jewish), and discrete, nominal scal
n). It should be mentioned that a few of the
s, measured using several mutually exclusiv
ip nor order among themselves. In the mu
ve been introduced as a series of "design
categories of interest which indicate the
1at of a "control" or "referent" group whi
xample, generation in the United States °
. "second generation,” "third generation,"
7 the last three categories are included as di
ained in logistic regression analysis for eacl
kelihood of affiliating with a synagogue of b
erican relative to being "first" generation.

lysis of synagogue affiliation reveals that the likelihood of being a
gation is affected by the following:

7ith older age.

nong those living in the Midwest than it is among those living in the



synagogue than those with 4 years or less, or with n¢

the same vein, those with 9 or more years of Jewi:

likely to be affiliated with a synagogue.

It is higher among those identified with any of the thi

among those self-defined as "secular or Just Jewish.
15 with the number of Jewish religious prac
led by having children enrolled in formal Je
. coefficient indicates that this is the strong

ssion analysis of whether or not someone ha:

it life reveals several similar patterns to the

tion and some distinctive relationships. The |

:d by the following:

s with age.

ler among those living in the South relat

. There are no significant differences be

in the West, and in the Northeast.

:r among those living in households with in

ls with graduate degrees are less likely |
synagogues than those without advanced degrees.
Those with children under the age of 14 or who have
likely to have ever been members of synagogues
nesters or who have children over 24 years old at h
It increases with the number of years of formal Jew
It increases with the number of religious practices ¢
It is higher among those identified as Conservative J
among those identified as "Secular or Just Jewish."
for other factors, there do not seem to be differences

nan-dennminatinnal Tewece in their likelihnnd nf ever.



with older age.
among those who moved into their current communities in the

od of dropping out of congregations decreases with the more
aracter of the denomination of the individual. Orthodox Jews are the
> drop out relative to Secular Jews, followed by Conservative Jews
Jews.

mong those with incomes over $80,000 relative to those with incomes

100.

mong those who have never had children or =t~ bovra ~hildean ndas

) (and who have been members of synagog

re empty-nesters. Similarly, it is lower amc

formal Jewish education.

among those who had 9 years or more of

hose who had 4 years or less.

with the number of Jewish religious practi



geographic contextual tactors will continue to impinge negativel
Similarly, data indicate that the synagogue dropout rate is highest
Jews continue to relocate from the Northeast and Midwest, the drc
increase if the institutional status quo is maintained.

expected that synagogue affiliation would d
iere is no statistical difference between the :
Nor is there any significant difference by ag
/¢ less likely to have a current affiliation.
position and life cycle than age. As the pr
and other "non-traditional” families continu
1e to negatively affect synagogue affiliatior
form.

rrences are recorded between those who ra
it, as opposed to not important. Only 6 perc
belong to a synagogue, as opposed to 57 pe
', synagogue affiliation is closely associate
yrtance of religion in one’s life. This presen
titution to appeal to the ever growing numl

religion or being Jewish as very important or even somewhat impo
telling, even 43 percent of those who consider being Jewish to be
do not have a current synagogue affiliation. Therefore, the centre
either a community institution or a religious institution is in questior
religion and Judaism important and even more so for those who d

Both institutional and contextual factors will affect synag
factors include both demographic and cultural factors. Demograph
growth and decline surrounding a particular congregation or the |
of a narticular relieious eroun. Raciallv changine neighborhoods «



W UIUpP VUL UL UL JULL WIS SYHAEUEUT ucpelully Ul ulell UWIlL
Is of their family. The institution is viewed as a service to the
nunal obligation.

is combined with other culturally influenced factors, and with an
:ws as well as other Americans away from organizations. For
uthority of organized religion has some influence. Individuals may
n the synagogue and it may have no legitimacy or authority in their
f authority and legitimacy may also encourage individuals to drop
en time. They may feel no communal or other sanctions from their

of the synagogue would be improved if the
ct contextual factors. The synagogue might i
neet to find marriage partners. If the syna
Jewish families, then in some sense i
iynagogue should adapt its education curricu
ir-olds who attend. Such individuals would
1e Jewish community as a whole and in the s

ues cannot make Jews live in New York,
education. But synagogues can facilitate trip
provide programs for Jews to meet other Ji
gthen the Jewish community.

location of satellite synagogues in locations in low density suburbs

around which Jews could make locational decisions. Perhaps
rthodox community, anchor particular communities. Serving as a
an strengthen the vitality of the Jewish family.




discourage involvement? All of these are cultural aspects of the insti
not to specific subgroups of Jews.

Impressionistic and anecdotal data from individual synagog
organizations of the Reform and Conservative denominations, for ex..
‘ . new rabbi, or other special efforts can
particularly in synagogues that have had no
is not clear whether or not one synagogue pi
: to institutional innovation, but it can be a
the total synagogue membership when innc
1e communal importance of synagogue aff
type of membership recruitment prograi
needed by larger proportions of the Jewish
ewish communal agenda.

itions of the data rests in the differences betw
p and affiliation and the institutional defin
gher proportions of the respondent populatic
say they are dues-paying members, than ar
;. Membership is more broadly defined by
infrequent attendance, former affiliation, or some psychological ¢
institution. Part of the explanation for lower affiliation has to do with
financial barriers to formal membership. Given the relatively
identification of many Jews, institutional barriers of any kind are li
shown to have a serious negative impact on synagogue membership.
or be active is already strong enough from the change in contt
institutional barriers will have a multiple compound negative effe
already predisposed not to have formal synagogue affiliation.
participants in synagogues is difficult under the best of circumstanc
life and the data indicate that demogeranhicallv these are not the best ¢



gant control and tne level ot democracy in the synagogue also is an
y attract or deter potential affiliation. With the growing culture of
id greater levels of participation, individuals may or may not join a
iether they feel integrated into its decision-making processes and part
ing process to guide the synagogue. Others, of course, may want no
> synagogue must provide a sense of control to some subgroups who
be part of the institution.

iaid for whether or not the synagogue is family oriented and presents
e of the central roles of the institution is to provide support beyond
ion to family and clan, the extent to which
ay have a great deal to do with its stability

he role of the rabbi and the image of the rabt
amic, old and wise? Does the rabbi relate we
abbi giving and warm and accessible, or do
e in the congregation and the image that |
ritical impact on rates of growth and declin

rves communal, educational and group-b

ver, that its most important function remains

zogue as a gathering place for Jews to enga

ny other Jewish institution. While religious

1al worship may take place in individuals’ h

e of the synagogue remains a key institutio I
Aside from whatever benefits derive from the orgamzat1onal and
> synagogue, a gathering place where Jews find unique collective
hip to God reinforces the importance of synagogue affiliation as a
al scientific analysis.




looking for religious purpose. But the data indicate that large proport
for religious meaning. Therefore, the role of the synagogue as
gathering place, and serving multiple purposes in community b
synagogue is to attract other constituencies. Given the high propo
themselves as "just Jewish," "not very religious," "ethnic," or other
social, outreach, volunteer, fundraising, a
to the institution but not necessarily to wor
ssential human services such as day care, |
filling both a religious purpose and an ess
: likely to be an institution that attracts a di
inancial structure of the synagogue is a v
gue afford innovative membership recru
luman services or social services that m
magogue place too heavy a financial burden
egants? All of these financial questions are
membership growth and decline.

bvious policy implications of the data is the r

Jne can only assume, given the propensity of
e eep o = =y —p-o—< and lower income households not to belon
the financial burden of the synagogue are a deterrent to membership.
population studies in the Jewish community indicate that cost is
synagogues need to be more responsive to the multiplicity of family +
families with children of school age are the most likely to belong t
also indicate that this particular population subgroup is a minority
the synagogue is institutionally primarily designed to serve this pc
reach most other constituencies may be limited.

IMPLICATIONS FOR RESEARCH



pauent and systematic approach to the study ot these critical 1ssues

raphic changes which affect patterns of affiliation with churches and
ove, attitudinal factors also have a profound impact on affiliation.
erceptions of the synagogue. These problems of perception range
. such as costs of membership and locations of religious institutions,
| as feelings of alienation at prayer services or the possible lack of
gants.

: and maintain affiliation levels with synage
nalyze attitudinal reasons for non-affiliati
ies indicates that attitudinal issues may w
reviously suspected. The adverse impact o
read.

wes are more significant for particular popu
ingles, single parents, young marrieds, and
membership by financial matters, such as
al for their income. It is possible that such
scales exist, or they may feel uncomfortabl
al interrogation to qualify for such scholarsl
how financial considerations work to imped
1ate these concerns, and to map out method
ition groups with limited income.

 institutions and transportation to and from those institutions are not
titudinal as well. For some households and in some cities, twenty
1; in other cities, any time under a half-hour is acceptable; in some
timum traveling time. It does seem that location and distance are
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Non-members may have perceptions of cliquishness or unfriendlin
who do not join synagogues sometimes perceive the religious institu
circle. Research should be planned which investigates how suct
propagated, and what can be done to create an image of religious
walraminag and cnriallu Suppﬂni\'rﬂ PIaCES to gathe]-‘

rise: How can mainstream Jewish families i
gogues? How great a communal mandate ex
| singles programs, professional networkii
ctivities, programs, and services that would ¢
pre-school children to join temples ten to
15 are crucial to all those concerned with sy

ose who have not yet affiliated, househol

esent the second large group of currently

currently disaffiliated, we must begin by und

1e first place. Presumably, when synagogue

these particular needs cease to exist -- disaff

ers to the affiliation-disaffiliation patterns,
devising methods to enhance satisfaction with synagogue affiliat
longevity of the relationship.

Other questions emerge. What successful programs are be’
could these programs be adapted and disseminated to differing religi
do national institutions play?

We feel that in order to predict membership, evaluation o:
analyzing the causes for membership than merely looking at the dire
for why they do or do not join a religious institution. It will be cr
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partlcular needs they have, while obtaining important demographlc
make-up of the household.

0 have mechanisms for collecting data from those who do not renew
ta focus on the reasons for non-renewal as well as the reasons the
Were there unmet expectations? Were there particular reasons
which are no longer operative? How do they feel about the
2s disaffiliate at different times in their life cycles, it is important to

id about current members is also critical. Wi
with the congregation? By combining re
tion for their children) with demographic in
hools and other services knowing the profile

U1 wese wgewer neip ueiine an overall research agenda in better v
affiliation.
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